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35. Section 139 of the NI Act, which takes the form of a shall presume
clause is illustrative of a presumption of law. Because Section 139
requires that the Court shall presume the fact stated therein, it is obligatory
on the Court to raise this presumption in every case where the factual
basis for the raising of the presumption had been established.

But this does not preclude the person against whom the presumption is
drawn from rebutting it and proving the contrary as is clear from the use of
the phrase unless the contrary is proved.

36. The Court will necessarily presume that the cheque had been issued
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towards discharge of a legally enforceable debt/liability in two
circumstances. Firstly, when the drawer of the cheque admits
Issuance/execution of the cheque and secondly, in the event where the
complainant proves that cheque was issued/executed in his favour by the
drawer. The circumstances set out above form the fact(s) which bring
about the activation of the presumptive clause. [Bharat Barrel Vs. Amin
Chand] [(1999) 3 SCC 35]

37. Recently, this Court has gone to the extent of holding that presumption
takes effect even in a situation where the accused contends that 'a blank
cheque leaf was voluntarily signed and handed over by him to the
complainant. [ Bir Singh v. Mukesh Kumar, (2019) 4 SCC 197 ]. Therefore,
mere admission of the drawer's signature, without admitting the execution
of the entire contents in the cheque, is now sufficient to trigger the
presumption.

38. As soon as the complainant discharges the burden to prove that the
instrument, say a cheque, was issued by the accused for discharge of
debt, the presumptive device under Section 139 of the Act helps shifting
the burden on the accused. The effect of the presumption, in that sense, is
to transfer the evidential burden on the accused of proving that the cheque
was not received by the Bank towards the discharge of any liability. Until
this evidential burden is discharged by the accused, the presumed fact will
have to be taken to be true, without expecting the complainant to do
anything further.

39. John Henry Wigmore [7] on Evidence states as follows:

"The peculiar effect of the presumption of law is merely to invoke a rule of
law compelling the Jury to reach the conclusion in the absence of
evidence to the contrary from the opponent but if the opponent does offer
evidence to the contrary (sufficient to satisfy the Judge's requirement of
some evidence), the presumption 'disappears as a rule of law and the
case is in the Jury's hands free from any rule."

[7] Rules of Evidence- The Hidden Origin of Modern Law

40. The standard of proof to discharge this evidential burden is not as
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heavy as that usually seen in situations where the prosecution is required
to prove the guilt of an accused. The accused is not expected to prove the
non-existence of the presumed fact beyond reasonable doubt. The
accused must meet the standard of preponderance of probabilities, similar
to a defendant in a civil proceeding. [ Rangappa vs. Mohan (AIR 2010 SC
1898 ]

41. In order to rebut the presumption and prove to the contrary, it is open
to the accused to raise a probable defence wherein the existence of a
legally enforceable debt or liability can be contested. The words until the
contrary is proved occurring in Section 139 do not mean that accused
must necessarily prove the negative that the instrument is not issued in
discharge of any debt/liability but the accused has the option to ask the
Court to consider the non-existence of debt/liability so probable that a
prudent man ought, under the circumstances of the case, to act upon the
supposition that debt/liability did not exist. [Basalingappa Vs. Mudibasappa
(AIR 2019 SC 1983 See also Kumar Exports Vs. Sharma Carpets (2009) 2
SCC 513]

42. In other words, the accused is left with two options. The first option-of
proving that the debt/liability does not exist-is to lead defence evidence
and conclusively establish with certainty that the cheque was not issued in
discharge of a debt/liability. The second option is to prove the non-
existence of debt/liability by a preponderance of probabilities by referring
to the particular circumstances of the case. The preponderance of
probability in favour of the accused's case may be even fifty one to forty
nine and arising out of the entire circumstances of the case, which
includes: the complainant's version in the original complaint, the case in
the legal/demand notice, complainant's case at the trial, as also the plea of
the accused in the reply notice, his 313 statement or at the trial as to the
circumstances under which the promissory note/cheque was executed. All
of them can raise a preponderance of probabilities justifying a finding that
there was no debt/liability. [Kumar Exports and Sharma Carpets, (2009) 2
SCC 513]
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43. The nature of evidence required to shift the evidential burden need not
necessarily be direct evidence i.e., oral or documentary evidence or
admissions made by the opposite party; it may comprise circumstantial
evidence or presumption of law or fact.

