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¥3] ¥l 8.6l aanMAcid gogdoedd] saH—13¢ dUIRA Adl.....
138. Dishonour of cheque for insufficiency, etc., of
funds in the account.—
Where any cheque drawn by a person on an account
maintained by him with a banker for payment of any
amount of money to another person from out of that
account for the discharge, in whole or in part, of any debt
or other liability, is returned by the bank unpaid, either
because of the amount of money standing to the credit of
that account is insufficient to honour the cheque or that it
exceeds the amount arranged to be paid from that account
by an agreement made with that bank, such person shall
be deemed to have committed an offence and shall,
without prejudice to any other provision of this Act, be
punished with imprisonment for [a term which may be
extended to two years’ ], or with fine which may extend to
twice the amount of the cheque, or with both:
Provided that nothing contained in this section
shall apply unless—

1. (@) the cheque has been presented to the bank within a
period of six months from the date on which it is drawn or
within the period of its validity, whichever is earlier;
(b) the payee or the holder in due course of the cheque,

as the case may be, makes a demand for the payment of
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the said amount of money by giving a notice; in writing, to
the drawer of the cheque, [within thirty days] of the
receipt of information by him from the bank regarding the
return of the cheque as unpaid; and
(c) the drawer of such cheque fails to make the payment
of the said amount of money to the payee or, as the case
may be, to the holder in due course of the cheque, within
fiteen days of the receipt of the said notice.
Explanation.—For the purposes of this section, “debt of
other liability” means a legally enforceable debt or other
liability.
glcioll SIA AEWG As2ofl SHH—A13<HI UGS (A) UHILI AS ©
HIAHI A1 dl Aol aiss] YA AHBHJIETHI ASHI 2%y Y] A,
X G1odHi AiS—19 1N dsA] AS dI.20/ 92 /0230l A%l
& ol d AS d1.20/92/2023all A% AHUHYIEIH] GisHi GRIAA &
Aol Jéal &Ad B ¥ s3RAIEUA URgS—(A)o] Uidal &JAd &ldlg]
2A16fld U4 8.
u2gs (ofl) €xial Aaidi 2419 dl, As Ud AU [Eoi—303] Asd]
sHdll Hioell sdl oidlel ARIVlA sRAIEIRA A1Vl eld] W41 sIA
SARAIEIUA Y s2d AHis—21 410N Jedl Al Fdl d d1.22/ /202341 A%
Ud Sl & ol FHi SIS ¢l.01 Y¥ol “Funds insufficient”oll 21 19
ud A1dd 8. %4R Ais—22 didfl oiZll di.a2/ 0 /202wl A% ARl
AU AH19d] 8,72d 5 2RIl As Ud Sl Rl LJiall [Eoi—303i

AHRIMIA il ANUE B d oflEll ARIMlall 2A011A 61D Al U &I
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S. 118 Presumptions as to negotiable instruments

Until the contrary is proved, the following presumptions

shall be made:

a. of consideration; that every negotiable instrument
was made or drawn for consideration, and that every

such instrument, when it has been accepted,
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indorsed, negotiated or transferred, was accepted,

indorsed, negotiated or transferred for consideration;

.as to date; that every negotiable instrument

bearing a date was made or drawn on such date;

. as to time of acceptance; that every accepted bill

of exchange was accepted within a reasonable time

after its date and before its maturity;

. as to time of transfer; that every transfer of a

negotiable instrument was made before its maturity;

.as to order of indorsements; that the

endorsements appearing upon a negotiable
instrument were made in the order in which they

appear thereon;

. as to stamp; that a lost promissory note, bill of

exchange or cheque was duly stamped;

. that holder is a holder in due course; that the holder

of a negotiable instrument is a holder in due course:
Provided that, where the instrument has been
obtained from its lawful owner, or from any person in
lawful custody thereof, by means of an SP offence or

fraud, or has been obtained from the maker or
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acceptor thereof by means of an offence or fraud, or
for unlawful consideration, the burthen of proving
that the holder is a holder in due course lies upon

him.

