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TQ cfr s€ qft t ffir srftr h frq tF + + qrff { B-r} 'rt 16 vrt ftir wr {
This copy is granted free of cost for the private use ofthe pe'son to whom it is issued.

frqr5w qEftry resz ff sr<r 12e S ff trt tqcr dsfrftill h qtrr-a ffirfur +ffi +
qrqfr + vq;s fr 6]{ qft ss sTrtr t irc} sf sr{r T{W +rar fr fr 5q qft{i ff nfr ff
ar$e t s q-0'i + si({ qc( {F-{/TiTs qR-{ 1qI+fi drfrrry, 66 {arcq, r<rqs Fqnrl
dr< qr.t, n-{ R-dr fr S+0qq qrifi $q$d +-( F{+ t.
Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as anrended), in respect of the
following categories of cases, any person aggrieved by this (,rder can prefer a Revision
Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revsion Application), Ministry
of Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New )elhi within 3 months from
the date of communication of the order.
ffifuc rqfua qd$/order relating to :

*i-s i sc i qrcrft-d frt c-rd

any goods imported on baggage
qr.d t qrqrd 

"FG fg Frft aIE{ t qr(I rrqr tB-r qrcc d qql: T(q qm q-< seft c rrg

crq qT s{r rrdq srn .n smt qri h frq qiG-d' rnrr seft c qri T{ qr s( q<r.{ erFT q(
silt .rq qrrr ff qr+r S qEft-{ qrfl + +.fr A.
any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, t,ut which are not unloaded
at their place of destination in India or so much of the quantity of such goods as has not
been unloaded at any such destination if goods unloaded at such destination are short
of the quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.
ftqrcm qftftqc, 1962 +' qqrc x iln s{+ erfi-q ffirq qq FFrfr * a-W gcr rrrfr ff
q-ffi{ft.

Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rlles mad€
thereu nde r.

gTffq"r qrir+ qr 6n ffi t ftftfrs yrsq t rqiT 6-crT ii.n fus+ {trifd s-(ff qtq
ff qr!,ft dk cs * s,c ffifutr rrrrqrc {vr A.i. flAq
The revision a p plication sh ould be in such form and shall be verified in such manner as
may be specified in the relevant rules and should be accomparried by :

lilE ff q'e,rszo h rr< rt. G ir{qff r h qfi-r ffid ftc rrg ,qlf{rr< Es qrtqr ff a cftci,
Frrft r.r cfr fr c-{rs tt ft qrqmq g-"r Er-a il,TT il{r qrRs.

4 co pies of th is order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one
prescribed under Schedule 1 item 6 ofthe Court Fee Act,78iO
r<a <mrM t arqrqT {Tzr {q qG{r ff a cftct, cfr d
4 copies of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant documents, if an

STtsr"T * R\ fia<-{ fl a xfrqi
4 copies of the Application for Revision.

SqtBlr irrt<< Erl-< fid t frc frqr{-6 qftF-{q., 1e6z (cEt {'frfuO fr ffir ffs fr srq
ffs,srs,q-* afR frEE q-fr + cft{ + ird-q qrm t t r. zooT-1svg i <t rr4cT {..1ooo/_(6cg gs E$R
qra ), *sr fr qrq-dr d, tsqfue nl-rn * yqrFrfi Tmr+ &qR.e ff*:rftct. cR {ffi, qirff lrqr qTEi
v.nqr rqr {s ff {rRt *< scg \r{ qrq fl sc} t''q t fr t+ frs } sc I {. z ool- {r< lR \r{ ilre t srB-r
frfrfte hsrir.roooz-
The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 chall an evidencing payment of Rs.200/- (Rupees two
Hundred only) or Rs.1,000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as tle case may be, under the
Head of other receipts, fees, fines, forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the fee
prescribed in the customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Application. If
the amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty ler/i ed is one lakh rupees or
less, fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee i s Rs.1000/-.

