T €. S1.ue.- 33004/99 REGD. No. D. L.-33004/99

Che Gazette of India

Y.SM.-8).0e.-31.-27112020-223357
CG-DL-E-27112020-223357

HHTHTIOT
EXTRAORDINARY

ar l—gve 1
PART |—Section 1

TR & TSI
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY

|, 341] 7% facetT, FgeafaaTs, AW 26, 2020/4ATUgHT 5, 1942
No. 341] NEW DELHI, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 2020/AGRAHAYANA 5, 1942

oS 3T =T FATHT
(aforsr fawmT)
(ST ST TRTHIATA)

CIPECET

T2 faeett, 26 TawIT, 2020
sifawr sti=r g
TH &1 S qrHET €. 01/2020

v fiw. S, T, F g & srrarn agt @ Faifaa 379 Rl wie e @ T AR are Ot
[T F ST & hT GHTEAT LA o Torg et awie |

BT, . 07/04/2020-F A& . —1. WgTaeHT =129 UL Hifwed for. (R a5t "arfeerrat” sraar
"sraEE" Y FET AT ) T =\ 5. T, (B T8t gag <o oft wgr wr 8) ¥ e gy &Y Bt v w
(e e & i) 2 A § 12 W ((FE0 dier ared §) Jiers ard Wi @E g e
TASTAET, ST STaT Aamited YAt & o AfeaRa Rt @, droee @ orfie 78 8" %
ATATAT I TN T T UefT 9w ot HrT & "t Feae w&e @ (B 78t S #f v S srorar
"HHTATENT TS Fgl TAT )T ATHA 7 FIA il ART FLd g U HeFAAT [T SAEad 3L 64T 2l
A I, F U A S 9, =7 gH7T AT+ 08.09.2015 Fr ATSR=AT T, 47/2015 — HIHT goF (T I

5789 G1/2020 Q)



2 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [PART I—SEC. 1]

) F ATETT T AT g AN g1 TaH 9w 7.9.2020 TF AN I 3% 32 faaiw 02.09.2020 #Hr
AT |, 29/2020- AT 9ok (TETET) % d2d 7.12.2020 T 03 HTE % o7 a@ T 17 o)

P IS

2. ST QL& ATER=HT &, 14/19/2002 — =1 St ©w =¥ f&qi 05.07.2002 # srqam, iy srfaerr
o =T S ST ZSAAAT F JA F ATAT qgf & [HATdq "R e W qd o+ q9y
¥ U qred Tt S A e N I e afomHT # STy g sAfeeEEr 9.
14/19/2002 — =t sff w <t faAT® 20.11.2002 F AqA AT FFar 7217 o7 37 o=y wemerT g
ATE=AT H. 7/2003 — HHAT o @11 7.1.2003 F AqAR AFTAH (e AN AT 3T 9m
ITFARTEY GIRT =0 ST, 797, 3% SeraferT | "faerae |y € féfee e & (i s = sfaf)
2 forsft. & 12 ot (1 Aiere arffe €) 7iers are wlle o g See gerady, stenfew
FAAT SETHITET TATSAT o (o0 AT Noeraed T, THee I ATHA Tl g & AETdl 9%
aTed et g At FRrRTier Fed gu stferg=eT /. 14/19/2002 — £t St v 27 faAi 22.08.2003 %
FIET, ATTH = IR S 60 1T o) 3 g9 T [ @ s T &R sEtaw
S SATEITOT shT JTLE | I A9 a0l AAe & o0 faA1h 12.11.2003 FiT Afesg==r . 165/2003
— HTHT I & ATET AT ores et e A =1

3. Ih Q[ 6 THTH 2§ T4, T IANT F ITH ATEaA 6 e 9%, Mg arfeer 7 gg=t o=
THTAT AT Tl ST % AR, AT ST, ST SSHIAT H oG Tl 6 ATl 9% qred et
I T T T@ =l [RTer 3d gu fadis 2.12.2008 Hit Afag==r 7. 15/01/2007 — =T 5ft @
S % ST TR T SATaH St afoms S 7w 1w 3 w=rer F S o Afeg=mr 4.
04/2009 — =T 97 f&ATH 6.1.2009 ST T ¥ & 5.1.2014 TF I7 a9 0 A< AT &
forT dag 39 & gt srorar & FAifa g9 awqel & ATl 97 ared T e F AT 7@

4. TH STATAT, HHT e ATeg=aT 7. 04/2009 — HHAT g[e a1 6.1.2009 F SATHTL AT e hr
AT & 9d, I SN F T A4eT F AL 92, EH 7 qfag=ar &, 15/24/2013 - ¥ St
T =T faATH 3.1.2014 % sqa g Ao Sti=r S¥ieAr s Y, e & dtad gid & a0,
g 39T F Tag aEs + AATAl I ITe el g i Ferar T tferg=ar . 07/2014 — =ar
e (T = =1) faqi® 23.1.2014 F sqar &A1+ 5.1.2015 TF i 39 ariee #2 o #=mas
ESAAEISIESERIRIET

5. STaH ST qOTTHT T ATeE=AT €. 15/24/2013 ¥ S U S faqi# 2.7.2015 & ATHE AT o0
T S A sttt 7 =9 S, T F g F srrar agi ¥ [aitaa @t v e e % At
T FHTET AT 218/H.29 #T 3T 9% AfHd qrew el epea 7 Sy @ &7 e £ AfEe
TSR F ST & fA%g qTed el ook it arae o &r fArteer oft $n 3 frerfer #iv
ot waTera gy A=A /. 47/2015 — €T 9 (T St =) fadi 8.9.2015 AT AT
ST &9 T A F 97 a9 il 7arer & o Grateaa Bar w@m areq Tt g% 7.9.2020 TF
ST AT #f faAiE 2.9.2020 T SATEg=AT . 29/2020 — 4T 7 (T ST =) & SATATL A1 A=l
FATT 7.12.2020 T TTAT 4T 2

FIERI

6. Hag ST o Hael | ST I AT A1 &F T ShAT T STTEe0T [T IT3T 8-

. W%maﬁsﬁ%m%waﬁq‘mﬁﬁ%ﬁwmsﬁﬂwqmwﬁaﬂnsﬁmw
FLA gU, AL o TSI STETET0T § TR faAt 10.02.2020 FT UF qfedsh Aifed Sl
o

i. TTTEaRTT F A | = S, 7. % ATATE [ Hag ST+l EAd & a1 § gr=ra 6am
ST Hatera MATaeni/ScaTaEahi & a7 ART IR=ad & o g
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Vi.

Vii.

viii.

Xi.

ITFFTET 7 /. Je Trareq s=ar ur. o, & sy v @ 2wy & 7. Tiee wg =@
ZSe for. 3T 7. STETer ST & fof. 9% 9o S § = SR 6 &7 H [@F=% F:7d gU
it i sErraT gfawT Suersy FE)

TR 7 T 6(7) F aqa Radg Teel gr Ader F o get =@ s
ATESTa B & &7 | [BaaE TEaRR g0 TEqd [0 0 q7 FHT SR 975 ITeTed
FIOATI T &1, TP TgmaRT i Al =9 F 989 7 g &1 AT eJ19 § T@q gu, a9
Raag Tt & £ ¥ F g7 9T fFaag TR F A1 394 (Aaadt 6 ST arst
T QT A o6 o0 e oA I

TR o ST ATATd ZIT SHh ATaad H FohU 0 31T &7 9799 F:334 & fo §99
HIHT T STTaEa SY F SRART ZIT T il T AT 6l ST ¥ 2

o, AT T (9T T & FEmrdie ST &1 e 7 w3 & S0 AT & qa9e
T g, TR  F a7 qTed 7 &7t it 73T T Arherd i & o7y yeaqra 9ei 4T, afern
Y 7 T o fertor Fi s Tt o7

ATAEH ATITAH AT AL SN | AT THEAT T8 AT T A STEFH FAar TiT 72 =7
ST o ST THaTd 980 U SATAaF ATATah Sfishe f¥ o aTal T GeATI= ATord
[ERIRIE

