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Fforey Sf ST HETey
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(FATIT TTAshTE HETTARerTerT)

Fferg==T
T3 faell, 28 #3, 2018

Rz fiw SETd TRST F g F a9 ag @ Rt R st witeRd sed ¥ e sife,
I1g 98 RehiiiTa, srafissa iR a-s@vace &7 & § A1 g9-3@wEs e e sifee @R
SFed & AT U SUe/dees % U F0-030 & €9 # &7 & A4l 9 qred-Aet siie & Amea
¥ dwe & e 13.03.2018 F 3ifaw ey d&T WEI/W/50938-50942/2018-d1g (St} %
Fgaeer # [Afdse witard g fRwis 28.07.2017 % sifaw st aiRonw & gosti=n

%, AT i 7SR

T%. €. 14/28/2013-FSATE.— T07-9097 7 TAHLATET HHAT-9F S ATI=a4, 1975 (™ Taga=Ta
St ff FgT TAT §) T ST FHI-THT T AATHANTET HIAT-9[oh SF (e Te=gaAl il Tga1, 39
T qTeALTdT S T AHAT SAIY SO 9T & [Hegiwor) FemmEer, 1995 (5o vagwata Fawmastr ot
Tl AT ) & &4 § TEd g0 HAS ATCHA UL raeT 7 Tred-reft Arf=ret araw & ff o wigwr 7 famis
28 JATE, 2017 T Afaw = arons S o/ o1 (B anr “usus” | Fegr @ §) PEd S e
TS ST F G F qar agi 9 At e aimfes zatEfEd saed o st 9) a8
Tefiiiad, sfeeha o ga-sfFaes 9 § g AT qa-7¥adt et e ataefes safFe e Saed &
T % ITERL/AHEE F UF FA-I00 % €9 § g7 F AATAl 9L TeA-ULT o AT I RRIeer 67 o)

2998 GI/2018 (1)
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I farwas ArHer &1 = 01 wEast, 2016 FT gE it T2 AF| I § 38 AEA H = A7 AT 18
AT (01.04.2014 & 30.09.2016 ) &I ST AT AT U Al T2 of| TH THL (A AT % 18 T
A gfa #i sty § a7 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14 /T AT AATS FT a0 B w7 °m 2o sifay

ST qoTTH ST 219 % are faAiE 11 enTed, 2017 % 9L S 9o a7 ues epfe oo oft ey e
or, omd sifaw sti=r oo 3 %=1 140 # sfeatua e arfersr % s & socdwr fau o o g o=
Tqied STUFT 1= TUMH & Aqa0 § e A0 7 faqi® 30 R, 2017 it HAT-90eh Areg=er
AT 42/2017-H1-4[7 (TSTST) FTRT TTeA-TrefT 7 AT T4T 27|

2. ATE FT AR IEF ATE A FTAATET TUTST F [HATah (Fest e whussey waer fofaes,
HES STTATT gATES gal SSEEl AL HOAT [I(HeE 3T HESl STATT gaATes TI9e rEiHeT Saqde
FodT ferfaee) grar fiF ot a2 o sfiv s erfier wea & smamas (R e B fofaee) g
3T U AT AN T SN (AT HET FRT A9 ITLUFA =0 6 977 14 F Jor qofeiq sifaq s=
TR % 937 23 ¥ 33 % AAEE T SANT, HAS JTShd (247 o Hee) a3 6T T2 off|) AT d¥ee 7
3Fd = % AT § e 13.03.2018 #7 sifaw sfreer de&Ar usi/u/50938-50942/2018-# (STeT) STt
ERIRI

3. AATAHAT oI HATaHT AT UF AATaF o FeAadT AT I8 37 =3 SN & AL & aq79-
AT qTeA-2ret [ AT S o foreg srdier ara &t off, s 3egie UhT oarT a9 & =23 32 &7

TS AT TR0 gs o) WA qede 7 99 o F =7 15 § ag [ o o7 & =9 § &7 [afasr &
AT § UF SAATAH T Ga5 aeqall 92 Ted-U el eF ] w7 & fawg ordiet Iy #31 i F1E afve 981
2 T TEAET ATEAT T8 7 29 odial it @rivst #7 fgw =m

4, Y AR 7 Fa=mredia 3are % snardi 97 Fwaw area-aeht oo #1 Faio 737 F g adfe
AT AT g1 A SE | (i & a1 9 &iw 11 § Sfeafea srEm) feea frar g & fafas =9 & 8 &
T TET gl %A & o =d SaTar TRIST UF -aTS1E TeaaedT arar 297 | Ted-1ret Hammae’ &

AL - 1 % 92T 7 FT ZATAT <0 gU A4 IANT T 4= g FF =9 STHarad T0RTST UF T-aTel1e srefeqae
FTAT I AT §U AT o T TR H JSNT it STISFA FHifeess it ATd & e aw o = 2

RaTasl 7 9Ted &7 IsHd Fifeesd o7 FATq BRAT g1 qTed AT T T, SIS sl TIhierd hidd
(A ST ¥ AT o AT 97) I LA H 7@ FHT (AT 97 ¢ ST TS ey & o =79 Hma ag
FT 7% 1 T8 ITeA-reft FHaaTEl F Saqaeg-1 F 977 6 (1) FT T Ioo=" gl TEAHTE, AT T qrea-2rey
[ T |TAT, UH $[oF & Tgd FH g, O [Mate TN T 9al &7 & Meid 6ar SiEr arfgu o)

5. T I AT | 7 2 AT fAedq § Ieaw fhar g 3w 7g 9% fRar g & afa g fima
(UFsEY) ST HEfHT " ge/ATET (S R gemaar uasredt uw anetiid 2) 1 afiwed, s
AT |TAT (ST 36 =eeg 3= g st anf=er # sfeafea £ 8) g o amra &t e s B @

2| STateh TgT g (TAET) 3 Hae fAata Fiwa (Tasdt Tea 989 999) 1 afewaq [Rata goa # ahwsa
AT qTAT (ST T3 Sraesha 912 | 7 8) F forwriora Feeh AT 37 €| SAT 53 ST & AT T ATor

SIY ITed A (F¥=d qEg g7 Wed Mad a7 HFa) w7 TEwad, FRAL 10 6 Fd1T AT Srar &,
S wereaeT [AeaY g it g, S SR Jal 2 gl BYe] S 7 sy T g 5 aued = st
(ueemEedt, Hroady, Tt o uasdt) FT 9w, FAA UF W F A § @ gu (AT v AT 91

AT TS ATY) TohAT ST ATRT ATlh qTed AT 31 &Td JTord a7 (M w3 & forg 3t=a qomT 6t
ST |

6. T IR T 1A A1 F YT U {1 qeee 7 53 SN ZET UL 92T 4 H Io70 [0
FAA W F AT 7L 97 39 90 7 [Aidee wfawrt #1 =0 e % aror arow «ter G g & 3 39 1=
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U B I gT fohy areafash arat Y 90 A & ot w8 IH AR F 9 g i AT F o1 qedrg
Ft srafer & fiae @1 Y| SR 3 e F 9T 16 3w 17 # AU U Heg saver i e -

7.

16.  “53 T #1 T 1 917 § TG §U ZH Al #7d & 1% sdiaaal #1 #a7 T8 [Frad &
3 A&z griasrT 7 grea q1fei si7 efa qrforT #1 7737 #7 [Fe7er #77 § 747 712 #1 81 3937
FIT T5 & 13 131 grfa# R 3 arar= gog/efa d5d #1aa ST [Fafd #1ga/smarar #1 g7 #1aa
F [T FHIT 91T F JATT FX7 F [0 77797 31 [FFffaad awqu gegaqr qefidiga #ifeew o€
FTAT TG I FIRT [RIHT saRtama #wifeevd # i #1 TE 51 JiF sfaw ara aRura §
TIAFTRTA/ TR FEIT % 59§13 FIT &2 (397707 7 3t o= aRome 757 e 77 8 5977
fafore &7 & [A1z2 Jifa#7T # [T @817 Terg®i7 #1 @39 @797 § 13 7 aa7ida si#sl & arT
ST raforgr seqa #31 FATfE, [AfEte g FT 04 #0% fatad fquell seqa a8 #1 7F 8
ZFIAT 57 fa71# 28.07.2017 & J1a9 F19 TRUTT & Iqeise ST [@979r < [F97¢ #FI7 & 47
FIfET g1 Far [# gger 7l 3397 147 8, [F9i7 771 # g9 7 597 95 I8 & F 9 egT
FIEETET 3 &T § qIIeq & & TRFII [397T 57T 757 § 57 SFE] 31 Joaar #37 & 5712, G2 I %
fare sfsga FifeevT & &, 59 75 712 #3d § 1# mea-20et gow #1 77 a7 #37 # QU A&
STIEFTRT ZTRT AHET 3 139799 31 TRYGAT T¢ TT0 ST AT 1797 @7 & [T 5991 J: T FF
#T ATeTFAT 51 I MATH GG IENT 7 17971 @7 @ Qar as 1297 97 13 =716 7 gerar §F a7
=% FI2 F1 & FI F9Rega qik yRega FifeewT 7 91 F1 goaar & 3% @ 12% a& 7 Fa< g
FFar g, 7t 1F FifeeT F Few o7 (¥ #F3a1 &, 59 72 733 § [ e g1fsrd e~7 79 78q ®
e Fi]k @ gRuma Rers 33T ST F1igw 9n sifaw s7= 7R & G097 &7 §187=7 751
gIaT &1 Tea-3Ell [AFHrad] & Jqae-2 # 937 6 (1) & FqIIT TeT AT aF #Xd aH77 [AkE
STIEFRT [F7T #1897 ST G 77 & 19 4T JaaT #2991 T4% J17 § 0F Fa¥ & [T forae
F1GT F1 JTAT AT THIET FId1 8, 3TF1 FE 7T 3T THIIIGTT [F4T STTCITI TATIT TTHAF F
AT FIT F [T [FFRIENT FE78 FT 972 i qifas JU-1399770 597 51 G579, Jiaq aia
TRYTHT F ST 2= g7 I #1 Y18 77 THT 7 [0 grfawre] #r R 37 & f# 7
5 TE UY FIG I FIRT 13T T 727 93 &3] #1 77 8¢ & 77 #2119 #37 & 77 [0
STTEFTRT 36 T8 T FTT S1GH T TIRUTH 17 F G751 17 77 T3F 3792 % SATETT TT 12T
FT TSI 3% 3T &7fd # qr9] § #12 Sav =77 giar g, al A7z grfaat F=7 @797 7ea-
TIEfT g FT (RETC0r (3537 ST (3132 gfa#17 517 98 #79 =9 #1 9718 #1 ardia & 8 awiig #
Siae g7 F [T FIET) ST 3 95 712 347 797 8, Saw ST aiRura & SqEre T 4T Hi7
FET [F9T ST TFT TI7-T0ElT 97 TIT -7 31 FTEIGTAT [HAZTT [7¢a? TR 591 #7 e 1T
7T qTeT-TET g T 1 G #TE 5l

17, SURIFT GR=41 HIT [@edTT 1 977 § TGT §U 9IRS SATTF ST 17 & [79iadl Z177
FTIT F1 TE ST F1 GIRS F< 397 4T 971 JYRNFT 339 F5 G797 737 FEHNT #1 7977 7 [A9277
37 ST &1

TH YT AT 86 F 3ured 927 4 § 7o Sfeaterd (P smar “ar &1 gz off #°gr 197 8) =

ST FIET 3STU T AT 2 FT IS FT ITUFd T ATAH ST TH0H HT q924 B7m 2
g, frar-Rfy

8.

