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a person must have drawn a cheque on an account
maintained by him in a bank for payment of a certain
amount of money to another person from out of that

account;
the cheque should have been issued for the discharge, in

whole or in part, of any debt or other liability;
that cheque has been presented to the bank within a

period of six months from the date on which it is drawn or

within the period of its validity whichever is earlier;
that cheque is returned by the bank unpaid, either because

of the amount of money standing to the credit of the
account is insufficient to honour the cheque or that it

exceeds the amount arranged to be paid from that account
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by an agreement made with the bank;
V the payee or the holder in due course of the chequemakes

a demand for the payment of the said amount of money by
giving a notice in writing, to the drawer of the cheque,
within 15 days (now 30 days) of the receipt of information
by him from the bank regarding the return of the cheque as
unpaid;

VI the drawer of such cheque fails to make payment of the
said amount of money to the payee or the holder in due
course of the cheque within 15 days of the receipt ofthe
said notice. Being cumulative, it is only when all the
aforementioned ingredients are satisfied that the person
who had drawn the cheque can be deemed to have

committed an offence under Section 138 of the Act.”
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23 We having noticed the ratio laid down by this Court in
above cases on Sections 118(a) and 139, we now
summarise the principles enumerated by this Court in

following manner:-

(i) Once the execution of cheque is admitted Section 139
of the Act mandates a presumption that the cheque was

for the discharge of any debt or other liability.

(i) The presumption under Section 139 is a rebuttable
presumption and the onus is on the accused to raise the
probable defence. The standard of proof for rebutting the

presumption is that of preponderance of probabilities.
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(iii) To rebut the presumption, it is open for the accused to
rely on evidence led by him or accused can also rely on
the materials submitted by the complainant in order to
raise a probable defence. Inference of preponderance of
probabilities can be drawn not only from the materials
brought on record by the parties but also by reference to

the circumstances upon which they rely.

(iv) That it is not necessary for the accused to come in the
witness box in support of his defence, Section 139
imposed an evidentiary burden and not a persuasive

burden,

(v) Itis not necessary for the accused to come in the

witness box to support his defence.
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In a prosecution under Sec. 138 of N.l. Act, the court shall
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presume certain facts against accused upon proof of issuance
of cheque by the accused to the complainant in view of Section
118 and Section 139 of N.I. Act. However such presumptions
are not conclusive in nature but they are rebuttable and it is for
the accused to rebut such presumption. The standard of proof
for rebutting the presumption is that of preponderance of
probabilities. To rebut the presumption, it is open for the
accused to rely on evidence led by him or the accused can also
rely on the materials submitted by the complainant in order to
raise a probable defence. Inference of preponderance of
probabilities can be drawn not only from the materials brought
on record by the parties but also by reference to the
circumstances upon which they rely. The said presumption can
also be rebutted by the accused from the admission made by
the complainant in his cross examination which creates doubt
on the prosecution story. It is also well settled that it is not
necessary for theaccused to step in the witness box in support
of his defence in all cases. It is also well settled that section139
imposed an evidentiary burden and not a persuasive burden.
So it can legitimately be said that whether presumption stood
rebutted or not would depend upon the facts and
circumstances of each case. Furthermore it is also well settled
that if the accused is not able to rebut the said presumption
raised against him, he can be convicted only on the basis of
such presumption. And if the accused is able to rebut the
presumption, then the onus is again shifted to the complainant

to prove his case beyond all reasonable doubt.
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118 Presumptions as to negotiable instruments. —
Until the contrary is proved, the following presumptions

shall be made:—
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of consideration —that every negotiable instrument
was made or drawn for consideration, and that
every such instrument, when it has been accepted,
indorsed, negotiated or transferred, was accepted,
indorsed, negotiated or transferred for
consideration;

as to date —that every negotiable instrument
bearing a date was made or drawn on such date;
as to time of acceptance —that every accepted bill
of exchange was accepted within a reasonable
time after its date and before its maturity;

as to time of transfer —that every transfer of a
negotiable instrument was made before its
maturity;

as to order of indorsements —that the
indorsements appearing upon a negotiable
instrument were made in the order in which they
appear thereon;

as to stamps —that a lost promissory note, bill of
exchange or cheque was duly stamped,;

that holder is a holder in due course —that the
holder of a negotiable instrument is a holder in due

course.

