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Peol] SIS THIITATHT & SMYR UR AT T X&T &, YA RIS FaR—
225 W IR &1 AF FaR Ghaoig gfer sifbd 8, @R acmo
TaTficagul nfAued ¥ W Sidd I det 37 I8 & Ufdae) IRear-04 &
O ITARTST STt TRe axeh B AL MM €Rg H Task awa g
g, Forgeh! PIg qTeadr aERIor WR A8l 8 3R 7 & BT NS & AR
R gfqardl SRE-04 B DS A9 &6 T IfIeR & Ferar 81 a9 o
qHs 30 QAT I FHE A ISR Bl HaT— S F GA Bl
R TERR R R 9, fSFdH! THHRT 89 & qrave ot ufdareiTor ot
b I TARREABRUT T JehadT el ft e =g 5 S1fee 8l fand|
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995 GRT JIGN0T & U&7 § TR JEHIIH T & SMER U arGRTo Bl AT
foaTfed Tt R IR aTRE T JffeR Sot SR dell 31 & ©
yfcaral HEaT-04 fhated § aiie ki 8M dd el oMY Hfddra!
GT-04 TS dIdt Y81 &, Ufdarier! T&1-01 &7 a1 S SGHTd SH]
JEEEAT H TR GRT fhaT 7| Hfdaret S04 & a1 9aw ufdare!
TAT-01 W TG J9dGR ORd H IFh! M 3F@T avar v gnl
S AFHAT = TSR0 & &7 5 Usiicpel aERIaMT faHieh 22.05.2012
Bl U G 7 ek T TR DT 8, OHD! SAbRT Hfdaral
TRAT-04 T IS AT BT 6 F &

07. U A8 H ST UEl & IMNIEHl & IR R IR GR
faeTep 22-01-1998 &1 fFrAflfyd are fomg farfad fbg Tw: -

(1)- 1 9% JHs P FRT Pl A Goiigd T sariad Tai fhar T
g 3R ufdardt Sear-04 Jae g9 @ 9 UfAdre! Sea1-01 &1 gadb 3
el 82

(2) a1 S [IacId &7 AT aIGNoT & ue H gd 995 &
SRT 30 STiaetel § R T T 8, ORI YR W Jdd G495 Dl 57
&b SR dT SHHT ATfeld BIfEST 87

(3)-1 IS DI DI IS HRUN ST BT UTH T8I &7

(4)- 7 @1 ISt A GHDRI B SIS BT QY &7

(5)- o1 ST aret gR1-5(2) Y. T3, tae ¥ 91 & iR a8 &l gHaTs
&1 SATEPR S ~IATAT Dl UTH el 87

(6)- T M@ ITS TRT-34 U, 3R, Tae ¥ q1fed &7

(7)- = qict fpeft 3 AN & 9™ &1 STfYBRT &

08. AR T 3R F Ul Seeg, —1 & 2u H JHfla, dl.geg -2 &
¥0 H Hofd, U.Seeg,-3 & U H BIcdld d U.Sed —4 & 39
ST TR FRIET T g1 AR B ORE H gt 11 T 6 HeTH 9
BRI Febel Wl AN Dlegs DI AAT-12 T, Fal 44 T P H1ETH
I Fbdl T HIST Dlegs PRI TEAT-45 T, AN gpa<l DR T
B 23 (1) PR GET-46 T JaT 77 T P q1ETH F TSl aEAaTH]
AR AT S5 g1, gaig fifds 22-05-2012 SIS HEA1-78
T/1a1 78 /4 FA 93 T b HIEIH H IYSiIghd JHITAHT AT JHS
8D JIGIUT Sl THIUIT bl PIIN TR 94 /2, HATA—SdEd BRI
TT— 95 7, S Tha<! AMDBR YT 23 YN—1 BRI IT 96 /1 dT
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96 1T/Z LJ\ﬂI(i)CI CH'IIQCI"II“II ICZ"IICb 22—-02-2012 Eﬁ ‘j\(ﬂ&lld CANN
R&ET-97 /141 97 T/ 4 STt foalT AT & AT ST et 178 T h
H1ETHT W 9ol JHRITAM GRT JHs 98 oM I GHa HrIST §&T - 180
T, TP diex fave HS GIT-181 7, Fdd uRaR IR o Hf&an
TS BITS FEIT 182 71, bl URAR IOCR T Dlogs IS AEAT—
183 7 SIS fhar T g1 gt 209 T & ATEIHT H Al AT HIT
TeT- 210 T/ 1 AT 210 T/ 4, SE0T S gbava! THR U7 23 JMT-1
BRI TAT-136 T S fohy T |

