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21 Algl5e AN €U % vlis-co &l 2% UAd ©. % Alglseul wdl,
gl 1.9) 55U Ag2 el (SR AR AR, gt +L.R) A2 el (§R
R ARARMUL 55U Foul +.3) A2 vl (FUSLL) $S5AR ot +L.¥)
HRll oy oldldl sl AYML g Al gon du) wHell ouy
ASRLAL GLIL 1AM st AL % 2L dHlL A2[g52 w0, daill 21
S WA 561% 536 HEHIA oldldiMl dUddl B 58 & § sl gon
UBHARA 2L ool HEMIAHL SOI% S3E WY dal dlssL 48 48 25

ddl UsI-l 9.

(:.2) AL ALSEAL UL vt (.. 202 ([QardarR Geaduit s3I\

©. Ful Ade s B, i s UL dl.AF.0¢.R09F Al BRAUML

-

il slRi2aul Slfledt isu-3 Halll L ed. Ade a5l B, § dHEL

gl ollotd SIY Slfledt isAR_sAdd Aell. e dlsR B, dHel
QU Fostlliell Ul 2l ARAR HI2 sAR 5L US. ALe SR

B, GUASd YRUAC L ollold S sA-2 dHBL URAY %Y 5 8.



28
Judgment Cri.Case No0.730/2014

-

ALSE (USR] B, A% ARUEIHL %d He 8% ellotd SIE [($22] duude 2l

[

A18e Als1L B, dvil-l clRAdUl sIE €€l ARAR W2 erAe YA d-ll
ARAR Yel 28l dl SR sl duid SR SIS AL 2Ud B,
ASE ISR B, L 5L €l ddll-l WA I8 SiseR 5 slRzarl A5

Algl A 2ude Sl AI8E BRURL © 5, dHBL 2% S Ais-¢¥ AU

A5\ S2ui vidanHi Sl oL, 248 32 is wsHILIA il Sl S, 8

$2 ils SR cvld . ALse SRL B 5, 24 sl g€l A%2Aleusy

dudl SURU2AHL dl,23.0¢.209% Al A% U S, JRAIR HI2 EME

A S 2 ¢ [EaA vie-L €] dRS erwie 3A S 2 ARAR clEd

o =

Sl dd, oide A2l AL A1V, AU B $, U [Ea il €] dls
e ¢l ASE (s B 5, 21 sl €l diell WA ARAR W2
A U SIS AL dlvllAl dHY %).%). SLRUH, FHAIRHL
AAE ARAR olold-AL SIS SR dHA ddldd €l $ e A€, Aoy
4L €[l Uil llovut 1AL SIE el dHA 2N AL A18E €1
® 5, dl.ac.0e.209¥ -l A% €€l ARAR w2[gl52 WA dail-l wiiel
Nndd Al ASE AL WU © 5 st Bad usl & dirlul dusd
Alss Ale Al % WAl duRi-L sBL 24 Algl52 dail-l wiell dndd,
Ase (sl B 5, is-co AN dlac.oe.R09y AL Alglse Alawr
LSl % SPLL dHBL 2U%A% Y S B o dui-ll SBL el daedl

[N

YA Hndd A2l A1se ASIL O S, S U(Sd UBAN i AW UL

9

GUR Bsuell sl oA dl YRl dHEl ZRUdE § ddl Sl U oS,

(0) Wellsyeld dRg .58l AgdsHR Rseusy sl
2li5-10% 2l APLE GU dUIRIAL B d ARAWRAML ARUL O §, Al 0% Ui

dll SLALLS YLR.ML S.ALULERU. dS §% oonddl edl d €1l
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SLEUAS ULR2.§.9LR.1.9¢/a¥ .l 5L.56u-3R3, 3, UoY, UoE(R), 133,

w9, We dal Alse Al sed ()l el dwt
Lot 2Alslel dalll S22l AR dreldl durl geuvil df
oilddloll %ALY YA, SR MY ALl dURldl ALBELAL duilel
Wopoidl el LAl Ag dLrslrll RN 2auiellell UL, 2% Yl
Gl dHe i2s AR, SRAML A dH UAAMLL (doid otrllaml
QA cldRL 56% SAML WAL URGUE ALRE dl-sldl S
RN 2425 SAUML BUACAL dAHY dLmsiell S %32 el 569 SR¢L.
QURGUE GIL Gl ARAR A2lgl52 dY duRid SBEL A M.
RN (dg YRl Y1dl €ld 2L Slenl wfelle AL 2ude sl
FRUdd §. ASE wRUdA B 5 dull RN Al 2o B U3

oL AUE] AUALBAAL 2UNVAL dSAR %l SA.

(R0.2) AL ALSEAL UL vl (.. 202 [QardaR Geadui §20
6. BHL d.s. 008l s B 5, AR 9.2 .clR2d, BHAR

AL2L ol Slelldl.R. dsnAl [ReRML 2Ud B, Ase AISE © 5, 21 S
2% Add is-U9 AWl dlag.oc.20% Al sRUE WHR AL oll
SllAl dl2AAUE. AHAASHR 201l . e wsk & 3,
sRAElA dlis-us al sRauenl, "sllas slR2aMl df AL i
el dy ARAR HR A€l AR 2.9 SlRAAUL ARARML dF 21dd
2 AT HIRL ARAR AN HRL A €18 §SAR YA LU @led HIRL
ARAR A V" ddl Gav 8. A8 AR © 5, dvlal duell dw
g2l SRUELL slelds A3 edlvlld ol ARAR AlEA €l ddl SIE
£2cld YAdl Hodd «ell. et dlsi & 5, s sRuEl

%).29).SlRUH, ASHAAR Vil ARAR HI2 €A SE, U 2 ARAR
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Al €l ddl SIS €Ul BULIR SAUL % €A ell. A1dE a5 ©

5, sRAED d-l 2is-uo dwoll sRAEUL,"E dl.a3.0¢.2098 L A% AL
GlRS AU %).%9).SLRAA LSl ALSNAL L dl.93.0¢.209% Ll A% dil
wede SlRUeadml AL LRl 6lR dUl 92l eld 2Ad ¢dl ddl

$S\sd cuildd )",

(R0.2) Ayl ASE G.d.Ml s & 5, d2ld 21 A dwn
£320ll §RALEL AR HARAGUE AR ol 21U SIE 5 Al €Y
del S yRldl Had -2l st dlsi © 5, sRudal Widi-l sRuenl
s oUvl ollddl d eloel-dl . Gau st gl Ak Als B 3,
sRAEIL Blis-ue ol sRaeHi 20U ABLLAGUE HAGULES CUARL