ATAAT HEE & I a9l FT AT Fed gy Afase arfeerr 7 G+ 09.04.2018 Ff UH

qraSE gaars & o, ad e =veg 32 F afatate, Rt o o= Raas 1awr afgq 10
qEATRIAT F AT foraT a7 =9 Arastias q9ars § AN @ arel 95wl § Tqre BFham w=m o & 3 e
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e #iiv 3o afe 1S g1, T Ive fofad &9 § T&qd F2| qrasi+ qaars % Ica? § (Aeiorerd Tl 7
77 s forfera fase fro g storam Seaw weqa & 8-

(F)  FES FEET ST G atew ST wae othes
(@) e S
@) A ST [ UAST o, IO FAA e

T, R I F ¥

9.
(%)

(®)

)

(=)

()

Y I % FHIAT FATERRT g7 o0 10 forfera Maes Memgam 8-

ez § e g & GeEmadie some & 9w sie o-Edward 3t geEr # F form
HEAUl 8 ST QST e & ToIT ATl &l [idse Ifarr &7 arae @rer [@Ar § a9 =93 3T
AT HiTeed o o7 STUAT T AT 9 T3 IR % JTAl it GAATT FIEATS 6 T I ST FT
e & arfer armre gow, Fata fivg, Jred arim, 98w fiwd, tasrsdt siw ety artee s S
ERIEIGED

T RN F 99 U fahar it oot Sedt & qed-aisga &7 & Fifter it swqfd it 8, s &
TRCHTOT o TATAT T FLAT &1 T I UH TSRO 74 % Forw I8t TAT 7 e FdT &l
e it Td fasrar v syl foro St 3 a9 ST ST B, S % S S 9T g g
U TTET FT TR, AF-TIRHRT FHTRIH FHT AL AT FAIH SHT €T § I AIAT FFe<T T GIAHRAT AT
a1 T 2

Fratast & aueg w1iRew it smgfa afvspa =7 § &1 8 e 919 &) Faar aiisgd wTie™ #7 9%
g o g1 Icare & TR F wereawT 36E A1 § sreafers wHT gr STt g, S 6 20% 9% &
HIHT § gAY 81 39 YT IHT IeqTE F o =wve =T g giwd FRET o A sfieha A g w
T SATATART GILT Grod TSHd AT H SAEF 7

St Il e St g0 FOet forfees F gaars W T0te 9§ Fqrar o7 6 3w gk
FIeed FT AR Foa AT g1 79 Seig Thuseey wrseil #9l fofHee &l gIe w7 a0
Raiasi T ICHa FTieed HT AL T AT § FI0h Irgid AT =1 § T97 Ifeatad A A&
T 8, o =7 Terhal gy o it T2 Fifeer w1 9 Afga 2

Y SN A TR | FAT ST AT HT TG T AN Tl AT g1 T SART o AT & AT
g gl a1 B T a1 ar Ratast &1 aRcea #1%w” F 9 A erar wee SERT AT eraieEd
FTEed” o AT AT THTATSIA FHY qTih HAATEAT § T Mg St=a q@er gEtea it ST a6

YT SART Al ATSThT | FIETH T AL o Gd Tol gl TSIl § Had HIeeq 6] F&JT Hied 8l
U furfa # sifaw sti= afoms § e o a2 Feat [T 2

AT ST TICSTh i & AL F 5% T 12% T HT Sq< AT gl &l Icaal § AT AATTH
Y BT & AT UF R % Ioara it UAsmEdT it qAr o= fohed % Iearg Y 9g= HHa & & ST
g, 1 THF FAHAET TATAH & o At FFd e AT i effd v gl

FaaT S= # aeft qerrd i wefiwifa fBfea & & us #e siw afvepa’ wife it e i
Frd & sreafer s@w g 78 a7 gaan ates g & =1 s Aty fidfoa gar g

qTFTETAT 3127 91% gt ‘o #ive’ Fiftaa &t off| 37 TR ar=rerrerar g & 15 Scared Hir
AT T &9 § ‘TS Five wifte™ F gatad off me 39w ¥ =9 w e R fear o
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@)

@)

(®)

T Al TSR STAAT TSRS Fi (e F T § ST TAT T, AITHFT Fifeess & dagr § fafwan
SI¥ ITUTEH o a1 | = 63T 2

YT SN T AARCHT Fifeeq Hi} TAAEHT T TAAT SATAd TITHa Fieesd T Tg= FrAd & a1
FIA o FHOEART AT § FHH &fd AT FqraT =T g1 THY TR FT T9TF qTedT 7S U TGl gl
i Fatast it smarfaa wifew siw gia 9 % sra 9= Fata S A1 s 73 g, zafen
At Fwa afvesd Fifte % 9% % S99 § g1 39 YA T 3T SATad IcaTad i /itas® [or-
frerraral § steatad siae oT, et sf=a fem fhe S Y sraemsRar 81 Wi v AT ar
T Rl % ITTE & AT § @A gU AT Fd T fowew F w9 # 7 a7 & forg 3t
TUTATSI e il SAEFLIFAT 3

fRatasi 7 78 Tuve A8l T g 6 39 g7 e =9 § Sty &1 [Aara Bar @ g1 9gi aF & o
STTERTET o AT TS & a1 ST (9T &G § I T[T AT, AT FATTH1 F hael 376 qI 6
BT o Farer § Ieaw f&ar o7 377 7 6 399 g Aaifaa Soare & =9 % ar § aarar «m

FAYTH ST T ATHAT TR IeqTe F a1 3 91 § 781 ¢ S AT arae AT i F1ars %
HITHT I T T Ag1 ST Gd g FA11h Tg Hece FIT Hgia AT a7 g1 Tgi T Soold HeAr 9t
sTEtE & TF Fifeew w1 &7 fehiua 1 v g 8 siv zafonT e % w9 # srorar afisha Iome +
& | ITITE T Foi Al (AT ST TR gl

THT Fls T Tal g T =9 IRNRT g FT T80 AT Ta1 Tal H2 @1 gl T I o T
FTT &I T TS HIT2aTq T ST 9% AT T&11 ¥ 47|

7. a9 RRaes vl F e

10.
(1)

HqAATE T4Td o7 Baaa T g oy 10 feee g g:-

Heret Atere forsmeft e ataw Traist Fudt fofies & afafafdr wmEr aeesr g &y T
forfera fReea fRearge -

(F) IR % e § A AT ¢ 6 I WS A g oY 89 T /AT AT THE 9N 9T o
ST ATt qISr ot et st off, At 9@ are § FneE e off zafern 3t
TAAT A % oI = g% F2 F q9 F970 70 FH o #1773 329 g a4 Baas
TEAHTL o TEHET T A A0 AT AT 2T

(@)  HEE T g g & Faia 98t F 999 § T Tgq T4 &7 § TOhd HiRaTH § A T
TR 3 forT sAshst i ot F97 F 41 JuUoHhd Fiteed  forw g g e siemrd
BT SRSl % fageraor & qfggar uw gi=a Ao, qrea-adt g w1 g #3 F oo
gl

@M Fearas sfeeriEt F e, arforsaes diet, Gt g=, dar-REt s aw iy i 9=
#1 g1 Iraiq fe=mardi= Seute & areata® qe #1 Arae BT g 6 9w s e o
a9 "7efi= F o forw g1 gorme sfgerfan 8 awst st Seredt g Ratfea
Hag gl & aTeqta® AT FT GeATIA FI 6 (70 G0 aeTT Aran=ar avdl gl

(&)  =aE atater Fatas T ag € g frar & B a2 3 areer 3 srame ue sifaw s=r aform
FT ST ®T T 9T IFET gRT FrE AT FEAT G HTE AT A 37 97 A=
TR STTORTT| S I A ST 60 FTATS & &1 ATEHTT il AEA FT T AT T&T
Tl T g1 i TATIA STTAT ST o THT STAGHT 7 TSH IATET HT FI ITaT Tl 64T &,
AT 28 907 § o UHT ITAT A8l L Tohd g AT TTTAFRTET T ST®W [T IOy Iqerser
FEAT o AT 9T ATk g
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() wTfErETEY gIRT T TN T FAESAN HIAT ST A1 2 I8+ a1 i Grivst T S
wrteRTT greT R war Ryt fawmeeh % aqar g s 7g [Rotas g afgswrt g
TN 1T Ve faret stfafar g 9 fom=me /gt &4

(@) s 9 7 Ff Feea G g & asfidiga Some w fEmdiE S F v g9 ' o
o= q5T T ST F1Th =] ST hae AT Hieevd T AT HLdT g AT Iaqehl
weftfAw s v/ TR 3T it ST 8 ST IH SR YTl AT SATAT g T YH
TTrerERTY BT et orv gt 9 A= gt e ST i sferenret srae aTe Iuersy e
F SETY ST s St ot )

(2) ST ST [T TASI oo YT HAAT (10 % T8 FHIAT AT G q I § [T T

aes Feae 8-

F) T Fas g % gaars & qug greits Faraest & sfafateet g g seoe w3 a9 s
Tt ¥ ot 36 3o Fatas 3o 7 Fae gfiega sttt & Fata G €, {5 off ag sar s
qHaT ¢ T STarh T89S = qrsar o ATeHd ST T Q|1 THTT &l Fifeed & Haiq
T 3 o w|st et oma AT F SFaer afvega wifew % fAara o o za afafea
.3 foRar stmar € o Afdse wifesrd & st= 3% a9 waeg o o afy stere e
FIET % oo AT I TG o, EawT g [ = & g7 |76 9% G319 Fe
9 3R T um zEe sfafea et 30 fAeers, Sistust g feqiw 17.07.2017 &

AT T A T I8 ST 9 faias 7 f2h 18.07.2017 F oa € 81 F zaeht wqfe v off
& Fatas T st aiifarss-2 § v Fiftesd % Fed 9 & a # g & om zatm
T AR FT A AT g g & a4dt Aatast 7 ofvssg #iffaw % ar % aqrae @
ot Fwa afewfoa 1 2

¥. 9w ¥F A% 13.03.2018 ¥ ARY F ATATT ¥ RS g [7: i

11. TTfesRT  faAt® 28.07.2017 & &9+ faw = I ¥ faqih 11.08.2017 F Hataa et T
TaT e % faamH 13.03.2018 & [Auig & aers § #ifes qaars & W UL fevaforgt it si= 67 g,
ST o AT -