ST o JATSTAT @8 qHH T S SANT 6 Ahe| A< Al A7 qearaa A &wgr =1

fRemTaett % =W 6(6) F srgavor #, wTfgwrT 7 fa| 20.10.2020 =1 st wifas
qAATs H RaaE TAFH &l S (=91 TEq HeA 7 a6 9t 2= oham 5 gt 7
AT qare § oo+ = weqa o 3, 399 /ifes €7 9 =3 0 T st f=mr &
ot Fae &1 weqa w3 &1 Sy 6T 13T, S a1e T Mees yeqa & o)

RTaTaet % STEeo |, TR F AT & STl a2t #1 Yhe a1, e 92 gF G
17.11.2020 F THeIshoT fEawor o & H o797 TROMTHT % A7 FT [HA707 637 8w 39 1%
24.11.2020 7% fRaeg Temt &1 fewfort = £ aqafy & ) Raag ga=we i
foroqfor aw it g7 "9 @wEr S A ST 9 e BT T f s Tw o
TR # IeerE 6T 3T 2

TH S IR0 § U A e 97 AT Baas T g e A e ST
fRTaTaet  Sfaia TTfeehTl ST UHT HHeAT TS =71 A1 T& T FdT &l

|G e R e | o M s

FraEs g oy T Rae

7. AreE g o0 0 Hees Memgam &:-

.

qa = # aRwivua feEmreia sone R ary & 2R g#e #7 (W wra #
Frars g=) 2 (H.41. T 12 (.47, (7191 FI275 977fHe) # FFie 7T (g a4 qarae’,
e FIaT JISHIRT gIGT F [T FfaaRa Ru<ifzea wrg, giaes ora e
7T 1" 2T, ATHT TS 09 T ATA I [HAdy FAlE 0, H ST F aH0 6
FTETT HHAT o < AT=aH, 1975 F 4717 70 3fT 918 § 7005 # qgd "W 7
AT AT AVt F St A R T )

AMEEH F T IAT FLd g0 " "I TH S & AMHA 7 F &l 707 &f g FF I 3,
ICATE & FT 9T Aal g oET o f&Arw 02.07.2015 it sifaw Sr= giome sfeeg==T 4.
15/24/2013 — < St U 1 # fRaiia T i g1
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draaes 7 T oY U St #r "wiaf e, | e welle e F '/ afeared B g
ST aTeqd § amTa: A o e fifqer e Gsiead o7 ™ § T I & &0
FEA o G ITH Iafear oY goh qrwer it 3g " @d aTdT U G ga1rd )
gfafi=r fFeae weire e #iT 9 # "ot AT weie e sET " AT A e
TATE" (FHTEATRT 39T o =7 § off Ieofed) F 9 § 7 97a7 g

sraes 7 ¥ e ff o, arforey "@ErerT &yt fRiE 16.08.2018 F o7 A oS I W
Fersamer STaraT 81 T 78 e T sirar g & fee (srgaerars) 7 oft ot St % e
H 99 IoITE M F FOT S T U ST AT AT ATChe A g 9. for. a=r /. "7 -
FgH=TaTe arHe # Ty Aty fRam 2 siv 28 < Sft & e g sreTa ST 2

A frerodqret &7 | = U Sff 3T T | UE St A7 Ieq@d g a¥ gl

o =eg =T T fRelt eafa 7 arHeT 98t FweAr 929 Ffw € |/ uw v ured Ot ook
Fr gt & eTer T Srar g FA(TH TR HT T IAN I FIS ATTHITER TAT Tal
ATl AT | £t U Sff i AR W ST T I A A AT Afq qgy gt =it
THHT AATT T AATAL 6 1% | A FH g1 THT T, HIAT 6 &7 H A0 IAN 92 et
T Fwa TATT T FIE GATIAT Aol § FAIR 5 | TE ST AT HT FrAd AT
ScaraaRt gIT AT o o= U = U S % 2.5 I F | SA7aT 2

& £ #ff uw STt % o0 o gk &t oS ve AW yearted AT T € T smEedt |
FgsRaor & forw oo srErer & yTiord # & forw weady, 2019 § sy R o € |
T STt o forT 36 9TeT &1 o " 9 fEsare T g1 v gt oA sreeferae U St e
o7 Tt T o, e sreefera T TS ° ared et O F e | Al @ g
Ffeega a2

o arfardy 7 g1t &t § ST sifaw St afory § &7 #fed T 7w afgeha B g FitE
T IART 7 A TATHL AT 8 7o IEI THaRT STUTEA Al AT g gIeAieh, o el i
FLA T STHAT ST Fd & ST AL SANT GIT AT F FLeA T THATT HT TR &
AT T FHT ST Tg =T g T UH 19 Sl HIHT T A1 00 AT 6l g1 § dgd
Afew g1 TAT AT Seae foRaedT A ueEuee 2000 (119) £ v & 319 (3 o
s # gffee g faw o [t uw ofF B @ em

g T T STTEHI & T | HIs T Tal g 1o AT STl HT ART 7 4T Ig IATaT &
o IF o2 T ff 7 Y 7 FE a7 A5l & T o A AT T T Jal § AT
TTH FXd & Irald AT IcaTae FIT &F T GAAT &l AT oTrHer 33T § ST Fgd & o < &
TE ST &7 2005 & Tg SATATE & F IaATRd Agl AT AT i wifa® o f&faeir
SRt aat § £ Y U S si7 | U Sff § gyt $aw gl

o STt 21 o gy ST uw o it s |iEar § oft I7 SeedT #i MR g, et Scarae
T ST fasht & e g sfaeagl &t o 7 & i afearar & Bt aw=g #1 o w2
& forT o=t 951 g

o =T ST < & U ST &7 ITATEA Tol HLaT § ST SEU TTIEERRT 6 Aare STeamg
F ATATY TH ATHS A5l AT ST AR T Fgel il AGLTHAT Al & 1% Tgel af Fls
' FEq FAT AT =TT TR FT AR A8l 99 FhdT S TEU qTed et et
T AT TR 7@ ST FHAT|
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T A a1 9 STE% g1 e 17 {aeq

.

= Icaraht « fwferfed e o 2-

Tg T Ff 7 IoaTEt | | UF 7 qad ° | UE ST w7 Scaran e st i g zater
ot o #fF F & | Y UE ST FT TETHCT FA AT TTIAFRET F (70 A saeawmar a1 gl
AT g aee o T g o o 3 |1 % s Scamaat o a1 AT I 3 ST T ST i
FT erar g 5 =9 g #7 off awde wear g & off 7 s s ff 3 |1 5 o & srge et
ST FeRaT| ag AT e BT o g & sraeest # ofaa Feea § off, &2 et ™
ATEHT F T9F TR AT § T o Ioaree = gf Of € 9rer & I T o &1 AT
IATE F¥ T 2l

g T 7g Al FAT Agca Ul g 1 et ot Faas ° g8 3care, Ffwtr gt #5r
ATRAT, SRR & siaw, 97 €T ¥ 9T T o & Hafed AR, ST ScaTE 1 T F i
& Hae H AT Fead e S § AATTF Agead 0l g, J gared Fehy o7 9g=d |
STTErRTT il TETEAT Fe & (o0 ST # AT A5l odTl 38 419 | T@d gu, ITTEFT &l
TATRTSAT ZIT o0 0 f9aad &l dEidd FAT Mgy, FA0h T T Fad Jeqol i @FuT
T Iqaed fafgemar & fadiq g, afed Agaqur a1 & a1 H= .99, F et Iaares
FIT ST o Al g1 Fatast fit A F UHT SHgATRar iy THgaNT & R, J3
SeaTEhl o Are AT or fF arfge et g swret gy U U fReed & setsa
[ERISIGIRC Y]

