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AT| T U H T foaT o 91 81 AT &1 IFFas Pl AShI STl AT o
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91 Bl 81 HIF I efiy, qug It A, FoT It (R, Y07 SFISHR SaTet
oI HITRM G Fe4R ST Sl *R BR & HHE & & I8 Al AlS! ST a2 81
5 g fol gU 91 oiR gt Mt T 3R AR &, 99 H 91 o’ SIkd G el
& TB H 419 &b US W T BIC Al Dl B W I¢ T a9 Y v &a
WR G P T ARA W GH B A 3N 3R °gRyer & Y| R ST W
therar 81 T T 1T 81 ot TharaR 81 T o) TR 4 off Aie org off| I+t &
Siacdt g3 oftl fR @l 5 U 3l 37 918 g8 ol ARdie 89 & a1% o o
oT| T 10-11 o7 37T ATl WeT o 99 3iRa = & ol H g ey
ARS8 AT| T& FHeAl Todd & (b w3 Jg1 ART dier 9 81l I8 Hel
TAd & 1 FieSmMI =7 gmeh! 7 &Y 811 51 R TE A &l o8 I SRAT Sif A
TFITT Dal AT AT 39 91 Dl BRI 8! &1 TS Pl Toid © b § Argforet
Y R T o IR #R1 R T AT AT 3R H7 31087 JheHT o & [90g folar
3 811 S @i offt of e S8l 81 T ol H Bd WR S8l 8 T o I WY
19 JTRT 9 <1 o 50 Ut F Fea! J&l R Al Hiodllo AT & Ped W
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SWRIh Tl T fIMY0 B T STy 18l o1 aRefie o 9 I8
fafea grar & o sl I RRA 3 =Ty & 9987 999 o & b g
16.11.2001 &6l & TG THI 2.30 SO BT T, S fob 3 rferdy Tredt S
fo IR U, TR, med Gomr RUIS, Faem woRt & T 8iar 81 $9b
arfafes et St ver =efder (Injured witness) & R Toi 9= fam &
i It aefly, gog I% A, o1 I ARYe, YA SEEreR STl de
HIRF g7 782R STT A I AR ER & FFH I8 & A 1ot ISl o ART der g
e ¥ g fold g0 & oiR et il el § %2 9 g Tkl AIC o1Rf &R
RIS 81 7| ™R rfeq R & thaar & W1l g1fer g1 off theer & 71 IR W)
ot e ARl el gRT S 319 ACt BT ST T T ' I8 el @ Se
et TaroAeE RUIE Tea TRRgr & oft gorfar mam & S8 I8 yHifog 8
g & I GRT SIRIG A1 HING DT T 51 Fieft 7 98 +ff 79+ R g &
Ih! Sfaedt 1-2 o 918 88 offl AR UieT 819 & a1 a8 gRed o W1 11 g
T AT T 5 109 11 T & S F o1 T o I f gom ga= R 9
THTOIT 81 81 H g e ofge el o1 3R R e I | SR Sft 7 Aa9
PHEl IR §9 I I SHDR] 8l &l I8 He-T Taid & b J Argfret 9 R uer
ofT 3R A%T IR ge T U Alc offt off A9 9819 &1 7 o7 H Bd W T8I &l
TIT 7|
fafe cawem: - Tl ST RErdl & 3ER a8 e ot o RId
DI Pl TR TATe! Bl TATE! P YR R ST SET el & FAlfd I8 TeAT b
SR O1eT 31T 81 TSl ¥l IR IHD! IJuifet fHifcania & S e &
IRITET TRUST UG decll &1 SURIh M1 & SJER IURIh H1&f Bl 93T
St {5 ¥ Arefee (Injured witness) € 9 91d &I THIUT & fh TeAT & 9T 98
S UM R IURIT A1) IIeft 7 TeAT I I ST 19T ST H 99T § b
HeAT 16.11.2001 $i & 3R 9 & 2.30 g9 &t &1 3P AAINF SRIF Ta18
g9male (Eye witness) 2 SiI b |16 & ®U H 98 &1 Hecaqul JHT ST B
galel <R | g LA fham & fob aIeT TaT8 & 3l 9T & JMMUR W)
& g PN RIRR [GT ST THhaT &, 9T & Pls GerId fIfhear e ar
AfiReh TSI TaTE AE 7 81, Jed TaT8 3N IR e 81 v 9
fash=1 $9R (2025)]
TG T8 Bt TaTEl B R w9 et S kg
=T e 1S e gf =&t
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foreft QAT o T uceeeft b Tardt w amenRa far ST A 8
Ife 98 a8 R IRE U I R ST &1 dhaet U AT8 hl Grel R
3meTRe ARG & AT gt i smasgear arelt B denfAd snmaeadsdr 78 g,
g9t o TaTg @1 faRur faageg ofR sRIHS 811 Ranjit Singh VS State of
Madhya Pradesh — Supreme CourtChittar Lal VS State Of Rajasthan -
Supreme CourtAnil Phukan VS State Of Assam — Supreme Court.

