
Minutes of 19rh meeting of TAMC under ATUFS at 02'30 pm ot 23'12'2020 through VC

19th meeting of the Technical Advisory-cum-Monitoring Committee (TAMC) on

Amended Technology Upgradation Funds Scheme (ATUFS) was held on 23'd December 2020

at 2:30 pm through Video Coni'erencing mode Ms' Roop Rashi' Textile Commissioner was in

the Chair. The list ofparticipants is enclosed at Annexure-I'

At the outset, the Chairperson extended a warm welcome to all the participants and requested

Ms Usha Pralhad Pol, Deputy Director General to take up item-wise agenda for discussion

before the Committee. The agenda-wise decisions of TAMC are as follows:

Asenda No.01: Confirmation of the minutes of the 18th TAMC meeting held on 09'10'2020

Asenda No.02: Review of Progress of TUFS

Minutes of the l8th meeting of TAMC held on 09'10'2020 were circulated to all

members and placed before the com;ittee. As no comments/suggestions were received from

th" *"*b".. of TAMC, the minutes are taken as confirmed'

a. Funtl allocation and Expenditure under TUFS in 2O2O-21(as on 20'12'2020'i,n 
a.o."

Fund Released

BG cases
Claims aPProved includingAllocationSchemeSr.

No.
0.00*0.00+MTUFSI 0.00*0.00*RTUFS2 91.82+91 .7 44RRTUFS 230.t7zt 6.22ATUFS4 12.429.5MMS 334.41311 .46

761.90

TOTAL

+Asoerdecisionof3'dIMSCheldon2T'022019'claimsunderpreviousTUFS(exceptMMS)
*;il;;;;;;;rt"d based on phvsical verification of bv special JIr

b. ATUFS (position as on 20'12'2020): The total subsidy cap available t 5151 Crore

UIDs are being auto generated w e f gth August 2019 As on 20 122OZO' 10718 UlDs with

provi.io"ur .ru'.iay <1zzz.t I Cr' have been generated'

The progress is placed before the Committee for information'

Aqenda Point No.03: Short payment/ payment defrcit against full & final payment of

Invoice value'

The agenda deliberated in l5th TAMC is reproduced below:

During scrutiny of cases under ATIIFS' .few cases hate been observed wherein the unit has

install"d ond commissioned the machinery for which the claim is raised but full paymenl

equivqlent to the invoice value is not reJlected in the bank statement/payment receipts submitted

to JIT. The quantum oJ amounl that is unpaid to the machinery supplier in all such cases is less

rhan t% of the invoice value fiiery meagre)' In isolated cases' the said amount " i::!"ifltl,

a4lah

5.



the unit as performance €,uarantee which commence after the wqtperformance of sopttistic)rca m,acttineryfor which rhe c;r,;;";;,r#r*I:;,;i:::;i:;!;::;:
full andfinar payment to mqnufacturer is verifiecr before sanctioning o/ subsidy to the unit. Thisis done to oscertain that the ownership of machinery **" ,ith the unit (lencling agency ifhypothecated) and the manufitcturer cannor make any craim on the machine due t() non-pqyment ln the above instances' though machine is i^iti"i, 

"-l*^urioned and in possessionof the unit, /itll payment cannot b-e established @ue ,.*n")*OorO amount). It is proposedin such cases unctertaking from th.e unit lcertifed br;rr;;;r;;;:;rr) staring that if any litturedispute regarding ownership arises w.r-r nachinery, ,h"""r1ir" o^ount oJ subsidy jei, be'#f:::;:',,";;;,'::;:?;';'::'"visions orGo';I mav be accepted ror pro,",,i,g 
"to,i^,

",,r*r' u:rr,"'"iri'rr.rrri|? 
u" worked out afrer deducting th" unpoia o'ou,rlo* ii"

Decision ofthe r,th TAM. "The TAMC agreed to the proposar of seeking an ururertakingJi"om the unit (certified by tending agency since the mqchine may be hypothecated) stating thatentire amount of subsidy will be refuruled wirh pena, ,r,l"r|ru1)r, .*nership dispute arisesfor cases invorving meagre amount.s ofpuy*rr, d"p"i, ,o 
^onrl"rur"r/og"rr. Ir has qrso beendecided bv the Committee rhat subsidv "rtr* t^iiiil'"iiiiit'pzv^"r, *oa" ry the unit to thesupplier or subsidy amount mentioned in (JID) whicheve, ,, i":.lr,,

However now this office has been receiving the craims in which the short payment to the varueof machinery ranging from r o/o to r 0%o has been made. *e range is very wide hence TAMCmay deliberate and decide an admissibre threshold r"u"r or:r.1g"." umount, as 5olo of machine