T8 o =i Seare i 99T # welie e & a9t g artee g Fam fEmde
ITATE o &3 | [T 0 FIECH0T 6 ANl I (Heae fohar s g & Ffe = SenT "uadhee
TFTaT AT 7T AT IATET Y V&l &, T AgChUT & T I Al gIaT, THT 74
N o IS | TH €2 U2 gF ST1= [ THTH FA A1 A 6T |

g T IR & Ao TETE Tal ¢ 3T UH IcITE &l ATHA Fid gU Ig qaries qeae
T § fRaifa B = 8 ST e SR A7 afd 98T 1T 81 T Afaiiw, I8 a2 6
9 31T & =9 § UFST [FATT AR T (S HT UE ) A A0 AT AT H g oy
aRqa dar, e S Fsaamarafea war g S oersh e fr g
HT T 90T AT AT A FEE BT g afy =T soamest 72005 & € A U off @+
IATE MW T 3T o7 & 7f% € v UF Sff U fFeaw wefw e 98l o7 av foser
Toreft Sti=r & =& W o1 A7 gt Sorar A forferd Reeet ®, wie] S=nT # onfier Searaht
T TELTAT g T3 I Heeah T SCATEhl § § UF F (1T § £ & UF S FT IcaTad oY
AT AT 7 ST 3T o I 3T 3% a9 § Tt 28ty € |1 U St &0 =i
ICATE o &5 F T8 gl [o6AT ST qha Tl

N IuTeRl § F UF F g7 R 0 ywrer o F gag #§ 5 A oL Tor. 2005 9 €
TF ST T ITATEA Y @1 8, T SAN o Heae fhar g & =7 a2 #71 Fre 9o J&i
feherar g FITh e Jg THTIOT Hiid H 6T 13T g [ €I UF ST U {99 Thre a1
ot o €T FT Fa9e el gl el T (7T 31T TR F &7 § T | UF S F Aieqd a7 9
g, TE a1 ITEHE 981 8 o T 9. T, T THHT IuTeT Fi AT AT o) AT H,
ITE & R g A I F St srgiiwar g AT e oar siw
TATT, IqTE & &7 § 97 T #F & F&fre yawre it suteafa w1 § 987 81 9d ¥ 92 T9H
STATEA gl (AT AT AT FA(Th THhT Hls AN dgi AT I STah =H il q0 g, TG
STATEH THHT ICITET T T g 3T AT § el I HY 75 2l
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g T 9 STUTEHl § § UF FAq7q UF ST Are 4T U F A8 A2 AT 71 a9 o forg
FAA A TAN & (70 JATST ITed et el Tl QT FLA o TATT F0T oI, T, F T
| UF ST o agd T Tiaerdis 7 A AT g1 UF St og 9F e F 99 {0t sterar
FT SATIT TFrer1 o forg srarfaa £ = v St 3 et amr 1 s=er 987 R 2

g T aaae gIT oy o0 T 3T 21 T 3L &0 &7 A0 | Jenreid JTHd H il
g AZ1 gl T, He Mared 2fear ur. for. (ua St o ff ver) == venfaues 1 ffear
Tel g 9T TAU, S IcdTash o Haidd gadar o &1 A IO H7 I 981 gl Jehd |
T3, ST 9ihT 9ga Uge it STafd F Safaq § ofiT e 7 39 T2 &l T 647 g =0
Hae # s fAare qel ¢ [ T S O S U 7 € " U S H7 I e ot i g

g T areres gT " o fF i Rawreeht #7 @89 T9a swrg u7 fTmr I e e
TAT HEATHT IY SETA g ST THOT T STEH 1 60 S H S32d | o I fHaad
o & 3 <5, we St oft o uer 7 S § € |7 uw Soft 7 geurae 7 e i g,
Areah g7 OE ITE 9 AT T T € 98 aredd # A SR & "I A qHeEE
FAT Bl

g o sfree® o Meadt o UAT i grar § 7o o UF 97 9% & ATHAT 67 GHTT Fied
FT FITAM FT T 5| F5 ST IAHT TE T & T o (O oF T #fF o Faer § qSrahaor it qR7
FT T 21 THT K AT g 3961 g % oft & B It 3 H@7 F Ffy of € o v Sy enmfer /gt
ATI TH GIfT H AT 3T SATST TS BT TS & FANH R0 T TH FISHTOT KT ATHAT T hT
FITALT T T & M, 0T FRT T A19aT § o o7 F T <A § gf areqa | 91 T & #
AT AT| B SART 7 W Haad o g & wegadl a/ier & o g aw 5
TeATHS e fafers e arrt & "e9 § fafvs [fgard € ofiv = e & zqa @
fooquft e &1 aAfeEr g1 9% aTas F7 e TEATHS ST FIAT A1 TRl
FETEAT & 9 & TEq g, TOF #H e 9% ST+ il A 16d AT ST ATMgul

g T A # ATtad < € U S AY qed et 9F F qUg | gaied Haed & qag #
T AN A Faea T g & S o i € # UF ST % Sl 9% ared et
[ T TR T Tg & AT 38 AT S, T F T T 90T | AT AT ST &
STl aTed Uelt e AN 81 THH ATd1owh, TH Sit s 91 U off ge7 afdq 3amai &y
AR GO F FT ST F AT A T AT Gt 7T F e ot ared et g
T T ) 3atern ag feoqeft & =9 g FT o AT qred Tt e THiG w7
T2 T HAA AYTHIRF § afesw Taq @l § T ZHOT ZH Johre A& 0 S T
ST 2

T SRR 7 fHaas R 8 & S sfehesaea womg ar. o1, a9 #ft #§f srgwemams /e
¥ HEeT % AU FT Ioorg qehredd ST ATl § THOMT SIMTHRIR g Fih S<h el
HESZT T T S GIT Agl [oTAT AT AT ST HHT 8o T ATi=am, 1975 =t gmer 9 =¥
AT ol H qTe LT ATHAT 6 HIH H QT TIT H 6 (70 THRATT HIAT TR g
A AR, TH 97 T AF@T qgl (hAT ST ThdT o Teee 5= F71 i St it & e
AT T IR T FTAATET § TR FATT AT qTRA AT T A7) TETETE, T4 I
7 HeeT AT § AT TSR &7 36 (AU 7 Fae ATSERdr & (6T § dfod SaaT
FAATT ST F FIS Hael Aol ¢ T e i AT a9 gTT Tiafdd qgi 36T 17 8 37
T & TOhaT ST JodT ) TR ST 7 A AT SR AT 8 T S & araer #7 FAdl &d gu
TSITd 3 AT § Tg @i e AT IET Al 15 g1 0 &9 § T@d gU, T AN
AT q@e Faea #ar g & 36 awee saer, o | g s srferfaas i gmr 9
T % dgd UTHd gl T 3T g, T TaA1 FEa12al O Fls gae 981 2
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T T straes 7 3fra ot & frgial 1 geaiswd o faar, fEmred= seame F s gawe
F1 Foramrefie 3caTe F THY TaHe F G AT T g 6T o qred et w0 F s 2.4
ST gTed T MEATEe & aqae — | % GWUTE 6 % Jgd [aEre AT g1 T 9T 31T
st feres forr w8 B =f st qamr i stro &y =09 s, wor, & sranfaa € o o Sf
HY SRR 6 AT H AATIF FEIAT X T 5l THH ATTh, T | TH ST HT TgA o F
T IAURT T 9o T £ & TF S 60 I=a @bl FIHT F Ieaad 9 77 79 gl =9
T, S S 01 F A € H# U Sft e s # off afy ag=t w® € o zmte
T ICATE & F AT g1 TET ST TRl

T IART T AR FHerae Fram ar g & 7fs araes gy yoqa J&a1a T= e w2 o
STAT g T ITFEreRTETr T ek ATl § g o<  ary fAfes fAforearsi w ao adt
ITATET T FGTHLUT FIAT IT| A I JAAT A IT €T U srearia ferapoor v dsheqar
FT 7T Ioerae T ST ToF ITed Trefl T, =Teme oY S ame § 9efl-97ifd Iafed gl
T IAN T A G g & frd ame s ¥ 21 g99et ® S fiea o &Y
FIZHTOT FT ST AT T THhaT|

