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Ref: CCL/BSE/PR/2025-2026/001 Date: August 08, 2025 

To, 
Listing Department, 
BSE Limited 
P.J. Towers, 
Dalal Street 
Mumbai-400001 

Scrip Code: 543928 

Subject: Information under Regulation 30 of SEBI (Listing Obligations and Disclosure 
Requirements) Regulations, 2015 ("Listing Regulations') 

Dear Sir/ Madam, 

Pursuant to Regulation 30 read with Schedule IIT of the Securities and Exchange Board of 

India (Listing Obligations and Disclosure Requirements) Regulations, 2015 (‘Listing 

Regulations’), we would like to inform you that the Company has received a favourable order 

in the matter of Resolution Plan submitted in regards to Amzen Transportation Industries 

Private Limited from Hon’ble Supreme Court. 

The Civil Appeal N0.9900/2025 filed by Cosmic CRF Limited, Appellant v/s. Myotic Trading 
Private Limited & Ors., respondents; in connection to the order of Hon’ble NCLAT, Delhi 
dated July 25, 2025. 

Hearing of the said matter held in Supreme Court on 4 August, 2025. A copy of Hon’ble 

Supreme Court order dated 4" August, 2025 is attached. 

We request you to kindly take the above on records and disseminate the above information on 
your website. 

Thanking you, 
Yours faithfully 

For COSMIC CRF LIMITED 

Aditya Vikram Birla 

Managing Director 

DIN: 06613927 

Encl. as above 

Registered Office: Cosmic Tower, 19 Monohar Pukur Road, 2nd Floor, Kolkata, West Bengal, PIN :700029 

Works: Village: Ajabnagar, P.O. : Molla Simla, P.S.: Singur, District : Hooghly, West Bengal, PIN : 712223



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

CIVIL APPEAL NO.9900 OF 2025 

COSMIC CRF LIMITED APPELLANT(S) 

VERSUS 

MYOTIC TRADING PRIVATE LIMITED & ORS. RESPONDENT(S) 

ORDER 

1. The National company Law Appellate Tribunal (for short 

“the NCLAT”)in 1its order has recorded the following 

findings in paragraphs 105 and 106 respectively as under:- 

"105. We find that coc had taken legal opinion from 
various law firms and found cosmic to be ineligible 
on various grounds. The reports on the 1issue of 
eligibility of cosmic CRF Limited - Respondent 
No.3, were discussed in detail in various meetings 
of the coc and the resolution applicant was 
intimated vide letter dated 04.11.2024 which 
contained in detailed manner as to how it is not 
found eligible under various clauses of Sections 
29A(a), (c), (h) and (j) of IBC, 2016 (pages 359-366 
of Appeal Paper Book). It is to be noted that both 
AHSK and PSA earlier entrusted by the coCc have 
given detailed findings and reasons with respect to 
their conclusions as to how Cosmic CRF Limited - 
Respondent No.3 was not found eligible under 
Section 29A. Cosmic CRF Limited approached NCLT on 
05.11.2024 and NCLT vide order dated 05.11.2024 
remanded the matter back to the coc for 
reconsideration on the 1issue 1ineligibility of 
cosmic CRF Limited wunder Section 29A after 
providing it an opportunity of being heard. Later 
on, RP/coc called for the response of cCosmic CRF 
Limited and also asked PSA to give it final 

Signature Nat Vrad 

oiguhghedy CANDy 
Date 205686 07 
e



2. 

3. 

report/opinion based on all the previous reports 
and cosmic CRF Limited response dated 20.01.2025 
and it was also decided to send the final report of 
PSA to a Senior Advocate for his opinion. The final 
report dated 18.02.2025 of PSA again declared 
cosmic CRF Limited to be in eligible under Section 
29A of IBC. But Senior Advocate in his opinion 
dated 03.03.2025 declared it to be eligible under 
Section 29A. 

