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EIRT 2| Safdh W dSdh 7 HEl fb RraH T 97 § 98 ©d W %,
ST 910 BT oIbx drg fadrg 89 o 3R ™R dSd o T dled A FA]
fhar a1 IURIh fAUefRToT / SIAhIToT 4 Bias ¥ 9 o] Svel | AR
gied o Y W 9 B RR R % Aic 3T o | Aiel & RO
i TR AN ASHT TR PR d8I0 81 AT AT | S AR IRMET 8H IR 109
% 98d 9 A 9 H Hie W ugd df <@ {6 W1 AsHT JErRl @ gerd H
TSl & | SAIHIAV MG & AR DI T G @B 9N T o, 9 g
JAGTHION BT A 37U A ¥ <@l o1 | H 30 deh DI I8 DI
gl H ISR BR WR o A7 fR 1 & oAl 9 URel=a Dl eIl o,
ST IR dAedR § U e DI A1 H b TRBRI IRUATA ABNYR o
T A7 I8 R HIGE SIFeR] §RT WX d€d Bl dlel & WAfd IUdaR

fhar o, IReg AR ol @l BeAd TR B & BRU Sdex] o STl
YA WATR & ol Rer &R 33 o AR Sefr srudrel § b
o1 wcll dxeb gorrel fban Tar o AagR fSTel sRudrel § YRR A1 gar
o I¥D d1a el 3Rudrel IR I BTefd TR B & BRUT A Shd
BITS AETSH & ol RER aR QT o Afehd Bretel T@S 9 @l oA
9l PR STl AT TAT AT TS § W s d R H <hd 1 o
o | I¥D I {Y Ed HeH W S[de’] §RT geel o & T oAl | gel
@ o S QT 36 22.03.2021 BT AT ARG SMHR A
g8} Ueb I7eld Ffch A dlel dletebr 1T U3l forgamar o, forg el o
g9 USPR GAMT o AR URAT 0Ff g P 916 IH W U BHIER

PR A H AT o, foTe MR UR SWRIKh JhadT Usilgd gl o |

el = WA A BTl HO 4% /3 WAl UF Q@1 9 USHR AR
T AT el fb I g8 WA U § Sl 39 o W fer o, gl gro
TR U H 9ol Tl Ud BIeR &l gie fhd SN & uwErq gesl
H—1 STell TAT| Y arar = 3R1 99 forar o, vd a9 fFRreedl w®
HCARYA Bl AR IR fHAr oar|” Well ¥ g9 ud o fagm
Sfferae g1 foRe &1 T B |

ST Al dioSsjo2 SH GRT SO ALy J& wRieT
H I8 U fHar B fh —
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" gl AT | AT 5 AT U B 8 | AR, faF g v
I Tl A T, WHI UM b AR qol BT AT || I AHIHIT U 0>
BIPR 3 B8 [ BRI W 2 3R Wd § I-I1 IT1 9 §ART © | Saidh
i Per fb s =1 97 € 98 Wd W7 B Sl 91d Bl AN
e—faare 8 @I IR HY T died | 91 fHar ar SuRih fagefTor
9 HES ¥ 9 AO—SvS ¥ g3 AR Uled o, R W RR W) B!
e M M| Al & HRU § Ae R AR o) 98T ' T S
YR—IRTET B WR TG & 9gd A T g 3R Odell dle R ugd T |
JIAGHITOT Ta & AN BT g WX TSl B <@ HR 9RT T | 9T §Y
SIARTHITOT DI HY U il & <&l AT| J31 JBeil I Taad H IR
TR R AT T T, R TG & AN A Gger= golrl, [379 WR dTqaR
W OIS AT H AR WREBRI ATA dexR o T | 981 W AN
SlFeRl gRT W0 @ISt &I WIfAe IUaR {6 731, iReg #)1 gleld TR
8 & HROT Sfgexi - Jo1 RTel SRudial WIdTgR Y6 & f3ar | AargR
AT H Uh &7 Hell B Solrol fhar 737 o7 | HIargR {STefr Jregdrat
H GRI— AT BT AT | I d18 o7l Udrel AR ¥ grerd TR 8
& HRU HISHA Plelol AWTSH B (ol VPR IR QT AT | AfShel Diciol
@S H al i 9l BRe gl fhar a1 of | d@E s § R & e
A1 & | D 91 §{Y Med Ao W Sael gR1 gel o df AT ot
AT @ Rud g R W Al A foert o | gfes aral =7 =1 991
forar o | el & ward uet & fagr srfeaa gRT foRe @1 T 2 |