09. gfqareior df TRE F gl 527 & AT F Bl Hrt
e IORST &A1 16-05-1994 BRI HEAT 53 T/1 T 53 1/3,
HIel HdT Thd MR TeUIdeR HRwal fodid 04-08-1995 HRIST
TRAT- 54 T, Hic! BIdT GASTMT 76 09-11-1995 BT TET-55
T, IEl Bt R f3ih 14—09-1994 TEHIIER HEIGT TRl BRI
AT 56 T, PIel B TEHIAER BReal G Teear-11(1) <. far./
feATfh FaweR 14, 1995 SR fHaT 7T € TAT AT 119 T & HILTH |
el ddhaval AfTBHRT THRwaT Y IMT Adha fH1dh 05-08-2021 BRI
TRET 120/ 1T 1207 /6 T 126 T & HIETH I UFT Ahd I &Aid
05-08-2021 IR dhe~—<! IMfABRI TR=<l, HeRNF fed §9 9
e 918 §&d1-142/20-21 9R1-09 & (2) 3f=arid Sil. 3. arferfad
1953 PR HE&AT-127 T/ 1 AT 127 16 SIES a1 77 & T gt
126 T & HIEIH ¥ Ul Tdhal MRY fHH 05-08-2021 AT
TDHI<! SMABRI, TG, TERIoNSl fed FH GSMT a6 TT-142
YR1-9 & (2) T Tdpe<l FSIT BN TeaT-127 1/1 A1 127 1/6
SRS T a7 & TT Gl 130 T & A1edq | UM Adhd A< 7w
24-06-2022 I U FATdd dhdral HENNN R &l
415/2022 I=FTd GRT 48 1. 9. M gemr onfe F=r e
3Mf HRNT TRAT-1317/1 T 131/3 SRA fdam Tm & e it 194 7
& A1 ¥ G T 19 a9 RS Sd1-195 7, BRI Y776
TEIT-1708/ 378, Sil. 3R, TH. 2023-24 BINT TRIT-196 T, dedid
fa fQIhrId HAT-3009462400274 BT BRI DTS H&T-107 T,
URAR ISR P Fdhel DI BRI 198 T g 199 7, GAdh HEAT-1751
& 3N P BRI HRNT TAT- 200 7T, BRI f&Aid 15-03-2024
BRI TAT-201 7, GaId IS T & el ©9 95 & BT Fer—
202 7, YRR NS Pl Fdhed a¥ 1970-1971 DBFN HEAT-203 T,
I ufdfafd uRerst IfoRex BRIt |- 204 71 e foham T &1
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10. SWUel & g Srfdawhrell 6 989 A4 & UHTd TSI
foofa oiRd axa g dcprelie g fagm fAfder S, (3R @ue),
TR, el JERTorIST §RT STaT a0l Je d18 S¥T-445 /1994 FarT
M TR et AT afe FRET o & 11 369 o giam
IERTOT / STdterefiTor RT I8 3rdiel I & Tt B