[

Al HEQARUE SUREAGUE VIURLAL AL culdd, A2l ALse s & 8,

6

AHBL dMAl duRd el BURMIRALAL isAL. U, el oL YIS
sAdd, A2l ASE 7S O 5, dvlal duedl dwrt el eudleus
ugdd llded dlta A2ll. w188 sk B 5, vl s Y UAd, A-ls
AL VAL otrtierdl UL AUdlAeUE U2e Al MESIal €l ddl siE
Geavt ell. e s ® 5, sRwEll ddl sRutenl uueusA
weyw ol dud Wl GuR gHdl sl ddl eslsd duidd gl wdk
IS ® 5, ALde URQUAMY ALHBIEUE Al drl AldeBil BR
vid WEde SlRl2HL ARAR Wid dF Al sdl ¥ SRR A
Wid SR ed 2l A%ACUTAL oA slelld el 53 ARAR
UL FHA AL SLRL Ul AR EldA URAR HL2 A JAVIEL dell ¢Slsd
avide gl use dlsid B 5, siseR g iR el ellRed

o LY

AR A2 2L UL 2. S5l (AL udd) ©.
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(k) sAAUEU dRE AE HZASHR  Hiedeld  AldslA

2(5-109 &\ APIE GU dAURAAML BUAA D ASE ARUA B §, Al Ao
2023 ¢l sAs2? SALAL SIogell WMl sAls dRsAl §% oomd ©.

Rl ALH. SIEAL AR HAAL €1%R AU D L ARE S 2NSRAARE L

A e

cladl sAL HgdAl St dull A8 dldd B, % AP S

-

8 s,

@’

dl.R€.0¢. 0% ¢5H L. SIAW/SLAL3U/RC3E/R0%% Al ARAd WA
AN U Al 5eH-39(1) SN MNERARL ¥ dl.R€.0C.R09% -l
sals A2 &l dl.R¥.06.209% Al SALS ¥ (oA laAl A€d) Yl 2els
%Al %), 2l SLAAALHEL GIRL GLER ULSAML UAA % HUA 35S L drll
VRl ASE A AdE B, % WIL ASE UL HIHAAER 2| 31.%). %151
AEL B dal GUASH FRUAA FASAHML VEls AL 1.2l Al Il
Sl B2l durdl dlell $50 S Sl €l durl AL ol §
NS, lis-10¢ Ul ASEAL YAAL AU % UAA . dHY sle-l
oAl SIH MR SR 2ESIRL 2l 2. 2402 2USHLRUL dl.9%.0¢.209F L
A% SlAlAS §¢ ULR2.9LR.1.9¢/200% AL SIH S.l.slsHl se-3, 323
(PR dar @dlalse Al s 3U(V)HFOAL A6l dlaR.AR.R0W -l

SELS 90 2l 99 AR L g2 e YA,

(20.2) AL ALSEAL UL vt (Ao 2021 ([@QardaR GeaduRt 530

B, FUL ASE WRURL B 5, dil AR 023 8l sAs2R 5AN AHR

¢ N

vild SIERL WLIML §39% olod ©. AL (SR B 5, U S Y UAA,

-]

2iS5-10¢ AL S LA S1E SIIAEIHL dHBL % elRL clee, A2l

A AL

212a, d 2191 dHA SIS HLSld) 2.

(:?) MM €SS i AU My URASLLUAAL it YRuddl
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Alglaeyds oA SJAML Add 6. ¢l GuAL 5l eslsd e

AvAML 2Ud dl sRuULe uatdl Adl 4 5A B 5, AURNL HRACUE
FASIUL AL SI2 SAU WAL €dl d oltedld-Al wWR Avlld R4
AsAY U SRSUEAR Hsull AL ¢AuR aRrEL s3A sRAEL GUR gHdl

AL A

S5CL 9.

(22.2) 4L Aol sRALE el YAl AeARL SAML 20 dl
pis-u9 Al sRutenl o idl g 8 5, RNl HARpeUSHL Ul
sRUE sdct & “d 2R AW 5L 5A Wl vl @ A€ldR Al ol
WRL Aivllel” % eslsd atis-ug &l sRAEL Uidldl AdwAHL 2uw
AU DA B 5, “URAEY @St olldl 2uol (Rl Wl Wlst, il
ol ALS1) el eist ollell AUl Al ABLAL, YL 5 WL Wl @l
AL HR{lotd AR UL eSlsd Aeelul 2R ual GeaduiRiHl idl
SSISd GlSR Seldd © §, “¥l dld WL B §, UL Sl UL AR
sldqdl % R W S ollogl USR-AL 5 S ell.” drll BULUR A
RN ual edld 8 5, sRAEL % sl (28] wudl 28U B, d AR 53

Sl ).

(RQ.1.2) % ¢SIScrl Al BUEL SRUELAL CUES ALSE LRRUAMLELSL
S-gU AL YRLll €8IS LUl AUAML 2D dl dHRL ARAURML g
AR QU B 5, “wll BeSL ARURCUTHL 2UAS Rl $2AAAL ARl
dlidd sdl, dHl ¢ dal HIRL GUE ALY IR-22 dl it B3 AYUS
USLAL WP S SlA, UL Ad 6les HalsHiEl Al |, dlirl HRUWLES
s, L ¢l el % it L. Al 13(R) Hwordl AL AUeA [Rsndl

L SR, L UL Sl sl 2 AAL. Ui ARUREUSHL HIALS\AL 252
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2L 55230 % HalSL vild BUAE LA Bl €AWl USSR YA, % 5

Yd AL HIS 2L HEUSL SAL” UL $SISd-AL bis «3U RN val
Aldedl GradwAHL HL vled YA © 5, “vl did Wil © 5, WKl
ARAUIRAMUL FRUAA €SISd VUL BESL ARUEUSVL UAS R $2ARAL A
it dlid sdl, dul ¢ dul HIRL eUES A%LALCUEY AR-2R €l 2L HI3
AYSA Usld WPl S €U, UL A2e 6lrs WASHIYL dirt 4, di
eRULY S L @ld el @ el AL Udl 23(R) Yol whil Alfex
Fsadl 20l SLauR.2lul silatél sal 2REl. Ful RUeUSHL
HIASIHL dls2 2l §523L % HalSL Wild BUdE Sl %l S:A%)L
SR UAAL, % SU U VAL W2 L BUSL SIAL” HIRL WAl 3013
(Reetil dvide 2.’ URoUE ASE VARIL Sl FRURL © 5, AWl

el WLl 3613 (Rdei €f eSlsd duildell d sle du- wte -8l

(R2.2) UL vat-ll SIA Ll vl BLs] U GURA U O §,
el Wil 3613 (Rde-i cvudl AL €l d wslsdrdl Aldl 12l . §?
el Yrial sl gl yrol ¢ Wl 3013 Ruadl 6
AL SlU ddl ¢5lsd Aedl Ade/(ASAH 12 Ae YRudl 2l o5 5
€L, d Aeel 2L doiss ABER Aw2Ud w1852 Tushar Haribhai
Gondalia Versus State Of Gujarat, 2014 (0) AIJEL-HC
232467, Special Criminal Application No. 2623 Of
2014, 01.12.2014 - Ysleti WA 53 Rigid Ll Adl 2udeus
QU B, BHL ALARAL SLESLE &AL B 5,