Tate ~ITITeR = AR 39 R &6 gft &Y 81 IR0 & oy, I8 A
T & fo ol d (AR 38t aRg | T1fid & {6 tepAm 999eis Targ &
TaTel SRS BT YR & Febcll &, S fob fAfUT PAR Heel M Ul et
IS, (2010) 12 UHEIET 91 Sanjeev Ram VS State of Bihar 2023 Supreme
(Jhk) 83 — 2023 0 Supreme (Jhk) 83. H QT T_IT &1 ST TRE, UHHH TdT8
o A W oft g B SRR IWT T Tl & Bachcha Pandey @
Subhas VS State of U. P. — 2022 Supreme (All) 229 — 2022 0 Supreme
(All) 229.

I 3R e marel H faw fafa

gRel TaTel—aiR A9y ©u & ffSdi—a! S § S° g9l T ST
g1 ITh! UcIE WRNGRT I7h! TaTS! Bl fIea1g 81 R Icpe Il 81 Hed
QT 5T Al 7 (2010) 10 TERIRAT 259 7 THiH @I 1 FEl o araet Targ
& TATEr BT = Soff AT T A1fRVI Thangaraj VS State, Rep. by Inspector
of Police, Thanjavur — 2023 Supreme (Mad) 2254-2023 O Supreme
(Mad). 2254,

Jg A9y U § I IcdisT S AWl § 99 8, et Yifsar o maret &
MR W off A g BT ST G B... 0AT DS S a9 T8 & 6 S
TATE! T AEcaqul del Bl GiY & T AAR] &1 fdhar ST HhaT BALURAM DEKA
S/0 SHRI SATRAM DEKA VS STATE OF ASSAM — 2024 Supreme (Gau) 1027
~2024 0 Supreme (Gau) 1027. S 910 @I QISR g, I8 I U T=1fid
B & b O 3TR1Y o foiy ST Tare $f ATt & MR R +ff Sy &g foa
ST \HhaT gl difedr & gcgecell mamEl e ff o=y Targ it g | wEl
31feep Hecayu! el & (HHet SR SF 3R oY — Jtard)|

