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i-  S0Te0 3 3g yaY g

21— 379 9IefTuT gIRT 3199 18y & q1edy ¥ = v Tifed fhd T &: -
i- 3o Ud™ 68 &t Ueef W-2 a1 ugdf-g 8,
¢t § GO g1 aearest (S0 g0 2)

i- g Suds I8 &l fAl® yeef @-9 a1 wed @-11
26.08.2007 9 27.08.2007 (S0 Secf0 2)
dd & IReR o ufar

22— <9rd Hgh PP 1 & B H I RIIA fAart wdfad gy 81 et g
3o g ot foAifhd 18.02.2026 H I8 P fhar mar B 6 H Rerd
g0 0 ffda gferm o dlo Fo 58 g1 & a¥ 2007 H T SIfHE R SIS
GEdMYR H GAR BI0 & Yg IR AT T A0 a9 2007 H A1 Hedl Sl e
thotteTe H & 13.08.2007 & Hell THH dd offt off 3iR H 87 St § A
AT AR SRSt AEF AT Hell AT H A0 Ut & HY H TER aROT g1¢ o
RIS G1C AP oF off| TR A1 TH 0 313 0 SEvevid 48 88 PI0 ToRN g,
B0 319/ UaTg {98 T # 7| 7 ST 26.08.2007 BT ot oft| H S R ANE
AT TR Y T R I 37 IIRID AN Aioe A1 7™ ST 39 o7 gag IR
9T H 9 IR I 9 off | SRS H &9 ARI AN 1Y HISS | BF AN SIS B
& I 71 g1 T Rep H TR UM PR F 918 PV X IRM T foR 89
AN T8 g9 & 918 A 10 991 WHT @ 8ied H T &1 @FET UHT @ax
119 i3 gledt 9 T | @FT T TR 11 391 0 8- aTod 31T T | 7R
1Y @M WM H 3O UaT g SRk It o 9| R 89 oS4t dRe |
AT IR T2 | 3T YA HeIe 11,30 o W T | T IR H T9 SWRih
T AN RSP F W O qF 20-25 e 918 7T o |1 T ofl W St
g8 IR ¥ R oft 39 %7 5 & aRI AN Ao 91 F 27/27 & G @I @1
M 991 a8 o1 7| <ET df I AN 91 32 1 HA SURKh dH1 AN Bl ST
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% SISt W T &, IR IR 8| TP I1¢ 87 ARI Al fOGH 39/ Ua™
g ST T | T YT 416 IR & I (IR 8GR U IR a9 SI¢T ¥ |
Ugd | BIOR STRTAd oo 3TorT UdTd &l S TdTE -1 Hal b JaT 3R
gag g 9, ST AR Y 26/27 H 7T H A S H & TG 13.08.2007 H
31 TR AP AR AT AIA ST Hell H ST W U1 SR 499+ TH 0 31 0
JeR™ st 2T S8 gRT fGHI® 28.08.2007 P BRI §I LT TS UR 3NN
fota, fOR™ H ID! SRk Tt a1 ST 2|

23— 9T A&l D 2 b HU H FEIFCY Feieid (4 URiad gu ol Jel
SRT 3T &7 w_iar fGHifhd 18.02.2026 H I8 B ham 1 & b H
2007 H IFIRYR PIAdTel TGN TR H G AT 7R} @RI T diadret!
3FERYR ¥ 13.08.2007 H HAT FHIH T IT IMH A< Tb SIS SRATLT H
oft| AT+ ST Aot H off| ANt SIS TR HTSe alel! ATeRt TR T | aRIEN)

gc a® offl 7 S H H T, IR9 T U 7S PI0 TORN g B0 Jel RAF d
B0 319 U9 o1 F Ioh Td HiETsl I P STl & BT F o1d 2T qAT
SWRIh dH AN 7™ & FARE 7 ST aRd A1 IS T BT gewe @ &
folT HRRA 21 7 ST &A@ 13.08.2007 | WA ¥ HAT 89 H UK: IR
o1 9 o IR 91 dd &t off| Sk Tl AR TR F1Y Hell 8 H fHi®
13.08.2007 ¥ g8 4 9o T M IR I ad | 7 ST &A7® 26.08.2007
Pl T TR I T offl 9 fAre H SHR AN SISt ¥ W 3T N I 8
SURIh IRI @R 3TRM - & Iy o= &R § S fs =1 e o Ry o) asr
W 3 T A O RE H 89 AN ©hdl | T8 BTet o BT o, o g9 Jeft
AR AT T ST U MR 3T el & AN oft 11 5wl 11 & arT aeft IRy
AN e ITT o1 3T SR I Fdhetar gr cge & foly et 91 &9 aeft
ARI ART T F1G A H 10 91 & &9 5 G @R o1 (i3d 999 a1€ =81 gl
TN WIRE I91 I H & T AT IRI AN IR TR a9 R | 39 kb H
&9 1 IRT AN T IR 31T et o1 g1 o1, fSw &7 ot ol e 43

| & AN R I TR b IURFT T MY &S & §1S AT A7 7| N GoIg
AT T Sof I AR fart = ST 7| 3R GIg R a9 § ST o1 H AN
10-15 e Ugel SRS R UEH T o1 W H IS T 7 AU JICT D
folT &1 elax TR Eox ST T R Tt AT IRf AN SIS 99 ¥ 15
fiFIc ugel Uga W &1 SR fad=T &1 S8 & TH 0T 031 0/TH 0 310 5
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B0 3T YA 8 DI o SRATLT IR ol o At qudre faar o T #R_T
S foxar e

24— 91T A& PHAID 3 &b BY H g UAM s wWifed gu 81 Al gR
3ot g wRter A 09.03.2026 F I8 HUA fobam 1 & b H dladrett
TR SFYS MR H 89 2007 ¥ 4G g1 F fHied 13.08.2007 &1 T
PIarel TR H gfel og God™ IR IR 16 SIeTl Hell el St &
folq a1 gatm ol It T 14.08.2007 T YfelH ATSH JoadmgR H 3T
BRI g IT &7 piear e Al & folu Gfeld g Yo yR A a1 g3l
H I faT SraedT Hell bRy Hie gefl Hefl § Uga| 14.08.2007 & S0 IO
PRI H A e gt IFH AR SIS 7T UIE RIS I AR} =Ry {8 e
T W SIS AT T 7 off, R 7% S 7 A0 A A Aiargd S & St
THO IGO0 SFeviid 48, 58 B0 ToR ¥E, &S 0PI0 ISR fdart o
a1 7 F off ol 7 S 15.08.2007 F AT I TP GeE IR I H qH
IR ol e AT TIC RIS H e’} TR0 {H8 °1e AdTsd = gieh J off| i
26.08.2007 @1 ft| 7 @FT 94 dI ifd FaIg IR o & 219 IR I aP SIC!
TS TR YT ST THAT AT| IHDb IURIT &9 AN AR ATAT PR sRep T 31T
T 9| D 915 H U Gl & ArY Sl 6 AR Aegel Rd SF A 9, Sd
T T A1 9 Fof THT @ & iy qTeR el 89 AN 9 ST 10 aof
QT TR T8l FAA U T 11 991 T H 19 7RI | 8¥ep H 37 T 3R
3T SFTA-FT o foveR H Jod Iradia Tl o |a1 1189 ad &4
AT SO H e fdhar o A WURE ao § A T oon e
27.08.2007 P! T @18 I o1 931 Gag Il AR [QaRt 7 Ior, aifhs
SIS T R U8 IC Usel 89 ANl I SYCT TS TR UgaT IalT T, forgeh

QURIA &9 N ST UM IR Fo1 SRYCT TeT W 81 GlepR Ugd T | b IR
R 4.05 TOWH O oAl 27.08.2007 &I J31 "R TfehT BRI GRT °h ot
o T 2| I 3T 9 @1 TH 0 317 0 S8 R B P WR I 3R o
o b TR FeT {6 SIS T R R 7T fh 31 M9 7 1fAa &g ot
g1 & Rl B 39 Iy H Uuare 8q UM §9R 1Y I 8, g wR

I T T T F HfAT g7 & T BT geT Tl TN &l o, dfch

3Tt ST FrA AT ©IC AT H 7| IR URAR GRT ST FHSHT &b R al
et gepeAT fohd T &1 SHT H W YRR & g&7 § ¥ 7SR g3 o, S BRuy
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TSt JBGHT T Md H T GRMT Heb el 9+ a7 &7 o, O SR 951 J ™R
URAR Tl DT 9 GaveH H 3T Tl T T 81 4 31U JhTs A1ed J SIS
q T I SO 918 S fhar o, S 6 gHer: i S
351%/2, 351%/3, 351,49 /4, 3519@/5, 3519 /6, 3519@/7, 351W@/8

gt &, fO 9 W e Ued @-2 §-3, G-4, -5 T-6, G-7 9 T-8
ST T 39 1O TS 18T | aret JoheHT & R BT gl draed & fafer
IROTI0AZO Aegd ¥ g fIgd Sudh<= S § fHAld 26.08.2007 7
27.08.2007 T IR Bl YT SRS HT €, S b HoTd THdell HHeT: BT
T 351%9/9, 351%W/10, 351®/11 &, o9 oR HM: Ut xg-9, ueef
W¥-10 T USe W-11 STell M1l § 3f 3+ §hrg H1eg fAid 09.03.2026
P BITST TEAT 353 W HaREd FI B STRIel PR I8 §, S S aral Jehar
g R 9RAR g & di At geen 6 I vfafaft & @ ot RiHiw
09.03.2026 &I ¥ at JHeHAT I W8 & &, Al (498 IS & 99 9 ©
hivER! JaeH B I UfAfalft S1feer 6t 31 taH el gaeAT 9 Saad (48 &
g hiveR! gohed S T Ufafelld 81 geid! A I a7 e [ gl
25— ¥ fgHTT & g ifdad w fagm S aradhia srfdamm
(PINIGRY) & Tl I AT Td YA Pl T+ aRefier faa

