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sZf OZLIFN51FGF  S[;GL  8]\SDF\  lJUT  V[JL  K[  S[4 આરોપીએ  તારીખ-

૧૩/૦૪/૨૦૨૦ ના સવારના કલાક-૭/૦૦ વાગ્યાના સમયે VF કામના

ફરીયાદી  પોતાની  પત્ની  રેખાબને  તથા  તેના  બાળકો  V[D બધા  બનાવ

બન્યા VUFp ચારેક દિવસ પહેલા કાળાસર ગામે તેના સસરાના ઘરે આવેલ

હોય અને ફરી તેને તેડવા ગયેલ હોય જથેી તમો આરોપીને સારૂ GCL લાગતા

તેને હાથમાં રહેલ V[S લાકડા ધોકા વડે ફરીયાદીને માથામાં એક ઘા મારી

તેમજ પગમાં બે ત્રણ 3F મારી તેમજ ઢીકાપાટુનો મુંઢ મારમારી ફરીયાદીને

માથાના ભાગે લોહીયાળ ઈજા  SZL મહે.જીલ્લા મેજીસ્ટ્રેટ સાહેબ રાજકોટના

હથિયારબંધી  જાહેરનામાનો  ભંગ  SZL ગુન્હો  કરી  તમો  આરોપીએ  આ

અદાલતની  હકુમતમાં  ઈન્ડીયન  પીનલ  કોડ  S,D-૩૨૩,૩૨૪  તથા

જી.પી. એકટ  GL કલમ-૧૩૫ મુજબનો ગુન્હો કરેલ છે. tIFZAFN T5F;

SZGFZ VD,NFZ[ T5F;GF V\T[ VFZM5LVM ;FD[ VF\S !JF/] RFH"lX8 ZH]

SZ[,P  tIFZAFN  VF  SFDGF  VFZM5LVM  SM8"DF\  CFHZ  YTF\  T[G[  5M,L;

T5F;GF TDFD 5[5;"GL GS,M JLGF D}<I[  D/L UIFGL BF+L SIF" AFN

આંક-૧ર YL તહોમતનામું OZDFJL4 VF\Sv ૧૩ %,L Z[S0" SZJFDF\ VFJ[,L

T[DH  VFZM5LVMV[  U]GFGM  .gSFZ  SZ[,  K[  VG[  VFZM5L  lJ~wW  ;NZ

S[;GL .g;FOL SFI"JFCL VFU/ R,FJL OZLIFN 51FGM 5]ZFJM GM\WJFDF\

VFJ[, K[P

s#f T[DH VFZM5LVMV[ U]GFGM .gSFZ SZTF\ S[;GL .g;FOL SFI"JFCL VFU/

R,FJJFDF\  VFJ[,P tIFZAFN OZLIFNL TYF VFZM5LVM JrR[ ;DFWFG

YTF\  VF\Sv!$  YL ;DFWFG 5]ZXL; ZH]  ZFBJFDF\  VFJ[, K[  H[  ,UT

V+[GL SM8" wJFZF .P5LPSMPS,Dv#Z#4 5_$ 5]ZT] ;DFWFG U|FCI ZFBL

VFZM5LVMG[ .P5LPSMPS,Dv#Z#4  5_$ GF\  U]GFGF\  TCMDTDF\  lS|P5|MP
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SM0GL S,D v#Z_s!fs(f  D]HA KM0L D]SJFGM C]SD SZJFDF\

VFJ[ K[ TYF .P5LPSM0GL S,Dv#Z$ TYF HLP5LP V[S8GL S,D !#5

5]ZTM S[; VFU/ R,FJJFGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[, K[P

s$f VFZM5LVM  lJZ]wWG]\  TCMDT  ;FlAT  SZJF  DF8[  OZLIFN51F  TZOYL

GLR[ D]HAGM 5]ZFJM ZH] YI[, K[P

મૌખિક પુરાવોઃ-

 S|D
G\P

5]ZFJFGL lJUT VF\S

 ! ;FC[N  Z[BFA[G  A/N[JEF>  D[JF;LIFGM
5]ZFJMP

!5

Z ;FC[N  GIGFA[G  WGHLEF>  N]DF0LIFGM
5]ZFJM

!*

# ;FC[N  lJZHLEF>  XFDHLEF>  N]DF0LIFGM
5]ZFJM

!(

દસ્તાવેજી પુરાવોઃ-

 S|D
G\P

5]ZFJFGL lJUT VF\S

! OZLIFN !&

Z AGFJJF/L HuIFG]\ 5\RGFD]\ !)