SIRRh TaTEl § AFell fORIem Y @l AoR 3ierS fhar S aadr 2
T §9 9d BT & fob et 3rend gul g1 & SRM AMa Ffd 1@ gron
ol 81 Febcl! &1 el adet TaTe Y faremiaaT I U H Hie), g8 Al
T ORIl 81 Handl! &1 18T b SRR Aol & HRUN URIe TaT8
(Injured witness) & S H ORI el (hAT ST Fhell gl TRR TATE P
AT T WIRST B & ol FA1G U&7 GRT TIRR & ©Y H 31 Heg UaT R dTel
T Hifeld TRy I8 foemiaal |ifed @At Rt ST fb SR d1et
3G AT dRA H el BT 81 IWIh T2l P AR aRA T Iueley
et a1 uRefiem a1 & 78 fIfdq 81 & o ae A & s R e
fraT STHIT 8 U QTSR GIRT SURIh W16 & a2l df guf wu § fohelt oft e
& IMYR W Fivsd &1 a1 1 Favar g1 e drelt I REor (Injured
witness and Eye witness) S fh 8TIeT TATE U 9IS TATE & 31U ST H
SIS HAD Bl qul oy I FH T & O RuT 59 el &1 el agd
Tyl & S & guf ®u & g oft g1 el g R Hie R 1@ g9l
(Eye witness) ¥t 8 forreh! Tarel aigd Hecayu! 7 fags=a gt 8 o a8
JRFa qul famg e SHT a1feq| SIRIb el H 9 TR0 Uh J99aIS
(Eye witness) dTeft 5|
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Evidence prove that an eyewitness statement is highly valuable in
the eye of law. The evidentiary value of an eyewitness statement can be
understood with the help of the following provisions under the Indian
Evidence Act, 1872.

1. As per Section 118 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 every person are
competent under the law to testify unless they are not capable of giving
the statwements or understanding any question of the court for the reason
of their tender age, extreme old age or any diseases. The section allows a
statement of a lunatic person to be evidence in the court if he is capable of
understanding the questions of the court. The statements of a child may
also be considered as highly valuable evidence if they have the capable of
understanding the questions. It is to be noted that a credible and truthful
eyewitness statement can plays an important role in the convictions,

2. Another provision that qualifies an eyewitness statement as highly
valuable evidence as well as strengthens the status of such statements is
Section 134 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872. As per Section 134, no
particular numbers of witnesses are required to prove a fact. The Act gives
importance to the principle of quality than quantity. A conviction can also
occur on the basis of the testimony of a sole witness.

3. The evidentiary value of the eyewitness statement can be sonstrued from
the provision of Section 135 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872. As per the
Section, the order in which the witnesses are to be produced shall be
requlated by law and the practice. The section further provides that the
witness must be examined as per the civil and criminal procedure.

The admissibility of the eyewitness statement is based on the
presumption that the witness speaking under an oath is truthful unless it is
proved beyond reasonable boubt that their testimonies are untruthful and
unreliable.

On the persural of the above stated case statement made by PW 1
satya narayan seems to be consistence with statement.

T8l e 1o TcReret Pl geHaIe UhAT el off fohelt gepert o Uap Ter
1eft B FodT 51 39 T H o T Aok BT G (AT 37aeges sl
fSraer <dfew fades SR fdan = 81 "2012 (76) ACC 680 (SUPREME
COURT) Prithipal Singh etc. Vs. State of Punjab" Y A SEaH ~IRITe
gRT ' SrfafefRa fdam mam & f& "Evidence of sole eye—witness can be
acted upon if the witness is wholly reliable and not the number or the
quantity but the quality that is material. As a general rule the court can act
and may act on the testimony of a single witness provided he is wholly
reliable. There is no legal impediment in convicting a person on the sole
testimony of a single witness. There is the logic of section 134 of the
Evidence Act. But if there are doubts about the testimony the cout will
insist on corboration. In fact it is not the number but the quality that is
material. The time—honoured principle is that evidence has to be weighed
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and not counted. The test is whether the evidence has a ring of truth, is
cogent, credible and trustworthy or otherwise. The legal system has laid
emphasis on value, weight and quality of evidence rather than on quantity,
multiplicity or plurality of witnesses. It is therefore open to competent court
to fully and completely rely on a solitary wintess and record conviction.
Conversely, it may acquit the accused in spite of testimony of several
witnesses if it is not satisfied about the quality of evidence.”