26— I ST aIdhT STfadh! (hIveR!) SRT I8 b WRqd (haT TT &
% SIS U8l §RT UATael IR SUted 3TfHeldld I A H1eg & LR IR
IS va, foHie 26/27.08.2007 &1 I B AMAGHIU Hoig Ta™ 8
I firg T oo Ta R gRT IR 39T & SRR H a6l & 15 a8
eitol 31T BT TH=d | il AR & SR fham T, A1 o=y H gofa:
qthel BT 81 3 IRYh Horg ua &g % fUvg 9 afoRr U i o
YRT 302/34 IR SUS WiRedT & RINT oRry &g fAgaw aiffd ax
TSR Sfosd b ST a1y gl

27— THY SR AR & g AfSaht 4 I8 dd wgd fbar 8 &
oreff / SR Bl S & R e @ I & BROT TG TRl H 30T
AR T &1 NI ue di IR ¥ oA axiy T nefior dho a0 1,
M0 Tee0 7 T WO Teef0 8 GRT DI Tt FHPHRITRAT T Ih AT 9 fdare ar
HROT T B AT 81 VA 18T GRT =it ThpRIfRal 8 I8 of
QUi ¥ & {3 Mg & g8 gRT [Janfed g & g § <ar g
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ST o R o, S 3fafe FNeTs &1 e dial uel & foeg aen
STTIGHTOT b T&f H AT 3R ST BRUT I} U&l (U= Hebl P 101 i ORI
&1 T U7 I@T AT| 37: ST fob fafer o1 geenfua fagra & fo Irer fomedt
AT BT BRUT AT AT e 5 ST T T, SF1 P HRUT 8 Fahdll &,
R IR TRUT H, I St arg | SIART SIS a1 37aer SHH o
& e H qAT AT & b [Reg ATl 31 Ih [AaTe g A P HRUT SAHRIHTT
P! TCHT HIRT fH TW HT DIs Se2T T BRI el IHT S TohdT & IR IfH
ISt e RO & JART FYGTET Qe & BRUT G- Heb Bl FHI0 BrRf
ORT &1 R UT & T, S Iral U& & flq SITIHI0N &l SI8T R S
Se9T g PRUT BFT ST T 81 39 IffaRh 39 Tey # 3T "gcaqut
e I8 it 8 b Tipa wu I HfA fare g e a1t & T 7 g & el
& & BFT AT ST GhdT 8, TR USRI AT | el & U1 9 Jdd & el B
ff Jad & SRR H & IRUR W Al Z 8H1 9T T 8, UV H Hfdd fJae g
3forer 1 g foRiel} gerR &Y Sufrd § Iae 15 a¥fg 0 &t g1 fad oA
BT 3t IS SR T HRUT BT 8] HHT S FepT &

28— 3 H H SIfUYHIUT & fag™ Sifeah 7 I8 do ot W o & b
NI HeAEH d TG IR Iucled H1&g H UgH Fo1 RAlC & S 1
T W, S T T & I1G Sof 1paT ST Y Y10 BT &, Fifer e
o RUE 9 Mo $UYMe & AR UG gedl B 99, D
26/27.08.2007 P UM 123099 BET ST W1 ' IR fOB
T 0 315 0 IR 0 WS H—6 I BIIHT S0 S10 UGS FH-5 & AR dexR Teef

H-1 P A&l GRT WA fBd 99 R Aell dosp 5 F OGN
{3178 27.08.2007 @1 2.45 TOTIO WR i fhar ST foRamn T 8, WReg
IS TefRIT GRT RS R W AU g gAEell R Suered
eI H16T I I8 Yuid: T 81 ST & 1o aral GRT vk Ueel -1 Uedd
R O Th 0 3MTS 0 3R 0 UGl H—6 Bl IR T T R Goligd a8l PRI
ST FedT, It A& GRT 6T R THBRITRAT & SITAR USRI T DI
T ISl 3O R WR HiSlE el o7 3R HFYR H o, SRy geAT & gaHr v
ST A8} o0 Seef0 2 T Y10 Sec0 3 GRT &l T, I IR Yega = &1 shriare]
SRUATS H YR 81 S & 91 dlal BT BMYR H I Iga WIpR b
T 8 3R ¥E dF UgaHr ued $-3 ¥ oft TWE g 9@ g e
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URRITH R Jhed] URIY TIT § GaheH] IRg H&l H F-8d 3y
fag=or 3ifda & 72 f T 2|

29— SHI o9 H IUYHIU & g arfSaehr 4 I8 ad ot wRga fbar 8 &
TR Uedl H-1  oft It GRT 39 92T BT TWBR T & b IReASqR A1h! P
fUTEY 19 I8TR 3Mrer T T2 81 ol o iR srfware el dio Secfo 1 g
I FRAUTEr BT Meft AR aTeAl BT A1 8l g1 gfusien § TaR 5 &,
fOrTeh! gt IReQYR 6T gfeg Tl &l Sito 1o & +ff Bt 8, ST g=raett W uaef
T-1 % BY H IucTey & 3R B0 M FBIGR AT GRT dlebl W aTq=! f&Alp
27.08.2007 &1 5.00 Iof &1 Tt 8, for e+ I8 3ifehd foham T & 3 7™ areran
5 31fi g @1 famedt 7 Meft AR f&am, RSt are s/ J Mg arell g 9B
BR g1l & 1ol e SRUdlel of TR, Sl IAD! gog B W, F ot arl
TSI T & T TeHT T IR U TigRug & Il 2l

30— S A H SRRV & IS STfereachT SRT I8 A TRgd fohdT 1T & b
SIS U&7 GRT T2 & IS & ©U H It Traonel 68 o floSeeo 1 @
aret Y gt (e g @1 fo Seefp 7 T ATt Bt welioit TRel St Hear Rig ot
0 Tee0 8 & HY H URIAT HRIAT T § IR Fac= A1efhor I vee efa
g 31 410 S0 2 T SIheT 8 A1 Ui See]0 3 & w9 H URifard T T &
S AN SIS U&l GRT 2T BT 3R DS Faad 1al RIad T8l der
TIT Bl 39 YR T RIS PRRY TR A18TRTor 90 Secf0 4 ST0 TH 0 0 TH,

oS0 5 IU e fFe PAR, Mo S0 6 IU FRIerd Jor™ fHsm @
TR Sl 99 Riee @ axa Rig, ot sitverRe wmefkmor €
NI HAHS g &R0 GRT AMAHAT Tl ¥ I8 Pofa: Ifed & &
TSI TS & F9T el & fUaT I Jad & SeT 9d R {48 Sfd ge
A TR & e A (8 Pl IRUG & SRR H & 91 38 o, S U5 g &
G9Y Hecqqul g YepHT Tgeelt Al 8ld 8, wReg IS U8l gRT I J
TR0 i T gRiard & T8l BT T B

31- S ®H H AMGHI & g srfdawh 7 I8 b wga fbar g
IS Tal H IR ¥ WifAd IR T wgaq dreior fogso 2
MO Te0 3 FRT UfAURIET § S HAFS 4 e HoH fhd & =g
IS g gRT oo Hefior doSegio 2 a Ho Sl 3 @ yersier
T & R T 8, 37 MfHII Aefivor do Segfo 2 g U0 S0 3 ST
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gfcioRien 5 &t i FBRITRIT HIISH g & AT JTeder &

32- S PH H YR F A SifdehT 7 I8 d% wRgd kT € b
AT BT IR F T2 & AU & HU H WIfed R T aar et
410 Secl0 1, IHDI Gl 410 Tecl0 7 I FHh! Hcitoit U0 See0 8 SRT R

& TS YeF gaT RUIC I GRT 161 I0S Ufhar Gl & s | O

SR PR ST o T U fhar 2, fodh ooy S J1eflvur &7 |18y g

I T1ETOT o Tgselt el 81T TegRug 8 Sl &8

33— I PH H SRV & g SrfSaehl 7 I8 A Uvgd o 8 fb gem
a1 RUIE TaeR ueel d-1 9 At SIfRIhIur Sl UdTy 948 9 3reig uam™
g 1 & e favam T B, SEfd fAdemT uRey 8 W arel & T 9 9da &
T G ARV {8 & HATTER Th 3 AWGch eTletall IS ol ff 9