Tg o e § Hag a5 & THT THA AT IcA1ad F2d o {70 IeArad TieAT 37 3qqe
AELTFRATHA T TAT FHAT g1 = 3N g1 e far mar g & s e
I & UF Gade H FF AT (ATLA Fhee) o FHILW, Tg TH FgSH0T H HHAT qG1
FATATI T8 ATATE, T e FEAT Fgeaqol & T 37 IeaTfad e 3 10 T4<h FET arniy
TH gl TAIE & T @AW fEawor (Argier) § AT’ $iax Sca1g &l {9 Tg1 aararn
g aea o o 8 & 9 ® fAfss sarest g BT @ & oo oft, agrer
Forer-frer 21 zaferg, Argier § oqw € o uw S % THe ateshe w7 ST g T %
T U g IcaTE A1 aATan aTEdd §, AT AT qaHel & o wgr 9t Sedad i
&9 F 9 g, TH qETHCT FT AT Tl IAqTAT ST qha Tl T IART 7 Faaq Far g &
36 e 3 a9 & 9fd q@irg & a7 2 7 strees &1 @1 /e 39 Sfiha @ i
&I § T@d g0 TNTaA gl J1ar g o =3 32T ff 7 & % I 9 &0 &7 Ioarfad &7
=2

ST % AT, I Maea o Srar § & saes & =99 it T&iFd & Jqar, =g
ST, F S HT U S T ST radl ST e 900 & AT hiAdi & o= & sa< agd
TET 21 T2 AN g F2ar & & =7 5. o 7 € A uw S Fw0a sg frad ot e
32T & forw erfaenree g =fa ot & saria [MEidl S odt § U 3tua qaar it St
gl TaTe 9% IUrsq q=AT |, THE TITH A& g T AT S, [T, F ArATad € € UE S
T IANRT 0T HTAAT H AATEF Feldl HT T gl THH ATATIh, HTd & FH HIAd I fewhr
&7 AT ot Agea ol g1 37 T, © | UF S % S off =3l 32T & afa 9g=r ) 2
TH AT § TEd g, T SANRT F TTIEHET F 7 = w0 THTH HLA A7 e 54T 2|

fafamtor wiram sfiw € =7 s Sft &1 S F F Or SET 2Aqe sraar ff  f F F
AT FATAY THIT g1 79 Al T AT H 27 T 6 AFLA FT G7 ATATd Ageadq gl
g T |1 UE Sff  forw g 7oy /g 81 € #fF uw S F e AEstewr F g
e Maes o feafaa @t &1 99 Ceo,, HIRIH Tohe 3T AIRIW AT &l
AT AT S AT THaT 379 % IcdTa § ST 147 2

g T £ o U ST srerar I 7 7 3 FoReft oe WohTe T IcaTed &ee o forw fafamtor whma
U gl T 78 Fae far g & @i e & e &7 Genfied § 90 6o
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY
(Department of Commerce)
(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF TRADE REMEDIES)

NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 26th November, 2020
FINAL FINDINGS
MTR Case No. 01/2020

Subject : Mid-Term Review to review the product scope of definitive Anti-dumping duty imposed on
Certain Float Glass originating in or exported from China PR.

F. No. 07/04/2020-DGTR.—1. Mahalaxmi Dyes & Chemicals Ltd (hereinafter also referred to as
the ‘Petitioner’ or ‘Applicant’) has filed a mid-term review application seeking exclusion of ‘Extra Clear
Float Glass’ (hereinafter referred to as ‘ECFG’ or ‘product under review’) from the purview of anti-
dumping duty imposed on imports of “Float Glass of thickness 2 mm to 12 mm (both thickness inclusive)
of clear as well as tinted variety (other than green glass) but not including reflective glass, processed glass
meant for decorative, industrial or automotive purposes” (hereinafter also referred to as the “subject goods”
or “product under consideration” or “PUC” ) from China PR (herein after also referred to as “subject
country”). Anti-dumping duty on EFCG from China PR is presently imposed vide Notification No.
47/2015-Customs (ADD) dated 8.9.2015. The current AD duties were in force till 7.9.2020, and they have
been extended by three months vide Notification No 29/2020-Customs (ADD) dated 02.09.2020 i.e. till
7.12.2020.

BACKGROUND

2. Vide initiation notification No. 14/19/2002-DGAD dated 5.7.2002, Designated Authority initiated an
antidumping investigation concerning import of "Certain Float Glass", originating in or exported from
China PR and Indonesia. The Preliminary Findings were issued by the Authority, vide Notification
No. 14/19/2002-DGAD dated 20.11.2002 and provisional duty was imposed by the Ministry of
Finance, vide Notification No. 7/2003-Customs, dated 7.1.2003. The Final Findings were issued by
the Authority vide Notification No. 14/19/2002-DGAD, dated 22.8.2003 recommending anti-dumping
duty on imports of ‘Float Glass of thickness 2 mm to 12 mm (both thickness inclusive) of clear as
well as tinted variety (other than green glass) but not including reflective glass, processed glass meant
for decorative, industrial or automotive purposes’ from China PR and Indonesia. Ministry of Finance
accepted the recommendation and imposed definitive anti-dumping duty vide Notifications No.
165/2003-Customs, dated 12.11.2003 for a period of five years from the date of provisional duty
imposition.

3. Before expiry of the said duty, based upon an application from the domestic industry, Designated
Authority conducted the first sunset review. Upon investigation, the Final Findings were issued by the
Authority vide Notification No. 15/01/2007- DGAD dated 2.12.2008 recommending continuation of
anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods from China PR and Indonesia. Ministry of Finance
issued Customs Notification No. 04/2009-Customs dated 6.1.2009 and continued anti-dumping duty
on the imports of the above goods, originating in or exported from the subject countries for a further
period of five years i.e., up to 5.1.2014.

4.  Further, before the expiry of the duty imposed vide Customs Notification No. 04/2009-Customs dated
6.1.2009, based upon an application from the domestic industry, the Authority initiated the second
sunset review investigation vide Notification No. 15/24/2013-DGAD dated 3.1.2014. During the
pendency of the review, the validity of the anti-dumping duty on the imports of the subject goods
from the subject countries was extended by the Ministry of Finance up to and inclusive of 5.1.2015,
vide Notification No. 07/2014-Customs (ADD) dated 23.1.2014.

5. Final Finding was issued vide Notification No. 15/24/2013-DGAD dated 02.07.2015, and the
Designated Authority recommended continuation of definitive anti-dumping duty at the rate of USD
218/MT imposed on imports of Certain Float Glass, originating in or exported from China PR. The
Designated Authority also recommended withdrawal of anti-dumping duty against Indonesia. The
said recommendation was implemented by Ministry of Finance vide Notification No. 47/2015-
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Customs (ADD) dated 8.9.2015 for a period of five years from the date of the notification. Anti-
dumping duty was in force till 7.9.2020 and it has been extended by three months vide Notification
No 29/2020-Customs (ADD) dated 02.09.2020 i.e. till 7.12.2020.

PROCEDURE

6.  The procedure described herein below has been followed by the Authority with regard to the subject
investigation:

Vi.

Vil.

viii.

Xi.

The Authority issued a public notice dated 10.2.2020 published in the Gazette of India
Extraordinary, initiating mid-term review of the anti-dumping investigation concerning import of
the subject goods.

The Authority informed the Embassy of China PR in India about the initiation of the subject
investigation and requested for further circulation with concerned exporters/producers.

The Authority made available copies of the non-confidential petition to M/s Saint-Gobain India
Pvt. Ltd., M/s Sisecam Flat Glass India Ltd., M/s Gold Plus Glass Industry Ltd, and M/s. Asahi
India Glass Ltd., also considered as the domestic industry in the original investigation.

The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence presented by the interested
parties in the form of a public file kept open for inspection by the interested parties as per Rule 6
(7). Also, in view of the global pandemic and physical inaccessibility, request was made to all the
interested parties to share the non-confidential versions of their submissions with other interested
parties via email.

The Authority has examined the information furnished by the Applicant and the Domestic
Industry to the extent possible to verify the claims made by the Applicant importer in its
application.

Since the petition is for limited purpose of exclusion of a certain type of product under
consideration, the Authority did not propose to evaluate either the quantum of dumping or injury,
therefore stipulation of a POl was not required.

Further information was sought from the Applicant importer and the Domestic Industry to the
extent deemed necessary. Verification of the data and claims of the Applicant importer was
conducted to the extent considered necessary for the purpose of the investigation.

Verification of data and claims of the Domestic Industry was also carried out to the extent
considered necessary for the purpose of the investigation.