12, O ST ATEF Tod: qTS qEq U2 2@ (Bf o “oquedl” 21 @0 8) g a9 6
TE 21 FuTia, "9 g AT wreae i (B9 sndr “Seoha” #gr 1ar 8) 9 UF gad FOAt F adie
faT 3 |74, 2016 (1= L& FA HT G {7 T SAAT F q1F) FT “TAVSE F FHIFEL e T H95
FEQar H1 fafawror Fwva At gl w1 sfeugo F2 o om =4 3 S F 0 g9 % a18 VAT Afgugo HFar
TIT AT, TATAT “FEhd” 7 AAAE A1F § AN ATTHRIETAT g HT 2raT a1 o1, 5| 9% @adt [iese
TR 51T I3 AT 22/ua &t feeafory s gvs gegr 37/uw it feeafort & 4w 9 # st e
AT 97| TEU SR “TATESED” 3T ‘AT I T SN/ SIS’ AT “AT=HETAr & Fai Sredtad rohar
T 21 7 ey sifaw sti=r afyoms % 9w 23 & 33 % gAqeq g et 9P amde R o 3uaE
Ao % T 14 9 Fr 8

13. =i Sare: Fdum 99§ FEmdE sone G atndee woifFetd saed & P wike,
ATe 7 gefieiaa, sruficha o ga-s@racs €9 § § A7 qa-qqva! orar e staifes sofaead sy
F AT v SueRz/aaes F UF TS F €9 H gl
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Saral & e et § saF Fa-qet fit sraeasar gt 8, ™ad g9, Teed, Ao 99, A9 W4, 99
T, B wreeed, Afted, affed I, affes wreeem, fafar gl fafar v, g dve, a9 uti,
Tex e, e FATRT, TiFae O, A9 e, deva aeiey, e @, ®ex, Sves Hiftard, SHe? % Hid-
ST, e, I 3TH TAIE AT eTTHet g1 S Fieesd H7 IUAN [T evaTerd & A79-a19 50H e S
AT AA-FIET F FA-LSN ST Foeahl | FhaT Aar g, oo Foreasy @eE 9&1 grar gl Ve awed
Fifer 1, AT a8 AT & TaT Tal, STIReha a7 TwHhd g a7 qa-38+aes &7 § g AT q9-78+7AT
T H g AT UF ITERL/HAHEH 6 Uk AN & &7 7 g, A 6 FHe-stnifes zof@ad Saed 5 A g,
FAFTH ST H QTHA 6T 747 2

14, O G@MEA: ‘Teuedr it Emrdie Icare @ EAfAmir #wa i gl weveagy, afmears s

Fieaga, stear § g off| wiwaga gfie 7 99 2012-13 #§ FTAT SeqTaA 91 7 2w om |t gt
Ra Fma #1 Ry #73 F fore Faw fvaer wie ¥ §9fdq ana & swet 97 G= T @ g
“TATZE (ST A “Feoha” F FTared= 8) & fF=mrdia soare & g@&teq asft R sfiw siwe sl
A haFA T e, HFFEel § ITed gl TAMU Miate MO & g Ay, JHadrg § #ad 395
e T T TATIT 6.09.2016 7 17.09.2016 TF a1 =T oM 9T Ag ST § fF 9 aqma= &
qHY 9 ST + Geifera Al oo & awer g6fea “91< &1 21 981 SorT 97|

15. Fafas goame: 9 £ = F37 F fore &1 game @ B T o, o R g-

(%) FRafas #1 ggar IR T & dag e & Aot @ sores/Aatast (R statatee Jes
T T FHACEH US USAlheH FIT (AT TAT 9T) 7 FTAT T9ATaAT o Iead Teqa [0 o, et Feama"

fAfese = 2o g7 = F dF RS e a7 aratRag sefaa yarsaar F o\ | 9 17.10.2016 ¥
21.10.2016 = 3= 3 =m

(1) Fast STy, it wissY Fue forffes (Scames/fAaras)

(2) HEST ST galTes TI9 SR SaTHe H9T fofHee (Icaras/Aaias) 3T

(3) st FATEraT fremedy foT afaw eararstt Hudt ferfiee (Ioumes/Aata)
(@) Fafas &1 g@a RO S # gag aeqel F FeEtatad somes/Aaast (Ped asg sJrsaar et
) F SAFEST & AL I HT AT, AT T I 5T T TeATAAT o Iea<d § (@47 TAT &, ITrFq Afaee

ST 21 517 Hi9 § rafeyd Heiaq safaar F atemd # f2A7F 28.11.2016 3 03.12.2016 T Fi =iy =+
FTE g7 TR T e

l. A9t i e g Atw Fuster, i e sy (R yfafRfae aeaesr, aust aas
fivrer waiffaed arr T s an) § At safaat o §-
(4) HEST TSTSAT BT UASIT & T FIAT [AHee (ITATEF)
(5) FHEST SN TSTAT R Aiee hael Hu«l [ofHee (ITITa)
(6) HEST TS ATEe & Fred FeiaT H9e [eIiHee (ITIEH)
(7) Frst FHvar  form wefim = wrsedt Faet forfaee (Iames)
(8) Frst fHwTaT TSrsfiaT it wrfeest stz vt forfaee (3eares)
(9) oSt AT =9 uforr gt st e (Soames)
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16.

Freig, e 3o & Fofe, v Swedt sy ((Reer sl aeaesr, a9
weaftpaT e e g T T an) § et st ot §-

(10) 7&st fSretivrg, o [T Uastt Sarersit Hudl foiHes (ITIa o7 Haias)
(11) &t T2 T=eh ferfiee (Fatas)

(12) Fst =hraTs: B foe uastt @ Foft fofaes (same)

(13) Fwrst forertiraT gven gefiat Fut forfes (seames)

(14) Fst FSrarfiam e 2t do fofiee (somes)

(15) H&sT TSTATRATE FETRT = TSI H91 [olHee (ITATEH)

(16) HEST ATAENT ERTS HRHa HOAT IS (I 7 foiash) T

(17) ST FHreT T FHoAT forfves (ITamas)

ST 6 SulTa 0T 15 (%) § Seorg farar =T &, FulRai & o agantt (R s aaesr,
AT 9°€ ¢ FH@eeH Ue Uedlded g 1T a1) # Mwaforfa doeit enfier g:-

(18) HHST SHA (THeh) TASI A TTst ST erriee (Rata)
S STraTT gares gal SSwet rftes st forfies (Iaumes/Ratas) F foro sl Ratas aam=

e (Freme) = affores-2 3 gearas & oquq a7 9 # fAveror g=r g A i e e = o

17.

‘g% 1T 39T AT AT % A% 7 ITHIHESA F FFEIT FG-A F FFAT TRIITS-2 § Ierat
FT 9TC IfTIGT 347 8, i@ 91397 g1 & 7rged] =7 977 f3atad §1 #9471 & aa+141 a7 7 T8
FTTZ [T 9T 13 FIET & J9777 § JG-E7 & ST Tg1 91T 75T FAT F139 51 TAM9, 1
TTge J1a a7 YT #3458, TRIATS-2 & J@vr 917 (713 337 797 81 F1% 7127 1% erfa arfora
FT [FETCT FX7 & JIIT7Td HIARES 3 &F § 97 9 (397 397 737 47, 97 [FI7aF & Fg7 TIT

g7 13 5 Ie4F FIRIGIT & [T TR1973-2 F Sleataa 9177 41 # S7a1T S731 #1 &7 i< [dae
§TT BT TR T2 [ATTa® 7 STTETS FT ST (347 97 ST R#71e 9¢ geitad qRias-2 #1 faar

T 971 IITRT & TIRFT HIT F1 AT ST1F FI7 & [T TZAT ITITET % H1T #1 1 T %1 7% 4117
7g Are T smar g & afEr g= & 9™ F Sqare A9t ST gy (I ST F 4T 18 F

ATATY) FT = TgaT @ 91 8,950 #i.aw o1, 5 sonfag &2 f&am = o7 v 4.30% @r F:7
9,335.13 1.2 (SATAT & =7 10 F FAA) FT [&AT 747 97| =7 FaTas & qferes-2 % qmat § off 5=
T T THT W1 3 Je707 ¥ oot Heree f3ro o

18. QTSI GAaTs: =9 ATHA § 18 HEAI T = A F A0 i qrasttas gaars it 72 off, ™
Ioold AFTET -

(%)

(@)

TH AT | Tget gaars 07.09.2016 7 ¥ 75 o, SrE# =] S=RT afgd 21 Fgariat T 90 for@m
ol

Ffdte afesT & a&a S % ®0 g gaa1s 16.12.2016 FT ge of, SHd =2 &R afed
Raas T 7 AT OEr om | Ag gEars aau AT B 9910 @ F 0 JdA



[9rT [-@ve 1] A <hl TSI ¢ THIYNT 9

ATierRTaTaT T SfAeRTRar uw & wfaataa off, M wiftsmr F =0 qaars ¥ a1 o= guars. #4
=7 ot forar =m

@M S ErEsaE qaETs 03.05.2017 # s off e e gen afgd Rass waesrd 7 anr fora o
T IANT FIRT g1 % o715 fauw v fGqi+ 11.05.2017 & fofea FReeat & @ 20 # sfeaftag
Traor &1 g weqa T Srar g, 5 & ReEr e

“GIRFFIZTAT FTT FUTIRT ST 7 FAa1dl TRTsT & [7fdd g9 awgy, qifas i aaraias
fAraarsn, @RIFaror 74T §iT g=ti#, 19 HT I, I @7, #F19T [[FEre, @ §ic
3T ToT FEGH #F SR FHFII STl [FATars #1 F1E G a9 &1 TG IS ZTRT IATET HAT A7
STAFTE] TURTT & SAATIAT FEqU HIFaTH ITTET JU-EFHaTS 41 518 & Toa-19 &1 aread & (a1 aig#
#T AFTFATS F1 qIT FI7 % [T Ta5 TGl FT STAFTT IHIF 134T STaT 51 T3F FIT FTT T #71 5T
TET ST FT TAFIET TIRTST T FEATIAT FEGU THIT T &1 THT FA-GIS1 FT 1FITEIT, FFT T5F &

fAfA=9r1  FTE1< 1347 17 51 “

19. 77 78 Seoma1 § T iy ST afea fdt oft Raag qere 3 Rt oft geard # s g7 grard
9} e Rl § q€6fEa “w1 & qe” 1 751 S/ T gl

20. o SEINT & O 45 Taad( (et JTERRT S 7 3R & Jra«id =f. femses @as &6k
A1 w. F. e, Sfow qemstarar & &= A 22.11.2016 30 27.04.2017 &1 &1 9% g2 i =%
srfafara st wfshar &t 18 AT it 9afd & e =¥ I i = 7 F 917 [Fafwg sraw 9w smw
FTATATT T | = JANT Ut Tt off o #/fAfaee wider &t weqa sreamaaei # ‘9 gaeft 927 7
Feft TR ST AT