Provided that, where the instrument has been

obtained from its lawful owner, or from any person in

lawful custody thereof, by means of an offence or fraud,

or has been obtained from the maker or acceptor thereof

by means of an offence or fraud, or for unlawful
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consideration, the burden of proving that the holder is a

holder in due course lies upon him.

139. Presumption in favour of holder.—

It shall be presumed, unless the contrary is proved,
that the holder of a cheque received the cheque of the
nature referred to in section 138 for the discharge, in

whole or in part, of any debt or other liability.

(2v) agHi 241 SIA sAI SU AA2NHI Ao Iallof visal 1 dd s3]
ASIY Al Al AofHlalle) ViSal SAUI HIZ YRIdIall Gl Slail
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(B) Negotiable Instruments Act (26 of 1881), S.139, S.138 -
DISHONOUR OF CHEQUE - Dishonour of cheque -

Presumption that cheque was drawn for discharge of liability of

drawer - Is presumption of law - Ought to be raised by Court in
every case — Rebuttal evidence - Nature - Mere plausible
explanation is not sufficient - Proof of explanation is necessary.
Evidence Act (1 of 1872), S.114, S.101, S.102, S.103, S.104.

Section 139 provides that "it shall be presumed, unless the
contrary is proved, that the holder of a cheque received the
cheque, of the nature referred to in Section 138 for the

discharge, in whole or in part, of any debt or other liability." The
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effect of these presumptions is to place the evidential burden
on the accused of proving that the cheque was not received by
the complainant towards the discharge of any liability. Because
both Sections 138 and 139 require that the Court "shall
presume"” the liability of the drawer of the cheques for the
amounts for which the cheques are drawn, as noted in it is
obligatory on the Court to raise this presumption in every case
where the factual basis for the raising of the presumption had
been established. It introduced an exception to the general rule
as to the burden of proof in criminal cases and shifts the onus
on to the accused. Such a presumption is a presumption of law,
as distinguished from a presumption of fact which describes
provisions bywhich the Court "may presume" a certain state of

affairs. Presumptions are rules of evidence and do not conflict
with the presumption of innocence, because by the latter all
that is meant is that the prosecution is obliged to prove the
case against the accused beyond reasonable doubt. The
obligation on the prosecution may be discharged with the help
of presumptions of law or fact unless the accused adduces
evidence showing the reasonable possibility of the non

existence of the presumed fact. (Paras 20, 21)

The distinction between the two kinds of presumption lay
not only in the mandate to the Court, but also in the nature of
the evidence required to rebut the two. In the case of
discretionary presumption the presumption if drawn may be
rebutted by an explanation which 'might reasonably be true and
which is consistent with the innocence" of the accused. On the

other hand in the case of a mandatory presumption "the burden
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resting on the accused person in such a case would not be as
light as it is where a presumption is raised under Section 114 of
the Evidence Act and cannot be held to be discharged merely
by reason of the fact that the explanation offered by the
accused is reasonable and probable. It must further be shown
that the explanation is a true one. The words ‘unless the
contrary is proved' which occur in this provision make it clear
that the presumption has to be rebutted by proof and not by a
bare explanation which is merely plausible. A fact is said to be
proved when its existence is directly established or when upon
the material before it the Court finds its existence to be so
probable that a reasonable man would act on the supposition
that it exist. Unless therefore, the explanation is supported by
proof, the presumption created by the provision cannot be said
to be rebutted. (Para 23)
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AHIUdIHi 219d] 2Hal d o1l 1Rl 6i%] 213 A &ldial] AHYaisAl
WRAA] 2% SE 8. AHY A1 SIA Uldloll HIfis YRidlall A iSRS
€219 YRAUIA 2% SAUIH] AHIAd 8. FHI A1 FIIJIE] gRI A
As, AdaAAHl, AHARIUlad HisdIdd odlA di «ldld Hisildl]
Holl 2cdflu, 2RIla oiidl Holl 211 2i3o] UIReo] laidIgol 25
soAlgfHoeofl oiSH Y SAUIHI AHIAd 8. AH1H, I SIA AAYIE] ERI
Uldloll Ais— ol AHeaidi &l adNAJoid gorgHoe Aseol]
sAH—awuU( 1) Yol Uldioll Y1dl 2% s3] Uldiell A2 syl
eslsd WRAUR S 8. AlH, Al SIA eldal sAUEl grI €
AaNflAcid gorgdoe Ase 1< ofl SHH—13¢ YCloll ollail
GURISA UUT SAIHI A1 AHIULRIS dcd] YAIR $d1 AHI3 Uldlaf]
AHId YRudl 2% 53 €ldd 8. dHy Al £R1 %Y SAIHI A19d YRId|
HXG Al SIHoll ARIUla SIRUEAR0N Edlof] GRUIY SUI HI2 AU
As Wd sl oledol oilélA 2410 &1l 9dl Al gIRI ASol] 285H |
Sidoll 3AIElS AU of &ldio] WRAUAR YIRS B, JHIH, FRUR Al
s1A sAA1€la AN SIRIEAwWI £dloll GHRUIS HIZ AU VS URd
S3c] Aol d As Wd sUT Glie dilal olldlA SAUIHT AHI1Ad Hal 24|