;*:r"."r:Yil"unr 
paid tiil the date inspectio, ,, ,lll *"r, irhe decision of l5,h TAMC

Hence l gth TAMc may consider fo'owing proposal as decision ofseeking an undertaking fromthe unit (cerrified by lending agenry since the machine ,,* o" nrorn*red) stating that entireamount ofsubsidy wilr be refunded with penar interest irury"*nlr.r,ip aispute arises for cases,:":1r,T m€agre amounrs (5%) of payment deficir ro ,u_iu"iur"rzug"nt. It has also beendecided bv the comminee rhar subsidv amount sharL b;;;;,;;;."* *ade by the unit to rhesupplier or subsidy amount mentioned in UID whicher". i, Io*.r.

"The TAMC agreed to the proposar ofseeking an undertaking l'rom the unit certified bylending agency (since the machine is typott ec-atea; stating 
.-,rr-u, 

"ori." u-ounl 0f subsitrywill be refunded with penar interest if any ownership oiftui" ,.i.". for cases invorvingmeagre (upto 57o) amounts ofpayment deficit to manufacturer/supplier. It has also beendecided by the Committee that subsidy amount shalt ne actual payment made by the unitto the supplier or subsidy amount mentioned in UID) whichever is lower,,.

Decision ofTAMC

nda No. 04: CIae rification regarding admissibility of subsidy claim of Airjet looms
of the segment under ATUFS.within sub-category

It has been seen that admissihirity of subsidy claim where there is an interchange in sub-
category with respect to filed JIT request and machineries actually installed for the case for
which the JIT request has been submined by the unit after 26.07.2019.

,wila
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Instances have come to the notice while processing the subsidy claim that there are cases ln

which units have fired JIT requ".t uft". zi.oz.zots without change of machine annexure No'

(Within sub categoryl fot e'g', ttte 
"nits 

huv" not intta ed machines as per the filed JIT request

and installed machineries in other subcategory under the same segment i e" as per JIT request

machines should be under annexure No ti'C--Ot-u-:(i) {Airjet Loom with Weft Insertion Rate

(WIR) not less than 1200 rn"t"' f,"''Ininutt withoul Electronic Dobby/ Electronic Jacquard)'

whereas the units have uctuutry ilsiutt"a machines under MC-01-a-3(ii) {Airjet Loom having

Electronic dobby/ Electronic J acquard with Weft Insertion Rate (WIR) not less than 900 meter

per minute] and vice-versa'

It is pertinent to mention here that the machine annexure No' MC-01-a-3(i) & MC-01-a-3(ii)

has been categoriz"a natea on J" machine withiwithout electronic dobby/ Jacquard with

respect to speed i t , tor X4"t tooms without electronic dobby WIR not less than 1200

meter per minute & Airjet looms with electronic dobby WIR not less than 900 meter per

minute.

In this regard, the decision of the l5th TAMC meeting with respect to Change in machine

*."r*""r"aUer after submission of JIT request is reproduced here'

,The TAMC clarified that the extant kR clearry alrows for change in machine annexure no. at

the time of JIT request' As *""1'l'"*" has been under implementation for almost 4 years' no

further relaxation for post facto change should be given to units which fail to exercise this

Drovision at the time of subniitiirig iif '"n'"" 
n iTiFS However' for units which haw filed

T;";)';;i";;;;":;',')L* '"'r')i'i'ie''thedotnwhenir{rFswttsmadeoperationatintine
with RR, cldims invorving change in machine annexure no. may be deah ttith onrtk subiect to

the .following:

(i) The machine actually tnstalled should fall in the same seg'nent as the one claimed in UID'

(ii) The machine should be installed' commissionetl and shoultl meet the technologt

speciJication oJ'the revised annexure no lt should be recommended by the JIT

(iii) Basic cost ofmachine (alling under different annexure no ) should not exceed the value

mentioned in the UID'

(iv) All other eligibility criteria are met'

Additionally. since machines are hypothecated to lending agencies' no obiection ce irtcarc of

,i" irrt, ,i,ta Ue obtained w r't change in machine annexure no "

Ifthere is inter change in sub-category of Airject looms- with the filed JIT request and

machineries actua,v insta11eo'rrr'eni"r"-.rri ."v r..*sid^ered irrespective of the date of liling

JtT requesr (as in l5rh TAM"i';.;i;; iltJ on oz.or.zozo it is alloued for the JIT requests

orior to 26.07.2019 "'ly) ^ t;i;i;'in1"''ao nor tt'ut financial andelisibiliru implications The

matter was further deliberaii-'i*lpprituUif i'y of the same in casi of subcategories under

liV"* 1", f-"". and High speed circular knitting machine also'

TAMCM
is an interchange

ay deliberate uPon the issue and decide the admissibility of claims where there

in sub-serial number w ith filed JIT request and machineries actuallY installed

for the case lrr lve f of JIT r uest

eatda
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Decision ofTAMC
The committee decided that the change in sub serial numher.