In accordance with Rule 6(6) of the Rules, the Authority also provided opportunity to the
interested parties to present their views orally in a public hearing held on 20.10.2020. The parties,
who presented their views in the oral hearings, were requested to file written submissions of their
views expressed orally, followed by rejoinder submissions.

In accordance with the Rules the Authority disclosed the essential facts of the case before it that
forms the basis of its findings in the form of a disclosure statement dated 17.11.2020 and the
interested parties were allowed time up to 24.11.2020 to comment on the same. The comments of
the interested parties, to the extent relevant, have been considered by the Authority and have been
addressed in this finding.

“***> in this Final Findings represents information furnished by an interested party on

confidential basis, and so considered by the Authority under the Rules.

PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE

Submissions made by the Applicant

7. The submissions made by the Applicant are as follows:

a.

The product under consideration defined in the original investigation was “Float Glass of
thickness 2 mm to 12 mm (both thickness inclusive) of clear as well as tinted variety (other than
green glass) but not including reflective glass, processed glass meant for decorative, industrial or
automotive purposes.” Both ordinary Float Glass and Extra Clear Float Glass are classified under
the category “Glass and Glassware” in Chapter 70 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and further
under 7005 as per Customs Classification.
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b.

The applicant has sought exclusion of ‘ECFG’ claiming that the said product does not from part
of the product scope as defined in Final Findings- Notification No: 15/24/2013-DGAD dated
02.07.2015.

The Applicant has defined ECFG as “Extra clear, low-iron float glass, which is practically a
colourless glass with negligible greenish tint visible on the edge and having a higher degree of
light transmission and transparency achieved usually by reducing iron content in the glass. Extra
clear float glass is also known in the market as ‘Ultra Clear Float glass’ or ‘Low Iron Float
Glass’” (also referred to as product under review).

The Applicant also placed reliance on RTI Reply dated 16.8.2018 received from DIPP, Ministry
of Commerce, which also confirms that none of the glass manufacturers in India make Ultra Clear
Glass. It is further submitted that even CESTAT (Ahmedabad) has given a clear ruling in Jajoo
Architectural Glass Pvt Ltd vs CC-Ahmedabad on ECFG being a different product than CFG and
same to be adopted by DGTR.

There are significant differences between CFG and ECFG in terms of prices, technical aspects,
such as raw material composition, production process, physical and chemical properties and other
characteristics.

That the Domestic Industry will not suffer any injury if ECFG will be excluded from the levy of
anti-dumping duty, as the exclusion does not have any injurious effect on domestic industry.
There is low demand for ECFG in India and no volume injury to the domestic industry will be
caused as the imports comprise of less than 1% of imports. Similarly, in terms of price, there is no
possibility of any adverse price effect to the domestic industry as the prices of ECFG imports are
more than 2.5 times the CFG manufactured and sold by the Indian producers.

That a separate BIS standard has been proposed for ECFG and Applicants had relied upon the
said draft BIS for ECFG issued in February 2019 to substantiate their request for exclusion.
Similar reliance was placed on Australian AD Commission, wherein Australian Authority has
excluded low iron glass from the scope of anti-dumping duty.

That the Authority in a recently issued final finding excluded low melting yarn because Domestic
Industry conceded that they have not produced the same even though they hold capability to
supply the same and the only reason why domestic industry did not supply was the lack for orders
from consumers and the fact that the price of such yarn is much higher than the price of other
yarns. Similar reliance was also placed on the decision by CESTAT in Indian Refractory Makers
Association 2000 (119) ELT 319 (TRI).

That there is no merit in the argument of the domestic producers that Chinese producers’ non-
participation reflects that there is no difference in PUR and PUC, as they have sourced
information from market research and sources, and have also included information supplied by
Chinese producer, who have stated that ECFG was not commercially produced before 2005 and
there exists significant differences in ECFG and CFG in terms of physical as well as
manufacturing process-wise.

That even the Manual of SOP issued by DGTR provides, mere competence without any
production or merchant sales may not be sufficient to include an item in the definition of the PUC.

That the Domestic Industry is not producing ECFG and, therefore, it ought to have been excluded
as per the consistent practice of the Authority. Needless to say, that an ‘unlike article’ would
never form a part of the Product under Consideration in the first place and, therefore, cannot be
subject to anti-dumping duties.

Submissions made by the Participating Domestic Producers

8. The domestic producers have made the following submissions:

a.

That since one of the domestic producers had actually produced and sold the ECFG and therefore,
there is no occasion for the Authority to exclude the ECFG from the scope of the PUC. It is further
submitted that the other producers of the PUC also have the capability to produce PUR which also
supports the point that PUR cannot be excluded from the scope of the PUC. It is also submitted that
even in the written submission filed by the applicants, at several places the applicants have
themselves admitted that domestic producers are indeed producing the PUC as well as PUR.
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That it is important to note that none of the exporters participated in the investigation to assist the
Authority to reach to the conclusion relating to like product, difference in manufacturing process,
raw materials, difference in technology, cost associated with PUC and PUR, which is of critical
importance in limited mid-term review investigation concerning exclusion of product. In view
thereof, the Authority should reject the submission made by the users, as the same are not only
incorrect and contrary to the jurisprudence available on the subject, but also not substantiated by
any producer from China PR with material evidence. On account of such non-participation and
non-cooperation on part of the exporters, the domestic producers had requested that the Authority
should reject the submissions made by users.

That the definition of the product under consideration includes all types of Float Glass except
exclusion carved out from the scope of the product under consideration. It is further submitted that
since the Domestic Industry is producing the “Extra Clear Float Glass”, the question of its
exclusion does not arise and therefore, the domestic producers requested the Authority to terminate
the investigation at this stage itself.

That the product scope is not at all vague and is defined in the most precise manner covering the
product which is causing injury to the Domestic Industry. Moreover, the fact that Extra Clear Float
Glass (ECFG) as a product variant was indeed in existence even before the initiation of original
investigation, proves the fact beyond any doubt that ECFG was very much part of PUC. It is further
submitted that if the Chinese producers had started the production of ECFG since 2005 and if
ECFG was not a clear float glass, why the issue was not raised in any of the previous
investigations. In written submissions, domestic producers comprising domestic industry have
reiterated that one of their constituent domestic producers has produced and supplied the ECFG in
the market and others have the capability to produce and supply in the market and therefore, ECFG
cannot be excluded from the scope of the product under consideration.

In relation to the certification by one of the Chinese Producers that China PR is producing ECFG
since 2005, the Domestic Industry has submitted that this fact is of no consequence as the applicant
has failed to prove that the ECFG is not a variant or subset of the PUC. As regards the existence of
ECFG as a product variant, it is not relevant as to when did China PR start the production of the
same. As a matter of fact, the product was indeed manufactured by the technology supplier of the
Domestic Industry and, therefore, the existence of the specific variant of the PUC as a product, is
not in question. It was not produced in India earlier as there was no demand for the same. Now
when there is demand, domestic producers are producing and supplying the same in the market.

That one of the domestic producers namely SGIPL has imported very miniscule percentage of
ECFG from China PR after paying applicable anti-dumping duties only for internal use — to make
lacquered and coated glasses. SGIPL has not used any part of imported ECFG for reselling or other
trading purposes.

That the RTI reply annexed by the Applicant is of no significance in the instant case for two
reasons. Firstly, Saint Gobain India Pvt. Ltd. (SGIPL) is not part of that association and, therefore,
the information relating to the said producer could not have been a part of the RTI reply. Secondly,
the query pertains to very old period and the applicant has admitted the fact that there is no dispute
that SGIPL has produced and sold ECFG.

That the reference to Manual of SOP by applicant is misplaced and based on the wrong
appreciation of facts and therefore, the same needs to be rejected. It is further submitted that since
SGIPL has actually produced and supplied the ECFG, the paragraph relied upon by the applicant
actually supports the case of Domestic Industry.