# 5\RGFD]\ Z_

$ S,MhL\U 5]ZXLX Z!

s5f tIFZAFN OZLIFN51F TO[" VF\SvZ) YL S,MhL\U 5]ZXL; ZH] YTF\ OZLIFN

51FGM  5]ZFJM  5}6"  YIFG]  HFC[Z  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,P ;NZ SFD[ lS|P5|MPSMP

SP#!# VgJI[ VFZM5LVMG]\  lJX[QF lGJ[NG ,[JF H[8,M 5]ZFJM G CMI
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lJX[QF  lGJ[NG ,LW[, GYLP tIFZAFN A\G[  51FMGL  D{FlBS N,L,M  ;F\

E/JFDF\ VFJ[, K[P

s&f VF S[;GF\ gIFILS lG6"I VY[" GLR[ D]HAGF\ D]N'F p5l:YT YFI K[P

ov D] N'F VM vo

o!o X]\  OZLIFN51F  lGoX\S56[  5]ZJFZ  SZ[  K[  S[4  આરોપીએ તારીખ-

૧૩/૦૪/૨૦૨૦ ના સવારના કલાક-૭/૦૦ વાગ્યાના સમયે  VF

કામના ફરીયાદી પોતાની પત્ની રેખાબેન તથા T[GF બાળકો એમ બધા

બનાવ  બન્યા  અગાઉ  ચારેક  દિવસ  5C[,F  કાળાસર  ગામે  તેના

સસરાના ઘરે આવેલ હોય VG[ ફરી તેને તેડવા ગયેલ હોય જથેી તમો

આરોપીને સારૂ GCL લાગતા તેને હાથમાં રહેલ એક લાકડા ધોકા વડે

ફરીયાદીને માથામાં એક 3F મારી તેમજ પગમાં બે ત્રણ ઘા મારી તેમજ

ઢીકાપાટુનો  મુંઢ  મારમારી  ફરીયાદીને  માથાના  EFU[ લોહીયાળ ઈજા

SZL મહે.જીલ્લા મેજીસ્ટ્રેટ સાહેબ રાજકોટના હથિયારબંધી જાહેરનામાનો

ભંગ  SZL ગુન્હો  કરી  તમો  આરોપીએ  આ  અદાલતની  હકુમતમાં

ઈન્ડીયન પીનલ  SM0 કલમ-૩૨૩,૩૨૪ તથા જી.પી.  એકટ  ની

કલમ-૧૩૫ D]HAGF\ lX1FF 5F+ U]gCFVM SZ[, K[ m

oZo X]\ C]SD m

s*f p5ZMST D]N'FVMGF\ gIFILS lG6"IGF\ SFZ6M GLR[ D]HA K[P

o!o GSFZDF\4

oZo VFBZL C]SD D]HAP

voo  lG6"I DF8[GF   SFZ6M  oov  
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D]NF G\AZv!4 Z   ov  