#lTi::'":'fl 
€tircurarKnittingMachine,G;;;;;;;I:iiiilli,li",ll"Jil;

SI no. aN ome f rhe m cha ne
DecisionAir Jet Loom with

i)

it

w( eft I se rtion Ra te I o(w tIR) thless a nI 200 mtrs mrn uPer tes witho Et ectroIl lcDob /E lectroby JIllc ac uardq
ll weft I) nsertion Rate n lessot ath 9n 00trsm mrn tesuper h Elec tctron

bbDo lectro nrc J au rd

Allowed fro
vice v€rsa

m (i) to (ii) &

2 wat€r Jet Loom with
rtio R)

sertio IR)
irh

wi)( Ieft sen n Rate not(w less tha nI 000 trsm m tIl utesper outh Electro tcT
bDo /E lec roby ll Jtc ac rduaq

II eftw( In I Rate no(w ess arh 80n 0trsm r miIrutespe E l€ctro tcT
Do lec/E tronrc uard

Allowed fro
vice yersa

m (i) to (ii) &

3.

l) Having
20 RPM

2) Having
15 RPM

Dia.up to 26'. wilh a mirimum speed of
ano abover
Dia.above 26" with a minimum speed of
and above

ttin hin
H s ed ctgh pe rc lau r knt AC e hit rIr tensya ona rld c lea arers lo ith Cng reel

Allowed from
vice versa

(l) to (2) &

Agenda No. 05: Condoning delay of timeline for UID and JIT
i' Banks courd not forward UID apprications in prescribed tirne(i.e. in two monthsdate ofreceipt from unit): 67gii' The deficient UID applications retumed by orxc to banks but they could not_ resubmit it in prescribed time of UID appli*tl"rs if iiii. JIT could not applied within 2 years f.", ,i," O# 

"ir*ction of Term loan due todelay in installation/enlistment: 2218iv' JIT could not upload the report online within 2 days after JIT due to Technical issuein iTUFS:13

Committee may del iberate and
der iberate ror Der e*",i",; ;;"'.:fiX;::J::1Til-^.ff# ;1 :H:Jty; ;:1.:::
The Committee deliberated an
Annexurerr,sr2.,."*;;;;,*;;:IT:I1J.;.:111;,TlilffJ,::$'":T::,::::J
list at Annexure V to the forthcoming IMSC. Th; ;;mmittee detiberated andrecommended for Delegation of power to the Textile Commissioner for caregory (iv) of
agenda 5

Decision ofTAMC

Agenda No.06: Enlistment of 93 machinery manufacturers & authorized agents as per
Annexure-ll recommended by the Internal Technical Committee in its I lth, 12rh, l3th and l41h

Page 4 of 21
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meeting held on 2g.Og '2020,05 & 06 11 2020 ' 15 '12'ZOZO nd 2l '12 2OZO respectively is

placed before the Committee for ratification'

Decision of TAMC
The Committee ratified inclusion of93 (ninety-three) machinery manufacturers enclosed

(j)i Circular, F.No. 12(1)/ATUFS/POLICY/TUF5/2020/98 dated 01/1212020 regarding

Mod ifications in the revised guiitelines of ATUFS

at Annexure-Vl

enda Issues submitted bv AEPC:No.7:

retrosPective effect

ATUFS .

These amendmens have been carried out on the basis of the problems faced by the

exoorters in respect or tn"i' t^itrii!'uppiit"i"* *a based on their represenlalions Hence'

this should be made applicabh ;'if;t"5l;;;i';t^tt as *"rr and should be accordinglv given

trffi^emembersthatthematterhasalreadybeentakenupwithMoTfor
confirmation oftn" aut" of nppii""tifity ofthe modification in para 5'4 ofthe RR under

(i : Reimbursement of subsidy under ATUFS based on in-principar term loan sanction

i -er issued by the lending agencies'