That from the submissions of the applicant, it appears that they are trying to ride several horses at
the same time. At times, the argument is that they are merely seeking a clarification in respect of
the PUC. In the very same breadth, it is argued that the PUC never included ECFG. The confusion
is further confounded as they are also trying to make out a case of exclusion which, by definition,
presumes that the PUR was indeed included in the PUC in the very first place. The Domestic
Industry further submitted that each of the grounds for a mid-term review has different implications
in terms of the factual and legal premises and the Domestic Industry has a right to comment upon
the same. Since the application of the importer suffers from the vice of ambiguity, both legal and
factual, the investigations ought to be rejected on this ground alone.
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J.

That in relation to the submission about collection of anti-dumping duty on ECFG imported into
India, Domestic Industry has submitted that the Customs Authorities are collecting anti-dumping
duties on imports of ECFG when the same is imported from China PR, and other countries from
where anti-dumping duties are applicable. Moreover, SGIPL has also paid anti-dumping duties for
the small quantities they had imported from China PR for their internal consumption for value
added products. Therefore, the statement that recently Customs are charging anti-dumping duties is
not only irrelevant but incorrect and, therefore, needs to be rejected outrightly.

The Domestic Industry has submitted that the reference of decision of the CESTAT in Jajoo
Architectural Glass Pvt. Ltd. V. CC Ahmedabad, has no relevance in the instant investigation for
the reason that the said judgement was not made by Principal Bench of CESTAT, which is the only
legal authority to pass orders in the context of anti-dumping matters in terms of Section 9C of the
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. Moreover, it cannot be overlooked that the decision of the CESTAT
bench was passed without even making either the DGTR or the Domestic Industry as a party to the
proceedings. Accordingly, the Domestic Industry submits that the said decision of the Hon’ble
Tribunal is not only without jurisdiction but also does not have any bearing on the present findings
which have not been and could not have been modified by the Hon’ble Bench of the CESTAT. The
Domestic Industry also points out that a writ petition has already been filed in the Gujarat High
Court challenging the CESTAT order. In view thereof, Domestic Industry humbly submits that the
said CESTAT order, not having been passed under Section 9C of the Customs Tariff Act, has no
bearing on the current proceedings.

That the Applicant has compared one subset of product under consideration with other subset of the
product under consideration, without appreciating the principles of fair comparison as envisaged
under paragraph 6 of Annexure-1 to the Anti-dumping Rules and Article 2.4 of the Anti-dumping
Agreement. It is further submitted by the Domestic Industry that the ECFG imported from China
PR is severely undercutting the prices of the Domestic Industry when proper comparison is made.
Moreover, the landed value of ECFG is significantly below the fair selling price of ECFG sold by
the Domestic Industry. Thus, ECFG imported from China PR is also injuring the Domestic Industry
and hence, cannot be excluded from the product scope.

It is further submitted by the Domestic Industry that if the proposition advanced by the Applicant is
accepted then in that case, the Authority will have to exclude all products having different
specification with price differences in each and every case. This would be in serious violation of
the concept of fair comparison and PCN-based analysis which is well-enshrined in the anti-
dumping laws, jurisprudence and practice. The domestic industry has submitted that mere price
difference between two subsets of the same product cannot become a ground for exclusion.

That the applicant has misunderstood the production process and the requirements of inputs to
produce all variants of the subject goods. It is submitted by the Domestic Industry that merely
because of less iron content in the one subset of the product under consideration, it does not make it
a case for exclusion. Moreover, it is important to note that it remains undisputed that the raw
materials used to produce the subject goods are same. The slight differences in the specification
(iron content) of some of the inputs do not make the product different. It is further submitted that
even for the Glass manufactured by different players in India, the iron content is different.
Therefore, difference in the iron content does not render ECFG as a separate product justifying its
exclusion. As a matter of fact, even if the raw material for different subsets are significantly
different, this cannot be a ground for exclusion. The Domestic Industry submits that the above
submissions are without prejudice to their contention that the entire case of the applicant falls flat in
view of the admitted fact that the Domestic Industry is producing the said variant of the PUC.

In addition to above, it is submitted that the as per the Applicant’s own admission, the difference
between the import prices of ECFG from China PR and from other countries is very huge. This
further proves that even the alleged higher prices of ECFG from China PR will be injurious to the
Domestic Industry when a proper comparison is made in terms of the established principles of
comparison. From the information on record, it is amply evident that the ECFG imported from
China PR is severely undercutting the prices of the Domestic Industry. Moreover, the margin of
price underselling is also significant. Thus, Chinese imports of ECFG are also injuring the



20

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [PART I—SEC. 1]

Domestic Industry. In view thereof, the Domestic Industry requests the Authority to terminate this
investigation.

The manufacturing process and inputs required to produce ECFG or any other variant of PUC are
identical. The ratio of the two types of iron is important in all categories of glasses, and it is not
something peculiar to ECFG. The addition of the chemicals, such as CeO2, sodium sulfate and
sodium nitrate mentioned in the written submission for the purpose of chemical decolorization of
ECFG are also added in production of normal Clear Glass.

That the manufacturing process to produce ECFG or any other variant of PUC are identical. It is
further submitted that different types of glass may require adjustments in the parameters which, in
any case, do not make the manufacturing different. In any case, the argument of the applicant is
also completely misplaced as it is a settled principle of law that the products do not become unlike
merely because the production processes are different.

That in relation to the claim of different BIS standards, Domestic Industry has submitted that the
argument is completely misconceived and flawed. The product under consideration in anti-dumping
investigations are not governed by the BIS standards. It is not uncommon to have different BIS
standards for the product variants of the very same Product under Consideration. The purpose of
BIS is for setting quality standards and norms. Further, even the BIS standards for ECFG, to the
best of the information of the Domestic Industry, are still in draft stage. In any case, the applicant
has failed to give any ground, let alone any evidence, to establish that the ECFG is not clear float
glass. This is without prejudice to the fact that SGIPL is producing ECFG.

That the Applicant has tried to mislead the Authority by comparing normal Clear Float Glass with
ECFG. However, to substantiate differences, Applicants ought to have made comparison between
ECFG produced by SGIPL and imported by them. Since no such exercise was undertaken, all such
arguments need to be rejected as the same are based on incorrect comparison.

It is submitted that ECFG produced by SGIPL and imported by Applicant are like articles.
Moreover, importers in India prefer to buy ECFG from China PR solely for the reason of price. It is
submitted that the arguments related to price difference is misplaced and hence need to be rejected.
It is important to note that the applicant has filed the application for exclusion of ECFG which by
itself, is an admission that the same was always a part of the Product under Consideration

That the domestic producers in Australia have not included “Low Iron Glass” as part of product
under consideration, and, therefore, reliance on Australian Float Glass Case does not advance the
case of the Applicant. Moreover, product under consideration of one information cannot be a basis
for inclusion or exclusion of any product.

Domestic Industry has submitted that by deciding to not participate in the instant investigation and
also in the ongoing sunset review investigation, the exporters strategically withheld the critical
information relating to subsets of the PUC and their manufacturing process and difference in
inputs. Since none of the exporters has assisted the Authority by providing actual data/information
or the production process, the Domestic Industry humbly requested rejection of mid-term review
investigation.

. That since none of the interested parties had challenged the previous findings, in any court of law,

the decision taken in that investigation attained finality. Further, the provision of the mid-term
review is made to seek amendment in the previous findings, provided there are reasons to believe
that facts and circumstances prevailing at the time of previous completed investigation have
changed. In view thereof, since the applicant has failed to show any change in the facts and
circumstances that requires exclusion of ECFG post final findings of the Authority in 2015, the
submissions advanced by the Applicant is devoid of any merit and therefore, need to be rejected.

That the Authority may conduct any required verification or test to examine the factual position of
the issue at hand. In fact, the Applicant has been changing the required specifications of the subject
product frequently which shows the intention of the Applicant is only to avoid the duties and there
are no merits in their contentions.
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Examination by the Authority

9.

10.

11.

12.

The Authority has carefully examined the scope of the Product under Consideration in the original
investigations from which an exclusion has been sought. While defining the scope of the PUC, the
Authority in of the initiation notification has mentioned an exhaustive list of specific categories of
Float Glass which have been excluded from the product scope. They are reflective glass, processed
glass meant for decorative, industrial or automotive purposes.