Te1eT H 3T IR T € iR S oATera] y1e 1 ReaR ot foar m, g

I H AP AW UG Yax0 § e f&ar @ = geR SRE fade
TR SR GRT 161 SUS Ufhal AigdT & SAMI H 4 STUHT GRT W3
FCT BTN BT AT+ FIT 7 & MR ST H18iRToT §RT &1 @fhat a1
URS 3R g QI Rl BT IR T T 3R AR <=GT ST HY IR TR 8, U=
IS g8 & 3R | WA IR T Fiefor 90 Segfo1, Mo Seel0 7 @
0 S0 8 TRT ~IITIT P FHE Ih & 9= A1F & AT IWIHIUN GRT &
YT TCAT DT M AT SIHT I 147 81 ST UDR dral & fUar  Jad &

gIeT g AR R §RT fdads d1 eleral GRT UsFTd g1 Bl o1 foar
ST ot ST AT 3R I ATerdT | TSI AT § 2-3 HEM Ugel ARYUIC &M
g I N g9d reret Rig & foog goar off ger &1 891 9 Horg uam &g
% ¢ g ATerar 8 &1 ITR AT D 3R TR <@T ST o T arafiror
SR SRIT T & 3fR ST GiY e Fort e ¥2ret ueef &-7 ¥ off 8t §,
S x & A2 b T 8 3R 39 T 9 ITR dI 3R &1 Akl & d [/
1 3R ST ARKAT BT 9T @1 T AR fohan T 8, w_eg fadae gRT [t
I STIGHIUT FoRT g Rig S g g oo vam 8 & f[aveg 8 arT
302 YRT SUs HfdT & TRy & AR ¥ IR o Ufa o g,
T heaRoy o THed d2di g IR & oy Iasd 3IfOor
HYMD & TSERUS 81 STl & 3R Tfaer refiror fio Seefo 1, 9o S0 7
T f0 Secj0 8 BT W1 A& &l I8 Il B
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34— S PH H AR &b [AgH Afeehl 7 I8 db off uega e & b
Ty doTecf0 1 MO Tee0 7 T MOS0 8 o A&T T I HI&MNIT GRT
gfcioRien 5 di TRt FHRITRAT 9 I8 o quia: T & f 37 i anefior 5 9
o1g oft Telt Usd T 31 ggeeft Tt 98§, Fifd P AR 3
T A& GRT AT HY H A AHIHIU DT TSAT T I AR §¢ <]
ST & FTT T 7 3R ageell Al g AR g @l e uar g
TRITEIT 1 8l BRI T 8 IR 7 & TRIUN P &R aTel, S PRI (68
Al & 787 T T B

35— S PH H SRRV & fag eifdeht 7 I8 9% wRgd T § b
JTUIIS HAD &b ATAR aal T0 Ieel0 1 FRT Tl Il H 3 Aol
g g & griel vl § IRYAIS o ST ST RT &1 $ ThR

0 Teef0 2 T WO Teefp 3 GRT AT S & T el 31fAa [’ @l sRudTel
o ST & 19T ST ST T 8, U==g, aTa a1 fohedt o weft o g ol sl
o1 A A fagas ol [ W €, IR 7 & S & Trad H s aieft mRga fan
T 8|

36— I P9 H SR & g AfeehT 7 I8 o uwgd fhar g 1
wipd B H STV HATD B ATIR TSI G DI BT B 8 A &
12.30 91 °Gfed SHT 91 T &, W F Tgeelt Amafior & folg Heprer &1 |rd
T ot HEcaqut 81 ST 81 39 Ty § S1fYRIISH el RT I8 919 folan T 8
foh T arelt 1 dier 1 off, g YR DT yga folr ST g
ofT 3R SIS U&l GRT I8 oY ST T 9T T3 & o fersrett vt veprer off
T 3R ISt & BR WR faSielt 7 8 UR $9aCR i ot gawer oft| ard: uhrer &
T I SUeTey AT, TR NI A& gRT dl R FhRITRAT H I8
quic: 1A 8 5 90T ge1 & 999 aret & Hionee JeE § oSttt a1
TG B 81 o7 3R " Tet @ R il S §9g fadas 1o Seelo
7 @ did W IRt P R Ak Ht A8 Fer, e herewd g
rafior fewd: fosecio 1, MOS0 7 T MOS0 8 GRI AMAIHTT B
I & 91 &R Yga fold M & oy garer &1 off gafg |d 9 89 &
ThoRay IS WIET GRT $fAd wU & Hib J AFK §Y A
SITEIHTOT Bl Uga foldT ST off HegReus 8l STl &
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37— SIRIHIU & fag srfdewh 7 I8 ddb ot wRga foan g 1 e ae
refiror do Sec1o 1, W0 Secfo 7 T W0 S0 8 SR fohd T FHeMi | I8 guia:
T B & TSR TeHT & 99T S dFl aiefior 'R d 8 R 91 ' O 3R
g 3 ST & HTY qTeR U aRe | 91 &1 o, WH H Ud 3R UReY o
TS A& GRT & ¥ AFRIHIU DT AT §Y U89 folar ST S
T, FE 915 | Mell di AT AP B ¥ S & GRT A1 SR RS H
UgeH W AMAGHT DT Hib F ARG §Y <l ST g 7 8, [
TheaRoU I8 a2y O g ORIyt et & PHRUr H<gRue &l WIdl &1 S
AfARE Ih TI&MTT & | &l At T USRI gl Hl A HEGR H 8l
3rfAgIe wefmor gRT FieR fhar 8, a8 |+t wefmor g1 g8 off wfer
fopa 8 o a1t uer 1 J%eg QR BR Tl & IR A & iR ST F arehToT b
ORAR AT IR @7 o7 3R S5 GRT TS T4 A BT 907 IR ST &
ofT, S AfWYh U&T P GRT IARA VLT BT 371 o ) S b BHROT AT
SR X7 el B U7 ]ET AT| 39 Horawd o} g7 i1 arefior Hf Sufefa genr
grefl T B B W BT RIS & ST 31 39% AR 19N uer hii
3R I gl ¥ | G ATeal d el Mgl Uod R S e & 98

TRIA R AT 81 H_rT &8, ORI heRa=ey g1 el W TeaRuS 8l Sl
gl

38— S PH H SRR & A it 7 I8 a6 wRgd BT g b
e refor Mo Tecf0 7 @ RO TR0 8 GRT A &l HRR i 3fTaTSl
IR <A 9T &, S deAred RUIE & IR gdd & IRR WR oA
3MALRT I AIC IR I HT GfY Bl g1 37c: Jg aey it \refimor dio Seejo 7
0 S&eI0 8 B TEAT TS dTel FHM H Bl IR IURAT 8 Dl TIgRIS a1
Sar gl

39- S PH H YRV & A SifdehT 7 I8 9% wRgd T € b
SIS HeATHD  H1&T &b IR TSR FeT Bl A 12.30 9o gfed sHT
AT T & 3R ST refior dio Seeto 1, do S0 7 @ Ho TS0 8
SRT off & T FBRIRAT & TR S Al a1eir o 9.00-9.30 S
T GaR A T 9 3R geded RAE & AR Jad a7 +ff g & & 1-
1.30 UUC U8 WHT @RI 8, e herawy JAfHaIeH HeHa § S
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T gl b 99t HegRue 81 ol @ 3R 99 I8 uRarfdd g dar € fb
TGS Uer T FERT TS BT T 12.30 g9 THDRT g2, fieeh heTeaway
TSI T BT Pls Ht Taa= Ireft 78 &1
40- T H H AR & g feaeh 7 I8 dob | uega fbar 8
RIS FIEor §RT 61 AT FBRIThAT § T g2 H STRIHT DT 3R F
TR 18§ I8 qUI: I & b W BT o T ST 3o I
g SR U gfe A didarell TR, SHUS Gead yR H Harma o1 3R fHls
13.08.2007 ¥ IO YS! A AT Hell § el ¥ oFft off, JEr ° a8
{31 14.08.2007 BT Yol 54 JedMYR H SRATEAT A1 HAT B oIy a1
gAT 3R Y BT & ot o H9Y g8 rJ1ed] | & Hiae Hefl § 3(uH! Sl IR
10 Seel0 3 T v T B SR Fama # gRifera wrefior S0 eefo 1 Hio
I3 ARR fqaRt 7 S0 Ieefo 2 UG FENIT fdaR & A1ed | U
geAT & 37 g T AW o Ud1g {98 61 IUFRIT Ha= HalT SRt §
3T ST IR B T g Bl B
41— SIRIHTO & fag Srferaht =1 3= daf & e o frafafad Ao
TR T &

1.  GAYADIN Versus STATE OF M.P. (2006) 1 Suprime Court Cases

(cri) 549

2— RAJA RAM Versus STATE OF RAJASTHAN 2005 Supreme Court
Cases (Cri) 1050

3- RAM LAKHAN Versus STATE [2018 (102) ACC 438]
(ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT)

4-  Badam singh Versus State of Madhya Pradesh [2004 (1) JIC
755 (SC)]

5-  STATE OF PUNJAB Versus HARBANS SINGH AND ANOTHER 2004
Supreme Court Cases (Cri) 75

6— ALIL MOLLAH AND ANOTHER Versus STATE OF W.B. 1996
Supreme Court Cases (Cri) 1028

7-  Arjun Marik vs Stater of Bihar] Equivalent citations 1994 SCC
Supl. (2) 372411994 (2) 627

8—  YUDHISHTIR V. STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH Supreme Court of
India Feb 19, 1971
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9-  Hakim Versus State of U.P. [2005 (1)JIC 176 (All)]

10— PARVAT SINGH and others Versus STATE OF M.P. [2020 (111)
ACC 904] (SUPREME COURT)

11- MAZEED and others Versus STATE OF U.P. [2024 (128) ACC
217] (ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT)

42— T A H SAUYHTO &b g Srfdehr 7 g8 ad wRgd fhar 8 B
ARSI Uel FRT T o1 RUIS J A1 |refimr g dids &R Jadb & T 8t
RIR IRURA R Al 8 95 S&T T MU & fBet 37 gggaefl et ot
TRIAIT &l I T 8 3R ORiaT BRI FIEor 4i0 Secf0 2 J 10 Seefo
3 GRT Ufausien # e doe & ukid e i 8 S sifaaree ue
W DR &1 $9b ARG JIMIST uer gRT WNifdd =y T Grefor
0 Teef0 1 T 0 Seeg07 d W0 Seel0 8 BT TI&l TeHT T2fel R IuRYd &F71 &
GBI B, d81 39 WIEUr gRT SerN ax U9 ufdusiem N faw-fae g
fRIgTTt Hem i € O thowawy oft sif9aiom g di iR ¥ w_iféa
IR T GIETT gt oS0 1, oS0 7 d WoSE0 8 B I
[EESRIBEERGEICIR]

