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(‘1) Hamidulla Bismillakhan Navab and Others V/S State of

Gujarat

17. Before parting with this judgment, we are constrained to observe
here that the learned Addl. Sessions Judge committed an error in
bringing on record in the evidence of P.S.I. Sajjansinh Parmar pw. 19
'exh. 71 what came to the knowledge of the said officer during the
investigation of other Sessions case. In the evidence of said P.S.L, it is

stated at para-3 as follows:

P.S.1, should not have permitted to state in the evidence recorded in
Sessions Case No. 6/86 what came to his knowledge during the course
of the investigation of other case. The learned Judge fell in to error in

allowing this to be brought on record of this case.
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It is also stated by P.S.I. Sajjansinh Parmar at para-4 as follows:

This is also not permissible. Any part of a statement of a witness
before the Investigating Officer can be brought an record only by way
of contradiction as per Section 162 of the Code, that came to the
knowledge of the Investigating Officer while recording the statement
of a witness cannot be allowed to be brought on record as allowed in
the present case by the learned Addl. Sessions Judge. A question is
first required to be put to the witness about the contradiction, if any,
between the evidence of the witness and his statement recorded by the
Investigating Officer and if the witness denies then that contradiction
has to be proved by the evidence of Police Officer who has to look
into the statement of the witness and give reply in that regard. A
general statement as is s brought on record at para-4 of the deposition

of P.S.I, could not and should not have been permitted.

(Q) Ismail Fakir Mayat V/S State of Gujarat
2. In the case of Tori Singh V/s. State of U. P. AIR 1962 S.C. 399 the

Supreme Court was concerned with a rough sketch map prepared by
the Investigating Police Officer on the basis of statements made to him
by witnesses during the course of the investigation showing the place
where the deceased was hit and also the place where the witnesses
were at the time of the incident and it was held by the Supreme Court
that such a Sketch would not be admissible in evidence in view of the
provisions of sec. 162 Cr. P. C. for it was in effect nothing more than
the statement of the Sub-Inspector that the eye-witnesses told him that
the deceased was at such and such a place at the time when he was hit
the sketch map was admissible so far as it indicated all that the Sub-

Inspector saw himself at the spot but any mark put on the sketch-map
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based on the statements made by the witnesses to the Sub-Inspector
would be inadmissible in view of the clear provisions of sec. 162 Cr.
P. C. as it would be no more than a statement made to the police
during investigation and therefore such marks cannot be used to found
any argument as to the improbability of the deceased being hit on that
part of the body where he was actually injured if he was standing at
the spot marked on the sketch map. The Supreme Court considered the
earlier decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Satna Singh Vis.
State of Punjab AIR 1956 S.C. 526; in that earlier case the Supreme
Court had occasion to consider the admissibility of a plan drawn to s
scale by a draftsman in which after ascertaining from the witnesses
where exactly the assailants and the victims stood at the time of the
commission of offence the draftsman put down the places in the map
and it was held that such a plan drawn to scale was admissible if the
witnesses corroborated the statement of the draftsman that they
showed him the places and would not be hit by sec. 162 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure. In Santa Singh's case there was also a sketch
prepared by the Sub-Inspector which was ruled out as inadmissible
under sec. 162 Cr. P. C. We have come across recently many cases in
which this question of the proof of plans arises and we wish to make
the legal position on this aspect quite clear and we shall therefore set
out the principles relating to the proof of such plans of scenes of
offence in the light of these two decisions:--

(1) If the plan is prepared by a Sub-Inspector or a Police Officer or an
Investigating Officer on the basis of statements made to him by
witnesses in the course of the investigation the sketch or the plan
would be hit by the provisions of sec. 162 Cr. P. C and would clearly
be inadmissible.

(2) If the plan is prepared by a regular draftsman and is drawn

according to scale the draftsman can prove the plan only as regards
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what he himself has seen at the spot and the distances that he has
measured at the spot.

(3) Various points and spots marked on the plan relating to the state of
affairs as it existed at the time of the incident in question cannot be
proved by the plan-maker. Even if a particular witness who
subsequently is examined at the time of the trial made a certain
statement to the plan-maker then the exact situation of that particular
spot or that particular indication shown on the plan has to be proved
through the mouth of that witness from the witness-box in the Court
and not by means of an explanatory note attached by the plan-maker
to the plan.

(4) The explanatory note made by the plan-maker in so far as such
note refers to anything other than what the plan-maker has himself
seen at the time of visiting the scene of offence is clearly inadmissible
in evidence as hit by the rule against hearsay evidence.

(5) If the prosecution or anyone wants to rely on any particular
indication given on the plan as indicating the state of affairs at the
time of the incident in question the plan must be shown to the
witnesses who have personal knowledge about those facts and through
them the information regarding those markings on the plan must be
brought on record.

(6) The person who gave instructions to the plan-maker for preparing
the plan must be called as a witness so as to ascertain the source of his
knowledge at the time when he gave instructions and the source of

information which he passed on to the plan-maker.

(3) Kanbi Vaghji Savji V/S State of Gujarat

4. Another point raised by Mr. Shah was that this witness towards the
end of his deposition has admitted that his police statement was read

over to him during the recess time, and when his evidence was
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recorded after recess of that very day by the learned Sessions Judge,
such evidence, according to him, would not only become inadmissible
by reason of being hit by the provisions of Sec. 162 of the Criminal
Procedure Code, but at any rate no value whatever can be attached by
the Court to the same. In support of that proposition he invited a
reference to an unreported judgment delivered on 22-11-1963 in
Criminal Appeal No. 543 of 1962 (Guj) by a Division Bench of this
Court where such a question had come to be considered. In that case
one eye-witness Ladhu Jivraj s had admitted before the Court in cross-
examination that on the morning of the day on which he was
examined before the Sessions Court, one Head Constable Jillubha had
read over his complaint and his statement before the police. A point
was raised in that appeal that the evidence of such a witness was not
admissible in law, and even if it was, very little value could be
attached to his evidence in the case. While considering that aspect of
law, Divan, J., speaking for the Court, upheld that contention after
referring to Sec. 162 of the Criminal Procedure Code, and agreed with
the principle laid down in two casesone of Zahiruddin V/s. Emperor,
49 Bom LR 521 (AIR 1947 PC 75), and another unreported judgment
of the Bombay High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 480 of 1952,
delivered by Vyas, J., as he then was, on September 29, 1953 (Bom)
speaking for the Court. The point has considerable importance and it
affects the evidence of witnesses given in criminal cases before
different Courts. Sec. 162 provides that "no statement made by any
person to a police officer in the course of an investigation under this
Chapter shall, if reduced into writing be signed by the person making
it; nor shall any statement or any record thereof, whether in a police
diary or otherwise, or any part of such statement or record, be used for
any purpose (save as hereinafter provided) at any inquiry or trial in

respect of any offence under investigation at the fime when such
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statement was made. Broadly speaking, it prohibits signing of a
statement by the person making it, and no use of such a statement
arises in this case. It further prohibits the use of any statement
recorded by the police in any inquiry or trial, and the question is
whether it contemplates forbidding a person to refresh his memory by
reading any such statement, before he gave evidence in Court. In other
words, whether it can be said to be a use made of a statement by the
person making in the trial, so as to render his entire evidence
inadmissible and if not whether it loses its evidentiary value in any
manner Since the decision derives its force from the Privy Council
case, we would refer to it first. In 49 Bom LR 521 which was a trap-
case, a witness to the search was one Mr. Roy, a magistrate, and his
statement was recorded by the police. It was signed by him in spite of
a prohibition contained in Section 162 of the Criminal Procedure
Code. Then while giving evidence in Court he refreshed his memory
by actually looking into that statement and in that it was urged that
Sec. 162 of the Criminal Procedure Code was contravened inasmuch it
was signed by him, and secondly, he had actually made use of it in a
trial while giving evidence before the Court, and that, therefore, his
evidence was inadmissible in lawit being hit by Sec. 162 of the
Criminal Procedure Code. Their Lordships of the Privy Council took
the view that as to first prohibition, that if the contravention consists in
signing of a statement made in writing to the police, the evidence of
the witness who signed it does not become inadmissible as there are
no words either in the section or elsewhere in the statute which
express or imply such a consequence. They further observed that:

"the value of his evidence may be seriously impaired as a consequence
of the contravention of this statutory safeguard against improper
practices."

Then their Lordships have observed as under:
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"The use by a witness while he is giving evidence of a statement made
by him to the police raises different considerations. The categorical
prohibition of such use would be merely disregarded if reliance were
to be placed on the evidence of a witness who had made material use
of the statement when he was giving evidence at the trial. When,
therefore, the Magistrate or presiding Judge discovers that a witness
has made material use of such a statement, it is his duty under the
section to disregard the evidence of that witness as admissible"

Those observations have the bearing in respect of Mr. Roy using his
police statement while actually giving evidence in Court obviously on
that basis, as a note was made below his evidence by the Court that he
had made substantial and material use of signed statement given by
him to the police. In those circumstances, it was held that it was not a
case of irregularity curable under Sec. 537 of the Criminal Procedure
Code as found by the High Court in appeal, but since it was
impossible to say what Mr. Roy's evidence would have been if he had
not used the statement to aid his memory, as also that prejudice may
not have been suffered by the accused, and in view of the statute
clearly prohibiting any such use of the statement, his evidence was
inadmissible in law. That judgment came to be considered by the
Division Bench of the Bombay High Court consisting of Bavdekar
and Vyas, JJ., in Criminal Appeal No 480 of 1952 (Bom). In that case,
the witness in question had her statement before the police read out to
her by the police officer before her evidence was recorded in the Court
of Session That witness also stated in her evidence that even before
she was taken in the Court of the Committing Magistrate as a
prosecution witness her police statement had been read out to her by
the police. Her statement was recorded by the Magistrate under Sec.
164 of the Criminal Procedure Code and even at that stage her police

statement had been read out to her. It was held by the Division Bench
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in that case that the fact that the police statement of the witness had
been read out to her before she stepped into the witness box in the
Court of Session would render her evidence inadmissible in law and in
this connection the Division Bench relied upon the judgment in 49
Bom LR 521. The Division Bench has then observed

"In order that the observations of their Lordships made by them in the
above mentioned case may be attracted, the police statement of a
witness need not necessarily be in his hands or before his eyes at the
time of giving evidence in the Court Speaking for myself, I have no
doubt that their Lordships observations would apply with equal force
even if a witness made a mental use of his police statement, which
was just previously read out to him, because by reason of such mental
use, the witness's evidence was bound to be moulded by or modelled
on his police statement"

After taking support of those two decisions, the Division Bench of this
Court observed as under:

"We agree with what has been observed in the above two cases. Even
if it is held that the evidence of a witness whose police statement has
been read out to him a short time before he steps into the witness box,
does not become inadmissible, the value to be attached to such a
witness would be very little, because when the witness deposes to the
particular incident from the witness box he or she would not be
deposing from the recollection of that incident but from what has been
read out from the police statement a short time before the deposition
started. Under these circumstances in the first place the entire
evidence of Ladhu Jivraj becomes inadmissible in evidence and even
if it be held that it is admissible in evidence no value whatsoever can
be attached to the word of this witness Ladhu Jivraj."

Now, Mr. D. K Shah, the learned advocate for the accused, does not

want us to go to an extent that the evidence of such a witness whose
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police statement was read over to him before he gave evidence in
Court will be inadmissible in law in the sense that it is hit by the
provisions contained in Sec. 162 of the Criminal Procedure Code and
we think, rightly so, as it, would be a question as is to how for such
use of a statement made before the police can be said to be the use in
any trial before the Court, so as to be hit by Sec. 162 of the Criminal
Procedure Code, and more particularly as the Privy Council case on
which support is taken in the Bombay case, shows that the witness in
that case had in his hand his statement before police and used it while
giving evidence before the Court. Besides, as the decision of the
Division Bench of this Court goes, we feel, that the Division Bench
did not perhaps intend to lay down a rule of law that evidence of such
a witness would be inadmissible in law, and it is that way they have
observed as to what effect can be given to evidence of such a witness.
The evidence of such a witness may be shaken, as the witness is likely
to depose to the particular incident on the basis of what he had just
read his statement made before the police, and not so much on the
basis of what he actually recollected about what he had said in s
respect of that incident before the police. Even then the consideration
of evidence of such a witness would depend upon the circumstances of
the case. We, therefore, hold that the evidence of Jivanlal suffers from
that infirmity on that basis as well, and in view of other circumstances

in the case, we do not attach importance to his evidence in this case.

(X) Kirtan prasad V/S State of Madhya pradesh

23. Section 60 of Evidence Act requires that the oral evidence must, in
all cases whatsoever be direct. whatsoever, be direct. Where the
testimony of the witness is entirely hearsay and on some matters
hearsay of hearsay, it cannot be admitted in evidence. Where a witness

gives evidence that he received information from other person and that
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person does not say about it, such evidence would be inad-missible

being hearsay evidence.

(u) Bhugdomal Gangaram V/S State of Gujarat

12. We are concerned in these appeals with four sections of the
Bombay Prohibition Act, 1949 and they are Ss. 2 (41) (a), 65 (a), 66
(1) (b) and 81. Section 65 (e) lays down that whoever in contravention
of the provisions of the Act, or of any rule, regulation or order made
or of any licence, pass, permit or authorisation granted under the Act
sells or buys any intoxicant (other than opium) or hemp shall on
conviction be punished for such offence with imprisonment for a term
which may extend to three years and also with fine. According to S.2
(41) (a) 'sell' with its grammatical variations includes any transfer
whether such transfer is for any consideration or not. Section 66 (1)
(b) lays down that whoever in contravention of the provisions of the
Act or of any rule, regulation or order made or of any licence, permit,
pass or authorisation issued under the Act, consumes, uses, possesses
or transports any intoxicant (other than opium) or hemp on conviction,
be punished for a first offence with imprisonment for a term which
may extend to six months and with a fine which may extend to one
thousand rupees, for a second offence with imprisonment fox a term
which may extend to two years and with fine which may extend to
two thousand rupees and for a third or subsequent offences with
imprisonment for a term which may extend to two years e and with
fine which may extend to two thousand rupees. Section 81 lays down
that whoever attempts to commit or abets the commission of an
offence under the Act shall, on conviction, be punished for such
attempt or abetment with, the same punishment as is provided for the
principal offence. So far as accused Nos. 1 and 2 are concerned their

conviction for the offence under Section 66 (1) (b) of the Act by the
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learned single Judge of the High Court has become final as special
leave in regard to that offence has been refused by this Court. It will
follow from this fact that what was seized by Prosecution witness 12
froth the truck GTD 4098 in which they were found to be travelling
was prohibited liquor, namely diluted alcohol so far as accused Nos. 1
and 2 are concerned. The evidence of Prosecution witness 16 the
Assistant Chemical Analyst shows that the samples extracted by
Prosecution witness 12 from each of the 40 drums found in the truck
and examined by Prosecution witness 16 was diluted alcohol. There is
no dispute in this Court that the 40 drums seized from the truck
contained prohibited liquor, for the possession and transport thereof
there was no permit or licence. Even if the entire case of the
prosecution is accepted we are of the opinion that accused Nos. 1, 2, 3
and 5 could not be convicted under Section 65 (e) read with Section
81 of the Act for the Act makes a clear distinction between possession
or transport on the one hand punishable u/s. 66 (1) (b) and selling or
buying or transporting any intoxicant (other than opium) or hemp
punishable under Section 65 (e) of the Act on the other. There is no
evidence to show that these appellants sold or attempted to sell or
transfer the prohibited liquor which was found to be transported in the
truck in which accused 1 and 2 were found to be seated when it was
stopped by Prosecution witness 12 on the national highway going to
Ahmedabad from Kaira. It is not possible to agree with Mr. T. U.
Mehta, learned counsel for the respondent that having regard to the
quantum of the prohibited liquor found to be transported in the truck
an inference of sale or transfer of the prohibited liquor could be
drawn.

13. Accused Nos. 3 and 5 have been convicted by the learned single
Judge under Section 66 (1) (b) of the Act. The prosecution relies on

the evidence of Prosecution witness 12 to show that he had received
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information in the evening of 12.9.1970 that from Baroda the truck
GTD 4098 would be a carrying liquor to Ahmedabad and that accused
Nos, 3 and 4 and some other persons would be coming in a taxi
behind the truck. But since the informant has not been examined as a
witness the evidence of Prosecution witness 12 that he was informed
that accused Nos. 3 and 4 would be coming behind the truck in a taxi
is not admissible. The prosecution relies also upon the evidence of
Prosecution witness 12 that when he was waiting at Kaira at about 8 P.
M. on that day the truck GTD 4098 passed from Nadiad to Kaira
towards the crossing, that when the police party signalled for the truck
to stop it was driven at full speed on Ahmedabad side on the national
highway, that the taxi GTD 7555 got a jerk and halted there and that
he instructed his men to stop the taxi and proceeded in his car behind
the truck GTD 4098 for stopping it. The prosecution also relies upon
the evidence of P. W.3, Natwarlal Manilal of Nayka, Prosecution
witness 4 Nayan Prasad Bhatt of Nayka. Prosecution witness 5, Fetah
Singh of Nayka, Prosecution witness 6, Vithal Bhala of Nayka and
Becharbhai, the Police Patel of Nayka, Prosecution witness 2 to show
that accused 3 to 6 got down from a taxi at Nayka and went into the
village and were produced by Prosecution witness 6 and others before
Prosecution witness 2, and on the evidence of Prosecution witness 12
that at some distance away from Nayka he overtook the taxi GTD
7555 and found the seventh accused alone in the taxi and he brought
the taxi with the seventh accused to Nayka and proceeded to the
village Chora. The prosecution further relies upon the evidence of
Harishankar Prosecution witness 11 of Ahmedabad and of Prosecution
witness 5 and other witnesses including P. Ws. 12 and 18 to show that
the papers said to have been recovered by Prosecution witness 18 from
Prosecution witness 2 on 13.9.1970 under the panchnama Ex. 71 were

thrown away by accused No. 5 when he was being taken to the village
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Chora. This recovery and evidence of Prosecution witness 11 are
relied upon for connecting accused No. 5 with the truck G. 1. D. 4098
which was carrying prohibited liquor. The evidence of Prosecution
witness 11 who claims to be maintaining himself by doing
bhikshavarti is that one Pesumal put the truck GTD 4098 nominally in
his name and was operating it himself with accused No. 5 as his
manager and that Pesumal was paying him Rs. 50.00 or Rs. 100.00
once in one or two months. His evidence does not establish
satisfactory that Pesumal had put the truck nominally in his name or
that accused No. 5 was the manager of the truck under Pesumal. If
Pesumal was the real owner of the valuable truck it is not probable
that he would have put it nominally in the name of Prosecution
witness 11. Prosecution witness 11 has no personal knowledge about
accused No. 5 working as manager with reference to the truck GTD
4098 and he has admittedly not seen the truck and accused No. 5
together at any time. Since Pesumal has not been examined as a
witness the evidence of Prosecution witness 11 that Pesumal told him
that accused No. 5 was the manager of the truck GTD 4098 is
inadmissible. The prosecution has failed to prove that accused No. 5
was the manger of the truck GTD 4098 on the relevant date.