S. 139 Presumption in favour of holder

It shall be presumed, unless the contrary is proved, that the
holder of a cheque received the cheque of the nature referred to
in section 138 for the discharge, in whole or in part, of any debt

or other liability.

el adNelRcid gogdoeal SHH—AUC Aol 13C YAGlgf VofHlal § ¥
s3Il cRBLIHI Salg] B1d B. €] aoNfAcid Porgaoeofl isedll saa -
13C H¥Clo] AgHlol § ¥ SAUIENfl dRFLIHI SdI0] &1 B d ARAR2 ofe]
Aol doj Uisel s3] ASIY & ial doj Visal Sdloll o1l 2ARIMail 2R & ial
SAAIEUSA Uldlall $A [aRisURl YuiR sul ugl AHRIVIA €l adnMo
gorgdoe Aseofl SHH—1U¢,A13Call VoA Iolo] Visel Sl MIGId YRA] 2%y
Salall &l & Aed 5, 3UIEU YAUIHI ARIY] U2ial Suall A1 iofAIR
Aol sl§o2 288 U2 dId9die] YR 52 dl ARIYI4l Rislall dict oIl

L2 Nd [RiEaidl 2AaRAR HOA] g,

AIH, GURISA F2AYIgA €lal Adl,% [ARELS] YAIR SUIHI of 19
Al AHRIVIRA 2410d AsA Uldlof] SIRAEA ] AUIAEIR] AHEI SAUI HIZ AHINA D

dq ojHlel sdloll oIl ¥ Yg oHlol sAl Al & AZ5 d olIHER
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AG1RRU JEIAdal] 221U] [A.HIEol A1 1A412 2090 A4 AcEcHI UeINd

S} Ricdid €lal Al %230 8 ¥ oflA Yol B,

14. In light of these extracts, we are in agreement with the respondent-
claimant that the presumption mandated by Section 139 of the Act does
indeed include the existence of a legally enforceable debt or liability. To
that extent, the impugned observations in Krishna Janardhan Bhat (supra)
may not be correct. However, this does not in any way cast doubt on the
correctness of the decision in that case since it was based on the specific
facts and circumstances therein. As noted in the citations, this is of course
in the nature of a rebuttable presumption and it is open to the accused to
raise a defence wherein the existence of a legally enforceable debt or
liability can be contested. However, there can be no doubt that there is an
initial presumption which favours the complainant. Section 139 of the Act
is an example of a reverse onus clause that has been included in
furtherance of the legislative objective of improving the credibility of
negotiable instruments. While Section 138 of the Act specifies a strong
criminal remedy in relation to the dishonour of cheques, the rebuttable
presumption under Section 139 is a device to prevent undue delay in the
course of litigation. However, it must be remembered that the offence
made punishable by Section 138 can be better described as a regulatory
offence since the bouncing of a cheque is largely in the nature of a civil
wrong whose impact is usually confined to the private parties involved in
commercial transactions. In such a scenario, the test of proportionality
should guide the construction and interpretation of reverse onus clauses
and the accused/defendant cannot be expected to discharge an unduly high
standard or proof. In the absence of compelling justifications, reverse onus
clauses usually impose an evidentiary burden and not a persuasive burden.

Keeping this in view, it is a settled position that when an accused has to
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rebut the presumption under Section 139, the standard of proof for doing
so is that of 'preponderance of probabilities'. Therefore, if the accused is
able to raise a probable defense which creates doubts about the existence
of a legally enforceable debt or liability, the prosecution can fail. As
clarified in the citations, the accused can rely on the materials submitted by
the complainant in order to raise such a defense and it is conceivable that
in some cases the accused may not need to adduce evidence of his/her

OwIl.

olIHER AdIRRU EIAd ol Basalingappa Vs Mudibasappa, 09 Apr

2019, 2019 0 AIR(SC) 1983, 2019 0 Supreme(SC) 423.3i U21Ud s

[Riegia 1ol AUl %3] & ¥ oflA Hxol B.