44. The accused may adduce direct evidence to prove that the instrument
was not issued in discharge of a debt/liability and, if he adduces
acceptable evidence, the burden again shifts to the complainant. At the
same time, the accused may also rely upon circumstantial evidence and, if
the circumstances so relied upon are compelling the burden may likewise
shift to the complainant. It is open for him to also rely upon presumptions
of fact, for instance those mentioned in Section 114 and other sections of
the Evidence Act. The burden of proof may shift by presumptions of law or
fact. In Kundanlal's case- (supra) when the creditor had failed to produce
his account books, this Court raised a presumption of fact under Section
114, that the evidence, if produced would have shown the non-existence of
consideration. Though, in that case, this Court was dealing with the
presumptive clause in Section 118 NI Act, since the nature of the
presumptive clauses in Section 118 and 139 is the same, the analogy can
be extended and applied in the context of Section 139 as well.

45. Therefore, in fine, it can be said that once the accused adduces
evidence to the satisfaction of the Court that on a preponderance of
probabilities there exists no debt/liability in the manner pleaded in the
complaint or the demand notice or the affidavit-evidence, the burden shifts
to the complainant and the presumption 'disappears' and does not haunt
the accused any longer. The onus having now shifted to the complainant,
he will be obliged to prove the existence of a debt/liability as a matter of
fact and his failure to prove would result in dismissal of his complaint case.
Thereatfter, the presumption under Section 139 does not again come to the
complainant's rescue. Once both parties have adduced evidence, the
Court has to consider the same and the burden of proof loses all its
importance. [ Basalingappa vs. Mudibasappa, AIR 2019 SC 1983 ; See
also, Rangappa vs. Sri Mohan (2010) 11 SCC 441 ]
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dedl Yadl 284 gl ddl uel slgyRidl 2RIV 2% &3 ol

(20.2) ollHER YUAHSIE edRl Laxmi Dyechem Versus State Of Gujarato

SAHI AHIUdIHI A419d YSIEl 5§ ¥ 2012 (0) AIJEL-SC 52370 U2 UlHest &Ad
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8 d 5 YslelHi 519d O 3, held, the reason for dishonour of cheque

insufficiency of funds is genus and other reasons like "stop- payment”

"account closed" "refer to drawer" are only species - therefore, non-

matching of signature constitutes dishonour of cheque as per S. 138 of the
Act, 1881.

(20.3) AIH, GURIsd UUT 53 d A YsIEHi 8AAd [RFegiiad @ Adi % sl
Hol1ER §5 HoAglA1uoe ([ Ao SREINAR &AM &l dl uel €l Aal.A1¢.
52 SAH—3¢ all 8591 ofl Glal 8. ¥ IRV As cisHi delddl ¥H| Jd &l
d drlv 2RIlell ols viididi A€ AsHI ¥LI1Ad S| YSAR] UL S deg
Rg ddod &ldlg] YaR sdloll &R ARIlall R % W@ 8. &lddll S
AR s1¢/ % Y191 2% &Ad aiefl. F&f] Asell dRU ARIlall viidIHi Asof]
28Ho Ysdrl aef A5 ded] Yl 284 &ldig 2A1(Gid &Ad ofell. 41H, dIEA
ASo ASHISYRAcl RUR LAA &l ol GUASA AUl $3 d dHId [Cardl d
Adi €l Ao AL ASE SEH—AUC Al 13E 886Nall VgjHlall SRUIE]]
dRELIHI SWlall &1 8.