3ffraTST ¥l dlosecfo3 WA gRT U1 WU X URIe
H I8 U fHar B fh —

"R WIS SHTGIRT  §9 JhaH & HoAlOH RToiel, |l d
femR @& 9/ 5 @1 AW &1 fqare = @1 2 e 22.03.2021 @7
HAA AT 4 9ol QA # SR 9491 oo™ Sif W & 7fg & fyardl
2Ol W IR B TS H & o | Od R A SHY (U W& H Td g
3 AEARGl & A1 T+ &1 &7 o Al IURIh JASTHAN UhRI B
fIer R U 81T H WIS, ol AU BT H TSl 9 {AY U RS H
UL R Wd H I 3R W Wdol ¥ HEl & Wd §ART § 39 ©d H
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=T AT Q81 TAT A ATS STTQIel g SHY o JURT &l df g6 d1d W)
SR ARl 7 Fal f& SHY & 9 ¥ AR & J& $Hed gd dAl
ART UPRT BB HIaS] AT 9 SUST ldR dls | BIas A fJemR 9 9
IOl 7 @Sl 9 F 9a9 9 U8 9 W 9ol @ HUR OF H ARA DI
a9 AR g TRR W IR By, g9 &1 g fBar offe |9 ann
S W ARA & a9 9Rd W8, 5 -1 90l & RR W) S 3
IR off Alel & PRV a8 Hie W AR & 9819 & T A7 | HHl AR
IRET B8 W G & 9gd 9 AN Hid W gd T | MWD Ta &
AN T AT GIHR SF F AR D gHD] od I 9N T o, 9Rd g
SIAGTHION bl HY (U AT F QAT T | HRT HATSI AR e H
o7 | el I TSR TR UR AT TT AT fhR Mg & T o TeJel=d bl
AT o, [ TR TATEHR W Hcilol bl o’ TRBNI IRUATS TeYR ol

T o g8l WR Hlge SRl gRI A dlel & Ui SuaR fdhar o,
R IFD! BTeld TR BN & BRI Sgex] - fSTell 3udrel HIdargR &
ford R o far o JargR f57elr regarel | U fad 9l &k Salrol
fhar rar o AR RS7er Jregdarel § e o1 g3l o7 S d1a foTelT
AT AR A BTeld TR B @& HRU ASHA Blelol TS ®
ford ReR &R a2 o #fSdhel Bl og=s; H &l fad 9dl B gl
BT T o7 oREe; H W 9l & RR A i W & o | 9 918 §B
REd Ao W SIae’i gRT ged! < & 1 i | gedr & Ruie o wR
A 9s A foraril o | gferd arar = AT 99 forar or| ¢ ARl 9 g9
qer & fag sfferdeRt gRT SR &1 T © |