s(f ;NZ  SFD[  OZLIFN51FGM  S[;  V[JM  K[  S[4  VFZM5LV[ તારીખ-

૧૩/૦૪/૨૦૨૦ ના સવારના કલાક-૭/૦૦ વાગ્યાના સમયે VF કામના

ફરીયાદી  પોતાની  પત્ની  રેખાબને  તથા  તેના  બાળકો  V[D બધા  બનાવ

બન્યા અગાઉ ચારેક દિવસ પહેલા કાળાસર ગામે T[GF સસરાના ઘરે આવેલ

હોય VG[ ફરી તેને તેડવા ગયેલ હોય જથેી તમો આરોપીને સારૂ નહી લાગતા

તેને હાથમાં રહેલ V[S લાકડા ધોકા વડે ફરીયાદીને માથામાં એક ઘા મારી

તેમજ પગમાં  A[ ત્રણ ઘા મારી તેમજ ઢીકાપાટુનો મુંઢ મારમારી ફરીયાદીને

માથાના ભાગે લોહીયાળ ઈજા  SZL મહે.જીલ્લા મેજીસ્ટ્રેટ સાહેબ રાજકોટના

હથિયારબંધી જાહેરનામાનો ભંગ કરી ગુન્હો SZL U]gCM SZ[, K[P

()) OZLIFN51F  TZO[  ;FC[N  Z[BFA[G  A/N[JEF>  D[JF;LIFG[  VF\Sv!5

YL  ;MU\N  p5Z  T5F;JFDF\  VFJ[,F  K[P  T[DGL  H]AFGL  NZlDIFG

VF\Sv!& YL OZLIFN ZH] YI[, K[P DHS]Z ;FC[N[ H6FJ[, K[ S[4 AGFJ

VFHYL  RFZ[S  JQF"  5C[,F  AG[,M  T[  ;DI[  C]\  DFZF  5lT  ;FY[  ;FDFgI

AM,FRF,L  SZLG[  DFZF  l5IZ[  VFJTL  ZC[,  H[YL  DFZF  5lT  T[0JF

DF8[ VFJ[, tIFZ[ T[VM HM0[  ;FDFgI AM,FRF,L SZL tIF\ DF6;M E[UF

Y> HTF WSSFD]SSL SZTF DFZF 5lT TYF DFZF DM8FA[GG[ >HF YI[,

CTLP  5M,L;[  DFZL  SM>  5]K5ZK  SZ[,  GYLP  H[  CF,  DFZF  5lT  GFD[

A/N[JEF> ,1FD6EF> D[JF;LIF CF, DZ6 UI[, K[ H[DGM DZ6GM

NFB,M ;[Xg; SM8"4 ZFHSM8DF\  ZH] SZ[, K[P VF l;JFI AGFJGL HFT

DFCLTL GYLP VF AGFJGL OZLIFN DFZF 5lTV[ VF5[,L H[ OZLIFN VF

SFD[ ZH] NFB, VF\S !& VF5JFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

p5ZMST OZLIFNLGL OZLIFNGL CSLSTMG[ ,[XDF+ ;DY"G SZ[, G

CM.4  OZLIFN51F[  T[DG[  OZL  UI[,F  ;FC[N  HFC[Z  SZL  T[DGL  CM:8F.,
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p,8T5F; SZ[, K[  5Z\T]  T[DF\YL  SM. O/NFIL  CSLSTM  ACFZ  VFJTL

