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1 
Connecting factors & Jurisdiction:
How does a country get jurisdiction to

levy income tax !



If there is a connecting factor between the country and the assessee or the income; the government gets a jurisdiction to tax.

Nexus or

Connecting Factors
Assessee

Residential Status



   Income                      Source

Classical System of Taxation.

Built-in-Overlap.




Residents are taxed on Global income – i.e. even on incomes which have arisen outside the resident’s country. What is the reason or principle behind it? There is no reason. This is the convention. 




Some countries tax people on “residence”, but only on income sourced in their country. They follow “territoriality principle”. (e.g. Hong Kong, France.) 




The other factor is “source”. If the income arises in a country, or has a nexus with the country, then the country taxes the income. “Source” of income is not defined anywhere in the Indian Income-tax Act. The DTAs also do not lay down source rules. However rules are laid down as to what will be considered as income “sourced” in the country. Goods imported in a country does not make the income of the exporter sourced in the importing country. However import of service can make the income sourced in the importing country (e.g. Technical Services). What is the principle? There is no principle. It is the convention. 

Countries lay down criteria for source rules in different manners. What is considered as “sourced” in the country, depends on each country’s laws & practices. Use of different words & phrases in different countries, may not have different meanings. And use of same or similar words & phrases, may have different meanings in different countries. For example, a computer server will not be considered as a PE according to the U.K., whereas U.S.A. considers it as a PE.

Explanation by illustration –



Mr. I, a resident of India has bank deposits in Sri Lanka.  He earns interest from Sri Lanka.  The interest income is sourced in Sri Lanka.  Government of India would tax Mr. I on the basis of “residence”.  
Sri Lankan Government would tax interest on the basis of “source”.



This is called double tax – the same income, in the hands of the same person is taxed by two Governments!



This is a simple illustration.  Double tax can apply to a whole range of incomes.  It can cripple international business & investment.  Consider that –



Mr. I has an income of say 
 ..  Rs. 1,000.



The Sri Lankan tax @ 50% is    ..   Rs.    500.



The Indian tax @ 30% is  
..   Rs.    300.



Mr. I would be left with only  
..   Rs.    200.




Imagine the situation when Indian tax rate was above 50%.  Mr. I would have nothing left to him.

Income - Tax Base:

[image: image1]

Resident of Sri Lanka 
-   Universal income is taxable in Sri Lanka.

For a Non-Resident of 
- Sri Lanka Sourced income is taxable in 
Sri Lanka.


    Sri Lanka 

Non-Resident’s income sourced outside Sri Lanka is not a tax base for 
Sri Lanka.





Resident of India. 

     -   Universal income is taxable in India.


For a Non-Resident of India.   -  Indian Sourced income is taxable in India.


Non-Resident’s income sourced outside India is not a tax base for India.


Assured Overlapping.

A Sri Lankan Resident’s income sourced in India; and 


An Indian Resident’s income sourced in Sri Lanka both are Tax Bases for both the countries. 


Assured overlapping of Tax Bases.

Assured Double Taxation.


Tax Base.


For the Sri Lankan draftsman, Sri Lanka is at the centre of the Universe. But similarly, for 200 countries’ draftsmen, their own country is at the centre of the universe. Everyone (almost) wants to tax income accruing even outside his own country. Hence there is ASSURED OVERLAPPING of income.



Countries like Singapore & Hong Kong have a system of taxing only the income sourced within their countries (plus income received within the country).
2
Double Tax Avoidance Agreements (DTA).

2.1.
What exactly is Double Tax?



Let us consider an illustration.



Mr. Iyer of India has deposited GBP (Pounds) 20,000 in a British Bank.  For the accounting year 1st April, 2010 to 31st March, 2011 he earns interest @2% - GBP 400.



British Income-tax department (Inland Revenue) will say that the interest income is sourced from Britain.  Hence based on “Source of Income”, Britain has jurisdiction to tax the income of GBP 400.  Let us further assume that normal British tax rate is 35%.  Hence the British tax will be GBP 140.  [The British tax provision would be similar to our section 5 (2).  Taxing a non-resident on income earned within a Country.]



Now the Indian Government will say, Mr. Iyer is an Indian Resident.  Under section 5 (1), his global income is liable to be taxed in India.  Hence the 400 GBP would suffer tax @ 30% of GBP 120.



