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IN THE COURT OF SPECIAL ADDITIONAL CHIEF JUDICIAL
MAGISTRATE, THRISSUR.
Present: Smt. Alpha Mamai K., Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate.
Dated, this the 27" day of September, 2025.

CMP : 7121/2024 in CC 93/2019

(Cr. No. 547/2011 of Thrissur Town West Police Station)
(CBCID Cr. 376/CB/THR/12) (376/CR/EOW II/KTM/12)

Petitioner/Accused : Lonappan, 51/15, S/o0.Devassy,
no. 15. Puthurkara Veedu, Chittilappilly Desam,
Chittilappilly Village, Thrissur.

(By Advocate. Sri. Anand K. Jose)

Respondent/ State represented by the Deputy
Complainant Superintendent of Police, Crime Branch,
Ernakulam.

(Crime no0.547/2011 of Thrissur Town
West Police Station).

(CBCID Cr. 376/CB/THR/12)
(376/CR/EOW II/KTM/12)

(By Smt. Dhannu Gireesh, Assistant
Public Prosecutor, Court of Additional
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Thrissur)

Petition : U/s.239 Cr.P.C.
Order : Dismissed.
ORDER

1.  This is a petition filed u/s. 239 Cr.P.C., by the accused no.15, in CC
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93/2019, on the file of this court, seeking discharge, in the case.

2.  Petition averments are, as follows:-

There is no evidence to show that, the petitioner was the promoter of the
accused companies. The prosecution has no case that, accused no.15/petitioner
received any single money from any of the witnesses. There is no delivery of
property, to the petitioner. Hence, offence punishable under section 420 of the Indian
Penal Code, will not get attracted against the accused no.15/petitioner. The
prosecution has not produced any document to show that the accused no.15 was
appointed as a promoter of the accused companies. There is no allegation for the
prosecution that, accused no.15/petitioner introduced the witnesses to any person. All
the allegations against the accused no.15/petitioner, are baseless. Hence, seeks to

discharge the petitioner, in the above case.

3.  Objection was filed by the learned Assistant Public Prosecutor, as

follows:-

The averments in the petition, are factually incorrect and legally
unsustainable. The petition filed by the accused, is devoid of merit and hence liable to
be dismissed. There are sufficient ingredients to constitute the offences punishable
under sections 120B, 406, 420 r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code and sections 4, 5, 6 of
the Prize Chits and Money Circulation (Banning) Act, 1978, against the
accused/petitioner. The accused/ petitioner is a business promoter of Nano Excel
Companies. It is revealed that, he had shares in accused nos.1 to 3 companies, which
clearly shows that, he had a thorough knowledge about the functioning of accused
nos. 1 to 3 companies, at the time of registration itself. It is crystal clear from the case
diary and charge sheet that the accused/petitioner looted money from general public,

as promoters of Nano Excel Companies and it is revealed from the statements of
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witnesses that, the accused had criminal intention from the very beginning to cheat
the public, by way of enrolling persons, and thus by making quick money. Accused
conducted the activities to promote the business of the company. The companies not
functioned as per the norms, objectives and guidelines mentioned in the Certificate of
Incorporation. Accused published misleading advertisements in the marketing of
Nano technology products and announced shares of Nano Power Corporation Limited
company through network marketing system. There is primafacie evidence against
the petitioner/accused and the documents produced, reveals the role of each
petitioner/accused, in the commission of offence. In Gold Quest International Pvt.
Ltd. and Another v. State of Tamilnadu 2003 O supreme (mad)627, it was held that,
the scheme must involve the enrollment of members, where the financial benefits
depend on the number of new members recruited. And the Honourable Court
emphasized that, the scheme should be evaluated as a whole considering both
promoters and members perspectives. The Supreme Court in State of West Bengal
and Others v. Swapankumar Guha, AIR 1982 SC 949, established that two conditions
must be satisfied for liability under the Prize Chits and Money Circulation Banning
Scheme Act,1) The scheme must be for making quick or easy money, and 2). The
opportunity for such earnings must depend on the enrolement of member. Moreover,
at the time of framing of charge, the probative value of the materials on record,
cannot be gone into. There is primafacie case against the accused, as per the
prosecution records. Hence, seeks to accept the objection and dismiss the discharge

petition, filed by the accused/petitioner.