In the present application, the applicant has sought an exclusion of Extra Clear Float Glass (referred to
as ECFG or PUR). The application mentions the following grounds of review under the heading
“grounds of review””:

a) ECFG or low iron glass are different in physical appearance as ECFG is ultra-clear whereas
Clear float glass is affected by a slight green tinge.

b)  There is higher degree of light transmission in ECFG as compared to Clear Float Glass.

c) ECFG or ultra-clear float glass product contains 75% less iron content as compared to standard
clear float glass. The typical iron content in silica sand used for CFG in around 650 ppm to 850
ppm whereas for ECFG, it is around 100 ppm to 200 ppm. Most of the iron oxide content
present in silica sand is removed for manufacturing ECFG.

d) A separate BIS standard has been proposed for ECFG.

e) Domestic Industry did not produce Extra Clear Float Glass at the time of original investigation
as well as until the conclusion of last sunset review investigation. According to the information
available with the applicants, the domestic industry is importing significant quantities of ECFG
and reselling them in India.

f)  Since ECFG was neither produced by the Indian domestic industry nor imported into India at the
time of original investigation, the existing measures do not cover ECFG.

g) Import prices of ECFG are significantly higher than that of CFG, indicating that they are not
substitutes for each other in the marketplace.

h) ECFG and Clear Float Glass is advertised differently by companies worldwide and market
perception is also quite different.

i)  Applicant claims that application of ECFG is completely different from normal CFG
applications. It is further claimed that several applications can only use ECFG due to the
functional and aesthetic limitations of CFG. Such applications are glass for solar panels that
require maximum light transmissions, glass for light fixtures, viewing glasses, space
applications, etc.

) CESTAT Ahmedabad vide order no. A/11068-11069 /2019 dated 05.07.2019 has held that
“Extra Clear glass” is altogether a different variety of glass as compared to Clear Float glass and
as a result, concluded that anti-dumping duty is not payable on imports of ECFG.

k) ECFG has been excluded by other jurisdictions, such as Australia, wherein number of variants,
including low iron glass (or extra clear float glass) were excluded from the scope of anti-
dumping measures on Clear Float Glass in nominal thicknesses of 3 to 12 millimeters (mm).

I)  Applicant has claimed that levy of anti-dumping duty on ECFG is adverse affecting his business
as anti-dumping duty is being levied on imports of ECFG though no domestic alternative is
available in the market.

The first issue for the consideration of the Authority is whether the ECFG was at all a part of the PUC
in the original investigations or not. In this context, it is noted that the principal arguments of the
applicant are two-fold. One, that ECFG was not produced in China PR prior to 2005 and, therefore,
the same could not have been a part of the PUC. Two, even the Domestic Industry did not produce
ECFG during the original period of investigation. Before deliberating on this issue, it is important to
consider whether ECFG can be considered as a part of the PUC or not. In this regard, the following
examinations have been made.

It is noted from the examination of submissions on record that the technical specifications of the
ECFG are more refined as compared to the standard clear float glass. It is also not disputed that the
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

raw material used is also of a higher standard or purity. At the same time, the production parameters
are also stricter to get the desired quality/specifications of the glass. Even if all these contentions are
accepted, the only inescapable conclusion that can be drawn is that ECFG is merely a subset of the
larger category of float glass (PUC).

Having considered that ECFG is merely a subset of the PUC, the contentions of the applicants has
been examined. The claim of the petitioner that ECFG was not manufactured in China PR and not
exported to India before 2005 is of no consequence as this issue was never raised during any of the
previous investigations. Moreover, SGIPL, the domestic producer, which is a constituent of the
domestic industry, is currently producing ECFG, and has submitted details of production of EFCG
and domestic sales made by them.

In relation to enclosed certificate by one of the Chinese manufacturers, it is noted that since the said
producer has not participated in the investigation, the same has little relevance in the current
investigation, as the claim made by them could not be verified by the Authority.

As regards the fact that the proposed BIS for ECFG is different, the Authority agrees with the
contention of the Domestic Industry that different BIS standards per se for the different subsets within
the PUC are of little consequence in anti-dumping investigations. It is not uncommon to have
different BIS standards for the product variants of the very same Product under Consideration. The
purpose of BIS is for setting quality standards and norms and cannot influence the scope of the PUC.
Further, though of no consequence, even the BIS standards for ECFG are admittedly still in draft
stage. In any case, the applicant has failed to give any ground, let alone evidence, to establish that the
ECFG is not clear float glass.

The Authority is of the view that one of the principal criteria for exclusion of any product from the
purview of the Product under Consideration is whether the Domestic Industry is manufacturing the
same or not. In this context, it is noted that the Domestic Industry has indeed produced and sold
ECFG in reasonable quantities prior to the filing of this application. This fact has been verified from
the records of the company. In fact, the applicant has also not disputed the fact that one of the
domestic producers has produced and sold the PUR. The fact that they did not produce ECFG during
the original POI is not relevant for the purpose of this investigation.

As regards the contention that the use of the ECFG is different from that of the standard glass, the
evidence on record indicates to the contrary. It was demonstrated by the Domestic Industry through
the submission filed by them, that the ECFG can easily be used for the applications where
traditionally clear float glass is being used. It may, in any case, be mentioned that usage of a particular
subset of the PUC for a particular purpose, cannot be a ground for exclusion so long as the same is a
part of the PUC. The fact that producers produce different variants of the PUC, is only because the
specific usage could be different. As mentioned earlier, the fact remains that the Domestic Industry
has been producing the said variant of the PUC and has submitted evidence of the same during the
investigations.

With regard to the claim that the prices of ECFG are much higher than those of the standard clear
float glass, the Authority is of the view that even if the contention of the applicant is accepted, the
only consequence is that the price comparison has to be done in an appropriate manner as envisaged
under paragraph 6 of the Annexure | of the Anti-dumping Rules and Article 2.4 of Anti-dumping
Agreement. In this context, it is important to reiterate that there has been no participation by any of
the Chinese producers/exporters either in this mid-term review or the parallel sunset review against
China PR. No detailed verifiable information has been produced by any of the interested parties to
carry out a detailed price comparison as envisaged under the Rules.

Without prejudice to the above, the Authority has called the DG Systems import data to analyze the
claim of the petitioner that due to varied thickness in single bill of entry, import prices from DGCI&S
do not give correct position of import prices, as DGCI&S reports only one thickness in one bill of
entry. The Authority has found credence in the request of the petitioner that DGCI&S import data
may not reflect true import prices in all transactions. After examining the information as made
available by the petitioners, DGCI&S and DG systems, it is noted that though the prices of the EFCG
reflected in the import transactions have been found to be higher than subject goods, these are
nowhere as high as claimed by the petitioners. Moreover, as indicated above, in the absence of any
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verifiable information about export price, the contention of price difference could not be further
substantiated.

20. As regards the reference to the decision of the CESTAT in Jajoo Architectural Glass Pvt. Ltd. V. CC
Ahmedabad, it is noted that said judgment has neither changed the final findings nor modified the
product under consideration. In any case, only the Principal Bench constituted under Section 9C has
the jurisdiction to either amend or modify the final findings of the DGTR.

Post Disclosure Comments:

Submissions of the Applicants:

21. The following submissions have been made by the Applicants:

a.

That the Authority has already made up its mind to reject the application, without waiting for
comments on disclosure statement from the parties, this has made the comments on disclosure
statement useless.

That the Authority’s examination with respect to price difference violates principles of natural
justice being non-speaking as well as is without any application of mind.

The Authority’s examination with respect to issue of production of ECFG during the original
investigation as well as post original investigation is without any application of mind and
violates principles of natural justice.

That the Authority’s examination with respect to accepting domestic industry’s contention of
present production of ECFG, is completely irrelevant and inconsequential considering the facts
of present case.

That the Authority’s conclusion with respect to product characteristics of ECFG is incorrect.

That the Authority’s examination with respect to substitutability in terms of usage is based on
incorrect appreciation of facts on record.

That the Authority’s examination with respect to non-applicability of BIS Standards is
incorrect.

That the Authority’s examination with respect to non-applicability of CESTAT decision in Jajoo
Architectural Glass is incorrect and needs to be reconsidered.

That the Authority’s insistence on participation by Chinese producers/exporters has absolutely
no bearing in the present review.