alllA o]l 21—3d 8ldl 9dl [Eoi—au Hi A1l ASloll 254 AINA o
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gldie], 211 s1dall AR gRI €l aoNRRloid gorgdoe Ase 1
ol SHH—-3¢ HYGlall olic] AojHlol YU AS AH B. RUR A
SIA &Icall ol Clofdl HI2 AH1UAUS dcd] A1 S1A STRUIE] gIR1 Uldlal|
WAdloll HedH &l YRAUR S 8. 1A, A1 SIA &ldall STUIE] gRI
Uldloll Yud1€] &iciol] Iyoil Glaidl eldlall 851Sd YuIR 53 8.

(15) suEl gRI evid AT 1dd sARBIE, Al dell Al
AQRglseAot 2ol 21N WRiIUAlol dHIH olSAl Al SIHall
ARIla s1xeld] s3] e (1Al SEH—209 MHoUd A IUUIH]
AH1Ad 8. Aal SARJIE Uiall AHA 651SA] 2al €2 Q%] A1 1Rl
%1l 21 sidall AR 531, siveld] s133d] Al (ciuH saH—u
AHodd wRIlg [61dEat ofieidii 1A 8. AR &ldofl SIRUEISIY
S2I91ef &1l AdIHi 2419 dl d ol Yot B.

Al sIA GWIsd sRIEISRI KdIdIg sl Adidi 2419 d)
FAR AHoA 2IRAA SAHHI AR AR AXIRZe AH &I1%R AR
S duflal &19R SJAIHI 1A AR ARIUla du{lofl Aidall 241 Uo]]
[Qardlofl %121 sdiofl il dHi dflal 41 ol SOd AV
HIJ & Yl dl Al Al el Uldlell SIS oiRUIY S
HIJ 8 5 547 d Yxoldl ANl 8. AiH, GWRISd SIRIEISI
SoIdle el AdIdi 241A dl d YwIcd A clPIAi 9gyRd] 8,
ULHCI2I A1 SIHoll ARl d=dlofl A18 2412 WU IYailofl (darclal]
dlal %10l 531 A=Al IYoll SGE 51 HIA 8 5 5H? A Afisid ARl

Yyodio 8 8. AR oflyl ikl edladdidi 241d dl d 413U

ot IHi Uldlell GiRUIY Y Sl HIA & § SH? IH, YAR GUSd
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SIRUEISIY A1AUIS YO A1 SIHall ARIUIAl IYoll So4d S41 Hid & d
YodIHi A19dl dA1 gRI Al allall JosSR UM AH1dd 8,
cI? AIR 2014 SC 2528, INDIAN BANK ASSOCIATION AND
OTHER VS UNION OF INDIA AND OTHER ol YsIEIHi SI¥EN]
s1331d] A& ciuH6l SAH-UA 240U ailofl FoSIR SAUIHI AIUd|
ARl g 2% & 2 dal &lial Adl, oflH.AUH SIE gRI Y
&AYUIHI AHIAd 8 5, %] AR JYallall osIR 83, dl Al sARUIE
U2l sl Ysdidi A19d A1AuHi s &sISdl AR GiAUIY S|
HIA A GiUIY Y182 ST US ol d ARIUIell ¥IcieR] 28 & § A4l
sAIE U2l asell YsUiHi A1Ad 1A Uall Aeifdd oiuIg % S3
AS. W Vi1 S1A 35S &ial AdIHi 19 dl A1 SIHAHI &ldall AR
ERI SIS oAU 2% S3d ol]. AHY SIE gRI AIUUIHI AIAd dS]
ERlol ULl Uldlell oiAUIY SAlg] Wie s3d olefl d eslsd %
A dgHlolld §2 & 5 Al s1A sFéIeU asell YsdiAHi 2419d
AHIAUHT AHRIV] U SI u1%96l] o1 o1,