GYL S[ H[ OZLIFN 51FG[ DNNZ]5 YFIP VFZM5LVM TZO[GL p,8 T5F;DF\

DHS]Z  ;FC[N  H6FJ[  K[  S[4  V[  JFT  BZL  K[  S[  D[  pxS[ZF8DF\  VFJL

H.G[ OZLIFN VF5[,LP 

s)P!f tIFZAFN  VF  SFD[  VF\Sv!* YL  ;FC[N  GIGFA[G  WGHLEF>

N]DF0LIF  TYF  VF\Sv!(  YL  ;FC[N  lJZHLEF>  XFDHLEF>

N]DF0LIFGFVMG[  T5F;JFDF\  VFJ[,  K[  T[VMV[  OZLIFN  51FGF

S[;G[ ;DY"G VF5[, G CMI OZLIFN 51F[ lJNJFG V[P5LP5LPzL NJFZF VF

;FC[NMG[ OZL UI[, ;FC[N HFC[Z SZL p,8 T5F;DF\ 5]KJFDF\  VFJTF 5|

zGM  5]KTF  56  OZLIFN  51FG[  DNNZ}5  YFI  T[JL  H]AFGL

VF  ;FC[NMV[  5]ZL  5F0[,  GYLP  VFD4  VF  SFD[  T5F;[,F

TDFD  ;FC[NMGL  ;MU\N  5ZGL  H]AFGL  p5Z  VFWFZ  ZFBL  VF  SFDGF

VFZM5LG[ TS;LZJFG 9ZFJL XSFI T[D GYLP JW]DF\ VF SFD[ Z[S0" p5Z

V[JL  CSLST  VFJJF  5FD[,  GYL  S[  AGFJ  ;DI[  VFZM5LGF  CFYDF\

CYLIFZ CT] H[YL VF SFD[ VFZM5LG[ HLP5LP V[S8GL S,Dv!#5 D]HA

TS;LZJFG 9ZFJL XSFI T[D GYLP

s!_f JW]DF\  OZLIFN51F[  VF  SFD[  VF\Sv!& YL  OZLIFN4 VF\Sv!)  YL

AGFJJF/L HuIFG]\ 5\RGFD]\4 VF\S vZ_YL 5\RGFD]\  ZH] K[P 5Z\T] ;ZNC]

N:TFJ[HL  5]ZFJFVMG[  DF{lBS  H]AFGLYL  ;DY"G  D/T]\  G  CMI  ;NZC]

N:TFJ[HM  5]ZJFZ  YTF  G  CMI  ;NZC]  N:TFJ[HM  OZLIFN  51FGF

S[;G[ DNN~5 YTF GYLP JW]DF\ VF SFD[ VF\SvZ! YL S,MhL\U 5]Z;L;

ZH]  SZ[,  K[  H[YL  51FSFZMG[ SM8"  ACFZ ;DFWFG  Y.  VFJ[,  K[  H[YL

51FSFZM  VF SFD[  OZLIFN51FGF  S[;G[  DNN~5 YFI T[JM  5]ZFJM  ZH] G

SZ[  T[  :JFEFlJS  K[P OZLIFN 51F[  N:TFJ[HL  5]ZFJFVMDF\  V[S;]+TF
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H6FTL GYL VG[ V[SALHFGF lJZMWFEFQFM pEF SZ[ K[P T[JF ;\HMUMDF\

VFZM5LVMV[  OZLIFNLG[  -LSF5F8]GM  DFZ  DFZL  .P5LPSM0GL S,Dv#Z#

TYF UF/M  VF5L .P5LPSMPS,Dv5_$ D]HAGM  U]GM  SZ[,M  CMI T[JF

D]N'F G\AZv! GF VFJxIS TtJM X\SFYL 5Z ZCL 5]ZJFZ YTF GYLP

s!!f JW]DF\ VF SFD[ .P5LPSMP S,Dv5_$ TYF 5_&sZf D]HAGM U]GM AgIF

V\U[GL  SFINFSLI  5ZL:YLTLGL  RRF"  SZLI[  TM  VF

SFD[  VFZM5LVMV[  .P5LPSMP  S,Dv5_$ TYF 5_&sZf C[9/GM U]gCM

SZ[,  K[  S[  S[Dm  T[  ;\A\W[   Z[S0"  5ZGF  5]ZFJFVM  HMJFDF\  VFJ[  TM4

OZLIFNLGL H]AFGL HMTF\4  T[VMV[ 5MTFGL H]AFGLDF\  V[JL SM. CSLST

H6FJTF GYL S[ H[YL VFZM5LVMG[ .P5LPSMP S,Dv5_$ TYF 5_&sZf

C[9/ TS;LZJFG 9ZFJL XSFIP 5|M;LSI]XG wJFZF  T5F;JFDF\  VFJ[,

TDFD  OZLIFNLGL  H]AFGL  HMTF\  T[  CSLST  VFZM5LVMG[  TS;LZJFG

9ZFJJF  Z[S0"  5Z  ,FJL  XS[,  GYLP  JW]DF\  GFP  U]HPJ0L  VNF,T[

cc5|lJ6EF. A[RZEF. J6SZ lJ~wW :8[8 VMO U]HZFTcc H[ Z__*s!f

HLPV[,PV[RP 5FG G\P ##* GF R}SFNFDF\ V[D 9ZFJ[, K[ S[4

"In order to convict an accused under Section-504 of Indian

Penal Code, the actual  word used by the accused must be

brought on record by the prosecution from the mouth of the

witness. The insult envisaged by Section-504 must not only be

intentional but also thereby must give provocation to person

insulted  to  breach  public  peace  or  to  commit  any  other

offence. And in order  to convict  an accused under  Section-

506(2)  of  Indian Penal  Code, the threat  as contemplated in

Section-506  must  cause  alarm  in  the  mind  of  person  so

threatened."
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VFD4 GFDNFZ U]HZFT J0L VNF,T[ :YFl5T SZ[, l;wwFF\T D]HA