(29) Al SIA HERUISol AT UBH] ATULH SAof 35S &llol Adil 241 dl,
AR "9oflsia Sl AR oliAlell Ll di.ro/02/2020 ofl AY aligdiai
A1 8. cIRAIE AR Add AREINR edi §RUIEUA AR 1A WA
g3 Sdlofl 2RI 2% UAA 8, F VAol VEIA EIRI HYR SAIHI 2419d 8.
RUIRGIE ULl AHRIY] S1¢H1 Add AReINR A & F& sRY1E] edRl Ais— &
Bdeduidoll 688 oiel 1ol 2% 2% LA B ¥ 2] @2 Aol AEIAd
4RI dl.ow/AR/20U ofl A% ([AAddR §sH 53, RIUlall GazduIRdall &SS
olel SAUIHI A1 8. —URAIE AR Uldioll [AAY [61dEat allEidiotl 243 UL
JReINR WA 8, XY sRRUIE]l A8 Ais—23 &l ARIlal (AN [c1dEaiol
858 ol sdlofl 2 Y Udi Aol AEIdd Rl ([daAdUR gsH 3,

ARIUloN [AAY [61dEoioll 68SS Gt SUIHT 1A 8. RURGUIE SRAIE] edIR

Judgement



23"Addl. CJM (Sp. N. L. Act Court No.27) 15 of 22 CC NO.99744/ 2018

Alfis edldl &3d 8 ol AR R§ SIg edld % o ai sREl
% Ais—w &l AURMoll edldlall 855 ol sdl0fl 212%] 2% Adi, 4l
deldd gdRI [AaAdUR gsH s ARIlol edld %Y S0l 658 Gied SN
A1dd 8.

(22.9) Al s1A SRUIE 6slsd dUuILT AYIHI A1 dl, ABIHAER I SlHall
sRAUIE] wAe] diot ANdd dal d dlaioll Ysaell sed 21 SiHoll dRIHAER
$RAUIElS digaRd Vs AINA &ldig) ¥RIEY A1 8 ol ¥ $Hfl Ygael] U2
ARIIRA sRYUIEIA Ais—au dIal As sRUIElA A8l sl AHIUd &ldig] o
Hioldlal SIS sREI ot®fl. agHi 21 dsRA3] As ARIlall a2l § dai 2RIl
el otel]l Al ARIlell S1e ol 35S GUR 241Ad o1€fl 5 YaR 53¢ ofell. 4|
Asai A8l ARl aiefl ddl ARIlell SIS oi§1Y o1l § A1 28l Haligl] &,
uigl 8 d 29 sIg siRidigl 388 GuR ARIUIUA sud] &dl2R [orslido]
AU Ho1dd &ly Ad el 35S GwRel w2l 1ef vHidg o1efl. sRuIE1A wel i
Hyotofl dlotofl 284 ARG HAA of &l 5 AHARIUIA sRuIE]l WAL Andd
cloiofl 284 284 SRUIE] disal Ysdl 2¢0d el ddl sIg olug AHARIYIUS
AdIHi 2419d o1€f].

(a.2) ggHi A1 sIA ARURA Ais—au gl dsA?] Asell sH 242116
sRAUIElS Ysdl 210d &lu Ad SIS duial § gl uel 38S Gu 2% §3 Uldlall
oiU1d AHIfGid 532 asd atell. ARIUIA SRUEUA 2% YAUIHI VisalicHS YId]
2% Sdlofl &l 8, WRq dsRA3] As Acid AR SIF visolicis Yridl 2%y s3]
A5d of€l. agi o ds:A3 As sA, gasidl ARl uRd @uiid] daiAi 2+41dd
gld dl d YdIR sl HI2 A4 §R1€l [A3eer sig UdlRe siaigl § sioofl
sI-¥IE] 53¢ &l d d2ld Ul SIS Y] ofUIdoll AHcIH| Y §3] Y4R §3
A5d ofell. ggHi AR dsA3] AsHi ARl Ael & 210 dg YRAUR sAUIHI

sRUIEUS A50 8d & Ae] Aseofl sdH A< il A13E ofl AojHIailof VS
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sdlofl ¥diceR] 2ARIlall 1R 28 8, Ry ARIUIRA SIg visalicHs Yidl %
53 glRuleuaioll SAAi Qisl Gell s3] asd oefl dg 3sS Gwre] 2uwe eI
Aldg &I, 1 SIA sRUIEUZ dHoll S [o:isUll AIlGId s3] ASA &ldig]
Hioidlal sREI 8 8. Al sIA ARIla WRdl 2a xoll ds Hiudl ©di
sRUIEll Gae aurRi s3] Uldlall ofu1d 385 GWR dldl sd ol el i
doISS GlIHER ARId &IYSIEall Hally dIET 2yl Q. 222 2H)$ IYRIciol]
R/SCR.A/6721/2023 i waIUd &Ad [Rediid ediad Adi ol 2.