21. @uF-HWT = AT dF S 01.02.2016 FT gE AT T AT Siw zE i # 31.01.2017 9F
(FTHTEEAT 12 AEIAT T FHF-HT F fiae) g w7 o S o qut, e Fren g awg-Eir
T I F@T AT 77 A7 T off 3fT FAA-HAT HT FHwen: 30.04.2017 =¥ 30.07.2017 7 Fa7 f&a7 797 =1 =9
THRTE TH AT 6T q9I-HAT F7 AIFaq 18 AT ah F@1 f&aT 197 o971 =0 7 § sqr9s qH-HiaT
AT 8-

R -

S & F A arE 01 w¥al, 2016
qgell AT+ gAaTs 07 fadaw, 2016
T HATI & o gy 16 fadare, 2016
frafas & gomae F fore agar e 17 s#Fgav, 2016
stafatfera= F fore =ieg e f s wiger & ar wgeh o 22 THa%, 2016
Frafas & goame % forw g 3 28 wEa<, 2016
AT AT qAaTS 16 faga, 2016
I | 74T ggelT 3 HgIAL w1 qH e e wiE i ave 23 f3waw, 2016
ST 9% H % a8 12 AL T qH1H 31 S=aT, 2017
ARG F T AT TAT 3 W1 1 a9 aeqre i aiie it aa 06 ari<r, 2017

stafatere & foro =ieg e f s st & ara @ h SoF 27 =18, 2017

g & Tgel 15 gt & qu A it gurty i ae 30 =, 2017

e Frastias qaars 03 @%, 2017
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wehed feawo ST F f i 10 S=TE, 2017
sifam sti=r afvom € arde 28 %, 2017
AT T FAL 18 WEIAT o 99 faeqme &t garty it aag 30 S=TE, 2017
s str=r wivorm 3 forw wfa-gges ¥ srfere=n it arie 30 3RTE, 2017
T F AT T AT 13 7T, 2018
fafse wtersrsy 6 wraters o 9w & sraer wify it arde 03 &75re1, 2018
TEIT F AT o AL H IS GAATS hl areg 09 =réer, 2018
TEET o ATG9T o AL | {fqw Sir=r ateors & sifaw ara 29 7%, 2018

22,  wehed favor ok 99 W fewfmi: =& wmaer # weren fAewr wve 3= atga oyt Raag vawrd
1 faAT® 10.07.2017 &7 ST 36T 797 9| 50 Hag 27 (Thed 799Tq) fAeTEm 8-

() TeheT T S ST ht feoqfom: TH ATH AT ST 01.02.2016 FT 0% FIA F 18 ° I
T JATE, 2017 (AT ST LF FA & 18 AeiAl ) H TgAT AT Tohed TIATT SATAT [E0ATOrIT H TR &
e “ATT et qET IoTAT g1 A St o % 9T 129 #7 Heg 9 e 8-

"(2) 3T TEAT T FEH T % forw ITfeETY T TEU S T4 § AT 36 (A oY
Terateaa 3T 747 g1 anf=rerarar 1 U T9:awhe0r ¥ F1E A T8t g1 T8 T
ST T sArgedeRar g T Ar=errerar 9 7 99 Oy 70 €9 § I7me A 997 ¢, Adh 3T
T T &9 § qrA7q 7g7 737 8

(3) ITUTET AT T TF U AT 9 A= A9 A7 Srae7ehvar g qrrh &Afa AT & o seT-
ST AE ol AT Al ST Foh| T IANRT ol G Td HAd § TAE ARTAL Hl STEAT AT
I T I FA F o uateq 987 R e o agate a Ay oft ea # e A
AFLTFAT B
(5) ke ferawor & wrfaerrdt gy fatha o war areq arfom s afa arfsm, =g 3= g
gt forg o arfSe & sreafees #9817
(@) HY I A Tk g9aTd feeafort gred g & a1 A aw 7 wrie 9w sifaw st= afome &
Te 39 q I e & aR=Et i o
(M) T RS § S SRR ¥ BEd § gtS 6T UA/44 | UA/45 U7 39 T2 A S A o
(") 3E are AfEse TRy 9 <7 98 # AR ATART/TTT TATZHRTE, AT (Froet) & feeaforrt
HTE 1| I g & T2 feeafert e % gm vA/45 @ va/46 ® AR €, e e
A AT ST 8-
(1) [RFfaE & uEldar #7 Te7IT FT F a1 Al FAFET F aF 1 77 #1 57 awd §1 a9

75 Tg T [FAT F1aT 5 1% U7 #1 FIAT JId IE7 F A 9 aT F1 1l & #7917
TRIFT ITIT FT FTEA13F 9T [771T d157% F1 T&T7 % [T Jra1% 781 517 &1 [F97a% 1’7

TRITe-2 & gaed g7 #1 91397 1 & ST T #1 72 off, F1 13 [Rgfaw grr -
FIFTRAT % GHer THRT 97 & 57 97 3793 7 TFa 397 747 8, 5 13 ardf# gdfia
g1ar & o7 98 a7 a# IR &1 397 5T a%Far 5, a7 a% 1 gi9Fd ¥ 7q g 5T
TTaFT SATETT 757 811
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(2) 77 1 FIrET FIaT § 7 9q T 7 Feg qRq daral w1 gefidiga @arrEiT soow #1
FGId #1 81 [Fa1a®l ZRT 771 G137 A1 7 Slealad THIT aeq # 917 #1 7T FI7 T

FTE 337 9T 471 397 TROTH [AF7ET 5 -

a7 s # | SR I EgRT RAT | Aa fsrrg $rErT | #at ST 97 g

FA-YT 77 917 (Fnar. gfa | Rarwar s (@.ar. | Rar w3 s (..
3T) gfa 33) gfa 733)

ga— *k ok EL L3 ok ok

#—':,ﬁ;q— Fkk kA o

qaT - g7 3.9% 1.85%

HaT — FTHT 0.26%

(3)  STRIFT G Tg TS gar Ferar & @ [Aafawt #1 337 g1 7 [f&e 917 ST géq I F1T
fRT T SFS FoT AT 7T GHIT & SI% [97a# 1’7 917 & 7RadT #3373 & &13 1 779 FA7
foreraT SIS10ST % & Z7 [F19aq acarae, 91397 41 ST dar-ge JiaHr1 # aaqey 70
TG JF2T 3 G137 797 & 57 373 F17 38 #1397 737 8, 3137 751 g7 1399%¢
T [F 3GH F1Z T9F% Fa< T 517
(F)  SUREA IU-9T (M) ST () F ArSaw S "ren/froHT grer & 7 feefort F gt wmew fAfde
TTTerRTY 1T fadi® 28.07.2017 % sifaw Sr= oo & 97 134 | 136 § =7 q Hf 5= ¥ 7% 7|
BTt ffam = TR % 997 136 # ersaier “ove TN it FSr” w2 g A
HAhe” T&T ST FhdT g1 39 sifaw Sti=r afioms & dag 9 R 8-

“134. JI9#RT FRT FFeT @370 F [RefRa qre qifsi7 §i7 &fd gifsia & a3q I=T Z17T
fRefRa 37 77 gtz arfdfT siv afa qrfsia & iy #9 519 # (A7 # da5 § grahT g 1+
FTEFRT 7 3779 17 a5, 2017 % 77 FI37 [309& 9% #1 95 95 #7 & [0 g7 97 17
FIFT 977, FITT FTETT ST FITT FIREVT FT FIRFT 91T §1 397 SfARFT 717 [Faas 7717
7 FITT FIEEVT T 91T AT 397 &, 1 T FI7T FeETT & F9Fa 977 Joiq G971 781 37 77
FIICETHT & 1T FT GIAT F2/

135.  IEFIRT F17T 130 T F1F 9777 ST TRFTT 31 71571 F19 F37 HIT T5 GIATT F7 & [T
1# FTa =TT AT SFST F THITET &, T5 TITT 134T TIT 4T/

136.  g9F<T 7lz 37 & & f[Agfas FI37 91397 §=1 & 977 @917 % ST ST 58 I # F1o1
P [ATTF FHIT Z1 [RFfasi 517 30 77 97T § gRadT #3497 39777 751 g7 #7113 387 37
g1 G fAfgaq &7 G Gearad 397 797 TIT FIH7-9[7 JHEFET & Taer 9T (797 127 517

23. ARE F ARY * 91 FF 3R O Tqeee F 317 13.03.2018 F A9 F AT § =] IS ZIT

(3Tt TRt R faei 09.04.2018 Y "rastaes qaars & <) =g | i fatast grr (FRatant
g U U st §) FEa AT F QT AT FA 6 (70 T 3 YA 0 T | S ATA T |qated
T % qF F 9% | IULET 977 22 (F) (2) # arfersr § sfeataa q@adt Tuet gy g o ottt i
qfeEaT T O AT S Seted Fatas & gor searasti/ atiforss-2 & iy € o
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() wteomEt % sty S e e g

R S F #9- | R ITN | F9e PR & | J9s PRt | Jas afeir ot RNy

kLS| g R LR D) g fRar @ rameht g R | Reifoe g
T AR X (fF.ar./ee7) | o (fh.am./eeR) | [T 9 R T )
(f.r./91e=) (f.3r./91e=) (F.ar./91==)

=9 (T s11-97) 3.90% 13.35% tatfaa @ FtattaT @

R ST A gfatfaa @ ataifaT @ FtattaT @

TR (TR ST-9X) afatfaa @ gfatfaa @ ataifaa @ FfattaT @

WY S A 0.26% sfatfT @ wfetT @ sfaifa @

9 (ghorei 1E97) gfaaifaa @ taataa @

X ST FAX afaifT @ afifa @ agET# (- | T #

6.10%) 12.76%)

TR sfataa @ sfaataa @ o srfataa @

@fSree 1.5 TH Toey)

LIS ERIRE LA afaffT @ afaife @ 0.89% afatfT @

T afaia @ | aFEiRr @ | afaEife @

(o Sft 114)$

W T A sttt @ AT # st @ st @

(-11.12%)

A TY T B ST GIT (9 T JToTd Iawal o forT JTET T2 € (37 J¥e S=RT F1T T+t
ATF=rT & TAT Tohed F THT TF =g 99|

@ T FATY % I Farerd FHaras g0 9ed wf Faiq 981 31 @97 8§ 9oy sqahr gor
Tl it ST TRt gl

# AT A1 © A ATas g (e Gf e ) gieg afved 9w SHT F9-079, 9919 Jied
S AT UTg o fory =] I=IRT g7 g=rd orafisha w2 | srfers g1 UaT Saiery g1 aehar g #iiH
HAT-AAT FHeA-TEA, AT TTgeh, TAH g 6 AAT-3TT AISA AT FR[-AT AT o LET-
IEERC ]