11. Sh AR & g & favg arct/rdtareff & aRw I I8
e 9 MMYR W Uegd I T g 6 e 9 St s=ea Jded
RRR Ted g RIAT® SFF 9 a0 & &, g9fa] FRed 89 I &l
thaetm g fIft J1eTerd ATded Wad g HI™t €, gafoly FRed 89 319 2|
T/ ifiere & S T Juga ST A1aT 9FET <@ 81 I8 A 3
S Pt § & 39T 90T It 9 3rael FH Ul BT e idd TH& TaT8H
AT / 1fUeTT e & & B devik T § 3R arehmr / 3fiete S <
& 915 I & Id TET SIS R §aR Tt Bifast Sf&dt el 31T 2 &
Ih ded weled e § axgdl AIfdd 81 AR I AR Ra §Y
STCTerd HATTEd - USNT JM<eT UTRT PR AT 81 THE T I7h! Uit T
Pt pIs MeamT Afed & &b H dev &l fopar 3k 7 &€ Afzd & Mg
foIaT| MM & q1aa PIg BRI GG g A & GRT el 1haT Tl
JerefSd MeA™T fepel Td g U L SEdlaSl ol I a2 Feled
8o O Sget A1 8. 7R I 7 HI7d §Y SfeTeld HIcad o Y3 el
uiRa @ & g1 I8 b g3 & fgar et ufderfe Sear-1 1
BT H0-67 7T H ¥9T AERIUN T I folkd TM g 31T SIRIEIE W
ISR JfATE BT Heall BT doAT ST JaT aleNTIl RT fham ST
THHR fhar g IR Afed 3l Mg ol ITM T JATHAT MeAmT TeER 8F
¥ DR HAT g1 Ih BN [0-67 T GG H HNG &, TR Mo
HIEd A I TSR3 ARd §U fdegel FRIER U I Usr1d el @
St aiRa o= e 81 Tered Affia & Suctey SaMT g Seddeit et 9
IIERTT HAfUeTe &1 b QUfd: HIfed 8, FR SH T F7d §Y 3farerd
qIded = AN BT d1e FREd o 3T 81 Jeea (e 9 &R Afed
B ME folr ST T IGP &6 H M TER BT IIfEd a1 81 TR ISP
A §Y 3faleld HIded F DI Teidt fbar 81 3falefd Jrded o fom
TAGe BT TG eI & TSI TR WA IR W UIRd IR
ST 81 U8 & @A & I8 DFG qIdd H IR0 6T 99 68 &
RIS TR &t &1 71T, ORI Sxardeit 918 ol UATae! H ol 8, TR
I R PIs &I 7 <d gU IASTerd JIed o W M e R 3|
Tg fb Wi & S ersfed arg i) ff Iova IR § foaRed| g,
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SR errferea a1 ek 8197 81 M fold SiF H fwg fafg fagm &
TR 95 SIRT IS Bl F== fhaT ST 31T &1 7R T
MEAMI & J1ad DIy IFISH el gaTll /A At Meam™T Y gars A
Bl 81 TTerd Aded BT thefetl 9 3l &R UPHR | f=¥d 89 I § e
ST I THR BN AT 81 3rd: WeET & fb thaen g St oo
ATded fodid 04.03.2025 3o I fAfder Siol /R WUS deal

HERISTST g HehaHT Rl 445/1994 FEMT IS g™ Al 3ffa
PR fohaT STTT AT STETETERTT Srdierre e et faa S 1"

12. Jdterreffur & 3rdter W vegeffTor @ FifeT g & A,
fOoRT &R I IURT gU, WReg ITh! 3R F Dl ol i/ A e
TR &l Tt T B

13. 89 emficreffror & fage orfdaer & g yeffor & fagm
3fferarhT &l 98 GriT Ud UATdell T 3Tdatich feha|

14, e & TR TR IUIATfRIor &t 3R & BT TRET-28 T |
297 Jg YU A, 307 FAhel SMBR 0 23 AN 1, 317 | IH
YT U SIeTs § S & 3TaeH Dl T, 327 H DIl 19
FTrS, 337 UIFHAT ASFIR AT BT B TG 34T THEART e IR
BT TR 3RS IR fopam mam g1 ardtereffror Y ok & 9T S=
AT gRT 9T fafe ega=eem (i)-MANOJ KUMAR GUPTA, Versus
Aadil Ahmad Khan & Anr. (2015(3) JCLR 816 (All), (ii)—Shree Ram
Gupta Versus Shafiqur Rahman & Ors. [2010(2) JCLR 29 (All)] &
(iii)—Raj Kumar Mulani Versus Ramesh Kumar Hemrajani (2020(2)

JCLR 821 (All) TRga & WY €|

15. JANOT &7 IR ¥ AT 9 e GRT uTiRd fafer
€T (i)-Gorakh Rai Versus Civil Judge, Azamgarh & Ors. (2006(2)
JCLR 383 (All), (ii)—Arun Kumar & Anr. Versus Dev Shankar & Ors.
(2005(2) JCLR 309 (Al), (iii)—-Smt. Nirmala Devi Versus Smt.
Chandrawati Devi & Ors. (2006(1) JCLR 512 (All) & (iv)-Mata
Prasad Singh @ Dippu Singh & Anr. Versus Anjani Kumar Tewari &
Anr. 2009(1) JCLR 153 (All) TRgd T Tt &

16. goem 6T Y T 31T &7 DRI DI Jomdis H 37! Ui &
JMYR R T w1 rdterreffor o1 ufdarct ta STReIar ol aict Bal
STRATT|
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17. TR TRl H dhael JUTATiToT =1 & ediel @l gkt af 2
TegeffiTor GRT a1t & foedt sy 1 #ife a1 fafed ®u | Ak &l
& Tt 8| SR I AT ST Havdll & o mreaeffror et & e Fesansf
T Hegud &1 9 e grT & 59 fawgat wama iy @1 vy
febam T & I favgall & YR WR 3rdieliy IRITed FRT o fawgatl &1
fARETRUT foaT ST 8, 9 S99 TR 8-