BIEgSIE €dRI Rl ol AT Hi of |l Yol 5AAA 8.

"Para no. 14. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, this
Court is of the opinion that the trial Court was completely justified in
passing the impugned judgment and order. The decision to not conduct
cross-examination of the complainant in spite of repeated opportunities
and to not remain present on the next date of trial when his Further
Statement u/s. 313 of Cr.P.C. recorded on the earlier date was to be
exhibited was a deliberate, intentional and conscious decision on the part
of the petitioner. It was not that the petitioner was not aware about the
stage of trial proceedings. However, deliberately, the petitioner had chosen
to remain absent from the trial proceedings from the date his Further
Statement u/s. 313 of Cr.P.C. was recorded but before it could be
exhibited."

AUIH, GURASA YSIEIH WRAINA A Regid A18 ugd Séali
Yslelofl &slsd &l AdIHi H1d dl, A€ 54 9¥—09¢ Hi ElVid Ad 8.
ARIIRA 2190t Yl dsRA3) As Ae] sig 284 YsAd ely ddl Y9 Yl ds
AIUA &ldl 9di % o1€f] FY] 43 A Glicid 2UR 8 5, SRUIEIA ad—20a¢ &l
AHRIVI 413 AAg] SIAEARWY AR ANYU| 2% S 8. dgYHI GUSd YSIEIHI
¥l AofA R ARIV] A1 ol S1EHi sRUIENl Gedui HI2 1ol Uldoll
(A [oideat olladl AR AREI%R 0d 8. X1, sRueuiol HIftis dHxy

€2a19%] WRidiofl ([Regol] gslsdl 2RIVlugl 3sS GWR did]l slgf visolics
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YId1 385 GWR did] a5d o1€fl AHal WRqd $A olivid AR Hiled2IR &ldlig]
¥R A1 & dH odi Ul ARIY] edRl Aol AEIA A4 &1 28l U
520l ussRd o], ¥l sRu1eui Uldiall 524 [o1:iSUBT YUR s3] S &ldig]
A ofl BEICd0] Hlold &.

(22) 89, GWRISA SAH—3¢ oll Yobl YRUR $AI HI2 ¥33] Ao ccdl ¥
S, — As AHY AAleAHi dergdl H12 ¥Hl sAAd 8 5 dlel, AJs Iled Uy GlE
sRUIEIA 2RIl SIUEISIU ollZ] [Gld AHY HUTEIHT AHIUA & 5 ole] ol
ARIVIRA sIRIEISIA AHY HAUTEIHT ol1Rli o1l AT 8lddll S[RAIE AHU HATEIHI
EIVd S 8 $ ofel d Aed sRAIEURI0 YRI9] 1ol Al %33 8. 243 A ofleiy
%33 8 5, il olicid $RAUIElN 54 HEEQ USSRUIHI 1A d olef] Aol SAHI 2%

A Y191 H1d1Hi 2419 dl 241 A€ $RAUIENON 5 [oi[dgifea 8.

(a3) A1 SAAHI [AdifEd Asdll dl.Re/0¢ /09¢ all A%oll B. §[R1Elof AY
S84 8 5 €2 VS 0l.0AURY 31.90,50¢/ — oll AA.3l.A5.2].0ls (A, 2419
AS, HHEIYIE, WId ¥HI SAUdi '$5AH datAg1{1Rc2" ofl Q21 A1 goR 251
Ud A1dd, ¥ Ud AIRlal] w1l sRUIElA di.ow/oc/209¢ dll A% UAd].
SRAUIEIA 211 % 6515 ddoll A1l IHIall YRAYIHI 2ol SRUIEH]T ¥LIIAA dHY
gIEARA S Ais—U &l 2% S B Aol ¥ &5ISAHI GRAUIYU EdRI SIPUR
%Iciof Visel SRAIHI A19d o], 241, 241 A€0] A4 YA Ad14i 2419 dl AS
dl.R¢/0¢ /20 ol A%oll & ol ¥ dl.ow/0C /09 ol A% ol &AM & ¥
Aol A1 1 s1A Ais—a5 Ul 2y 8. €], l&fciuHoll SEH-1TS dUID
Adidi 1A dl A€ €AY YRudIH A& ¥ A8 AVUI Glol & Aol AER
exd19%ol] A1l vl AR €1l ussiRUIH| 241dd of®fl. uRRIA,Ais—s
qion Aot AHI ol(@ Hioidial SI sREI ¥R AHIdg oiefl. §RUIERA A el