P AR T R0 i ARYTR aanEmeE Ruie S fifdcas
SRT IR o 7 € fORThT STREAT & 31deliar ¥ Ualid alal & o I ARl
31 8 A it ol S oft g8

In Indian Judicial System, for any criminal trial of any offence against
human body, opinion of expert are very important for the administration of
justice. Medical evidence are evidence of opinion which is relevant under
section 45 of Indian Evidence Act, 1872. Evidence adduced by prosecution
has grate corrobarative value. Medical professional seems to be "witness of
fact” Though he also gives an opinion on certain aspect of the case.
Statement made by professionals seems to be credible and trust worthy
Unless denied by oposite party. Medical evidence being an expert witness,
his testimony has to be assigned great importance. How ever, there is no
irrebutable presumption that medical officer is always a witness of truth,
his testimony has to be evaluated and appreciated like the testimony the
any other ordinary witness.

Hon'ble Supreme Court in Solanki Chimanbhai Ukabhai v. State of Gujarat,
(AIR 1983 SC 484: 1983 Cr. L. 822) observed:— "Ordinarily, the value of
medical evidence is only corroborative. It proves that the injuries could
have been caused in the manner alleged and nothing more. The use, which
the defence can make of the medical evidence, is to prove that the injuries
could not possibly have been caused in the manner alleged and thereby
discredit the eyewitnesses. Unless, however, the medical evidence in its
turn goes so far that it completely rules out all possibilities whatsoever of
injuries taking place in the manner alleged by eye witnesses, the testimony
of the eye witnesses cannot be thrown out on the ground of alleged
inconsistency between it and the medical evidence. "

TR RIS & IURIh p & HEHd & fob =IRITeTd b FHET Ul Y
T&TRTOT <1 TaTEt el JuraT W e faar ST A1fey dtfs JarTed sl
PR HEl Aol R Tl S Fep IR ST b YN YeH UhR &b ARG g
fO=IATaN &1 g AT 39 T I8 a1 ~IAiad SR b QR JaaH! | Tarel Ih
T T & ORI D T Bt & o BT IUfea 1Ry el i wfa
(Memory) St gfffet (fade) ff &1 STl Bl fA9wax T gaeA! ¥ T fb 25 ay
QR 8 & oI b I ac™ e & Sl 99 2001 ¥ 9 IR H foaRTe 8
3R el 19 25 a8 § wifed & W Jeberi § AT S § oSt aga efar g
feRIem™ Y TaTet # ST TS & S {6 AR AT vl & A1 SIS
HAFDH W DS UApel UG el gl © iR 7 & I A Herad
Sifrer AT BT 81 IRga e 5 U 1S IRy e a7 farvemmy aefivor &t
TeTel § e 78l BId 81 39 fivg, W U G ISR Bl IS DRI IAAWD
I

"2012 (77) ACC 615 (UTTRAKHAND HIGH COURT) Hayat singh Bora
Vs. State of Uttrakhand) & AT+ STRIAUS $9 ~IRITeR™I GRT I8 SrfAferiia
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foar I 8 f "Evidence— Variation in testimony of witnesses — Natural
variations do not effect prosecution story where direct evidence is
supported by medical evidence. Held that Major contradictions or variations
in their testimony are not there. Natural variations do not effect the
prosecution story when there is direct evidence duly supported by the
medical evidence."