14. Though accused Nos. 3 and 5 as well as accused Nos. 4 and 6 have
admitted their presence at Nayka during the night of 12.9.1970 and to
have been produced before Prosecution witness 2 by some of the
residents of that village and to have been subsequently taken by
Prosecution witness 12 to the place where the truck GTD 4098 had
been detained by Prosecution witness 12 earlier, the evidence about
how these four accused have been produced before Prosecution
witness 2 is discrepant. Prosecution witness 6 has stated in his
evidence that all the four accused persons got down from the taxi and

went into Nayka village. But he has admitted that he did not tell any
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one until he was examined in the Court that he saw the taxi and four
persons getting down from it. Prosecution witness 5 has stated that
three persons were seen going on the road near the rice mill at Nayka,
that some persons including himself caught these three persons and
took them to the village Chora and that two or three minutes later
Prosecution witness 4 and some other persons brought accused No. 5
to the village Chora. Prosecution witness 4 has stated that he saw
accused No. 5 with a bag like thing in his hand entering the temple in
a frightened condition, that he caught s hold of him and took him to
the Village Chora, that accused No. 5 threw away a paper bundle
when he was being taken to the Village Chora and that he
subsequently picked it up and produced it before Prosecution witness
2. Prosecution witness 3 has stated in his evidence that four persons
went together into Nayka Village in a frightened state after getting
down from a taxi which was proceeding from Kaira to Ahmedabad
and that they were produced before Prosecution witness 2 at the
Village Chora. Prosecution witness 2 has stated that Prosecution
witness 4 and others came towards him along with accused Nos. 3 to 6
when he was proceeding towards the temple after hearing the alarm at
8 P. M. that some goondas have entered the temple, and that
subsequently Prosecution witness 4 handed over one person to him
and left the place and came back with the plastic packet containing
some papers and produced it before him. There is discrepancy in the
case of the prosecution about the seizure of the papers mentioned in
the panchnama Ext. 71. The case of the prosecution is that all the four
accused Nos. 3 to 6 were in possession of those papers and had thrown
them away before they were produced before Prosecution witness 2.
But during the trial the prosecution has attempted to show that accused
No. 5 alone was in the possession of the papers and that he threw them

down when he was being taken by Prosecution witness 4. It has to be
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noted that Prosecution witness 18 has admitted in his evidence that
Prosecution witness 12 did not tell him anything about the plastic
packet and the papers mentioned in the panchnama Ext. 71 when he
examined him first at Matar Police Station at about 4 or 4.15 A. M. on
13.9.1970, that subsequently Prosecution witness 12 told him that
some important papers of this case are with Prosecution witness 2 at
Nayka and that he therefore recorded an additional statement of
Prosecution witnesis 12 at about 5.30 A. M. at Matar Police Station. If
accused No. 5 had thrown the plastic packet and the papers mentioned
in the panchnama Ext. 71 and they had been handed over to
Prosecution witness 2 and Prosecution witness 12 was aware of the
existence of these papers in the custody of Prosecution witness 2, it is
improbable that Prosecution witness 12 would not have seized the
papers then and there from Prosecution witness 2 or at least directed
Prosecution witness 2 to go with him along with the plastic packet and
the papers if he was in a hurry to go to the place where the truck had
been stopped. Nor would Prosecution witness 12 have omitted to
mention the important fact that the papers were in the possession of
Prosecution witness 2 when he was first examined by Prosecution
witness 18 at Matar Police Station at about 4 or 4.15 A. M. on
13.9.1970, and there would have been no necessity for Prosecution
witness 18 to record an additional statement of Prosecution witness 12
u/s. 161 of the Code of Criminal Procedure in this regard. In Exhibit
71 which had been written by Prosecution witness 18 it is stated that
the papers mentioned in it were found in the plastic packet Article No.
2. But Prosecution witness 18 has admitted in his evidence that Article
No. 2 cannot hold those papers. In these circumstances, we are clearly
of the opinion that the case of the prosecution that the plastic packet
and other papers mentioned in the Panchnama Ext 71 were thrown

away by all the accused Nos. 3 to 6 or by sccused No. 5 alone and that
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they were subsequently produced before Prosecution witness 2 by
Prosecution witness 4 and were seized later by Prosecution witness 18
is an afterthought intended sto connect accused No. 5 with the
prohibited liquor which was being transported by accused Nos. 1 and
2 in the truck. On a careful consideration of the evidence, we are of
the opinion that it is not reasonably possible to come to the conclusion
that accused Nos. 3 and 5 were connected with the prohibited liquor
found in the truck GTD 4098. May be, one may suspect that accused
Nos. 3 and 5 were concerned with the transport of the prohibited
liquor in the truck. But any amount of suspicion will not constitute
legal evidence for sustaining a conviction u/s. 66 (1) (b) of the Act. In
these circumstances we are of opinion that interference of this Court
with the conviction of accused Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 5 for the offences
under Section 65 (e) read with sec. 81 and of accused Nos. 3 and 5 for
the offence u/s, 66 (1) (b) is called for. We find that there is no
evidence at all to prove these charges against these accused. We
accordingly allow Criminal Appeals Nos. 77, 109 sand 153 of 1975,
set aside the conviction of accused Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 5 u/s. 65 (e) read
with sec. 81 of the Act and of accused Nos. 3 and 5 u/s. 66 (1) (b) of
the Act and the sentences awarded to them and acquit them of those
charges and direct the fine, it any, paid by them, to be refunded to

them.

(9 ) State of Gujarat V/S Jilubhai D. Vala

11. So far the acquittal qua accused no.1 is concerned, the judgment of
the trial Court is perverse on following counts. (1) Tainted
Investigation:-

11.1 The trial Court has acquitted both the accused on the ground that
investigation is found tainted and, therefore, unsafe to rely on such

investigation and, therefore, respondent no.1 is entitled for acquittal
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on the aspect of faulty investigation. The view take by the trial Court
is erroneous and against the settled law and the findings of the Apex
Court. The law on this issue is well settled that the defect in the
investigation by itself cannot be a ground for acquittal. If primacy is
given to such designed or negligent investigations or to the omissions
or lapses by perfunctory investigation, the faith and confidence of the
people in the criminal justice administration would be eroded. Where
there has been negligence on the part of the investigating agency or
omissions, etc. which resulted in defective investigation, there is a
legal obligation on the part of the court to examine the prosecution
evidence de hors such lapses, carefully, to find out whether the said
evidence is reliable or not and to what extent it is reliable and as to
whether such lapses affected the object of finding out the truth.
Therefore, the investigation is not the solitary area for judicial scrutiny
in a criminal trial. The conclusion of the trial in the case cannot be
allowed to depend solely on the probity of investigation. (Vide
Chandra Kanth Lakshmi V/s. State of Maharashtra, AIR 1974 SC 220;
Karnel Singh Vis. State of Madhya Pradesh, (1995) 5 SCC 518; Ram
Bihari Yadav Vis. State of Bihar, AIR 1998 SC 1850; Paras Yadav
Vis State of Bihar, AIR 1999 SC 644; State of Karnataka V/s. K.
Yarappa Reddy, AIR 2000 SC 185; Amar Singh Vis. Balwinder
Singh, AIR 2003 SC 1164; Allarakha K. Mansuri V/s. State of
Gujarat, AIR 2002 SC 1051; and Ram Bali V/s. State of U.P., AIR
2004 SC 2329). Thus, the view taken by the trial Court can be said to
be perverse as the trial Court has wrongly held that if the investigation
is found tainted with it is unsafe to rely on the same. In this regard, we
would like to observe that these findings is against the settled law and
view taken by the Apex Court in above referred judgments.

(IT) Hostile witnesses:
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11.2 There is no merit in the conclusion of the trial Court as it did not
believe that once the panch witnesses have turned hostile, the recovery
of the weapons should be vitiated. The Investigating Officer has
categorically stated in his deposition that the accused was ready and
willing to show the weapon used in commission of offence. He has
also stated in his deposition that from where the weapons were found
and weapons were sent to the Forensic Science Laboratory (FSL). The
FSL report also shows that the blood group of victim and the group of
the blood found on the weapon was of the same group.

11.3 In the case on hand, from the examination-in-chief and the course
of cross-examination also, it appears that the Investigating Officer has
stuck to his version that he followed all the procedures regarding
collecting of evidence under the panchnama and recording the
statements of witnesses. As such, there could not be any justification
in discarding the evidence of the Investigating Officer to the extent of
collecting evidence under the panchnama.

It is fairly well settled that the evidence of the Investigating Officer
can be relied upon to prove the recovery even when the panch
witnesses turned hostile.

In Rameshbhai Mohanbhai Koli v. State of Gujarat and others (2011)
11 SCC 111, it was held as under:-

"33. In Modan Singh v. State of Rajasthan (1978) 4 SCC 435 it was
observed (at SCC p. 438, para 9) that where the evidence of the
investigating officer who recovered the material objects is convincing,
the evidence as to recovery need not be rejected on the ground that
seizure witnesses did not support the prosecution version. Similar
view was expressed in Mohd. Aslam v. State of Maharashtra (2001) 9
SCC 362,
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In Anter Singh v. State of Rajasthan (2004) 10 SCC 657, it was
further held that: (SCC p. 661, para 10)

"10.... even if panch witnesses turn hostile, which happens very often
in criminal cases, the evidence of the person who effected the
recovery would not stand vitiated."

The Supreme Court has held in a large number of cases that merely
because the panch witnesses have turned hostile, it is no ground to
reject the evidence if the same is based on the testimony of the
investigating officer alone. In the instant case, it is not the case of
defense that the testimony of the investigating officer suffers from any
infirmity or doubt. (Vide Modan Singh case, Krishna Gopal case and
Anter Singh case.) "...PW-17-PSI has clearly spoken about the
recovery of MO-1-dagger at the behest of accused No.1 and MO-2-
dagger and MO-3-handle of the axe from the scene of occurrence and
his evidence cannot be discarded merely because panch witnesses
have turned hostile."

(ITT) Discarding evidence doubting the nature of injury:

11.4 It is contended that the learned Judge observed that as per the
deposition of medical evidence, the injury on the victim were possible
by both the muddamal knife. However, according to the opinion of the
doctor to inflict two injuries described in the complaint, two separate
blows are required. While as per the deposition of P.W.No.2 only one
knife blow was given and, therefore, the accused no.2 is acquitted of
the offences punishable under Section 324 of the Indian Penal Code.
The trial Court has failed to consider that the complainant P.W.No.2 is
injured eye-witness. The trial Court has discarded the material
evidence on flimsy ground that such injury could not be caused with a
single blow and two blows are required.

11.5 We are of the opinion that the question of the weight to be

attached to the evidence of a witness who was himself injured in the
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course of the occurrence has been extensively discussed by the Apex
Court in catena of decisions. Where a witness to the occurrence has
himself been injured in the incident, the testimony of such a witness is
generally considered to be very reliable, as he is a witness that comes
with a built-in guarantee of his presence at the scene of the crime and
is unlikely to spare his actual assailant(s) in order to falsely implicate
someone. "Convincing evidence is required to discredit an injured
witness. To cite a few judgments in this regard are (Ramlagan Singh
and Ors. v. State of Bihar, AIR 1972 SC 2593; Malkhan Singh and
Anr. v. State of Uttar Pradesh, AIR 1975 SC 12; Machhi Singh and
Ors. v. State of Punjab, AIR 1983 SC 957; Appabhai and Anr. v. State
of Gujarat, AIR 1988 SC 696; Bonkya alias Bharat Shivaji Mane and
Ors. v. State of Maharashtra, (AIR 1996 SC 257); Bhag Singh and
Ors. (supra); Mohar and Anr. v. State of Uttar Pradesh, (AIR 2002 SC
3279); Dinesh Kumar v. State of Rajasthan, (AIR 2008 SC 3259);
Vishnu and Ors. v. State of Rajasthan, (AIR 2009 SC (Supp) 2374),
Annareddy Sambasiva Reddy and Ors. v. State of Andhra Pradesh,
AIR 2009 SC 2661; Balraje alias Trimbak v. State of Maharashtra,
(2010 AIR SCW3707). While deciding this issue, a similar view was
taken in, Jarnail Singh v. State of Punjab, (2009 AIR SCW?7206),
where the Apex Court reiterated the special evidentiary status
accorded to the testimony of an injured accused and relying on its
earlier judgments held as under :-

"Darshan Singh (PW 4) was an injured witness. He had been
examined by the doctor. His testimony could not be brushed aside
lightly. He had given full details of the incident as he was present at
the time when the assailants reached the tubewell. In Shivalingappa
Kallayanappa v. State of Karnataka, (AIR 1995 SC 254), this Court
has held that the deposition of the injured witness should be relied

upon unless there are strong grounds for rejection of his evidence on
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the basis of major contradictions and discrepancies, for the reason that
his presence on the scene stands established in case it is proved that he
suffered the injury during the said incident. In State of U.P. v. Kishan
Chand, (AIR 2004 SC 4671). a similar view has been reiterated
observing that the testimony of a stamped witness has its own
relevance and efficacy. The fact that the witness sustained injuries at
the time and place of occurrence, lends support to his testimony that
he was present during the occurrence. In case the injured witness is
subjected to lengthy cross-examination and nothing can be elicited to
discard his testimony, it should be relied upon (vide Krishan v. State
of Haryana, (2006) 12 SCC 459). Thus, we are of the considered
opinion that evidence of Darshan Singh (PW 4) has rightly been relied
upon by the courts below."

11.6 The law on the point can be summarized to the effect that the
testimony of the injured witness is accorded a special status in law.
This is as a consequence of the fact that the injury to the witness is an
in-built guarantee of his presence at the scene of the crime and
because the witness will not want to let his actual assailant go
unpunished merely to falsely implicate a third party for the
commission of the offence. Thus, the deposition of the injured witness
should be relied upon unless there are strong grounds for rejection of
his evidence on the basis of major contradictions and discrepancies
therein.

11.7 It needs to be clarified that it is also well settled that when the
medical opinion given by the medical officer is found inconsistent
with the probability of the case, looking to the record of the case, the
Court cannot discard the credibility of the direct evidence otherwise
the administration of the justice would have to depend on the
opinionative evidence of the medical expert.

(IV) Duty of the Court to separate grain from the chaff:-
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11.8 Though there was ample evidence against the accused no.1, the
trial Court has discarded the evidence of the injured witness stating
that the evidence given by the witnesses in support of accused no.2 is
not clear and the identification of accused no.2 is unreliable. On that
count, the evidence against the accused no.1 is also discarded. The
prosecution has produced scientific evidence at Exhs.26 to 30, which
are the reports of by the Forensic Science Laboratory, where the
serological test was carried out. From the said documents, it appears
that the clothes and the knife recovered at the instance of the accused
no.1 were having blood group 'B' which was of the victim, however
the accused did not have offer any explanation about the blood mark
on his clothes and weapon which was recovered at his instance. These
facts are not discussed by the trial Court in his judgment. Trial Court
has not stated any reason as to why this evidence is discarded.

11.9 It is needless to say that it is the duty of the trial Court to separate
the grain from the chaff and then to arrive at a finding of guilt of an
accused or otherwise, notwithstanding the fact that evidence is found
to be deficient qua another accused named in the same offence. The
maxim falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus has not received general
acceptance in India nor has this maxim come to occupy the status of
rule of law. This has been restated in Rizan & Anr. vs. State of
Chhattisgarh, 2003 2 SCC 661. In paragraph 12 of the said decision,

the Court observed, thus:-

(@) Vijaybhai Maganbhai Rathod V/S State of Gujarat

9. The said version of the complainant Sangitaben was also
corroborated by the witness Shakuntalaben, who happened to be her
sister-inlaw and wife of Naginbhai Rathod. The witness
Shakuntalaben had also stated that the incident had taken place as

some quarrel was going on in respect of the land of Amarsinh between
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the accused and the deceased Kanubhai. At the time of incident, she
was at her home along with her sisters-in-law, and at that time all the
three accused with weapons in their hands had come to their house
and started beating the deceased Kanubhai. According to her,
Dilipbhai had given blow with bill-hook on the left hand of Kanubhai,
Nayan had given stick blow on the back and Vijay had given pipe
blow on the back of the head of Kanubhai. In the cross-examination,
she had denied that she along with others were not present at the time
of incident. Of course, she had stated that they all had gone to the
police station for lodging the complaint, however her husband
Naginbhai had given the complaint and Sangitaben had put her
signature. She had also stated that the street where the incident had
taken place was 2 kilometres away from their field. PW-10 Harkhaben
Parmar, who happened to be the sister-in-law of Naginbhai and cousin
of deceased kanubhai, had also stated inter alia that she along with
others had seen the incident of the accused beating the deceased
Kanubhai with pipe, bill-hook and stick.

She had also stated that she along with others had gone to the police
station for lodging the complaint. Of course she had stated that they
had gone at about 5:30 p.m. to the police station. PW-11 Naginbhai
Rathod had also supported the version of Sangitaben, Shakuntalaben
and Harkhaben as regards the accused beating Kanubhai near his
house and he along with others having gone to the Referral hospital at
Halol for the treatment of Kanubhai. He had identified all the three
accused sitting in the Court and also the muddamal articles shown to
him in the Court by stating that the accused Vijay had pipe, Dilip had
dharia and Nayan had lakdi at the time of incident in question. In the
cross-examination, he had denied that at the time of incident, he was
in the field. He had also denied that the entire complaint was dictated

by him and Sangitaben was sitting outside the police station. He had

Page 29 of 104



C.C. No. 3639 OF 2021

admitted that his house and house of Kanubhai were nearby in the
street, however, he had denied that he had not seen the alleged
incident and that kanubhai was murdered by some other persons and
the accused were being falsely implicated. He had also denied that
since the complaint was filed against Kanubhai by the accused, all the
three accused were falsely implicated in the instant case.

10. In light of the afore stated evidence of the four witnesses, the
evidence of FSL officer PW-3 Chandubhai Pargi and other witnesses
is also required to be considered. He had stated in his deposition
before the Sessions Court that on the receipt of the Vardhi on
18.03.2014, he had gone to the place of offence which was kacha road
29 feet away from the house of Naginbhai Rathod, where the blood
stains were found. He had directed to collect the Earth containing
blood stains and also the samples of control Earth, as also pieces of
sticks having blood stains from the scene of offence for the purpose of
examination. He had also prepared the preliminary report which was
placed on record at Exh. 17. The PW-12 Amarsinh Parmar, examined
by the prosecution, had stated that his land was situated near the well
of Kanubhai and during the period of incident in question, his jameen
was being cultivated by Kanubhai as he had mortgaged the land to
him. Of course he had stated that he did not know as to how the
incident had taken place. Similarly PW-13 Raman Udesinh Parmar
had also stated that his land was situated in the village Abhetva and
was mortgaged with one Dashrathsinh, however, was being cultivated
by Kanubhai. He also pleaded ignorance as to how the incident had
taken place and how Kanubhai had expired.

11. From the afore discussed evidence of the witnesses examined by
the prosecution, it appears that Tour witnesses complainant
Sangitaben, Shakuntalaben, Harkhaben and Naginbhai had

consistently stated that on the date of incident, they were at home and
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all the three accused had come abusing Kanubhai and when Kanubhai
had started running away towards the house of Naginbhai, they had
chased Kanubhai and beaten him with iron rod, bill-hook and stick.
All the four had stated that the accused Dilip had given blow with bill-
hook on the left hand, Vijaybhai had given blow with pipe on the
backside of the head and Nayanbhai had given blows with stick on the
back of Kanubhai, as a result thereof Kanubhai fell down on the road
and they all fled away from the place. When the said witnesses tried to
intervene, the accused threatened them to beat. It also emerges that
initially the said Kanubhai was taken to Referral hospital at Halol, and
thereafter e was referred to the S.S.G. Hospital at Vadodara, however,
on the way, he had expired, and therefore, they came back to the
Referral hospital at Halol, where the inquest panchnama was carried
out. They all thereafter had gone to Halol police station for lodging the

complaint which was registered at about 22:15 hours.