4. Heard both sides.

5. CC 93/2019 on the file of this court, is a case based on the final report
filed by the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Crime Branch, Ernakulam, against
accused 23 in numbers, alleging offences punishable, under sections 120B, 406, 420

r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code, sections 4, 5, 6 of the Prize Chits and Money
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Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978.

6.  Case of the prosecution, is as follows:-

Accused with intend to commit cheating, by conducting money circulation
business, banned as per section 3 of The Prize Chits and Money Circulation Schemes
(Banning) Act 1978, in furtherance of their common intention, and by committing
criminal conspiracy, with intend to cheat public, and to obtain wrongful gain, in the
month of June 2007, accused nos. 4 and 5 created accused no.l1 company for
conducting money chain business by importing low quality products from abroad and
registered the said company on 12/07/2007 and created a website with the help of
Amandeep Singh, the Director of a software company named Roots Infocom at
Ludhiyana, Punjab and conducted money circulation business through the website
and appointed accused no.6 as the Manager of the said company and thereafter, with
the same intention to commit cheating, accused nos. 4 to 13 created company named
Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited (accused no.2) on 01/01/2010 and changed
its name to Nano Excel Corporation Limited and entered into an agreement with
Arunachal Pradesh Government for starting a Hydro Electric Project in the name of
company named Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited, which was not in existence
at that time and advertised the agreement with internet and media and through
promoters, sold the shares promising good income and thereafter, accused nos. 4 , 6,
8 to 13, on 13/05/2010 formed another company named Nano Power Corporation
Limited (accused no.3) and conducted money circulation business with the money
obtained from the public and accused nos.14 to 23, being very well aware about the
illegal business conducted by the accused companies, approached public giving false
promises and accused through website and through brochures and advertisements,
and through classes, promoted the illegal business of money circulation scheme and
by making false promise of returning ten times more amount within a short span of

time and also by promising income on members enrolling in the company, and also
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by promising amount, if money deposited in the power package of Nano Excel Power
Corporation, fraudulently and dishonestly induced CW1 Sivaraman to deliver Rs.
18,000/- on 10/12/2010, Rs. 18,000/- on 18/12/2010, CW2 John P.I. to deliver Rs.
1,80,000/- on 08/12/2010, CW3 Jomy Anto to deliver Rs.18,000/- on 10/12/2010 and
obtained money from CW4 to CW27 also, and thereafter, neither gave the profits as
promised, nor returned the money obtained and thereby committed cheating and
illegal money circulation business and misappropriated the money obtained and
thereby accused committed offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 420, r/w
34 of the Indian Penal Code and sections 4, 5 and 6 of the Prize Chits and Money
Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978.

7. The prosecution in this case was initiated by CW1/defacto complainant
Sivaraman @ Mani, by preferring a complaint u/s. 190(1)(a) Cr.P.C., before the
Honourable Chief Judicial Magistrate Court, Thrissur, against accused 2 in numbers,
accused no.1 Nano Excel Corporation Limited, represented by Managing Director
and Chief Executive Officer, Harish Babu Madineni and accused no.2 Harish Babu
Madineni, alleging offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 417, 420, 468, 471
r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code and sections 3, 4, 5, 6 of the Prize Chits and Money
Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978.

8. The said complaint was forwarded to the Station House Officer,
Thrissur Town West Police Station, u/s. 156 (3) Cr.P.C., for registration of First
Information Report and accordingly the First Information Report in this crime, crime

no. 547/2011 of Thrissur Town West Police Station, was registered on 03/04/2012.

9.  After investigation, the Investigating Officer, Deputy Superintendent of
Police, Crime Branch, Ernakulam Unit, filed final report, against accused 23 in
numbers, alleging offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 420 r/w 34 of the

Indian Penal Code and sections 4, 5, 6 of the Prize Chits and Money Circulation
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Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978 and this petitioner is arrayed as accused no.15, in the

final report.

