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Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the following categories of
cases, any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint
Secretary (Revision Application), Ministry of Finance. (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New
Delhi within 3 months from the date of communication of the order.

| Frafafaa aafRa smd=r/Order relating to :

(P)

T S =9 Tfad BIs A

(a)

any goods imported on baggage.
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T I TS T R SR WA & i enifém §rer Sar 9 9| W 91 39 e I R 31 7Y
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(b)

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but 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.

(M

T STUTaH, 1962 & ST X AUT ISP S 1Y Y (2] & agd Yoo aTqH! Bl

(c)

Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made thereunder.

TRY&IUT STda U= §77d (aaTaen A [Ta® URe A Wedd X1 G111 [ored Saiid S6! s
F st ok 39 & wry FrafafEd srera dau g9 91feg :

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner as may be specified in
the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

PIE B TaT, 1870 & Ha 9.6 g 1 & A Fruffa fhg 1w oram 53 snew &t 4 wiaw,
e ve vl § var 1R &) araTay Yo fewe @ g a1fgt.

(a)

4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under Schedule
I item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

TS STav & aTal |1 He 1S P 4 Uedl, ATS 8l

(b)

4 copies of the Order - In - Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any

(M

A& & forg ormde @i 4 widai

(c)

4 copies of the Application for Revision.

()

TARIGI0T STAG QTR B ® [T WTHTed ATUT1aH, 1962 @Ureeifua) # Fuffya wia stem
e W gvs wrahteix fafay 7t & s areft=r orram 8 & 3. 200/-(F0T 3 1Y |/ AT 5.1000/-
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e e HITT 74T ST, TAITAT 74T &8 Bt ISR T T a1 a1 36 $H 5 Ol T8 B &

FU T %.200/- 3R T U o & & g1 Ot B9 & =0 3.1000/-

(d)

The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs. 200/~ (Rupees two Hundred only) or Rs.
1.000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as the 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 levied is one lakh rupees
or less, fees as Rs. 200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs. 1000/-.

HE 9. 2 & U Flod AT & SaTal 3a ATHA & T § afe g oiad 39 AT | 3Ted
HEgH ST 81 a1 3 Hrarges fifam 1962 #Y 4RT 129 T (1) F 3edi= wid M3 # Hwrges,
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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, 1962 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and
Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following address :

, Hald 3G Yeb g al d Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal,
et ufdd e i West Zonal Bench
Egﬂﬁﬁﬁlﬁ,m YaH, Fde TRETTR qd, 2" Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar Bridge. |
3RARAT, SEHRTEIE-380016 Asarwa, Ahmedabad<380 DJ8
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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 -

(P)

SdTel  FraAIa AT 7 g1 (il WATR e SHTUSTS gIRT AT 4T Y[ed SR AT qT G
A1 4 B IHH UTd ARG ¥ 0T IT I $9 81 a1 UF §9R 3T,

(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 rupees;

Srdter & raArd ArHe 7 oreT (! SIATR[es SITUBT gIRT {41 Yo A7 ST AT ST
T §S I YHH Ui A 0T | e g1 A Ul e are & oifUe 7 8 @ ui g9 vun

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of  Customs in the casc
to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand
rupees |

)

SrdteT § WraRIa AT 7 oret [t STATew STUsRY gIRT W 14T Y[eth 1R oaTel QT ST
A1 ¢S &I THH T9T9 a1d ¥UT ¥ 3T g1 aY: 39 §97R $UT,

(c)

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 more than fifty lakh rupees, ten thousand rupees

(¥)

Y IR & o SRV & FFA,AA MU Y B 10 % ia] B W, o761 Yo 1 ob TF 33 [aaie
HRWES F10 % & B WR,58! bad 8 faarg & . adie a1 S|

(d)

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty
or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.

Sad T BT URT 129 (Q) F r=rila Srdld WISV & THE SRR TAS e 03- (@) AD
e & forg A arfadl ®Y YuR= F fore o et sy vt & e fvw o ardie : - srar

() St IT TG U= BT YATad & [1g SRR SM1de & A1y U Ut |t &7 Yoo off Haw e
13T,

Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tribunal-
| (a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose; or

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees.
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F.No. S/49-292/CUS/AHD/2024-25

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

1. M/s. Alpesh Metal Corporation (hereinafter referred as ‘the appellant’) has filed
the present appeal under Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962, against an Order-in-
Original No. 06/AR/ADC/SRT/2024-25 dated 11.11.2024 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the
impugned order), passed by the Additional Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division

Surat, Surat (hereinafter referred to as the ‘adjudicating authority’).