(C) Bhupatbhai Devjibhai Havliya V/S State of Gujarat

5. Upon thus hearing both the sides, the Court needs to examine the
deposition of prosecutrix, who Was only 13 years of age. Her
deposition was recorded under Section 36(2) of the POCSO Act,
where she showed the complete understanding of what she was
talking. Her comprehension also was appreciable, and therefore, the
Court asked questions to her. She stated that she resides with her
parents and has got one brother. She studies at Aaklodi Primary
School. She has two friends, who reside at a little distance from her
house. On Saturdays they have school starting from 07:00 a.m. to
11:00 am.. The deposition was recorded after six months from the date
of the incident. She stated that the appellant accused had taken her at
his residence, alluring her with buying her something. She also stated

how he asked her, then, to remove her clothes. The accused also had
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kept a knife with him and had threatened her that she was not to reveal
the incident to anyone. She also stated that he asked her to come back
even after once she goes to her in-laws. She was taken to the doctor by
her mother. She had certain perforations in her private part, and
therefore, had taken her for treatment. She also identified the clothes
worn by her at the time of incident. She used to go to school along
with her 3 to 4 friends and stated that she was allured by the appellant
with certain items. Thereafter, he had taken her at his home, where, he
asked her to remove her clothes and when she refused to do so, he,
himself, removed them and committed rape on her. When she started
crying because of pain, at that time, he had threatened her that if she
revealed the incident to anyone, she would be killed. The appellant-
convict had also stated her to come back to a him, even after she goes
to her in-laws. At that point of time, the daughter of the appellant-
convict knocked the door and when she heard the voice of somebody
crying, she had complained about the same to her paternal uncle.
Though, the brother of the appellant-convict knocked the door, he did
not open the door initially. However, with much difficulty, it was later
on opened and the appellant was also given some beating by his
brother. The prosecutrix was then asked to wear her clothes and go
home.

5.1 PW-2-Manishaben W/o. Lakhmanbhai, the mother of the
prosecutrix was examined vide Exhibit-14. She stated that she has two
daughters and one son. The prosecutrix was studying in Standard-7
and her birth was in the year 2001. The incident took place about six
months before, where, her daughter started complaining of pain in her
private part. When she inquired from the prosecutrix, she revealed that
the appellant accused had taken her to his residence and narrated the
entire story. Having found the foul smell in her clothes, she had

inquired from the prosecutrix. She had taken the prosecutrix to doctor.
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She also narrated the story before the doctor. When she came home,
she had also consulted her relatives, who had agreed to lodge an FIR.
5.2 In the cross-examination, this witness denied of any kind of
animosity with the accused. She also denied of the incident having
been concocted on the ground of some political rivalry. Her daughter's
school is at a distance of about 20 houses. She agreed that the
complaint was given 4 to 5 days belatedly. It is a small village in
which they reside. Doctor also comes from outside for two hours. On
Monday they had taken the prosecutrix to Dr. Rohit and she was asked
to visit on Tuesday and Wednesday. Dressing also was needed to be
done on her private part. For reaching police station in a tempo, it took
them about half an hour, from their village. She, further, stated that
they came to know about the incident after much persuasion to the
prosecutrix. She had injuries on her private parts. She agreed that her
relatives and Sarpanch had gathered, and thereafter, the complaint was
given.

5.3 Here, it would be apt to refer to the evidence of Dr. Nituben
Morlidhar Kapur Bhatiya, Exhibit-37, who was discharging duties as
Medical Officer, Gynaecological Department, at Sir Takhatsinhji
Hospital, Bhavnagar, at the relevant point of time. The prosecutrix
was brought before her on 02.07.2014, at about 15:20 p.m.. She was
13 years of age. The details were given by her paternal aunt, wherein,
she stated that before about one week, the victim was called by the
father of her friend, who had removed her clothes and raped her. She
also was threatened of dire consequences and after about half an hour,
thereafter, she had left the place and after two days, she had started
having difficulty in passing urine. She had spoken of this to her
parents. She was then taken to Dr. Rohitbhai and she had changed her
clothes on the previous day. Her menstrual cycle had not started, yet.

This witness stated that the possibility of sexual intercourse cannot be
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ruled out. She agreed, in the cross-examination, that there was no
injury on the private part of the prosecutrix. However, she had found
two ulcers.

5.4 Dr. Rohitbhai Parmanand Shah-PW-3, who was examined vide
Exhibit-16, stated that the prosecutrix was brought before him on
24.06.2014, at around 08:00 p.m. from Aaklodi village. It was
conveyed to him that before about three days, she had sustained injury
in her private part due to wood. She had ulcers on her private part.
There was swelling and pain. He had done dressing and had also given
injection. The injuries were three days old. He had also issued
certificate. He agreed that in MLC case, police needs to be informed.
However, since, he was conveyed that the injury was with the wooden
stick in the private part and the same were not fresh, he had not
informed the police. He agreed that for pain in the private part, there
could be various reasons. On the first day, he had given treatment and
on the next day, he had done dressing.

5.5.Dr. Mukesh Anilbhai Shah-PW-17, who had examined the
accused, in his deposition Exhibit43 stated that on 04.07.2014, while
he was on duty at Sir Mansinhji Hospital, Palitana, the appellant-
convict was brought before him at about 12:10 p.m. by ASI, A.V.
Chavda, Buckle No. 186. The history given by the appellant-convict,
before him, was that before about 14 to 15 days, in the evening hours,
he had sexual intercourse with the prosecutrix at his residence without
her wish and thereafter, nothing was done. He agreed that when the
appellant-convict was brought before him, the police was present. He
also opined on examination that he was capable of having sexual
intercourse. Certain samples of the appellant-convict were taken by
him, viz. blood, nail, saliva, semen, public hair. which were given in

sealed condition to the police to send the same to FSL.
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5.6 So far as the evidence of (1) PW-4, a witness to the panchnama
(Exhibit-18) of seizure of clothes of the prosecutrix, (2) PW-5, a
witness to the panchnama (Exhibit-20) of seizure of samples of the
prosecutrix, (3) PW-6, second panch witness to the panchnama
(Exhibit-20) of seizure of samples of the prosecutrix, (4) PW-7, a
witness to the panchnama (Exhibit-23) of seizure of samples of the
appellant-convict, (5) PW-8, the second panch witness to the
panchnama (Exhibit-23) of seizure of samples of the appellant-
convict. (6) PW-9, a witness to the panchnama (Exhibit-26) of the
place of offence, (7) PW-10, the second panch witness to the
panchnama (Exhibit-26) of the place of offence, (8) PW-11. the
second panch witness to the panchnama (Exhibit-18) of seizure of the
clothes of the prosecutrix, (9) PW-12, a witness to the panchnama
(Exhibit-30) of seizure of the clothes of the appellant-convict, (10)
PW-13, a witness to the panchnama (Exhibit-30) of seizure of the
clothes of the appellant-convict, is concerned, they did not support the
case of the prosecution and were declared hostile. All these witnesses,
however, admitted their signatures on respective panchnamas, but,
they rescinded from the contents of the same.

8. The trial Court after appreciating the evidence of all the witnesses,
convicted the appellant for the offence punishable under Section 376
of the IPC and sentenced him to undergo rigorous imprisonment for
10 years and to pay fine of Rs, 15,000/- and in default to undergo
further simple simprisonment for a period of six months, whereas, for
the offence punishable under Section 506(2) of the IPC, he was
sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for six months and to pay
fine of Rs.5000/- and in default to undergo further simple
imprisonment for one month. For the offence punishable under
Section 4 of the POCSO Act, the appellant was sentenced to undergo

rigorous imprisonment for 10 years and to pay fine of Rs.15,000/- and
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in default to undergo further simple imprisonment for six months and
for the offence under Section 12 of the POCSO Act and to fine of
Rs.10,000/- and in default to undergo further simple imprisonment for
three months. Further, the trial Court also directed to pay 75%
amount, out of the total amount of fine of Rs.45,000/- to be given to
the prosecutrix under Section 357 of the Code.

8.1 As can be noticed from the detailed analytical appreciation of the
deposition of various witnesses that the trial Court did not choose to
be swayed away by non-revelation of the aspect of sexual intercourse
in the oral deposition of the prosecutrix before the Court. As right
from the beginning, in the FIR, the details have been provided, which
reveal that she was taken from the school by the appellant, who is the
father of the friend of the prosecutrix, by alluring her with a toy. On
reaching home, she was asked to remove her clothes and when she
denied, the appellant-convict, himself, undressed her and committed
rape on her. Such version further goes to reveal that, thereafter, the
daughter of the appellant-convict came there and knocked the door
and when the accused did not open the door, she had called her
paternal uncle, who could get the door opened with much difficulty
and asked the prosecutrix to wear her clothes and to go home. The
appellant was also given beating by his brother. The prosecutrix,
initially, had chosen not to reveal this incident to her mother and it
was only when the mother of the accused found foul smell wafting
from the clothes of the prosecutrix that she inquired from her and the
alleged incident was revealed.

8.2 Late filing of the complaint always is not fatal. The trial Court has
rightly appreciated that in the matter like this when the prosecutrix is
very young and she has not even attained 13 years of age and even her
menstrual cycle has also not started and when rape is committed on

her, her parents would be naturally very slow to make the incident
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public by lodging an FIR. She was also taken to Dr. Rohit, before
whom also, the mother of the prosecutrix had chosen not to reveal true
story, where, the injuries on the private part of the prosecutrix were
said to have been caused with a wooden stick. Dr. Rohit had found
ulcers and swelling on her private part and had treated her with the
dressing so also injection. It is only after consultation with some of the
elder members of the family and community leaders that they gathered
courage to lodge FIR on 01.07.2014 for an incident of 24.06.2014.
Thus, after almost 7 days, the mother of the prosecutrix filed FIR. In
the opinion of this Court, the trial Court has committed no error in not
upholding the version of the appellant-convict that the late filing of the
FIR questions the credibility of such a complaint. It is not at all
unusual for the parents to be worried about lodging the complaint,
especially, in a case, where, the girl is very young and when her entire
future lies before her. Since, there is so much of taboos in our society,
more particularly, in relation to the sexual offences, where, the girls
are victims, very belated approach to the criminal justice system by
the parents cannot be viewed as a hampering ground or reason for
throwing away the entire case of the prosecution on the ground of
delay.

8.3 The Apex Court in the case of 'STATE OF PUNJAB VS.
GURMIT SINGH, AIR 1996 SC 1393, while determining the
question of rape has held that late filing of FIR is not fatal to the case
of prosecution. It also held in no uncertain terms that the testimony of
the prosecutrix could be the sole basis for conviction. The Court has
also further held that she is not an accomplice but a victim, which is
not to be forgotten. The Court has also shown extreme concern of
increased number of crime against women. The relevant observations

read thus:
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"7... The courts cannot over-look the fact that in sexual offences delay
in the lodging of the FIR can be due to variety of reasons particularly
the reluctance of the prosecutrix or her family members to go to the
police and complain about the incident which concerns the reputation
of the prosecutrix and the honour of her family. It is only after giving
it a cool thought that a complaint of sexual offence is generally
lodged....... The criticism by the trial court of the evidence of the
prosecutrix as to why she did not complain to the lady teachers or to
other girl students when she appeared for the examination at the center
and waited till she went home and narrated the occurrence to her
mother is unjustified. The conduct of the prosecutrix in this regard
appears to us to be most natural. The trial court over-looked that a girl,
in a tradition bound non-permissive society in India, would be
extremely reluctant even to admit that any incident which is likely to
reflect upon her chastity had occurred, being conscious of the danger
of being ostracized by the society or being looked down by the
society. Her not informing the teachers or her friends at the
examination center under the circumstances cannot detract from her
reliability. In the normal course of human conduct, this unmarried
minor girl, would not like to give publicity to the traumatic experience
she had undergone and would feel terribly embarrassed in relation to
the incident to narrate it to her teachers and others over-powered by a
feeling of shame and her natural inclination would be to avoid talking
about it to any one, lest the family name and honour is brought into
controversy. Therefore her informing to her mother only on return to
the parental house and no one else at the examination center prior
thereto is an accord with the natural human conduct of a female. The
courts must, while evaluating evidence, remain alive to the fact that in
a case of rape, no self-respecting woman would come forward in a

court just to make a humiliating statement against her honour such as

Page 38 of 104



C.C. No. 3639 OF 2021

is involved in the commission of rape on her. In cases involving
sexual molestation, supposed considerations which have no material
effect on the veracity of the prosecution case or even discrepancies in
the statement of the prosecutrix should not. unless the discrepancies
are such which are of fatal nature, be allowed to throw out an
otherwise reliable prosecution case. The inherent bashfulness of the
females and the tendency to conceal outrage of sexual aggression are
factors which the Courts should not over-look. The testimony of the
victim in such cases is vital and unless there are compelling reasons
which necessitate looking for corroboration of her statement, the
courts should find no difficulty to act on the testimony of a victim of
sexual assault alone to convict an accused where her testimony
inspires confidence and is found to be reliable. Seeking corroboration
of her statement before relying upon the same, as a rule, in such cases
amounts to adding insult to injury. Why should the evidence of a girl
of a woman who complains of rape or sexual molestation, be viewed
with doubt, disbelief or suspicion? The Court while appreciating the
evidence of a prosecutrix may look for some assurance of her
statement to satisfy its judicial conscience, since she is a witness who
is interested in the outcome of the charge levelled by her, but there is
no requirement of law to insist upon corroboration of her statement to
base conviction of an accused. The evidence of a victim of sexual
assault stands almost at par with the evidence of an injured witness
and to an extent is even more reliable. Just as a witness who has
sustained some injury in the occurrence, which is not found to be self
inflicted, is considered to be a good witness in the sense that he is least
likely to shield the real culprit, the evidence of a victim of a sexual
offence is entitled to great weight, absence of corroboration
notwithstanding. Corroborative evidence is not an imperative

component of judicial credence in every case of rape. Corroboration as

Page 39 of 104



C.C. No. 3639 OF 2021

a condition for judicial reliance on the testimony of the prosecutrix is
not a requirement of law but a guidance of prudence under given
circumstances. It must not be over-looked that a woman or a girl
subjected to sexual assault is not an accomplice to the crime but is a
victim of another persons's lust and it is improper and undesirable to
test her evidence with a certain amount of suspicion, treating her as if
she were an accomplice. Inferences have to be drawn from a given set
of facts and circumstances with realistic diversity and not dead
uniformity lest that type of rigidity in the shape of rule of law is
introduced through a new form of testimonial tyranny making justice a
casualty. Courts cannot cling to a fossil formula and insist upon
corroboration even if, taken as a whole, the case spoken of by the
victim of sex crime strikes the judicial mind as probable. In State of
Maharashtra Vs. Chandraprakash Kewalchand Jain (1990 (1) SCC
550) Ahmadi, J. (as the Lord Chief Justice then was) speaking for the
Bench summarised the position in the following words:

"A prosecutrix of a sex offence cannot be put on par with an
accomplice. She is in fact a victim of the crime. The Evidence Act
nowhere says that her evidence cannot be accepted unless it is
corroborated in material particulars. She is undoubtedly a competent
witness under Section 118 and her evidence must receive the same
weight as is attached to an injured in cases of physical violence. The
same degree of care and caution must attach in the evaluation of her
evidence as in the case of an injured complainant or witness and no
more. What is necessary is that the court must be alive to and
conscious of the fact that it is dealing with the evidence of a person
who is interested in the outcome of the charge levelled by her. If the
court keeps this in mind and feels satisfied that it can act on the
evidence of the prosecutrix, there is no rule of law or practice

incorporated in the Evidence Act similar to illustration
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(b) to Section 114 which requires it to look for corroboration. If for
some reason the court is hesitant to place implicit reliance on the
testimony of the prosecurtix it may look for evidence which may lend
assurance to her testimony short of corroboration required in the case
of an accomplice. The nature of evidence required to lend assurance to
the testimony of the prosecutrix must necessarily depend on the facts
and circumstances of each case. But if a prosecutrix is an adult and of
full understanding the court is entitled to base a conviction of her
evidence unless the same is shown to be infirm and not trustworthy. If
the totality of the circumstances appearing on the record of the case
disclose that the prosecutrix does not have a strong motive to falsely
involve the person charged, the court should ordinarily have no
hesitation in accepting her evidence."

8.4 The Court also cannot be oblivious of the fact that it is a very
small village, where, the first informant resides with her family.
Everything is operating on a very small scale operating in the village.
Doctor also visits the village only for two hours, that too, only on
Saturdays. The approach to the police station also takes about half an
hour in a vehicle from the village. If, one looks at the entire details,
culling out from the various documents of the prosecution, this Court
does not find those arguments, at all weighty, of the learned Advocate
for the appellant-convict that the trial Court ought to have rejected the
FIR as being concocted.

8.5 Moreover, there is nothing emerging, except, the bald assertion on
the part of the defence that there is some dispute going on between the
grand father of the prosecutrix and the appellant. The consistent
history before the gynecologist so also the history given by the
appellant-convict before Dr. Kamaliya, the details provided of the
injuries and the treatment given by Dr. Rohit, all cumulatively go to

establish the act of injury on the ground of sexual offence upon the
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prosecutrix, who falls within the definition of a 'Child' under the
POCSO Act. As defined under the POCSO Act, a person, who is
below 18 years of age, is a Child. There is no dispute with regard to
the age of the prosecutrix, who is admittedly below 18 years of age. In
fact, she was less than 13 years of age, at the time of offence. She was
studying in Standard-7 and who has for the obvious reasons
unfortunately left the school after the incident in question.

8.6 At this stage, it is to be noted that all the panch witnesses chose
not to support the case of the prosecution. They, though, identified
their signatures, rest of the contents of the panchnama, they have not
supported. It is quite unfortunate and very often, it is noticed that in
the Sessions Case, the person, who are duly won-over are the panch
witnesses. There are various reasons for them to turn hostile and some
of them as could be noticed are the ones, whom, many a times, police
choses to command to act as panchas, who have some work with the
police or those who hail from the labour class or work for their
livelihood as hawkers in the vicinity. They often out of the fear of
police agree to be the panch witness. However, such witnesses,
eventually rescinds from the case and thus, they are declared hostile.
The first opportunity these witnesses get to defy the authority of the
police is, at the time of recording their deposition before a Court.

8.7 With the advancement of the technology, it is expected that some
positive changes could be contemplated so far as the recording of a
panchnama is concerned. It is not, at all. difficult to video record the
entire panchnama. A panchnama could be also drawn with the use of
audio-visual mode. This not only would help in reducing the efforts of
human agency along with the criminal justice system but that also can
help in depending negligibly on human agencies as also curbing high
handedness of the officers, while preparing the panchnama during the

investigation in a serious criminal case.
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9. Reverting back to the factual matrix of the case on hand, non
support of the panch witnesses to the case of the prosecution would
not render the case of the prosecution either false or concocted. The
details having been proved and the panchnamas having been drawn in
the presence of the 10, who has no animosity with the appellant-
accused, this court sees no reason, as to why those documents, as
corroborative evidence, cannot be relied upon.

9.1 From the discussion above, thus, it can be concluded that the trial
Court when has chosen to appreciate, in detail, the evidence of the
prosecution witnesses, holding the appellant convict guilty for the
offences punishable under the IPC and the POCSO Act, there is
nothing emerging from the record for this Court to opine, otherwise.
9.2 It is a matter of record that the statement of the prosecutrix came
to be recorded under Section 164 of the Code, which, of course, has a
corroborative value. The said document has been duly proved. It is
also a matter of record that the learned Metropolitan Magistrate, who
had recorded the statement of the prosecutrix under Section 164 of the
Code, has not been examined as a prosecution witness. The
prosecutrix has not denied of having given the statement under
Section 164 of the Code.