¥ VoA Ial Gldall SAHall 412N 1ol AdIHI 41d dl V4l SIA &ICoall
AR 518 AH21 GURYd 8Bd! Aal d [E4A d=ilal &lciall 2413 [Ud
otiefl (Al d=dlal wIUdIH HIdd B, AR Al SIA &Idoll
ARIUI gIRI ol S6jd AUd oi&f] 24l 241 SIA A2 Uldlall oiAUIY
SAI Hidldl Bldlg) ¥IBR S 8. AR | SIA IAIE] gRI ¥ As
AUYIHI AH1Ad 8 A JS SIRAEAWII EdIol] HRUIYS ST I3 A

dl S\ FUIGIEIZ] AEI SUI 413 AIUUIH] 241Ad of &dl A dHIIH

eslsdl AR sdlofl wdicerR] AARIlall 2R 28 8. dHY oI,
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AMAHSIE giRI gldal dl. eciid [Q. Gllgal1y Qo] A.AlELAIR.

2009 AA.2A.3¢EVY ol YsIEloll UAIMNA RFesiidl ol Adl :
“In other words, proved the facts required to form the

basis of a presumption of law exists, no discretion is left

with the court but to drawn the statutory conclusion,

but this does not preclude the person against whom the

presumption is drawn from rebutting it and proving the

{u

contrary. A fact is said to be proven when, after

considering the matters before it, the court either

believes it to exist, or considers its existence so

probable that a prudent man_ ought, under the

circumstances of the particular case, to act upon the

supposition that it exists”. Therefore, the rebuttal does

not have to be conclusively established but such

evidence must be adduced before the court in support

of the defence that the court must either believe the

defence to exist or consider its existence to be

reasonability being that of the 'prudent man”

(2¢) 21 sIxeiR] sRIRA] AlEfc1unofl sdH—U Yol 2|
siAd AR gRI Uldlall ciRAIY $AI HIddI &ldlg] %18 SAIHI
A1dd &ldl alg, Al SIA FRAIE] €RI ¥ Asall AR def &ldd]
SIUIE EIVIA SUIHT AHIAd & d AS A EIR1 SIS SIRUEAelI €I UL
AIUdIHi A19d of &dl § SARUIE] URI SIFEY of &g A dHIH &5ISd]
YRAR sd10fl ¥dIceR] 2RIl =R 28 8. Ug 11 S1A A=l &R
Uldlall oiRAI9 841 HI2 sl siRidigl saiAi 241dd o], Ay
all.s1€ gRI Yol 2al Rl ds AudiHi A1dd &ldl ©di

BdedurRt s3d olefl. dHy dAl AHIAMA dotiHi GRUIY HIS &INR
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2891g] ULl UAE S ol®fl. AR A &S1Sc gHIol S3] ASI S 5 I
s1A dxflofl WA 1AM dYotiall SIA HIA GSIG FosR sUT Ridl
ofl) S1E AU GiuId HI2 SIS Y14 alg] Bl