"26. In light of these extracts, we are in agreement with the
respondent claimant that the presumption mandated by Section
139 of the Act does indeed include the existence of a legally
enforceable debt or liability. To that extent, the impugned
observations in Krishna Janardhan Bhat, may not be correct.
However, this does not in any way cast doubt on the correctness
of the decision in that case since it was based on the specific
facts and circumstances therein. As noted in the citations, this is
of course in the nature of a rebuttable presumption and it is
open to the accused to raise a defence wherein the existence of
a legally enforceable debt or liability can be contested.
However, there can be no doubt that there is an initial

presumption which favours the complainant.
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22. The above case was a case where this Court did not
find the defence raised by the accused probable. The only
defence raised was that cheque was stolen having been rejected
by the trial court and no contrary opinion having been expressed
by the High Court, this Court reversed the judgment of the High
Court restoring the conviction. The respondent cannot take any
benefit of the said judgment, which was on its own facts.
Para 23. We having noticed the ratio laid down by this Court in
above cases on Sections 118(a) and 139, we now summaries the
principles enumerated by this Court in following manner:,

(i) Once the execution of cheque is admitted Section
139 of the act mandates a presumption that the cheque was
for the discharge of any debt or other liability.

(ii) The presumption under Section 139 is a rebuttable
presumption and the onus is on the accused to raise the
probable defence. The standard of proof for rebutting
the presumption is that of preponderance of
probabilities.

(iii) To rebut the presumption, it is open for the accused
to rely on evidence led by him or accused can also rely
on the materials submitted by the complainant in order
to raise a probable defence. Inference of preponderance of
probabilities can be drawn not only from the materials

brought on record by the parties but also by reference to
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the circumstances upon which they rely.
(iv) That it is not necessary for the accused to come in
the witness box in support of his defence, Section 139
imposed an evidentiary burden and not a persuasive burden,
(v) It is not necessary for the accused to come in the

witness box to support his defence.

AIH, BUASA Gial FYIYA] Aal olIHER AURY Melddd]]
Bulsd YslelHi UAUINA s2d Ricdidal ol Adl A sdlld &R B
5,¢ll aanellRioid gorgdoed| san—a3¢oll wardieg ywor ARMRA
ANE A AR Uldioll SIRIEARGII EUI AYUT YUIGER] HEI S
HIZ AN 8, dd HIAHIS ViAol Y1 & Aal dail Visaloll ¥UIGER]
AHRIUlatl R B. 2RIV A1 AgjHlIsiall Visal Hi2 YRidl A1 A5 2]
SARAEIRA Y S YR1AI YR AR AVl Uldiell oié1g 2%y s3] 2.
ARIIRA Yr1d1 % Sl AH14RAS ol€fl, UG VHafHIololl Visel Sdiof]
YUIGER] AR U2 & Aal %1 ARIV] 41 AojHIolo] Visel I Ad]
WAl § &slsdl 85 W didlal dojdisie] Visal SAUIHI ASN Y1
AHRIUIRA ANUA As A SIRAEA0N €4l § F¥UIGER] U2 AU B ol £
siRugAR0] & ddl eslsa cisigll U da siuEAR Ad Aielld sdld]
FUIGER] SAAIEUS U B ol AER AURIUIRA gjHIoig] Visal RisIe]
U2 ial sIRIEAR 3]d $RdlIq] &l ofell. Midloid A%aN & AciIdall 285 UR
dlddioll 8l & Aol dgHi ¥ AR dotl [Ae8 sAUIHT 2419d

GojHlolo] ViSol SUIHI AASN W dl HI2 AAojHlololl AHIUR AR
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asARdiel A USIU Vial % AR VHojHIolof Visel SAIH] ASN W
dl IR Gl YR1dIofl el §3] §211€] UR Uldioll 524 Risiell u Aiofld
SAlofl & B. Al SIA GUASA Glal FAUIY] Aal ollHER ALY
AUEIAdll YSIEIHIG GUSd Ricdlidial dlaiai Al 241 SIA Y1dIg]

YIS0l G AH19US B.