ST el diossjod Ha RIR gRT 3o+ v gw=
wer H I8 by fbar g b —

"fqAIB 22.03.2021 & FHA TT dol I GeAT & H U I8l
gdg IR & A1 U4 W W AT AT| W 8ls & s HIg SNIarel
fuell faemR ¥ ¥d &1 fdarg @ R T =6l o @ 7 | ’A® 22,03,
2021 BT FHA 04.00 do1 &7 BT AR, Jols 9 |AY Sl WX I8
g™ IR @ &) @& TSI H J&d & | a9 AR ISl SHYT U+ d H 7fg 9
3= FEIINAT & |IRf 1 a1 &7 o Tl IURIh o = o e
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3U B H WIael, ol AU BT H ASI 9 FAY AU BT H Sl
SIHR U WA H Y 3R W Aol A MR | 8T 6 I8 ©@d eI/ &
S T A 181 | OTd AR gBAlg B WIS SQIe d Al SHY | 3k
PI A S 91T TR SURRD AR 7 Bl fb ST SHI B 59 A AR Sl
FHEd gJ dFI AN TR BIaR IMUE—3u il # foy g3 R @
AT AR 9ol & SW AdDRA g O I AR & 799 4 RR ) @
IRR R TR R Q| s W 9l & RR W Bl =0 [l o =er
% HRU g8 Al R MR B GBI 8 AT oAT| BIol AR IRMET 8 R
Ta & g8 W AN Hid R Ugd T | AYHIO Wa & AN Bl 3T
Q@A G ¥ AR DI gHd] od g 9N T o, H G AFAGHA0N bl
ART YT A QAT o | AR IS SHE AROMA fRe] H TSI gail
o7 | el S TSR TR UR AT TT AT fhR Mg & T o TeJel=d bl
AT T, {59 TR ATGHR AR HIOl Dl b TRBN AT TeRYR of
T ¥ 981 W AISQ SIFeRl §RT IHd! AlC] BT UrRIHAeG ITaR fhar o,
IR IFD! BTeld TR BN & BRI Saex] - fSTell 3udrel HIdaigR &
ford R R far o JargR f57efr regarel | U fad 9l ok Salrol
fhar rar o HiargqR R7er Jregdarel § e o1 g3l o7 S d1a foTelT
AT AR A BTeld TR B @& HRU ASHA Blelol TS ®
ford RoR R 331 o AfSdHal Pl o@=ss 4 &l fad 9dl &b salral
BT T o o, H W 9l & RR A e W & o | 9D 98 §B
REd Ao W Skl gRT ged! & &1 1 o | gedr & Ruie o wR
W gedlg o formt o | gford arell =1 A-1 gare forar on | el ¥ T9r|
qer & fag sffedeRt gRT SR &1 T © |

ST el diosecjos S0 s 8 g1 (Ul |9ue &=
wRiem H I8 A fhar 2 fb —

“feip 23.03.2021 B ot Fafbcarera AR d aR<
AMSATANSRE & g GR I a7 | 39 fa Az MR ga Srdrer fHard
g Xdlell o FERYR, foTell iR @l YRR Bg dloUdodlo
TERYR gRT HaHd fhar war o1, e ged— W @ § Taa—
CHFNRIEA gRT fhar a1 o, f5a! TaRd— RUie #R gRT TR @l T
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off | TH RR & Qe @R% @ Whel a9 <l Ul T o | yag—
RS W gl d gER H 8 e § g axar g1 g &
SR URI— RUIE W Y& d—2 STell AT TAT TR e TR A%
geei—1 STefl TAT| Yferd gRT Y31 yodre & Tl &1 |7 |ell 9§99
vl & fagr srferaedt gRT foRE &1 T © |

AP el diogsjoe S0 GHISGM Wi R 3UHl
AU =g ONIE § Ig hA fhar € b —

"feip 22032021 B H AR FAfboanEeR), AHETIS
WRY dv%, oAsNYR H oA AT| 99 & §9I 07.50 YloUHo dol T
drcfed, SAY IR, 9 o T 20 98, 4= o7 SRrarer, Maril ame Idre),
Al PIddliell TERYR, WUG IR Bl A H GlodfRoglo BRI
FIR RT N e RAfedg wRierr gq o n a1 o | e 771 3
IR TR —

1. U WeT gofl 7RI 4 1 X 0.3 9HI, IHST &I MexTs ddb, Sl RiR
& IR AN H BE 9 AT 12 T SR Red or| e |
SUIeR oT| R &R Ugdl 9 gl offl g3 off | Rl 39 taa— & ol
Hellg a1 ol 3R R regarel YBR fhar 17 of |

2. T Al fIemd 1=l 3l & IR dR® off, ST JMhR 12

HH X 9 HHT AT | IHBT T BIAT o |

W I H A Al H 9 Ale Ho—01 ARIRUT UHfa B ol
3R Aol oY | Ale Ho—02 # Whal & UaI— USAISSl bl AT AT | T
A drell i | AoTed @1 FRIfGI ¥Iel AT WY g U9 gRIeR
H g, el § gfte oxar g gie Iwid fRifecd Rue R g3 &3
3ifdpd fpar T | gferd =1 H9y godte &1 | el | 919 ueT o
fagT srferae g1 foRe & T B |