That the Authority has relied upon the rejoinder submission of the domestic industry which
comprises of new submissions, which has been relied upon by the Authority but not disclosed to
the Applicants. Whereas, the Authority has neither considered nor addressed several
submissions of the Applicants in the disclosure statement.

That the Authority should address that when there was no production of ECFG by domestic
producers in India and imports into India of ECFG during the first investigation, how ECFG is
said to be included in the PUC. It is further submitted that the current investigation is not for
examining whether antidumping duty can be imposed on ECFG, it is to examine whether the
‘existing’ antidumping duties can be applied on ECFG or not.

Submissions of the participating domestic producer

22. The following submissions have been made by the domestic producers:

a.

That since the domestic producers are producing the all variants of the subject goods including
ECFG, the question of any exclusion from the scope of the subject goods cannot be entertained or
accepted. In view thereof, domestic producers requested that the request of exclusion of ECFG
from the product scope should be outrightly rejected

That the applicant has failed to provide any basis or evidence to prove that ECFG is not a part of
the PUC. On the contrary, the domestic producers have shown that ECFG is merely a subset of
the larger product group of clear float glass. In fact, the applicant also refers to ECFG as a
different variety of glass having different aesthetic value. Accordingly, it is important to note that
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23.

ECFG is covered under the definition of the scope of the Product under Consideration as defined
in the earlier investigations.

That the specifications mentioned by the Applicant from BIS is factually incorrect, as the same is
still in the draft stage and not accepted. Secondly, domestic producers are producing all variants
of the subject goods, which meets all the requisite existing standards.

That the Applicant has not provided even a single evidence that their request of purchase or query
was rejected by the domestic producers. On the contrary, Applicants and their so-called supporters
have not bought the subject goods from domestic producers, only because of the cheap and
dumped imports coming from China.

That the applicant itself in their submissions has accepted that one of the domestic producers
namely, Saint Gobain India Pvt. Ltd. is producing the ECFG, the variant of the subject goods for
which Applicant is seeking exclusion. This self-admission leaves no opportunity for the Authority
to accept their request of exclusion.

That the price comparison drawn by Applicant between Extra Clear Float Glass and Clear Float
Glass is wrong and misleading, because, the Applicant is comparing ECFG imported from China
with Clear Float Glass (CFG) imported from China and produced and sold by the domestic
producers. If the prices of ECFG produced by domestic producers and imported from China or
any other country is compared, there will be no difference as claimed by the Applicant.

That even if the contention of the Applicant is accepted, the only consequence is that the price
comparison has to be done in an appropriate manner as envisaged under the Anti-dumping Rules
and Article 2.4 of Anti-dumping Agreement. It is further submitted that as per the best of our
knowledge of domestic producers, DGTR or any other agency around the world, has not excluded
a product on the ground that the inter se prices are different. A different approach will have
serious implications for other investigations wherever there is price variation between the
different variants of the PUC.

That in anti-dumping investigations, a product can be excluded only if the same is not
manufactured by the domestic producers and also are not commercially and technically
substitutable or domestic producers do not have the capability to product the subject goods.

That since none of the producers / exporters has participated in the investigation, the Authority
could not verify the information vis-a-vis Chinese producers. In view therefore, it is requested that
the Authority should reject the claims of the Applicant and terminate the investigation.

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY

The post disclosure submissions have been received from the interested parties, and it is noted that the
most of the issues raised are reiterations and have already been raised earlier and also addressed
appropriately in the disclosure statement and also in these final findings. Additional submissions have
been analyzed as under:

a.

With regards to the contention of the Applicant that the Authority has already made up its
mind to reject the application, without waiting for comments on disclosure statement from
the parties, it is noted that the same is not correct as the Authority has merely disclosed the
facts and its understanding based on the submissions received from all the interested parties,
so that all interested parties can provide their comments based on that and also point out if
any material fact is left, which is essential for the final consideration of the Authority. In
view thereof, the contention that the Authority has already made up its mind holds no merit.

In relation to the submission that the Authority has issued disclosure statement without
application of mind, it is noted that in terms of the Rule 16, the Authority disclosed all
essential facts to the interested parties for their comments, which may form the basis of its
decision. Therefore, the understanding of the Applicant is incorrect and is without merit.

In relation to the submission regarding non-relevance of the participation by Chinese
producers/exporters in the instant investigation, it is noted that since the ongoing
investigation involves examination of prices, which varies due to thickness, production
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technology and production process, the participation by the Chinese producers / exporters
was quintessential, particularly when domestic producers have contested the claims provided
by the Applicants.

As regards the contention of the Applicant that the Authority has relied on new submissions
of the domestic producers provided in the rejoinder submissions without disclosing to them,
and have not considered their submissions, it is noted that the same are factually incorrect.
The disclosure statement is not an ad verbum representation of all the submissions of the
interested parties. The Authority has considered all the submissions in the disclosure
statement to the extent considered relevant and essential for its determination for the final
decision.

In relation to the submission regarding inclusion of the ECFG in the PUC despite non-
production of ECFG by domestic producers in India and imports into India of ECFG during
the first investigation, the Authority notes that the Applicants have failed to substantiate that
ECFG is not part of the Float Glass as defined in the earlier findings. Further, it is noted that
the domestic producers have provided evidence of actual production and supply of the same
during this mid-tern investigation. Therefore, the issue concerning past investigations has no
relevance for the present findings, particularly when no interested party has ever challenged
those findings on this issue. In view thereof, the contention raised by the Applicant is devoid
of any merit.

In relation to the issue of price comparison, it is noted that the comparison made by the
Applicant between Extra Clear Float Glass and Clear Float Glass is not appropriate. In this
context, it is also noted that when proper comparison is made between ECFG imported from
China, and domestic like product produced by domestic producer, there will be no difference
as claimed by the Applicant. With regard to determination of landed price of ECFG imported
from China PR, it is noted that the Authority has also analysed the import data relied upon by
the Applicant which have been procured from secondary sources. It is noted from the
analysis that though the prices of the EFCG reflected in the import transactions have been
found to be higher than subject goods, these are nowhere as high as claimed by the
petitioners. It may also be added that the Authority for the purpose of price determination of
ECFG imported from China PR had not gone by DG systems data, and that DG systems data
has been used only for the limited purpose of verifying the claims made by the applicants,
and not for the final determination. As has been pointed out, the Authority has already
accepted the claims of the petitioners with respect to information submitted by them
regarding higher price of ECFG vis a vis clear float glass. In any case, the exclusion of a
particular variant of the product from the PUC cannot be made only on price variation.

It is further noted that the applicant has failed to provide any basis or evidence to prove that
ECFG is not a part of the PUC. On the contrary, the domestic producers have shown that
ECFG is merely a subset of the larger product group of clear float glass. In fact, the applicant
also refers to ECFG as a different variety of glass having different aesthetic value.
Accordingly, the Authority notes that ECFG is covered under the definition of the scope of
the Product under Consideration as defined in the earlier investigations.

The Authority has found merit in the submissions of the domestic producers that since they
are producing the all variants of the subject goods including ECFG, and therefore, ECFG
cannot be excluded from the product scope. Moreover, the Applicants have failed to provide
any material evidence that ECFG is not part of the Float Glass. After examining the
submissions made by the interested parties and issues raised therein and considering the facts
and evidences available on record, the Authority concludes that the domestic industry
manufactures the like product to the ECFG imported from China PR, and it would not be
appropriate to exclude the same from the scope of the product under consideration.
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24,

25.

26.

Conclusion

After examining the submissions made by the applicants, responding domestic producers and other
interested parties and issues raised therein; and considering the facts available on record, and its
examination as above, the Authority concludes that the ECFG cannot be excluded from the
scope of the product under consideration.

Recommendation

In view of the above, the Authority concludes that ECFG cannot be excluded from the scope of
the product under consideration.

An appeal against the order of the Central Government arising out of this Final Findings Notification
shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the
relevant provisions of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975.

B. B. SWAIN, Spl. Secy. & Designated Authority

Uploaded by Dte. of Printing at Government of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi- 110064
SURENDER

and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054.  wassoasam &




		2020-11-27T10:25:28+0530
	SURENDER MAHADASAM