ReDfesentation received from AEpc on para 4.6 l.of the ATUFS Guidelines, "the date of

sancrion ofterm loan shall be the d1're oiit'i t"nt' oftn" tendin^g agencv vide uhich the sanction

of term loan is communicated," r;;;;;;;;;r'. so,,e^oithi units had taken in-principle

sanction ofthe loan Rorn *," .on""--"Jil""i, g"a,n. r.ner.from the bank regafding in-principle

sanction of loan. purchased ;-;ffi;' installed the same and commenced

oroduction. However, TxC has *' tti*il"t"d tf" subsidy on such loans as it has taken a view

ihat the purchase of tn" *u"r'int tflo'ia f'uu" been after ihe sanction letter of the loan by the

il""f.. ,ri not afler the in-principle sanction lefler'

The matter as stated below was initially placed on 9'h TAMC held on 20'12'2017:

..rt was brought to the notice of the Committee that in a few cases, the units have produced

invoices which are prior to the actual loan approval but have urged that they had received in

principle rcrm loan approval pri'or to the invoice date The Committee deliberated on the said

issue and decided that u, p". th; ;d;lines of ATUFS (para 4.6.1), "The date of sanction of

term loan shall be the date ofthe letter ofthe lending agency vide which the sanction ofterm

To be read as
ProvisionExistiPara The minimum repayment Perl

the term loan sanctioned for availing

the benefit ofthe scheme shall not be

for less than three years including

moratorium Period.

od of

nefifo
fb

theofodnentm pevThe repa
tbehn taI co11 dectal'lo san
ICthhanrbenotham Sschethe
foIdoperlnudlncarsev fo !'ears5ES SontS andunMESM

onesother

5.4

661ru\F
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loan is communicated to the entrepreneur. Therefore, there is no scope for consideration ofdate
of in-principle term Ioan approval by lending agencies under ATUFS".

The matter was again placed in the l7s TAMC and the Committee decided that the decision of
9'h TAMC shall continue.

AEPC again represented to consider the agenda in the l8th TAMC also. Hence for deliberation
and knowing the insights, opinion /comments from all lending agencies registered under
ATUFS were sought. Accordingly, the comments received from TAMC member banks were
discussed on l6rh December 2020 in the Audience Meeting with AEPC. 8 member banks out
of9 banks ofTAMC denied the acceptability of considering in principle term loan sanction
letter for deciding the eligibility of subsidy claim under the scheme. while punjab National
Bank has submifled qualified opinion.

The Committee opined that at this point of time when the scheme is getting over on 3l.r
Nlarch 2022, such modilication in GR will adversely affect operationalization of the
scheme hence uphold the decisions of 9th and 17th TAMC till there is definitive support
from Lending agencies to this issue of in Principle sanction.

(iii ): Date ofapplicability of machine(s) in other sesment :

In the I 8rh TAMC held on 9th October 2020 it has been deliberated and decided to consider MC
02(96) for Garments and Garment Panels (for processing segment) while MC02-4g which was
considered for processing units only has been decided to consider for garmenting segment also
with retrospective effect.

It is pertinent to mention here that para 3.9 ofrevised GR dated 2nd August 2018 under ATUFS
"machinery eligible.for one segment (s)/ actiyity fies) also unless its eligibility is specilically
restricted Jbr a particular segment/activity. "

Decision of TAMC

It is informed to the members that the matter is being taken up with MoT for applicability
ofthe date for consideration ofthe machines in garmenting segment.

ssM
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Annexure A

m n .dD ce r
l gth T C atr

A a No

two) in case of technical textiles

There are few cases where unit has Procured complete Production line for manufacture of

surglcal bleached cotton from diffe,ent ,endors. In this regard' as Per the decision taken in the

3.,r IMSC meeting held on21 '02'20 t 9- on ,ubmi.sion ofthe unit's detailed justification on such

machineries. it maY be considered as follows

a. The arrangement will be Perm issible for 'Technical Textiles only' and only to the extent

of assembling two Parts having two invorces
be examined by TAMC on technical angle

b. SPecific aPplicabilitY of such arrangeme nts to

and to be aPProved bY the Textile Comm issioner

n f Cfo T M

De Taken by l0th ITC: Detailed trote to be

for their branding exercise marketing practices' are

and logo are not mentioned in Commercial lnvoices

proposal.