$ =& Afes AT AT TG IR GIT AT Fehed AT feoqforat & it 7 of, e =3 32T 3
FITveRd oY ITHT AT H THRIHT Sa¥ FATAT g1 Sath ST qTerhT | Tg @7 ST qdT §
T FA-G2, TEHUA, T, AISH 3T AHAT F AT H AL THRTHF ¢ (AATG T I T TAT
et srafvssafmgor v, Rt g s aifors-2 & g afvsga wrea & afes €)1 a2 757
T 72T & B eafropa ar afvra we & afdew §1 gafern et qu-Rorare § w5 4 s it
A T 2
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(@) AT T A FA AT AT H T ZIH F TH HL Hl AT FA 5 (70 q S 97 3w 37

srfafar qermm Y 7 off s B3 e 2-

arafesga s IR
fardi= afsga
e | S # A< FSRLIAS
i | | g ¥ FATS | gofreg | e riftegal | TR aRepa TRl auRepa | amx | Tt
Rl | e ¥RC | gy | owmr | T | T | g | TRy ()
wfiear LA
s foars | By
. % =T . % i T afsFa%
1 el el ok 4% bl b 35% b -6,828 -73.18% | s
2 U W g b 1% b bl 43% il -4,166 -33.21% ELERiny
3 ;:: - F+E 5% 78% -6,470 | -64.76% !
4 B ar b 3% b b 14% il -521 -32.90% AL
HHATT
5 ; ﬁ'q;q Frorefi FAG+A bl 8% bl b 92% b 4334 | -117.63% g
qHET RIS T ECHCED RS ERCRIE]
rafast | S=er — qwy qwed
6 *VW foatas) sifvw 9= 5% 35% -11,058 | -216.77%
S i & feEria 9=
F oo
da
gfsa 39 A (FHT aqaIT
T IR — THT THE
7 Trartae) sifaw = xE 4% xE b 43% ol -11,594 | -226.60%
gform # et 9=

*FHE 19 5§ Ieatad W [atasi & o7 g1 STafeh w70 6 37 7 Iedrad aehd 91 7 SART &
for s afepa am g+t Rt F oo 2

()

T U 2T % -0 (F) #f7 (@) H eatud wgq faeemw & a7 wwee g1 Sar § A
IR 5T TT AT i Fatat g aa w g Rt EEmdE soe 5w sy
TOTAAT AT BT TR g T At g (et afEr g= #) g aivsga 9w, ses Ao gus
TAATSA S T TAATH A T IART G G=rd TS AT 7 sfer g1 UET soforg gy aear &
FATTH AT FA-TISA, -3 UTgh, TAF TTEh o STT-3TeNT TS 3T S-S &7HAT o6
T-oe fore €1 U arqerig e, Afasha? UET qereTal S Tet a9 B U =ie arer | off arg
T g1 THe Afa e i soare # @ 09 Y off faforse wtewt/scars we & arar S e
g, Tt sl =g s sfiw =Y fReartaent grer & 2 off)

THT &1 JeA07 go5 UA/5 % 927 H | 37 737 {1 A&7 % A FifeerH (raivewa) fafee s &ie
ae # gt 7, 1 o e % R i ateew wx v st g, o forg 378 swiee foram stmar
2l TErT 0T 3T ird, ofRer RSt SStifaatiaT s amnht affmsror & ar-arer St & aav

a7 7 fAefe w7t €1 i % yeas fffmtar &1 sroar fEfere e siv Yar-fo grar g, e
e u¥ fAdaet |afga wifeew & srqfdsara gy wifte s gofifer (Frfafen) i st 81 zafow
IeqTe wAta st uw A #war ¢ o et % Aatew & aqan SuH side w5 § 3w =9t
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Frdt T TAAT FA FT TF AT T T (AT | WIS F q1T A1 a1 g (S 6 A7 7eae
2raT &, ot Seera 3uvea T7 16 7 fataet arer ot e mm 2))

24, T SAfEd =¥ TN T 9 § o o Rt @ o e soame i fesht 1 s
AT 8-

A= g 9= @ R ST AIRSHT SR | IIFHd SR
i fasht RIACEDI
B I 90% 10%
THEq (HATaeht &7 S (9T 1 aue ) 8% 92%

25. =gl ag oft e frar strar g 5 ave s SifRess #7 aivsaeer 981 Far g, S aee s= i
el % ATgY WA § ST FIHIA ZTT 36aT 7T g1 29 STa AT “9¥e] SR % 90 & &9 § S §
AT Tt foraT 81 *I¥e] TN ZIRT SAa FHTHT/AT ATgeRt T o= T TIRCHT Fifeed FT IRTFT 91T 7T
TN o TIA T TATIAT Tl gl T T2 Tl T IART T Tehed qeATT foeafort & siavta sifaw s=

oo % 77 129 (2) H U Are AT T 8, ST 39 T Tied g ATTeeRErar °F AT ' § I
Tl 94T g, el Teh SCATE T AT TIHd &7 | 6T 37

26, fAed: IUET aE ST fAedwr F o # G€ee F THeT gl SUNT g ISTU [T HEd “Ae
T2 i e srgm o au G & S w iy AT a8 8-

(F)  EERH 3R AATSF ATeF AHA AR ©, STl HEAadT SAeRT-a IITE & |1 Il T07-
fI9rorarelt & | qAAT ARt F ST AHAT § ST FeAAr v oft 1 wHAr g1 gHfory FETerdiE 3ours w
1A% o ST T TAT A 60 70, [HETaat g7 T9T T hT T 3018 i Jgf aF 6
ataet F faw fafy= Fatas g 7o snof o T soe 9= 8 @i sfesay aaen & 3
T T | AT Al gl TAh TET-T2 o STER-3T A, SIeRT-37 UTgeh | Sia¥ Tgal &, Tei®
TEF F A-AT AISA 3T AT-ITT &70qT § ¥ LT 21 T&T a5 % 3% L@r-r=f giq a7 off
FET-I=1T % STETT 7 Tl AT FT TAT THT HISH gIaT g 3T ehl qgA T HAT 8% & 10% T *
1= T2l 8, ST T ST § U AT HIAEE g

(@) S quAEE off, ST 18 Agidl &l aHa-H1a7 (S 2T T5l ST JhdT 2T) 976 1 Tef ofF 377 9
TN 7 w183 Al T =TH {2 A Fft 781 ISTAT ATI T & FeA F 189 "gd # Tahed-
Fravor geaTa fea U@t § T |7 g 4% % q9el =Y SANT T IS U TH 2 I Taadf
fofee wferrT g sta & & e B 79 o 3fi wree 9% TEeht = S e o

(@ ST o SR 99T 17 § Yoo Rt AT 2, STEeRT g faAtEs 28.07.2017 % sifaw sti= gty
# fAaias g1 Aatas & TeATaet & G Sca< § giod 0 T AT FT F&l w7 3= qered 0
T 9

(7  aRd ¥ FEdE Scae F Afgwar Faig aeEd St (92%) F g, Stk " AN 7 SAHA
AT & T HaT 10% TCHA Hl[6eq ol o471 g (g AT ST B A, ST 6 5 IS HT AT

Tel a9 )| T SN &l 7 T IR & [0 g Fad ATLSHT Hi(eerd IATdT g AT Ire
A TAFR/EFTARTHRIT I SSTAT § TAT I AR TTghl [ 5=dT g

T THE, §97 gf97 07 A grig=rT
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Ministry of Commerce & Industry
Department of Commerce
Directorate General of Trade Remedies

NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 28th May, 2018

Sub:  Re-examination of the Final Finding dated 28.07.2017 issued by the Designated Authority, pursuant to the
CESTAT Final Order No. AD/A/50938-50942/2018-CU[DB] dated 13.03.2018 in the matter of Anti-
dumping investigation concerning imports of “Castings for Wind Operated Electricity Generators,
whether or not machined, in raw, finished or sub-assembled form, or as a part of a sub-assembly, or as a
part of an equipment/component meant for wind-operated electricity generators” originating in or
exported from China PR.

A. Background of the Case

No.14/28/2013-DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended from time to time (hereinafter
also referred to as the Act), and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty
on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, as amended from time to time, (hereinafter also
referred to as the Rules) thereof, M/s Larsen & Toubro Limited had filed Anti-dumping petition and the Authority
had issued Final Finding dated 28" July, 2017 (hereinafter also referred as ‘FF’) recommending imposition of AD
Duty on imports of “Castings for Wind Operated Electricity Generators, whether or not machined, in raw, finished or
sub-assembled form, or as a part of a sub-assembly, or as a part of an equipment/component meant for wind-operated
electricity generators” (hereinafter also referred as ‘PUC’ or ‘the product’) originating in or exported from China PR
(hereinafter also referred as ‘subject country’). The investigation concerning the subject matter captioned above was
initiated on 01* February, 2016. The case was initiated considering 18 months (from 01.04.2014 to 30.09.2015) as
Period of Investigation (POI). Thus, the POI was 18 months and the Injury period was 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14
and POI. After the issue of the FF, a corrigendum to the abovesaid FF dated 1t August, 2017 was also issued for
bringing out the clarification in the duty table in para 140 of the FF. In pursuance of the above mentioned Final
Findings including corrigendum, Department of Revenuethrough Customs Notification No. 42/2017-Customs
(ADD) dated 30" August, 2017 imposed antidumping duty.

2. CESTAT Order: Thereafter, three appeals were filed by the exporters from China PR (M/s Jiangsu FAW
Foundry Co. Ltd, M/s Dalian Huarui Heavy Industry Casting Co. Limited and M/s Dalian Huarui Special
Transmission Equipment Co. Limited), one by the importer from India (M/s Inox Wind Limited) and another one
appeal by the Domestic Industry (M/s Bradken India Pvt. Ltd., DI in terms of para 23 to 33 of the FF as upheld by
the Hon’ble CESTAT in para 14 of its abovesaid judgement). The Hon’ble CESTAT issued Final Order No.
AD/A/50938-50942/2018-CU[DB] dated 13.03.2018 in the said investigation case.

3. The appellant three exporters and one importer filed appeals mainly agitating the scope of PUC and DI as well as
contesting the imposition of AD Duty alleging no injury to the DI. TheHon’ble CESTAT, in para 15 of its
judgement, upheld that there was no merit in the appeals filed by the three China exporters and one Indian
importer against the levy of anti-dumping duty on the subject goods and accordingly these appeals were dismissed
by the Hon’ble CESTAT.

4. The Domestic Industry filed appeal against fixation of lesser AD duty on the imports of PUC. DI (as noted in para
9 and 11 of the judgement) submitted that the exporters are from China and it is a recognized fact that the China
PR is a non-market economy. Referring to Annexure-I para 7 of the AD rules, DI submitted that having treated
China as non-market economy, the normal value has been computed based on the cost of raw castings of the DI.
The exporters have exported finished castings to India. Dumping margin has been computed by taking computed
price (based on cost of DI) of raw casting and the export price has been taken for finished castings. This is in clear
violation of para 6 (i) of Annexure-I to AD Rules. Accordingly, the quantum of AD duty imposed is much lesser
than what ought to have been correctly determined by D.A.