As a consequence of two Governments taxing the same income (GBP 400) of the same assessee (Mr. Iyer) in the same year (accounting year 2010-11); there is a double tax of GBP 260 or 65%.



This is called Double Taxation.



Consider an extreme:



In the Assessment Year ………..? India had a tax rate of 66%.  Let us assume, in the same year Britain had a tax rate of 50%.



In that year, Mr. Iyer would be liable to pay a Double Tax amounting to 116% or GBP 466.



Naturally, normal reaction from the tax payer Mr. Iyer would be:


(i)
“Why pay 116%; or even 65%.  I will not make an International investment.”



Or, more likely:


(ii)
“I will not disclose my British income to the Indian Government.”



In the first instance, global trade & investment would suffer.  In the second instance, there will be black money.  In both cases, Governments & Economies would suffer.



Hence people came out with a mechanism to avoid such double taxation.  This is called “Double Tax Avoidance Agreement” (DTA).  Some people call it “Double Tax Avoidance Convention”.  It is just a question of different nomenclature.  There is no difference between an “Agreement” or a “Convention”.


Note 1:
“Tax” means just an amount of income-tax.  “Taxation” means the whole process of charging, calculating, assessing & collecting income-tax.


Note 2:
In this illustration Britain is the Country of Source (COS) and India is the Country of Residence (COR).



Same country can be COS for non-resident assessees & COR for resident assessees.

2.2.

How do countries avoid Double Taxation? 



There are two ways of eliminating double taxation.



Over a hundred years, the community of nations has developed a broad system of DTAs.



Briefly, the system works as under:



The Country of Residence (COR) has the final jurisdiction to levy income-tax on the Global Income of its Residents.



The Country of Source (COS) will restrict its right to tax income sourced within COS by a non-resident.



COR will give either credit or exemption for incomes taxed abroad.  COR will collect final tax.


Note 3:
Both countries are sacrificing.



The COS is restricting its right to tax.



The COR is giving credit for tax paid in COS.



See how Mr. Iyer’s illustration will work.



In case of interest income, Britain would restrict its taxing right to say 15%.  (These rates differ from DTA to DTA.)



And India will give credit for the British tax paid by Mr. Iyer.

Mr. Iyer’s Income & Tax.

	
	GBP

	British Income
	400

	British normal tax @ 35%
	140

	British tax reduced due to DTA @ 15%
	60

	Indian tax @ 30%
	120

	Less: Credit for British tax paid
	60

	Net tax payable in India
	60

	Total tax suffered by the assessee
	120




Double tax has been eliminated.


Note 4:
Mr. Iyer is claiming tax relief is both the countries. In Britain his tax is reduced from 35% to 15%.  In India he is claiming relief for the taxes paid in U.K.



This right to claim DTA relief is available only if the assessee is Resident of any one or both countries that have signed DTA.



Provision about entitlement to DTA is made in Article 1 of the DTA.


Observation:

The whole system of avoiding double taxation is so simple!  Even a student can understand it!  Why should tax consultants find it difficult!



Well, probably because International Taxation is not part of our syllabus. We don’t study it for passing our exams.



And also because some of the concepts used in DTA are different from the concepts used in domestic taxation.


-----------------------------------



Having seen the DTA system at a macro level, now let us go into some more details.

2.3.
Standard Draft:

2.3.1

We draft partnership agreements, LLP agreements and for companies the Memorandum & Articles of Association (M/A).  What do we do!  We take an earlier draft, change the names; do some modifications here and there and the agreement is ready!



This is what income-tax departments also do.



Where do we take the first draft from?  From our boss where we did the articleship or from a good book.



If your boss and my boss had different drafts; then our drafts will be different.



Some one some where has to do original thinking.  Me or my boss or my boss’s boss – some one did original thinking.  Majority followed.

2.3.2

In the international community, League of Nations did original thinking.  It developed a draft of DTA.  Because of politics in the Community of Nations, the League of Nations died.  United Nations took its place.  The U.N. carried forward the task of improving the draft.  U.N. member countries followed the draft.



The OECD (club of rich nations) come forward.  It took the basic draft and started improving the draft.

2.3.3

Business grows. Technologies grow.  New methods of doing business develop.  And agreements need continuous improvements.  Both OECD & UN have special committees to continuously discuss and improve the draft/ model agreements.



