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3AferHTTT Hi 7.1(2) Tfs/a-4/08 HI 05.04.2012 ETT 
T T HTUT7 3I9fAu 2006 eNT 68 3yerNT 1 TE eT 

2011 26 guIRI 2 (6i) 7 voriun fo8. rr FTr 



TE eT UT 37tNtAyu 2006 fa 2011 eTT52 utta 
TE yeT tÝGfRara TTe Auta 3Ta Te 

ATTT ET Yga utkaE THTR AT 22 05 2015 

(Tr5 1.25 e 12 aTai aR H (rY7 03 aTT) 

i 01.09.2015 3THTR ETE fQYay7TSTRITM TyR UTT Ga 
RuTe i yaIYI-1267/yE /2015/751 ITB 20.08.2015 3THR 



t) aTEI VAT V TT 3rfftm 2006 a fafan 2011 sT 
3(1)(1©)6) TE hozTOT (Mishranded) aTT TT 

fTT 27 08 2015 a fe t TT àtA ToftO e 

TO U ú 39 40, Ta3TEetTA , TT 
fd 303801 UT 7420 fa503 09 2015 TT Tfr/T}T 

015 12214009001192 a 7 fa T 7051021187 f-T 2095 

f-303801 uftumR TH TO 9, TE 33TT rTufa 
JUT S fdr fiE zTaa (fa-n) Hindustan Coca Cola 
Beverages Pvt. Ltd. SP 39-40 RIICO Industrial Area. Kaladera. 

Chomun, Rajasthan h ET Y TT 
TE RT 3fdRI THYU UTT EA 7 T 0202 2016 

fT HTTB THR 7T TAT7T T fàzoTY7 RUTE 

37feMy 2006 eTRT 27(2) FAVT TUgÍ 3IN ZH 3Fe HT T 

E TE RAT ya H177 T TE HI7 ga aTE HEYT) 
fattu, 2011 fat4 2.10.6(1)(1) i ceT HTT 8I H H 

5T.H.1-94(1) 

37 STT yHyIRHTS/YHUT(catern) /2014 HT 11.09.2017 ETRT aRy4 



E2T 2016 (1) FAC 561 3H TATTU T T 

HTTTTE 1 TY "Retrospective E ffect" H RT 

A retrospective statute is different from an ex post facto statute 
very cx post facto law..." "Must necessarily be retrospective law 

is not an ex post facto law. Every law that takes away or impairs 
rights vested agreeably to existing laws is retrospective. and is 
generally unjust and may be oppressive: it is a good general rule that a 
law shouid have no retrospect. but in cases in which the laws justly 
and for the benefit of the community and alsoof individuals rclate to a 
time antecedent to their commencement: as statutes of oblivion or of 
pardon. They are certainly retrospective, and literally both concerning 
and after the facts committed. But I do not consider any law ex post 

within the prohibition that mollifies the rigour of the criminal 
law, but only those that create or aggravate the crime, or increase the 
punishment or change the rules of evidence for the purpose of 
conviction. There is great and apparent difference between making an 
unlawful act lawful and the making an innocent action criminal and 

punishing it as a crime. 
It is quite clear that insofar as the Central Amendment Act creates 
new offences or enhances punishment for a particular type of offence 
no person can be convicted by such ex post facto law nor can the 
advanced punishment prescribed by the amendment be applicable. But 
insofar as the Central Amendment Act reduces the punishment for an 

offence punishable under section 16(IMa) of the act, there 1s no reason 

why the accused should not have the benefit of such reduced 

punishment." qchta 3H9TettTT 3T 7ea f z7 HHYUT 3FT 

ReT ga HI TE GFYIG HTT ya UTa HEYu) tarHyH, 2011 

3H fT TAT T| 3TTett FeIT 1 2 9TNT 80(B)(2(di) FSSA 2006 

74e7 E FHTRT E2T 2018(1) FAC 118 q HI7 T 
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11.09.2017 ERT T TT ga HT-T7T 3FUT THT T 
TE) fafqa4, 2011 An 2 10.6(1)(1) 3 UAuT-T facfacr 

afa aI 3Ny 3PTta eTRT 26(2)(i) ga 51, 52 T RHT 
ga HI5 3HttAuH, 2006 YHTaoT 2011 HTter a H HD 

favTy fuie fHis 20.08.2015 ajua faAY4 2.22(5)(ii) a 

uty 3To j 16.03.2021 H ETRT forrearai HY O, 
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