43— SR & IR R JAIHIU & GG ffSehl 1 T8 Tb I 5T &
f S0 UBR AMHAISH 48 GGl IR Uy HeT P MER W ATHHT0T
ol A g St fUg 9 o/ w68 & SRT 9T o7 &f gfd A
feTe 26/27.08.2007 & I DI 12.30 S0 ISt & Wil AT g 6 sk
4 HId gU Ml ARER &1 PIRG R AT AT Fag F W A1 H o
qUicT: 3RIHdl 8T 8, fSd ey AMHHIU Horg I {98 I% fomg g
IS gd9 R oY T 9”7 302 HUSd ORI 34 YR SUs Higdl &
JTIRTEN & STRIUT ¥ QIS b ST AW €

frrsed

44— IMAASH HAMD & AR G The GRT AT S8 [T IFavett §
TR TER e $-1 & YR W fHlD 26/27.08.2007 BI JfAGHIN
ol A {48 3% firg g 1o 9aTg 68 GRT A & 9T 12.30 99 aral &
BR & SRTIS H, aat & AT & |1 A @ wehol ffHd Dl T I el FRR
AR &1 ST R 3RO Ugad-Ugad dial & Wil @l 4G & oI b
Ty H GheH] JTURTY HEAT 412 /2007 3IcRid gRT 302 ARG Sve il
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RO 3o g 9 Horg Rig 3% fUvg & fag A TH 0 3118 0 3R 0
et d-6 T HREN SH0Z0 TRl H-5 & ITHU HHSAT ITURTY Gl
412 /2007 Jiid gRT 302 TR S0 GfedT il 27.08.2007 TFF 2.45
Y0 TF 0 TR IR 3o [ T Forg Rig I fieg, & faeg g1 o mm|
45— e fIPHRY GRT AT GIE-MT Ueef B-2, TarRie-T T Ueel -3,
uReHTeH RUIC Ueef $-4, Adhet e Ueel &-5, M go1 R ueef &-6,

el ORI Ueel -7, he Gloel g Hial fHg) yee -8, IRFIRT o yeed
H-9, SO0 UGS @-10, HITT 19 U H-11, @ 1 Ued H-12,
gt Fowo a0 ueef $-13, ¥El AP0 N0 S H-14 & AR R
g Forg yam s 9% fig g & favg IR ux usef #-15, 4
Y 3o U g o e TR U= yeel - 16 T fohar |

46— TR MR SMORTE & T URI&0iT 8 & HeRdaoy Tasul Hf T
gue fomam 1, ST ¥ a8 WA 39/2008 JMfHh Hord ua g S fumg
g, g ¥ a1 "1 227/2008 AMNRH R yd™ g & eg doligd
fera |

47- YA HF Yo B b IURIT ARV Horg T R Ih fueg [Kg
g 3o a8 & foReg ORT 302 /34 YRR SUS TfadT & 3TORTE & TR
foRfIT R T IR SIRIHIU GRT 3R § $7hR X o IM W, IR
YR= b 7|

48— T dIe HEAT 39/2008 UY Ufd o uay g It fovg Rig g 9+
aie HEAT 277/2008 Bl U@ & ARG AT H FHGT 8 P 3MMIR TR
3T faAIfdRd 03.09.2008 | Uehally gV AT A e AT 39/2008 I
yfcl Horg way {58 St o=, &1 waTaet! I SRR FHgel FfAd fovar |

49— MASH & GRT JAMRIHIU & [Reg 0 S0 1 TET JhaHT Trechel
g, Moo 2 Faaa wieht fiehiy g, o Seqqo 3 Fad el Iy,
0 Teef0 4 FRCHTCHE ! S10 TF 0 H0 THT, Y10 S0 5 T g Sito 1o g

Su e e gaR, Mosso 6 goM fadgs lied sorvm @,
0 Tecf0 7 Tggeell Hralt et e e, dio Secjo 8 Tgeef walt et Ith
e R g 910 See10 9 Il 93T R R T U=ifard e /|

50- RN SIIGTHIO & ST 3icFia gRT 313 SUS fshar HfedT oRaag
fhd W, O SIfgRIUr GRT IeF, TR TR H ST BT AT g
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fRaR-mel & SR Mg & uidle<t & Tt T 00 TR JhadT Sof
FRIET ST 3R fI9ge gRT @FEYT & Seed ¥ AfHgeH ¥ Jifdd gax
G, S RN &, & [Geg Tod W 38 3TRIY o WY fohd T |

51- U UhRUT H 19T T U8 Hecaqul 9 AR WR 81 Il 8, FIfD S8l
SITERITST U8 GRT STHIHTI IR (AT b BIRUT B U G HING BT ST
BRI fobaT TRIT &, I8 AU T 3R H b & 19 g |l o T I
fohaT 1T 2 o6 TarTa I & RO AMHIHIUN DI UG ThROT F AT ot
3MYR T HRUT P IST U&7 FRT AT BT TIT &1 ST&T e IoieT T U8 8, T8 &
g & arct gRT yem g Ruic ueel &-1 ® Qe 6 919 dig a7 s
e forar T 2, eg 39 e H N gy Y oIk § WfAd R W™
efTor gRT SHBHRITE T Wi & 3R 39 J9q art Fo Seeqp 1 7 fcosiem 5
oM T & f5:- 39 geT & 10 91t Usel ¥ YoMl 9 S far & St
BT GabeHT Tl &1 &1 <At BT GouT Jfevm & Al ¥ SRR 5 o a8
STET T e o1 39 It A Rifde S & ~Imarerd & JfemmT & i o
¥ 3ME} AT o7 §9 g & 2-3 HEMT gl JfowMmMI A R R §9F 9
R BT ThedT IR 3 5 o1 o117 off e et a1 81 H 19T o 18
1 URIT 1 Jfeom iR H 1e & aRar &1 §)

52— T UBR I & Trare § Ao el o Seefo 2 7 oft ufqusten §
oM forar & f5- g a1t T 9 JfvmH & T 7 IfmTHl § JaE &
& DI AR $H T &b Jd § JHSHT I ¥&T |

53— 39T & FqrEg H U0 Seef 7 siAch (e g gRr o ufqudien 7 we
forar 2 &5 e & g | e & iR R uft Ty g @ At @
TheHT ARG Baes! H dera o7l G Seled d ¥ ol o iR R R fiY
Bq 781 IS uT 38t oft o TR &l 9 U7 <57 1| St ghed & dem & gt A
AR & T8 § GHT-UAT iR HT-SHT 781 9t TaT o1l 9T =t <& o

54— T TR JMHAISH FIEHT gRT 1 Rt SRk HDRIRRAT § I8 Jed
quicRIT A1fed & 6 Al uer g S1fSigeh uel & Hed S8l aal 9l gRT 30 T
9 BT 0T aRET S @ AT, IFD qfH/FET DI olaR A o, R
ITRIH U&T GRT AT T JebeHT ATford fhar T o1 iR I H T &l 31
STTIGHTOT & U&T H T 3R S HRUT It G b HepT bl 1101 BRI FHebT Tl
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T 3R Ih! & a1 IS UT & | T & Fraey | S 7 geenfua g
I% ¢ 1 A9 T AgRT TEER 8, S &l el geT BT Ieed IT BRI &
Hancl €, aal fhell DI SIS BRI S & *ff MR I HRUT & Aol & 3R 3
Y H SHYHITOT T 3R I TG Ao1R, 2024(128) ACC Page 217 Mazid &

Ors. vs. State of U.P,, § oY A1 38EE 9 IR gNT I8 g

gfaurfed fasar T 8 - It is well settled principles of law that enmity is
double edged sword which can cut both ways i.e. it can be a ground for

committing offences and also for false implication., A SaT8EIe 39
IR §RT A & He H 319 I8 <91 T & 6 a7 Ao uef wdelt
R U &Y P IMYR W AN P BRUN & AFRIHIU GRT T T Dl
3SR f3T ST AT &t 5 e 8T 8, S1efaT JATUYHTUT IR GReerud
G &1 AT UM & STfIBRT &

55-  SIHIHIV Dl 3R H T 3= G&F F91d I8 of+ T YIRT b1 1 & b
TR T_0T & T o RUIC 291 T §99 & 918, S T 999 W S
R ST STfHTo Toat g AR §IRT T it Tl RIfhal & IO 8IeT &
9 T # IRV GRT I8 MYR folan T § % darad ™ 9 gargaE ™ &
T URCHICH Bg Wl T 9/ & 37 fondt off Juat & rer-mey geeAred Rare
TR JHSHT NURTY TR ST DS fIa=or Iuctey =€) &, O I wiforT &
ST & b e gomr R 2orfd i 999 & 91e, Suf T 999 WR &1 & Tt
gl

56- S » FY H AP TH0NFOIR0 Uedf -6 & IFAR fHAD
26/27.08.2007 BT AR 123089 HI GSAT I IEd FHH AT T
412/2007 I gRT 302 S9H 311 Rig g Horg ’Rig St fUmg @bl oo T