r< d'. z + q*{ qR( qrq-dt + 3rql erq Tirrd + ffEi?a- fr cfr +{ qft gs qecr t cTEd
{ffiv s-{in A i} a mrt{-6- qBfrm rgoz f} qro rzg g (1) + qfi-{ sf{ ff.q.-a t
+qrq-6, ]ffiq stqr< E-ot, df{ +{r 6T lfffq qfurr"r h rcr MiR-( ct r< q+q fi Tfit
E
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In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person

aggrieved by this order can file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Customs Act,

1952 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at

the following address :

Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate
Tribuna l, west zonal Bench

*{r{f6, *frq e-srq 1I-d6 E +{r 6t 3rfiftc
3rfufi-rur, qffi ffi{ ft6

2nd Floor, Bahumalj Bhavan,
Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,
Ahmedabad-380 016

(fift TiG-d, qgqrff r++, ftre fi-arc+r fq,
enlrc4T, 3r(r<rETE- 3 8 0016

mrnfffi qBftc{. 1e62 f,t Er<T 12e g (6) + q$={, mrl\fcfi qftF-qq, rge z ff srrr 12e

S (1) il qfi-{ lrfl-d h vrc ftFRk( gw ricr A-} qrRC-

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of
the Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

cd)
q+q + (qfu{ qmn t s-{t ffffi ffcq-6 irffi am qizn rqr qrtq' +{ qrq Em irrlFrr

rrqr <c ff rrq qlq cr Fcq qr sct r"q t fr cfi (mr< tcg

(a) where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of

Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand

ru pees;

(6) FS mttT6 atffi Eru rriTr r-qr gw dt< <rc dqT tr{r{n

rr{r ds ff r+'q qtq irrtr 6cg + cB-*, A Aft-{ {qt q.;rrr c[rtr t' qfrE n d r]; qiq q-wr<

{w

n4- q' (Rfud crq+ + q-{i

here the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer o

ustoms in the case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not

xceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees;

f

qfq t (qfu( qmn d qEt nffi ffqr{-6 qm.rr0 Er<r {irn rrcl {ffi
rrcr <s ff (6rr qqrff qltr Fcg n' qE{ A fr; <s Ewn tqg.

qt( q'rq iTcT irrrml

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any o

customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten

thousand rupees

fficer of
(c)

(q) rr+ s-{, T6r {@ qI rffr qq + E-{r< + t, {r rie + %1o ll^+r {+ rr, Tdirq 3ntcr * E-t-a 3rftr+-<lr * {rri, qi+.Tq {6 + %10 3{.r

+{q€f{r<it, qtr-qrcr qrqrn I

d( ) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10o/o

or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is n dispute
of the duty demanded where duty

6 q=r- qTt-d sA$ET{R(IIH sr+fi!-+r (o ftcvrfu*tqrefi'{ARI 92 + q-fr,tdqBfrcq3tfi ff N)
6Tq=r srsre-faCTBrfl-m qr+fi3I{I{ri[ft{n-A-ur{srRr (q)h RffiqTfr1.rqffi irgRc ftsftsgER+

6Ifi ft€rtcITTITh ql-{rctfi+fi qrEs.<r{R at{-c6ftc
Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made
(a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for anY other purpose; or

before the Appellate Tribunal

(b) for restoration of an appeal o r an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees

S/49-85 to 93/CUS/AH D/2024-25
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M/s. Best Value Chem Pvt. 1td.,706 -708, Ailantis Heights, Dr. Vikram
sarabhai Road, Near Genda circle, Vadodara - 3go 023 (hereinafter referred to as 'the

Appellant') have filed nine (09) appeals as per details given in Table - I below challenging
the re-assessment made in the Bills of Entry mentioned therein, f led at customs, Hazira

Port, Surat.

TABLE - I

Bil of Entry
Date

(4)

02 10.2020

28 09.2020

14 08.2019

06 09.2020

15 02.2020

10.09.2018

11.01 .2019 to

10.09.2018

t

H/ e

t:19

2. Facts of the case, in brief, as per appeal memcrandum, are that . th'e.
Appellant are engaged in manufacturing and supplying of Aromatic chemicals such as
Saturated Acrylic Monocarboxylic Acids used in fragrances. The Appellant are also
holders of Advance Authorization under chapter 4 of the Export-lnrport policy framed by
the central Government under the provisions of the Foreign Trade (Development and
Regulations) Act, 1962.