9.3 Ms. H.D. Pandit, learned 11th Addl. Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Bhavnagar, in whose presence the prosecutrix had given her statement
under Section 164 of the Code, was not recorded with audio-video
mode, as there was hesitation on the part of the prosecutrix to give her
version before the cameraman. It can be noticed that the trial Court did
not inquire from the prosecutrix, the details of her statement given
under Section 164 of the Code. There does not appear to be any
question with regard to the same, and hence, what gets proved from

her deposition only is evidence under Section 4 of the POCSO Act.
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9.4 Section 8 of the Evidence Act would also have a role to play so far
as the version of the prosecutrix is concerned, as given in the
explanation, after the prosecutrix was ravished, she goes and speaks
about the same to her mother along with the circumstances, which is
required to be considered by this Court. She has, of course, not spoken
to her mother, but, her mother having found blood stains and foul
smell from her clothes had inquired from her, whereupon, the
prosecutrix disclosed the entire incident. In absence of any animosity
with the appellant convict, there is no reason either to concoct any
story or to falsely implicate the appellant. The prosecutrix is, of
course, very young and she is not expected to give all the details in so
many words. However, on material particulars, it is the duty of the
prosecution to put forth the matter before her and to get the answers.

9.5 So far as the report of FSL of various samples of the appellant
dated 17.09.2014 is concerned, it is not out of place to note at this
stage that since the FIR had been lodged belatedly, the thin possibility
would be there of getting any proof from the clothes and other articles.
However, the 'Salwar worn by the prosecutrix contained 'A' group
semen. which is the blood group of the appellant. The samples and the
semen, which were sent to the FSL remained untested. No other article
contained either the blood or the semen. The evidence of appellant
having blood group 'A' and the semen found on the prosecutrix's
pajama would go to prove her version, which also has been supported
by other evidence that has been discussed. It is, thus, quite clear that
the trial Court on the strength of the evidence of prosecutrix, the
injuries found on her body and strong corroboration lent by the other
witnesses so also the evidence of medical expert has rightly,
unhesitatingly and conclusively held that the appellant (accused) had
committed an act of sexual intercourse, amounting to commission of

offence of rape. It is worth noting, at this stage, that the act of POCSO
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has been brought to protect children and the definition of the child, as
per the said Act is the person below 18 years of age. It is extremely
shocking that, in the case on hand, this act was done by the person,
who is a friend of the father of the prosecutrix, who is barely aged 13
years of age. Cumulative circumstances with oral as well as the
documentary evidence that had been brought on record, led the trial
Court to convict the appellant-accused both under the provisions of
the IPC and under the POCSO Act. The trial Court does not appear to
have committed any error so as to warrant interference by this Court.
9.6 It would once again be profitable to once again refer to vital
findings and observations of the Apex Court in the case of 'STATE
OF PUNJAB VS. GURMIT SINGH' (Supra). lamenting the fact that
the crime against women is on increase and that clearly amounts to
injuring human dignity and as the rapist destroys the very soul of the
victim, onus is on the Court to ensure due adjudication of accused.
The relevant findings and observations read thus:

"20. Of late, crime against women in general and rape in particular is
on the increase. It is an irony that while we are celebrating women's
rights in all spheres, we show little or no concern for her honour. It is
a sad reflection on the attitude of indifference of the society towards
the violation of human dignity of the victims of sex crimes. We must
remember that a rapist not only violates the victim's privacy and
personal integrity, but inevitably causes serious psychological as well
as physical harm in the process. Rape is not merely a physical assault -
it is often destructive of the whole personality of the victim. A
murderer destroys the physical body of his victim, a rapist degrades
the very soul of the helpless female. The Courts, therefore, shoulder a
great responsibility while trying an accused on charges of rape. They
must deal with such cases with utmost sensitivity. The Courts should

examine the broader probabilities of a case and not get swayed by
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minor contradictions or insignificant discrepancies in the statement of
the prosecutrix, which are not of a fatal nature, to throw out an
otherwise reliable prosecution case. If evidence of the prosecutrix
inspirers confidence, it must be relied upon without seeking
corroboration of her statement in material particulars. If for some
reason the Court finds it difficult to place implicit reliance on her
testimony, it may look for evidence which may lend assurance to her
testimony, short of corroboration required in the case of an
accomplice. The testimony of the prosecutrix must be appreciated in
the background of the entire case and the trial court must be alive to
its responsibility and be sensitive while dealing with cases involving
sexual molestations.

21. There has been lately, lot of criticism of the treatment of the
victims of sexual assault in the court during their cross-examination.
The provisions of Evidence Act regarding relevancy of facts
notwithstanding, some defence counsel adopt the strategy of continual
questioning of the prosecutrix as to the details of the rape. The victim
is required to repeat again and again the details of the rape incident not
so much as to bring out the facts on record or to test her credibility but
to test her story for inconsistencies with a view to attempt to twist the
interpretation of events given by her so as to make them appear
inconsistent with her allegations. The Court, therefore, should not sit
as a silent spectator while the victim of crime i being cross-examined
by the defence. It must effectively control the recording of evidence in
the Court. While every latitude should be given to the accused to test
the veracity of the prosecutrix and the credibility of her version
through cross- examination, the court must also ensure that cross-
examination is not made a means of harassment or causing
humiliation to the victim of crime. A victim of rape, it must be

remembered, has already undergone a traumatic experience and if she
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is made to repeat again and again, in unfamiliar surroundings, what
she had been subjected to, she may be too ashamed and even nervous
or confused to speak and her silence or a confused stray sentence may
be wrongly interpreted as "discrepancies and contradictions" in her
evidence." [Emphasis Supplied]

9.7 The Apex Court in a recent decision in the case of ' MUKESH &
ANR. VS. STATE FOR NCT OF DELHI & ORS., (2017) 6 SCC 1,
which is popularly known as "Nirbhaya Case', has held and observed
thus:

"373. Stringent legislation and punishments alone may not be
sufficient for fighting increasing crimes against women. In our
tradition bound society, certain attitudinal change and change in the
mind-set is needed to respect women and to ensure gender justice.
Right from childhood years' children ought to be sensitized to respect
women. A child should be taught to respect women in the society in
the same way as he is taught to respect men. Gender equality should
be made a part of the school curriculum. The school teachers and
parents should be trained, not only to conduct regular personality
building and skill enhancing exercise, but also to keep a watch on the
actual behavioural pattern of the children so as to make them gender
sensitized. The educational institutions, Government institutions, the
employers and all concerned must take steps to create awareness with
regard to gender sensitization and to respect women. Sensitization of
the public on gender justice through TV, media and press should be
welcomed. On the practical side, few of the suggestions are
worthwhile to be considered. Banners and placards in the public
transport vehicles like autos, taxis and buses etc. must be ensured. Use
of street lights, illuminated bus stops and extra police patrol during
odd hours must be ensured. Police/security guards must be posted at

dark and lonely places like parks, streets etc. Mobile apps for
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immediate assistance of women should be introduced and effectively
maintained. Apart from effective implementation of the various
legislation protecting women, change in the mind set of the society at
large and creating awareness in the public on gender justice, would go
a long way to combat violence against women.

520. The statistics of National Crime Records Bureau which I have
indicated in the beginning of my judgment show that despite the
progress made by women in education and in various fields and
changes brought in ideas of women's rights, respect for women is on
the decline and crimes against women are on the increase. Offences
against women are not a women's issue alone but, human rights issue.
Increased rate of crime against women is an area of concern for the
law-makers and it points out an emergent need to study in depth the
root of the problem and remedy the same through a strict law and
order regime. There are a number of legislations and numerous penal
provisions to punish the offenders of violence against women.
However, it becomes important to ensure that gender justice does not
remain only on paper.

521. We have a responsibility to set good values and guidance for
posterity. In the words of great scholar, Swami Vivekananda, "the best
thermometer to the progress of a nation is its treatment of its women."
Crime against women not only affects women's self esteem and
dignity but also degrades the pace of societal development. I hope that
this gruesome incident in the capital and death of this young woman
will be an eye-opener for a mass movement "to end violence against
women" and "respect for women and her dignity" and sensitizing
public at large on gender justice. Every individual, irrespective of
his/her gender must be willing to assume the responsibility in fight for
gender justice and also awaken public opinion on gender justice.

Public at large, in particular men, are to be sensitized on gender
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justice. The battle for gender justice can be won only with strict
implementation of legislative provisions, sensitization of public,
taking other pro-active steps at all levels for combating violence
against women and ensuring widespread attitudinal changes and
comprehensive change in the existing mind set. We hope that this
incident will pave the way for the same."

This being a gruesome act, which is duly proved by the prosecution, it
does not deserve any sympathetic consideration in this case,

9.8 Thus, the conviction of the appellant convict under Sections 376
and 506 (2) of the Indian Penal Code and under Sections 4 and 12 of
the POCSO Act is confirmed and the punishment and the fine inflicted

by the Sessions Court are not being interfered with.

(€) Abdulbhai Aljibhai Patel V/S State of Gujarat

9. Thus, having gone through the evidence of these three material
witnesses, being complainant and two eyewitnesses, the presence of
the accused at the time of commission of incident is proved, cause of
incident is proved, as also the act of accused of caught hold of
deceased and giving a knife blow on the left side of the chest of the
deceased was also proved beyond reasonable doubt, which was
corroborated by the medical evidence. Now, so far as the discovery of
weapon is concerned, though the panch witness is turned hostile, but
the same can be proved from the evidence of the 1.0. The trial Court
has also discussed this aspect in its judgment in paragraph No.61 in
greater detail and this Court is in complete agreement with the said
findings.

10. It is also required to be appreciated that presence of the witnesses
are natural at the time of commission of offence, because the
witnesses were also engaged in the business of transportation and

therefore their presence at the scene of offence is proved to be natural

Page 49 of 104



C.C. No. 3639 OF 2021

and therefore the argument of the learned Counsel that witnesses are
of the same caste and cannot be believed, is rightly rejected by the
trial Court.

11. in light of what is discussed herein above and in view of the
findings recorded by the trial Court, this Court is of view that the
prosecution has proved its case beyond reasonable doubt by leading its
cogent and convincing evidence. The medical evidence also
established the usage of weapon in the commission of crime and this
Court is in agreement with the findings recorded by the trial Court in

this regard.

(‘1 o) Imrankhan Anwerkhan Pathan V/S State of Gujarat

15. This section, as the opening words indicate, will come into play
only when the Court is satisfied that there is reasonable ground to
believe that two or more persons have conspired together to commit
an offence or an actionable wrong, that is to say, there should be a
prima facie evidence that a person was a party to the conspiracy
before his acts can be used against his coconspirators.

15.1 Once such a reasonable ground exists, anything said, done or
written by one of the conspirators in reference to the common
intention, after the said intention was entertained, is relevant against
the others, not only for the purpose of proving the existence of the
conspiracy but also for proving that the other person was a party to it.
The evidentiary value of the said acts is limited by two circumstances,
namely, that the acts shall be in reference to their common intention
and in respect of a period after such intention was entertained by any
one of them. The expression "in reference to their common intention"
is very comprehensive and it appears to have been designedly used to
give it a wider scope than the words "in furtherance of" in the English

law; with the result, anything said, done or written by a coconspirator,
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after the conspiracy was formed, will be evidence against the other
before he entered the field of conspiracy or after he left it.

15.2 Another important limitation implicit in the language is indicated
by the expressed scope of its relevancy. Anything so said, done or
written is a relevant fact only "as against each of the persons believed
to be so conspiring as well for the purpose of proving the existence of
the conspiracy as for the purpose of showing that any such person was
a party to it. It can only be used for the purpose of proving the
existence of the conspiracy or that the other person was a party to it. It
cannot be used in favour of the other party or for the purpose of
showing that such a person was not a party to the conspiracy.

15.3 In short, the section can be analysed as follows: (1) There shall
be a prima facie evidence affording a reasonable ground for a Court to
believe that two or more persons are members of a conspiracy; (2) if
the said condition is fulfilled, anything said, done or written by any
one of them in reference to their common intention will be evidence
against the other, (3) anything said, done or written by him should
have been said, done or written by him after the intention was formed
by any one of them; (4) it would also be relevant for the said purpose
against another who entered the conspiracy whether it was said, done
or written before he entered the conspiracy or after he left it and (5) it
can only be used against a coconspirator and not in his favour,

17. la view of the above, it is crystal clear that the appellant accused
played active role in the commission of the offence, by meeting of
minds, hatched criminal conspiracy and looted the goods/articles
worth more than Rs.60 Lacs. Therefore, it can be said that the
appellant committed serious offence and therefore, looking to the role
attributed to the appellant, no liberal view can be taken so far this

appellant is concerned.
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17.1 Learned advocate Mr. Raval submitted that the panchnama is not
proved by panchas. But looking to the evidence of Investigating
Officer, the contents of the panchnama are proved. Therefore, it is not
necessary to support the panchnama by the panchas, if the contents of
panchnama are proved by the evidence of other witness. In reference
to the same, we referred the decision of this Court in the case of
Vinugiri Motigiri Vs. State of Gujarat reported in 2002(1) GLH 176
and observation made by this Court at Head Note C. which is as
under:

"(C) Indian Evidence Act, 1872, Ss. 27 and 14 Indian Penal Code,
1860 - Ss. 302 and 149- Discovery of weapon Pancha witnesses
turning hostile Whether evidence of recovery can be relied upon -
Recovery of an object pursuant to the information supplied by an
accused in custody is different from the searching endeavour
envisaged in Chapter VII of CRPC When a police officer gives
evidence in court that a certain article was recovered by him on the
strength of the statement made by the version to be correct if it is not
otherwise shown to be unreliable On fact, held that though witnesses
have turned hostile, even without the discovery of panchnama, the
evidence found on record is reliable to connect all the accused with

the crime - Appeals dismissed - Conviction confirmed."

(‘1 "L) Vipulbhai Batukbhai Barwalia V/S State of Gujarat

12. According to this Court, the aforesaid submission has no
substance. It is well settled that merely because the panch witnesses
do not support the case of the prosecution, the case of the prosecution
need not be thrown over-board as unreliable. It may be realized that
the phenomenon of panch witnesses turning hostile to the prosecution
is not unknown and is ever on the increase. It needs hardly to be

emphasized that the decision of a case does not depend solely on the
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question whether the panch witnesses support the prosecution or turn
their back on it. If the decision of the case were to depend solely on
the testimony of panch witnesses regardless of the evidence of police
officers, in theory, it would be giving a right to veto to the panchas so
far as the question of culpability of an accused is concerned, which is
not permissible in criminal jurisprudence. It is well settled that without
good ground being pointed out, testimony of police officer, if
otherwise found to be true and dependable, cannot be discarded by
court on the ground that he is a police officer. On the facts and in the
circumstances of the case, this Court finds that testimonies of PW-2
Harishchandra Vanabhai Parmar, PW-4 Rajesh Bhikhabhai Solanki,
PW-5 Lotan Nimbabhai and PW-6 Hitesh Dilipsinh Chauhan are not
only inspiring confidence, but, get corroboration from the other
evidence on record and from the evidence of the police officers, and
from their sevidence contents of the panchnama have been proved and
it is given exhibit number as well. Therefore, according to this Court,
the said panchnama can be relied upon to decide the complicity of the
accused.

15. This Court has given anxious and considerate thought to the rival
submissions advanced by the learned advocates for the parties with
regard to showing leniency so far as sentence is concerned There is no
dispute that at the relevant time the accused was less than 20 years of
age, as he was a born on 12.7.1986 as per birth record produced before
us, and therefore, he was in his twenties and just prior to commission
of the offence he has crossed the juvenility. Furthermore, It has not
come in evidence that he was a habitual offender, hardened criminal
or involved in any such type of activity in the past. Therefore,
according to us, since the accused has already undergone more than 4

years of imprisonment, and if he remains in jail for a longer period
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with hardened criminals, he would also become a hardened criminal

after his release from jail.

Al SIA Ais— <9 &l AR df Ald edld] 2y s B,
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RIRGIE, AERRQ UA AIBEISl] ARIUIRA df s 241dd
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HolalHIS YdaliA1A A€ wHlolall déUIRl €2dIdy S3 AU
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a3 ofl 2l 2HRA s2d]. Hal aliHER SI2atl 2$SHI 2His Uy €]
Y UAd €AY GidldUIHl AId & d ol 5§ Y 5 AW
e2d1d%all Ulall ol.22 BU ARl 2idlall HIsS] & doll ool
el HIR] & a 18l § Al cialg . A€ S UU ol £2d1d%Yall
Ulal 0.99 ol Y EIVd AIS—F0 ANdIHI 2419 8. WdRA Hid]
YeuRe s3] HI [a1ded dldd.