17. 1 am of the view that a witness is entitled to add to
the answer called for by the question put to him at the
time when such witness is sought to be contradicted by
his police statement in order to make it complete. Such
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an answer is also evidence and must be considered

along with the other evidence in the case. The witness

is not necessarily bound to confine his/her eventual
statement at the trial to the statement already made by
him/her, either under Section 161 of the Code or under
Section 164 of the Code. A witness is free to add or
substract from such previous statement, whatever may

be the criticism that such addition or deletion may
attract. Such addition or deletion may, for example, be

characterized as an attempt to introduce an
improvement. It may also have an impact on his
credibility as a witness, or may even affect the
authenticity of the testimony. However, that does not

mean that if such witness on his own offers any

explanation as regards the contradiction, he should

not be permitted and that part of his explanation

should not be accepted in his oral evidence. It is for

the trial court to exercise its discretion so far as

accepting such explanation and at least such

explanation should be noted down in the evidence.

The evidentiary value of such explanation can always

be gauged while appreciating the entire evidence at

the final stage.

(2.3) GURASd AU Rigidd e wulld sl Gu-l s+l
$SISd U vl U dl sRAEIRAL ldi-dl sRaieni suvl eloesl:
cuiiel AL Sl i ARAWRAL L UL S 4 el SA-AL €slsd wal
ol sRAEUL AUl AL €l U SRAUELAL cUE 5 2L d SA-UL UaISR
€l YA €A d2ll ARAURML 2ud] €Slsd [AdNdaR FRUAdL Sld dl d
eslsdidl synel AsiRl €8 esid 4sl, sRUNVL AU Rudl &

ddl duol ALssAURL ellddiil 2uddl A€l d Aqeel 2R el sRuLel
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ALdeAl Graduiel Aol $SISdl iR Seldl A8l ddl % 2Ad sRaULEl-AL

UEVL % SAAL €SS UAURML R © d €Slsd WisL Uldld Mt
RUAAMHL 2UAE] Al dae, Y1 2R ugt il 8e B, U2 Ul SIE
S5 2AA Sl § olesHl LRl sRAULELL 5 du-L U d1k-eR L A€l § d
et Lol °AA A8l d Hddol-l SIS eSlsd UM Y8l eleR

seldl A2ll.

(3) RN uetll s dsAR Adl L B 5, iAlsyel duel
i A3eL Ul sRUEAL GUE i duel Ul Als3 sl ALe H5AMY
GU2 Ul % S AHeA U B, d Rl el §3 2L B, AR
SRUEAL 25 % URARAL 1 APl 9URldl AkE O AR d-ll
[QuAp-lladl 82l and 9. d el 21 doiss Baban Shankar
Daphal v. State of Maharashtra, SUPREME COURT OF
INDIA, 2025 (0) AIJEL-SC 74609, Criminal Appeal
No.1675 of 2015 ; Decided on:- 22-01-2025 -l YSleri
w2 (Ud 2Ad Rigid Luld udl 2L dolss %32 ©.

28. In criminal cases, the credibility of witnesses,
particularly those who are close relatives of the victim,

is often scrutinized. However, being a relative does not

automatically render a witness "interested" or biased.
The term "interested" refers to witnesses who have a

personal stake in the outcome, such as a desire for
revenge or to falsely implicate the accused due to
enmity or personal gain. A "related" witness, on the

other hand, is someone who may be naturally present

at the scene of the crime, and their testimony should

not be dismissed simply because of their relationship
to the victim. Courts must assess the reliability,
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consistency, and coherence of their statements rather

than labelling them as untrustworthy.

29. The distinction between "interested" and "related"
witnesses has been clarified in Dalip Singh v. State of
Punjab, 1954 SCR 145. where this Court emphasized
that a close relative is usually the last person to falsely
implicate an innocent person. Therefore, in evaluating
the evidence of a related witness, the court should
focus on the consistency and credibility of their

testimony. This approach ensures that the evidence is

not discarded merely due to familial ties, but is instead

assessed based on its inherent reliability and
consistency with other evidence in the case. This

position has been reiterated by this Court in:

i. Md. Rojali Ali and Ors v. The State of Assam Ministry
of Home Affairs through secretary, (2019) 19 SCC567.

ii. Ganapathi v. State of T.N., (2018) 5 SCC 549.

iii. Jayabalan v. Union Territory of Pondicherry, (2010)
1 SCC 199.

(:3.2) BuRlsd Wl Rigid Aeelii A2 s 536 YRl 2l
UL AuIdL A L SEL dAURAAML 2UdEL ALSE YRUdeIs sRUEAL
GUES Sl & ASE HERARUS dHA Ul sHARL iy, 2l2d 5 s % WRdR-L
5 Al A, U dull dHBLAL YRIAME Heediel AL FRUA B,
Quil, ALde Y5ACUSL Gl UL UL 6LelR Selde eslsd Ll
AWAML 24U dl olelldedl BRAUML d2ll sRAE dUul ddl eus
HR0UACUSHL el Rl $eARML s Sl wdl, golrdl 2ndl AR

Al UL ALs2 S3I WL Sl dall HUAML il S5 dl. U oL SIS

ASE %L Al AUSAML ALY, AL S ddl AHA drll HeUdui ol >l dd
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Wil 25t A€l AR udl [SRAML A AsteM] WA 2dd Rigid

HoyoL WRISYAAL ALSELAL YRAAA AL Wil SLE S1REL ).