¥R1Ad 8 8, Js Aealdl] ¥R Adi d2A dl.oq/q0/ ¢ al A% AHRIlal|

2AR011A SIuEA0(] [Qediot usld2l] HIRSA olIdlR AU ol ¥ Ais—¢ &l 2%
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2JAd 8 al aigld HIs aloidel]l uiddl uel vis—ac &l siéoll 35SHI 2%
A 8 dHY aliZ] a1l 2141 43af] AscllA¥Ac2 His—20 &l 2% A . 4|
g2a1A%1al AR edRl GaeduriHi ussRUIHi A1Ad oiefl. I, 241 dHIA
€2d1d% olfe Hlsidial SIg SRRl ¥R H1dg ofell Hal A1 dHIH A1)

4AIRT AdIHi 2419 dl RUIEl0N Sal AYRIUET A4l UNd &1 8.

(2v) AHIH, GUAsd dRrel &ild Adi sRAUIEIA ([QdIEld As daoall [siRid
UIdIHI A HATEIHT ¥Hi $AAd &dl 2ial d 243 $RUIENA ollZlA ULl As ol
&loll [Eoi—30 Hi AU & Vol ¥ AHRIUloll 220118 6i%] 2AAd 8. 1 ollZlA
o1l dRIall [Eoi—au A AHRIVIA otili aig] Ysadi, sRuIEl aiddll sRuIE
dl.a2/29/209¢ ol A% EIVIA S3A 8, F ULl [old AHYHJEIHI ElViE LA

8. AIH, RUIERA dHIH sRIdIE]l AHAHJTEIHT A B A RUR &1 B,

(au) AIH, GWRIsd &slsdl, Y1diofl A1 UUl, drE dxey (e ciuH|
SHH—3¢ ofl M4 lal Adi, all MIEIAde] 2UrUET AG HIol] & 5,
AR (A3 SAH—-3¢ ofl ailoll dHIH dcdl WRAUAR LI 8. §RUIEUS
HEl ol.q al YEl oi.R ol &slsa R ([A3ea YRAUR 53¢ 8. I 241 SIA
HEI ol.q 2al YEI oi.2 ofl [aef "esRAI" 21U] 2401 2RI €] aon/Acd
gorgdoe ANs2oll SHH—A3¢ ol IYail HI2 [S[Foid WA12%2 SIsell sEAH—UU(R)

dsA1Rdliot 5AYUIHI A1 & Aol Glal U} 41 243 Aicindl R HAdd].

220 D AHEIUIE (AdoigH IR UcidCHY SR)
ARl :2¢/02/2029 2334I AS|R0id Alg WYslUd A2
AHHEIYIE(AR), F.¥.00CEE, a.¢.4.,51¢ 6.29
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A% 1) §SH :—

(as) aicoll s1A sRAIEl a&l daoll ([Q.a.2l s1R 8. AR § dHall

(29)

(4.9.20 1% o], sRAIE)a [Aediol gslalal AU,

sRAUIE] dg (A.d.2lofl Ad] _RAId & 5, &ldall ARIVIRA dieflR
USRall dofl $3d 8. As] 2ol Ydloll (541 defl /A B, AHI¥HI EIVI]
olA1sdl 33 clofl %1 8. F&fl vRIUla SIUEI Yx¥Clofl HaaH A%l sl K14

Aol YN AUIYY] F1efA.