When one country wants to sign a DTA with another country, both will take one of the models as a base.  Then on individual issues they may negotiate.  And finalise their own agreement.

2.4.
Concepts:


Note:
So far we have used the concepts: Residence, Source & Jurisdiction.

2.4.1
Jurisdiction:



When Britain wants to tax Mr. Iyer; or when India wants to tax a Non-Resident; the non-resident may challenge the jurisdiction of a foreign Government to tax his income.



If India could tax any non-resident at Will, India would have no budgetary deficit.  But in the same manner ten Governments may send notice of Income-tax on Indian residents.  There would be a chaos.



Hence under International Law (see paragraph ……) there is a broad agreement on how a nation acquires jurisdiction to tax on income.

2.4.2

Under the classical system of taxation (followed by India and a majority of nations around the world) the Country of Residence (COR)  has a right to tax the global income of its residents.  (Note: generally the taxing right is associated with residential status.  Not with citizenship or domicile.  However there are exceptions.  Some countries do tax based on citizenship etc.) Countries following the classical system also claim the right to tax incomes earned by Non-Residents if the income is sourced within their country.  (“Kings I win, scales you lose.”)



When a Government adopts “Double Standards”, we can’t challenge it.  Because it is backed by law passed by the very same Government.  But this Double Standard does cause a chaos in the form of Double Taxation.



Whenever any person earns foreign income, there will be at least two countries claiming a right to tax his income.  The classical system ensures “Double Taxation”.

2.4.3

Some countries like France, Singapore, & Hong Kong follow “Source” based taxation.  Thus if a Singapore resident earns income sourced in India; Singapore will not tax such foreign sourced income.



If a French Resident earns income from Singapore, there will be no Double Tax.  However when these residents earn income from countries which follow the classical system of taxation, they also suffer from Double taxation.  Hence all countries try to sign maximum number of DTAs.

2.4.4

Within India, Constitutions empowers, Parliament to pass a tax law.  Indian Parliament passed Income-tax Act and empowered Government of India to change and collect income-tax.

2.5

Double Tax Avoidance Agreements (DTA) are co-ordinated efforts to avoid this assured double taxation. 


To encourage international trade & investment; & to avoid double taxation, Governments of different countries sign DTAs with interested Governments.  India has signed such DTAs with around 50 countries.  All major trading & investment partner countries have been covered.



Till 1991, India did not sign any DTA with a tax haven.  After 1991, in the liberalisation mood, India signed/ continued DTAs with tax havens like – Mauritius, Cyprus, Malta Dubai, Singapore, Luxembourg, etc.



On the one hand, Government of India (GOI) fights tax evasion in cases like Vodafone. On the other hand, the GOI goes ahead and signs DTAs with tax havens. Classic case of GOI not knowing what it wants. (And one thought, such weaknesses exist only with one’s spouse!)

When one thinks ….



He has reached to a solution for one problem; 



A series of other problems emerge.



This observation, common in life; appears in the field of International Taxation also. 
2.6 
Source:

Taxing a Non-Resident based on source of Income.


What is “Source”?



Accrual & Arising of Income.


Can we equate ‘Source’ with ‘Payment’?



Can we equate ‘Source’ with ‘Market’?



Can we say that ‘Source’ is value addition made by the assessee who is sought to be taxed!



Taxable Income (Net Profits) included in Value Addition made by the Tax payer.


Illustrations:
1.
Motor Car company outsourcing some components to India.

2.
Mercedes Benz Co. selling a motor car to a travel agency in India.


Rent

Royalty
Dividend

Interest

Indian Software sales to USA.

German Car sale to Indian Travel Agent.

Foreign Television Broadcasting Company-Indian Footprint.





Foreign TV Co.    -  Foreign Advertiser.
2.7 
Categorisation of Income:

A Machinery Provision.


(i)  
Income from Immovable Property,


(ii) 
Business Income,


(iii) 
Air Line & Shipping,


(iv) 
Royalty,


(v) 
Salary, etc. etc.



Why categorisation in DTA?



To determine the location of source of the income. 




In other words,


To determine Country of Source (COS) and hence the taxing rights of a country.

“Different tax rates for different categories of income” – is an important cause for litigation.

2.8 
Permanent Establishment (PE)


The Concept.


What is the practical use of the concept?