() 2112l (el wslsd sl 2Ud, dl 2URIML vat-dl 2is edld

Al W B 5, WRAlsYLAAAL ASELAL YRAAME (RiPLddL el B, sRute
©5l5drl 2LoeAs A AU A8, el WAlseLAAL 534 YRAR Ul 8.
L ecle (AL st 2Ud dl AS] 3L UH GURAA WA B 5, 2is-u9
Al sRAE ©slsd AL AGELA YRl LSl ([ARueun Geill
Al @l dl €f d-tell WdlsyelAl s gsynel sl 2Rl esu? %
SSISdrAl AUl VUL dolss AMER ARAA s1g512 Babu Lal S/o
Rampratap, R/o Ranisar Bas, Bikaner & Anr Versus
The State of Rajasthan, HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT JODHPUR, S.B.
Criminal Appeal No. 547/1996, Pronounced on
13/01/2026 -l sil MM s Rigid Ll 0wl ud dl dul
AHER AU SF5E KA S 3,

6.4. ... ... Merely because due to natural lapse of

memory, certain minor discrepancies cropped in their
cross-examination about the exact number of blows
given by each of the appellants to their victims and
their respective sequence does not falsify the
prosecution story.

6.5. No motive, whatsoever, has been attributed to the
prosecution witnesses for falsely implicating the
appellants or for shielding the real perpetrators of the
crime. In the absence of any material suggesting
animus, enmity, or ulterior interest on the part of these
witnesses, their testimony cannot be discarded on the
basis of mere conjecture. The defence has failed to
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demonstrate any plausible reason why the prosecution

witnesses would depose falsely and subject the
appellants to criminal liability while allowing the actual
offenders to go scot-free.

(:¥.9) % &slsdidl e ddl U s WRIsYA dUREL ALSEL
UG Uit dd aupuEl sRAULEL AeNoUs AuHRIeUs Ydl ddl ALSE
USRASHR BSIRUE el sRAE sRautenl wrua Yol siell
gol UGSl Sl AR YRudl 2 B, dull, udl gl Wslsd
GIRAAL yRAcel UL A HAL . il A€l esdi AkE
AReeUSL Geaduit Ul v RN Yl idl ¢Slsd oleR Add © 5
ol lRIu, AHA L ™AL AR HARYVCUE 1R el AR AL
L8 (ARidLddl 25S BUR wRUY Ul €l dl dritell 2R (Ml
AL S AU AGL Ayl L delss AHER YMmsié BHOLE &
ORS. versus THE STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH,
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA, CRIMINAL APPEAL
NOS.889-890 OF 2012 WITH CRIMINAL APPEAL
NO.656 OF 2023, 16 August, 2023 [2023 LiveLaw (SC)
669] - sl URANA s Rigid Ul Al dudeus FRUA 8.
dMl 2y 831 ® 3, In a case involving 149 of the IPC one cannot
expect a witness to speak with graphic detail about the
specific overt act that can be attributed to each of the accused.

2, L Ystedtl wAMd Rigidd Lud ol el e Gurdl 5+l

€SlSel el AviAME U dl AUSELAL YRAAML AL, [RPLd AL G gda

ot Y

Sl ddl (SR sRULE watll A4 54 (Rels oi-ll &l Al dd 243

-

12 UL Wird, ©.
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(W) GURLSd AAUL olte, SLAel (A3 gl WSl S s, Qi

2l UYL Sl dl U SUR d-l SUEL (A3 gl Hsul 56l st o AeeiHl
2L dots5 AMER ABMsIE MAHENDRA & ANR. VERSUS THE
STATE OF M.P.,, SUPREME COURT OF INDIA,
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). 30 OF 2022, JANUARY 05,
2022. [2022 LIVELAW (SC) 22] - ystemi wallid s:d Rigid
el A0idl %33 FRUL D, dHl &AL S 3,

It may be noticed that the essential ingredients of
Section 149 are that the offence must have been
committed by any member of an unlawful assembly,
and Section 141 makes it clear that it is only where five
or more persons constituted an assembly that an
unlawful assembly is born, provided, of course, the
other requirements of the said section as to the
common object of the persons composing that assembly
are satisfied. To say in other words, it is an essential
condition of an unlawful assembly that its membership
must be five or more.

(RU.1) GuRAsd wAUMd Rigid el sld-Al (SRl ami
A dl ais-u9 -l sRuteni 2 wudd © 5, HARMeUS FUSIAL,
dMAl UL $IeUE [AeUE dl A(AAeUs Aol dul d-dl e ol
ARAL WIRRAL lUdEl. Role sRALIDL is-ug @l AdURAML
JURUBL AMBL FRUAAL S&L B 5, HARveUd, «leud, wlideus,
ALAGLE il USAGUE AULEL BUAAL. UL ARLAGMLE [ASLel AL &Rl
slatell sRAEL dua udasl iouidl sldi-dl $slsd GaaduliAMl skl

siecdl ®, ddl % 3Ad LReldeusHl A2 sReAl dsle 2Rl

HEAMISAL AUl utidedl sleull d d 2lodl sl ¢slsd vl
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LR ugt G UMl 2uBUEL YRR 53U asd 8. avll, sRuEl ay

HRHIL clRUAAR AUSE HSACLES YRl Ale BUR AR FRUd © 5,
URHEUS i oflol AR QU UL €dl, d eslsdd W L 2R uel
GeadUI US| SIE vis sAdd A2l. Qull, sRAEAL U URLidees-H
Bl URHHL 2L Aleleus ¢l slael slavidl sldid FRudd 8, ud
sRAEL 2L ARG UsAL] oAl % edl ddl €Slsd Seldl s
A2l dell % 3d RUAMLSAL SlRedld HeleUSHL o AL SAAA] dell
€5lsd WRL 2upuEl GeRl uddl e, bl 8 5, Wiilsyel-l 54 %
AdlL B35, ol-lld AMA sRALEL LAl % el i Al GUR gHAl AL
el edl, Bl AeLoll eslsd sRAEIA sRute wordl o Awie Gua-l
ARAUWIRAML BBl LUl B, AR 2 SIY USEL § 2L /N BUR
ol ULl UMY Vi UL SR Al Sl ddl ol $SISdA AME
AL AL €1 dl dell Aet RN Holl 25 sl sRAEL 2 A18e
U eleUEHL YRleel ol $SIsdrl AMEAL HOL B, drl A5IRL st dM 8l
UG AAL 53 dH sRAEL i RRLACUESHL UL HARAGLE W18
A2 oiAdlAl olletd il d (€L LAl dqdi SLaR.2lul su
Aledl €ldl-l slsd otek Gl udl § @R RN HARPHeUSHL Uiz
AeAL Hull stael [A3gAl Hsull, sRUEL AL WR HRALAL UL BE2L

UIR ULSALAL GURL3Y RAAE ldl Hirtdl SREL RE S,

() GURASA AUL GUE VUL AGALSS AL GE 2L (S BULES2)
Sl Sl d AU UALAS B, drll M2 UHER YBHSIE VASANT @

GIRISH AKBARASAB SANAVALE & ANR. VERSUS THE
STATE OF KARNATAKA, SUPREME COURT OF INDIA,



41
Judgment Cri.Case No0.730/2014
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.593 OF 2022, 11th February, 2025 -l

bl

YSIEML &AL B d Rigid LU Avidl BRI RUA 8. dHl s/ © 5,

42. On the other hand, the position under Section 149,
IPC, is very different. The charge framed under Section
149, IPC, disregards the intention of the individual
members of the assembly altogether, and concentrates
merely on the common object of the assembly as a

whole. The result of this position is that there may be
in_which rson migh il f an offen

under Section 149, IPC though he himself had no
intention to commit it or was even unaware of its
commission.