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant has supplied MS Plates and TMT
Bars of various size falling under Chapter 72 to an SEZ Unit viz. Jubilant Ingrevia Ltd.
situated within Jubilant SEZ. The subject goods were attracting export duty @15% during
the period of 22.05.2022 to 18.11.2022 as per the provisions of Notification No.28/2022-
Customs and 29/2022-Custom, both dated 21.5.2022. As the appellant had not paid
export duty on their supply to SEZ Unit, a Show Cause Notice dated 16.05.2024 came to
be issued by Additional Commissioner of Customs, Custom Division-Surat, towards
demand of Export Duty of Rs. 7,30,665/- along with interest under the provisions of
Section 28(1) and Section 28AA of the Customs Act, 1962. Vide impugned order dated
11.11.2024, the said demand has been confirmed by the adjudicating authority.

3. Being aggrieved, the appellant has filed the present appeal, mainly on the

following grounds of appeal.

3.1 Export duty is levied under Customs Act, 1962. Section 12 of the CA, 1962 provides
for levy of import/export duty for goods coming into or exported out of India. The term
"export” is defined under Customs Act, 1962 at Section 2(18) thereof to mean "taking out
of India to a place outside India". Section 2(27) defines what is “India", which includes
even territorial waters of India and Section 2 read with Second Schedule to Customs

Tariff Act, 1975 provides for export duty on goods exported out of India.

3.2 A conjoint reading of the above would suggest that export duty can be levied only
when goods are physically taken out of India. As against this, the impugned order heavily
relies upon Rule 27 proviso under SEZ Rules, 2006, which provides for levy of export
duty on supplies made from DTA to SEZ. First of all, the Parent Act for export duty is CA,
1962 and its levy is governed by CTA, 1975 as state supra. Any amendment to SEZ Rules,
2006 cannot override the statutory provisions governing levy itself for export duty,

which does not extend to supplies made to SEZ at all.
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3.3 The appellant further submitted that this issue is already decided by the
jurisdictional High Court of Gujarat in the case of Essar Steel Ltd. 2010 (249) ELL.T. 3
(Guj.) as upheld by Hon'ble Apex Court and reported at 2010 (255) E.L.T. A115 (SC). It was

categorically held, considering the statutory scheme of things, that:

* No Export Duty under Customs Act, 1962:
Export duty can only be levied when goods are physically taken out of India.
Supplies to SEZs remain within Indian territory and cannot be treated as exports

under the Customs Act.

* No Export Duty under SEZ Act, 2005:
The SEZ Act's legislative intent is to provide tax exemptions for goods and
services supplied to SEZ units. The absence of any charging provision in the SEZ

Act further supports this conclusion.

Fictions under SEZ Act Cannot Extend to Customs Act:
e egal fiction defining SEZs as outside customs territory applies only for SEZ Act
lurposes. It cannot be used to justify export duty under the Customs Act. The

o */‘Aecision in Essar Steel (Supra) was also followed in various decisions.

3.4 Thatin light of the above, since SEZ is a territory within India and since any supply
to SEZ is not per se export at all, within the meaning of Customs Act, 1962 which
specifically defines the said term, and since Export duty is a duty of Customs, under no
circumstances, much less any legal ones, can supply of goods from DTA to SEZ be ever

subjected to levy of export duty at all.

3.5  In Advait Steel Rolling Mills Pvt. Ltd. v. UOI [2012 (286) E.LT. 535 (Mad.)], the
Hon'ble Madras High Court held that if levy of duties of customs are to be made
applicable to goods supplied from DTA to SEZ, it could only be by way of appropriate
amendments introduced in the Customs Act, 1962, as well as in the Special Economic
Zones Act, 2005.

3.6 Hon'ble Apex Court recently in the case of Safari Retreats P. Ltd. 2024 (10) T™MI
286-SUPREME COURT categorically held that definition of any term under one statute

cannot be imported and applied to such term in another statute at all. Hence, the term
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"export" as understood under Customs Act, 1962 is different from what is understood
under SEZ Act and Ruled framed thereunder, more so since they are based on deeming

fiction, for the above reasons.

3.7  Having amended delegated legislation viz. Rule 27 of SEZ Rules, 2017, does not
render goods supplied to SEZ as "exports" for the purpose of levy of Export duty under
Customs Act, 1962 at all. Unless and until any amendment is made to Customs Act, 1962
or Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The 5th proviso to Rule 27 inasmuch as it provides for a levy
of Export Duty on goods supplied from DTA to SEZ in the absence of any charging section
under the SEZ Act, Customs Act or any other law, is violative of Article 265 of the
Constitution and must therefore be struck down as unconstitutional. A rule cannot

override the provisions of the Act and is subordinate legislation.