(22.9) AR dE ¥ Hecdall GiUId dldd & d oléIdell Uul sAA dl
AHRIYIRA A11d] SIS dlot d19d i€l 2l 241 1A s2RAIEUA 5pAU, Ry
2afl 211, 51Ruid, %¥1H]a1SAR, S ¥uid, W23 oile vHis—a3¢
Ais—¢oll Y AV d 243 ARMRA dAl sd 2uel clleid sl dshR
d19d o1efl 5 di ¥11dd &slsdlA dilal dlol HAd] of 811 Ad] slef
aseR  dldd o€l yad  AiS—9UIN RYVd  &dld Adl
AHRIUIRA s29uidol] 253 As 1000Ea dual §3UIEIHS dsell HAA
gld dg 2dIsRd & al ¥ &ilal Adl I SIHall HARIUIA &lddf] dlof
dladio] YRAdR Y1 8.241 S13 ARIUIA AHis— <&l W23 ol il
Adl AR gRI 31.200,000/-dfl dla dlddie sod sd
8 d &ssldlaf RIS SIef visal §3] ASd o1€ll. 241 SI1A AiS—19 Y101]
AsHi AR 1€l &ldl slicid SIgf asAR AdIHi A1Ud ofel] 2Hal %]
ARIUll Ad] oiRAIY &l § &Idoll dIEAd AS SIRUIEIRA JoiSal U
sR Aad] dofl 26Ul S & dl dl AARIUlell &ldall AHis—acdIa
As $21AIE] R 51 A 41 & Vol ] A AH A B 5 URIY A
8 dl A A3 AHAIRIUIA Wi 222013i SIS 21 24841d § SIRJUIE AN
gl ddl sl Y11 oiRuIgud] 2% 5 ofell Aol ARIUIRA A€ Asq

sigf 221U Udoz UR Uldld] dls gl sAdd ol § SIS %182 aldll U
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Riegd 5219d el Ad] 8slsd uwl 3sS WR did]l asd oefl § Ad] SIS

i1d uel o], A1 doisS oIHER YUIH 81 AH.ACGIA &1%]

[@. 2).2d.AoaisAdlS1¥€IF] AHUld  0i.55v/2092(34.5].)

dl.ac/oc/20a€eHi Adl Riedid @ld $3d 8 §,As9] &didR0l

sdl Ad &3 d ARRA Ad¥sRs Ad YUR 5 uS id doll
A1MIG Aoy dlAd dlioidl Hecdoll 210 2ASIR olgl.2A1H,241RIUIA
dlad crug Hiefl slaieuaiod] eslsdle vise &dd 2@l ASKY
oel. d 3d sARUE] GAedurRmHI ciRAI9YIal HEE HA ddI SIY AGO)
dgd 288 W didl 15d o1€fl.sluIeuioll SAoll &s1sdl [AReL) HojH o
s ASI ddl HIGdIdIRIS YR GiRAIGU Y Sd  ole]
Aol ARIUIA 1R AsHi Uldiofl 48] &ldl 243 1 dsAR dlad] o &l
Aol 504d S 8 RUIR A 2NAIElall Aeliofl Ysaell U2 AH1Ud &ldlg]
Hioldlal SREI & dia RN dldd dlol Y3l s3] 2410d &> dd]
oA dldd oefl § 5 sAUIEl asell ofl sy Auclglse HAd &Iy dl
d uel % 53d o1€fl § A sl Y141 2% 52 ofell IR AHis—¢diai] U
143 ofle el Adl diloll deR dIRl sARUIEHT ial YIdall

AloIEaIHIH AHY ol A B Aal Blddll As A1 s2RUIEl el sl
Gsai gelddl olidie] ¥LRNAG B.AIFARHI olIHER AURU AHEIEA