5|M;LSI]XG VF  SFDGF VFZM5LVM lJ~wW  .P5LPSMPS,Dv5_$  TYF

5_&sZf C[9/ VFZM5LVMG[ TS;LZJFG 9ZFJJF DF8[ H~ZL H]AFGL Z[S0"

5Z ,FJL XS[, GYLP JW]DF\ VF SFD[ GFDNFZ ;JM"rR VNF,TGM R]SFNM

S[ H[ lJS|D HMCZ lJP :8[8 VMO pP5|P4  A.I.R. 2019 SC 2109 DF\ 5|

l;wW YI[, K[  T[  R]SFNFGF\  5[ZFvZZ VG[ Z# DF\  .P5LPSMPS,Dv5_$

TYF 5_&sZf GM U]GM AGJF V\U[GF\ ;\HMUM NXF"J[, K[ H[ GLR[ D]HA

K[P

22. Section 504 of I.P.C. came up for consideration before this

Court in Fiona Shrikhande Vs.State of Maharashtra & Another,

(2013) 14 SCC 44. In the said case, this Court had occasion to

examine ingredients of Section 504, which need to be present

before proceeding to try a case. The Court held that in the said

case,  the  order  issuing  process  was  challenged  by  filing  a

criminal revision. This Court held that at the complaint stage,

the Magistrate is merely concerned with the allegations made

out  in  the  complaint  and  has  only  to  prima  facie  satisfy

whether  there are sufficient  grounds to proceed against  the

accused. In paragraph No.11, following principles have been

laid down:-

“11. We are, in this case, concerned only with the question as

to whether, on a reading of the complaint, a prima facie case

has been made out or not to issue process by the Magistrate.

The law as regards issuance of process in criminal cases is

well settled. At the complaint stage, the Magistrate is merely

concerned with the allegations made out in the complaint and

has  only  to  prima  facie  satisfy  whether  there  are  sufficient
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grounds  to  proceed  against  the  accused  and  it  is  not  the

province of the Magistrate to enquire into a detailed discussion

on the merits or demerits of the case. The scope of enquiry

under Section 202 is extremely limited in the sense that the

Magistrate, at this stage, is expected to examine prima facie

the truth or falsehood of the allegations made in the complaint.

The  Magistrate  is  not  expected  to  embark  upon  a  detailed

discussion  of  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  case,  but  only

consider the inherent probabilities apparent on the statement

made  in  the  complaint.  In  Nagawwa  v.  Veeranna

Shivalingappa Konjalgi, (1976) 3 SCC 736, this Court held that

once the Magistrate has exercised his discretion in forming an

opinion that  there is ground for  proceeding,  it  is  not  for  the

Higher Courts to substitute its own discretion for that of the

Magistrate. The Magistrate has to decide the question purely

from the point of view of the complaint, without at all adverting

to any defence that the accused may have.”

23. In paragraph No.13 of the judgment, this Court has noticed

the  ingredients  of  Section  504,  which  are  to  the  following

effect:-

“13.  Section 504 IPC comprises of  the following ingredients

viz. (a) intentional insult, (b) the insult must be such as to give

provocation to the person insulted, and (c) the accused must

intend or know that such provocation would cause another to

break the public peace or to commit any other offence. The

intentional insult must be of such a degree that should provoke

a person to break the public  peace or to  commit  any other

offence.  The  person  who  intentionally  insults  intending  or

knowing it to be likely that it will give provocation to any other
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person and such provocation will  cause to break the public