3.8 The SEZ unit itself has already paid up the Export duty on the very same supply
as being the subject matter of the present proceedings. Once having already collected
and recovered the said Export duty, and having not even returned the same back to the
SEZ unit, the very same export duty demand cannot once again be raised against the

Appellant at all.

4. In view of the above submissions, the appellant requested that the impugned

order is required to be set aside with consequential relief.

8. The appellant has submitted a printout of e-receipt towards payment of Rs.
54,800/- vide Challan No. 2084746158 dated 12.02.2025 towards payment of pre-deposit
calculated @7.5% of the duty amount under the provisions of Section 129E of the
Customs Act, 1962.

6.1 In the Form No. C.A.-1, the appellant has shown the date of communication of the
impugned order dated 11.11.2024, as '26.11.2024". Whereas, the appeal has been received
in this office on 18.02.2025. Thus, this appeal has been filed after a delay of 24 days
beyond the normal period of 60 days, as prescribed for filing appeal under Section 128
of the Customs Act, 1962. The appellant has applied for condonation of delay in filing of
appeal.

6.2  Asregards condonation of delay up to a period of 30 days in filing appeals, | refer

the Judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Collector, Land Acquisition

Page 6 of 12 1o/ sm N
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Anantnag and Another Vs. Mst. Katjji and Others reported in 1987 (28) ELT 185 (SC),

wherein it has been held that a justifiable liberal approach should be adopted in cases

of condonation of delay. Accordingly, | condone the delay of 24 days in filing the Appeal,
as per the first proviso to Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962.

7. In view of the above position, the appeal has been admitted and being taken up
for disposal.
8. One set of the appeal memorandum has forwarded to the adjudicating authority,

for comments vide this office letter dated 25.03.2025, but no reply thereof has been
received. So, | proceed to decide the appeal on the basis of documents submitted by the

appellant.

PERSONAL HEARING

% Personal Hearing in respect of the appeal was held on 09.12.2025, which has been
attended by Mr. Saurabh Dixit, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. He reiterated the
submissions made at the time of filing of appeals. He also submitted additional

submissions dated 09.12.2025 and furnished copies of relied upon case laws.

ADDITIONAL SUBMISSIONS (Gist)

10. Gist of the additional submissions filed by the appellant are as under.

10.1  Article 13(3) of the Indian Constitution includes within the definition of law forms
of subordinate legislation such as order, rule, regulation, notification. Therefore, the
subordinate legislation in the present case i.e. amendment of Rule 27 of SEZ Rules, 2017
which was issued contrary to the Customs Act, 1962. Hence, the same cannot prevail
over the primary legislation. We are legally duty bound to ensure that the primary
legislation should prevail over the subordinate legislation. Therefore, even though, the
SEZ Rule created the same is not binding for the reason that the same is not in
consonance with primary legislations which is Customs Act, 1962. Authorities has to
give primacy to the primary legislation and not to the subordinate legislation. Some of
the judgments play very crucial role in reviewing primary and subordinate legislation to

ensure they conform to the Constitution and the principles of legality and

e
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Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala, (1973) 4 SCC 225; AIR 1973 SC 1461;
Minerva Mills v. Union of India, AIR 1980 SC 1789;
Harakchand Ratanchand Banthia v. Uol, AIR 1970 SC 1453 = 1970 SCR (1) 479.

102 This issue is already decided by the jurisdictional High Court of Gujarat in the
case of Essar Steel Ltd. 2010 (249) E.L.T. 3 (Guj.) as upheld by Hon'ble Apex Court and
reported at 2010 (255) E.L.T. A115 (SC).

10.3 That the identical issue squarely covered by the Hon'ble Andhra Pradesh HC in
case of M/s. TUF Metallurgical Private Limited 2025(9) TMI 1171 - AP, held that the 5th
proviso to sub-rule (1) of Rule 217, SEZ Rules, 2006, is ultra vires the SEZ Act, 2005 and
the same was accordingly struck down. The court found no statutory authority
permitting the Central Government to levy customs duty on movement of goods from
the Domestic Tariff Area to an SEZ. It was held that Section 55 does not authorize such

a levy and Section 30 only contemplates duty on removals from SEZ to DTA.

10.4 In view of the above additional submissions, the appellant again requested to
quash and set aside the impugned order with consequential relief.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

1. | have carefully gone through the written as well as oral submissions made by or
on behalf of the appellant viz. M/s. Alpesh Metal Corporation. The issue involved in the
appeal is whether export duty on the goods supplied by the appellant to SEZ Unit is

leviable or not.