RIRGIE, A€W AldEofl AURMIAI d§ sAHi A419d Bate
AUl dANA wendd 8 5, A did Uil 8 5 HRI Al Vdl
UcollA ¥ Adsd wiled d aiusia diofl Mdasd edl. 21 did w7
8 5 Al [@Adsd udle sdl duid AdlHelg ol AFAMIY HIEIRA
Hidlsl 219 A2 spAAd. A did vl & 5 % Hidls) 218 AL
s21dd d % HIdISIRA A Adsdall €2dide s3] 2A1Ud. A did U3l &
5 HRI A101 AdIHAIS ddall 82 2RAI B, A did Uil & 5 A
@Adsdoll dAuIRl €A AFRACES HIE] 2l HRI A1
AdIHIES A 2A1efl a5 el sl A did Uil B 5 240 2R
SAIHI Adsdall QBRI £2dIA% AHA A 2992212 1A ATgI52U0
2G. A did vl 8 5 d alicidoll ol A2A e2a1dy Hi sl A
did Ul & 3 d e2dIdxHi 2pHi AR HIdISlel] yer A8l
d1adl. A did vl & 5 d guid d AHidlsloll ANy 21141 H1Z] A8
. A did vl & 5 AlvIRl AUGR dSa HI> ULl Ao
2R I AdlglsRuel . A did Uil & § Al €d1d%Yall Ul
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al.2 BU ALR AHIdISIoll olld, GH, &l Jda AQ0 2841l
A8dI, AAlduls] 22le, did odIdl ad®s, Yd dg dufl Alssl HiR)
dofl ol A& dlad]. 2 did w3l & 5 211 UIce] s13] A¥AGHES
HIE]l Adiddl adl. A did U3l & 3 21 AdSdall 2A191Nall HIA HIR
Al AdlHege] vl UIce] g1 eg. A did vl 8 § d SRA HRI
A101 AdIHGY Aol ARFRAAIES HIE]D 241 A0 HIdISIa 21Nl
gdl. A did U3l 8 5 AVAMILA 21 UIEE] s3] 0d 2Hal A
AAIYCl &l. § 21 SlHoll STAIE] SActHIgal ANy &. A1 [HAdsd
uile sl duid [@AZla1 s d guid s3laIEl ofl Ydisia ], A
did vl & 5 Al Adsdall AR €2dId% SAIHI AHIAE IR ULl
A1 sl1Hall SARUIE] SUaicigoll Halsid A, 2RIVIall (AL ol
asldA oliHeR s1eHi sAAIE]l 819 el duila Beil s3] AIBEA
GdIdd 8 Ug AIBE $3UIElA 2] A5c aiedl. A did v & 5
HIZ Ucoll Aol 2A18e AHoA Hisd] sieaiel el gy
SAIHI A19d &dll. A did Uil 8 3 § #IZ] Ucdll slunoflof] 2418
Hisdl s1e 213d. A did uil & 5 AURMIAIA 21218 Hisd] sleai
A eldliall SRE AHINRAY 3 2al]l AElddH] AN tididd 8.
A1%A% YRl A ARG olIHER SIEH] Fidl d Al Alo]
AHdIdd 8. A did Ul 8 5 A AR 9N UIE] s18 AdIAd Adl
RIRAUIE olIBHMIES eUldIal Al €19d . A did U] & 5 AHHIA
Al Adsd ARl A d HHA dldlHeiigal 242018l dHIH
€21 AUd sl A did uwdl B ¥ aldd] [Adsd oloid
ABIHAHIES (A1 SIS 1] S 1™ Vol dofl alld]A ¥ &l ol
dBlHHIRA A ofleid Hal SIg Rl 5 did $d &) A Glald o],
A did U3l 8 5 d41S] A1H UARIdall ddIZ] A Hal § o BlHc 1ol
SIg oflZlA AId &l dg Ul coid olefl. 2 did vl & 5 A4HIA
1 Adsd vile s2d d ygdl A4 HIdIS] A18 gARRACHES HIED ol
HRI A0 AdlHegA @A sAAA el d % A0 HId]S]
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£2d119% 2222 SAI HI2 AHIAAI Aol A1 ¥ €2dIdx s3] A
edl. A did Uil & 5 yall wdleall SIg e2aIA% SAIH1 A41Ad ofel,

(¢/3) cuRrdlg, s d§ Ais—ga &l Aize Ao
HleHe gsoild UedaliAlal APIE BUR duidl 8, dx1A d¥dll
RAVIAHT HRNAE B 5, 24 AR HIYA] 2Aal ARl Gidall 1A FHi
A9 el AdlHeY KA diRlv 29/ U/00€E dll A%Y HWI 2AJd
8. dalle] allall ccflRe11ES B2 oflofl olR1d] 217 W@ & Hal datie]
allofl siclHIGol Vil Aot1ef] ofloll YHSHIEL ¥ Yd AHYRI UId 8 &
ol daiiefl olloll & & 1ol HRIE allofl RfleiGal B. HIRI A2A
UIAYS HSIA 8dl HIGHE ISOIIA ACEA SIER Ud A1 &Ad.
SiHoll SIRAUIE] SAAIYS HolalM Y U2Hol A S3AIE AHIVE. d
sicid UIdIA diR] youe sdl. Aa acce ol A1dai IRl el
el Aol ABHE U2d a@ll § aIs] 21 Ucdl s1d Adigdl
adl. Wc2l gidiofl ol®sHi 8l AR SHR BISRCIY HIE] of 1]
dA19] 2113 A41dd 24 o, 39 US| Ldle oi. 150, 959 Aal 1§
agiofl Nl sidgiofl w01 Adudidl 8l 241 jANAH S sISIRAIES
HIEloIRANA AHHRI I AdlHetIga did sd el HRI Hl2loeS
AdIHAIGA Hal del HRI Hzlellg A0eflRal did sdl AHHIA
dA19] 2113 A41dd 2d o, 39 US| Ldle oi. 150, 959 Aal 1§
diofl V12l s13iaiofl eyl Ayl Adioll A€l aiss] UAd. BURAsd
wdiglotl Hidlsl (q) dleend #Hdreicid ued, (R) HeRJAMIEYS
HololHIg Ued dHa (3) SUclIY HdAcCHY ULHGIRAIA AER
¥Hlolofl  AAUIRI €Iy s ANYl weNdd  dal  diR]u
13/%/qccc ofl A% § adl Aco{Reig &l AdlHend agn HiRi
uld Hlede gsolld usd dol AXRAMIS 6ISIRAMIS HIE]l ol 1]
d22415] 2013 A1dd1 ol i vdlel Ayl AUt ¥Hlat Hid]s] |

AR WRIRA 81%2 6d1 K] 2161 232212 &, HioRId A+ AUICI
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€201 Y §3] A W2 AH2 AUIRI AHUol R AUIRI EAIAYH
AelA1 s3] AN HRE Al HRI ol AR AABHE U HalIRAlall
alldall BURASd 2B Ldl2lall AUl £ S3] AU &dl AHal d
A D22IR §A3, HidRIAI VHoisH of. SUU diRlv 13 /% /acce
oll A% ofitil] AAd. AYHI A€W AIBE YR B 5, RIRHIE AER
sHlaidi olld] E1Ud ST GlIGid dRAI1S] A1H UARIAHT 22 S
dA19] 2113 A41dd 2d o, 39 US| Ldle oi. 150, 959 Fal 1§
aiofl «aflaidti deil dell BUR cliddidi 2419d MASA 6tk 1913
A8l 19Uy Hi HID Al HRI HI AeclRelge] ofld elvid &JAd.
CIRGIE A€ ¥YIRA AURS AN Fedl 1HA UIC] 518 AdIAd Al
RIRGIE BURlsd 1dlel d del AcolReigA diflv aa/5/ace3
all A% 34l U, 000/~ i a1XlH vcaiAeid adlal, 8did].
ARd, odIgRi 2212 ol. 3/¢29 diNRilal AUIRI AHIUE ol ddlal
diRlv 49/5/AEE3 oll A% AER WRIoll 29225 AU IRl 41Ty S3]
ANd. 24d o. 3v9 Usl dle o. 450, A5 a A5 il
%R |oll AH 221, HIPIRIA 36110l 14] AH Sd AUIRI £2d1D%
AolSH of. SUU dIRlUW A3 /% /AC<E ol AXall £2dId%ail Ulall ol
19 Gu duiel AeR () Hleenyd Hdaig ued, (R)
HBRIGHIE HoAHIE Ued dHal (3) SUcICHIE HIAIHIE UCotlAof]
ANNUIRI AIUallR di5 ofl A8l HRI Uld HieHe ISGIE of 1A
], Hal ollHER Sicoll 2884l Ais uu &l Y LA €a19%
SIAlddIHl A1 & d %ol S§ © 5 A€W €A%l Ulall 6.9
BU AU IRl 2iall 2AI1sS] & ddll oflAafl 218l 3Rl Uld Hlsde
gsolidoll & a el g Al aiaig g. NdlA #17 youe s3]
HID [o1deat dlad. § 1 Sidall ARMIAI A1V 21§ ote] 33 5
gl A+ A oA .

RIRGIE, A€W AldEoll ARMIAI a5 sAUHi 2419d Bae
AUl AR ¥RIAd ® 5, A did U3l 8 5 21 U] s18idlof]
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@Adsd sliusiydgiof] edl. Foll AdASd o 1913 d¥l 19y .
A did Uil & 5 AHIRl e AdNHeIES Al AFRAAIES HIElol 141
AR HIdIS] () dIx1E Harotg u2d, (R) HERJAMIEY Holoiol e
ued ol (3) UYL HIAHIYS Udatidlof] Alaviel sAdla
Ao sgAAd. A did uil & 3 U] sidaiod]l @Rasda 24016
ABA IS HIE] AUl &dl. A did U] & 5 211 AXAMIS HIEIRA
HIRI el AdHeE A18 ol AH1F] 2418 AETo1 sAdd. A did wii)
8 5 % Mg 419 AA A2l s2d d ¥ A £2dIA% AT HI2
A1ddl. A did Uil 8 5 d edldxAHi HRI ol AdH Aal
A¥AG 1 HEIRA 212l dl5 A8l s d €2 1d% A1 SIA Ais Uy
ofl 2y s B. A did Rl B § 2R HIAIS] 2Hal A1eflARA Ao
RM221R AISIAHI 221 Ul del sdl. A did uil 8 5
2R A HIdls] 2al A12fl2ilo) AdlglS2ual s3lal Aol el
d1adl. 21 did vl & 3 HiRl ulAA aHiAH A12flRila Alavidi eldl
slicid dael] el sedl. A did vl 8 § 2121y Hid]sle w5ICIg
AR0l13 28I, AIAUIS] 2812, dId Il aDS, Yd dg dUid 8.
A did Ul & 5 1 €2d1d% B HIdISIA 2Hlal 2411 €D, A
did w3l 8 5 A UIcE] g1 AR 9N ¥ed UAIAA Vol RURGIE
aXdlyciigal Al €ldd B. A did vl B § d duid dA yal
Ldl2lall € IA%® Al Al A0 HIdISIA ANE A aBlHISal
A1 €19d. A did Ul 8 5 e2d1dy sAT Glle AHIA AHHID ol 1H
A2 MdsdAi A21dd. A did Uil & 5 3Hd sigA didl dlad el
Adl alldly HAd ot2l. A did Wil & 5 210 Il s13] alof] oalof
adlHciigal A E19d & RIRGIE Algf alld ULl Elvid &g 21-Ad
8 ol d alioid AHRA eI sig dith d1ad a2l A did vl 8 3
Adsd 6iciz 193 del 19y didil Adsdal €2dI1dy € SAU]
i Aldla sigai sig e1dl s:d ol A did Uil & § HRI i
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AdlHeNY 2Hal gAY HERA 243al AAIRI AHINUA [RASA Aui
elged s3lal AHIal AUl AHANd adl.

(¢/%)  sueual a§ Adis - s &l A1ze AcolR BAHE
Yedaiidlal A1Pie BUR dulddl 8, duIRA dddl AduiHi
FRIAd 8 5, AN AR HIYA] 240l ARl Gidall ¢1A Fai A1 Hlel
AdIHAIES FA dIRlv 29/ U/R00€E dll AY HI 2R-E 8. dolle]
allofl § & ol § olall oiAcll 212 28 &. HIRIE ailofl SIdlHICS 10l
dailf] olloll YHSHIL ¥ Ad AHYRA UId & & Hal dall] oflof]
H3uHGlot Aal dal1®f] allofl R>{1elclal &. HUHGolall dU UWIEYS
HSIA R\l HIBHE ISUIE ACEA SIER U2d AIS &Jd. Al SIdHoall
SAA1E] SUIIEY HIloIIY UdalIRNA SIRUIE AN, d HIGid
Ul diRl youre sudl. 2ual acee ol A1dai § agl HIZl ol
HAuHAG dAIS] anA UIcd] s18d Adiddl edl. U@l siadll
ADSHI Bl ABASHR 5ISRAIY HIE] oAl cRAIS] 21A AH1dd
24 oi. 3w9 Usl wdle o. 1450, 452 da a5 didfl U]
sidalol]l oyl Audidl] @y A1 AFAIY 5ISIRAIS HIEol 141
AUHRI MY AdlHelga did sed el HiRl Ak AdlHeegA
Hal a2l HIF] Aol HAHG G ol did Scll AHIRA dAIS] 2113 2419 d
24 oi. 3w9 Usl wdle o. 1450, 452 da a5 didfl U]
sidalof]l oyl AUl Adlal AlE] aissl UAd. GURsd rdlelall
Hidlsl (q) e Harsicng ved, () HeAMIS HoloMIS Ud
dal (3) Sl HIAHIY UdaliRAIA HER ¥Hlololl duILl
e2d19% s3] Augl ¥endd Aol diRflu 43/v/ACE ol A% §
del HRuHAG del AdlHeie agl HIRl cad] HlsHe gsaiid v2d
Al AFRAAIEY 8ISRAHIS HIE] of 1Al dRAIS] A1A A ol Ui
Ldl2l ARl AR ¥Hlol HIHIST 41 21014 ¥ RIA] &1%R &cll ¥

A0 2R A, HiPRIA AH AU €Iy Y S| A0 WR2IR

Page 66 of 104



C.C. No. 3639 OF 2021

A2 AAUIRI AYalR ARl edId%3H] AelA1 s3] 21U] HIRI ¥l
HIZ Aol HIRAHGalal ANl allHall BUSA BRI Ldlglall Ul
€2d119% §3] A1Ud &dl Aol d A 2R A2, HIPRIAG I AHoiSH
al. SUU diFlW a43/v/Ac<C ol A% oyl UAd. cARGIE AR
sHlaidi olld] E1Ud ST GlIGid dRAI1S] A1H UARIAHT 22 S
dA19] 2113 A41dd 2d o, 39 US| Ldle oi. 150, 959 Aal 1§
aiofl «aflaidti deil dell BUR cliddidi 2419d MASA 6tk 1913
dgl 9T Hi HIP Al HR]l dol HIAHGG o olld ElVH
&AM AYHI AEE A1BE ¥RNAA B 5, RIRGIE AEL ¥RURA AUIRS
gy Fedl AHAY UI2] s AdIAd 2ol RARAIE BUJASA rdlel A
del I3 da HAHAA diRlW aq/5/ace3 ol A% Yl
Uq,000/ - Hi ol1BlH BcciiAed ddlul, 8RS, Rd, oddIyR
22le o. 3/<29 diaRdlad Ayl AHNE da dulad diRlv
99/5/9CE3 oll A% A€ ¥Ylall W22S AUl £AI1d% S3)
AU, Hal UldlA JuAaiell 2428 Adsd oioR 1913 d@ll 29w
giofl Adsdol AuIRl €2d1d% ol1XlH 2 AY dUlRilaliRAlal
s3 ANE dAHi duIRlL AHIUaR dilSell el HIRl der Hi1Z) dd
H3uHAaloll & Aal AUl Aotk dIF ol1X]H veci A Ul o
A d ¥ & d g A ciadig . wAd €2c11A¥0l Y EIVIH IS
—53 AHYIH 21D 8. 429 of. 3v9 Usl vdle oi. 150, 15 al
A5 410l ¥2Yloll AW W22, HIPRIA 36allA] AHS S
ARl €dIA% AafsH of. SUU dRlW A3/%/ACE ol A%l
€2d1d%ail Ulall of. 29 GUR AuIRl AAIYaiR (1) HRxeig Holol e
ued, (R) HsRucHY Holaleig u2d ol (3) SUdicle Holaielg
Yol IRAlell AUl AYUalR dis ol 218l HIRI clad] Hlede
gsaild ol RAIRA Sl. Hol ollHER Sleatl 2851 s uu &l 2
&JA €AY GdIddIH] A1A & d Fdal 5§ & § A€W £2aAI%all
Ylall o.29 BU AlOuIRl 243all AIssl & doll oIl A48l 3Rl
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oiald] HisHe gsaiicioll & d el & Al caig . UidlA il
YouRe 53 HI [eidedt dl8d. § 1 SidHoll ARl 2]
Q1§ otel 3H 8 el AHY LS 2AJd B.

RIRGIIE, A€W A1dEofl AURMIAI d§ sAHi A419d Bate
AUl dARA ¥RIAd © 5, A did U3l 8 5 241 U] s18idlof]
Adsd aliusiygiof] edl. Foll AdASd o 1913 del 19y .
A did Wil & 5 HRI I AdlHY ol AFAGIS HIElotIRAIA
AR HIdIS] (2) dIxcie HarotdIg ued, (R) HBRAIIES HololelIEg
ued ol (3) UYL HIAHIYS Udatidlof] Alaviel sAdla
AZlol spdd. A did vl & 3 WIcdl sidaidf] @Pasda 24216
ABA S HIE] A I &dl. A did U] & 5 211 AXAMIS HIEIRA
HIRI el Ad1Heg A18 ol AH1F] 2418 AETo1 sAdd. A did Wil
8 5 % Mg 419 AA A2l s2d d ¥ Al €2dIA% AT HI2
A1ddl. A did Uil 8 5 d edldxAHi HRI ol AdlHIS Aal
A¥ACH 1 HIEIRA 212]] d315 Al s52d A €2d1dy 41 SIA AHis Uy
ofl 2y s B. A did Rl B & 2R HIAIS] 2Hal A1eflA1RA Ao
W22 AISIAHI 221 Yl del sdl. A did uil 8 5
2R A HIdlS] 2al A12fl2ilo) Adlgl52ual s3lal Aol el
d19dl. 21 did vl & 5 Rl claddlRA dHid A12lAla ANAudl
gldl oicid daofl A8l sdl. A did vl & § 2B HIdIslg
8610Ig] A0113 21841, dIduIs] 2212, dId oiddl aYs, ARd A
duid 8. A did Ul & 5 A1 €2dId%y AL HIAISIA qlal 241]
€l9d. A did v 8 § AA U] s13 AR 9 Fed AdIdd dial
RIRAUIE aXBlHIgal AJ] €19d &. A did Wl & 5 d duid 44
yel wdlelofl €2didy ¥ dHlal 2l Q1 HIdISIA ANE d
axlHeigal Al €l9d. A did Ul & 5 edIdy sAT ollE AHIA

AUHID ol |H AE AdASAHI A2IAd. 2 did U] B 3 Hal SIgA did)
dlad ela adl olidld #ad o2l 23 did uil & 5 2a UIc2] 518
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qiofl %llal aidlHeiga AAl €l9d & RIRGIE Al oy ULl
el e 2RA 8 Aal d Gllaid AUHIRA YRl sIg digh d19d aell. A
did wil & 3 Adsd ool 29a3 d¥l 9y diofl @Adsdoall
e2dIdy ¢ sAddl HI2 Aldld sieHi sIg eldl sd aell. A did
Uil & 5 HRI ol AdIHMIE AAal ABAGIES HIEIRA 21lal Ayl
AUA [@Adsd Al 2lged sdla 23lal ARl A1Ud &dl. A did
uidl & 3 AR ¥ RAdsd wiled d digsia o] @Adsa wiled.
A did vil & 5 d [Adsdell AESd 6ici2 293 d¥l 19y &dl. A
did udl 8 3 ¥ Adsd 2N wiled d vsdl d Adsd ALAMS
sISRAIS HEl ARl pAVla RasdAi UIcd] s1d udiddi adl. A
gid w3l 8 5 d [Adsdell cliggHi o HIRI cllg AdlHe o] UIEE] g1
AAd &g. A did Wl & § d (Adsdel 2@ Hidls] A18
AFAMHIYA AHAHIR] 24US 52Add 2Hal AT yer syAAd. A did ud]
& 5 21 A1 d ol HIFl Aol HAHAG d Adsd Adlgj aiss]
s al d Adsdd] ¥ (SHd aiss] &Ad d AXAMIS HIE] ol
AdIHMIS 82d5 & 2AA]. A did vl & 5 AXAIS HlelA AUIe
£2d19% $Add &dl olel U AHlal HRIGIR £2d1d% sA] AN,
A qid Uil & 5 Adsdoll ¥ ([SHd ciss] A A AUHIA ANACHE
HIEld AU A did vl & § ABACHYA ¥ U1 Hid]SIal YsAd
gdl d sl dl9dil. 2 did widl & 5 d Adsd BUR Jozd Glos A
goslloll dlat &dl d dlal ANAILA eRUIS sdlal Adsdadll
U] Hiseold elged s3lal 241 Adsd 2l Auiel 2Au1dd], A
did Wi & 3 Al Adsdal 20 HIdISIA HIZ) 36133 Ais Uy
diol edIdHi AglAl sedl. A did vl & 5 d edidwai AHiefl
a3 AAIS HIE] 2Hal AdlHeS A 248l sl 24 did vl & 5 d
e2d1dxHi HRI cladlA HidISlol] ANauiel yer s3] 410d]. 4 did
Ul & F 2m22R ARG AL ollgle ARslE0 ywl S
dloll 851Rl01l A0t IHI URI YBEI. A did U] 8 § 29221R Yol
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ABUSIHI YRl A1 AR HIIS] 2ol A1efl1A A8 s Aol
ANV AHIUallR dis HRI dadlA Ael sl A did vl & A4
ulcdl g1 A uR 9y YUl udidd. A did uil 8 5 ud
didlHeligfal 1 @Adsd dAuIRl ANA d 9uid  24201Ball A
[Adsdoll AHRI AR 1A% oliblAHeig 241 €1adI. A did
Uil & 5 d [Adsdell AAIRl ed19% A1%Elol Yl slgfA AAo
s2d olefl. A did uidl & 5 d PAdsdAi AAHRI ol1H U] 2141 Val
RUIRUIE ol1BlHCI] oflH US| 2 dH Bdi SIgA d ULl Ao
s2d o], A did U3l & 3 A1 Adsdoll dglde syAdd H1el &dl
d 52dl &dl AHal | AdASd SAUHISA % Il A1 AV &dl.
A did Uil B 3 Aal 090 ofl A1dH] A1 % SFRAIEIRA A% Rdsd
aioid UidRt s2uie sl. A did vidl 8 § d Kluledi gd ui
AURIUIRA d18d1. 2 did w3l 8 5 d sAUIEHT YR1dIoll AHID ol
Adld ds:pAR aldial sRA d svIE sIFA sUIHT AH1dd edl. A
did wil & 3 A1 Adsd BU Aozd Aos 1S JoSlUIHI SAHIES
Hlol 1S U2, HBAMIS HolalIE U2d, Holaiei e AlHIeiy yed
Aol ARICHE cflolRe IS U2doll ofld &dl d dlot MYH AFANHIEY
Aol AdlHIGA oYY sAAd] el cURGIE AUIRI £2dITY
Alal s3] A0d.