106. We have noted various reports of Experts which 
are placed on record in the pleadings. Without 
going into the details of these reports, we find 
that the report of PSA and also the earlier report 
submitted by AHSK & Co. are detailed reports and 
are similar and they both had come to the same 
conclusion that cosmic CRF Limited is not eligible 
under Section 29A. We also note that despite 
multiple initial reports and despite Cosmic CRF 

Limited - Respondent No.3 having been given 
opportunity of being heard, all reports suggest 
non-eligibility of Cosmic CRF Limited - Respondent 
No. 3 except the view of senior advocate, which was 
obtained on the final report of PSA. Even if we 
don't rely on these reports of law firms we find 
that the respondents have not satisfactorily 
replied to the real issues raised by the appellant 
from pages 66-72 and 88-100 of Appeal Paper Book." 

Today, the entire debate before us was on Section 29A of the 

Insolvency and Bankruptcy code,2016 (for short *“the IBC, 

2016"). 

According to the learned counsel appearing for the appellant, 

the findings recorded in paragraphs 1605 and 106 respectively 

are incorrect and contrary to the records available. 

If that be so, the appellant should go before the NCLAT and 

point out the factual errors to the Appellate Tribunal.



5. since, this has something to do with factual errors, the bar 

of review should not come in the way of the NCLAT. 

6. At this stage, Mr. Mukul Rohtagi and Mr. C. A. Sundaram, the 

learned counsel appearing for the respondents vehemently 

submitted that in no manner the findings recorded in the two 

paragraphs, referred to above, could be termed as perverse or 

contrary to the record. 

7. In view of the aforesaid, this appeal stands disposed of. 

8. Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of. 

............................. J. 
[J.B. PARDIWALA] 

[R. MAHADEVAN] 

New Delhi 
04th August, 2025.



ITEM NO.33 COURT NO.8 SECTION XVII 

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA 

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS 

Civil Appeal No0.9900/2025 

COSMIC CRF LIMITED Appellant(s) 

VERSUS 

MYOTIC TRADING PRIVATE LIMITED & ORS. Respondent (s) 

IA No. 178979/2025 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 

JUDGMENT 

IA No. 178975/2025 - GRANT OF INTERIM RELIEF 

IA No. 178978/2025 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 

DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES 

Date : 04-08-2025 This matter was called on for hearing today. 

CORAM 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.B. PARDIWALA 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R. MAHADEVAN 

For Appellant(s) : Mr. shyam Divan, Sr. Adv.(NP) 
Mr. Jayant Mehta, Sr. Adv. 

Mr. Anand varma, Adv. 

Mr. Ashish choudhury, AOR 

Mr. Akash Agarwal, Adv. 

Mr. Abhishek Arora, Adv. 

Ms. Prachi Grover, Adv. 

Ms. sulekha Agarwal, Adv. 

Mr. sudipto Sircar, Adv. 

Mr. Rajat Sinha, Adv. 

For Respondent(s) :Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv. 
Mr. C A Sundaram, Sr. Adv. 

Mr. Navin Pahwa, Sr. Adv. 

Mr. Pranav Sachdeva, AOR 

Mr. sanyam Jain, Adv. 

Mr. P Rohit Ram, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the court made the following 
ORDER 

1. The appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed order, which 

is placed on the file. 

2. Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of. 

(CHANDRESH) 
ASST.REG-CUM-P.S. 

Abhay Nair, Adv. 

Shraddha Deshmukh , AOR 

Abhishek Anand, Adv. 

Karan Kohli, Adv. 

Krishna sharma, Adv. 

Mandeep Kalra, AOR 

Radhika Narula, Adv. 

Anushna satapathy, Adv. 
chitrangada singh, Adv. 
Radhika Jalan, Adv. 

widaphi Lyngdoh, Adv. 
Gauri Rajput, Adv. 
Vaibhav Yadav, Adv. 

Paras Mohan sharma, Adv. 

shefali Tripathi, Adv. 

(POOJA SHARMA) 
COURT MASTER (NSH)
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