peace or to commit any other offence, in such a situation, the

ingredients of Section 504 are satisfied. One of the essential

elements  constituting  the  offence  is  that  there  should  have

been an act or conduct amounting to intentional insult and the

mere fact that the accused abused the complainant, as such,

is not sufficient by itself to warrant a conviction under Section

504 IPC.”

VFD4 p5ZMST R]SFNFVM T[DH CF,GF\ S[;DF\  ZH] 5]ZFJFVM HMTF\

VF  SFDGF\  VFZM5LVM  ;FD[  .P5LPSMPS,Dv5_$  GM  5]ZFJM  Z[S0" 5Z

VFJJF 5FD[, G CMI VFZM5LVMG[ ;NZC]\ S,DM C[9/ TS;LZJFG 9ZFJL

XSFI T[D GYLP

s!Zf JW]DF\ GFDNFZ ;JM"rR VNF,T[ ccS{,F; UMZ lJ~wW :8[8 VMO VF;FDcc

H[  V[PVF.PVFZP  Z_!Z4  V[;P;LP  5FG  G\AZv*(&  GF  R]SFNFDF\  5|

lT5FNLT SZ[, l;wWF\TF[ HMTF\ T[GF 5[ZFvZ(DF\ V[D 9ZFJ[, K[ S[4

“It  is  one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  criminal

jurisprudence that an accused is presumed to be innocent till

he is proved to be guilty. It is equally well settled that suspicion

howsoever strong can never take the place of proof. There is

indeed a long distance between accused 'may have committed

the offence' and 'must have committed the offence' which must

be  traversed  by  the  prosecution  by  adducing  reliable  and

cogent  evidence.  Presumption  of  innocence  has  been

recognised as a human right which cannot be wished away.

See Narendra Singh and Anr. v. State of M.P. (2004) 10 SCC

699 : (AIR 2004 SC 3249) and Ranjitsingh Brahmajeetsingh

Sharma v. State of Maharashtra and Ors. (2005) 5 SCC 294 :

(AIR 2005 SC 2277). To the same effect is the decision of this
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Court  in Ganesan v.  Rama Raghuraman and Ors.  (2011) 2

SCC 83 : (AIR 2011 SC (Cri) 419) where this Court observed:

"Every accused is presumed to be innocent unless his guilt is

proved. The Presumption of innocence is human right. Subject

to the statutory exceptions, the said principle forms the basis

of criminal jurisprudence in India."

JW]DF\  GFDNFZ  ;JM"rR  VNF,T[  cclNUdAZ  J{Q6J  lJ~wW  :8[8

VMO KtTL;U-cc GM R]SFNM S[ H[ sZ_!)f s$f sV[;P;LP;LPv 5[H G\

P5ZZf DF\ 5|l;wW YI[, K[ H[GF\ 5[ZFv!5 TYF !) DF\ 9ZFJ[, K[ S[PPPP

15. One  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  criminal

jurisprudence is undeniably that the burden of proof squarely

rests on the prosecution and that  the general  burden never

shifts.  There can be no conviction on the basis of surmises

and  conjectures  or  suspicion  howsoever  grave  it  may  be.

Strong suspicion, strong coincidences and grave doubt cannot

take  the  place  of  legal  proof.  The  onus  of  the  prosecution

cannot be discharged by referring to very strong suspicion and

existence of highly suspicious factors to inculpate the accused

nor falsity of defence could take the place of proof which the

prosecution  has  to  establish  in  order  to  succeed,  though a

false  plea  by  the  defence  at  best,  be  considered  as  an

additional  circumstance,  if  other  circumstances  unfailingly

point to the guilt.

19. It is also well-settled principle that in criminal cases, if two

views  are  possible  on  evidence  adduced  in  the  case,  one

binding  to  the  guilt  of  the  accused  and  the  other  is  to  his

innocence,  the  view  which  is  favourable  to  the  accused,

should be adopted. This principle has a special relevance in

cases  wherein  the  guilt  of  the  accused  is  sought  to  be
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established by circumstantial evidence [See Kali Ram v. State

of Himachal Pradesh, (1973) 2 SCC 808].