(1)-7=1 Afed M feA1fdha 16.05.1994 & SR W
798 31R el @1 g 47 82

(2)-aar arEFToT gt i 21.04.1994 & SMYR
R fdarfed Twuft & wart g sreumdt &

(3)—arT ATERTOT T DTS AN AT ST HeelT &7
foreaT fg Hear-o01
18. T8 forg 39 oM & fRfAA for mm & & o= Afea
M AT 16.05.1994 & YR WR JH 3R HFHI HT S0P I
2?7 T TG H JIEHTOT Bl HeT & b MeArT f&Aifdhd 16.05.1994 Th
il STl &, o 88 gRT AsaTfad =781 fham a1 81 g ufcare gar
Bl 3R ¥ I8 Seflel ol Y § fb I§ MSA™T T Usiigpa ST 81 3R
USiighdl Uolkg & Hae § I8 gRUM & SIeh! © 6 98 Fal an| 9 9ag |
AT A ~gRTed - Hemlatha (D) by LRS. v Tukaram(D) by LRS
2026 INSC 82 H 3R T 8 & It is a settled position of law that
a registered Sale Deed carries with it a formidable presumption of

validity and genuineness. Registration is not a mere procedural
formality but a solemn act that imparts high degree of sanctity to the
document. Consequently, a Court must not lightly or casually declare
a registered instrument as a “sham”............ this Court reiterates that
the burden of proof to displace this presumption rests heavily upon
the challenger. Such a challenge can only be sustained if the party
provides material particulars and cogent evidence to demonstrate that
the Deed was never intended to operate as a bona fide transfer of
title.

19. It geT 7 39 919 R &0 oA € & w=aedt ) 677 U
A &, o Ufaarier! Yl - 9 91 3 ®al & 4 I Tea™
TR ST TH8T PR S el fhdT o7 3R AT G IR 698 Bl §F
7 o7 3R 7 & 21 SH UBR UGSl W P e BRI °. 75 T Aolg
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& I HfdaTiae! Al Td areiTor & sRd1eRl ¥ g 2l 39 goredT™ H
M H TeIaT P BRI T &1 STal T BRI T 67 T BT UY &
9 ey H UfAaIe! uel GRT I8 $el T 7 fb S quud R Hfdarfet
T BT EE1eR BT ™ 81 b 11 81 H wfaard! uel & 39 a& H
9t U § {3 S¥eR Ry foeT e wR ey =78t faam S | 3
g GeTeAT™T 75 & i AT 3% feT 1 S GoreT™ W Ufqante &
EATER BT FATI JTfEIhT GRT STHRIS AT T 81 O § IJg J9+ h
PIS I8 8l & b 39 GoleTH H Pal T I UfclariarT A BT &t
HU &

20. ey AT 6 gRT-17 dadl & fh An admission is a

statement, oral or documentary or contained in electronic form, which

suggests any inference as to any fact in issue or relevant fact, and
which is made by any of the persons, and under the circumstances,
hereinafter mentioned. ST YR &I JTfAfFZHT 6l gRT 18 el & b
Statements made by a party to the proceeding, or by an agent to any
such party, whom the Court regards, under the circumstances of the
case, as expressly or impliedly authorized by him to make them, are
admissions. 39 T § HI. IAENEE I9 IR Ajodhya Prasad
Bhargava vs Bhawani Shanker Bhargava And Anr. AIR1957ALL1, )
3@eiRa fham & f& —An admission of the opposite party to the

proceeding may be produced for the purpose of proving a party's own
case. It is the best evidence which can be produced in proof of the party's
case, and although the proof of such admission is not conclusive against
the opposite party, nevertheless it is such strong evidence of the facts
admitted that the burden of proving the contrary is upon the party making
the admission. He can do this only when he gives a satisfactory
explanation that the admission was wrong or made under circumstances
which render it "unfit to be relied upon. A duty is cast upon him to offer
an explanation of the circumstances under which a wrong admission was
made. If he does not offer an explanation the burden is not

discharged. S fIfd SaeTall & el § GoleT™ H Uldarie & B
Pl Th FRIPI AT ST Hebdll & 3R IS Mea™ & Fsare-iepal &t g
T <l TR B & 3 fob MSTHT 3de T8l & al MeA™ i JgaT 3R
3Ifecd T A J8S BHVIR & ST 8|