(¢/u) sFueuat ds Ais—sv &l ABE Hqsl ACHRAIY
dJlRilaiAla 212le BUR duIddl 8, A1 daoll AduUIdAi
¥RIdd 8 5, & yud 21AcA ofl oflHef] gIAcA6l Ll 5 8. § VA
AR & Aol Yud eldlS oy Uuai IU1éR &, A AR HIYA
gdlA. HRl A1 Hlel dIge alid al1BH Ao R ddlul & d)
A1 R/ B, HRI H2l I oIBlHIge] SIAHl aAIS] 211
YIElsIa AH19d 8 i AR UIclsidlall Eviul s HIRIH AUd &

dxllall Hal Slal AHIAA Aal wRNdd & ARl s Gux uidlH
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AH1dd B Aal dHal olldId & dA Al dH sedl § ofln [Ead
siicll AUHRI UIls1d 2R-1d ol il siRicll UIdlA 22:ladi
2RI AR UIHIA Hal ¥idd 5 241 UIcZlsIaloll 524 &3d & d dall
€21 dHiR]l UIA &ld dl ad Y $A dd sédl A UidlAal HR
;llgfall olldall 21 UICElsIdall €2d1d%ol] BA2 oisd AN, HIRI
A1y 21 UIEls1a doollReiig ved uidedl duier ol dladl. vdie
ol. 150, 159, 15 dioil ¥UIHi UIclsId aliusiH Aeldo] HIR
19 AU IRI AV, A1 UICEIsIdall dglae HIRI Mlgall AR RS 2111
udl g sl adl. NdA #iRl & duid Youwre sl usdl guiddl
YOUReHI A B2 AUl €2d19% AL, 241 UICEISI HIRI CligfA
A Asidel s¥RHAI AU ] AUd. ofl® guid WIdA 317
YOURE S AR A A ARl €2dIAY Y SA. Hal dUIR
€21AY Sl A1 dl dHi HIRI AHIgell el Al g, Hol
AHis— §3 &l 2%y UAA €21 GAcIgdIH 2419 & d A Ul qn
Y S d ¥ A €21A% & d § Al ciaig .

RIRGIE, A€W AldEofl AURMIAI d§ sAHi A419d Bate
AUl A2 weidd 8 5, A did uil & 5 Uiclsid gl
Adsd diusid didf] @Adsd edl. 218 wRNA & 5 2Rl LAl .
150, 1€, 1ER diofl ¥ouIHI YICElSIde alidsiH sAUIAI 24194,
d Adsdal Adsd oo sldHi Hal AlE o], A did Ul & 5 HIR
Uldlai 232i0il [G1deaidi RAESA ool 293 del 19y duldd
8. A did Wil B 5 slddi uel A1 WIc@lsid giofl RAasdel Hidls
HIRI ol1Ef ol 1X]He1ES & Aol BIdH] AER AASdll SOl YRl A4H I3
Uid & 8. A did Uil 8 5 A4A Ulcllsid diaf] «dla vidle s2d d
el gxd1dyal A1%Elot Yl sigA AAoxy 5 o], A did ui]
& 5 HRI cllg Al [Adsd ULl A —IR Ya HidlE d
[Adsdoll Yoil €219 URI HRI GlIgal YuRd SAl Aol d €I
yel d UidRe 4421 2y Sl
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(¢/5) slueuat ds is-su dl qize AFRAGIY sISRCIIY
HloliRAla APiE BUR dUIREl 8, dXIA daoll AduUIAi
FeIdd 8 5, & dal AUle adell Aerl losal udiR syl
s¥l2lol AAYoe a3 s1H S G, Adl Accy ol AldH § aAv1s]
lIHall RIdlolR Hi A1AdE AIBoSHI 552 JHAUI HI2 ¥d] &l AR
HBRIMIY Hololelg UdatiAlofl A18 (552 @™dI &l duloll 118
AUHIZ] Aol 93d]. d guid HsJAMIYA Hal ¥RIdd § HR
ulcel s oIS & IRl 2A1Udig) & dHIRI Sl AHlviRIHi &1 d
s6% dH ¥eluddl d duid § AwYARJel S UG ASR elg o
dullal s&d 5 A1 VIS Hal 1S el AdIddl HI2 21Ul dH s&d
duA Ha HIRls Ul wuo /- 1l WIclsid udigar Hi2
AUNE. RIRGIE HIR AS €l 9N ugl 41 Ulcelglal dgig Adio]
did HsRAMIYal sd Kl d1A 241 Ulcélsia 34Ul w3,000/ -
Hi AAUIRI AIUdIg] oiss] &Ad d Usl A HEAMIYa ¢85 288 s3I
dURII 50,000/ Ysdl AHNA UG RIRGIE UICElgIall ¢t
6121612 AldAd] of &g dell A HBAciga sBd 5 8d HiRl &l oflen U
A1 s dH aiell ¥l dal slef ol Qufsda duel 411 Usdl
gl dl AN ISl @91 dAH weNdd. RIRGIE s8R 1A AS Rifsd
A1Ad! al doll A19 HeAMISA A1 UIlsid diof]l o1 dilal
Ayl edids el Ad 2o HRI oflsndl 3l ¥o,000/ -
Uil Yyl ANl €l9d. ¥ duIel ed1dy s dai A Aoy
AHlUollR i3 2Ael SA. Hal allHER Sléatl 25541l Ais uu &l 2y
aJd AUIRI €AY GidIgdidi AId & d %ol $§ & 5 A
HBAMIY HAsieig udoll Aelofl 241 A 218l sl d ¥ & d §
Al cidig &. A1 olisid UIdRI #Rl ¥dior dl8d. 241 A9
[AANHI HIR siY 58 otell. § 241 SiHall AR HEICHY HoAoiHIES
yedotiAlal il Alofl 21§, dil A19RAY SlIHER SICHI &% B
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d o 8. A€ AIBE AR ol. HBAMIS HIAMHIES Yol lAal
IR s3lal 518 161> ANl oidid &,

RIRGIE, A€W A1dEofl AURMIAI d§ sAHi A419d Bate
AUl A2 wRidd 8 5, A did uil 8 5 d Uicdlsial gidl
Cl1S UM Adsd aligsia diofl edl. 21 did udl 8 5 3 IS AU
A usdl #eAeid 2al dHall I sUaieilg 21 UIClsia udiad]
gdl. A did Wl 8 5 AR A UICEISIA IS JAUd IR dXHRA Hal
UIcElsial vid] s3la dHal oiiS 2A0d. A did Wil 8 5 dal 1c¢s—
<9 ofl A1cHi 241 UIcElgIA diof] o1 3 dAu1R1 WA U £2d19%
sAdd del. A did ui & 5 A UIlsid 1S Aud d AHd
HeRuCgall Nl Hololeig sl &all. § HBRAMI ¥ ANNY &
d¥oll SIg e11g SUcieiY 81> dl dlal § A1l otell. A did v
& % 21 UIc@lsial aiofl Adsd »el Hidls) de1a1e, dlxee al
suaiciIgol] 24ysd HIdlslall &dl. 21 did w3l & § d Mdsd GuR
d1A UIclsidl of olitsid sd &g, 2 did Uil & § 1 Adsd
BU dlat AUldd] ed] Fdlal Aozd Glos s goslUlal] edl 2Hal d
dlot orRrulg s3] usidl of 8lg e Adsd Hal s ANl Adl
RIRAIE ARl AN, A did uWil & 5 2l dla SUAHI,
HOIGIRES, HBRAMIY Bal A>RICHY G160l ol1d BUR Aol Aldd]
adl. 2118€ w1 5 § HzACHY AR 40 SIgal Al ofef]. A
qid v & ¥ AdlHcigde Uiclsiad uel 241 Uic@lsidiofl oligai
A1Ad &g. A did Uil 8 5 d 9uid UIdIA Hal ¥dIol ddl Alddd.

A did v & 5 A sIA A ¥dId vl AHANd.

(¢/9) sFueuat ds uis-se &l A1ze siodlenyg uejeid
WRHRARAla 2412l BUR duidl 8, du1A ddoll AduIAHi
¥R19d & 5, § Aal 092 ol AldHi siicil IR 2220
A4 dIB 2% oiondd] edl. 2 diRlW ** /03 /099
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olRl% AdRall ¢ /00 &l oflw €ldA ¢ /00 Y 2% U &1%R &dl
A €3Il | SIHall SAJIE] SIS Hola Y Ued 8. A1EUIS]
Heldl, Asdidigod Qd alRdl siail ul.22 21d] Ad] gdluie
eslsd duldd § Al Sidoll ARMIRAA datigld s192f R HI
dRA15] ey Ad aioiR 3w9 &l dluRdd ¥Hleidi uisdIHi 2419d
Lvd1el Usl vdle oi6i 950,959,45 % SIRUIE]l dl AHARIVIAal
Aysa Hidlsloll el Al sAUIEl diRlv 13/ 0%/ Acce olRIY
gedl ysIA Adedlls ¥&I¥ GUR 6ls?] sdi &l Jal d olis?]
GUR &di d¥ ©9di sAA1€lll U1l A8l s3] caliad]l e2dides lotid]
doil Ul als Gulal s3] Y2 Yy duiel Ady Aadl Al eg
sNAIE] 21419 daUls] Aal [AguiAuld sl 2i36l] dlaiddiR s?lule
Audi AHR] 3013 o]l dl9d. Hal Ais R &l 2y LA A
SARAIE SlalgdIHi 1A & d %ol 5§ © 5 AHi UL AHAER
S14611 Ul.22 d35 HI3] A8l & daey HIZ) 361331 s361E]A A8l sd
d Al cidig &. A€p RUIES AHTA SI{0ll Ul.22 S22 ol
su/R09q &l J.ULS sdH wSU, ¥S9, ¥S<, v, ¥OS,
aRo(ofl), Hyoiall Yol W22 83 APING(l AURl Ul HI
AHA  siRioll Ul.22.oll  SL.AU.dI9dIoia sAgAIElall 2419
A14olls S0 HI8 SWYe S Aol A=A ARIA] duid Aei1o]
dad. 211 RaR ol s1g s132(13] A1 52d a9l

RIRGIE, A€W AldEoll ARMIAI a5 sAUHi A419d Bae
duiRvHl dAIRA wendd 8 5, & sikicll Uldld 22216 vid 24dl
090l 5% oAl adl. Aa A duid JlRAAu1g Jl.sl.ai8dl
gdi. A did uwil & 5 3 UlRAA211g Ul.sl.difdl A18 Yl sid sd
&g Aol dxflofl 2losR Aol R0 ofl AldHi UY ¢ &d] Aa
Allof]l oA Sl.2A4.419d1 241Ad1 edi. AHIRA s2RAIElA AHled]
%ofl $31E 5a1 ofiaid YUy 52l of &dl. 241 suIE AUl ofieid
sigofl Aufld gsH of &dl. Hal STRUERA ¥RIAg o8l § A1 AI%
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doil ofleid Aol Ro0 Hi sARUIE S| &dl Aal d si1gA U 2
edl. A did uil & 5 sAAIE clicid Ha S nd Hield] oell. A
did U3l & 5 3 2220 SIRIFAI ofly sAT AldiR4 Hal 241 5 RAlE
alloid sig d Hield] aiedl. A did w3l & § & 211 513 sRA1E dlul
Alaiy ofl sie siRidigl sed ofel.

(¢/¢) sfluieval d§ sis—vo &l A1ze diyedeily eidiciy
CRUIS  allRAlal A12IE BUR duIAdl 8, AR d¥oll AdUIAHI
¥RNdd 8 5, HRI l21efls AcARA AH.244.2{l. (33:8]), ofl.As,
Aelloll B. & dflu 08 /01 /9CC0 olRI%¥ VHEIYIE Viidal AHI
$A3] BosRAYSII ANos 512121151 RRIHI HEERI GdI2iR [orvRlid
Ay olsAA  AdsR_Al. drlv ac/aa/acco Ul aRly
1¢/ou/aeceR Yl odl Eleel vidddl oaridd godleye s
slHloidl® Aos SIRoA|S AlRIoA ofiHol] 2RUIHI 621242011 AN
Aol dofl A48l alicidoll didld Andd &. RIRGIE A AHEIYUIE UId
ol sAA 21dl ulziel AL Adlal AludiAi 2Hiddi €2d19%]g]
uzleiel 53 ol AR Audig) UG S2d. A2 R00R &l A7
Al A3 2A%A 21s1Rll SAI] siRRs2Re KIS siReAls ARkl Hi
FsRdi A dHi Ydig 003 &l AR videdl yua sA3NHi
Alse aAdi. oidaciR—109¢ &l Hal oll—YG YUY &dI2R a5 oled]
HA] Aol dy sleruRell § diflvl 30 Yol 03 clRIY YAl
Al dRlv ac/o0w /2029 ol oo Uldld AlEs2iel] yu
HYUS Yd AR Ardall Wladfl Ut aiciR Ad.Al.ofl. /&dl.
§/U3R /2099 ol SIRUSII Uaiall 2418 slcil UlRe 522 I.2.0i.
Tu/R091 g.Ul.sSl SEHH TSU,¥59,55¢,509,59,20(cfl)
HYG ol SIA &d12R duUR{l AR Audl slioid AleflR U]
Ao goAuseR  sRiclaRAA  dlddl  sVIell  WMUS iR
9YAU/R099 dIFlV 0¢ /0% /099 allRI% ol SIUS[21 Uofl 2419
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g2a1d%1 s () 9.9, Sl.R ds3 e2aidy () A 1 &l AH
35 olyolloll €21l (3) 14 39 &l A4 YR aiyallall £2d1A%]
(v) 214 93 &l R4 0¢ olyallall €2dIAN (U) Vol U e
€21y (§) Jol R e €2a1dy (W) Aot 3 e €2q1dx A
aisddi As dle A19 Hisd] 2ANAd. oY sIRUSol U del As dle
A1 §d Ulall oldl. § ol AYSd AIS — 9 AUAIHI A1 B, Hal |
€219 ¥ A19d1 d aurRiell AL AHRI [@Qeidiel gsi ol el
uleiel A diRlv a¢/ou/0a9 ofRl% ATUdiAHi 2H1ddl d AW
A1 HRI oid <ol H.(oRmHsH] SlRASAA 2liedloloR  of IRAIA
SIAslol U diflu ac/ov /094 ol UldIAall S124SP1 Ut U2
ol 52 ® dHi HeeollA [anus] als R al. IYLIIRAIBCAA
Ael B X g Al sidig . dala udleiel AT HAd  aHix
€2d19%1 of A A3 IdHI MAHls ul2el s d s e2dIdy GUR
%33] H15ol] ofie s3] AH13] SNl A s:IS Aofl 199/ oA
Aal A HIF] g5l A8l sl A adiy €2c1d% US| Hal ol lHER SIea
Y UAA AHIS— T AdIAYIHI A1 B F AA 2 & A4 35 d.8.
AHHAERHoll  FUIE Yol Al SiHoll  SARAUEl  SUaloiY
HololHIgfat 1RA1al] A&loll aiall B. dHi AHIR] $ARotl Acd] 54 ol
agl sl el Hil & I g ]l cdig . ayui AW 2A1BE
¥RIAM 8 5, ollHER SIeHi Y YA AHI§ U SidIddIHi A19d B
¥ A 39 &l A4 VR d.8. AHAERH]al UIE Yot I SIHoall
AR dI3c11g Holsicig U2datiAlofl 2uelall aidall &. dHi AHIT]
sA3al Aofl 34 oo a2l sl el HRFl & ¥ Al calgid
9. Hol oflHER SISHI Y UAA AIS—U3 cidlddidi AHId & ¥
A 903 &l A 0¢ d.85. AHAER ol IUIE YH I SidHoal
AHIRIU] HEJAIEY H2Aoiei g Uedal Aol 21elall oldfotl &. AHi AHIF]
sA3otl Aol 324 oo a@l ¢sl 28l HIkl & ¥ g Al siaiy ©.
AGYHI AEQ A1BE ¥RIAA B 5, ollHER SIeHi Y &Ad S v
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HdIddIH] AHIAd & ¥ Aol 1 d.S. AHAERHall IUIE X0 Al
Sidoll STRUIE] SAsielY HoAoI 1 UHot IRAIg] SEc] duviiel dAlail
gaigRHl 8. ddi dilofl sVl Aoll A ook a& sl el
diloll & ¥ Al cc1g3d ©:3. Hol olIHER SIeH] 2% LA AIS
T AAIGYIH A1 B ¥ Vol R d.8. AHAERH I AUIE Yxo
Al siHall AR ell3e1d Holoiag Udalile sexcdl duiiel
dilall &cliziRAi 8. Al AHIR] sAall Aol A cioR aal gs
Ael HIFl & ¥ g AUl sidig . Hal SIHER SIeH] Y &Jd AiS
TC GdIddIH A1 & ¥ Aol 3 d.5. AHAERH 0l AUE Yxo
Al SlHotl AR HBRAMIY HoAoiH1g UdollAlg) SEd] duiiel
dilall &cliziRA 8. ddi AHIR] sAall Aol 3 cloR aal gs
Ael HIZ] & F g Al cidig . dyHi A€ A1BE ¥R1dd © 5,
Hol ollHER SIeHi Y YA AiS UU cldiddidi 19 8 ¥ A1E]sd
ol U dUIRI €AY B d Agal 5§ & 5 A€WG E2AIA¥HI Ulall ol
10 BUR AgisH ololR — * BUR U2d $UaleilY HAAIEY H.E.Uld
dal didUaell AGes s3] ddll o)A sl-a AAofl Ra9/aa a3l
AHOAVYIHI A19d B dHi ¢sl el HIR] & ¥ g Al siaiyg .
dal Ais—9VR AUYIHI A1d B. Hal AHis—g0 & Y & S1-R
SialgdIdi A1 & d Agal 5§ © 5 AgisH oloiR— . GUR ud
$AolClIY HoIolIE H.€.UId dal dicUel®f] 21Bos 83 dofl oflA Sl -
R Aofl 99/ AIE AlNUIHI A1 B dHi gs] el HIRl B ¥
& ol oidig @. GuR wRNddl adiH edidie A ([Astiofls
Altioflofl Hee dg dof Uil 53 asA3] AelAl dHy dell 2418
AuiHe HIZ AH1dd aiotiof] AEIAT AAal gEd] @il 9 il
Hadl A1RjAAIRA AHY dsiddl ol A1 S Aa A AHIRI
AeA Aol AddISal GUReEl A HIRI AR AR S RIRGIIE
AHIH €191 A d AHJall HRI Yoid AU &l .Ul § S
d AHJall HRI BlEloll AHSE BlEl HEEIRI Bl [oidRlid a3
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S oi%¥lddi adi dxilal ulaiel A8 A1Vdi Aal AHQA dJR S
AU A dUR sl AR A18 Yidd &dl Aol dell A
sigfoid AR duR sAT dAi A A8] s3]l d 219 &l 3. U]y
ol 14121 vl A48l s2dl. A€ A AU IS olIHER SIEHI [G1R110]]
Ro/o0¢ AIY Y A dailded] AsAiHloiiet &l A loflual
SilgdIdi A1 & d %ol S8 © 3 dAHi AHIR] sAall SisyAoe
Sldlxaiall  A.0{l.34 ool A9/ SIHWI Ul S
.2.0l.3U/ A0 GdIddIHl A1 B d Al S8 & 5 HRI Al HR
Uaid A2iue Hl 3.UL.uRt ofl 218l & ¥ g Al ciaig &. agyai
A8 A1 ¥RIAd & 5, AHRI AlAMIR H¥ol ¥ RUSA R
uHlRfld duiiel Aol AelA1HI 4 39 &l A4 YR Val Ao -
AuiRId 8 d ¥ QUSd ¢RI did 8SR1d] 52d ds:A3] el sl —a dl
Sl-2 duiRld 8. Aeg AMloflRiot A ol 2Y ElVd AHiS —93
AUIHI 2419 8. Hal [o11lell R0/ 0¢ Ulall oldl R Y UJAA 5
Aoigse Aol 58 9 5 d AHIR] sAell GuRAsa Aofl 34 siorR
dud 8 d 3A doiRgse AHA Ul Ylleesce s Ul
YrdaiiAlal Aldoit saRAi Hisdl 20d Al dofl A18 Adlal HAd
AAA dHIH €I S14STPl U H19 Hisdl 240d.  [a1Rl1d]]
Ro/ ¢ ol 55 © 5 €25 Uloll GUR HIF] 248l B Aol dHi A=A -1
el A4 20¢ @l Aoi— &l Aol—3 Aal Sl - Aal S1-] YiA|
e2a1d Hisdl ANA. ¥ A A1 SIA Y €V AHiS - ¥
AUAIHT A1 8. Hal [aiilefl R0 /9 &l 2% &JAd AHIR] sA3of]
198 olofR 2418ofl SIRUSTII U AAA SHAIYUIHI 2419 & d sl gal S&
© 51 siRasl U &l ge1 3 £2a19% Alaciy saRai 2A1]of 2ol
A2l Aoigse A1 HIsAd dHi SIASAH IxRUd A 2Ai¢fle1d0l
g/A1% a6t [o1113152]of] 218l & % & A] Gidig . AER A