sIfdre well diossor Su g o= AR g g™
3O AU G UNIET § Ig by fhar € b —

" fQdlb 22.03.2021 BT H oFN TTERYR H AR U RIS
AT o | B9 faF AT SRITad | H03I0H0 152 /2021 I=id €RT 323,
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506,307 WI0G0fd0 &M fIT™R Y A Ulel, Mol 9 Fae T
Aiiietrel Farfl 3™ Xdlell o1 JTevyR STl iR &1 fad==r 99 <R
DBITSIT & AT U g | fasidh 23.03.2021 ®I gl <o 1 b fobam 7T,
R EH Fdhdl US, Thel &I T 9 (HodN$0dRo oi@dh, Thd HiShHe
RAS SHe MR, qare ardl g fFRIefor geRed, 9 Was |l 1ol
fgddl, s fgddl, SRR, M G ey 3ifdd fbar| e garael
TR ORI W &G g BER | & e § gie oxar g1 gfe &1 &
SR AR o] R UG $H—4 Sl TAT| f&id 24.03.2021 I
el gRT Ioiws, Fa9 & REBANT &1 75 T2 AREdR AHGHITor ol
FRTCET R g 4 U A6l 9 U8 & REGH! @l T3, aT %a
& T 9 TRIER &I e Al gRT &1 g AT IH UG H—5 & ©U
H |rfed fear | |l gRT REHl b AdRI—aoR] U+ okg Ud
gWIER H B & g &d U W USY H—6 & ®©U H Aldd fdbar
a7 | el gRT QA 26.03.2021 ¥ f&ATh 25.07.2021 dh U=l FHo 03 T
34 fobdr fbar | fadid 15062021 &I Wl gR1 RRUGAR  gar
SIAGTHITN [0 UG A & R Tl A& 84 3RIY U3 =A1grerd
U fhar war {79 el & swier ¥ 84 & gie &l 73 qr o
yeel B—7 & wU H Wifdd fHar war| Qe 23.07.2021 BT AYH
faemR &1 gfer SiRem H STl dRAR ¥ Mdhledd] gcARgd & TG
Ralell ¥ SIAgeh &1 Fenee! R gear § Wb BIas] aRMe B i
AIER PR Ha GIR DI T3, DT Al §RT SHd eKelg 9 gKIER H
M B ge BT T3 | Ba R JHI TR I TdI8E 9 BHRIEl B
BIER §9ad T | Al g§R1 Ba bl Uee H—8 & WU H wlfad fobar
T | feA® 25.07.2021 B AMNGSH faemR @ FRMcdl W _RESH &
A SURT TaTE e XM g WD FariiTor Idlell 9 gHRIE e
T8 BOPI0 ALY HAR ATGd G BOHI0 IISI8IgR ATGd BT g3 3ffehel
fhar a1 & Ud fgeh faemR @ fIwg waia 9 8 R S9a [dwg
IR U5 =qrTerd Uivd fhar mar 59 oR el & gxer @ gic &
TS | Al §RT SRS STRIY U3 Uel w—9 A1fdd fham 1| avme fan
T ATS), €UST 9 Wlagl UR HA: a%] U&e—1,2,3 SIall TAT|" el |
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ga79 uel & fagr ifdger gnT fovg & Y 2|

s |l dossos Soffo F urer f4E gwRT o
AU =g ONIE H Ig hA fbar € b —

" f&Ad 22032021 B H IFT FERER H ToHlo & UG W
Fgeh oar| 99 a9 o Y& 9 PR H B o R AT | 39 e
el gehaH Srarel IR g3 ERTee Hardl ur Rdlell o1 lgvyR forar
AR 79 diefdd & T WHAUE o’ SR § A aHe Sulerd
3T o, 79 3MER R HodloHo 152 /2021, TRT 323,506,307 HloGoHo
g Igm T femR, oS 9 9dw @ fawg doliga fear o
I ThodlgodlRo HYER R didl—dleddy fboel dRRT off, o/ wR e
PRI & FWER 2| el # gt eRar 3| 9ell gRT e
THodgodRo  HI Ud H—10 & ®©U H 9Add fear 1|
It YhodlgodfRo dI YTl YUC Ho 56 Al 22.03.2021 I 18.00 Fol
foar o, Y gy g g o, et H ywiftg wRar g1 el gR
qDhe SlloSlo Bl Y& b—11 & ©U H AIdd fbar 1| defl | g g
uel & fag SAfSaadt grRT foRE &l T 8 |