Decision of TAMC
The Committee accepted the decision of ITC'

. 08: Admissibitity of machine purchased from different vendors (more than

"l# Lffi i?ffi::, J ;l,HH il#il::" f"3:'ffi 'ill

S.J. Industries Ahmedabad "" i'#il;;'*" '"t"' 
Hitech machines Pvt Ltd' As per the

decision of 3'd IMSC, the ''**-;;;;;;;;issible 
for assembling of 

'vo 
parts having two

i;ol."r. Hence. the case is not recommended by ITC

H!!!@. a",n**" "*ised 
ITC to examine technicality of such cases under technical textile

especially with ,"g"ta to flt" 'n''iii'o 
which requires assembling of multiple (more than

two) parts and submit fl'" t"J"tt to iLMC f;r--lellle.rations and decision thereof to

recommend it to rtusc ro" o""l.ory relaxation of limit from two parts to aligning it with

guidelines under ATUF'

Aeenda No.09: Consideration of Logo and name ofthe brand found on machine plate in

Ib."o"" of ou-" of machine manufacturer under ATUFS'

As per decision of l5th TAMC (agenda no 5), manufacturer shoukl submit a note detailing

their branding exercise marketing practices ancl share their authentic logo' ITC may take tiew

on c$se to case basis .onsiderifi the explanation submitted by the manufacturer. TUFS Cell

had placed two cases vrz. M/S Qingdao Jinsanyang Textile Machinery Co Ltd' China (Logo-

"JSY" ) and M/s PTMT Srl (BranJ name "PANTER") before lOth lTC for consideration'

provided by machine manufacturers

not submitted. Even their Brand name

. Hence. ITC has not considered the

Jgntl&
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Asenda No.l0: Admissibilirv(Mc;trs-;;-,;;;il;:t.rechnicarerigibiritvorsco
indigenous manufacturer an, lo differ"nt 

'd';';]"':;*;,"',ng 
and Bleaching range

,h",",u"in; p;;";;; ffi:l}l:ffi"pu rchased from

*"il"r:T"tqlylllJlg: Mc 02-38 open width continurange uith microprocessors unr"t,_".," ::,-"-:l '""''junrlnuous scouring and bleachinp
rechnotogy. 

"il;T;;;."rl,nuln"'o 
and auromatic chemical ao.;n-g-i, il;"'il;

machine cao o- 
"rr.,o_"*'lll"j 

': * dituted rurrher. Morer

Hence, not considered by rrc. 
Technical 

"-n'" 
t"r-"., 

"il""J ff.rTJ:,i:t"H:::

The commiftee considered the 
^decision-of 

ITC. As regards two invoices issue, the samers nor considered necessary ro be raised fr" 
""tr"";io;;;;; Oeci.ion ofAgenda 7.

&cnda no. ll: Total cost of mai, P-E;;;L;;;,;;#""H;iH:H:::. "^, "f 
rraveling and instafiation craimed

While processing oI claims at RO level. it is observed esnecrextirmaschineniaurn, cn,uH trrut u," i,.,"ir"i* ii,r;:.;Xil1"1,, 'i 
* y^. Karl Mayer

inctudes the cosr tor arrivat rra t"punrr..,, ;;;; ;*. .::]ilil:ff #[:1,[:::ff i
;Tffiil:"Xil:.;;*T;T::lr,.n kit, the ;;;;;;;uracturer were requesred to
has since b.", ..;;i;"; ;;;;T#:IJilff[T;":IT.',HIi"" i,,h" .;, ;;;;p;

It was suggested during 7rh rrc that the cost of instalation kit may be restricted to 2yo of thecost of the machine in Invoice as the expenses indicated therein ano may not exceed to thisquantum' or any other suitable direction may be given as some of the cases at R.o. rever arekept on hold due to this reason.

Decision Taken bv 7th ITC : ITChas decided that the value ofinstalration kitis very less andbeing suppried with every machine for instaration, hence the.u." *u, not be treated likeadditional accessories/spare or aftachment. However, with regard to the cost of arrival,departure' living alrowance, pocket arowance, insta,ation charge or any other charge includedin the cost ofmachine, it is presumed that r5oz ofbasic machin"e cost may be deducted in caseunit is not able to provide bifurcation of the machine price and installation charges whichincludes travelling, stay and other charges ofthe erectors.

Deci STon ofTAMC

Decision ofTAMC
The committee considered the recommendation ofITC and decided that in case machinematrufacturer/ supplier have shown totar cost in their commerciar invoice with the cost ofmachines including instaration/ erection charges of the machine then univ machinemanufacturer or supplier should be asked to give bifurcation and if they are not
providing bifurcation of the cost of machines and machines instalation charges which
are inclusiYe ofcost of arrival, departure, living allowance and pocket allowance oftheir

engineer, installation charge or any other charge to this effect etc" 157" of basic cost of

the machine has to be deducted for computing the eligible subsidy under ATUFS'

Sgtutp
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Asenda no. 12: Moilel Number inscribed on machine name plate'

rhe machine manufacturer usuarlv 
'19''i::.f::-::1'"":;:'"T:":ffi; il::::Sfil't

H*':ilff T;[:"#",:ff ff l"l]'''i"'""""0"r:T:iiT'IH:Til:::,iH:
iil'ii"i.i ",,not' 

is exhuusti'" hut clearlv mentioned on invotct

;;;;;;;;;; '",,e 
prate due to space constraints'