Uial Y EIVIA IS —9U AIYIHI 241D 8.4
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RIRGIE, A€W AldEoll ARMIAI dF sAHi A419d Bae
AUIAHi dRA wRIdd 8 5, A did Uil 8 5 3 #13 slafl 2+42T515e
Al SIA Y 5 ol€ll. A did U] B 5 BoSAYSIII ARIH A URER
Ao ol?fl. A18€ 2de91A YRId & $ UI9IRAld A14e>d &, A dldf
Uil 8 % SURS A BoSAYSIoI A2iYSall A(AM IR A2 A1) 15 B,
A did Wil 8 5 sosRAYsla HRIcAHT UsiARall g1oR loed]
YsRiell Fdl UileR ol vl aiss) ofell. A did vl & 5 gexd
duilClall Aot—a ] Aol—3 A dSAR dUlRlall 24HAall o], A did
Uil 8 5 HIR] 2418 ulaiel Hi2 A1 R—Ad1Riol Aoy Sie gedd] duilel
giol e2aidasl Hisddl ol A dia vl & & 1 gedl duiiel
ANoi—2 Yl Aai—3 HIF] 3613 Hi AUIAH] 2119c a2l A did U] B 5
Al duiiel s1Q suR sAi dly doll Hal «na Higld] oedl. 24 dia uid]
& 5 20-3u 9y Yo duilRl &l dl d duilRl Foll GUR SN
A1dd & d YU Aal d duilel Kol ] sAIAHT A41dd & dofl 2418
210l geollHi 581 81U 8. AIBE 241 Y1 & § I UL
3d1F1A 2A28d1Hi 2A41Ad 8 dofl BU A1UIR BA &. A did W & 5
dsA3] cuiel &l” ddi UUR GUR aiyallel Uil &G &g e
ddl a1gs digol 8. A did Uil B § aiyallall @uilRl duid duilel
s2aiRofl HiotAls Rad] 3dl & dofl 24242 duiIRl GUR YRl &, A
did uidl 8 5 slgol seaie]l AU § yal Hal dul 5 sl 52 IR
dulRIA] 38512 8dIofl sl 28d] &. A did Uil & & GHll VHal
AR31s 21Hdlall § 4S ofl SRA @UlIRl GUR AAR US 8. A did Ui
8 5 A A SIA AHRI FAcf A¥SIH Y S otell. AIBE
2028914 YRIIA & 5 AYSIH Y Sl &g olefl. A did w3l B 5
Ais 9 dIal dullell 3Adl el2d] AHudidi A41dd] 8. A did w3
8 5 A Al eld] diRdl. A did Ul & 5 AHIRl oldxHI 54 &l
A1Ad]. 24113 A18124H1 % 524 VU 2419 A 2AH1R1 Aol 24(Es17)
AA1d sdi 812 8. A did U3l & 5 Ais 9 dIdl £2d1dY BUR HIRI

Page 79 of 104



C.C. No. 3639 OF 2021

olldall A HRA] &dl. A did Wl & § Ais 9 dIA| £2dI1d% HI3]
UIRA A19d1 IR dof S92 WIAd] aldaHi &g. AIBE A1 ¥RIIG
8 5 AHAHRI BUI 246513 YA 211d IR d sU Wid 8. A did U3
& 5 UldlA 211 UuR Hisddini aserdl dladl & 5 34 d g sel g
ael. A did Uil & 5 Ais VR d19) Sl-q Hi A&lHi Ued 2RI
"u" ofl 3211d A1¢l] oflAofl g WU B AR i3l A&l AAis ua ¢l
Y UAA A8l Hi ued HeRHI "U" Hi d Ad uzéia adl aefl. A
did U] & 5 Ais VR d19) Sl—-a Hi AelHi Ued 2eRHI "2" of]l GUR
A diof]l VAR & iR ofafoll el 2AHis—uq &l 2% &JAd olyoll
Ael HIS A 39,3¢ Hi y2d 2eRHi 2" ol Guwe AHIMl By
SIRARASIHI & Al AA vo,¥ Hi d HI2l ISl VARH & o
ool RAIHI ALUR & 191 MHIRIHI diofl £5] 8. A did vl 8 § 5] -
q, S1— al Ais U 4i1a| £2d1A%¥HI U2d SUaleily dH2laieile
olldol] el & dHi SUclIgall "S" 2R U SIRARJGHI A1
AN A2 8, Vial "ol ol BURell ClIPlo] AICS SlaiRlolofl AIgsHI
3S12 ARIR B, 2R "ol ol SIgaid Uldoll dolIgHi 3512 8. AlBE
242691 %RIA B 5 A1 AI6WS 52512 A aUd A3]ARI¢l 2RI B,
A did U3 &5 "ol 22011 2INH] A1HI0U $S12 8. A did Vi3] &
% oiyaiiofl AelAHI 2A— &l A4 35 HI ¥ UHIL "U" ACEH]
4R Y10l HIRlgl gRA”ST & d aiyalloll AelAHI AA-39 &
AN4—9R Hlall "AU" 2Rl 191 A2 A B, A did U3l B 5
AUHIRA ¥ duIA 52l doll 2@ IRIHT ICENS] A Ioldl (A1 wNAH
& U AAleidl (A ¥idd oefl. A did vl & 5 § ol 12
S| s 248l 53 & d g sel g del. A did Uil B 5 AR
[Qei1919] oA Bos RAYZIN Aos g1212015] YA &, A did v & §
As o HI-0lUoll €15 ElSRAI As 25a#] ¢Rldl &l dl dAlail
AH2RAHI AYS AU ARyl 1] 5. A did v & 5 Hi2l ey

allall Cligal HRNddl @l) dl doll AH2RHI AYS iR A1Rydl (]
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5. A did Uil & 5 dsud] Aglal Sl—a el SI- ADAIdal
RAGEN "U2d" Y2 YAl GIE §E 221U 52 B RIR oldfoll 2A&] A4 39
el 2421 ¥R #i d ld ga=elu oiell. A did uidl B 5 asn AelHi %
$GR2IU 219 8 d dulalRell Bolle elgf 215, 2 did uidl & 5 41A
glciall SAofl duld s3] AR 2AHIF] IR oflo $2% Ul SIH &di.
A did vl B § asui] duiel s¢ YaAeedl duld & dHY sl
251d ¢al digieflsdiel] aud 8 d A HIRl A[sI5eHi wendd o,
A did Ul 8 & A1 duiRt sl duid Sig ofSall ACURAal] Sd

gy dq A2lglseHi wendd ol

(¢/c) sAueual a§ dis—ve Yl d.S5.AHAER YdllD BlUIY
d19dl1a1A1a dUIRAdIHI A19d 8. XA AdAVUIAAH] ¥RIdd B 5,
2ol 2099 ofl AlaHi g sidotl Ul.2.Hl Y.AA. 2018 dlE 5%
aioddl &dl d €Rylot S1AGi1 Ul.22.01l U244, 241, 4.2 21¢.
sidleng uejeligotiRAIA - sidoll Ul.2e. §.9.2.0. wu/044,
gULS.. ¥SU,v59,75¢,59 ,505,aR0(cfl)  HYGiall ol
22S s3] APING] dUl Udl HI2 AUHRI ds HISAAl AHHIA
auid 2dciiol dladl. duid €3g1al AHA A1 SIHoll SIAIE)
SARAUIE] SUaicie HoAoGH I Ud 8. Hrddll sl duil dlad].
d H¥ HIX¥ ARAISoll 2.4, of. 359 &l aliyRId] ¥HlatHi UIsdIx|
A1dd rdlel Usl wdle of. 450, a5, a5 dioil wdla s3u1€)
d@l ARMIRA 4Ysa Hidlslell &) 2ia dl. 13/%/accE ol
Aoy JedlHi 21d6ol] ¥sI% BUR oIS BUR 8l dH 9di s3A1€]d]
uildl el s3 clatigl] €2did Glatid] dal Uil dils Guflol s3]
YYRi diel A4y Aad] s3Il 418 [Q1A4Id 2Ha daTs] s3]
[A31R eslsadidl] s3luie AN Hal Ais— 2 &l 2% &JAd $3RUIE
Sidlgdidi A1 & d el 5§ © 5 dHl o> ddlBell el
LA 241 sidoll adls AR, sildendell 8 % g Aol
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Gdlg . dUIRd E1RJAlal AHIRA I SIHoll SIRAIE] SUciCIES
HIASIIY Udoll A8loll ool c®ll el &dieR A Uil
&I%3HI AHIRI G0l [A2AddRall UAaliH] S dIEdI. Hal His—
TR al U &l 2% &JAd UdclIHIA] GididdIHi 2419 & d Agal 5§
9 5 d UgsliHIRAHAI 261> dlZell Ael HR] & al HIZ] voiRdai A
Udlal 248l 52 d ¥ UbsliHIRAl & ¥ g Al cldlg ©. qeW
UotiHial [A31d s2RAIElol S 35 A8loll oldoll @il gedl s2ct12iR
SUY SAIHI A19d &dll d A8loll aidoll AA—2 &l AA4-35 Y¢llot|
addolAl A dl8d. Hal Ais—vw Yl Y WAd sUIEloll A&l
olyol 1Al GidlddIHl A1 & d %eal S5 © 5 dHi 2ol il el
HIZ & a2l HIZl 6111 A Ulal A8l S2d d ¥ UdclHIA & ¥ 6
AUl sidig 8. Hal Ais— 5 &l 2%y 8Ad A€l gEd] duiiel
dloll Uldloll 2di2iRHI A1 A Udldl] 61931 SUY $2d Fol
Aoi— dF sUF s2d d GAIddIHl 19 & d NEal S8 © 5 G
ddlsofl el HIF &, a2l HIF oAl o UAld A8l s d ¥
ol 1411 & ¥ & Al cidig ©. 2 dl. U/ 3/3029 ol A%
AHAIRA AU €A1l A ARNIRA Usl (1) e Horaeie
Uedoll 3R Relde Udaliy sA ol d UddliHliofl [A21d dlal
sedl duiel Aai—2 &l dlad da AR of. (R) HeRACIEL
Holoiol1eS Uedoall 1FRR&UA0} Udally S2¢ ol d UallHIof]l [Aa1d
dAloll el dviiel Aoi-3 &l dlfda a@i cial ARl 21l
ool §A 3535 A8RA1 dlEd d 24301l UAalIHIRAT AHiS— B9,
AHiS— U0 d¥l AIS— UR dIN UbalIHIRA] sididdidi 2419 & d
ol 5§ ©9 5 dHi 20> ailsell 248l HIF & gl HIFl o1 o
UAlal el sect d % UdcliHIRA & % & AU sldlg 9. Hal AHis—
uq €l 2% & AA—39 &l ¥R Ylall Agloll aiyaiiAl Lo
HAMHIES UedallAlofl U dl8d ad 2Aelall oldaliAHI 261>

dlsofl 28l HIZ & adgl HIZ vedHI A UAIRA A8l sd d ¥
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ol i1 & ¥ & Al cldig 9. Hal is— u3 &l % &Ad
HBRIIEY HdAaicle udofl 2uelall aldfall 2A-03 &l 0¢ Yl
SIlgdIHi A1 & d el 55 © 5 A A8l HdAIY HAsielleS
yedotiAlofl & al 261> alBofl A48l . HIZ & a8 HIZ] BRI o
UAlal el s d ¥ URdalIHIRAl B F § AN cldig ©. Hol Aol—
2 dl>eig Horoled u2doll gedl scl1iR Ais-ve¢ ol 2y &Ad
SIlgdIHi A1 B d Fdal 58 9 5 dHi o> ddlBdll 2uel Hidl 8.
a8l HIZl oA A UARA Ael s & d g AU cidig 9. Hal
Ais— v &l Y aAd AR HEACHY HololCHY Udall Ed]
gclIzR HI§ — Jol—3 cidIgdIdi 1A & d %ol 5§ © 5
ARl HIZ] o021 A UAlel] 81931 duiRl 248 S6I¥ 5 & d %
& % & A sldig © dHl o> ddlBdll el iRl & agn Hidl
DU1HI A UARA A48l 52 d 8 ¥ A] ofdlIg . AUl €1l
AY dl. RE/3/209 ol A%¥ Al SlHoll AIBE SIS |
AHCHAIRAIEY AUluI6 AT 241 SiHoll ASAZ] €2cIAY Y ST Hidcll
gl A UAlefl &N HIPRIN Ao 2W22R sAAHI dluRd
€2IdY of. AH.D.AA. FUU/ACCC ol €2aId¥ Y SA d
€2d119% SUIY $AI HI2gj [AdAAUIRa) Udally AHHIA SUY dldd %
e2dIdHi dsA3] A&l GUR HI§ sl-a al s1-R dil5 suY s|.
Hol Ais— uw &l 2% eRJAd UAalIyY cldiddIHi AI1A & d Fdol 5§ ©
% d 201> a5l el #IR & agl HIZ] BeRdAI A Ulal Ael s
d & UdaliHIAl & ¥ & Al cldig ©. A€8 UdalidIofl [Qaid
S6I% sl €2a1dY Ais—uu &fl % &JAd & d Adal 55 @ 5 d
€241 AHIA SU¥ WA d ¥ €2dIY & AHY HIS S1—q ol VHis—
VR d®l HI§ Sl-2 ol Ais— o &l 2y &Ad B d Aol $§ © 5 A
d AHRA SUY S d ¥ B Al Al €219 SHF ST 2431011 B
Uloll GU Ydlall A&l dgil 261> alofl el 21313 sl d % & %

& Al cladlg ©. UdcliHIdlofl [Qo1d S6iY S dHIH €2a1A%]
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AHRA 9y duRd AT soy dlOd el dHid  ed19%lal
L2161, sIRioll Ul.22.011 Ael Alaell su® s ¥ g9
JeelHid als Ul ol yeeidid viadlai ol sed. HeelHid
uiddlai A1 218l & ¥ g A1l ciaig g. A dl. *3/3/094
ol A% otidiof]l ¥2Ulgy Ydally SARUIE]l SUsicld HoAoMIES
U2l IAIA AdIRUl Y¥o ¥ %A1 HIF R AIS] 1A YR loaR4i
A1dd 2.21.01. 3¥9 Us] Ldle oi. 150,959,245 Hl AH1dd & AHal
doll GUR JIclglaley uig cliusii sa & (AR &slsadig)
AGENRINYIG) UAal1y A UBlofl a1%3lHi 24313] 261> 53] dl8g. Hal
Ais— uc &l 2y YJd Uy cldiddiHi A1d & d wgal 58 9 3
20 dSofl A8l HIF B a8l HIZ] 2oidAI A UAlal Hel sed d
Udolly & ¥ g A oldig ©. dUIA ERlol AHTA A SIHall
A18E] aidllaicie U0y ¢igf u2d, HluHGe HigHE ¢56iId U2d,
AofR AeHE U2H, HIBHE S0IA ACEH SIER U2d, HJS!
AUeA ddlal, ARA sISRAIS HIEloiAloll [61deal]l AHIRI
DORdHI diloll AUl Yxoioll AVl dlOdl. A1 suIEA
sARUIE &slscal Aol AUl HIUS YRAT AHRI Dol AT,
A1 s1doll ARMIRAG Udatinlofl [Qo1d 2428 83 Yed iR oflA.
sie sesldi Hisdl AUd Aol dURt A1 S A €1
A5.211.2d. 2lilodRal1Alal &d12iR duRie/l48 Hisdl +11d.
Hol AHis— 91 &l 2y LA §RASII Ud A18otl JIai2] olie, Vs
dlze Q3R 2199 oididdini A1A & d gl 5§ © 5 dAi HIF
Ael & ¥ g Al cdlg ©. AR A5 AA.AA.HI €21
HIsRI ofle UlE AHI9diall ofis] &dl d €WRJlal A1 SlHall
AHRIVIA A2ty UIRAe sl F2dl Ydl Y14l Usdl &ld oll.
siedi - UlLSl. w5, v59,55¢,59%,505,a0(cfl)  H¥Gig]
ARl 531 olld. sieHi Hisdl 0. UINRMe swiR dilSel 2eel
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HIZ & % g A1 Gidig 9. & 211 Sidall ARIRAG AIY & B
A1%0% olIHER SIEHI 681% & d % 8.