I Bl AR ¥ fage SLon.[EHTe) 7 989 & RE @
fear f& Ifee 9 oo &9 ot wu ¥ Wifed fhar 2| e @
qed & il ardl b dioswo1 Ud dose]o2 9 WiosSe03 9 YloSe)o4
AT & A SUR BB JAMIIGT HATFD DI U wU H Alfdd
fhar 2| ARG uel @& 29 & ANV & 9979 Ue g7 &l 1 fawgd
fORE & W U DI T2F USRI H A8 AT Sl ARG HAd D
Ufihel B WoSe—1 9 2 9 3 9 4 & [dea@ iy 9 JAMS eI D
YR TR AAGEFTTOT DI ]9 g AT ST Febarr € |

fagm oA fBAaa) 7 a8 N 3= & wga gaxor A
arél ehaHT §RT TSl & UTAN 8 TER Q) GDHaHl Tl BRIl AT 8§
I ARG B o fARad- I @ JIdl $I 9 Aerar & aen
I Bl UBHR B FATG—HAART B FHATGAT Uil T8l 8l © |

fagm oA fEAaa) 7 a8 N 3= & wga gaxo A
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el e & Fafbediy WRiefv] | W 2 b 9] ohadr & Y Dl S
A ARA o FId 9 Bras 9 gR fbar T 5 eReT 99 TRIR - Fe
AT T | dTaT HHSHT - UM o Ruic &1 T Har © | Afgaron
& fd%g gcl & T29 &I ¥l UK gY fddasd gR1 S9a [d%g IR ux
AT & FHe UG fhar g1 3fa: SWIdd FHK AR W AR
Ue YA UBRYN H IO D YlAagad Fag H W Alfdd B H Ao
B | I AMMIFTTT B HOR A FHOR S0 A SOST B &) ATl
fear 2 |

JFISE BUME BT WIS XA g¢ g91d UE P fAgH
JAfFaT 7 Ao UG B AE g BldHd ddl TR MIRA
BT ST AT SAMMYRITOT & GRT PIg IURTY BIRG PRAT 61 qaqmaT € |
TG YT DI AR ¥ g™ iftad gRT 9 o T 7 6 siware
AERTON = RIS SIS BT FHLS 8! fHar & | AN Ul gRT
RIS BRI T T & AT 9 U=l SR H g &1 F[ed_ 18l
fhar & afed SRe H Noseos Td Wose(os gRT HuA fdbar a1 € b
ASTwd ® dic &l 3N A9 R a3 9 RRA ¥ 31 dar A
URfd @ BFT AR 2 O SfYa e degrus ® e @M

GO D1 AT STy |

A9 U5 @ g siffigam 7 a8 @ 99 I & e
Uel & dedl b AR & Al H "gcdqul g dlfcdd faRIEmY & foed
RO RIS S Aied TG AfAad-d Wlid 8l © | ok (A
AIfITEEIT T I AT B IR TR AT BT I g e
IRMId 9 RRTT T8l BRI | A STWYEITOT Bl QYR B
@1 gre BT 2

T el A fdaRei g g B 6w afRa il
T 9 W[ R U ge gfiead g8 forad sifigawor @ Sufera g
wferarar weg | wWifed 8, o & AfRioM #IMe § ? S9d & WY
# g8 A AR & 5 af 59 yoR & o gem aRam A g o
T AFRISA 8 TAFell IR SUGST HRN T Al 9 gfad giea T @
Td ¥aE ¥ W HIfed B H Al @l 87
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SWIF JEAES Tl & AAld H AN HAFD oIl
A AR & ST BT Saae T |