TIfh =TT BT Ig heied & o Iueled A1eg H § Agcayul d1eyg

fyepTer arerfa =T &1 SR o | # A Mt SN & 81 U AT @ wied
P8 Hd 8l Hepdl & AT PO IS 8l Febell & cld VHI ST H ARSI Dl Hgeayul
g THIfoIG A1ed @l Rl a1fey ST o A Sead I §R
sufafea Tk & erfafefRa fasam r 81 "2010 (71) AcC 947 (SUPREME
COURT) Ranjit Singh & etc. Vs. State of Madhya Pradesh" & A= S=cH
TR RT I8 1A efRa fasam 1 8 f "The maxim falsus in uno, falsus
in omnibus (false in one thing, false in every thing) is neither a sound rule
of law nor a rule of practice. Hardly one comes across a witness whose
evidence does not contain a grain of untruth or any rate ex—aggerations,
embroideries or embellishments. It is therefore the duty of the court to
scrutinise th evidence carefully and in terms of the felicitous metaphor,
separate the grain from the chaff. But it cannot obviously disbelieve the
substratum of the prosecution case or the material parts of the evidence
and reconstructed a story of its own out of the rest." (Ugar Ahir and others
Vs. State of Bihar). It is well settled in law that the maxim falsus in uno,
falsus in omnibus (false in one false in all) does not apply in criminal cases
in India, as a witness may be party truthful and partly false in the evidence
he gives to the court. In view of the above, the law can be summaised to
the effect that the aforesaid legal maxim is not applicable in India and the
cout has to assess to what extent the deposition of a witness can be relied
upon. The court has to separated the falsehood from the truth and it is only
in exceptional circumstances wherein it is not possible to separate the grain
from the chaff because they are inextricably mixed up, that the whole
evidence of such a witness can be discarded.
9% MfARE fade gRT HTAgER GaemT 6 =i 81 Hidh R A6 geTRere
BT FrAT TSRT SR TRAT S8 WR AMAGh GRT ART dieT 11 I9 off sl qeran
TIT| GGl R 3HYH o (g 3ifecht df IR J U1 Dlg H1eT SR el
fopa T fo e JTaclieT | I8 Tfed &1 T & TeRelel 0 3TURT HIR el
fopar T g1 facaes U SituaRes el 8iaT © Sl {3 fohedt areT o1 Tacy et
Tel BIT 21 oY BRUT 59 de o Ao JuE! ol Jivgaar iR U8 7 IS/
S @9 @ fAdad gRT Uegd 6 T S U9A Hel 8ld &1 o PR afe
foders foredt HRUT 997 TaTEl B SUTET &1 8T § A1 i IS B Dl
Nfer=T T&l 91 ST Fevdl 81 98 off 9 da ST U&l & e & Fehmor
7 NI HUAFDG BT o FH fhar 8 3R faQwaw aneft 7 s
HATED Pl Tog | W Arfad o foar g

MR A ORI §RT UEgd ik "2000 (1) JIC 786 (SC)
SUPREME COURT- 'Ambika prasad & Anr. etc. Vs. State (Delhi
Administration, Delhi)’ WITH 'Ram Chandar vs. The State (Delhi
Administration)' AND 'Rajinder Singh vs. The State (Delhi Administration)' ¥
Jg srfafefRa fasar 1 8 f& "Non examination of Investigationg officer—not
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ground for disbelieve evidence of injured eye—witnesses. Independent
witnesses not willing to co—operate with investigation—Not ground for
rejecting evidence of injured witness.

Manu Dutt Vs. State of U.P. 2012 (ACC 209 )SC) <= Maksoodan Vs.
State of U.P. 1983 1 (SCC 218) ! 3R IR BT LT JATHN PRI §Y
P& T {3 Hored TTaTE foRTes |1 TeT afed gt & a8 Hid o1 gerdis et
BIT & el TaTet 95 Jecaqyt @ e oft it & O W Femv guf
feraT feharm ST ATfBU | Fornd et bl fae=adT W & A ITRIGUS 39
RIS §RT BIEfST & Wit 81 "2010 (71) ACC 555 (SUPREME COURT)
Abdul Sayeed Vs. State of M.P." H AFHIT ITRIGUS I TR GRT T
rfafefRa fasam am 8 f "The law on the point can be summarised to the
effect that the testimony of the injured witness is accorded a special status
of law. This is as a consequence of the fact that the injury to the witness is
an in—built gurantee of his presence at the scene of the crime and because
the witness will not want to let his acutal assailant go unpunished merely
to falsely implicate a third party for the commission ot the offence. Thus the
diposition of the injured witness should be relied upon unless there are
strong grounds for rejection of his evidence on the basis of major
contradictions and discrepancies therein.