43. There may even be cases where a person might be

found guilty of an offence under Section 149 though it
was committed quite contrary to his own intention.

Supposing for instance, an unlawful assembly is formed
with the object of wiping out all members of a
particular community residing in a mohalla. While this
assembly is busy in its unlawful activities, some of its
members might come across a member of the other
community and might in prosecution of the common
object proceed to murder him.

44. But a particular individual, say X, who is a member
of this very unlawful assembly might discover that Y
was his old friend. X might not want that this old friend
of his should be killed, and in spite of his wishes, and
contrary to his intention, Y might be murdered.

45. If it so happens, then X who was a member of the
unlawful assembly, might be held to be guilty of an
offence committed by another member of the said
assembly, even though the offence itself was committed
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quite contrary to his desires and even in opposition to

his own intention provided it is shown that X continued
to remain a member of the assembly at the time of the
offence and the offence itself was directly or indirectly
within the purview of the common object of the
assembly.

46. The reason is that the criminal liability under

Section 149, IPC is determined not by the intention of
the various individual members constituting it but by

the common object of the assembly as a whole. The

result is that when a charge against a person is framed
for an offence under Section 149, IPC, read with a
relative section, and the person is convicted of the
offence under the relative section alone, he might
legitimately complain that his own mental state having
never been put into issue under the charge at all, he
was taken by surprise in the matter and thereby misled
and prejudiced.

47. For the purpose of the above discussion I am
presuming that a charge framed under Section 149, IPC
is the wusual charge under which the individual
authorship of the offence is not defined or specified,
and the offence is alleged in the charge to be the act of
an undefined member of the assembly. The position
under Section 34 is different. The connection here
between the offender and the offence is far closer and
deeper.

(R€.2) GuRlsd WRUUd Rigid ueelMi ¢l Gur-l Al sslsd
R A UL dl 2PRUG AU S3A A sRAUEL 2 YLideUSHL

RN HARPHAUEY ALY 1222 oladliedl olletd 2 d (BRuL 2Ll

Adi SLAUR.ZLHL 5% AAdL Sldldl €Slsd sk Gzl 2udl § R
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UL HAYULGUEHAL Ui AeAL Holl SIUEL (A3 gl Hsoll, sRuEl ALden

HIR HRALAL AL BERL WIR WLSALL GUREY ARG @l Wil §1R1L
K B, 2, HARPACLYS i sRALEN isollon udeusl shovidl sd,
L (B8R i LAl "l olotd SLaUR. LU MRS e, laidl
olletd, AURNBURL Slael [A3gAl Hsol AL A GELL WIR ULselll
GLRL3Y, ULl ULEY 24 ALSSIAL HLSL el ¢(BURL treL s34 sl

BUR ¢HAL 53 Gl-lldl i WAL €l dd Hirldl SIR1LRQ B,

(9) ¢d, SWUEL (A3 gl HSUAL ARAAL A BE2L SAUR
WR U3, A QU SAL ARAAL S26l AWeFEAAN ALl ol d
3L AAL 52dl vUALAS G-l & B, drll HI2 UHER YOMsI2 SITARAM
KUCHHBEDIA VERSUS VIMAL RANA AND OTHERS,
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA, 2026 (0) AIJEL-SC 76641,
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). 1837-38 OF 2011, FEBRUARY 23,

2026 AL ASIEMi URARA 5L 2Udd, Rigid U ovidl 2Udeds FRUAL .

i s © 35,
67. The object of the provision is to ensure that criminal
liability cannot be evaded on the plea that specific role of
the particular accused could not be discerned from the
evidence. Conduct of each person forming the unlawful

assembly, coupled with participation in prosecution of
the common object, is sufficient to fasten vicarious
liability on every member of the assembly for the
offence committed by any member of that assembly. In

such circumstances, it is immaterial as to which
accused delivered the fatal injury, once the offence is
shown to have been committed in furtherance of the

common object of the unlawful assembly. For this
purpose, reference may be made to the decision of this

Court in Nitya Nand v. State of U.P., (2024) 9 SCC 314
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wherein the scope and ambit of Section 149 IPC was
elaborated in the following terms:-

43. This brings us to the pivotal section which is Section
149 IPC. Section 149 IPC says that every member of an
unlawful assembly shall be guilty of the offence
committed in prosecution of the common object.
Section 149 IPC is quite categorical. It says that if an

offence is committed by any member of an unlawful
assembly in prosecution of the common object of
that assembly, or such as the members of that
assembly knew to be likely to be committed in
prosecution of that object, every person who, at the
time of committing of that offence, is a member of
the said assembly; is guilty of that offence. Thus, if it

is a case of murder under Section 302 IPC, each
member of the unlawful assembly would be guilty of
committing the offence under Section 302IPC.

44. In Krishnappa v. State of Karnataka, (2012) 11
SCC 237 : (2013) 1 SCC (Cri) 621], this Court while
examining Section 149IPC held as follows: (SCC p. 243,

paras 20-21)

20. It is now well-settled law that the provisions
of Section 149IPC will be attracted whenever any
offence committed by any member of an
unlawful assembly in prosecution of the
common object of that assembly, or when the
members of that assembly knew that offence is
likely to be committed in prosecution of that
object, so that every person, who, at the time of
committing of that offence is a member, will be
also vicariously held liable and guilty of that
offence. Section 149 IPC creates a constructive

or vicarious liability of the members of the
unlawful assembly for the unlawful acts

committed pursuant to the common object by
any other member of that assembly. This

principle ropes in every member of the
assembly to be guilty of an offence where that
offence is committed by any member of that
assembly in prosecution of common object of
that assembly, or such members or assembly
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knew that offence is likely to be committed in
prosecution of that object.

21. The factum of causing injury or not causing
injury would not be relevant, where the accused
is sought to be roped in with the aid of Section
149 IPC. The relevant question to be examined
by the court is whether the accused was a
member of an unlawful assembly and not
whether he actually took active part in the crime
or not.