RAIE 27.08.2007 &1 UTA: 2.45 TOTH O WR ot &l WY &, Safch TarIc- T uael
-3 & AR I F RUIE oA &1 A7 iR F99 3R S1g 3RFT fohd oA
&1 T foHId 27.08.2007 T9FF 6.00 ST I 12.10 I 3ifehe foam T 8 3R
URCHICH 9 fhd ST &1 §9T 27.08.2007 F9F 13.15 a1 3ifdhd favam am
g AR geef &-3, alTer guSEET uedf @-2, gReHeH RUIE ued @-4,
URCHICH &g YT Yo yoa wiet arer eef @-11, arRef faa=or ueef #-12,
Jrefierd el PRATR &1 UNT o Ueef 3-13, IR FRiere o1 Uit o ueef
&-14 foreft TR oft &/ T 0 3175 0 3R 0 U<Sf B-6 F ITHY JHAT IURTY HE&T
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412/2007 3IUd GRT 302 ARGIY SUS Higdl g9M 3T g g Forg (g Ih
fOmC a1 Ieg 81 81 39 Hayl § AT 98T GRT I8 9919 ol T faeT T
T T & 13 S Ffcasr sifdd =121 fhaT ST et B8R 31k $6 MR W= HeH
a1 RUIE o7 ST T TG & 1S S b7 ST 81 AT ST GahelT Bl

57- It S TG H ARV & fag ffeaed 3 g8 o sarg foian 8 b
g a1 Raré f&Hid 27.08.2007 BT 2.45 TOTH 0 TR IS T5hdl 68 GNI
ST PRIAT ST UGS -5 BRI S0 S10 & 3T ST 4T 8, TReg JAfHITo
ae hHY IR I RIAT BRI T A1 GRT ufousien 7 i wf SeRifeal 9
Ig Ty gofaan nfed 8 STeT 8 {6 UsR1a ge & 99 a1l TaddT g 3w
ER R A5G e T 3R 7 & I8 Fifcet Aol 31fAd 31 8- ¥ qdlel T i
R 3G AR & A1 AIIS o7 3R I8 YA ol BRIdTa! & IURId &t fSiell

3R] IR Ug|

58- 39 Traey ¥ weft o secqp 1 7 ufusten § we foar & f5- Y A W
I8l q o felt aafth 7 oM R a1 Slowo, oo @ W T sl
IRaR & et 3 afth 7 At R B9 fBar 8T BF § GIAT o & 919
A IR g IRft | 9 &1 AN AR DY R o 32 9, i & R D
) RAurd &1 arlt & el A1 g A ReRyR RaiféT At 81 gt Rard
fordt SITcht 8 37ue Mg |/ HERT fRIATR R SFRRIS 81aR TR | I8 JH1 Ut
D G J& HHART A TA of Tl N 98 FEl W, N TE A
RIS R A1 T2 IR AR R 7 g 9 foram on &6 'H aoq wefior ot
IfITe SUGR og of Off 8 91 WY § WRASYR Ah T iR FEIR A=
Aot «ff ey A & o on 9 Ry & f{urE fer d SH@r 77 i [Kig
P! Ml ARA Tall BT A 81 Jamn R 7 379 RS fagm & fag $a1)

59- 3 YR I Idd G H IufRfd & ey § rfIare= el
10 Sec10 2 71 TfuRtam F e T 2 f5- 9 # o1 T W ugar Al geAl
T R DY U8 g Mg &b S T 3hgT A T {8 g8f W T8l 9
T Y Aciee glord 3 § Tber Rig 9 19 & TP 377 @t 3R &), A1efer Mt
| O SRUATA RISt AR | TET BT Faai 3 fbar &0l GarRIeHrT 8
S & 91 o9 e 81 9 & 918 Tshdl Rig et sRadier ugd A1 Fiehdl
YOI & Ta18 T8l & T5bd & &I & ASh PR A & &1 Sb M
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ML 7 IFPw {8 §1 7 Thd g & TR 9IS I MUt &g dEQR 5
W& §1 39 S 3 AeTger e 6 I ¥ 3 & e & 915 3 o

60- SHI UPR Ih D TG H 410 Secf0 3 7 o gfqusian § B fohar § &
TR 81 0 arsehdl 8 7 oo & i sy s sruara =18 uga
| AP &b TR N DI TOT 81 T, JAMAY 1Y § Pl e ot =& T e
T & U Foedr et § & Jo amar T=hd HHEYR H U TR A1 I
g e g & U A1 g H g Id ¥ & yue fRefiu &g 3 e
AESA | Tohd g o 3T o7l T5Hhd o R el STt IReReT
19 I BT GARIHMT 81 gl o, 9 uga |

61- TS el Moo 7 7 oft M ufd At Irader &g 6 g
¥ereT OR QU & ey § Ufuxier & oo faham & fos- 3R ufd ges & usat
T &t thact el § dF R A1 IR Ul &b IR B ASh IR {&E g Tl
g e & T PEYR A W/ A1 W 9 AR F I iR 7@ F o1 W™ A
URCHEH & T R Uf 3RYTe 31 T O g2 v & & fb 98 v § €
T Ugd 1

62- TGl Bl Hfcitol JTRe g St e g foSeqjp 8 7 +ff It & Ty
o gfoodtem 5§ wer far 2 f5- ge & wwg R A Reht 7 s s 91 R
AT T TSl & IR Ud At Ugel fSeft 7 At vl o1 et 3 Sar M
aTelt I A BT B |

63— 3T et fossero 9 amaR Rz Res 99 s=auaer o ot
TERIAAM R o] R ST I UaRia™ & 999 fhet & ot g
JITRIHIUT BT A T qART S HDHR fhar & iR I8 e fobar 8 -
TR $t BRIATE 13 F9ax 15 e W a9 f&ar o darreHrT 9 S
UT T8 9, St I F7 gpa forar of) faft dam & Tarel A 7 gae
faeft Ffm 1 A TreT A el Sarn ol Rl 9a & Tarel 99 S aaw
o & o1 dig # SWIG T W o RAE 27.08.2007 & T 2.45
TOTH 0 R Ysiigpe & gl 3

64- SIRKh D TG H SRRV DT 3R H TR IRl H FH FI1 RUIS
Tt ered g Ul o o fd oM & Iraey B feEfafed Rgrd ufdurfea
T g:-
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1- 2025 (1) JIC Page 176 Allahabad Hakim vs. State of U.P., in which
Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has held that where FIR was lodged after dead
body was picked up from the place of incidence and brought to the Police
Station, after noticing injuries during inquest and postmortem and where FIR is
anti-timed and absence of reference of FIR in postmortem report and inquest
report prepared in Police Station and witness stated that police offered blank
papers for signing and he did not call police and it is not certain how police
reached at the place of occurrence and scribe of FIR was not produced as a
witness and cartridges were not found near dead body and the witnesses made
improved statements, in such circumstances, the prosecution has failed to
prove the case beyond reasonable doubt. Accordingly, appellant is titled to

benefit of doubt.

In this judgment, the Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has also quoted the
principles laid down by Hon’ble Apex Court in the case of Meharaj Singh vs.
State of U.P. 1995 (1) JIC Page 757 as follows : -

“FIR in a criminal case and particularly in a murder case is a vital and
variable peace of evidence for the purpose of appreciating the evidence led at
the trial. The object of insisting upon prompt lodging of the FIR is to obtain the
earliest information regarding the circumstance in which the crime was
committed including the names of the actual culprits and the parts played by
them, the weapons, if any, used, as also the names of the eye-witnesses if any.
Delay in lodging the FIR often results in embellishments, which is a creature of
an dfter thought. On account of delay, the FIR not only gets bereft of the
advantage of the spontaneity, danger also creeps in of the introduction of
coloured version or exaggerated story. With a view to determine whether the
FIR was lodged at the time, it is alleged to have been recorded the courts

generally look for certain external checks.”

Similarly, the Hon’ble Allahabad High Court also quoted the principles
laid down by Hon’ble Supreme Court in Mohammad Muslim vs. State of Uttar
Pradesh 2023(3) JIC Page 668 where Hon’ble Supreme Court has held that “In
Meharaj Singh vs. State of U.P, it has been opined that on account of the
infirmities such an ante-timing of the FIR loses its evidentiary value. Thus, this

entitles the accused to be given the benefit of doubt.”

Besides the above, the Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has also quoted

the observations of Hon’ble Supreme Court in Udhisthir vs. State of M.P.
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1971(3) SCC Page 436 as follows-

“The evidence given by Pws 1 and 6 before the Court was substantially in
variance with the version given by them in the statements given to the Police at
the earliest occasion. Before the Court they have considerably improved their
statements. Omissions in the statements to the Police were of a very serious

nature making their evidence before the Court false and unacceptable.”

65- UM a1 RUIC TRd Hh_l H TCICTEH o [l ST & Fvaeel § Je
o RUIS a7 157 S ufshar Gfear # fAfed uaes off Jecaquf & ok S
& IR TAD AT TR & Jg e FeiRa fovar w1 & b we g
RUIE &5 89 & 24 G0C & IR AP TH0ANF 03RO T TSR fdeiepred
T =T AfoRce, ol It o § T SATU@R 8, 3 JH9& IRgd
&1 ST ATfy SR TRGA TRl H UATEe! IR SUeed i@ Uh 0 3780 3R 0

eel -6, BRI S10SI0 Tedf &-5 BT TER P H Frf-ad dfoRee &
T ARRCE & THeT e ol I Al 11.09.2007 BT A Ueef &-6 TR
Uy HOSI0TT0 & ST ‘Seen’ & I GeH BXAER I 3ifdha fafd
11.09.2007 § THTOIT BITT &1 39 TFawe & SIFHIHI0 T 3R F T oIk o
=T g wfduTfad fopar T 8-

1- 1994 SCC Supl. (2) 372 JT 1994 (2) 627 Arjun Marik vs. State of
Bihar in which the Hon’ble Supreme Court has held that Section 157 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure mandates that if, from information received or
otherwise, an officer in charge of police station has reason to suspect the
commission of an offence which he is empowered under Section 156 to
investigate, he shall forthwith send a report of the same to the Magistrate
empowered to take cognizance of such offence upon a police report. Section
157 Cr.P.C. thus in other words directs the sending of the report forthwith i.e.
without any delay and immediately. Further, Section 159 Cr.P.C. envisages that
on receiving such report, the Magistrate may direct an investigation or, if he
thinks fit, to proceed at once or depute any other Magistrate subordinate to him
to proceed to hold a preliminary inquiry into the case in the manner provided in
the Code of Criminal Procedure. The forwarding of the occurrence report is
indispensable and absolute and it has to be forwarded with earliest dispatch

which intention is implicit with the use of the word “forthwith” occurring in
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Section 157, which means promptly and without any undue delay. The purpose
and object is so obvious which is spelt out from the combined reading of
Sections 157 and 159 Cr.P.C. It has the dual purpose, firstly to avoid the
possibility of improvements in the prosecution story and introduction of any
distorted version by deliberations and consultation and secondly to enable the

Magistrate concerned to have a watch on the progress of the investigation.