10. It is true that, CW1/defacto complainant in the complaint preferred by
him, has not arrayed this petitioner as an accused. But, in the statement u/s. 161
Cr.P.C., dated 12/07/2012, preferred by CW1 to the Investigating Officer, he has
mentioned about the inducement made by the petitioner Lonappan. CW1 in his said
statement u/s. 161 Cr.P.C., has stated that, “ER® @0 M B@ Alaimoe
&IXNVIEMI Ban5N@d 62181 Qo AlGloBEld 168 SHBHWo 0.21Q. dldloeail@d, MmOEM)
ADHO EHIAa]E0um i’ ag)am &HMISl £6a0EEINNEIG OERIMYA@ O.21QY@IOEM 0.,
a0@lad 6NN A3MIM] , abSle: ey, Llmode) ©sEEleAIEIEM  B&MUTIQeSs
WOOHAMIOOMo, HMUDIDIGR aleMo TEHHIlaP@ MIEM) OSEHISH (@BHI0YSS
G@aa}gg”, MG W N3d GNNSIM, OADMOD  GHIAWHUW  f)MIEROMWQSS
QLIWMEBBUW LIEIBBOATo, SIO® 6 DINVODIMd:o MeEHallal ©H @ldlOd: Hlgeamoo,
3 AUBHOT Mo alOBIOZ] ©@H BITV @AUIMBHSIW] TIdled: oeilgammoo 12,000/- @3al
DG PR MleeHailgpP@d 6 mrvedmde 18,000- @at @dled eidlesonmo, @am’
QUdHODIMdHo  1,80,000/- @at 2270 @UMBHBIP] HIg60a000  af)MlBs D0 ©D.
al@laDSII@ BMIM] WROHANIOIW a0I@lad’ 6n16N] ABMITS], aldSld: GEAMY ag)arlaud
AlOBHSOD MoMVIA]IMBD. &SIO® BMUMQES (@JEAIFAMIW FPaomE @RAHOAQ ,
canMa]M, @JeaE Hadd, RWM, eauenild, enilerad , ERMIGH28, quglal’ &amemd,
mglal’ @K agylaume aldlabSIK@ aloe:gom s:mumiQes allallw aYlgeessadl.af
HIOMSOTIBAD.  @RAIOOLD  BHMIT]  HAMUGMEIVIM  GUWaHo M QIMAIMo
eIEleRMOeMBMMo  HMIMIDI@  ¢oI@0T  (JAUAOD oP@  MlERBEB. ME] QAUMAIMo
oeﬂgs)m(m)o, WQOHAM@o, (@JCDIZONITo DNFloMBHEIT IO, gent' oeerumd],
OO@@Jl eni eenDAW" a@il  enllmlmay’ a P Elajeswrem’ &muall  @memay’
HAloau®@, Al®EMo 6.2IQMEM0o HMUMIBI@ aleMo MleHHalla] HAMIOIBMAUO®
endlenSlanany’ aﬁ]a@aucégaomam" allglessme oo, 5,000/-, 6,000/-, 12,000/-, 1,50,000/-,

1,80,000/- a)MIEBRBOM  ©BHHUR MleeUal of ST @D endlondlnany’
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(Lo’]crg]m_lég@m(oaoeammmo, Tlesdtallesm ©6HQY  aRe®sslejo IR L