s!#f p5ZMST TDFD CSLST[ 50[, 5]ZFJFG[ wIFG[ ;NZ SFD[  ;FC[NMGL H]AFGL

HMTF VF SFDGF VFZM5LV[  OZLIFNL TYF VgI ;FC[NG[ >HF SZ[,  CMJF

AFAT[GL CSLST JFHAL X\SFYL 5Z 5]ZJFZ SZL XS[, GYLP OlZIFNL lJ;\

UT  VG[  lJZMWFEF;L  CSLST  H6F\JTF  CMI4  OlZIFN51F  VFZM5L

lJ~wWGM S[; lGoX\S56[ 5]ZJFZ SZL XS[, GYLP J/L VF SFD[ 51FSFZM

JrR[ ;DFWFG YI[, K[ H[YL :JFEFlJS K[ S[4 T[VM VFZM5L lJ~wWGM

SM. 5]ZFJM G H VF5[P  JW]DF\  VF SFD[ Z[S0" p5Z V[JL CSLST VFJJF

5FD[,  GYL  S[  AGFJ  ;DI[  VFZM5LGF  CFYDF\  CYLIFZ  CT]  H[YL  VF

SFD[  VFZM5LG[  HLP5LP  V[S8GL  S,Dv!#5  D]HA  TS;LZJFG  9ZFJL

XSFI  T[D  GYLP  VFD4  ;DFWFG  YIF  KTF  HM  SFI"JFCL  VFU/

R,FJJFDF\  VFJ[  TM 51FSFZM TYF VNF,TGF[ ;DI AU0[ VG[ OI]8,

V[S;Z;F.h YFI4 H[GFYL 5|M;LSI]XGG[ SM. H OFINM G YFIP T[ ;\

HMUMDF\  ;DFWFG S[  H[  51FSFZMGF CLTDF\  K[  T[  :JLSFZL ZH]  YI[, VF\

SvZ!  YL S,MhL\U  5]Z;L;  :JLSFZL  SFI"JFCL  A\W  SZJFDF\

VFJ[  VG[  50[,  5]ZFJF  5ZYL  H  VF  SFDGM  gIFlIS lG6"I  SZJFDF\

VFJX TM gIFIGM C[T] ;ZX[ T[J]  V+[GL SM8"G]\ GD|56[ DFGJ\] K[4 TYF

Z[S0"  5ZGM 5]ZFJF HMTF OZLIFN51F VFZM5L lJ~wWGM S[; lGoX\S56[

5]ZJFZ SZL XS[, GYL T[JF TFZ6 p5Z VF VNF,T VFJ[ K[4 H[YL D]N'F

G\P!  5ZtJ[GM  lG6"I  GSFZFtDSDF\  VF5JFDF\  VFJ[  K[  VG[  VF

VNF,T[ SZ[, p5ZMST RRF" VgJI[ VF5[, SFZ6M VG[ VFJ[, TFZ6MG[

VFWFZ[ D]N'F G\PZ 5ZtJ[GM GLR[ D]HAGM C]SD OZDFJJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P
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voo  VF B ZL C]  S  D  oov

➢ VF SFDGF  VFZM5LG[  lS|DLG, 5|M;LHZ SM0GL  S,DvZ$(s!f VgJI[

EFZTLI  N\0 ;\CLTFGL  S,Dv#Z$ TYF  HLP5LP  V[S8  S,Dv!#5

D]HAGF U]GFDF\YL 5]ZFJFGF VEFJ[ KM0L D}SJFGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P

➢ JW]DF\ D]NFDF, 5FJTLDF\  H6FJ[, lAGlS\DTL D]NFDF,GM V5L, ;DI

AFN GFX SZJFGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

➢ lS|P5|MPSM0GL S,Dv$#*sV[f D]HA V5L, ;DI[ prR VNF,TDF CFHZ

ZC[JFGL AF\C[WFZL 5[8[GF ;wWZ HFT HFDLG T[DH D]RZSF VFZM5LVMV[ ZH]

SZJFP 

VF C]SD VFHZMH TFZLB !(vDL4 DFC[P DFR"4 ;G[vZ_Z& GF ZMH B]<,L

VNF,TDF\ JF\RL ;\E/FJL DFZL ;CL SZL HFC[Z SIM"P

TFZLB o !(q_#qZ_Z&                       sS'Q6SFgT GZ[gN=S]DFZ NJ[f
:Y/ o H;N6P                                  V[0LPRLO HI]0LXLI, D[HL:8=[84
                                                        H;N6PJudge Code.GJ-01116
V. D. THAKER

    Guj. Steno.
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