66- U o1 RUIC & e H srfae areft dio Seefo 5 T 0 37 0 faAie
PAR A fdoRten 5 He a1 2 F-ued 3-6 e Ruic ot Tei 0 & wrem |
Ied P e e @ sen w, sifda ad 81 wed @6 e
T 0 3113 0 3R 0 H qTel & I o qlel TF H DIg gEaleR a1 Fat sFrer
T8I 81 IS & THG AT S5 A At WRaeyR oft S RaiféT gt o

67- U PR Ith P T H TSI gl & 91 diet gRT o a7 37 fhad)
&b GRT T YT G Bl PN B dlel ARKAT &b A9 BT Bls FeTrT et
ft TR W Y2 a1 RUIC ot {60 9 a@ aRerfad el 8iaT1 &1 ardl & §R
TR deR Ul $-1 I JaAR MoSe)p 1l R FHRIRRAT & IgHIR
TRCYR AT, ORI 3fFTa arst & I HT TSR &, & Bieciaan o I 3
A D IRUAA o S T e TNpR B 8, Weg 39 g |
fdae 90 Sect0 6 FRT HIAURIET & P 5T 17 & 35- Tl & T RIQYR
RaiféT Ahr & 3R usar 81 ... Hi0 I AGT RAID 27.08.2007 THI
5.0099 g8 TM IMCET g T8l el WA 8, P [T g9 THOI’F 0
TH0H0 W& A o Pt § sfo o F afer far & % srermar g &
faelt 7 Bic g & welftor Y Tt AR T 81 o1 GIa1 F99 12/12 Fof fredt
= U AeTge § AR B0 Yok AT ARt T B0 IFEIGR NS & AR ST
Uga Y ATe §on b Bic Rig & wweiior oiffa ot et 7 Meft 9R w8, <
gRIeT el H TR TR o, {3 ot og M § B0 IEEIGR S D R
Tl & |1 IRIEREAT &R & W@ 5| .. 10 IHEETSR N $Ht ot Al
27.08.2007 @ A dra For Sito o ¥ 3ifdha g, S I8 +ft sifda 8 5 M
3rerar § 3ifd g 3 fslt = Mt AR R &, o) arrer srawee § i arel
q ISP R 1A & AT I ST o TR, 181 R ! g & Rt

68- U UPR JfIAGH HI 3R T WIfAT xR T IURIh J1&T0T gRT i
TRt THBRITRAT & YR R HTH 27.08.2007 T 2.45 Iof UTd: ATST Trgehd]
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&g 1 IuRAT o TR IggeR T2 ol RUE IRgd d S & Ty
SR TRl ¥ ufduea Rgral & Ui 4 I<gRue & St 8, g
heReReY IURIh Aokl H TfauTied gl &I T JeheHT TRy &1 J
3= s Tk 0 311 0 3R 0 T fIIROT G=RId=THT I ST & 912 Uf¥d 3y
gfel UoAl g gieeAred RUiE H S8 A f6d 9 @ 9o g Rue i
27.08.2007 % IWIT AR X I D 11.09.2007 DT TG AfoRSE P
THE T Pl M & HeRaRed T TRl § TM o R gl T T
TR, S TR T & 918 S (T ST TIET: URATAT 8ial &

69- SATIIHTON Bl 3R A U Farg I8 ff forar rar 8 1 mem g Raré
At GRT SRRV 3o {8 T Tord 998 It fUvg & o &1 &of sl WY
g, T aret d0S0 1 g 37T HIEor §RT &RT 161 SUS Uiohar Giedm &
AT H 4 SIRIHTUT GRT USRI TS D BN fopar STH1 ot gamn g, fSet
g fadaes SR Al g 3 TaTeM & Fees! R TR 7ae0 Aot 9 +f 8t
g, T fqoad 110 S0 6 FRT TR ) T G2 FoR! T I Ue e &-7

5 &1 o™i T IR 3IR I &1 Jfewr! DI G P 3R WFT Y T8 GRT ST
ST A Ao veef -7 7 fRIfRd fhar i 81 59 <1fafRe fo See1p 6 g1
I AFAT AR UG B-7 Dl a1t Dl FMeE! W TR Bar 1 Sari T &,
R e el oo Secjp 6 7 UfAURIET H $H Fa-9 H I8 e fhaT § o -
IS} T BT S Tt 0 1 7 T & o & faan o 39 et 3 95 e
fam o f5 & At A oft <) et e 7 @ el SR g i AR HF T
ofT, ST SR I Bl 3R AW | I Hog S g, T eArerann (498 81 /g T[S H
3R DI T, SHD! H UgAH el URIT| FATera § e & <A 7N Ugel ARdE
gt off, fORT SATetaT A ART o, fORIaT JHSHT I e 81 IR | arel @rll A
T 91 T & 377 <81 2| H SreaE & 5@ U o) 3 wetont S7Radt A ot
T ®Y § oy It fi=g g relen @t <@ o a9 I3 39 gar & oo @
T TTeraweRt # ot

70— SR fademT a8 TSHd 7 I I8 917 ot off f6 g3 9@ o I
&1 BNTTI § TUE & g YR AT| 3R BT AR TeAqwent § forar & 81 geft
TR faas et fo o 6 7 ufdusten ¥ a8 weF R 8 & Tars srReh
g 7 3RM fadTmT 28.08.2007 P Terd! T g BT AW Melt TA ATl
fpal § =& AT o drerar Ris &1 7 Iarn onl S gl 7 W \d wE
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FSHY FBIGY GRT B | IS B AWK §Y <@ P 91 qarh ot
SRR RES PT 97 I Gl IHGh & AFH dlelt 919 Tai qardt off| a8
wE ¢ & g2 IR fada srory s 6t wiferaan w81 urft it 8 +f wd 8 b
fepeft <t arfoigh & e  fobelt ag At Rt 8T gt

71- S & T A s Mo Sef0 1 7 ufAuiem § e frar & fh- meft
T & 915 B A &9 T AN 3 | T9 & AN B W i 3R §AR e
Ugel § &l OFT R | SRR § 99 &7 AN 31 @Y M 50-25 Hiex T
XY R PPN & W DY TR o gob | A a8 W Y 919 781 9,
AET T8I TOUR |

72— S UBR I & Trae § W0 S0 3 A Hfcustem § e o € fh-
FbY BT SR A T WO BT /M R et 5T &1 T S 090 Tl & TR
&I AR, b T8 GRM FBM H B | TIT FBM GRT T8l a1 AT| T H
IR 9 RAETEe W e VA R Tbd Bl Jdtol R 7 Fear g 996 &R
& 3R TN 3R TR T A A P AN TeAT FAA U A1 U5 | T T/ R
99 Ugd 9, 79 dIcfze Ja@ I dicfee sId H G § Adhe S IR IS
ofT| % & 19T T ARRA {8 e w© & &% g & areran &g A +R At o
et AR 81 T & SIS 91 89 @M Ugd & Al HeHT ¥ | 3 & TR P
9YP 99T GI R {88 & Al d1g o= 78 91 99 &, Refly &g, ™
Murer g, dicfEe AT Bt ofaR el SRUdTA Igavel 3R |

73— S & Tg H N0 Seefp 7 7 WAURIE W He T € - ©a o1 S
W AFH R Soxal 81 § 5q § ofF & I U8l A 3Rft| FH & SR
JIER PT XA WIADR A J T §6 HeA § fed T 3R Tig $H aAreran
&g o umer o 3R 98 O ™ A1 Tg TN &I Al 21 el ¥ B fasar e
St I oR gfers 3 = oft sk i ot Mt |/ sRuaTe o Wt eft

74— 3 TR WoSeero 8 7 off ufduten # e favar & fh- F SRM
fadem, fFT® 28.08.2007 @1 fadwAT MfBHR P g8 Fa= &l T o fb
"8 g AR AET B W ¥ o 6 R R/ ¥ et 3R Tid & o {8 9% fieg
q Teral 33 g=aeae g ... 9

75- UE W8 & & &9 APl & [N BR | HeT AMRYEHT0 37 ;R § iR &
Arll & TS # drerc g &1 9o g1 I8 98l § fb N T | & ]G RD
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YT P @ 8 31k XGRS GSD & U ATera {48 ol 799 gl

76— U GE & ¥ & AN Ugal B A W A A S H o A, R
Y IR A ST BleTpR &9 ARl SRS A I | I8 et & b s areft
A A GFT @M & 915 G9T R 9.30 39 I § A T 9| WY PEl o B
9, fiR ar 10 ¥ 5 e 915 T W | I T H Meit H 3@y 78 gt
Ut # 9 & SAETS R S et