Ul. {11 (A, A50Ed a1DRall YsIEIHI AG vANld s2d B 5,
The court held that due to the presumption under
Sec.139,0nce signature and cheque are not in dispute,it
will be presumed that cheque was issued for discharge
of debt or liability in favour of complainant.ia,24R1U] 24€2

sad—a3cdll oIdIgile visa s3] ASA &eldig] ¥Ry Aidg oiefl. 1
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SAH—3coll AP JofARll VigjHIoll SIRUIElS] dELIHI eldlig]
FRIR B,

(22.2) 21 s1d AR 2oy Al A9 dldd & 5,211 SlHall
ARl oflZl=lel] cial] &Ad oief] 2414 aldNRAcid As2oll saH-
3¢(cll)o uidal sUIHI 2A1Ad oi@fl.241 SIA 21 I3 Ais—R4I0]
al12121 .92/ 09 /02wl A% A1 SlHall AHAIRIUlal UlRe gRI HISAUIHI
AAd el A Ais—3di0ll Uieol wadl wel sdla i
8 ol al AIS-RUIY) SAR lal Adl dHi 'doiss2 AUl QMW
A1 AAA SU WA AHIAd &ldIg] YLIIRM 8.1 ACISS ol IH. AR
Aeiddatl LA said] aixl Q. widugl yede ol oflxiA
A AL AR, 1EER YUH SIE SowHl olHER AUH 2eldd s19d
8 5,%012d SAIB15 As2al]l SAH—29 Vo A1 ofIZ]I %], UlR2 £

SlHR0l1 242011 HISAUIHI AIAd 1Y ol d Refused,not available in
the house,house locked,shop closed,addressee not in station,due

service has to be presumed unless and until contrarty is proved by
addressee 2@ 5,SRIEHI &RARU H¥oidl dlara didle Ao

A0l 1A HIsAdIHI 1] @14 dl ULl ¥olRd SAIB]% Aseofl SEH—9
H¥ol ollZlAall ol &JAd &ldig) Hio ALl ASIU Aol AR
Wil Ale ol san—aw(As) J¥ot dofl sixgell a3dl ael
ASIAY Aol Al gfHlolo] Visel Slall ofig] AR U @d]

8 aaNMAoid As2ell saH—3<(fl)all &g FHIGER QAR AS dS
AUdlal]l 8,240 ) 2RIUIUI Ad] ouId Adl 8l 5 dlélel

dxflal o1¥d ofell Al AA1A 518 A2 619 &Ael] As Yaoiofl dell 284
eRWEY sl A 1ud] AefRA. 1ol SAHT AHARIU] sARAI endd 420113

dxlle] ol & ad uw dell A SIg visd s3I ASA o]
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S dlol Aeldd AH2 &1%R AY] As Yxoidll 28H0(l eRUIS ULl Sd

ai®f]l ddl A2NHI A1 SiHoll HIRIUlA o)A dAXd oisl aldidl] edld

18U AVIYIUIN oi].