45. Thus, this Court in Krishnappa case [Krishnappa v.
State of Karnataka, (2012) 11 SCC 237 : (2013) 1 SCC
(Cri) 621] held that Section 149IPC creates a
constructive or vicarious liability of the members of the
unlawful assembly for the unlawful acts committed
pursuant to the common object by any other member
of that assembly. By application of this principle,

every member of an unlawful assembly is roped in

member of that assembly in prosecution of the

common object of that assembly. The factum of
causing injury or not causing injury would not be

relevant when an accused is roped in with the aid of
Section 149 IPC. The question which is relevant and
which is required to be answered by the court is
whether the accused was a member of an unlawful
assembly and not whether he actually took part in the
crime or not.

46. As a matter of fact, this Court in Vinubhai

Ranchhodbhai Patel v. Rajivbhai Dudabhai Patel
Vinubhai __Ranchh hai __Patel v. _Rajivbhai

Dudabhai Patel, (2018) 7 SCC 743 : (2018) 3 SCC (Cri)
340] has reiterated the position that Section 149IPC
does not create a separate offence but only declares
vicarious liability of all members of the unlawful

assembly for acts done in common object. This Court
has held: (SCC pp. 752-53 & 756, paras 20, 22 & 34)

20. In cases where a large number of accused
constituting an unlawful assembly are alleged to
have attacked and killed one or more persons, it
is not necessary that each of the accused should
inflict fatal injuries or any injury at all.
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Invocation of Section 149 is essential in such
cases for punishing the members of such
unlawful assemblies on the ground of vicarious
liability even though they are not accused of
having inflicted fatal injuries in appropriate
cases if the evidence on record justifies. The
mere presence of an accused in such an
unlawful assembly is sufficient to render him
vicariously liabl nder ion 149IPC for

causing the death of the victim of the attack
provided that the accused are told that they
have to face a charge rendering them vicariously
liable under Section 149IPC for the offence
punishable under Section 302IPC. Failure to
appropriately invoke and apply Section 149
enables large number of offenders to get away
with the crime.

Kk

22. When a large number of people gather
together (assemble) and commit an offence, it is
possible that only some of the members of the
assembly commit the crucial act which renders
the transaction an offence and the remaining
members do not take part in that crucial act - for
example in a case of murder, the infliction of the
fatal injury. It is in those situations, the
legislature thought it fit as a matter of legislative
policy to press into service the concept of
vicarious liability for the crime. [Ramu Gope v.
State of Bihar, 1968 SCC OnLine SC 74, para 5 :
AIR 1969 SC 689, p. 692, para 5:5. When a
concerted attack is made on the victim by a large
number of persons it is often difficult to
determine the actual part played by each
offender. But on that account for an offence
committed by a member of the unlawful
assembly in the prosecution of the common
object or for an offence which was known to be
likely to be committed in prosecution of the
common object, persons proved to be members
cannot escape the consequences arising from the
doing of that act which amounts to an offence.]
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Section 149IPC is one such provision. It is a
provision conceived in the larger public interest
to maintain the tranquillity of the society and
prevent wrongdoers (who actively collaborate or
assist the commission of offences) claiming
impunity on the ground that their activity as
members of the unlawful assembly is limited.

kkk

34. F Icting liabili 1 } f
an unlawful assembly under Section 149, it is
not necessary that every member of the
unlawful assembly should commit the offence
in prosecution of the common object of the
assembly. Mere knowledge of the likelihood
of commission of such an offence by the

members of the assembly is sufficient. For
example, if five or more members carrying AK

47 rifles collectively attack a victim and cause
his death by gunshot injuries, the fact that one
or two of the members of the assembly did not
in fact fire their weapons does not mean that
they did not have the knowledge of the fact that
the offence of murder is likely to be committed.

[Emphasis supplied]
(R9.9) Gulsd WA Rigid Aeohi ¢l Gu-l Su-l «slsd
LA AL U dl L U B gHAL 53 gon wsiusal Hua eyfist
AR HARAGUEY S B, U3 VL eslsd UBL 8S GUR WANA © 5,
UL €R\eUE, VU AL, APIACUE i USAGLES I il UGN
AAAL L d Auld HAYUCUSHL sl WY 48 sRAEL BUR Al
Sl AURAGPL Bl WSl YAl WHAL, % HeldUlAl $Slsd HSlsd

lalsuell YRl AU HAA B, AR aeilds © 5, UL sael [G3gAl

USUUAL €35 UG ARLAL Sell § AL M2 S[EARL UL dlal B 244 G oL



48
Judgment Cri.Case No0.730/2014
2 8. AR U (SRUML M HuA eYfIsL HARPAUE-AL sl WA

UL cdl UL dHH 2R 1AL alg5RluA dAldelldld] AlssAURL Bgd ©.

() GURLS AL Glle ¢ VL ¢5lsd 358 GUR WA = 21Ae
8 5, VL SMAL UL SIUEL (A3 gl HSUUAL AU €dl, L dd-ll
AL GE2L WIR ULSALAL GUPBY % dll AluiSL YIS 2L ALSLSLAL HLSL
ol ¢(AURL A8 oi-lld, -N FG §RAEL GUR Al sUl edl. ¢d €l
RN uatdl s dSAR Al vRL el © 5§, VA ALE SlRRUTA AR
YAl 8, UAUHAL eSlsdl A 2l Aol, QUR % A AR
WRaR 4d Adl. ¥ eslsd Aeolii 8 BGUR GuAsH WRudld s
sAML 2 dl YA ASE [SAAGUE UL 2iS-€9 -l ARAURAML eirllel
il RULAL YAAHLIA AU U B, %L § dMAl GduRAML ALSLS
[QRlaneu 2 B, U AL S dUR SR A(ASRL AUSE NgUSHIR
RAsALE dALselluldl is-10% Al ARE GU AURAAL B, ddl ARAURAMI
AR HRUA 8 5, dllal ol dLoll UL UAABL SRAML 2Udd sldl-l
€slsd R Rud ©. aoll, V-l el A Y] A€l sraml
U lalll eslsd UL UEL YHl d UL A5 SLEl . AL AL

LisHd AY ddl SIS €SIsd RN ueL AldeAl GeaduAML clelR didl

e A2,

(Re) el (oM wslsd Ml A dl dHRML usl

Krishnegowda & Ors vs. State of Karnataka -l ystenl

-

WA 2qd Rgiddl 28R Al © 2 edld s3A & 5, Wdlsa

AcflsAHi ([ARleneuAn vuddl Sl dell AeL 2R HOdL g, A

AN

Ystel AN 2 Rigid Wi dAdl dldl. dul 82 ® 5,
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20. Generally in the criminal cases, discrepancies in

the evidence of witness is bound to happen because
there would be considerable gap between the date of
incident and the time of deposing evidence before the
Court, but if these contradictions create such serious
doubt in the mind of the Court about the truthfulness
of the witnesses and it appears to the Court that there
is clear improvement, then it is not safe to rely on
such evidence.