77— SWRIT P YR W IR D AR H T& TG o+ DT HIR_T fbar 11
g b SIS et &t 3R & TRifad Ry T HIEor & 9RT 161 Sv< Uik
SifedT & 9T @ fafer & geenfid gl & IgaR faRiemy g 9 8g
QTN fohaT ST HHaT & 3R TR Fh=or H SAHIIo H1&fhor o S0 1,

0 Secf02, Mo Teeg0 3, WO TG0 7 T WO S0 8 & GRT IR & THE
eI PR URT 161 S Ufehar Gigar ¥ e g fRrammdt o= i3 €, oA
gt fadae GRT & Tt THGRIRIT ¥ Bl & 3R S & MMUR W ORI 161
SUS UfchaT HigdT & 9aMI F aral g HI8RTOT GRT TSR gl $f 4 Rhdl GRT
f3R ST &1 SIS HAHS BFT T ST B, FORgeh! gt 37 de § ot et
g & I M 5 AT T 3T AMAGh leral TS Bl A< gRT 4
gl & Ty H TRTAR +ft {351 a1 @i 915 H IGh! ATt Ted IRy ST
I I [oeg i T1eg 9 Fem R & S9 fdad aRT Ugd Hawor 5 Rat
feram |

78— SO bR IS ITFIUT §RT URT 161 SUS Hhal TfgdT & S1 5

URF A arel foSeelo 1 a Hrefior oSl 7 9 W0 S0 8 GRT USRI
AT & SN0 BT TeHT BINT TR B U ST G Uga {51 ST o &,
g fodad 0 See10 6 GRT & Wi THERITRAT & MR TR 7 it Arafiror
SRT TCHAT Bd I & <@ I J Uga {dhar ST fddad @ aRT 161 <08
fehaT GiedT & SuF1 7 9™ I Gl giY BKft B, WReg AT & 98 3
<L ETaTRTOT GRT & Ml T JAMATST GAAdR i H i SR SRS BT SISl
TGP dTER 3 TR SR T Alch F TR §U ST ST JRIT -7 2

79— I P FIH H AR B IR I TR ol Tl T Wi &: -
1- 2020(111) ACC Page 904 Supreme Court Parvat Singh & Ors.

vs. State of M.P. in which Hon'ble Supreme Court has laid down that it is
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well settled pro— position of law that statement recorded under Section
161 Cr.P.C. is inadmissible in evidence and can’t be relied upon or used to
convict the accused and as per the settled proposition of law, the
statement recorded under Section 161 Cr.P.C. can be used only to prove
the contradictions and/or omissions but the benefit of material
contradictions, omissions and improvements must go in favour of the

appellants/accused.

80— 3H UPHR SWIh Aok H Hlufed g & v uegd e H
IS 78TO 90 oo 1, TOTeef0 7 T U0 S0 8 FRT URT 161 TS
gfchaT Hfedl & M § el aR <IRITd & T8 99 A1 ST gui:
e & 3R fIoge 910 Scf0 6 FRT SR fdemT g Hmefimor & st &f g
o T 8, D TR I & 94 [ ™ S & uRid ST b
fJdaed 0 Tect0 6 GRT g ot uedf ®-7 H RIf2d fovar a1 8, wega
TR 5 4 STHGHTOT GRT USRI TSAT DI I AT T TR H R ST
q 3 o™ & TR IR T a1 oo™ &1 179 31R AR oxaT o off gofa:
e g1 St U et Fo Tegl0 1, 7 T 8 GRT U HeHT Bl 39 &RT 161
SUS UfshaT |iedl & UM § Bd A <G TMT g ~I-ITd & F98 St | A1
IRIPR IS T SRATST WleTd? FTER 3T TR IRV bl ST T ST
T 8 3R S P YR W U@ 3T IUgd Aol TS Bl fadgd R
fRTAR foram ST @ e F UR) 9M WR S1fR[S efleran ue @ Rer ax A
ST &1 gfY il 8 3R SRM faoar = S1feR[h & Trary § &g foamed a
SRt 1 891 off gufa: a1fed €, foId ey SR 1IN S &t

&1, TrafRTor fo Tecgo 1, 7 T 8 Y USRI TeHT & T ST ¥ TR U
+ft Fegreug &l el B

81— SIFIIHIU &I 3R | TH FA1G TSI TSAT R UHIL BT IS 21 7 8
&1 oI, o &1 TR a1 8 3R I8 off gy o & 1 af =ieeht 1t 8T A
o ol ST 8 o ©d A SIHAIS A1EI0T ST STTWRIHIU ST <xd ST FF A
BT T8I AT ST Fohel 81 39 HeW H ST ol 3R & F=faifd TR
TR &l &: -

1- 2024(128) ACC Page 217 Mazid & Ors. vs. State of U.P., In
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this very ruling the Hon’ble High Court has also held that in the absence
any evidence having placed on record regarding existence of inverter, it
was not open for the trial court to infer that sufficient light existed at the

spot on account of inverter.

82— HCAT ¥UA I HTAT P I U1 & Sd & aaa arell Mo Teego 1 A
foRter = wee fa & fon: - eR H foreft @1 daem 8 ol Sttt s
& 4-5 TEAT A Sercl! off | TR TR & SR TRE S WS STRT 81 S fFR
TR 1S H fSorel &1 uier 81 98 fastell @1 diet ORI *R 8k § dR 31 g,
SR ot @ e far on . gadk i s oot ¥ 9t gt 81 .. 3
faaIAImRY @1 3ot SHacR 9 St @ oml #7 I8 a1 SRR Sft B Sarn
o7 f5 SgT Tt M R AR $HY ASe o1t oireht oY1 g9 eI EH § He &
T TR 3¢t Bt Tge ofeT <8t off | H 5-6 T UGt Gl ... FORT R AR o
oIeT T, 9 TR G & Tl G aRuRf & i 7 38T ol Jae de g S us
ofT| oI R HTeliol DY AGE F IR AR Medt B (9 7 <) B o)

83- T TR 39 Ty H e el dto S0 2 7 ufausiem § dee
forarr & fop:- wre & 1G99 I # H ygan ot qef el T8 oft1 ge & T
feAT® 26.08.2007 HRF 6.00 9 & P 27.08.2007 P Y 5.00 T TH
factel 718l oft| T I AP ® "eAT & T Aot T8 oft, T & g g
& e ot

84— 3T Ire=Y N 10 Seefp 7 7 oft mfausten & wem faw & f- LaRug R
HeRt f9Et oft| iffia it aRURf & et § TR G RREF H e A . BT
T R R R fAoreft 1 doaee o, R oar f6 S8 F5 791 77 &R o 3iR
f3STett T B-geM &l oT1 ART TP GRMT R i & 3R 81 ™R §H W & 1A
A T R 2

85— U YHR U0 Seel0 8 TRcll S Hear &g 71 off ufquste & wee fawan

& for- I8 9El & 1 "eT & 9G9I Ue §9T A H orge At oft, U g v
3 otrge et oft| I 9 # & s arel iR A rge Xe @1 dsger ol

86— ©CAl T U TH QT HE o 9 Fack & Ty § faog®
o Secl0 6 7 TfuRter § weF T § fh- o wue & e 7 adt &
T § DI farorel! BT Frae T8l 3iR T IR factelt & @Y O g /A
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T HHM R & 98l W Femr o 3R e Fort R, P8l ) off B
&g 1S faotell o1 781 AT It gRT 99/ ™7 4T STt A g9 SieT %87 T
DS St 81 oft 3fik 7 #7 38 i B B FIR T

87— 39 TR AT FIEor GRT HT TRt IWIch HNHRIThAT § Tg T2
quicT: H1fed 8 o SIS AafiToT GRT H3FTa TeAT & F9 STHGHIul bl
UEd =g U B G #Nd BFT UM B TN S/[aed T 8, Wy
STTIIISIT U&T T5RTAT TSHT & T Hich UR TebIeT BT AMHYHTU bl Uga &
U $Nd 8T 1T v & Yoial: 3RIWhel &l &

88— SAMIYHIU & IR I FAfifd TSR ff Igd bl Y 8: -

1. 2005 Supreme Court Cases (Criminal) 1050 Raja Ram vs. State of
Rajasthan in which Hon’ble Supreme Court has held that where the
prosecution witness has not supported the prosecution case and has not been
declared hostile than evidence of such witness if relied upon by the defence

would be binding on prosecution.

2. 2018 (2) ACC Page 438 Ram Lakhan vs. State of U.P. in which Hon’ble
Allahabad High Court has held that where the prosecution has failed to declare
the prosecution witnesses as hostile than the testimony of such witnesses is
binding on the prosecution and defence is not precluded from relying on their
evidence as their testimony is binding on the prosecution. With regard to
above, the Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has also held that when direct
evidence is not reliable and the contradictions in the testimony of prosecution
witnesses go to the root of the matter in such cases motive becomes relevant
for establishing the prosecution case. The Hon’ble Allahabad High Court has
also quoted a previous judgment of State of U.P. vs. Kishanpal & Ors.
2009(64) ACC Page 394 Supreme Court where it has been held that the motive
may be considered as a circumstance which is relevant for assessing the
evidence but if the evidence is clear and unambiguous and the circumstances
prove the guilt of the accused, the same is not weakened even if the motive is
not a very strong one. It is also settled law that the motive loses all its
importance in a case where direct evidence of eye-witnesses is available,
because even if there may be a very strong motive for the accused persons to
commit a particular crime, they cannot be convicted if the evidence of eye-

witness is not convincing. In the same way even if there may not be an
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apparent motive but if the evidence of the eye-witnesses is clear and reliable,

the absence or inadequacy of motive cannot stand in the way of conviction.