2.1 During the month of Janua ry,2019, the Appeilant imported certain products
such as primary Amyl Arcohor, propionardehyde, proprionic Acid, Saricyric Acid, etc., on
which the benefit of Advance Authorization was availed and the mports were affected
without payment of Basic customs Duty (BCD) and lntegrated Goods and service Tax
(IGST) in terms of Notification No. i B/201s-customs, dated 1stAp.il, 201s (as amended
by Notification No. 7912017-Customs, dated 13th October,2017).

2.2 Accordingry, the impugned Biils of Entry were fired avairing the exemption
from BCD and IGST. The Appeilant were exporting the finished grods with payment of
IGST paid by them and were claiming rebate of IGST paid by them.

Appeal F. No. Bill of
Entry No

(1) (2t (3)

1 s/49-85/C US/AH D I 2024-25 9029669

8970996

3 s/49-8 7/C U S/AH D t 2024-25 4486149

4 s/4 9-88/C US/AH D I 2024-25 8720104

s/49-89/C U S/AH D t 2024-25 8258969

6 s/49-90/C U S/AH D I 2024-25 6890418

7 s/49-9 1 /CUS/AH D 12024-25 7976102

8 s/4 9-92lC US/AH D t 2024-25 9613034

s/49-93/C US/AH D I 2024-25 7992082
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2.3 Rule 96 of CGST Rules prescribes the procedure to be followed by a

registered person exporting goods on payment of IGST in order to claim the refund of

|GSTpaid atthetime of export of goods. Rule 96 (10) of the CGST Rules as substituted

by Notification No. 54/2018-C.T., dated 09.10.2018 restricts refund of lntegrated Tax paid

on zero rated supplies wherein benefit of Advance Authorization Scheme have been

availed. Consequently, the Rule 96 (10) of the CGST Rules debars or disentitles a person

claiming refund of lntegrated Tax paid on export of goods, if they have received benefit

of Notification as enumerated thereunder.

. -?,5: The Appellant were agreeable to pay the IGST to the extent of the

.dbxlAption of the same availed at the time of import of raw matelials. However, the

nt were advised to pay the interest on the IGST dues as the customs Portal does

du T amount along with the interest as detailed in Table - ll below -

TABLE - II

2.6 The Appellant have filed the present appeals only to the extent of

challenging the amount paid as interest on the IGST, which they were constrained to pay

due to the systems not permitting the re-assessment of impugned Bills of Entry without

payment of interest. The Appellant are not contesting the payment of IGST paid by them

for the purpose of regularizing the imports and to comply with Rule 96 (10) of the CGST

I

Out of Charge
Date

lnterest Paid
(Rs. ln Actuals)

Due IGST Paid
(Rs. ln Actuals)

Bill of Entry
Re-

Assessment
Date

:.b(
No.

Bill of
Entry No

3,85,756/-7,31,6231-20.04.20241 9029669

03.o5.20241,69,O411-3, 1 9,358/-20.04.202489709962

03 05.20247,12,698t-10,40,331/-20 04.2024c 4486149

1,73,7941-3,22,5771-20.o4.20244 8720104

03.05.20241,34,980/-2,42,9371-20.04.20246 8258969

03 05.20242,O4,7 561-3,29,305/-20.04.202468904'18b

03 05 20245,O2,0241-5,99,4071-20.o4.202479761027

06.05.20244,74,6841-6,O4,7461-20.04.20249613034I
03.05.20244,90.0291-5,85,3721-20.04.20247992082o

Page 5 of 10

2.4 Thus, the Appellant, in order to regularize the refund of IGST on export of

finished goods, availed the option of paying the IGST, exemption of which was availed at

the time of import of raw materials. ln this regard, the Appellant wrote a letter dated