(R.2) Gulsd WAL Rigid Aol 35S Gu-l ¢slsdl LA
v U dl 2459 -l sRuULe yoroL R § 5, ol-lld dl.13.0¢. 2008
AL A% Al i d % (B §RAEA ARAR W2 AL el el Sdl.
Ul AL UAH  SlAAS AW edlulld AR SAAC],  RURGALE
%).99.elR2A BHAPR vild ARAR sAAGL sRUELAL Yl 2idl
eSlsd ok Al 85, ARele sRAERL Wgde siRizanl dlse
ARAR ALl Bl WARLAL UYL SRUELRL ARAURAML % 242 LU

-

85, dual AR Aldle, slRUEML af dAEL, 2l AR AL
A8 1 lddl SlA ULl A Adi Wgde SRUEML dElL. %-L
{SeUL BURAML Ul ldl HA A WL B 5, N 1AL [Ea A3
slR2d oly Sldl Al %l §, WAUR S AUlsdd iUt Fdl HI2l
ARAR ALl €l ol eUUds ® §, Ui Ass HIlse AU &
of, el drll GLRLZY dAL AL VAL WA SLRUAMUL 1AL €1 244, AL
ARAUR Al €l dl d-itell S WHARA SIS Sl YAl % A edl dd

~ 2

LA 53 AU AL L dotss Hlse R SLAg s22ARUE 2l

)

is-¢R dl Ul B, dall AU YRudl AN B 5, dl.a¥.06.09F L A%

A UGMUSA dHAL GUES LRRLUACUS du-dl iR dgd uddl. 1
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USlse 2GRl Bl USlsd S-SR 54 LS dlis-¢y &l %Y

A O, d YL dAwLL ddmi »ud dl DOA (Date of Admission)
dl.9%.0¢.20%% -l 55 02:00AM eelidd . % dHM €slsdidl GuRlsd
YsteMl WRANd Rigid 2gecldl aari 2ud dl clREaul ARAR
leltel 24 ene dRluisdl dsAR el B, udd sRUEA SIES o wA) o
AL, 5 2RMARL 20l SIE o welALdl A2l dell €slsd HawoLd YRldl
2% S UM el YRAR S s el AR AL UsleMl WAl
2l Rigiddl det 2Rl watd Haarel Al sldid 2034l sielcds

UL WA B,

(30) U (A9 sl il U, dl PR (A3 dual olldl
Geswll 53| oetell Wl ALl gHsl qrRAAL URL s 218 B, d
el 2L doiss Pravinbhai Becherbhai Vankar Versus State Of

Gujarat, 2006(0) AIJEL-HC 217263, GUJARAT HIGH COURT -

YSLEML AHER 212U lefsI2 UM 536 Rigidel HirRie el vl
Udd SUUL SE YRdled LRI GUR HAlis Al ud dl 2UG
AL 53 dH RN HRpeus dual ollddl d €lssd sRuigl
ARAURHL 2L0€w: BRUACL B. U His-U9 -l sRutenl % Addlear disl
e AR ARLel dd SEL-L 2 B, o Aealil Bami 2ud dL Al wam
dl A8 ® S, WA AESRIL UL SIE IdleaR s dlell ). dul,
Ul US| 20U olLe dll WSl AR SRALELAL S wa-uul GUR usl

Sl ddl €5lsd WRL WRdlsyel S GuR WRAd 53| s -8l

(32) 2l (A9l ©SIsd FAML 24U dl oleled Aol AUHAL 4L

2N AUR il MNSAR] HAHL Slal Bl BURNMIADL ol UM
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Alvisdl WAL BAR dAS GUAPL 53| WAS/AAMIAL GOl S © ddl

AN B, o Aol AL s WRALSYLLL dRS ASE HSASHR HieoUE
ALEASIA 2i5-109 Al dUIRAA V. d2ll SEASs2R SAJAHL Lol ML §%
ool © i duell APIE GURAL YRAAL 320l AL ¢[AuRoH, wnSAY
2is-10¢ Ul 28S BUR Y AL . L WAL otrlld ARV, AHA 1
RN AHAUL A ¢ ddl €slsd 2Rl uat Ade-dl Baaduiell olsR
seldl e5e +2ll. 2L 2His-10¢ AL AAML U dl d ANSAR] AHAR
WAL dL.R€.0C. 209 Al SALS A ALl dl.3¥.0¢.20%% L SldS
Al AL AHl e, sladl SAA ol dlaz.oe.0%% Al B, AR
ceU(AsuRl WAl SIRRL W B §, oAl dIRlul, AMA A ™A Bl
ANSRARL AHAUL . UG UAL SA dH RN HARPACUS SIUEL
(3. gl Hsull 10 Alis-l Wy el 53U d-l el&a1R dls GualaL s3L
a-tell sRUE o usiudd sldidl ¢slsd YRar =Adl 8. AR

BRI AL S[AARGLIENAL 2ASARUAL YRL 6L 53 slall-ll sSlsd

RURYBL Uil SRELRAE B,

(32) M ©5lSd 2 AP, WS BUR GUASH dHIM YRLdl-l
SAELAL WREPML A ILRLEM, BUR S UAL i Al LU v,
UL SLUEL (3 gl Hsull 2, €35 UM dril AU(5U Wro1R o),
AUl GERL UIR ULSAL HI2 (AR 21REL 53 ol ulsx eyfiist el 53,
SRUEL i ASEL BUR 2elR ¢l 52U, sRUEL Mtz w18l dal
el HBR2sllAl SAURGCENAL 2MEAMIAL 6L 53 UL AL s
elaitll JRAlsy et Wil 5t 2Ustell R A YaR 53 ASH V. AR L

S GURAA YEL 1.9, 3 Al Ao ¢SRHL dl HEL .2 Al ol vield:
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CSIRHL SAAAML U B il HEL LY URed ARUAL [t Al yosoL gsu

SAHLAAML 2419, .

e

1. (5le WRllR sisdl sam-23¢() Hogol 2RI tRdlL £s
ARl sem-wog(R) - uRiuniall (el s2udll ©isl Hsaldl
L2l ¢sH AL 204 D,

2. (5lde Wl sisl seu-2%¢(R) Hayol R MRdlL £
Aledidl sanax3, 139, e, 323, 3, Wo¥ dUL A%AUL
Wil Bisedl SAM-A3W(R) HAOIAL AL dslRald suddM
21d S,

3. AL UHLRL 2L AL,

ESH U dL¥Hl, HIE-gAld, A-R0g Al A% viedl

el ML A€ S3, diRll, AHouUd] e SUL.