sRuIEloll [A.9.2{lofl ecldl dAicidll. aiciall YarHi slgfuel ulsd, slef
el ofld 12l 283 Anddl 5 HidAIHIol WIled] duid d 2113 vl sl dul]
A gl diR sIRIAs] 21Udl &ldiall (51 del] A 8. SH S HIEAIHIo!
ANRYI GIE d 8H ALY HIGAIHIolo} YR WRd Sdll o1&l 2al ollli of Y§U
us d HI2 SRIEIG Uilg Adei2al §3], dofl LUAIRl Sl B 8. 28H WRd Sl
a1®fl 240l Asl 921 2SI W &cli B & d viot defR olisid AR 1> VHal A1l
3yo&IA] [Eoi—ulcifEal el 6U1 8, Foll GUR igRl AVA] %33 8. Ao d
A%lofl Aol sdl gld]l A d ofloid oIHER ds] AEIdd dl AdIRRY
AHEIAdall HIGTERTS YSIERAT Gudcy 8. €l aaNfAd gorgHoe AseHi A€
Aordle JURIYl evd Al UKD AFRAU0N &g GoSe] SIHSI¥ doail
[GiAHIofA12 A0l SlURI ¥Iclofl A€ [Aail A A[ARAULT UIAG 28 d HISo]
8. A1 s1A ARIRA sRu1El A1 dlol Uil ofllislY UdER YA d 4]
sRAUIElS Al 284 Ud Ysudl dddl] Agldinl As sRAUIEIS AIVA 8, ¥ As
"5 doraglAluce" ol AALY] Go1R 2ISRIV Ud $3d 8. allZl NI GllE
el allll Wd $3d o], dicll A4 $A UIddi 1ol ULl dlel U dldd
IRl URdl 81 Sl 84 Wd S ol€ll. SIRIEI UWIBNall &g a8l ARl

qdels daidi Amudi, AR U el gAud] of A2 Hal AHI¥AHI EIVIA] A,
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dlsloll doslor igeAi [A2qiy 2s] 8 d Hi2 ARl AlssAULT A% 5]
A dH A1 AEIAdT] Hiold 8. SRQI S, SIUEIS UM [Hegdia AAgfAR
SIRIE] 85Ul UIAofl A¥RAUI] ERIET SRIEIS AAB SRS Gol 9 Iof] HUJ §2]
AHelddloll & ol %) d Y0 of SAIHI 2419 dl dIslall olslor i i (A2
Gal %<, dlisl Aslofl ASIH LEUAIDI S AUSIRA ofel ol SRAT iRl

A2 5 ¥ [Asiv2Md 212 & dol ofSRUlct YA AH B,

(a¢) glcioll $4ofl &sSldl 2ol AN @2t A dl, ARl Uld &
QYfsd 8. dlol U dldd 284 2ol @UgaRll siugA0ll ALl 283 A1A As
AHIudlol] die{ldlell dHal WIId @11 Sef. Uizl GiRAIY G 4HY VAT GlIE 5
AlAdl Rlal Ul AR ds sRuIElS Asell 8H YsydiAHi 2419d ofel.
UidIHi Ado of 8ldI ©di U2l As AAUdIg] FLI1 8. HIH, ARl Elaid,
254 sRAUIElA Ud otel Hudicll ¥R 8. RIll adels ddl 2, dal
UIGIRIolall I AHIud]l u@l 412y @lidl  oell. d GWRid 1 eldd €l
aNRlAcid gogdoz Ase—-1<c¢a ol sAH-A3¢ HI YRIdd Aol

1A vel dal dldd 8.

[138. Dishonour of cheque for insufficiency, etc., of funds in the
account. —Where any cheque drawn by a person on an account
maintained by him with a banker for payment of any amount of money to
another person from out of that account for the discharge, in whole or in
part, of any debt or other liability, is returned by the bank unpaid, either
because of the amount of money standing to the credit of that account is
insufficient to honour the cheque or that it exceeds the amount arranged
to be paid from that account by an agreement made with that bank, such
person shall be deemed to have committed an offence and shall, without