(2e) 213, Gwisd €] adNlAcid gorgHozdll Asedll saH—a3¢
HIZ A19YS dcd] YRAUR $AUIHI STRUIE] 4501 ¥l 814 RUR SIYENR]
sIRIZ ] (e o0l SHH—UA AoU A1 SIA &Idatl AHRIUI £1RI ¥
JJofl S04 SUIHI A1Ad of &1 HY¥GHof [G1dEat AHULIHI A1 &.
Al gRI 1 (oidEatdi GIGall 2ol HI2 Uldlioll GiRUIY ST HidAdl
eldlo] ¥RIYYIHT AHIAd 8. AIH, WRAR AR gRRI dlel] AHiHall
AHIAUd Yot lHi Uldloll GiRAIY SAI HidldI &1 d Y191 2% sdlall 5
Avigsdioll Yidial ussiRUl Hidldl &ldiefl ¥dicielR] 241R1Ulof] ¢iof]
28 8. 21 513 AR €21 %] Uldlall oiRAI9 %182 SAI Hidldl &1
s APidaiHg] ¥ &slsdl ¥18 sAUIHI AHIAd &Y dal duRidl
Hioldl gl dl d oisid sl 2R¥ AN 2l dfladl Yrudl
HIZ olldiddidi AH1dd olefl. AR A1 SIA &lcoll HIBEa YIdlo]]
ARl SIg 2HIUR/USAl & S 5H? ddal dl 1 Aigsdld]
eslsdlal GdeduiRd Hi2 oididdl Hi3l & § SH d Hi2oll Aaue
gllal Adl d of|J Yol 8.

el aoNMAcid ForgNoe ANsedll seH:— 13U(R)

(2) The court may, if it thinks fit, and shall,

on the application of the prosecution or the

accused, summons and examine any person

giving evidence on the affidavit as to the facts

contained therein.
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(20) 2114, GWisd R4 &ldal sAuIEll sAH—AwU(R)
Aod ¥l A1 SIRUIE] gRI ¥ Y] Aol Al 2% SAUIHT 241
8. dof] &slsdl 20U BaadulRiall HIguH] USSIRUI Hidldl &1d dl
A1 Aldigatidlell Gae duiRl sl HI2 2R 2] A5 8. Ug

Al_SIA_oiAIgugial Rl Aol il ds gl 9di AR

Aal A#RIVIoll [A.d. A A4 1Ra1d R UISIR $4I £9di SIS 61%2 28d of

g1 ] AHRIVlall Bdeduldall 655 Gt SUIHI AH1Ad 8. AHIH, Al

sIA &ldall ARIUIA sARUIElall Yidlal ofloussiRl 84l €ldd 8.
AIH, dloll BAedUlRl sl Hi2 Alofl Ul SI¢f iAId of &ldIg]
[A3e8i0] AojHlol UL AS AH B. AR A1 SIA &lciall AR gIRI
sielR] s (6ol sAH-UA 409 Uldlall GiUIY 1Y,
A dl €l dNMAoid  gogdoe Aseddl sdH-a3€E
o Uld [A3esiof] SIS 65ISA 38S W dlddig) UAE S ofel.
AR dladNelRoid gorgoe Ase 1¢ A ofl sdH—a3¢ o] Forue

dlal Adl d ol Yo 8.

139. Presumption in favour of holder.—

It shall be presumed, unless the contrary is proved, that the

holder of a cheque received the cheque of the nature referred

to in section 138 for the discharge, in whole or in part, of any

debt or other liability.

AlH GUWASd SIRIEISIA Adrdigal edlal ddidi A1
d &slsd AeRicHs d igdiel salall 8 & § % [A3edofl sIef
eslsd YdR sAIHi of 1A dl €l adNRMAoid gogioe AAsed]

SAH—AU3¢ HodA AHIUUIH]I AA1dd JS d SIRIEHWI £l US ALY
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dl deil SIE @191 Y| dl SIS FUIGER] AEI SUI HIZ AU IH]
AHAd 8. AR Al sIA siweRl sRRldl sad—ua dgr €l
AaNflAcid gogdoe Aseol saH-a3c A1Y dUI Adl Al
SIA AR AR gRI Yall SGA of Avidl 21 SIA AAIA Uldlal]
A SAI HidAdI 8ldio] Y18 SAIHI AHIAA & Aol SHH—A3E
AHodd FYIE] U2t dse] YRAUR sAUIHI AH1Ad &slsdldi [A3eio]]
sig eslsd YAR sdlofl ¥dicieR] 2ARIlall 2M1R 251 &1J IR 241
13 &idioll AR gRI Uldioll oiAIUHI SIS YIA] 2% S of &ld1el]
a2l €l daNMAoid gogioe As2ell sAH—A3E Yo Uldlall
GiAUIY SAIHI HEAR [ovsA ofluSHI Bldio] HI3 Hiol] 8.