21. I8 oft Jecayul & & ufdardt uer 7 Meam &t 9o ufaq &
TR DI 51 b GRT G-I Bl Fearud Ui TRga & Tt 81 I8 Fifad
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o0 ¥ fodiae T1ed 8 3R fadiad A1eg wRgd ax ol A Biaud
fafers uRfefaar o & <t o el 81 |ie AT 1872 &l gRT-65
S gRIEARIT BT Iuare axcl & 99 o fodiae are uegd fham S
T & | TRgd YR H Hel MeA™ hI Geariud Ui Uegd & Tt 8 3R
T UG B H S GRT 65 B IAGUIEH el [hdl T 81 I8 T
wmTfad deg & b Meamr ufdacl ger & 9 8FT @iiey adifdh J
A & U&IDhR 81 foveg I GRT MM & o Ui uegd A fovar ST
Y ID Uldpel sy Febrer ST el 81 AFHR Hare - o

Union of India vs Ibrahim Uddin & Anr. [2013 (1) PLJR (SC) 49]
5 wfaurfed fasa & f& Generally, it is the duty of the party to lead the best

evidence in his possession, which could throw light on the issue in
controversy and in case such material evidence is withheld, the Court

may draw adverse inference under Section 114(g) of the Evidence Act

notwithstanding, that the onus of proof did not lie on such party and it
was not called upon to produce the said evidence. 8 YD gfaret g&t &

GRT A T 7t i 7 IR T ST S9d H I Frgeus =1l
gl

22, 99 ey ¥ gl g8 7 e el € b Snssey, —1 gt
% PIgal A, S fb Ak i Sifadia 77 8, 3ot fSve J w1 & 6 e
AT T8 H S | 39l 2010 & e Heata o f9ar deg
GorId § A1 3ffdd BRI 2010 & GarId Hafes & Afed & fOdr &1 9
I T IR folkaT gaTT ol ardt vl & g ifeadhr 7§ HeE @
ST &=l U oA fohaT & 1o I Sifdehi fdT & i o AT =it §
M Sof BFT 3R I9b fUdT &7 A RIS Sof 8T I8 <orfdr & b g9
BT MSA™ T BT THATDRUT e §3TT| 3 UPR Sl Seey, 2 Il &,
ST Afed &f faerar 8, foRg $it IR eu™ et T 81 39 TaT8 7 Pal 8
for " 5 THg UG § fRRY R W&l §1 Plegs H T 4 HIeT § el
38 3BT §1" AN & g SffdehT A I8 e e 1 & 1 meA |
3FFCTIEPRUT 3T BIATT A1 IS 37U HGRIST H &< 7 &b 30 ufd & Sifahia
T & T H1 39 TaTE &b B H PV AR H 91 FE<aqul 8 b R T8
el & fcb IHeh! el FIFH) + @l off Al Y A I8 Pedl 8 [ I
T 1603 ST 1 St fed & Sifadbig foar 7 & | g 9 fafes
el Bt ® o6 S a8 9t 3 rer REct oft @ aeeEel /|99 M foy
ST & THHRY F1 a1 & IR fohg IR S Afed & SAfah faar 7 I8
STFeRT St 38 ot o1 Tt glaT & b Afed 3R S9eT uRaR 3rdH
ST fUar & rer &dT o 7 & qee & el

(16) Sanjay Mishra, ADJ-1, MRJ
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23. Ul TR RIS IRT-181 T aeR foe IiRgar & R g,
O Afed P gt 3T Bt YA AT & drexfeie § fegrm = 8
BT TRT-182 7 IRAR IORER P dbet &1 s Afzd a1 fdan
TS & IMRTST b 9¢ & U H fOgT 717 81 BRI HeEAT-183 T Plegs
T gRaR IR 8, Oem Afd @ik S &1 719 Fieax et [T g, 9
Tl e 81 Axd &, §7dT Dls TbM T8l & 3R T Yl & IRIR &
T8l &1 3 YR BRI FEIT-204 T dlegs g BT IRAR ASER 8, 394
A 1 g f@r a1 8, o <ifed i 3fderr @1 919 B
foar /T 8 & &7 fAarg T8 @va 8 gbT Pig FhrT Tol 8 S I
I & GRTR & 81 &