26.12.2023 to the Deputy Commissionet, Hazira Port, Surat, requesting for re-

assessment of the impugned Bills of Entry in terms of Section 149 of the Customs Act,

1962 and permit them to make the payment of IGST. The above re-assessment was

done in the impugned Bills of Entry.

re-assessment without payment of interest. Accordingly, the Appellant paid

I

03.05.2024

03.o5.2024



3. Being aggrieved with the re-assessment of the impr-gned Bills of Entry, the

Appellant have filed the present appeals and mainly contended that:

The final assessment to the extent of the amount paid on interest on IGST, which

they were constrained to pay due to system not permittinl; the re-assessment of
Bill of Entry without payment of interest, is liable to be quzrshed and set aside;

IGST is levied under Section 3 (7) of the Customs Tariff Ar:t, 1975. However, the

Customs Tariff Act, 1975 has limited provisions and it borrows varrous provisions

from the Customs Act, 1962 for implementation of its provisions;

Section 3 (12) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, which is the borrowing provision

of Customs Act, 1975 with regard to IGST, does not borro'r provisions of penalty

and interest from the Customs Act, '1962. Thereforr.., interest cannot be

recovered for non-payment of including IGST which is chargeable under Section
3 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975;

The Hon'ble Supreme Court in lndia Carbon Ltd. Vs. Sfate of Assam (1997) 6
SCC 479, relied upon the earlier five-judge bench decision in the case of J.K
Synthetic Ltd. Vs. CTO, (1994) 4 SCC 276 and held that interest can be levied

and charged on delayed payment of tax only if the statute trat levies and charges
the tax makes a substantive provision in this behalf. This provision of laws was
approved and reiterated by the constitution bench in the case of V.S.S Sugars
Vs. Govt. of A.P. & Ors., (1999) 4 SCC 192:

A similar question relating to liability of the plant, machine,ry etc. to confiscatiort .

and liability of the assesse to penalty under Rule 9 (2) and Rule 173 e of the
central Excise Rules 1944, for non-payment of the additiorral duty in terms of the
Additional Duties of Excise (Goods of Special lmportance) Act, 1957, by taking
recourse to the provisions of the Central Excise Rules;, 1944 came up for
consideration before the Hon'ble Delhi High court in the car;e of pioneer Silk Mills
Pvt. Ltd. Vs. UOl, 1995 (80) ELT 507 (Del.). Revenue sought to invoke the
provisions of the central Excise Rules, 1g44, by relying on the provisions of
Section 3 (3) of the Additional Duties of Excise (Goods o,special lmporta
Act, 1957, which read as under

"(3) The provisions of the Central Excises and Satt Act, 1944,

\f/+ir- JiJ lv J Jt \, v -t t1l1u t zv a+- L\)

the rules made thereunder, including those relating to refunds a
exemptions from duty, shafi so far as may be, apply in relation
the levy and collection of the additionat duties a:. they apply in "
relation to the levy and collection of the duties ol excise on the
goods specified in sub-section (1)"

The provisions of section 3 (3) above, are somewhat sinrilarly worded as the
provisions of section 3 (6) of the customs Tariff Act, 19i'5. The claim of the
petitioners in that case was that under section 3 of the Addilional Duties Act, only
those provisions of the central Excise Act and Rules marle thereunder, which

Page 6 of 10

Rules, 2017 inasmuch as it bars the simultaneous availment frc m IGST at the time of
import and refund of IGST on the exports made with payment of IGST.
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pertain to the levy and collection of the duties of excise under Central Excise Act

have been borrowed and therefore, no penalty can be imposed. Relying tnter-

alia, on the judgment ol Khemka & Co. (Agencies) Pvt- Ltd., the Hon'ble High

Court upheld the contention that there is no provision in the Additional Duties Act

which creates a charge in the nature of penalty and that the term "levy and

collection" in Section 3 (3) of the Additional Duties Act has a restricted meaning

in view of the use of the words "including those relating to refund and exemptions

from duty", otherwise these words were rather unnecessary. The Hon'ble High

Court also rejected the contention of the Revenue that since Chapter ll of the

Central Excises Act deals with levy and collection of duty, and this Chapter also

contains provisions for offences and penalties, all sections under that chapter

would be applicable. This judgment of the Hon'ble Delhi High Court was upheld

by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in 2002 (145) ELT A74 (SC);