5. The Domestic Industry further elaborated the issuein the court and contended that the Non-Injurious Price (NIP)
and the Constructed Normal Value/ CNV (broadly based on NIP) have been calculated by dividing the total cost
by the Raw weight quantity (as supplied by the Domestic Industry in its petition. While the Landed Value (LV)
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and Net Export Price (NEP) have been calculated by dividing the Export value by the Finished weight quantity
(which usually is lower than raw weight). Hence, according to DI, the Injury Margin (NIP less Landed Value) and
the Dumping Margin (Constructed Normal Value less Net Export Price) are calculated to be a lesser amount
resulting into lower duty than otherwise. The DI has requested to calculate all the four factors (NIP, CNV, LV and
NEP) by taking only one weight into account (either the raw weight or finished weight) so that a fair comparison
can be made to determine the Dumping Margin and Injury Margin.

. Based on the appeal filed by the DI, the Hon’ble CESTAT has remanded the case to the Designated Authority,

only on the limited ‘weight issue’as raised by the domestic industry in para 4 above, with the direction to
examine, afresh, the factual claims made by the DI on this aspect and complete the samewithin a period of eight
weeks from the date of receipt of the order. The relevantextractsas given in Para 16 and para 17 of the CESTAT
Order are given below:

16. “Considering the appeal by the DI, we note the only grievance of the appellant is that the DA has committed a
serious error in quantifying the dumping margin and injury margin. This is because the DA adopted the same
weight comparison for normal value/non-injurious price and export price/landed price of imports. The exported
goods were mainly machined castings. Comparison made is with rough castings made by DI. Since, the final
finding did not come out with clear analysis and specific finding on this claim of the appellant/DI we have
specifically directed the learned Counsel for the DA to file his comments with supporting data. However, no such
written comments were filed by the DA, we are constrained to go by the facts and analysis to the extend available
in the final finding dated 28/07/2017. As already noted this crucial aspect regarding the export items being
substantially being finished castings and the data comparison details for DI is for rough castings, we note that
this aspect requires re-examination by the DA for clear and informed decision on the correctness of the data
analysis by the DA for fixing the quantum of AD duty. Since,the appellant DI had forcefully contended that
person is a factual error in the comparison and the weight difference between rough and finished casting will
be in the range of 3% to 12% depending on the casting type, we note that a clear and specific finding on this
aspect should have been recorded by the DA. The same is not forthcoming in the final finding. In terms of Para 6
(i) of Annexure Il of AD rules while arriving at margin of dumping the DA shall make a fair comparison between
export price and the normal value. Due allowance shall be made in each case on its merits for difference which
affect price comparability. In the present case, the weight and physical characteristics of PUC are crucial for
such comparison. Accordingly, while upholding the imposition of AD duty as per the final finding, we direct the
DA to examine, afresh, the factual claims made by the DI on this aspect. After due examination, the DA may issue
his finding on this aspect. In case based on the factual input, the margin of dumping and thereby the injury
parameters vary then the AD duty shall accordingly be fixed by the DA. The said exercises may be completed by
the DA within 8 weeks of receipt of this order. As already noted the AD duty imposed and being collected in terms
of the final finding and the customs notification shall continue in the meantime as the imposition of AD duty has
been upheld on merit.

17. In view of the above discussion and analysis, the appeals filed by Indian importer and Chinese Exporters were
dismissed. The appeal by Dl is disposed of with the above direction.”

Thus, the Hon’ble CESTAT upheld whole of the abovesaid Final Finding but for the limited issue raised by the DI
as mentioned in para 4 above (hereinafter also referred as ‘weight issue’) to be reconsidered by the DA.

B. Procedure

8.

In compliance with the above direction of Hon’ble CESTAT, the Authority conducted a Public Hearing on
09.04.2018 which was attended by 10 participants including representatives of domestic industry, the exporters
and other interested parties. The parties attending the Public Hearing were requested to make their submissions in
writing and rejoinders, if any. In response to the Public Hearing, the following parties made their submissions,
either in the Written Submissions or in the Rejoinders:

a. Zhejiang Jiali Wind Power Technology Co., Ltd.
b. Domestic Industry

c. Yeong Guan Energy Tech. Group Company Limited
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C. Submission of Domestic Industry
9. The legal counsels representing the Domestic Industry have given written submissions as under:

a. CESTAT admitted that weight and physical characteristics of PUC are crucial for fair comparison, and
remanded the matter to the Designated Authority for re-examination and limited the scope of the present remand
proceedings to the claims of domestic industry on the weights adopted for the domestic and imported castings in
order to determine normal value, export price, dumping margin, landed price, NIP, and injury margin.

b. The domestic industry has supplied castings in semi-finished form from its factory to one of its vendors,
who carries out the finishing operations. The domestic industry pays charges for such finishing work. Since
the invoice is raised at the time of supply to such vendor, the weight of such casting reported by the domestic
industry during the investigation was the weight of the semi-finished castings, as this is the form in which it has
shipped the material from its factory.

c. The exporters supplied all castings in finished form and also reported weight of finished castings only.
The finishing of the product leads to a significant reduction in the weight thereof, in the range upto 20%.
Thus, for the same product, the weight reported by the domestic industry, being unfinished weight, is more than
the finished weight reported by the importers.

d. Yeong Guan Energy Tech. Group Company Limited at the time of hearing clearly stated that they have reported
weights of finished castings. All the exporters barring Jiangsu Faw Foundary Co., Ltd have reported weights of
finished castings, as they have shipped weights as mentioned in the packing list which contains weights of the
castings shipped by these parties.

e. The domestic industry never requested the Authority to change the weight. The domestic industry merely asked
the Designated Authority to make adjustments to either the weight of the exporters “finished castings” or the

LT3

domestic industry’s “raw castings” in order to ensure fair comparison as prescribed under the Rules.

f. The invoices of domestic industry do not have weight of the castings. Invoices contain only number of castings.
Such being the case, final findings contains severe factual error.

g. There is the difference in raw as cast and finished casting weights ranging 5% to 12% . With such a significant
difference in the weight of the two products, if NIP of one type is compared with landed price of other type, it
would naturally lead to highly distorted dumping margin and injury margin.

h. All parties to the present investigations are very well aware that there is a significant difference in cost and price
of “as cast” and “finished” castings. The difference is to such an extent that it led to different PCN for this
reason.

i. 91% of sales by the petitioner were of “as cast” castings. Thus, the production information given by the
petitioner substantially pertained to “as cast” castings. Domestic industry has reported the sales and production
in respect of raw casting regardless of whether the castings were sold as raw casting or finished castings.

j. Comparison of domestic industry’s raw casting NIP with imported finished casting landed price has led to
proportionately understated injury margin. Similar is the impact on dumping margin. Since the export price has
been adopted on the basis of imported castings and the weights reported by the exporters, the export price is in
respect of finished castings weights. Thus, there were significant differences in the physical characteristics of the
domestic and imported product, which require an appropriate treatment. The authority is required to either make
comparison by considering comparable product types, or, in the alternative, make an appropriate adjustment for
this difference.

k. The exporters have not clarified what form of castings has been exported by them. Even when the Authority had
specifically asked the same during the public hearing, the exporter only responded that source of weight reported
by them and not the form of product exported by them.

1. The scope of the product under consideration is not the subject matter of the present investigation and the
Authority cannot go beyond the limited scope of the remand proceedings as has been fixed by CESTAT. It is
also relevant to point out that the form of casting is one of the parameters of PCN and therefore there can be no
exclusion of a product which is either as cast or as machined.
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m. There is no question of domestic industry deliberately not providing complete information. The domestic
industry had provided information based on castings shipped by them.

D. Submissions by Other Interested Parties

10. Following are the post-hearing submissions given by the other interested parties:

(i) The legal counsels representing M/s Zhejiang Jiali Wind Power Technology Co., Ltdhave given written
submissions as under:

a.

It was noticed by the Authority that two parts namely Hub and Main Frame constituted majority of the
volume and rest of the parts which were large in number but having negligible contribution in volume.
Therefore, in order to facilitate a fair comparison, PCN devised during initiation of investigation were
regrouped in consultation with all the interested parties including domestic industry.

CESTAT stated that the crucial aspect regarding the export items substantially being finished castings
and data comparison details for Domestic Industry is for rough castings, requires re-examination by the
Designated Authority for clear and informed decision on the correctness of the data analysis by the
Designated Authority for fixing the quantum of AD Duty.

The Verification Officers examined the invoices, commercial invoices, packing list, drawings, weight
etc. They physically weighed the product under consideration and instantly took the pictures of the
weighing machine to record the weights. The Verification Officers took all necessary precautions to
verify the actual weights of the subject goods exported by Zhejiang Jiali.

The exporter further claimed that no additional information shall be called for and taken into
consideration by the Authority while finalizing the Findings based on order of CESTAT. The Domestic
Industry has deliberately not provided the complete information with the Authority during the
investigation proceedings. Since the applicants have not made any claim of finished products at the
time of verification or investigation, they cannot bring such claims at this stage and the findings of the
authority with the available facts shall be final.

The Domestic Industry shall be considered as non-cooperative and its claims shall be rejected by the
Authority simultaneously. The determinations made by the Authority are in accordance with the Rules
and final. The Authority shall not consider any additional information provided by the Domestic
Industry.

The exporter also submitted that machined products shall not be considered as a part of product under
consideration as Domestic Industry produces only rough castings and machining is done by the other
party/contractor and further sold to the consumers. Thus, no further information shall be taken into
consideration by the Authority and conclude its findings as per facts available with the Authority.

(i) The legal counsels representing Yeong Guan Energy Tech. Group Company Limited have submitted in its
rejoinder as under:

a.

It is submitted that at the time of hearing although there was an error on part of representatives of the
Exporters while mentioning that the said Exporter group exported only finished castings, it can be seen
that while Yeong Chen Taiwan exported both raw and finished castings and Yeong Shang Ningo
exported only finished castings. Further, it is reiterated that all data provided to the DA at the time of
investigations were based only on raw weights of finished castings which has been verified at the time
of onsite verification by the designated investigation team. Furthermore, on query raised by the
jurisdictional Deputy Director, DGAD vide its email dated 17.07.2017, the exporter confirmed that by
email dated 19.07.2017 that the exporter reported raw weights of finished castings in its Appendix-2.
Hence, allegation of the Domestic Industry that all exporters have calculated export price on the basis
of weight of finished castings does not hold ground.