SIS @ 3R & floSg01 B TY H qIEY JHIA ST
IR &1 wRiferd drrar A € Rl Ul AeuY e ullel § B ®
el &1 ARG 39 T 91 &1 JIFSRT 89 H BRI fhar © aur |l A
fqUelToT / SIRRIETOT §RT WIael 9 ol SUsl ¥ AR Uied | 37U d9¢
® RR TR =IC A BT B (b1 2| |l gR1 T g & Fa9d did
R TG ® g8d H AN DI UgAAT el o | Al gRT TedR A Al
A 9 ) @ M de S W MU EER BFT Uy d—1
@ w4 H YA fhar ar 21 o9 f5 9 Aefl gRT dek ue™ -1 A
Ieerd a1 T g 16 HIYT ' o f&Aie B dFl AN BidsT dax
3ls IR Wiae I fAmR 7 S99 dsd & SR $s dR oF I AR Bl
g 9 RR W IR & Sl 999 & 1N f6ar dfes ard @ e
R W™ HH! TR A IR SHGT del AROMA- & AT | el §RT
U He qRel H dENR Ues b—1 H Sfealgd HAl & URUET H
R R B fod T 8 5799 1o deee &1 awi= 8!
B €| 39 AR W 999 ue § fdgr sif¥adar g’ ORg @1 Y 7
e # Aell 7 o {5 § 6 g S|a € 19 & et ¢ |
el BT GHY SN IS T8l | TSRS R °SHl & WY I8 Hiog 8l
of eafd e wer 3§ |l gRT ST e U SifEl | Q| o
HEl 8| ot wEl 3 RRe § oo far @ % woks, |dw, fAvmR @
SHD ded SuY MR § Wad @& 9N & 3I§ fdare 781 gam o | SE
Yo, 49 9 RemR & 99w AR & vas 7 ad—svel
ARO—Yled T8l <@ o 3R 9 & S qois, §d¥ 9 femR 31 9
gY <@ o | Wl 7 I kg # 9% ff WieR & & 5 9o a9
T I AMTHTT & IR H BIE 97 T2 gare off | SHBT dgdT sA AR
WUd # U$ BIas W IAMG AR T o, e S§ 3ie 3 g off | gferd
DI IA Gl & IR H S gardT A7 | Yford o IFDT DIy 9 T8I
foram or| T8k 98T UM 9 9% d0 AR 9 forarg o | IET 99
UGPR T8 GARIT AT | IE TR folae drel &l JAMGhHIOT BT A 81
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AT 97| 39 el gRT d8¥R Uael b—1 H SfcotRaa el Ug e
DAMS b ARG |ed qF W g T devR H Soolgd dedl @
faeqa-gar dom &g e IRTa H BFT WU 8 O dl © | 59
el & 9 9 W 2 & Iad Al BT geAr b1 agHare qefl T8
2| Sad AR B e A IMAASH BAFS BT FHI L BT 2| T
Rerfr # srfgaaor & Hfa e # wferaar aifed T8 g 2 |
RIS @1 3R 4 flossgo2 @ wY ¥ SAY MR &1 wifera
FRIT T 7, SN {6 HIAd g1 &1 AIeid & J7 ardl haAT Bl g3 &
TP ey 3= "yl & s el g wiel § Hiod "e-r o
YT §RT BIGS] g TS Sl H ARA Uled | R} H =S 37+ 2
AIel & BROT Hid WR RSHR d8I 81 BT B [hI1 71 & | Aell gRI
BT TSI BIRT B IR I IAMIFRT Bl I §RT I@T ST el
21 39 el ¥ 99 v & fdgr Afdaadt gR1 fSRE @ T & foje ¥
e 7 oA fhar B 6 sifghor Sve & vifg @ Marft § 1 gedr @
I I TG T8l 2 | geAd W geAl & 69 Gfes Hisg el o |
Sad ARGHIOT | Wd b IR H DIz fAarq T8 o | ARGHAT A I/
rdi—svel ¥ AR-YieT & o 3R 7 & 99 W9 ¥ AR o D gHS <
M| Ud U B9 W 98 F@HS AR 7 o, fors S9 Aic o ™
A gform 7 S99 ypare FE @ | RUS ¥ Sga fUdrel o @
foramar o, S| 8T AT | ARl §RT URT 161 Go¥odo & UM H SHR

far a7 8 q gfer gRT 31UY | BIS Wa Ael 9T ST HET © |
9 el & fORem ey 9 IS dUe B gHede T8 8T ©
T8 BT weT gfed 89 T2 ST JIURTE H AHGSFIIoT Bl HfeTear
9 |rfed T8 Bl § |