AL - %¥.0¢.203¢
¢
WY, - SLALLS (BLAASHIR AASLd onil)
%% SLS - %)% 0Ag0%
L fleiluc WYP2 §32 SEIRA, SLALLS
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A%AL UHLRL iDL ALGLSAL,
(33) L S RIS dRy A2 dlsllal eclld 532 © 5,

AURMIAL (A3 gl oAl eistell W WA sRule ual WraR sd 9.
BURNMIRAIDL SLAEL (A3geAl 2sull 20 drll A o1l clvisHl gy dRBL
s3L d-ll (AR dRAS Gualal s2A sRAEA Hsleual welASUAL slsd
YRR AL B, AR sndle]l def UL A SAML U dl SRUELL S
2E Al Vi AHIY GUR URL HLSL AR US. RN dofl2amd 252
€lES, SIUEMl eelldel et A% LAl elRyds edld 53 S.

(3%) 2L S BURMIAL dR§ (Q.a. 22 edld S O §, 2024l
YRARAL BSHEL SHIAR SAML B, dlld BAHL %dl Rl Udsl dl
URaRA el WAL WRPL ol i B, RN 51 dLldd Slaein
tRlddl gl 5 dallel SLE LML AUHER SI2 SLE AN sl UL ddl I
54 ol 2l. ¥ M ¢SISclAl el A dBll O AL AN
sUlAdL eURyds edld 53U ©.

(3w) A eslsdl 2l GURASE YU AHAURL LML
Al 2udd 8. IR AL (R AL AR 2 8. -l ¢slsd
UL AL U dl SEAELAL SR AR Glulls A sLael (A3 gl Hsul
2 drll AU o4l AL WU S8R dR1S tReL 520 ansml sl
GUR Ml S Heleudl WAL ldldl ALl AR UAdlL . L s
dseflR oltotd B, dl sl df eusi du el Al dielRdi i
Avidl ARMPBIA ndl A2 sl Wt WL 5 A sl 2L
e AL AR WAL O, % i SISl LML 0L AL
(&l A2 yayor U1 51 sHAAML Ud D

=12 UL 5N -
1. 2URMAL AL (1) HARYUELE GBS ollRuReue dRes BAUSIL,
(R) RIS dRyeUE FASAL (3) AU[AGUS €U
FAUSAUL, (¥) ALY HAZHLES GLARL ddl (W) HS2AMUS
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AURHUAMLE WU UL €35 (5HI4A WAl%R s1sl seM-2%¢(R)

2 QURAL €S Aledldl SEAM-U33 AU QAL sEH-BE
Wapoll Ol Aolel og (8) HRiAl WEl Sedl A% dal uds
RN 3L.200/- (15 3(MAL 2s AL YA) Avl €5l $5H SAMI
UL 8. L SIE ARNL €54l 54 RWE 5 A4Sl dl [E-u L ay
ALEL Se-l A% S 2412l §5H SAML 2Ud B,

2. 2RNMBL AR (1) HRHeUs GF dllRueue dRaele BuSIL,
(R) @AY dRyeUS FASAL (3) AUAAGUS €YU
FASIAUL, (¥) UALIAMLY UADMLY GUARL dl (W) WAL
ARUAMLE WIURL UL €35 (Sl WRAlewR sisl sem-23¢(R)
2 GLRAAL £S5 A(Sdlil SEM-UE9 WA WAAL SAN-VBC
Waoldl Al Aolol 02 (61) L wel Sedl UM duL uds
RN 3L000/- (205 WAL s €AR YRU) Aul £l ¢5U
SAML U V. %L SIE BURAUL €5l sU MUY 52 Sl dl og
() Hitll agy A1El Se-l A% scAL 2412l $5H SAML U 8.

3. ARMIRAL AW (1) MRS B3 2llRuReud dRes BAUSIL,
(R) RS dRHAUS BASAL, (3) A[AAUS $I)UES
FASIUL, (¥) ABLACUES HAGUY CGUARL dl (W) HSAGUES
ARUAGLE WIURL UL €35 (Sl WRILR sLsl seM-28¢(R)
29 RAIL €5 Aledidl ser-323 Yol UL Aeiel o
(2s) arAl A€l Se-l A2 2l uRs AURMIA 3L uoo/- (215
300AL Wit AL YY) Aul ES-L $5H SAML U B. L SIE 2R
€5l 25U GRUWE 52 A€l dl 03 (ARL) HRA-L agy el Se-ll A
sRall-ll U8l ¢5H sAML U 8.

4. 2R0{AL A (1) HAREUE GF 2lRereud diRaeud AL
(R) RWAY dREIY FASIAL (3) vlAdeuy syeuy
FASUL, (¥) ALY HADMUY GUARL ddl (W) HSAGUES
ARUAMLE WIURL UL €35 (Sl WRAleR sisl sem-28¢(R)
2l ouRdle €5 AlSdLdl sAN-3W YpoLAL ALl UGG 03
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(aey) ani-l AEL Serl A% dal Uls RNl 3L.R000/- (315

3L 6L o2 YRL) AVl £l $5H SAML U B, L SIE RN
€5l 25U GRUY 52 A€l dl oe () Wl ay A€l Sell Aom
sRall-ll U8l ¢S5H sAML 20 B,

5. 2URMRAL AW (1) MRS G5 2llRuReue dRes BAUSIL,
(R) RS dRyHeUS FASAL, (3) dAdeUS U
FASIAUL, (¥) ABLAGUES HAGUY CUARL dl (W) HSAGUES
ARUALE WIMRL UL €354 (Sl WA Sis-l ser-%¢(R)
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6. AURMRAL A (1) HRELE B3 2llRueud dReus BAUSLL,
(R) RS dRyHUS FAUSAL (3) w[AAUS  $I)AUES
FASUL, (¥) ALY HAUY GUARL ddl (W) HSAGUES
ARUAMLE WIURL UL €35 (Sl WRAlewR sisl sem-28¢(R)
2 IRAA WAl Viserdl sE-13W(Q) Wwol-l (Slaust
AL AURMHL dsARalt sl €25 RN 03 (L) -l
AEL el A il 3LUoo/- (205 ML Wi AL YRA) Al €S
SAML UL B, %L VURAML €51l 25U ARUEY 53 AT dl 2021
ay 10 (e) (eau-ll 2w€l el A elliaal el ¢su sAMI
2 9.
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