12. In the Judgment dated 04.11.2009 in the case of Essar Steel Limited and Adani
Power Ltd. Vs. Union of India [2010 (249) E.L.T. 3 (Guj.) = 2009 (1) TMI 141 - GUJARAT
HIGH COURT], Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat has held that the levy of export duty on the

goods supplied from Domestic Tariff Area to Special Economic Zone is not justified; that
the petitioners not to be called upon to pay export duty on movement of goods from DTA
to SEZ units or developers. | note that Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No. 5698 of 2010
with SLP (C) Nos. 6204, 6307, 7818, 7931, 9243 and 10118 of 2010 filed by Union of India
against the aforesaid Judgment dated 04.11.2009 has been dismissed by Hon'ble
Supreme Court on 12.07.2010 [Union of India v. Essar Steel Ltd. - 2010 (255) E.L.T. A115
(5.C.)]. However, the said Order dated 12.07.2010 has been recalled by Hon'ble Supreme

Court vide Order dated 10.02.2020 reported as Union of India Vs. Essar Steel-india. Ltd.
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[2022 (380) ELT 403 (SC)] and the SLPs had been restored. Now, Hon’ble Supreme Court
has decided this issue vide Order dated 28.08.2025, which has been reported as Union
of India Vs. Adani Power Ltd. [(2025) 36 Centax 257 (S.C.)]. In the said latest Order, it

has been observed and held by the Apex Court as under:

“4.3 Similarly, the third question has been considered by the High Court in
paragraph 41.3 and after discussion, the answer to the said question has been
given in paragraph 41.3.4 of the impugned judgment. Consequently, the High Court
has held in paragraph 42 as under:

“42. In view of the above discussion and findings arrived at as well as
=)~ conclusion drawn, the levy of export duty on goods supplied from the
» / '_‘.‘E‘\,Damesﬁc Tariff Area to the Special Economic Zone is not justified. The
{i pem‘ianers are, therefore, not to be called upon to pay export duty on
: G ;f}na vement of goods from Domestic Tariff Area to Special Economic Zone

S units or developments.™

6. We find that the High Court has rightly arrived at the conclusions in the
aforesaid paragraphs on a correct interpretation of the provisions of the
aforesaid two Acts. In the circumstance, we do not find any reason to interfere

with the impugned judgment. Hence, the appeals are dismissed.

7. On a conjoint reading of the aforesaid provisions, we find that Section 12 of the
Customs Act, 1962 is the charging Section. However, under Section 26 of the SEZ
Act, power is reserved to grant an exemption or a concession if under the
provisions of the Customs Act, 1962, a duty is leviable as per the charging

Sections.

8. Itis also necessary to observe as submitted by the learned senior counsel for
the respondent(s) that the Madras High Court as well as the Andhra Pradesh High
Court have also taken a similar view as discussed in the aforesaid impugned
Judgment. In the circumstances, all appeals arising therefrom are also

dismissed.”

13. However, | find that the above Order/Judgment relates to the period prior to the

amendment of Rule 27 of the SEZ Rules, 2006, vide Notification No. GSR 909(E) dated
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19.09.2018 issued by the Ministry of Commerce and Industry. Vide the said amendment,
fifth Proviso to Sub-Rule (1) of Rule 27 of the SEZ Rules, 2006, has been inserted, which

is as under:

“Provided also that supplies from Domestic Tariff Area to Special Economic Zones
shall attract export duty, in case, export duty is leviable on items attracting export

duty.”

14, Therefore, it has to be examined as to whether export duty in this case can be
demanded wherein the period involved is from 22.05.2022 to 18.11.2022 i.e. after insertion

of the above-mentioned Proviso.

15. | find that above-mentioned fifth Proviso to Sub-Rule 27(1) has been stuck down
by Hon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh in Writ Petition No. 15528 of 2024 in the case
of TUF Metallurgical Pvt. Ltd. vs. Union of India reported as (2025) 35 Centax 280 (A.P.)
[18-09-2025]. Para 27 of the said Order is as under:

“27. Be that as it may, we set aside the decision dated 26.04.2024 and hold that
5th proviso to sub-rule (1) of Rule 27 of the Special Economic Zone Rules, 2006,
as ultra vires the Special Economic Zone Act, 2005 and /s accordingly, struck

down. This writ petition is accordingly allowed.”