Attribution of Profits to the PE.
2.9 
Allocation of taxing rights

Since tax bases overlap, the taxing rights of Governments have to be restricted to avoid double tax.


Simple Principle-for eliminating double tax:


(i)
Credit method.


(ii)
Exemption method.
(i) 
DTA places restrictions on the rights of COS to levy tax on a Non – Resident of the COS. The COR has right to levy full tax – and has the responsibility to give credit for tax paid in COS. (Credit Method).

(ii)
Under exemption method, the COR exempts foreign income.


India has adopted Credit Method.


Which means the COS will deduct tax at a lower rate; and COR will give credit for the tax paid at COS.


COR will levy normal tax.


If foreign tax is more, COR will not give refund.

3.
Tax Haven:
3.1
Tax Haven is a country:

(i)
which does not levy any tax / levies very small tax;


(ii)
which has no controls  on foreign exchange movements; 


(iii)
which has a legal system that ensures secrecy; 


(iv)
which permits foreigners to open companies & other entities; and

(v)
which makes laws specifically designed to help “financial engineering” and “creative accounting”.

Note: All the above benefits are granted only to foreigners / Non-Residents.  People staying within the country are liable to tax & other restrictions.



In other words, tax haven is a Country which does not tax Non-Residents on their Foreign Incomes & still facilitates claim of DTA.


How easy it is to confuse Governments & make them sign treaties with tax havens.

3.2

More than 50 countries around the world may fulfill some or all of the above criteria.


Yes, if one asks the Governments of these countries –



No one may accept that they are tax havens.



They will unequivocally declare that they do not support any crimes & any manipulation.  They are simply efficient offshore financial centers encouraging global trade & investment.



Some call themselves as 




Offshore Financial Centers; or



Banking Centers; or



Some other names.

3.3

Switzerland is the mother of all tax havens in the world.  U. K. with all its colonies is the largest tax haven in the world. 



The simple function of a tax haven is to help people with black money to hold the wealth safely and incognito. 



Next function is to permit them investing the same in developed countries.



It is also possible to reduce one’s taxable profits in industrialised countries and transfer the profits to a tax haven.  Once the profits are transferred out; the owners may use the same in any manner they like.



For the tax planners, the issues are – how to transfer the funds outside their country; then how to hold & own the same safely; how to utilise the same!



Let us see these issues one after another by considering a real life illustration.

3.4

President of Philippines – Marcos had stolen substantial wealth from the Government funds.  Naturally, he could not hold these millions of dollars in his own name.  He had to hide the money.


So he opened “Offshore Companies” in tax havens.


The Suppliers of weapons to Philippines; & others who had to give bribes; paid bribes directly into the Swiss bank accounts of the Offshore Companies.  In the payer’s records, Marcos’s name would not appear.  The receiver would be some company with some strange name.


Quite likely, the payment would not be made by the main weapons supplier.  Some agent / associate company would make the payment.


This took care of transfer of money outside the country.  The intermediate offshore company also became a screen / veil covering President Marcos.

3.5

Can someone go to Switzerland and get the names of the company, the shareholders etc.?


Offshore Country laws provide for secrecy.  Any person leaking out the secrets is punishable under their law.


Yet, it has happened.  There were reports that – the French Government bribed a Swiss bank officer.  The officer came to France with entire printed list of names of French citizens having bank accounts with his bank.  France gave asylum to the officer.


In the year 2008, the German government got the names of several bank account holders in Luxembourg. Germany offered all the names to the Governments of any country that wanted it – free of charge. Indian Government declined to take this information.

How do the black money holders hide their names?!

3.6

There is a system of “Bearer Shares”.

Whoever holds the share certificates, is the owner of the company. The scheme operates as under:


The bankers & solicitors in a country start a new company.  They will be the first shareholders / directors of the company.  With the Government / company, their names will be registered.  Then these professionals will hand over the share certificates to the real owner of the funds – say, President Marcos.


Therefore, even if some petty officer were bribed, the information would not leak.

3.7

President Marcos wanted even more security.  So he formed companies in one tax haven – Panama & held them by bearer shares.  These companies in turn held a company in Netherlands Antilles (NA).  This NA company held immovable properties in New York.


It was extremely difficult for Philippine Government’s lawyers to prove that these New York properties belonged to Ex-President Marcos.

3.8
See a simple chart below.

3.9

Can we eliminate misuse of tax havens?