89- HMHN IFdH AR d HEAN gafleldla 3= IRl gRT 3UX[<h
gfcurfed fagral & Tarel H STfHAIS U&7 df $9 720 g A &l Plg ol el
T S Hevar & & srfaor mefRTor tho Secjo 2 9 3 A A ™ & 418 &
31c: I GRT UfcTuRtar 5 &l Wit TEBRITKAT T Pl AT TTHRIHTUT b gaT H
Te! 1T ST FehelT &, Fifch Tiipd B H AHITSH g&T FIRT FI&or h0 Secj0 2
q 3 O yearel S T8 oxiET 7 81 g8l I8 SeEHd § & s wneft
0 S0 2 GRT di i FpRIfRAT ¥ ot s1fagrem arafir do Seeq01, 7 9 8
&I T TS dTel HHM $I B WR IURAMRT T I gRT IR Bl <l
ST +ft TCERYS 81 ST &, Fifd e el 1o Seejo 2 §RT ufauster §
78 o off 5T T 2 - T & BR | TIhY T TR e gor Bl g &
TR Tl BT TG YT ST AT 781 T, § &7 Tl 6T & TG T5hdl &
BR & AN /M AHH A & 91 AT § 7% B & a1 I R S A
31T g T a1 AP & RS | oed 9| .99 H JReHIEH & 918 19 J9|
dter ag mig # =t gt off & gae B IfvmEl 3 AR 81 99 § qew Ul
e T TR UgaT T 9 1S 941 81 off & e aRT 31 g o/eig ua
g "eT & T gfer T # SRk e

90- I UPR T T H U10 Segi0 3 7 off mfauian H e fharr & fh- R
g & Freran 98 g7 Sead {8 ot I8 1 S geAT 3§ W g & drern 98
ot St & < 21 FEIAT X2 O D b 18T S GoIDb B IR AT b G e I,
SEM U dreral g gRT 5 S dei Yfa & oM W dTerar g &1 9/
SR o1 Tt gfel et g @ udhe aR of TRt oft

91— SIMIIHIU GRT 3 YR WR ff A H1&fHTor & Hed g fadae i
BRIV @7 Ak & it g 5 fddad GRT 98r1a geT & SWid Fafad <=
Y AT FIENN & U okgdg fhd W &, 1 g & gl & faudid
g, o fd:— (2006) Supreme Court Cases (Criminal) Page 549 Gayadeen

vs. State of M.P. the Hon'ble Supreme Court has held that where the
prosecution witnesses who were examined to prove that accused used to
beat his deceased wife, inspite of being available if not questioned by IO

with in a reasonable time i.e. while one of them was questioned after 20—



State Government Vs. Sanjai Pratap Singh & Ors 37

22 days the other was questioned after 8 days of the incident hence there

was every possibility that they were planned witnesses.

92- TR WU H 4o GRT aTet T 99l U "e & & & foran
STHIT SR &, U+ ST & 3= Fefhon, Qe o= geft aefivor &
A fadde gRT &% 9 &9 Y T § 3R Jh < Bl DI Jihgh AR g
BRI fodadh GRT Hafvid -Tal foar T 2

93— JNUIINH HAD & ATHR TSR TS 12,30 ol AA &l BHT I
T 8, IReq YA R SUSe 18T g GReHISH RIS & IR TSR TeT
T 12.30 Iof BFT AT HENUG &1 I 8 3R I |iefivor & rgaR
TSI AT § A 2 HRR 891 9 2 BRR &I 1A |t &l GAT ST 0T g,
I8 39 Frg H ARG & R1 I8 $e fhar T & fh- d9 a%
deSars & PRR 6 A GR 1 = yeR 3 ey F dio Sse10 1-
Frsohel 8 7 fdorian & e b & fo—oreT &t I oFTT 9.00-9.30 T
& AN @HT TR | T A1 3R o Gad 9 R fIar off sRee § S w®"e
W R &7 Tt IRIR & AT BT R\ R A A A 3revett wRdt oft ) qrht
9 95 B W 9 &, fS9$ 3FER g% 9 39 URaRSH &R 9.00-
9.30 991 H Ug & A &1 | aR folan ST TAIfora 8IaT 8, IRy fRifdeda
reft dto See104 10 T 0 60 THT = UfAuRtem § weF fhar & fh-9/q wdreor &
I J9 3 a9 Od el &, I 3 BRR & A1 oftl Tie [0 1 & JafelT 3h
goic &t 3o o S T8 BT 81 Aicfee @ 3 A1 @S 1 93 B dY dieiteM
TR T el 21 AR AR gTer Harg | 8 3R A G el I e R Gl
AN Y AN AT TDHA ] .. T G P G oI €/ 3T T e IS fpar Ev

94— IH UBR AMAANSH &N gRT dT TRt IWIth FDRIRKIT I Tg T2
qufd: TTfed 2 fo el srfeier STafiToT GRT &1 hRR &l 3TarsT &l =T aarl
T 8, g8l greeHTed Rl 910 Seej0 4 & H1eT & SFIER Jad 31fd & IRR
W 3 3T IR Pl YL °19 el & 3R S JBR STE! A H1afior gRT
9.00-9.30 o |l THT IR &, Ih &b TR T TSI g1 BT 12.30 T
gfed M1 TegRUS 81 Il &, Jifd dNeAred RUic uedf @-4 9 fafecas
et Mo Teef0 4 & AR Jad o TS § G-Iy & gd & Ao b
g, fOId heleaed 39 SMYR R U1 €cHT &1 12.30 99 gfed 8l
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oI T8l Bl 8|

95— SIHYTHITOT & 3R H AU Al b T H AT Ao+t TR ol
gi-

1. 2004(1) JIC 755 (SC) Page 755 Badam Singh vs. State of Madhya
Pradesh in which Hon’ble Supreme Court has held that mere fact that
prosecution witnesses were consistent in what they say is not a sure guarantee
of their truthfulness if court comes to a conclusion that conduct of witnesses is
such that it renders case of prosecution doubtful or incredible court may reject
their case and as far as motive is concerned where ocular testimony appears to

be suspect existence or absence of motive acquires some significance regarding

probability of prosecution case.

2. 2004 Supreme Court cases Criminal Page 75 State of Punjab vs.
Harbans Singh & Anr, in which Hon’ble Supreme Court has held that where
as per the prosecution case the prosecution witnesses held to carry the injured
to the hospital and remained with them but the prosecution have not examined
any such witness and if the examined witnesses also help to carry the injured
person to primary health center but no blood-strained clothes were recovered
from the possession of the witnesses which makes the presence of prosecution

witnesses at the place of occurrence doubtful.

3. 1996 Supreme Court cases Criminal Page 1028 Alil Mollah vs. State
of West Bengal in which Hon’ble Supreme Court has held that conviction can
be based on the testimony of the single eye-witness if he is wholly reliable and
corroboration is required when he is only partly reliable and conduct of the
witness in not telling anyone about the occurrence till next day found

unnatural, creating an impression that he had not witnessed the incident.

96— HFHIT I=TH I GRT SURRD TSRl § gfquTied g & giera
3T refiTor fo S0 1, 2, 3, 7 I 8 TT 4o W0 Seel0 6 GRT di
Tt SIRRh FIBRIThAl & TP H 3TfTer arefivor Mo Seefo 1, 7 9 8 &Y
TSRT TSAT & I HeAT ¥ R U Fgus 8l M g Wigd wd
USRI geAT T By gggaell drefl foem ue R wifed 7 a=_p oW g
T ggieelt Tielt ST aret & AT 9 gae & qMeT § SiR Tipd Y F TS
ge & T HeAT TS W & Jadd P RER dlelt aRIR W W | o, DI
IS Ue gRT WRIAT F PRI S b oReoy AT T8 AT
3o yam g 9 Fog yam 8 S fUeg g1 f&HId 26/27.08.2007 &t
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T 12.30 99T AT & BR H YA a_ § A I8 a1aT & il ffHa bl Mt
ARIR &I HING [HaT THT Heg ¥ W AIfod ax H (9o ge gofa:
3Rt 8T 8| frsdd: JfUgH IO Horg wad g It fivg 9 oy ua s
R T GRT 302 FUSA GRT 34 YRR U Higdl & 3TRIY & R &g

SIS T ST a1 g

Rl

SITHHTOT TRy Uy 8 Ith fieg, 1 | TRiefur Fwa1 39/ 2008 Iy
gfd FoRr uam {8 Sh fUvg 5 a1 If9gd 3o ua i @1, T u_iaon
T 277/2008 I5T WA 9 A 8 H, Id foReg TR T 3TRIY
I ORI 302 U &RT 34 YR UL Hizdl, 3TARTe TR 412 /2007,
U SIg, el RN |, SWh fhdT ST 81 SRR ST R 8 Td
I H IURRIT 81 I8 AURET H o I Taeehl el 2 AFHRIHIU &
gou I TR ST € o SIAFER) @ S9d Siicd I SHHIfId foam STar

=

SIIGHIU oI HTT e It =g T 3rory udma g @ fFafer fsar
ST & {6 98 9RT 437 Y SUS UfhAT Hfgdr & Sgured § 15 fod & e
- &R ®UT & Aol S7au= q>m Ia- & geRIer dH QI-al SHEEd
SRS T GHTAT I, ST TR 6 AT T T & |

R &t v Tfa T uRteiur IR 277/ 2008 IS Ui 3o udy g

IR TG!S0
feiw- 14.07.2026 (e uret fE)
.D. No. UP05691
T e,
RIENeT |
Ig TR 31T *R GRT Yol <R H S¥1aNd & fodTfehd dreh AR
7|
fei®w- 14.07.2026 (a1 uret fE7)
.D. No. UP05691
T3 e,
RIENe |
Sripal Singh
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