eIElERODMo,  MGM)  OSCHIVE]  DaleOIUSla] @ldodls] D IR L

D lCQIUTEBHWINEMESIT VOBEDOHMO COIN (JDICEIW BUdUl AIBRSIBBEOAM., 6RO’
(@@ WREH66A0M00, A0IBFQILE MSQOAT0, HOLIUlH GUdadl IdRSEBOAMeODL0
A0 @D, aBOOBIEjo H(EPWE, AIElHBMMTIEMIOSIa]e @OM MledUnils] @ 6
DITVETIMSSIT UM BB H1SIDBlesenmmo, allarls’ 3 AUBaHo OBINE Al 0] ©H>
2TV QMBS 2IElasenmmoe, HMITIQes enilmiimay’ aﬁlc@mlégoawcoﬂm” BUdAYHo
BOIXRD HIO@ GalOO® HMUMID@ B2IROIT OOMIMAS] OMBdo af)M Galdl@d GUOO
HSOG@ AUGBRIMo AIElHB6AMMo AGlosEld IO, HMUM] @RMEMIAIB (JGRUSI@D
©SERTIBHBM HOHAUBD aIBVGIOWHRG].5jo BOI@ aleMo MIEHH o] HHUWEHOFODIG
s dlwilo Qg eeasiell @reans’ ealgenme, 2012 =mad a>ave YO O
ae)meé(oﬂ QAMHEBENDW  DIMVo  COIQo  QAUMAIMo ceﬂgammoo alosomlamo. 12,000/-
@BalQOS alQIB aldEHORIEM af)SEBMEOOIIT 240 HUWA ~IElBEB6DMMo, @R@IM 120
QENSIY alU® @) HUDA af)FHBM @RS @REENS HaIYORATo, BM QMY HeOURI®I 3
@l Aldesemwd 360/~ @al @TMo Qe 50 QAUBNUBNRIGTTSS LIElLBOHAMVo
alOEOI@M. AlCBIOS] @ 3 AUBHo OBIENE AIBIBBINE BSIOMWIEN GAM IO Ob>
BIEIBRMMOHGIN HMUT] QADUWIMo OLIQPD. HMUDIQOS QDWBIMo Chg af)MIHE d MM @
QNvonme el 12.08.2010 @l ID 356318 @d 18,000/- @al®o, 10.12.2010 Q@
ID 358905 @@ 18,000/- @al®o @SHee 36,000/~ @al MEGMI af)@@d CHIB]EOUM
elldlgafl@d  alal®  abDeseHl@d  dlesuallsflam.  @edlm’  Haudldlad oo
(W HOBIMo al€lofl@arle). ag)mles’ &Ml mlame eIEl.a) alud B33andleao 2
aldBo]drd 6D QUSSR QADM00  EHISTITIT TVAB]lo]IZME. g &HSIO®
AFA@B aloEHFODm BY alei@o, HAUTIWIG aleo MledHallaflgens. sauail an®d Mo
62lQ QAUG@IMo af)Mlee &lgldlglel . HMUTD@R  DleoraldD] SISl @ genl
©66nUMA, GOIW@G! g GNNAW’ )l enIlMSImaY’ qPmEElR)Os a6l TLVASREEIUM

enflmflmay’” MsEW &MITIQo OB, (JG@ISADITo QUM OddhWd AUBAIMo

MBI af)OMM GaldeSBAUO® mqu(écyo 21®] 6.21Q " allKd.DTV AUERIM Halglgssoe. ”
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11.  As per the statements u/s. 161 Cr.P.C. of CW2 John, CW3 Johny Anto,
CW4 Krishnankutty, CW5 Paul, CW6 Rajan, CW7 Mohanan, CW8 Prinson Jose,
CW9 Jomy@Rani, CW10 Smitha Devadas, CW11 Poulose Konikkara, CW12 Mini
Paul, CW13 Johny, CW15 Sunny C.R., CW16 Suresh Kumar, CW17 Shabu, CW18
Ayyappan, CW19 Vasudevan, CW20 Shinto Raphael, CW21 Ramesh, CW22 Sheeja,
CW24 Johny M.P. and CW25 Babu, they came to know about the accused company
as told by one Valsa Madam (CW27 Valsa Thomas) and it was CW27 Valsa Thomas,
who told them about the profits and income which will be derived on depositing
money in the various schemes and projects of the accused companies and as per the
inducement offered by the said Valsa Thomas, they deposited money in the various
packages of the accused companies. CW2 John, CW3 Johny Anto, CW4
Krishnankutty, CW5 Paul, CW6 Rajan, CW7 Mohanan, CW8 Prinson Jose, CW10
Smitha Devadas, CW11 Poulose Konikkara, CW12 Mini Paul, CW13 Johny, CW15
Sunny C.R., CW16 Suresh Kumar, CW17 Shabu, CW18 Ayyappan, CW19
Vasudevan, CW20 Shinto Raphael, CW21 Ramesh, and CW22 Sheeja, in their
statements u/s.161 Cr.P.C. have categorically stated that, they entrusted money with
CW27 Valsa Thomas, for depositing in the various packages of the accused
companies. It is true that, the person who made inducement to the above witnesses
and who obtained money from them, is not made an accused in this case, by the
Investigating Officer, and instead she is made as a witness in the final report as
CW27. But, whether a person is to be made as an accused or a witness, in the final

report is entirely the prerogative of the Investigating Officer.