The enforcement agencies of the world may not be able to eliminate misuse of tax havens because –


Tax havens are supported by powerful Governments.



U.S.A. – Panama – Noriega.



U.K. – Jersey, Guernsey, Bahamas etc.



Switzerland.

Within the country, powerful politicians, bureaucrats & businessmen use & shield tax havens.  T.H.s shield them.  So the mutual help create Chinese walls in front of honest officers. Just consider: who is helping Mauritius against the Indian Government’s attempts at amending the treaty & eliminating Treaty shopping! 


World best professionals are available to help T.H.s; to confuse enforcement agencies.


 
Ultimately, it is a natural human weakness – Greed. It has controlled human minds at all times in history and all places in geography (well, almost ). As long as there are greedy people; and laws which make violations profitable; these T.H.s and similar systems may continue.



If we can eliminate greed, we can eliminate these systems.



While India cannot eliminate any tax haven, if the relevant authorities are alert, their misuse can be minimised. 
4
Mauritius.

4.1

Mauritius is a small island with almost 50% people of Indian origin.  It has a population of around one million. But both India with a population of one billion and Mauritius with a population of one million – have one vote each in several Global institutions.  That may be a reason why India continues the DTA despite strong adverse comments by media and Income-tax department. Or probably, some people have vested interests in continuing the DTA. 
4.2

India had signed a DTA with Mauritius in the year 1984.  That time, Mauritius was an agricultural country – (Sugarcane as its chief product) and some bits of tourism.



In the year 1992 (immediately after the beginning of Indian liberalisation), Mauritius changed itself into a tax haven.



Dr. Man Mohan Singh overruled all objections by tax commissioners & continued the DTA with his famous statement – ‘I am more interested in foreign investment than in income-tax’.

4.3

Under the Indo-Mauritian DTA, when a Mauritian resident earns capital gains in India – India will not tax the gains.



Mauritius being a tax haven, did not tax these gains.  So the investors got totally tax free gains from the Indian share markets. A case of Double Non-tax. 
4.4

After considerable noise from the world – including India & OECD, Mauritius changed its laws.  Now there is a 15% tax on OCBs.  Against this tax, they get credit for “assumed” foreign tax.  So the net tax payable may be 3%. 

4.5
Indo – Mauritian DTA & Capital Market Transactions.
4.5.1

In July / August 1991, Dr. Man Mohan Singh, the then Finance Minister of India had said something to this effect –



“Let us liberalise now.  If any problem develops because of deregulation, we will see to it as & when necessary.”



Harshad Mehta became extremely active after his alleged meeting with the then Prime Minister in November, 1991. By April / May, 1992 – the Securities Scam was exposed and the Government of India was paralysed for almost one year. 
4.5.2

Between 1991 & 1993, the Government of India and RBI liberalised NRI investments in India.  They were also allowed to invest through Overseas Corporate Bodies – OCBs & Trusts.



There was a built-in system inviting manipulation.  Indians having black money simply borrowed the names of a few NRI friends.  They opened OCBs in tax havens in the names of NRIs.  Transferred their black money by Hawala.  Brought in the same black money into India through the OCBs.  And made tax free money on the capital markets. Round Tripping.


Coupled with Indo-Mauritian DTA, they had an open hand in Indian share markets.  Billions of rupees with zero tax gave them a licence to manipulate the share market any – which way they liked.  They did not need Hawala.  They simply made billions of rupees on the stock exchange & officially remitted funds abroad.

4.5.3

RBI and SEBI have permitted hundreds of Foreign Institutional Investors (FIIs) to invest in India.  They are allowed to invest the funds of their ‘account holders’.  These account holders can be from any country.



Any foreigner can lend his name to an Indian resident having black money to use it back in India.



Ketan Parekh used all these instruments and brought about disaster in the Indian Stock Markets – in the year 2001. In a Knee jerk reaction, GOI/RBI banned all investments in the portfolio market through OCBs.  



FIIs still have a free run. It is well known that in the 1997 South East Asian Crisis, a major reason was FIIs.

5
Transfer Pricing (T. P.)


Let us take an illustration to understand the concept.