24, 9 UBHR I8 ¥ g fb Meam H fsureaaal g=dt 3 &
S TAd 3T AT 8, MeA™ $i argett ufd ufdarc) 7 =Ire™ & a9
R 81 bl | QT Ul BT & o e BT iRl el g3t FIE
¥ U 39 MeA™ DI Rfoa=d 78 991 S dabdT 39 969 ¥ 98
ferRur =Tery 7 St fsey fRarer & a8 fafd ofk a% 9 W 8 ik SN
EH T8 B3T S Hebell| $9 YR I8 fo=g amel & uar H 3R ufcare! &
fomer 7 fAeaTRa fovar ST 21

Ry feig wwar-02

25. I8 fig 39 ome™ &1 foRfeT foeam & b @ amrr
FHIAAMT 3BT 21.04.1994 & YR R fAarfed F=ufd & w&Ht @
e 87 S HIY H aTe! gl Bl 3R I qEIH™ o ol Ufch IRgd P
T 2 3R gHIaa™ & |9eF | 2 |iell Wifed R N E1 Y TEE
BT BT ¥ B $ @8 &l QA g& bl AR ¥ T Tawl P
fFea=NadT W gsifReg T T &1 39 G99 ¥ &g o 1T § b
Ul $c, 3 BIceld A 39+ fORE 5 sl 1T 2 & qeiaa ™ 7 o SHep!
AT T & 3R 9 & I G folar T g1 O RS H 39 A @
atad @1 el FE AET S Adan faeg & eaM @ oy &
3y EiEt Bad 39 91 & wielt g § 5 agaedal 7 &
THRIT™ &R & SEEd [T g1 S UDR U1.Secg -2 holas & Hag
e AR T 8, I8 A8 Hadl & b JHIaTHT $¢F R foar .1 &
9 FAITAMT W Pl T YR &l ofl g1 1 & Ut S, -3 b
I &I Pl IR &I TR 1 8 o I+ dal & [ it Seeg -3
gl ¥ R W.Seeg-2 & HIY AT Al Ig fhg UhR §9d © b
M Seeg-2 & I S aerad foidl Tf 3R . Seeg-3 & drA
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Te fordt Wi foeg 89 M @ A1fed "eT & Srhl 99T 918 Y
TRt 8 &l & 3R 3 T H g ¥ HTHIsl & faaver § o
3T FQTIID B

26. yfcraret uet &t 3R ¥ I8 ff e et i 8 & arcior &
3ITeRY] I WR HSE T d_dl ol Jfe JIemor & gy a=iigd off a
S8 TRE 8F W Ud & U & 11 & 3F<id ol T9d Dl H8 D aIRAl &
B H To T foldT| 39 9y § ad) 9§ &b fage STfSrehl &1 P §
e fafeies U | 3 SIFod el o & d T8l 9 § AT Tishar a1
3 ol | TUfIfYd I | URT Sl S I BRI IR STaTl 3R
SUP MMYR W Id IERU B AGRIHAD GRDIU F F& <@l ST
M| Uidarct g&7 Bl 3R ¥ Jg +ff H8T T & N0 - 918 F JHA
&1 o Fapel! g SARMT 3R ST g1 gl § b b ufdamar vt &
=TI AT & oft | AT T g e & fb AR A 4 B 11 b HiegH |
T8 DT T IR Peall Bl Dl DAL DI 3R I H 39 39 3P
Pl fIahipd B o fold gd ARG J § woll gidd dIR i F Hidarat
& 39 99 | FeId 81 g JAIfdh AN Bl JHS Dl S Dl 58U D
ST BT Al S8 39! T Ugt IR dR ol Il IR U H 11
3T A AT Ieh! SEAT BT &cp 8l R, Ieh! fJdpaITar 1
TN &1 TIE: N0 aerad ATfed a3 gula: 9hdt 38 &1 AR
T8 g aTERToT & et H iR Ufare! & frog FRATRA foham ST 8|
foreuT feig Hear-03

27. I8 fig 39 3N 1 faRfAa foham 11 & b areor o
PIS AN T T bl 8?2 Y ST U8 I§ AiId BT H T & g,
fo 9 fqarfed g & warft & 3R HfSd meam fafe g =& 81 safer
e feifahd 16.05.1994 A b ST fafe) 94a 81 de9R I8
fe=g arel o & gar A SR ufdarel & g FeaRa fbar Srr 81 Swih
390 & SMaR R WRqd [Afdd sfie e i S a9 g1 8iiR

fagm fAfder S gRT IRa ameer RAifhd 04.03.2025 fFRed fr 9=
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