RIS & IR ¥ fosxjo3 & &Y H Y™ &I qRifed
RN T &, RSB U g URIe § Hidd "er arel fad ifegad
fgermR gRT ®igs ¥ g Iois gR1 oSl 4 g HI% §RT S 4 (U
ol @ SR M | 9RA & F9d 9 RR 9 IRR W IR & S @7
FHoF fHar 21 99 & &R U d—1 H S "ged & f&Ad @
Blae A AR o 9D dSd & SR By IR ofF I ARA & a4
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RR W IR I S T Ioold & | 39 el B qed devk Td g
e # 5y T e & AR Rt 89 @ eRer o
HATS A B ST 2| S9d Wil 9 9219 uel & [Ig Sffedaar gRr
fSRE @1 T & foRE # Aell gR1 HoF fbar T & & Ay sue
& Tid & O 1 dT TS BT GHG g1 8 BT HET | o
A a1 & & geae W® g & 99y JafomE Higg T8 o |
AAGHTOT § WA D N A iy faarg TE o | g Ior 7 vhw AR 7
TIEIY Bl AS—svel ¥ ARUIET 81 of 3R 7 8 S¥D o 4§ AR
o o gH &f off | Wa | U wias W SAw AR AR T o, foew
SH Al o T off| Wefl 7 g gRT ysde fRd WM dun 9u
I=ITd URT 161 Go¥odo W IHR fhar a1 2| Al o1 g™ gRT %a
9 OTM 9 SR fhar| 59 9 & |y 9 91 SIS $aHd &l
AT FTE BIAT 2 | Sad Wil & Aeg I AN Dl DI AR H
Hforaar 1 |ifda &1 Bl 2|

AT U &1 IR W fosSwjps & WY § HH MR DI
OIferd BRIEAT AT & ST gIRT U g WIel H Bidd "edl & 9HY
it faemiR & 81 H BIaST g Mois & 81 H ol g HIY D B
H TUS BF 9 Il BRRIRI W U Hiol SHe IR @elRd & 99 9
ARA & 90 § RR R 9 TRR R UER I S 6T S+ far 137 ¢ |
A1l gRT B TeT AT T §RT HIRT SR I <@l ST BT ¢ |
9 9l ¥ 999 g & f9ge iffgadr gRT kg @ T 7 RRe |
Qe 7 HUF fHA 7 6 AfghIer S| B NG & Fari g | ger S|
qe I8l 2| UeARd W "edl @ wd Hfoe M A el 9|
AfgeHTor A STdier 9 SAw AR @1 odl svei @ AaR—dier & or SR
T8 S99 O ¥ AR oA @ gHa &f off | W | U8 B W SHY
IAM® R ™ o, 99 S99 & A o Y off| gfow 7 s
gBdre Aul &l ol | Al gRT gRT 161 Go¥o¥o & §IM H SHR fhar
T B 39 el & 9eg 9 W WA dUE b1 |@Ade @l Blar ©
T SR SToRTy # rffgaTor @l Aferaar afdd & g 2 |

ST Uel BT IR A NoS<Ips d ©U i Sog= 8, T
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ERT U g Ule H diefdd SHe MR &1 Ukl 30+l Serd |
IRR S AT (RN RUE 3 RR @ 12l @WRE & Wbl 99 <l 8
R S T Seeikd AT € | 59 ARl 3 9919 Ul & g™ Aidaddt grRy
fSRE @1 T 2§ Rg 9 9 7 WoR fFar € & wpd 99 o & g2
Tl T ot | 9 f5 O die R SAE ¥ A § @ o wa B
9 el @ Rfesiy deg d W e duEd @ gfe 78 Bl @
Rt Ao HUHG FegRug &l oIl & |

AT UeT B IR A MosSwjps & ©I H TABIC S10
THISqa @ B WIfed R T 8 RNiFe §RT S qRie uRiel |
FIAT TeAT & dlclza WY AR &1 g T g RFe gr
dIciZd ®I @Ic 01 DI AR Yl &I g ol 89T B8 & aAT dic
T02 BT TaR TSarsyl fhal STHT ®El &1 59 el W 9919 Uel & fdg™
e gR1 foRe & W & foRg d Aell 9 Wor fear & &
RIfpia wWieor & W9 U ugl qd A &l off, S fba- w9y gd & §eil
off, SUHBI oot FIfria RUIE & 81 B | W & I8 SWRKRH &f¥d
Arc fhael RN ofl, IHHT Iooid Tl [T & | AIC droll 81 a7 St
e & o/ 99 W ARA | T ¥™@ BT qarn g1 9 4Rl &
s A | @ I duHs @ gie T8 et @ o
AT HATDH AIERUSE & ST ¢ |