12. As far as this discharge petition is concerned, as stated above,
CW1/defacto complainant in his statement u/s.161 Cr.P.C., has stated about the
fraudulent inducement made by the promoters of the accused companies, including

petitioner Lonappan.

13. CW7 Mohanan, CW8 Prinson Jose, and CW26 Vincent T.T., in their


mailto:Jomy@Rani
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statements u/s. 161 Cr.P.C., have stated about the fraudulent inducement made by the
promoters of the accused companies including the petitioner Lonappan, to deposit
money in the accused company in the promotion meeting conducted at the Thrissur

Casino Cultural Auditorium, by the accused company.

14. CW14 Sheeja Sajeevan and CW25 Babu A.J., also in their statements u/
s. 161 Cr.P.C. have stated about the fraudulent inducement made by the promoters of
the accused companies including the petitioner Lonappan, to deposit money in the
accused company in the promotion meeting conducted at the Lulu International

Convention Centre, by the accused company.

15. It is also relevant to note the statement u/s.161 Cr.P.C. of CW27 Valsa

Thomas. In her statement u/s. 161 Cr.P.C. she has stated that, “GRa® alosmm®
aflvolmSla] 6 SHMINSl QPG aje) GandSEIG Als] MSEMIQ B@ HINIG A lOB:SOD .
@pallos HMIAIQs MEMElor) WOHW am@lad’ nieny adlemalQoe , WWOHOIW
aDEld GOAMYo, (JWIM B(@)PMZAMOIW PaOmME @RaH0aRo, P.D. anmMqo|®, KW
P.G, mulal é:@mem, enileRay, @Bl WI0Se Gald GIMHHUWD af)SEBHQo, SHMUMIQOS
(@UdOMEmesedl  alladlens®o 0.21Q. SHMNIM]  OHA0EINDEIT  MIWAIWIVOEMo
O=layd amcg’]g@g HMUTIQINMMo, SHMUT] MICMIOSCHIVE (@00 MIBABRM
WIMBo ODaIMEBBRW  Qll®moeMo ©21QaN SHMUTIQIOEMMDo , @RQA  DalEIUI] o@D
VA EEBIMENEBIL:MN WIVIBo  GOINEIRUY MIQOHAMo , alll GOINEEBSo  OETBIHINLIMMo,
@REBROMQBS DOaIIMEBRU MIALHOCIT GAIOO BAlISEmo 6ERIM AIElHlOalaMo, dmIs]
Q8OO LNEBOMIM (JAUBRODMHBM MUNIAIMAINEM Mo , SHMIMIQYEOS D@alMEBRUW (UI6ET]
SHMNIIQOS OHAMUR @RI D@IMERR LIElEBMOESIN® 2NRAIASIMe ©®SA.0j@IW
2IEl a)oBIETEIAlE8OnMe  @REBOM 6  DITMVeeBHITE  TledHallsam O& dldlod
eI€lesenmo. allsls’ 3 QAUBHeOBHINE MIEHUITDHQeS 10 oglowsleje @ldlo®
eIElesenMo,  &HSIO® HMUD @REMEMI2I@EJERUWITE  ©@SEBBIM  Galdd:an