prejudice to any other provisions of this Act, be punished with

imprisonment for [a term which may be extended to two years], or with

fine which may extend to twice the amount of the cheque, or with both:
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sRAUIE] a8 dadRell 241d dA dlell. 241 AeIAd AIHER Y RId &IFSIEall
2009(1) ¥.AA.AJ. Uloll 0l.RU [USAIA Aos URHR [A3e8 [Edll GligjdId
Aifligial (A3l Ysielddl eslsdl daidi dldd 8, i A% sl guid €s
YSUdlIall AIERI £ S &, WRg YN YSUU Il AIERI YYIY AVUIHI 241Ad &
d YSIEl AoRAR ARIlAl €5 ol dNcR Ysddioll §SH As AT o s3] ASKY,
d &slsd 2l Aeldd dd dldd 8. dgjai, aIHER A &lgSIZa) AH.dl.aicllol SElal
[A3ee1 AH.ARAcl, 00€ [SHlold Al YoRA Uloll 0i6iR—U1903 ofl YSIEl YO
ARIUla UlciRlel 2l 1505 Ase del (sHlod WRf%R sisel saH—-350 ol
019 1¢fofl et A1Ud] oA 1RARId @l 1d) ofell 240 defl AARIVI 211301l 2oilafl USIR
A2l Ais—u dia As A1 &ldlafl s/cid ad] eslsd edlal Au] dei alIHER YRiId
glEgfS1gall 200%(R) ¥.AA.AA. Ulall dioR—¢E, AR.ALHBdI [A3e8 JoRId 222
gZlaigsR sudl dl.oii Ysielni ¥e1da eslsd €l aonflAcd gogioe Asel
SAH—3¢ ol AU SA il YRIRUCHa A1 1ol AV del ([sHloid WA
S1sofl saH—2c(R) ofl HoAUI lol APl 21 AHEIAT YEI 01.3 20U of | YY)
"AMI gsH'' 52 8.
-1 AIZ) §SH :-
(1) 2RI : xdllsid Sl.uRdHR, 5.011ddlIg AlS, HRSdlIS| AS, SIAHUIS
2 GlER, ¥IHoI2IR, dWRId—359009 SI¥ER] SiFdIE] €kl 193 ol
SAH—UU(R) 2Acd €] adNflAcid goAgHoe A2l SaH—3¢ ol
Aot E1d sAdlal § HIA (& HIA) ofl A1E] Seafl A1 eflaIUdial
85H SUIHI 419 8.
(R) sixerd] sRidigl grI, 1€93 ofl sEH-3UY(3) wodd AR :
1Yollsid Sl.WRHRGRAIA $RYUIElA dadR U §d 31.90,50¢/—
(245 31 RicdR %1k A1 2416 Y1) Ysdl AA1udiofl gsH sAUIHI

>

AIA &, A AR : 2%allSid Sl URHRG AT dAcRofl 284 of Ysd]
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(3)

(¥)

(W)

(s)

(9)

AW dl A1 S1Hall AR 1 allSid Sl.uRHRdIRAS gg o (R)
HIAoll AIE] Seofl A1 eilaIUdof] 282.

AR F2d] A4 wYslNud s22slHi esRIdH] 28 &lJ d2d] 4|
AR sAH -3¢ YO HAR VHIUdlal] §5H SUIHI 4419 8.
AHRIU] 2o SIef Yool SIA WYSIRAUA S228]HI &l dl d s28] Y3
&1 Gl alddll A¥1oll HdUR] 5.

ARl 1Hlol Al ¥Id HAUSI € SAIHI 2419 8. ARIYIRA ¥ slef
255 F1laidlZlol] 282 21 $AAd 1) dl d ARSR UIERA| S Iol] §SH
SAIHI A1 8. siRId1g] H12 %33 A€l 5.

AR 21%0% 23 ofl AEIAdH] 8192 of 81, sRAUIE] dsel] 21
s31, WA gl cidefl AR1] [A3e8 Aloll AHA HIZ 12 23 SA o]
ESH SAIHI 419 8.

Al Yslelofl As osd SI¥eR] s Riledle]l SEH-353 AU
AHRIYI 8192 &Je [Aoil Y AI1ULI §SH SAIHI 2419 8.

Al §SH AINRIY dl.R¢ Hl, HIB 1 $YAIR], A—2025 ofl A% vicd]

AelddAH] il 1] %182 sl.

dl.R¢/02/2025 (AdoigH IR URCIdICHY SR)
YU 1 AHEIYIE 23 i As).ls wyslad AXlee, vHHEIdIE (RI1BR)

%% SIS : ¥].¥.00CEE
S18 oleiR 0.

Judgement