16.1  Further, | find that the even after insertion of the fifth Proviso in Sub-Rule 27(1)
of the SEZ Rules, 2006, vide Notification dated 19.09.2018, there are no corresponding
amendments in the provisions of Section 2(18) and 2(19) of the Customs Act, 1962, which
define the terms “export” and “export goods” respectively. The said definitions are as
under:

(18)  "export’, with its grammatical variations and cognate expressions, means

taking out of India to a place outside India;
(19)  “export goods" means any goods which are to be taken out of India to a

place outside India;

16.2  Further, the definition of the term “India”, as given in Section 2(27) ibid, says that
“India" includes the territorial waters of India. In absence of amendment in any statutory
provision of the Customs Act, 1962, | am of view that Export duty cannot be levied merely
by virtue of amendment in Rule 27(1) of the SEZ Rules, 2006 vide Notification dated
19.09.2018. Further, the said amendment, i.e. fifth Proviso to Rule 27(1), has already been

ot
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held as ultra vires to the SEZ Act, 2005 and stuck down by Hon'ble High Court of Andhra
Pradesh in the case of TUF Metallurgical Pvt. Ltd. vs. Union of Indja (supra).

17. As regards the requirement of amendments in the provisions of the Customs Act,
1962, to levy export duty on supply of goods from DTA to SEZ, | also rely upon the Order
dated 27.04.2012 of Hon'’ble Madras High Court in the case of Advait Steel Rolling Mills
Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Union of India [2012 (286) E.L.T. 535 (Mad.)]. The last Para of the said order

is as follows (underline supplied):

‘30. As there is no movement of goods from India to a place outside India, export
duty cannot be levied. In fact, there is no ‘export’ of goods, as per the relevant
provisions of the Customs Act, 1962. When the Special Economic Zones Act, 2005,
/s a separate Code, it would not be open to the respondents to levy duties of
customs on goods moved from Domestic Tariff Areas into Special Economic
Zones, as per the definition found in Section 2 of the Customs Act, 1962. Further,
when the definition of term ‘export’in Section 2(m) of the Special Economic Zones
Act, 2005, is clear and specific, the definition of ‘export, found in Section 2(18) of
the Customs Act, 1962, cannot be made applicable for the levy of duties of
customs on goods supplied from the Domestic Tariff Areas to the Special
Economic Zones. As such, it would not be proper on the part of the respondents
to levy duties of customs on goods supplied from the Domestic Tariff Areas to the
units situated in the Special Economic Zones. If levy of duties of customs are to

be made applicable to such goods it could only be by way of appropriate

amendments introduced in the Customs Act, 1962, as well as in the Special

Economic Zones Act, 2005. As such it is clear that it would not be open to the

respondents to levy duties of customs on such goods, by way of Notifications or

Circulars. The writ petitions are ordered accordingly. No costs.”

18. In view of the above provisions and orders, the legal position prevailed during the
period involved in the present appeal, does not authorise levy of export duty on supply
of goods from DTA to SEZ Unit. Therefore, | am of the considered view that the decisions
of Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Union of India Vs. Adani Power Ltd. [(2025) 36
Centax 257 (S.C.)] and Hon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh in the case of TUF
Metallurgical Pvt. Ltd. vs. Union of India [(2025) 35 Centax 280 (A.P.)] are squarely

applicable to the facts of the present appeal; and therefore, demand of export duty on

Y
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supply of the goods by the appellant to the SEZ unit is not sustainable. Therefore, the

impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority is required to be set aside.

19. In view of the above discussion and findings, | pass the following order.

Order

| set aside the Order-In-Original No. 06/AR/ADC/SRT/2024-25 dated 11.11.2024 passed by
the Additional Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division Surat, and allow the appeal

with consequential relief, in accordance with law.
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F.No. S/49-292/CUS/AHD/2024-25 Date: 11.12.2025

By E-mail (As per Section 153(1)(c) of the Customs Act, 1962)

To

M/s. Alpesh Metal Corporation,

1, Radhabhuvan Tanaji Painter Lane,
Siddharth Road, Pratapnagar,
Vadodara - 390001.

(email: info@alpeshmetalcorp.com )

Copy to:
(2 The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custom House, Ahmedabad.
(email: ccoahm-guj@nic.in )

2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad.
(email: cus-ahmd-guj@nic.in rra-customsahd@gov.in )

2 The Additional Commissioner of Customs, In-charge: Custom Division Surat,
Ahmedabad. (email: patoadc-srtcust@gov.in adjcus-surat@gov.in cus-ahmd-
adj@gov.in Custech.surat@gov.in )

4, Shri. Saurabh Dixit, Advocate, Vadodara. (email: info@saurabhdixit.in )

5. Guard File.

* k k k *

Page 12 of 12