RLIOOAUBIOIRDIOWa]GlQo, BMIMIQes mIMINQY aPMHOBGQo ,  BHauwcd

G2lAM@IRB HFO@ GnlH® HMUMIDIT C2IBTIM DD BSO@ AUBMAIMo Binary Plan
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QanMIoe  LIElSBONMo  HMIMIQOS HIMIG Qla] AWOHQe O(EICRIZAMTo  BOEO
AlO6Io).  HMUM]  @OM@EMII@ (JEBUIEd Hydro sbeiglsds’ alad GePRE; aROQSOD
MSOOMMeENBMoo, Power Package-216m’ aléMo Mlesuailesmemsslcd Nano Excel
Power Corporation Limited Company-@es 6@ eiéleseamo., som Power Project-@d
&Sl all@ssan aame&oﬂmgas eneaflablmoe ellesenmo, 12,000/- @al MlesH alla@d
240 6au@ cB:ﬂ%@@(TTDo, @®IM 120 KW Power @emlg’ aigleseamoo, 2012-@d alud
B RE; HAlaUM@ O2QYMOAYOT@ B@ QETIGIM” TVETI@B 3/~ @ad aSlosslod 360/-
@l oQls] 50 Idato ©SAo@IY] QAU@MDIMoe EIElERODMMo, @RYCOWo BHMUMII @D
caldodlogiEmlale AQIBHW  HMUBIDI@  Gal@MBIM  @MAVEla]  HoAlaud
2IElEBHRAAIEM @GRAUA AIOETI®. @RAIMNS QADUBIMEERSIGD QlUdIIMo BMIMMIQMIMIGD
e 08-04-2010 @l 36,000/- @l 60X oJBHO@O8S HMUMIQOS Bdadlmiled Qlaf
Q0223 @RAU0TIBO0 HOGHYIT OBHISOD BHMUIMIQOS alQ)d ahese=lcd 12,000 /- @@al
aflogss 3 anesnmeslenc m’ksamu’lra']_r}d. @RO®IM 184614, 184615, 184616 ag)om
ID @R elé]_gd. af)MlBe @RRY HILIERSIC8 @RAIA AlOMD®EADOE! @RYLED®IQo
eneailadl®o ag)xMO GREODEMEIGRIBE QUTVOB:IETEI@DID. @G PUWB ag)Mlds &mMIMI]I3
&HSO® QfltodTVo 8@, 6M aflerge 19-06-2010 @i 6,000/ @alqo, 29-07-2010
ol 6,000/ @alQo, 24-11-2010 @@ 12,000/- @alQo, 29-11-2010 @l
1,80,000/- @al®Qo HMUBIQOS alQf® aDCHOKRIT oJBHOVSS HMUMIQOS 6dadlmilcd
eMAlg’ all @0Sg). @ROIM L@ Mo 236581, 266445, 342184, 347641 agomlesrem |D
ONUBHRD 2IElg). af)Mlee M MledHallal alsMOBIM Mey @IV eneailabimo
28l gOsEElemes M  eRIEIPAIFP@AN  BIRIED  aldlal@q]s OaIQHIS
snilnflnaqued o2l lallgflam alaigege 6@ &HMAMOWEl aloson . @BAIGCS
alfi@o HMUMID@  aléMo  MBHUANBOID @RI  BIEVILBHQo,  2EIOINHE
SHNIODI@R BB HUANHBMDIMID]  aléMo MO0 OOBHYI@ @ABHQo MWD @R
SNBSS @RQYEIMIEe)MIPI@MM BIadlMiI@  OBHIBEANW]  TledUalesHew) |
@Rau0adlOR HOBHYT HHIFOD @RS]EBHEWI @M HIQITBIN® . @RAIGEIOSIq]o
f0DMo  a)MIHE  Oal@aUM  aIGlWEPWD HGIL EHDIG Tlwe  MEOLPT Vb

al2ledUUY W BMIMIDIG (Sleduala)”.
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16. The bank account statement of the petitioner also seized by the
Investigating Officer and produced along with the final report, to show that the

petitioner obtained commission from the accused companies.

17. Hence, in this case, as per the prosecution records, a strong primafacie
case is made out against the accused no.15/petitioner. It is settled position of law
that, at the stage of hearing on charges, the entire evidence produced by the
prosecution is to be believed. In case, no offence is made out, then only, accused can
be discharged. Truthfulness, sufficiency and acceptability of the material produced
can be done only at the stage of trial. At the stage of framing charges, the Court has

to satisfy, whether a primafacie case is made out against the accused, or not.

18. As stated above, in this case, as per the prosecution records, as per the
statements of witnesses and documents produced, a strong primafacie case is made
out against the accused no.15/petitioner. Hence, after considering the police report,
and documents sent along with the police report, under section 173 Cr.P.C., and after
hearing both sides, I am of the finding that, there is sufficient ground for proceeding

against the accused no.15/petitioner, for the offences alleged in the prosecution case.
19. Hence, this discharge petition filed by accused no.15, stands dismissed.

(Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, typed by her directly to the computer,
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court this, the 27" day of September,
2025.)

Sd/-

Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Thrissur.