ARG @1 IR ¥ dlossor Soffo o= HAR f4E @
QRITET BT A7 8 D §RT YA A/ & fada=r &1 1)) & 59
ERT Ul J&F e | TRl ol Uael d—4, AT "1 H Ygad sl
g SUS Bl Ha XM Dl e UG H—5 Td SRS WA DI TRl
TR Pl YT PH—6 Td WY ol d FAY b fdwg U JIRIT 0
DI Ueel H—7 UG geAl H UYgdd WHiael & Ml § GHEEd B Bl
Uesl 8 Ud IfWgad ek & fd%wg UMNd SRIU Ux &I Uyl &—9
® WU H YA fhar war g1 g9 el ¥ 99 ue $ fdge
ffergadt gR1 fSRE @ T & foRg H el =7 g or o Femegl w
BT REEH BT WBR fhar 2| |ell g1 gorg vl & fagr srferaan
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& 39 GG 9 3HR [HAT M1 7 fh I gRT Srarer MR g IAwr AR
P Plg A 9 form A1 & QIR O Wl fewr T g, 98 Ted
b I el Y 8| SHG gRT 3IRIY U3 Told a¥id A SIRIdl fdban
T B | I ARl AR well © s deg | A AWArST gquAl
D1 JEIOTHTT FAETOMT Bl & | b UG YPROT § Tl & IO |
AT FHeADd BT T T8l fhar 2| Ui Rerfa # o el & |
BT HIs AT JNA B 181 a7 ST FHhalT 2 |

IS el &1 3R ¥ foswgos & w9 F Iofo I urer
g @ W o ' e gRT ol ' wRier H§ sifdie
gus o g o Rulc &l $—10 Td Fddhdl Sl0Sl0 Dl Uge H—11
® wU H yEOE fRAT WA T SH OWeEl ¥ g@g ue b fdge
Jfegdmdr gRT ORE @1 T g | Sad awell fivaiRe |ell 2 e |
A HF SIS YIS B JHIOIRAr G Bkl 2 | <fdh U Javor |
qe & AU 7 IS ®Ud BT i Tl fhar g1 U Rerfa
H S Al © 9 BT DI A AT BT T8 AT ST Ahar 7 |

vl Rfd # ga9 9l @ 99 adl 9 uRRafadl va
AMEIT STdd Tad Ud " ST IRed gRT o i fafy
Fave BT gReTd Y@ g APRIS BT R @1 TS WA ARId g
SISl g B ISWIGd FHIET W NI & 98 WK Ad © (b
IS Ul WA FEOT Bl Hed AR ol Td
Y TG AMYdd IR gRT drdl ghadT & YA SHY AR Bl A1l
VSl ¥ ARA dUT OF ¥ ARA & 9d 9 Bigs 9 RR R IR &y
S Ud SIF ¥ AR &l gH] (& S &l RIY Yfdagad d<g 94 W
AT DR H FEHel BT 2 | A JAYETT Tolws Ud A Ud Agad
fer™ R JIRIMUT R 9§ ] o fhd S A 2 |

A

IMRYIT ol Y9 WA DI GRT 323 /34, 307/34, 506
HI0G0%0 & ARIY | AW fHar Sirar 2

IFRgaT fae™R BT GRT 323 /34, 307, 506 WI0G0E0 & STRIT
¥ Qg fbar o 2 |
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IPRIFHTIT TG W B, ST SHMaAM 9 AfdaiTa 9 9=
e wR uRepTor @ ST IREl @ SHIRE fBar omar 8

faei®: 03.07.2026 (@mefiy <)
ot v w3 <
HIaTgR |

( J.0.Code UP02024)

3Tt I8 o ol arerd ¥ AR gRT BwdetRd, fadifhd
PR IeEIfd favar |

f&di®: 03.07.2026 (@Y <)
forem vd a1 <R
g |
3rofi. ( J.0.Code UP02024)
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