It was suggested by RO Ahmedabad during 7th ITC that if the basic model of the machine is tn

conformity with invoice *o ,,.,""i',,t na:me plate' the same may be considered subject to

aitni", i*"t 
'tgibilitv 

criteria under ATUFS'

accePted.

nT bv Tn ITC ITC has decided that suggestion of RO Ahmedabad may be

#*..-.*.*ceptedtherecommendation::f.h:!T!.,:*:*ffi,ff.'JHj:I
change in model no' in invoice/JlT repor/machine' p1"":t;IilA;"r-A".Lio, 

io fio"
i""ffi tiCi.t *amination and further recommendation to

of Logo/Brand.

Additional Agenda no. I for MMS : Considering claim where Year of manufacturer not

mentioned on the machine pr"," f, U, riaUeious, manufacturer i'e'' IWs' Aalidhara

Texspin Engineers, Surat'

Theunitviz.M/s.RiaCreationStudio,surathadappliedforissuanceoftheUlDunder
30% MMS-RR-TUFS in the *ttuil "il"''zfir 

5' howevei UID could not issued in 2015' due

to Daucity of fund for new san;;' i;-;; uID was issued on 02 06 2016 after allocation of

frrnd for new sanction for pending RR-TUFS cases'

From the JIT report of the said unit' it has been observed that 9 digit code as required

to be indicated on machine by indigenous machine manufacturer in accordance to Para9'2'9

of Annexure 'D' of Resolution a6. O+ tO'ZOtf as well as MIC code were found on the

machines besides machine plate having name of manufacturer' Model No' and Machine Serial

number except year of manufacturing.

Since, UID was issued on 02.06.2016, hence guideline issued vide Resolution dated

2910212016 will also be applicable and in accordance to Para 4(a) of said Resolution dtd.

29/0212016, it is made mandatory that make, Year of manufactuIer, name of manufacturer and

Serial No. of all eligible machines and MIC allotted by TXC are clearly inscribed on the

machine(s).

Here, it is to mention that as per Circular No.5 issued vide letter No'

2(47)lSg/2OO4lPDC/98, dtd. 11.02.2014 that ]|.//s. Aalidhra Texspin Engineers, Surat has been

enlisted under 30oZ MMS with Unique Code No. 067. Further, it is also observed that unit has

purchased the claimed Shuttleless Rapier Looms from Aalidhra Texpin Engineers on

27.07.2014 and 28.11.2014 respectively, which is after the date of issuance of Circular No. 5.
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The unique Code No.067 is
iound in q dieir coffi;il.,il:i:i Prjil:.:"* to thc machine manuracrurer has arso been

Since. the machines were nrr
revisea Resoruiio;;,;:.j;,6#;:.r[ i:T;:ffi.#ill ?:*|i,:: lur UrD issued as per

i#rT::,ffi';:, J.'i:,ffil::::ll o,,r,L,,i,i"'i,li lliJ;Xiffi.l,il:.l:l'iil'l;,.':#
Accordingly, it is requested to r
necessary decision. whether ,1lluf".'ht "nt' 6efore the fonhct

rUFS ror r,%MMs. ,,n.. ,r",1,r,, 
,, b" p;;;;;;;;''""ettmin8 rAMc meerins ficrrheir

2e/02/2016 or not _chines uere ;,";;ffi;" ,::Iil:: :1::i,:"lr;H:il:H
Decision of TAMC
The Committee recommended considering old guidelitre andfor modification in GR as .""t in" ^*11,1,,::..::-'::'-" 

.i: matter to be rererred rMsc
at the time of pro.ur.,,.r, ,".Y1" 

*1:*f" was in compliance to the extanr guidetinestm an enlisted manufacturer with Textile Crrnmi"s;;;;r-'"
Additionar Agenda no' 2 for MMS This has reference to the represenration received fromM/s Marval Engineering pvt' Ltd', who is benchru.r,.i ,-rr*,rrer vide circurar No.7 dated01.01.2015. under 30%MMS for suppty "f irdis.;r. ;;;;ietess Rapier Looms underRRTUFS Vide above representation dated r 5.06.;020, ,rr"-.".r,i* manufacrurer requestedto consider the invoices issued by them from Aprir 2014 .n*u.a, o, iio'n the date ofappricationsubmifted by them (04.04.2014) for enristmeni und..:,zrrrMi under RRTUFS. M/s. MarvalEngineering Pvt. Ltd., has started to sare their Rapier Looms after submission of appricationon 04.04.2014 without obtaining benchmarked coje from Tx.C. Office.