(R9) 11H, AR GWIsd sdHl Yxol AR gRrI SIg [A3eo]
8sIsdl YRAUR sl HI2 819 Wdl ol dHy si¥eiR] siRIEId
B (iAol saH—U Y¥ol Uldioll ofuId %Y 53d oiell 5 €]
aaNMNJcid  gogdoe Aseofl sAH-3C YA SRUIEULall
WRIY1Hi SIE [A3e8iof] 6515l 2% §dI HI2 Udcol SAIHIT 2A19d ofel]
AR €l aNeRlod gogioe As2dl sdH-13¢ &ld Adl
d of > Hxoi 8.

138. Dishonour of cheque for insufficiency,
etc. of fund in the account,

Where any cheque drawn by a person
on an account maintainedby him with a banker
for payment of any amount of money to another
person from out of that account for the
discharge, in whole or in part, of any debt or
other liability, is returned bythe bank unpaid,
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either because of the amount of money standing
to the credit of that account is insufficient to
honour the cheque or that it exceeds the amount
arranged to be paid from the account by an
agreement made with that bank, such person
shall be deemed to have committed an offence
and shall without prejudice to any other provision
of this Act, be punished with imprisonment for
2[a term which may extend to two year] or with
fine which may extend to twice the amount of the
cheque, or with both:

AIH GWIsd SRIEISRI A1 ol ddidi 1A dl |
2191¢f 3ot “such person shall be deemed to have
committed an offence” yxcidfl ¥12dief sUIHI 1A B.
RUIR A1 SIA %] Sl @UfSdoll AS AYRAI CiSINGll SRRIAR Ud
SAIHI 2A419d gl S
ols w18 viideroll Anydlofl 2802 8RR 284 Sa1 YR Hal]
Bl Aal d SRRIA WRd SUIHI A1Ad 81 AR AHIEUICHS
Ad d @lsd gri €l aanMRod gorgioe sl saH—-3¢
H¥GHall JJofl S &ldig] Hlofl AUIHI A1UR).

(R) ¥R A1 813 &ldall AHARIU] §2NUIElS 41 SIHoll AS SIRAER
€41 U2 ANd aldl A1 SIS GiéId sAIHi AH1Ad oell, AR €]
AN2MRAcid gorgHoe ANs2oll SHH—A1U< Y0l A EIRI &Idal] AS
SIRIEARWI| €4l U2 AIUE &ldIgf VAol of Sl HI2 SIg UATLd

sRREI Y 3 ASd o], dHwy €l adNMAcid gogAoe As2d]
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SAH—13C Yo ULl §31A1€lotl Yua1€ll sief [A3eciof] 6515 YuR
SUI A13 ol AHEIdd AH 81%R 8dl o®fl. dHY SI¥ER]
SR (B (ciuH0ll sEHH—U 2409 A &Idall atioll SIA AA]
Uldloll ofAU19 $d1 Hidldl &ldigf %18 S31, Uldlail SIf GiRUIY 2%
A a2l @Rl NRMAod  dogioe  Ased
SEH—A3< AU AAIA &ldail ol $3d of &ldligf Hiofl ASIY dA

oiefl. R GWRISA YElai.q ofl [oiefu Rl [QReaHi &SR

AN dHY d 240U 2| SIHoll dSAT] As AR gRI SIUEAHRA|
gdl AHYUl Ao YUIGER] CRUIS Sl HIZ AU ol d AS
"UWRAI GISINT ol SRRIRR WA RAl Ual d Ged
dxllal s14ER0] aildlRt eIl 21dd &ldl ©dl [o1EiR]d A4 HAUTEIH]
dl gRI Asdll 254 3NAIEla ote] Ysdl A1l 240l Yol 53¢ Eldlg]
YRAR &g &, ol ddi Uldlell oI 9 SAIHI [ovga oflasdl
gld, ARUla €l aoNMNAcid gogNoe Wsed] sEH—-A3<all
Aot AGG  dsARUIel sAUUIHT AT & ddl oURIST UIcR
2HRIla A%l uHIRl alloid
AIHNYI BUR 54 Hdaddl gAuidii 2419 8.

dl.oS/09/202S

Jl%sl2. wysleflad AAlee §.5.(3Yoll ) ,RI%s1e
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SARUIE] a8 [A.9.20 glRI ARIUlal Y2y3] o dniof]l 241
ol Asoll cH Ll 8H0ll 4R YsUdl Hiol] /R S 8.
qgiHi Ad] 941d 53d 8 3,