RIRGIE, A€W AldEoll ARMIAI dF sAHi A419d Bae
AUIAHI AARA wRIdd 8 5, 3 12R2— 090 HI SIHo Ul.22.Hi
AU dadl. A did il & 5 HRI Usdl siicil ul.22.4i Jl.gl.
diddl edl. A did w3l & 3 Jl.sl.diddiA di. av/9/090 ol
sl duId sl B, A did vl & 5 A dulAall SI21] A HI3)
AUIRAHT A1Ad AW AAal dofl ACAIRA YRl SE] ol d dUIAH]
A1A $JcicHE HoAGMHIS U Hall YiUIe Anddl. 2 did Uil 8 5
A1 YiRI2HI Syl ged] 21 -31d1 sld dd] s1ef A62] of &d] 24al
SIS YRAdI % of Ydl d $IRUIE £5cR S0l e sl A did
Uil & 5 ARIIdl YiRiIgHI SIS Ael] o &dl. Hal Ul.sl.aiddl
A1861 ARl s dUR alold sie AHigld] aell. 244 did wil & %
Hldsd ol. 1913 al 19w of usdl 4R AUl A¥A HIE] 2419
eJAG Aol dAIA &lsl UAI yel Ysddl &dl. Ha Al Hldsd
dloidiafl &dl d olicid sANUIEIRA endg oiell. 21 did vl & § HIF]
duiRiAHi ydg $ 1 dlasd Gur dlal &dl 2ial dlal dgal ulcelsial
oifdg &g ol Al dlol YR RUSAAT Gu &dl FHi SUcicieS
HolGIIES, HdAoleHd AHIMIES, HBRAMIS HoAolelS Blal DR
alloiRall ol dlal &dl. A did Wil & 5 ApIc dieReile d
SAA1E] SUIAISall 21211 AN YR V. A did U3l & 5 241 BUAsd
AR Ulsdadlall oIl Aogd Gls Als ok, sedls Hd vl
dlat &dl. A did U3l & & HAHAal 2Hal AMsd A Hdsd ule]
dotl usdl H12lo1 s3] 240l dAHi 9B HI[ESIA 2N GUR oldIddl.
A did W & 5 d gud uiledR HAAHAG, MSdeiYS Hal
SAIACIE ULl 81%2 BAI. A did Ul 8 5 dilall 222de2 ULl
d9dr. A did uwil & 5 HIZ duRiAl Al ORI MIgRAIRA

H3RAHGl, AsAS 2Ha gsaidleS o dIds s3] AN A
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did vl & § A1 AlEl A HIEloll &S AJd]. A did Uil & 5
HAAHG e ol MsddIgall ol AdlHeigo UIcdlsid d
dligotdi 241dg &g. A did Uil 8 5 41 AdlHeng yer duield]
HePinl edl. A did vl & § dedl HI2 A¥RA HEl al
AdlHengd  ealdaai el s xHudl. A dia vl B 3
HuHCololl Uld gsoidaig 241 disle] Alauiel 2l el
sedlAal 222k Adlslsla s3] oyl sedl. A did ui B8 5
AR Aal s3RAIE] ©9 IS Aol B,

A did w3l & 5 Jl.sl. digdl A180tell duiRvHi Sucleile
gedl 2Rld! of &al dg YAg AIBE 2AVIRA ¥R B § 3RW)oll SIA
yadd. 2.91d Ui 8 5 241 dldsde) duIRl As 9N Usdl g 21-d
&g al €2dIdx Uiwnd] &d &dl. A did vl & 5 A Jl.sl.
Igdl AIBA ¥ duiRd s2d]l d duid 41 ool 1A Aial dlad].
did w3l & 5 ARNIRARA SIY yall vdle ol €2d1d% s aiedl.
did w3l & 3 AHIZ] duId H1 cliusid didl Masd vadl.

A did w3l o€l § Ais—v< Val TE Il SPIA] Al 8.
sedl duiiel Aed Uldioll 2UEdIZR HI dUG Uil HIRI
YRrd1H1 gexdl duiiel 2y &g dofl Hal vioR 8. A did vl 8 ¥
13011 ol 1A S1E dlal of &dl Hal A1 HRd 3Y[aRIUA sTURRIol
HI ol1s3] sdl &dl. A did Uil 8 5 ¢34 ofl o1 §Sd rdle &dl.
A did Uil & 5 211 513 SARUIE] ofl A ofs His—33 &l 2% B. A
did uidl & 5 A1 SI131 Y YA AHIS—R3 1N €2d119% HI Uloll oi.
29 BUR olsH 0o 30 HI dl.au/ /U ofl diflu 8. AIzE
2001 YRId § 5 dHl Bs9Is sl §. A did wi] B F A
BsvIS ofloid A slg Yyoue s2d] o], 24 did il & § 41 s13d 2y
&AM AiIS—13 410N €2d19%Y HI Ulall of. AU BUR AAo|SH o0l R

HI dI.R3/90/a¢¢y ol diFlu ol RsS) HRAI 8. A did Uil 8 3
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Al SIA Y A AHiIS—13. IO €Iy HI Ulall of. U GUR
AHolSH olGiR T HI dl. 09/29/AELU al dl.05/0E/AES ol
ARl ofl A RASSI HRAI 8. A did Uil & 5 241 513 2y UAd His—
3 101 €21 HI Uloll of. 29 Aol 1< BUR VHgi$H ot U BUR
AHE] Ad&ol] %61 Ul dI. o¢/aa/accc Yl RS /oc/acce
ofl Uisdl &. A did v & § 21 SIA Y &JId AIS-3 9|0
€241 Hl Ulall oi. 1< BUR iagfsH ool U BUR s1¢ 2ABos Rd
HRA olef] V0l Aol e —<E dUld B. A did Uil 8 § Al ofleid
AHHIA s3AUIE] ofl SI YeouRe s2d il 21 did vl B § AAis—-3u
efl aiolloteiigf Ul. ved ofl 2A1S1] 2y S 8. FaH1 ofsH oioR Y
Aol ¢ BUR dI. Ro/aa/ce¢s €l 30/a1/accw ol oflJ .
MgisH ot ¢ Jal ’e BUR dI. oc¢/av/acce
Rg/0c/acce ol dRluv HRAl & al d % Ulall GUR AHolsH oioR
30 dl. 09//2c¢9 ol drRlv #Rd] 2dl 2AGos Ald HRAl 8.
FH| VosH ook RY ol 30 URJ dI. o¢/aa/acce
Rg/oc/acce drRlv ARl &. A i1 oivid adllaciig ofl sig
yeouRe sdl olell. A did vl 8 § gisH iR 30 ugl sief Aol
ol€fl. 2 did vl & & AAHIA A1 clleid s1g 24(Es13] of] sl Yeue
A 1€l 5 S1g ¥4I [AAd oiefl. A did Uil & 5 A1 AAHZ] 5
AA]] AAcAsoll ¥&1% GUR Sl dURd s2d otefl. A did vl & 5 4|
¥61% gedl of & A clioid sl duiRl sd odl. A did uwl & 5
sAp1€] gedl 213dl 5 34 A dlloid SIY duid sd odl. AHis—v
&fl s1goid AW ASIG02 Y S2A B ol dHI HISIA] 6iciR otel] 2Hal
gedl olicid ol slg Yadl § 2AGBes Ald el ¥ A42] 5 2ud]
AHdeoll %6I% o olH dUg B v Suol o olid M/S
MACKINNON MACKENZIE & CO. LTD. =idl A0l 4,
SHOCRJI  VALLABHDAS LMARG., P.O. BOX 122,
BOMBAY-38 2ial dl.oa/05/ac¢s ¥l 25/0c/acce o
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diRlu HRdl 8.4 did Uil & 5 Sudll Ais—¥ Al eidd] [daidl
Hi2 slg dz2us diurg ofell. A did uidl 8 § $uaicilg ol Yol
d?l% ol &lal ol SIg 2152 Y s at&l. A did vidl B & Ais-¥
BUR AHIR2R dl5 ol el & d alicid A sl dulRd sdl ol 5 ¥giof
[@9d oell. A did u3l & § slau1Eloll 2{1.51.2{l. ofs 2is — 23 2]
Y YA B AHI AgSH oi6lR 1T BUR dI.29/ a2/ accu ol diRlu
HRA & dHY ol.ol.v¢ BUR aldaolR AR,1C¢R ol Ald HRA &,
A did Uil 8 § igsH oioiR /U GUR AH.Zl.2csdl] ofl ] &
ad?l dofl 213 #1222 21el (o1 ol 223U KA. d].2AcE0lloll & dofl
(613 240].30 BUR dll. 15 /0 /ACcU dUld 8.

A did U3l 8 5 o] 7S 2ol 19 GUR AGURA 001 2234
HRA & d ofloid A S1E duIA sd ol A did uil & 5 Ais — 3u
BUR o], ol.vC &l UL 4RI ¥ [AsS] HRA & d Ais — 3
Vol.ol. TG ol 39 BUR ¥ 223U HRA & d AAs¥dl AssIe] HRA
8. A did Ui 8 5 AIs — 3U GUR g, o.’¢ &l e YR
.2l 2cedl ol ..ol Hiredd] A8l 2al RIsS] HRA
8. A did Ui B 5 Vgi$H 6ieiR 30 BUR dI.01/ AR/ 1ECY dUd
& Aed 3 gf. 0.9 ol 30 YR FH| Ho|.0l.R¢ Vol RE YR
dl. oc/aa/acce ¥ 5 /0c/acce (o dFlu HRA & al
YN AR dulg 8. A did U & 5 ol dRA HRA [AsS]
w12l AHlgAosall HRA oiefl 5 dofl — 3uU Y101l €A1 g & Sél
QAS 5 AR AUIE AH2RI Aal dRlU duid 8 HHIA AiS SIF 061R
223U HRA o], A § 2R AAA-AHA B 5 3H. A diad vl & 5
AUHIRA A5.A4.21dH HIsAd o2l A3 did vl 8 5 dis—av ¢l
sigfoict AR ASIGo2 Y B ¥ ANYRIYE Udalofl duiRd A s
oefl 5 d ol AIUR AHal S1E Golldd & dofl Yl duiRd s3d ol
A did vl 8 5 Ais—av ] sidoid ADA AsIBoedH! AsdleH dl.

RS /0C/ACLEAl A% RILL.AR AWM 8. A did uilR 8 5 s
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Ry Hdl M/S MACKINNON MACKENZIE & CO. LTD.qf siegf
0612 2234 HRA ol A did uil a2l § Ais - ¥ BUR M/S
MACKINNON MACKENZIE & CO. LTD.$Uofloll slgf 2A121RIS%35
Ulatoll 218l oefl.2A § sel 25 5 2is — E al Ais — T GUR
NH.2l.21c60 ol HIReol] A8] AAA—AAA B, A did W] & 5 A
A1 Ael olloid SIg dUIA S2d 8 Ais — E BUR AH.2l.uAcsd o]
Slef 20612 2234 olf]. 2 did U] & 5 AHIRA 22| Yol Al Ald
SIg duld s3] o2l 5 211 225152 Aol AR AHolldd & doll Yl
duid sd delA did wil & 5 M/S MACKINNON
MACKENZIE & CO. LTD.Suofl cilaciell &. 1 did viR & 5
AHHIA U1 HISAICUI A16ide] SAHIRGl0f SIF 222H02 d18d ofell 5
dos AalxRa] ULl sig 22202 dl8d ofel.

A did Uil 8 5 Ais — G il Ulall ol.20 GU HBRAIY
H2lol i 1ES, (€301 HolaIMIE ol $UcICiY Holaleiigoll 2B 211
ABASHIR 6ISRAHIY HIE] ol A1H x18HE Udol1A A1efl alSel]
Ael sWlg] ¥Rl & ol Ulall ol.A3 GUR HBRAMIYS HolalCiIES,
(G301 HoAGIIEY Aol SUICHIEY HIAGCHY of oflH A&l A0t IHIH]
deiloll olls?] AHY BHR VHoisH 9,37 ol 3¢ & ol A0llY
x84, Aduis] e, didodidl o®s, Qd. dug 8.4 § sél
Q1§ o1&l 3 Ulall ol. 13 GUR A1 2ALRIG(l 218l & 5 ZAH. A did vl &
5 2l A6 Aellel v Y HleHe gsolld ACEA SIER
Uedol RAIA AN 8 dg FRIR 8. A did U]l & 5 w1
2Ry Sl [a1dea lOd olell. A did Uil B § wHAHIA AiS —
R¢ A0 UHIRIol A2R dlioid slg duld s2d aiefl. A did w3l 8 3
Ais— G ol €2dIA%¥AHI Uloll of. 12 BUR 4B HIdsloll 28] &
ol AHoll ANNVHI HEHE IS0 ACEA SIERA 248l & Fal 24|
SIA AiS— 50 ANUIHI A1dd 8. A did Uil & § Ais— k€ BWR

SIg Sudflall Alssl dRdl olell 5 SIg cisaf ofld ULl dug aiefl.
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did vl 8 5 A doed ds s Joslid] SI duid s3d aell &
UIRAYS sU¥ S ot®fl 5 SIE viidiell BaRl s6i% sl otefl. A §
sgl 25 olel 8 AiS— ¢ ail Uldll oo 12 GUR ¥ disdll 2dflu &
dHi SAIRIGIolg) ol lH ol ACEH] HUIE 2SHall 4211 KA A3 B
35 53, A did Uil & 5 A1 A1 SIA Sd IR0l SIS ¥dia d19d
oefl & ddall AsIBozoll SIS duid sd] o], A did w3l & 5 Ai
S— RE ol Ulall ool 9 BUR ¥ disdll 2dlu & dai alili 2000
Y.RA.SIAR sla HIsdlddl 8 dof oid dud ol 5 suiell
Hisdldd 8 d yel wendd odl. 2 did vl 8 § A1 €dId¥Hi
2000 SIARl] A1A 1539E. 3U UAI ¥RNdd 8. A did Uil 8 3
AHIS— RE all Uloll 6ioiR 9 BUR ¥ disdll 2dlu 2y sl & dai
dud SIS aoRefl A duiRt sedl aiefl 2ial dHi dud ASIBee cloR
acqo ofl el A sie duit sdl oiell. A did il & § AsIGae .
1C0 ol Yol HIRAg SIE 22eAoe AHIRA Y 52 o], A did uid]
8 5 A SIA Y &Ad Ais—30 gio M 2ofla 4LTgISedd A sief
duld sdl oell. A did vl & 5 Ais— 39 Hi YolRA dlRldid
AleigH 3loAUIe SUdflall SIS 20012 223U HRA o] HI1d Ael sd
8. A did Uil 8 5 1 A8l 5 22I5I5e clicid A SIS duid s3d
o€, A did vl & 3 AulTsIBecl UUH URAISHI Uudaioll Gy
W B d ofivid sFARUIElS SIS A1E2 HAG &l Al A1 SIA
sl o@fl. A did uil & 5 A1 A2IgIBeHi 2] Aol e Gau
s2Al 8 val oflA AAAH.d]. Ad&oflotl Hiz2e] 28] 2l 2lss] &. A
did vl 8 5 A1 AIssI alloid 2Hal HIRedl] A8l aicid AHIA slef
duid sdl aefl. A did wil & 3 AH.dl.2AdAE Vel Yol
alRloid A2l 2loAU1E SUdl] Gial A2 AAI &, did U3l & 5
AHis— 3U 910l €219 Y&l Ldleoll e2dIdY 8. A did Uil 8 5
AUHIRA A1 dllaid sl duiRd sdl atefl 5 s1gatl (a1deotl 191 o],

A did uil @l $ Ais —3u gl £2d1dx A ddlHeS
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A RAAHIYS ddlul yiiefl sui¥ seg. 84 sg © § oRflucnd
AHeAAH IS dlu yiA] A4 did uil & 5 dluAclal oRflHedef
AHooiRAeS sei¥ dlAdl. audlRiial A10dl dg HIRl duiRiai
ydd. A did Ui 8 § Ais— 9 Hi ¥1Ad AH.2l.xAc8ed] Aal
A4.d1. Acsdlall 20612 2234 dfloid A SIS duir sdl oiell. A
did vl & 5 Ais— 9 Al ¥RIAd diRlW ¢/aa/acce 9l dl.
’s/c/acce ol dilu sisid yel A sig aurt sl oell. A g
sl 1§ ol8l § AiIS— 9 all AdfSH o.2¢ GUR (Ulall of. 1<) GUR
gedlofl s1ef 20612 223U o1?fl. A1Be AdIRA ¥LIIA 8 5 d 2ue 3ld
qif] 2isiy dH ot@l. 21 did vl B 5 weIxHI] GiElR $2UI ¥Y &I
dl UIRA AIUYIHI 21D B . Aol Ud ¥&l% GU ¥ AR d ¥l
sAqdiofl 8l & dg HIF auiRidi vdg. A & sel g oel 3
¥EI¥HI H2A153] sl HI2 11 A1UdIHI AH1dd] o], d Hid ¥ d
22201l UIdIA slgiR videl Aagdidi 2419 & AAal d uivule GuR
% ANUIAI A1 8. A did Wl & 5 sTRAIE] 2Hal 2A18E alollaiciief
UReIEH el UiUIe GuR sief dlxi 223y da11dd oigl. A did uid]
8 5 | ol AIS— 3 al Ais— W dI0fl Al ofs Gu ¥aI%
GuR d1%1 AIudIHI 241 &1 AY Gad olefl. A did Rl & 5 Ais
50 ol Y AHI ARl RU(Sdofl AyatiR dS of] 218l &.24 did U] & 5
A1 513 A Rfsdal o AR dS €211Ad & AHal SAAHISal AR
als edd otefl. A1ze ¥L1A B 5 sRAUIE] SUaiclIgof ollH AWH
8. A did U3l 8 § Aol 1ccdl AIdHI HBRAMIYA defol 2fHa]
AUl 2R X.%. &lfued uid g dg HRl auiRidl vdd. A
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IPC Section 465

IPC Section 465 prescribes punishment for the offense of forgery, as
defined under Section 463 and 464. It states that anyone who commits
forgery shall be punished with imprisonment up to two years, a fine,
or both. Forgery involves making false documents or electronic

records with the intent to defraud.

IPC Section 466

IPC Section 466 penalizes the forgery of court records, public
registers, or documents made by public servants in their official
capacity. The offense, punishable by up to seven years in prison and a
fine, covers forged records, marriages, births, or powers of attorney,
aiming to protect the integrity of official documentation.

Definition of IPC Section 466

Whoever forges a document or an electronic record, intending that it
shall be used as genuine, and that it purports to be:

*A record or proceeding of a Court of Justice.

*A register of birth, baptism, marriage, or burial kept by a public
servant.

*A certificate or document prepared by a public servant in their
official capacity.

*An authority to institute or defend a suit, or to take proceedings
therein.

*A power of attorney.

IPC Section 468

IPC Section 468 deals with "Forgery for purpose of cheating,"
punishing anyone who forges a document or electronic record with the

intent to use it for cheating. It is a serious offense involving dishonest
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document manipulation to defraud another, punishable by up to seven

years in prison, plus a fine.

Definition and Detailed Breakdown
According to IPC Section 468 states: "Whoever commits forgery,
intending that the document or electronic record forged shall be used
for the purpose of cheating, shall be punished with imprisonment of
either description for a term which may extend to seven years, and
shall also be liable to fine."
*Forgery Definition (Section 463/464): The core of this offense is
forgery, which involves creating a false document or electronic record
(or part of one) to cause damage, support a false claim, or force
someone to enter a contract.

Al AL Yol % slg usld 8211 saloll sgell val
€2d119% Olal1d dl dol Vil SHH &6 AN S3] ASI . ™R 521 of]

vyl Ad] AH1UWIS FRI™Y B,

IPC Section 415

IPC Section 415 defines cheating as intentionally deceiving a person,
fraudulently or dishonestly inducing them to deliver property, retain
property, or act/omit an action that causes (or is likely to cause) harm
to their body, mind, reputation, or property. Dishonest concealment of

facts is also considered deception.

IPC Section 471

IPC Section 471 punishes anyone who fraudulently or dishonestly
uses a document or electronic record as genuine, knowing or having
reason to believe it is forged. The punishment is the same as if the user
had forged the document themselves. This offense is bailable,

cognizable, and triable by a Magistrate.
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