As per the guiderines of RRTUFS r5o/o & 30%o alier enlistment of machine
manufacturer a nine digit code was used to allocated to the concemed machine manufacturer
by ol{ce of the Textile commissioner, Mumbai, which is required to be casted on machine
frame as per Para'I,' of Annexure 'D' of GR dated 04.10.2013. However, such kind of
condition was not applicable for the overseas manufacturers.

Looking to request submifted by Mls. Marval Engineering pvt. Ltd., Surar, it has been
decided by the competent Authority to place this case before the next TAMC for discussion
and decision thereof. In this instant case nine units involved to get benefits.

Decision of TAIVIC
The Committee has not accepted the representation received from M/s. Marval
Engineering Pvt. Ltd. since by registration process of indigenous shuttleless loom
manufactures, they were being allocated a 3 digit unique code in accordance to para l0.l
ofAnnexure-D ofResolution dated 04-10-2013 on RRTUFS, which may not be available
on the machines supplied before their registration on 01-01-2015.

tl:::;l::--fiffiT't:Til:x*yJliff;:":-Manurac'iurinsrr-,-:":"
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In follow-up of the decision taken by the Technical Advisory Monitoring Committee (TAMC)
under Amended Technology Upgradation Fund Scheme (ATUFS) in its 17th meeting held on

29rh July, 2020 against the agenda item no. 7. a Committee was constituted under the

Chairmanship of the Joint Textile Commissioner (Tech.) with members from AEPC / TMMA
/CMAI vide Office Order dated 24.09.2020 to work out the modalities for operationalising the

decoding ofYoM from the barcode on the machine name plate/ machine in a manner to ensure

compliance to existing guidelines and facilitate the support.

To decide, the issue the industry members ofthe said constituted Committee were requested to

provide the inputs with respect to work out the modalities for operationalizing the decoding of
Year of Manufacture (YoM) from the bar code on the machines purchased by them under

ATUFS. ln said reference, the industry members have submitted their detailed submissions

vide their e-mails supported with the certificates issued by Original Machine Manufactures viz.

Juki Corporation, Jack Sewing Machine Co. Ltd and Brothers Machines.

Based on the materials and certificate submitted by the industry members as well as inputs

gathered from the industry by ATUFS cell, meeting of the Expert Committee held on

22.10.7020 and the decision of the Expert Committee is as under.

Decision of the Expert Committee

l. The committee recommended to TAMC that the decoding process as defined in

case of JUKI and JACK shown in Annexure - 3 & 4 have to be considered for
identifuing the month and year of manufacture of machines. Proper guidelines in

form of circular to this effect may be issued so thal everyone has proper

understanding about decoding of month & year of manufacture from the machine

serial number indicated on machines ofsaid two manufacturers.

2. The Committee decided to call further clarification from M/s Brother Machines to

decide their issue.

3. Since clarification from 3 manufacturers was received, hence in future. if more

clarifications are submitted by other garment machine manufacturers, their request

will be considered case to case basis.

The committee recommended that since it is a clarification for considering machine serial

numben / machine head number/ manufacturing number already indicated on machines for

decoding ofyear ofmanufacture. hence ifaccepted by TAMC/IMSC, it should be considered

retrospectively.

Decision of TAMC
The Committee recommended that Year of Manufacturing to be verified by decoding in

respect of M/S Juki & M/S Jack retrospectively. The matter may be placed before

IMSC for approval since it requires amendment in the Guidelines.

Additional Agenda no.4 Minutes of rhe 2nd Meeting of Sub-Committ€e held on 22110/2020

to resolve interpretations / jurisdictional issues and sugg€st way forward as per decision

of the lTih TAMC and deliberations of the 7th ITC meeting held on 28'08.2020

Decision of the Sub-Committee

36/ab
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(i) After due discussions, the Committee decided that the non-woven manufacluring
line should be considered from Extruder onwards only. The schematic diagrarn
of the entire non-woven manufacturing line is attached in Annexure-ll to this
minute.

(ii) As regards, the Ministry of Textile's jurisdiuion starts after coming out of Fibre
/Yam from spinneret onwards, hence the backward process before the spinneret
i.e. polymer feeder/hopper may be considered in the National Technical Textiles
Mission, in consultation with the user Ministries i.e. Ministry of Fertilizers &
Chemicals for manufacturing of non-woven fabrics_

(iii) As regards to consideration of claim ofM/s. Avgol, since the unit has purchased
complete lines in six components from different vendors (Annexure-ll to this
minutes), which was though permitted as per para g( | ) of MC-3 of ATUFS
guidelines, however as per decision taken by IMSC in its 3.d meeting held on
27102/2019 regarding consideration of only two pans for technical textile
machines, ATUFS cell may take suitable view on it.