5.1
Illustration.



A company in U.S.A. - ABC Ltd. manufactures automobile cars (cars.)  It gets rubber products from Malaysia & Steel products from India.  It opens three subsidiaries in Malaysia, India & BVI.  Assume that the tax rates in different countries are as under:



U.S.A. 
50%



Malaysia 
30%



India

34%



BVI

00%
Indian & Malaysian companies will reduce their sale price of steel and rubber products. These subsidiaries will sell the products to another subsidiary in BVI. This BVI company will jack up the price without doing any work; & sell to the U.S. Company. The subsidiaries will make lower profits & U.S. Company will make lower profits.  Pricing of products is done in such a manner that the taxable profits are transferred from taxing countries to a tax haven. The whole purpose of these price variations is to save taxes. 

	Country
	Fair Prices
	After  Transfer Pricing



	
	Profits 
	Tax $
	Profits 


	Tax $

	U.S.A. @ 50%
	1,000,000
	500,000
	400,000
	200,000



	Malaysia @ 30%


	100,000
	30,000
	50,000
	15,000

	India@ 34 %
	200,000
	68,000
	100,000
	34,000


	British Virgin Islands
	000
	000

	750,000
	000

	Total
	1,300,000
	598,000
	1,300,000


	249,000


5.2
Observations.

5.2.1

Group Profits Before Tax - as a whole remain the same.  Share prices will not be affected.

5.2.2

$ 750,000 worth of profit is transferred away from the high tax countries to tax haven.  Country with the lowest tax rate gets maximum inward transfer of profits.

5.2.3

Group, as a whole, reduces tax by $ 349,000. 



Hence Profits After Tax increase.


Shareholders are happy.  Share prices go up.
Please see Annexure 1 - Power Point file for Transfer Pricing Illustrations on page no. 24 to 26.
6.
E-commerce:

6.1
OECD OTTAWA Conference Year 1998:
· Neutrality

· Efficiency

· Certainty & Simplicity 
· Effectiveness & Fairness

· Flexibility

6.2
What is E-Commerce?
· How is it different from Regular Commerce.

· Does it justify different Rules of Taxation?

6.3
E-Commerce:

· PE is nothing but a Threshold

· Develop another Threshold.

· FIIs.

· Zero tax is like a flood gate for frauds & manipulations & Litigation.

· Television Companies – Foot Print.

6.4
Permanent Establishment:
What is the need for the Concept!

· PE – By definition needs – 
(i)
a fixed place of business; or 

(ii)
a dependent agent working in the COS.

· E-Commerce – By its very structure, needs neither.

· Can the concept of PE be applied to E-Commerce!

· What is the alternative!

6.5
Source:

· COS.
COM.
COP.
· Can we equate ‘Source’ with ‘Payment’?
· Can we equate ‘Source’ with ‘Market’?
· Can we say that ‘Source’ is value addition made by
· The assessee who is sought to be taxed!
6.6
Illustrations-

Limitations of Principles:

Permanent Establishment – May not be Applicable to E-Commerce.
Categorisation of income – Purpose.

What is the definition of Source?

6.7
Base Erosion:

· It is claimed that when an Indian resident tax payers pays to a non-resident for deductible expenses; Indian tax base is eroded.
· To Compensate, one must tax the non-resident recipient.
· For income-tax, what is the tax base?
· ‘Net Profit’; or ‘Gross Revenue’?
Please see Chart of a Global Corporation below.

Residence of a Global Corporation:
A Global corporation having own websites & providing services on the web.

Global Corporation.

Chairman, Resident (R) 

of India.

Managing Director, resident of Brazil.




                             2 directors 



     2 directors 

                             from U.S.A.



    from Europe


  



                   1 director 





                   from Japan








     Production.




Where is the Company Truly Resident?

Where should it pay its main tax on the Global Income? 






Sri


 Lanka





Universe











Universe








India





President Marcos & his wife





Bankers & Solicitors





Panama Companies – 1, 2 & 3





Netherlands Antilles Company





Immovable Properties in U.S.A.





Bearer Shares 





Board meetings held by Video conferences. No central place for control and management.





Board of Directors.





Shares quoted at Mumbai – NSE, Chicago, Tokyo and Frankfurt stock exchanges. Share holders from 50 different countries.





Marketing & Distribution. Facilities at 50 different countries; and also through Internet, T.V., radio & cable T.V.





Company registered in BVI. Tax Haven.





Software development & website maintenance facilities; and mirror servers located at :





U.K.





U.S.A.





Japan





India





Malaysia








Rashmin 