Al SIA AYRAYR UISR Sl ©9di AR 5 Aol
[@.9.20 g19R @d @l § Udioll oAU 243 SIg IAUE
$ Id 52 ol®f] AR ¥Id AR8&I%R elal Aloll UHILI
23] ddlal AiNdiofl dsoll GUI2l 53d o1€fl ol d ds ¥d]
S 8 dg Hlsid ol SREI W O,

qgHi eldall sIA Ysiel ¥1eR sl guid AR
AREIR 8. d AYNHI Heldd U o [Aseu W@ 8.
AEIAA A%1 H3Nall YSIEl 18R sl Yd AR [A3e8s uss
qize okl s as & AUl ARIUlofl AR&INNHI A1 2i3a]
Ysiel Aciald] AR [A3ea) RN of1913]s R211 2i(BdIof]
SAH—TUL(R) 209 ussdle ¥I3] 3] S, &ldall (S
ARAURAA goAdisl siRIUIB]l €3ylal AWGI%R 18] 2l
Aelddal iR aiRls el 2AlBdled] saH—suc(R) 2
Aol GUAUR UAE SAUI WRA 8. Al AIGid olIHER IYRId
GlUSIcall RRE IBIAIA Alddl [A3ea 222 2§ AR
Aol oflyRdl, %.AA.AR.—029(3), UX0i.23U3 ol
YsielHiweddRiegidl  aldol  sluleuiol Sl
gslsdl A1 ol def odlall AN (adHi HEI ol. 2

HI2 AHIVF] §SH of|IA H¥ot sAUIHI 2419 8.
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—:: v g8H -

Al siHoll AR HPIBAT AS SR
o  olAoAA.2R0l  sAH—29¢(R) dodd €]
aoNeRloid  gogdoe As2oll SEHH-3¢ ol oGl
dsARdlal Aol ESH SAUIHI 2419 8,

A1 s1Hall ARIUlal © HiAoll AIE] Seofl A1 HIAAUd 0l §SH
SAUIHI 2419 8.

iR aiodls el 2AlBdldll sad-3cu(3) yyot €l
AaNMNJcid gogioe Asedll saH—13¢ ol Al Aardle
el Adl Asoll WH 3.2, 30 ,200/— (215 3.6 du A1
&%1R Y1) SAIElG A1 SIHoll ARIYIA 241 gsHEl [Eo1—30
Hi Ysd] 2A1udiall gsH sAIHI A1 8. ) AR dadRql]
28H [Eol—30HI YsUdIHi [ovsn Ry dl RIVlal ggy As
HIdofl HIE] Seol] A1 AlaIudliol] gsH SAUIHT 41D 8. 2]
AHEIAA Al SIA (Aol [AREL Aalloie 5. ol fl¥iAlall
YSIEI W AHIER AVl da1cRofl 280 YsAdIHi [oivgn %1
dal HIE] Seafl %1 a0l §SH S O.

ARl 24911B s1¢f % ¥1a{lol vid &1 dl 2418] SoAd SA o]
6SH SUIHI 41D 8,

AHRIYlal iR ol1o3]s 2Rel 2A(ediof]
SHH—TUL AHodY A% HIAYd] HIZ USSUIR €2y Sl

ESH SUIHI A41d 8.
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5.  ARMRA 5A 21ud Jlddi A4 €13Alol SIAUI SIHall SE
dds ¥ sl AHY IdAHI 2AAd &l dl AR
al1913ls 2l 2ladlloll SHH—TF < Y¥o HYR AIUdlall §SH
SJAIHI 419 8.

9. RN eiRrdly o935 2l AlBdiofl sad-voy Yo
gsHdll 2121515 aisd a1 &AEll Qa1 A Y3l uisdl.

&SH d11.0S &l, HId YAIY, Aal R0RS ol R1%Y Yedl AHeIddH]

difl 2Acind] «182 sl.

dl. 0§ —09—R0R§ (sHAAZHR AAR.22Ia ()
Jlsle. wyslflud Alge 522 sdid (3yollAluid) ,RIxsle

S1501.%1.9¥.095 <9
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