Reliance is also placed on the case of Bajaj Health & Nutrition Pvt. Ltd. Vs. CC

Chennai, 2OO4 (166) ELT 189. The Hon'ble Tribunal set aside the interest and

penalty on evasion of anti-dumping duties on the reasoning that the provisions of

Customs Act, 1962 relating to non-levy, and refunds were borrowed only for the

purpose of chargeability to anti-dumping duty under Section 9A (B) of the

Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and the provision of the Customs Act relating to

confiscation, interest and penalty were not borrowed;

They also relied upon the following decision in support of their claim:

(i) Tonira Pharma Ltd. Vs. Commissioner, 2009 (237) E.L.T. 65 (Tibunal:

(ii) SiddeshwarTextile Milts Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Commissioner,2009 (248) E.L.T. 290

In.);
(iii) Mahindra & Mahindra Limited - Hon'ble High Court (The said iudgment of

Hon'ble Dethi High Court was affirmed by Hon'ble Supreme Couri vide

Order dated 28.07.2023 in SLP (C) No. 18824 ot 2023);

e
t\1

t
\ I

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 29.05.2025 in virtual mode.

shri. Manish Jain, Advocate, and Ms. Raksha Bhandari, Advocate, appeared for hearing

on behalf of the Appellant. They had reiterated the submissions made at the time of filing

of appeals. They also relied upon the decision of M/s. A.R. Sulphonates Pvt. Ltd., vs.

uol reported at2025 (4) TMI 578 - Bombay High court in support of thetr claim.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:-

5. I have carefully gone through the appeals memorandum as well as records

of the case, submissions made by the Appellant during course of hearing as well as the

documents and evidences available on record. The issue to be decided in the present

appeals is whether re-assessment made by the proper officer in the impugned Bills of

Entry levying the interest on IGST, in the facts and circumstances of the case, is legal

and proper or otherwise. \ . \-4Y )/'
Page 7 of 10
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5 1 The appellant have filed the present appears on 1t\.06.2024. The date of
communication of the impugned Bills of Entry mentioned at rabk.'- I above, have been
shown as 20.04.2024. Thus, the appeals have been filed within nc,rmal period of 60 days,
as stipulated under section 128 (l) of the customs Act, 1962. A.s the appeal has been
filed against refund of interest on the IGST amount, pre-deposit under the provisions of
Section 129E is not required. As the appeals have been filed within the stipulated time-
limit, they have been admitted and being taken up for disposal on merits,

6 lt is observed that the Appeilant have filed the present appears chailenging
the amount paid as interest on the IGST, which they have claim€,d to be constrained to
pay due to the systems not permitting the re-assessment of inrpugned Bills of Entry
without payment of interest lt is pertinent to mention that the llon'ble High coutl of
Bombay in the matter of M/s A.R. sulphonates pvt. Ltd. vs. tJnicn of lndia in wp No.

19366 of 2024 has passed a judgment dated 09.04.2025 in a similar matter, reported at
(2025) 29 centax 21 2 (Bom). The relevant para is reproduc,)d below for ease of
refe re n ce:-

"66. Further, as /ar as the appticabirity of section 3 (12), aiter its amendment by
Finance (No. 2) Act, 2024, dated 16th August,2024, is cctncemed, it would be
appropriate to first refer to the provisions of the amended section 3 (12) of the Taiff
Act. Amended Section 3 (12) of the Tariff Act reads as under -

"12:- The provisions of the Customs Act, 1962(S2of t962)andall rules "

and regulations made thereunder, inctuding but not timited to those
relating to the date for determination of rate of dufy, assess ment, non_
levy, short levy, refunds, exemptions, interest, re,covery, appeals,
offences and penalties shall, as far as may be, appty to the duty or tax
or cess, as fhe case may be, chargeable under thi.s section as they
apply in relation to duties leviable under that Act or att rules or
regulations made thereunder, as the case may be."