ST U 9 STV T8 & IWRIh i B A4 J $H e H Iueted
et & 3facliad ¥ I8 Hifed BT 8 SWRIh "eT "fed g 8l faus gw
TR BT TS DT FaT AORI & 3faclird | g 18l & HAAl H AHIIeH
HATD Bl g AT 2

3fcT: UG HbeH $ FERG dedl g uRRRAfEl 1 g d w@d §¢
IR & STHAT H SIS 487 U1 v Freg | IR 1T el J Fohed
YT cﬂ*llaﬂ?iww@qm@cgﬁo‘ﬁu;:;ﬁw%‘l

q

AR |, % anefly, THarm, ga SF AR, Tog 96 W @
JTURTY AT 343 /2001, 3T GRT 323, 324, 325, 504, 506 HlogoHo,
T faal, SiHug HIAR, TR o) T 3R 9§ SINFEG b1 J1ar 81 9o &
U8 R GAATS 2 U o 918 99T &

&A% 10.06.2026 (PR feezgeff)
1% Afoee
ENCIRIR N
JO Code—-UP3421
3N Al 10.06.2026 ®I IWKh AU AR GRT Gl =R H

gECeTNG & fa=Tehe v G /T

&% 10.06.2026 (Per feezreeff)
TS Aforee
forgar SR

JO Code-UP3421
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GEICE

Ul o d1G ST b UM WR GAdTs 8g 3 U §s | AR & fagH
31ferahT @I AT & U8 IR AT T defl THbel! IR SUted T+qul & a1
3falieh b TRIT| JAFRIHIU & g Sferaehl SRT IR Pl 69 I BH
T & ST &t AT 6t =it &

I8 R I8 IS a1 T a9 BN 36 3ruR1e fovedt =afeh faely &
faog HIRT o 781 81 & afcd T & faog FHRT 5 T 81T 81 I
& 7 18 FRT THoMEoIIR F AT Tare! e & 99 e af i gl
Ot araeer H AT & [0og et oft UdR &1 DS 4 3@ AR ST
IR Uld T8l 81T &1 ARV GRT BING TURTY BT HHfd I ARG
IR PR &b & bl SR & U AR D RIS giReTar rfafas
1958 o WALl &1 ol 7 <@ J3=d & HREM H Sf0d b1 I 3fed @
IR Ucitd 8IaT &1 IR SORIES 1T YUTTet! & =il f+raet! rarerdt
&1 T8 g & [ Hhaal A §9g difSal @1 (victim) @1 gaIEe o R
R | T8 Faras g St & JAN F A7 S T g1 9RT 357 08
gfehaT i & TR <RI BT I8 AfTBR <ot & 6 a8 IRt 1 difsa
Pl gU FHAM, TN, & I HIMEST S BT ARY PRI I8 qd Hl SR B I
oT § JAMT A 811 el & SR JaTas] $Hf gR1e T I T9T JNeTerd
fIfors AHeUel &1 Heaiae dxcll § oI fah-

01. Hifed &t smagadman fafdhear @ o iR dier 3ik s aifSia & &Y
&1 H PHHT BT MM BT ST 81 ~IRITed HST gRT et Y R 3rrema
R THRAT ¥ AR &= B