Decision of TAMC
The Committee accepted the recommendation ofthe ITC regarding a[owing non-woven
line from Extruder onwards since the same was permitted exclusive for non-woven lines
since MTUFS period. As regard to allowing more components to be purchased from more
than two manufacturers/ suppliers, it was decided that the issue needs to be referred to
IMSC for relaxation in line with decision on Agenda 7 ofAnnexure A to agenda for lgrh
TAMC on 23d December 2020.

Additional Agenda no.5: Queries raised by powerloom Development cell. In the l5th TAMC
meeting it was decided that in absence ofmanufacturer name on the machine and only the logo
of manufacture is found on machine plate, rhe manufacturer should submit a note detailing
their branding exercise, marketing practices and share their authentic logo. The Internal
Technical committee (lrc) may then take a view on a case to case basis considering the
explanation submitted by the manufacturer. Accordingly, power loom Development cell has
now submitted the clarifications received from M/s. Tulsi polyweaves, surat for the
consideration of ITC.

Decision Taken by IAh ITC- the Committee, in obsemonce thut on veilicalion of the
tlocuments submitted b! the PDC in r/o M/s. Tursi polyweuves, surat, the manufacture has
submitted the detailing their branding exercise, markering pructices untr share rogo islound
on rhe commercial inwice os welr as pholos of rhe machine prue submilted by rhe.Irr are
stme- Hence rhe commiflee recommends that the case may be consider for subsidy under
30% MMS-RRTUFS

Decision of TAMC
The Committee approved the recommendation of ITC.

Additional Agenda No. 6 Treatment of claims where over invoicing may have occurred
ATUFS Cell has presented certain instances ofATUFS claims during the meeting where there
are substantial grounds to believe that over invoicing may have occurred as wide variation is
observed in price of machines having
contemporaneously. from same manufhcturer

same model no./specification, purchased
There are a few cases involving authorized
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agents charging hefty mark-up on the price charged by original manufacturer. The mark up is

observed to be considerably higher than commission mentioned in MoU. The matter was

referred to ITC for discussion and deliberating if comments of TMMA should be sought in all

such cases.

Decision Takenby 6th ITC : The ITC has recommended that those cases/ claims where more

than 50% variation in invoice ofthe machinery of same manufacturer and same specification

is noticed. such matter may be forward to Department of Revenue lntelligence for further

investigation and also suggested that silver touch to make provision in i-tufs to determine the

maximum-minimum and average value for each machineries/model having same specification.

Ifdifference is observed than the claim to be investigated thoroughly.

Decision of TAMC
The Committee approved the recommendation of ITC.

Additional Agenda No. 7: Request of M/s MEI International SRL, Italy.

A virtual meeting was organized under the Chairmanship of Textile Commissioner on l7m

December, 2020 at I1.00 AM regarding the request for amendment on certain conditions as

laid down under 'l8th TAMC decision for enlistment of MEI Label weaving Machines as a

machine type in A-TUFS.

As per the decision of I 8th TAMC : The committee decided to consider the MEI Label Weaving

Machines as a main machine, since it is used for manufacturing of labels for fixing on the

garments / Made ups subject to the following conditions-

lt.

llt.

The unit should submit the original invoice ofshuttleless loom manufacturer addressed

to M/s. MEI Intemational along with the shipping documents. (Packing List /Bill of
Lading /Bill of Entry / Country of Origin)
The date of invoice ofthe Shuttle less Loom should not be more than 6 month older

than the invoice of M/s. MEI Intemational.

The machine should fulfill the speed criteria of concemed shuttle less loom as per

ATUFS guidelines.

Eligibility ofmachine shall be allowed hence forth (prospectively).

Only 20%o value addition on base price of loom with Dobby / Jacquard will be

considered for eligible subsidy

MEI Intemational thanked the Textile Commissioner for consideration of Label weaving

Machine supplied by MEI Intemational SRL, Italy. The TAMC has decided to consider MEI

Label weaving Machines as main machine with the conditions mentioned above.

During the deliberations MEI raised the following three concems to be considered by the

Textile Commissioner:

l. Difliculty in providing a single invoice:

M/s MEI Intemational informed lhat they purchase brand new unfinished shuttleless

looms like Airjet and Rapier loom built for the specific needs of woven label and ribbon

production, Electronic Jacquard, Hamess with special configuration etc. in a single lot of about
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