E. Re-examination by the Authority pursuant to CESTAT Order dated 13.03.2018

11. The Authority has examined the above comments to the Oral Hearing in the light of its Final Finding dated
28.07.2017 including the concerned corrigendum dated 11.08.2017 and the Hon’ble CESTAT judgement dated
13.03.2018 as under:



[9rT [-@ve 1] AR <pl TSTIA « SAHHRIT 19

12. Domestic Industry (DI): The petition had been originally filed by M/s Larsen & Toubro Limited (hereinafter

13.

14.

15.

referred as “L&T”). However, M/s Bradken India Pvt. Ltd. (hereinafter referred as “Bradken”) had taken over the
manufacturing facility of the subject goods at Coimbatore plant from L&T on 3™ March, 2016 (after the date of
initiation and the POI) as ongoing concern. As the takeover took place after the initiation of this investigation,
Bradken impleaded to be the co-petitioner in the present investigation which was duly considered by the then
Designated Authority vide para 4 of the notes at page 22/N and vide para 9 of the notes at page 37/N. Therefore,
hereinafter L&T and Bradken together/ independently has been referred as ‘Domestic Industry/ DI' or ‘the
petitioner’. This conclusion is in consonance with para 23 to 33 of the FF as upheld by the Hon’ble CESTAT in
para 14 of its abovesaid judgement.

Products under Consideration (PUC): The products under consideration in the present petition is “Castings for
wind operated electricity generators also known as castings for windmills or wind turbines, whether or not
machined, in raw, finished or sub-assembled form, or as a part of a sub-assembly, or as a part of an
equipment/component, meant for wind-operated electricity generators”.

Products Description: A Windmill requires a number of casting parts, including the Hub, Rotohub, Rotor Nabe,
Main Frame, Base Frame, Main Foundation, Nacelle, Nacelle Frame, Nacelle Foundation, Bearing Housing,
Bearing Support, Hollow Shaft, Main Axle, Rotor Shaft, Rotor Coupling, Axle Pin, Main Shaft, Lateral
Suspender, Pitch Stop, Stator, Generator castings, Part of Generators, Rotor, Torque Arm support, etc. These
castings are used in the wind turbines along with some other non-casting parts and components like blades, etc.
which leads to the generation of electricity. All such castings, whether or not machined, in raw, finished or sub-
assembled form, or as a part of a sub-assembly, or as a part of an equipment/ component, meant for wind-operated
electricity generators are covered in the present investigation.

Domestic Verification: L&T had manufacturing facilities of PUC located at Coimbatore, Tamil Nadu and
Kansbahal, Odisha.Kansbahal unit had suspended its production in 2012-13. Therefore, costing data relating to
only Coimbatore plant has been considered for NIP determination. All the records and data relating to PUC of
L&T (now owned by Bradken) are available at Casting Manufacturing Unit, Coimbatore. Therefore, the domestic
verification was conducted by the designated investigation team at their Plant at Coimbatore, Tamil Nadu from
16.09.2016 to 17.09.2016.1t is notable here that the Domestic Industry (DI) did not raise the concerned
‘weight issue’ at the time of domestic verification before the concerned investigation team.

Exporter Verification: There were two verification visits undertaken to investigate this case which are mentioned
as under:

(a) First Exporters’ Visit: The data submitted by the following three producers/ exporters (represented by
consultant M/s World Trade Consultants and Advocates) of the subject goods in China, as filed in their
questionnaire responses, was verified by the designated investigation team from 17.10.2016 to 21.10.2016 in
the premises of the respective entity located in three different provinces of China:

(1) M/s Jiangsu Faw Founder Co. Ltd. (producer/Exporter),
(ii) M/s Dalian Huarui Heavy Industry Casting Co. Ltd. (Producer/Exporter) and
(iii) M/s Zhejiang Jiali Wind Power Technology Co. Ltd. (Producer/Exporter).

(b) Second Exporters’ Visit: The second round of verification of data of following producers/ exporters
(consisting of fifteen entities) of the subject goods in China, as filed in their questionnaire responses, was
completed during the period from 28.11.2016 to 03.12.2016 by the aforesaid investigation team in the
premises of the respective companies located in China:

I. The Yeong Guan Group of Companies, China PR(represented by consultant M/s Ashok Dhingra
Associates) consisting of:

(iv) M/s Yeong Guan Energy Tech. Group Company Limited (Producer),
(v) M/s DongguamYeong Guan Mould Factory Co. Ltd. (Producer),

(vi) M/s Jiangsu Bright Steel Fine Machinery Co. Ltd. (Producer),

(vii) M/s Ningbo Lu Lin Machine Tool Foundry Co. Ltd.(Producer),
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16.

17.

18.

(viii) M/s Ningbo Yeong Shang Casting Iron Co. Ltd. (Producer and Exporter),
(ix) M/s Yeong Chen Asia pacific Co. Ltd.(Producer and Exporter),

II. The Jiangsu SinojitGroup of Companies, China PR (represented by consultant M/s.
Lakshmikumaran&Sridharan) consisting of:

(x) M/s Jiangsu Sinojit Wind Energy Technology Co. Ltd. (Producer and exporter),
(xi) M/s Techtone HK Ltd. (Exporter),
(xii) M/s Changzhou Sinojit Wind Energy Tech. Co. Ltd. (Producer),
(xiii) M/s JiangyinHenghua Machinery Co. Ltd. (Producer),
(xiv) M/s JiangyinQixing Technology Co. Ltd. (Producer),
(xv) M/s JiangyinChangling New Energy Co. Ltd. (Producer),
(xvi) M/s Nantong Hongde Mechanical Co. Ltd. (Producer and Exporter) and
(xvii) M/s KOIZUMI Machinery Co. Ltd. (Producer).

III. One participant of the companies as referred in para 15(a) above (represented by consultant M/s World
Trade Consultants and Advocates) consisting of:

(xviii) M/s TECHTONE (HK) Energy Technology Co. Ltd. (Exporter).

Here following was noted by the investigation team inpara 9under ‘verification of Appendix-2’ of the Exporter
Verification Report (EVR) issued for M/s Dalian Huarui Heavy Industry Casting Co. Ltd. (Producer/Exporter):

“It was noticed that exporter has indicated the weight of the products in appendix-2 as per the approved
drawings of the customers whereas the packing list indicated marginally different weights. It was clarified by
the technical team of the company that in casting operation, it is difficult to achieve exact weight as per the
drawing and a tolerance limit of 8% to 10% is a standard norm. However, since the customer pays on per
piece basis drawing weight has been indicated in the appendix-2. Since, for the purpose of Dumping and Injury
Margin determinations, weight has been considered as the criteria the exporter was asked to incorporate the
number of pieces and net weight as per the packing list in the appendix-2 against each transactions. The
exporter complied with the requirements and revised appendix-2 was taken on record. Sample products were
also weighed to cross check the finished weight of the products.”

It is noted here that the earlier total drawing weight reported by M/s Dalian (para 8 of its EVR) was 8,950 MT
which was revised andincreased by 4.30%to 9,335.13 MT (para 10 of the EVR) as per the packing list weight.
The similar observation and consequent corrections were carried out by the investigating team in the cases of
appendix-2 of other exporters also.

Public Hearing: Three Public Hearings were held during the investigation period of 18 months in this case which
are mentioned as under:

(a) The first Public Hearing in this case was held on 07.09.2016 which was attended by 21 participants
including the domestic industry.

(b) Second Public Hearing was held on 16.12.2016 due to change in the Designated Authority which was
attended by the interested parties including the domestic industry. Since this hearing remained restricted only
to the locus of the present petitioner to maintain the present petition. The DA decided to hold another
hearing thereafter.

(c) Third Public Hearing was held on 03.05.2017 which was attended by the interested parties including the
domestic industry. Para 20 of the post-hearing written submissions dated 11.05.2017as given by the DI is
reproduced as below:

“There are no known differences in subject goods produced by the petitioner and exported from China PR.
Both products have comparable characteristics in terms of parameters such as physical & chemical
characteristics, manufacturing process & technology, functions & uses, product specifications, pricing,
distribution & marketing and tariff classification, etc. The goods produced by the domestic industry are
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comparable to the imported goods from China PR in terms of essential product properties. In fact, the
subject goods are largely produced to meet specific customer requirements. The goods offered by the
domestic industry are like article to the goods imported from China PR. All parts are made only as per
customer specifications.”

19. It is notable here that none of the interested parties including the Domestic Industry raised the concerned
‘weight issue’ in either any of these hearings or in its written submissions to these hearings.

20. Meetings with DI: Two meetings were held between the then Designated Authority and the Domestic Industry
represented by Dr.NithyanandanDevaraaj and Mr. A.K. Gupta, TPM Consultants on 22.11.2016 and 27.04.2017.
Apart from this, the DI had numerous conversations on regular basis with the investigation team during the 18
months of investigation process. The Domestic Industry did not raise the concerned ‘weight issue’ in any of
these meetings with/ representations to the DA.

21. Timelines: This case was initiated on 01.02.2016 and the investigation was to be concluded by 31.01.2017 (12
months’ normal timeline). However, two extensions of 3 months each were sought from the Department of
Revenue wherein the timeline was revised to 30.04.2017 and 30.07.2017 respectively. Thus, the case had
reached the maximum allowed timeline of 18 months. The broad timelines in this case are as under:

Particulars Timelines
Date of Initiation 01-Feb-16
First Public Hearing 07-Sep-16
Visit for Domestic Verification 16-Sep-16
First Visit for Exporter Verification 17-Oct-16
First meeting of DI with DA for representation 22-Nov-16
Second Visit for Exporter Verification 28-Nov-16
Second Public Hearing 16-Dec-16
First Extension of 3 months from TRU sought and received on 23-Dec-16
Expiry of 12 months from Initiation 31-Jan-17
Second Extension of 3 months from TRU sought and received on 06-Apr-17
Second meeting of DI with DA for representation 27-Apr-17
Expiry date of 15 months after First Extension from TRU 30-Apr-17
Third Public Hearing 03-May-17
Date of Disclosure Statement 10-Jul-17
Date of Final Finding 28-Jul-17
Expiry date of 18 months after Second Extension from TRU 30-Jul-17
Date of Customs Notification for the Final Finding 30-Aug-17
Date of CESTAT Order 13-Mar-18
Date of receipt of CESTAT Order in the office of DA 03-Apr-18
Fourth Public Hearing pursuant to CESTAT Order 09-Apr-18
Last Date of Final Finding pursuant to CESTAT Order 29-May-18

22. Disclosure Statement and comments thereon: The disclosure statement was issued to all the interested parties
including the DI on 10.07.2017 in the said case.The relevant facts (post-disclosure) are as under:
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(a)

(b)

(c)
(d)

Post-disclosure comments by the DI:For the first time since initiation of this case on 01.02.2016, the DI
brought before the Authority the concerned ‘weight issue’ in its post-disclosure comments in July-2017 (i.e.
in the 18™ month of the initiation).The relevant extracts from para 129 of the FF are as under:

ii. To facilitate a fair comparison, the PCN devised and regrouped and rationalized by the Authority. Petitioner
does not have reservation on such grouping, it needs to be recognized that the petitioner has sold the product in

unfinished form whereas product has been imported in finished form.

iii.The weight of the products is required to be considered on one uniform basis in order to undertake apple-to-
apple comparison for the purpose of injury margin. Mere addition of finished costs to the NIP of the domestic

industry is insufficient for the purpose. The weight associated are also required to be taken into account.

v. Dumping margin and injury margin determined by the Authority in disclosure statement is significantly lower
than what has been determined by domestic industry.