02. 3t i faxiiTr & FameasT T TRA I U ~IRITeRT TR i faha
& BT 3D axal &l (RO §14 ekt g Wodtod) Sy Aecayut o
H R F I8 AfEr fhar 8 & St ol a1 3R FRUfRi T et aval
§U U BABAMI SIS PR TTch IHeb! YT &FT BT Ul SFTIRIT ST Heb |
SWRIh ATe™ H e Feg R0 1 Ig 9 &1 8 b ge1 & SRM aifea &l
qRT 1| AR W Gl e RfT 3R 98 919l 81 71 Aifee &l qrieT &R
UhareR &1 7| STfe 81 7 off thaer 81 T R R o Aie ot off| SWh
! B AfShd GaentmeE RAE S {5 waraett o afier & Rfe & 7a
(Opinion) & YOI dclt & 1Y o6 Amer ifdfam 1872 &t &RT 45 ¥ &7
fafcr R #d SWRIB AW H EId &1 (gRT 6 H1eg STfaf ) SwRIh
AT Bl SR IIRTY DI UPH, 85 &t 3R JURTY DT HIAF &1 R fIaR
R §U Tal JebaHT /TNeeT Bl Pol JH Dbl 90% GRS &fd b vu H UM
el gl

A

TR AR, S anefty, HiarRm, = 9 fAfR, Uy IF W @t
3TURTE IFcRTc IR 323, AR &US Hfedl, 1908 & 3URTY H SI9RAg dral §Y
3 A8 & YR HREN 9T 5,00/ - S0 7ei5vs § Sfosd fhar Srdm 21
37RISUS 3TST T R I S H U h IWIh 7 37 P AR BRIEm i Fol
AR |

g |, S anefty, Tarm, gu 9% fAfdR, uog 9 W @1
3TURTY FCRTC &RT 324, AR &US Wfedl, 1908 & 31URTY H II9RG Ra §Y
1 99 & FIYR HRENT AT 2,000/ - IR 10 I foed fbar S &
37efGUS 3TaT 7 R I ST H AfWYh SRIh 7 13 o 31fcieh BRI Dl |l
A |

g | S anefty, HiaRm, I 9% fAfR, oy IF W 3!
3TURTE IFcRTcT R 325, AR &US Hfedl, 1908 & 3Ry H SI9fAg e §Y
3 91 & IR HRIAMN dT 2500/ - T9 7igUs ¥ fsd fhar e 2l
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37efeUS el 7 PR PI ST H ’AYH IWIh 15 37 & 37fAReh BRI 6l
T AR |

RO AFg, 9% anefly, HiaRm, T 9% fAfdR, oy IF WA @
3TURTY IFCRT RT 504, HRARI SUS Hfedl, 1908 & 3UR1e H II9Hg Prd §U
3 A8 & HIYRU HRIENT 9T 5,00/ - S0 7eievs § Sfosd fham S 2l
372SUE 31ST 7 PR Pl AT H MUY SWIh 15 T & 31fReh HRIamg 6i
oI AR

SR Ry, 9% anefly, HidR™, o I fAfdR, g S& ™ @
3URTY T IRT 506, AR S0 Higdl, 1908 & WY H NG PHRa §Y
6 A8 & TR BRI JeT 1000/ - T9 3refeus I sfosd fwar S 2|
31ISUS AT 7 B DI ST H IMWRYh IWIh 15 T & 31fARE PRIE B
TSl AN |

i g per refaue T MM 6500/—, A DI PeT GRS
26000/ - Udiid il & forIehl 90% SRSl arsl JohedT /e B &fd & v
5 ST FRT A B BT AT PRt § it b 23,400/ - BN B

T T H1 A1 Tl | SR faRer gd # fSarft =i St &t safer
9 9ol § ga1fed arft|

SITUIHTOT bl 0T Y Tep U S1fders f71: e Ue &l SIRI| J=Tdet!
3NILTH HRITE! & GHTA HIHTTIR STUCRGNR Ui Bl S|

f&H1% 10.06.2026 (PR feeaaf)
1A% AT
foar HagR|
SRk (AUl g e1Qer oS AT 10.06.2026 P AR GRT g&dteiRa
fETfehet R et =TITeRT H AR T
f&HT® 10.06.2026 (e fereareet)
A% AT
forar Hfiagri

it g (%) / -
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