67. ln our view, the amended Section 3 (12) of the Tariff Act is prospective
and would apply only with effect from 16th August, 2024."

'Q,;t
76. For all the aforesaid reasons, !4/e pass the following orders: _

(i) lt is declared that circutar No.16 of 2023-customs dated 7h June,2023, to
the extent that it purpofts to revy interest upon the tGS'| payment, is beyond
the provisions of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and is be d in taw;

(ii) The impugned order dated 1st August, 2024, to the ertent that it seeks to
recover interest, confiscate goods, impose redempti,tn fine and impose
penalty, is quashed and sel asrde; 

,
It is declared tn! n1 amendmqnt te. the provisions of .gection 3 (12) of the
Customs Taiff Act, tiTSby Finance (No.2) Act,2024 dated 16th August,
2024 is prospective in nature and is appticable only from 16th August, 2024

o/+Y-cJ ru Jolwvnl r.'rIl,t zvl+-zc

ttJ't6
lf;
\';;

.\)

(iii)

onwards;
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6.1 lt is observed that the issue of whether there existed a provision for charging

interest and imposing penalties on levies under Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act is no

longer res integra. The Hon',ble Bombay High court, in the case of M/s Mahindra &

Mahindra Lfd., reported at (2023) 3 Centax 261 (Bom), categorically held that the

imposition of penalty and charge of interest under the then Section 3 (6) of the Customs

Tariff Act (now renumbered as Section 3(12)) is not sustainable in respect of duties levied

under Section 3. This ruling was affirmed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court vide order dated

28.07.2023 in Special Leave Petition (civil) Diary No. 1882412023. Furthermore, the

department's review petition against the said order was also dismissed by the Hon'ble

Supreme Court on 09.01.2024 in SLP (C) No. 1621412023.

6.2 lt is pertinent to mention that the Hon'ble Bombay High court reaffirmed the

above legal posltion in the case ol M/s A R Su/phonates Pvt. Ltd., reported at (2025) 29

Centax 212 (Bom). ln that case, which involved similar facts concerning the chargeability

of interest and imposition of penalty for delayed payment of IGST, the Court categorically

held that neither interest can be levied nor penalty can be imposed in respect of such

IGST demands.

ln view of the above, I am of the considered view that the matter is no longer

, and it is now settled that neither interest can be charged nor penalty imposed

involving IGST leviable under Section 3 (7) of the Customs Tariff Act

7. ln tight of the judicial principles established by the Hon'ble Supreme Court

in M/s Kamlakshi Finance Corporation Lfd. (1991 (55) ELT 433 (SC)), I am bound to follow

the judgment Hon',ble High court of Bombay in M/s A R Sulphonates Pvt. Ltd , especially

since there is no stay on the operation of this order nor it has been overruled till date.

B. Accordingly, I hold that the interest is not chargeable on the IGST amount

paid in the facts of the present appeals.

ESTED

3.drar!t/S TNTENOENT )
(Amit

\

D. Commissioner (APPeals),
Customs, Ahmedabad

Date: 30.05.2025
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9. ln view of the discussion made above, all the nine (09) appeals filed by

the Appellant as per Table-l above, are allowed with consequential relief, if any, in

accordance with law.

F. No. 5/49-85 to 93/CUS/AHD12024-25--"'-tlQ )o
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The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custom Horrse, Ahmedabad.
The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Lhmedabad.
The Deputy Commissioner, Customs, Hazira Port, Surat.
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By Registered post A.D

M/s. Best Value Chem Pvt. Ltd.,
7 06-708, Atlantis Heights,
Dr. Vikram Sarabhai Road,
Near Genda Circle,
Vadodara * 390 023

M/s. Lakshmi Kumaran & Sridharan
Attorneys,
8-334, Sakar-Vll,
Nehru Bridge Corner,
Ashram Road,
Ahmedabad - 380 009