After the post-disclosure comments received from the DI, the investigation team discussed this issue at length
before the Final Findingon the file.

The Investigating Officer in the case examined the issue vide page N/44 to N/45 in the file.

Thereafter the DA sought comments from the Costing Officer/ Principal Adviser Cost (PAC) in the case. The
comments given by the later on the file vide page N/45 to N/46 are reproduced as under:

(1) The contention of DI can be examine only after studying the exporters practices. First of all, it is clarified that
product is priced on per piece basis as actual weight of the finished product is not relevant for raising export
invoice. The weight provided in the appendix 2 by exporter was cross checked from the packing list, is the
weight declared by the exporter is the custom authorities and accepted by them seems to have meaning and
can not be rejected until the Authority has some other contrary ground.

(i)t is also to state that DI has supplied machined PUC to a handful domestic buyers. An attempt was made to
compare weight of the same article quoted by exporters in their packing list. The result was as under:-

Parts of the PUC Weight given by Domestic Weight given by Jiangsu Weight given by Yeong
Industry Faw Chen
(in_Kg per piece) (in Kg per piece) (in Kg per piece)
Hub sekosk sekosk skskok
Mainframe HAE HAE -
Variance — Hub 3.9% 1.85%
Variance - Mainframe 0.26% -

(e

(iii) From the above, it is evident that the basis of indicating weight in the packing list of exporters and data given by
DI is by and large the same and changing the weight claimed by exporter, duly verified by the DGAD team
from the packing list, declaration made before custom authority and accepted by them will not be appropriate
especially when there is no wide variance.

Consequent to the comments by IO and CO/PAC as given in sub-para (c) and (d) above, this issue was examined
by the DA in the Final Finding dated 28.07.2017 vide para 134 to 136 of the FF. Although, in para 136 of the FF,
the words ‘invoice of DI’ may be read as ‘Data given by the DI’.The relevant extracts from the FF are as under:

134. With regard to the submission concerning dumping margin and injury margin determined by the
Authority in disclosure statement is significantly lower than what has been determined by domestic industry,
Authority communicated to the interested parties vide mail dated 17th July, 2017 to clarify that the weights
reported by the interested parties are are finished castings or raw weight of finished castings. Further, in case
the interested party has reported the finished castings weight, provide the raw weight of the finished castings
i.e. the weight of the unfinished castings.
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23.

135. This measure was taken to doubly check the workings and calculations made by Authority and to assure
that the workings are in sync with verified data.

136. The Authority notes that the basis of indicating weight in the packing list by exporters and invoice of DI is
by and large the same. Changing the weight claimed by exporters will not be appropriate as the same is duly
verified from the packing list and the declaration made before Custom Authority.

Few more comparisons after the CESTAT order: Pursuant to the CESTAT order dated 13.03.2018, few more
attempts were made to compare the weights reported by the DI (in its petition and during the Public Hearing dated
09.04.2018) with the weights reported by the exporters (in the data given by the exporters). In addition, the
correctness of the calculations carried out by the then PAC as referred in the table in para 22(d)(ii) aboveregarding
the concerned ‘weight issue’ was again re-checked from the base documents/ Appendix-2 of the respective

exporter.

a) The results are detailed as under:

Parts of the PUC Weight given Weight given by Weight given by Weight given by Weight given by
by the DI Jiangsu Faw Yeong Chen Zhejiang Jiali Jiangsu Sinojit
(in Kg/piece) (in Kg/piece) (in Kg/piece) (in Kg/piece) (in Kg/piece)
Hub (Gamesa G-97) o HEE HEE Not exported @ Not exported @
Variance from DI 3.90% 13.35% Not exported @ Not exported @
Mainframe (Gamesa G9X) HAk HAE Not exported @ Not exported @ Not exported @
Variance from DI 0.26% Not exported @ Not exported @ Not exported @
Hub (Suzlon S97) o Not exported @ Not exported @ ok HAE
Variance from DI Not exported @ Not exported @ Uncomarable# Uncomarable#
(-6.10%) (-12.76 %)
Mainframe (Suzlon 1.5SMW) HoAk Not exported @ Not exported @ oAk Not exported @
Variance from DI Not exported @ Not exported @ 0.89% Not exported @
Mainframe (Gamesa G114)$ ok Not exported @ ok Not exported @ Not exported @
Variance from DI Not exported @ Uncomarable# Not exported @ Not exported @
(-11.12%)

A Weights have been considered as taken by the DI for its Injury Margin calculations (i.e. raw weights as reported by the DI
in its petition and till the time of disclosure).

@ Not Exported to India by the respective Exporter during the POI and therefore, can’t be compared.

# Not comparable as the finished weight reported by the exporter (in its packing list) is more than the raw weight reported by
the DI for the same part, same model and same customer. This may be so because the drawings differ from part-to-part,
customer-to-customer, within each customer model-to-model and capacity-to-capacity.

$ This model was compared by the DI in its post disclosure comments in which the DI shown a positive difference between
the raw and finished weights. While it can be seen from the above table that the weight difference is negative (i.e.
raw/drawing weight as considered by the DI is more than the finished weight reported by the Exporter in its Appendex-2) for
the same Part, PCN, Customer, Model and Capacity. While the fact remains that raw weight is higher than the finished
weight. Therefore, no two castings are comparable in absolute characteristics.
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b) Soas to doubly check and ensure about this ‘difference in weights’ issue, fewmore additional comparisons were
carried out on overall basis as below:
RAW#* FINISHED* DIFFERENCE
Code
. for the - Difference Comparison
S. Producer/ partin . Raw/ Qty. Qty. Finished/ .
No. | Exporter the PUC partin | Qty. | Qty. Casting | Finished | Finished | Machined b/wRaw | Difference Ren}arks
the Raw | Raw and (Variance)
PUC Finished
Kg ;ﬂs Kg/pc Kg as % Kg/pe Kg/pe asR‘;/owof
1 Hub A HHE 4% HAE HoHE 35% HAE -6,328 -73.18% Uncomparable
2 Mainframe B wEE 19 ok kst 43% ok -4,166 -33.21% | Uncomparable
3 Hul_) + A+B ok 5% ok okk 78% ok -6,470 -64.76% | Uncomparable
Average Mainframe
4 of All Others @] oAk 3% HE ok 14% HE -521 -32.90% Uncomparable
5 Exporters | all PUC A+B+0O | *** | 8% ok ok 92% ok -4,334 -117.63% | Uncomparable
for all Finished Hub (Overall
their DI - Overall all
6 models exporters) weight ok 5% ik ook 35% ok -11,058 -216.77% | Uncomparable
together considered in FF
for all
PCNs Finished Mainframe
(Overall DI - Overall
7 all exporters) weight HoAE 4% HAk HoAE 43% HAk -11,594 -226.60% | Uncomparable
considered in FF

*For S.No. 1 to 5, the weights are of exporters. While for S.No. 6 & 7, raw weights are overall DI weights and finished weights are overall exporters’
weights.

)

d)

Hence, it is clear from the in-depth analysis carried out in sub-para (a) and (b) of this para above that the PUC as
manufactured by the DI and as exported to India by the exporters may not be fully comparable because the
finished weight reported by the exporter (in its packing list) is more than the raw weight reported by the DI in
many individual comparisons and in all overall comparisons. This may be so because the drawings differ from
part-to-part, customer-to-customer, within each customer model-to-model and capacity-to-capacity. This
uncomparability was found in most of such comparisons and even in minor cases, where difference was
comparable, it was found that the differences were mostly not significant, rather negligible. Moreover, no
specific model/ product item among the PUC could be found which was supplied both by the DI and all the

exporters.

The similar observation has been seen in para 6 of page N/5. As per this observation, the castings (raw) are in
various sizes and weight depending on the design and models of the windmills for which they are cast. The cost
and prices are, therefore, dependent upon the design engineering and material composition involved as well as
the overall weight of the casting. Every manufacturer of windmill has his unique design and drawings based on
which the casting and machining (finishing) is done by the casting suppliers, including the exporters. Therefore,
the product is highly design dependant and varies with the model of the windmills and only basis to
compare the prices is the weight with certain degree of error margins(which is the standard norms as also
stated by the exporters in para 16 above).

24.  Moreover, the Sale profile of the PUC of both DI and exports to India has been seen which is as under:

PUC Sold by Sale of Raw Sale of Finished
DI 90% 10%
Average of all Exporters together (All Exports to India) 8% 92%
25. Tt isalso noted here that the DI does not carry out the finishing of the castings, which is carried out by the job

workers in India outside the factory of DI. These job workers have not participated in the investigation as part of
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26.

the ‘Domestic Industry’. Therefore, the finished weights of the raw castings sold by the DI to job workers/ end

customers are not verifiable at the site of the DI.This fact has been noted earlier in Para 129(ii) of the FF under the

post-disclosure comments by the Domestic Industry which reads as “the petitioner has sold the product in

unfinished form whereas product has been imported in finished form”.

Conclusion: In light of the arguments and analysis as above, theconcerned ‘weight issue’ raised by the DI in

CESTAT doesn’t warrant fresh investigation on the following grounds:

(a)

(b)

(©)

(d

The PUC is a highly customized product which can only be broadly compared and can’t be compared one
to one in all its physical characteristics. Therefore, the products within the PUC as supplied by the DI, as
supplied by the Exporters and even within the exporters as supplied by different exporters are different and
their weights are not comparable with each other in most cases. The drawings differ from part-to-part,
customer-to-customer, within each customer model-to-model and capacity-to-capacity. Even after having
the drawings in place, it is difficult to achieve exact weight as per the drawing and a tolerance limit of 8%
to 10% is a standard norm in the industry.

The investigation was time bound with the 18" month (non-extendable) deadline approaching and the DI
never raised this issue till the last 18™month.The issue raised by the DI in the post-disclosure comments
in the 18"™ month of initiation as well as in the CESTAT was appropriately considered by the then DA
and examined in detail on file.

The appropriate corrections, by increasing the weight reported by the exporter in their originally filed
EQRs, were made by the Authority in the Final Finding dated 28.07.2017 as mentioned in para 17 above.

The maximum Export to India of the PUC is of Finished Castings (92%), while the DI has sold only 10%
of the Finished castings (that too from the job workers not forming part of the DI) during the POI. For
these finished castings of DI, it makes only raw castings and send them to the other party/contractor and
further sold to the consumers.

SUNIL KUMAR, Addl. Secy. & Designated Authority
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