(23) Al sIA $2NAIE] €URI Y SAIHT AIAd Alvlls I €2d19D)
Y1912410f] &slsdl 211 si3all AR ediRl g31IEIA GEloll udiHi 2419
28H0ll URd Ysdell AR ldall s1A Ais—19 &l 2y As sAUIEll] dFLIA
g3y sAIHi A19d d &slsd sARUIE YRAR 3 A5 eldig ¥eng AHId B.
A1H,6ICal SIA AiS—19 dI0] As AR sIRIEAAT] ALl 253 El S|
AR AU &ldio) YAR Y1 B.2:41H,BURSd UUT Y¥o ¥R slddd slule
(Gl AHYHJIETHI EIVIE SAUIHT AH1AH &1 Aol YAR ANMNJoid As2d]
sar—a3<(A)(ofl)oll d1dIgA0] Uical SAIHT 2419d &l dg sdld i
& 2ol AR sAH-13< () Bs0 ARNIRA g3UIElS 241 517 ARl Yol
Asoll 284 YGioll SIg sH YsAdIHi AH41Ad @l ddl eslsd xRV d
WAR Yd] of &1 AR As Yyoiofl 284 2RIV uiA]l aell olsadl aldig
YRAR YR B, AIH, AHAUQA €], aldll.god. S Aol AIURIS dcd]
ARV [Aea sdlld &Ry & ddl eslsa s3uIEl 2RV [Qpea YaR s3]
A5dIg) ¥R &,cuR AR &RI Gslddidi »H1dd edldl €uial Adi d
AHRIUIV2I6 HeE3U ] of &1) ol AR dF SIUEI YXClall ViajHIoflol|
A6i9 slg visallcHs YR1dl %y s3] A5d o1efl 3 K| s3Il LI 8
SIUEISIY HofHlollo] Visal &I ¥ sTlUIEUR Uldioll 51 YRUIR SUIHI 24501
8dl 8 d 2dIsRdIg] 28 &.211 513 ARIUIUA () sl.2l.2R.200%(3) Uk
ol AUS IO GlIHER UNIG GlES1201l A% 02815 (A.9]ERI0l 2Aé HEEI ol

YSIEI UR AIUR AVM 8 ¥ SAAHI SAUIERA €1dd R0l 1H1HI SIS 3] oo
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S R0l oioRR €1ddAI of &cll ¥RAR &ldall SAHI SIRUIEIRA Uldiof] s3lu1eai
AISSA 320l ai6iR A 8 Vol Al SIA FAIEIRA e1dd 42011y Uig
8 adl vRIlugiell oiAuId uel of &l Y| sidall YsIeEl ARIYIU2I0 HEEIU
dl otef] Aol AR 2o YsIEl () [QaugHR i (A 222 2A1g YUl.
sl.2{l.241R.2020(2) U o900l UWR AHILUR AVH 8 AR AERE YSIEIHI
SIARA1E AU EldAoll AHJAINIHI EIVA SUIHI A1Ad Y| SIRIEISIU K214 1)
Cidl YA AR &ldall SAoll &5Isdl i1 YsIElall SAoll eslsdiell via21 gl
Fef] A1 YSIE] &lcall SAofl AI2| of Usdl &ld o] A of] MEIAdS] ofHULT HIol]
8.
HEl ol. =2
(%) 214,241 s1d AR [Qea aoNRR¥od gogdoed] sEH—3¢
H¥Cloll dHIH dcd] A16{ld &AA! 8.1 SIA SAAYIEUA dHall AldIEatIHIHI
a2l Ry A ec19%1al AHiellal alaN.go2d. As2ell SAH-1¢ I L3¢l
AgfHloll H¥O Uldioll 34 YRUR S & ial ARUIUE Gusd AT 4l
ARRIN H¥ SIY visaicHs 81 2d1sIR] AsI ddl Y14l %Y S ofell. 1,
Gusd UAUT sAUT YA HEI ol . Aofl ¥UIG &SRHT A HEI 6l.2 Ao of|D
HGlofl AIUE] §5H ST 2419 B,
1l §SH I

A1l Al siHall  ARII-eHAdIAda oMY  [RFad,R8.
A /w03, Yso Aot A, KA siRfla uRd, dey Rweflu
AHAHEIYIE olIAlal [BAoid Ml Sisell sdH—uu(R) 2eud aoNRRloid
gogAoeoll sAH—13¢ Yool 2flatuit Aalini dasAlRdlel A4l §SH

SAIHI AID B,
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Al BAY AIRAY  dl.29H] 1oy ,R0udll AY Yl AHelddi
difl, Aciaid] s syl.
HSIH 1 GIoIRMR (AfordgHR AH.u2d)
dl.29/0a,/202y4 wRY(SRyd A2 $2E sAIA
G141, (SIS of.— HF—0907)

1% 13l Haidgf] : —

AHRIloll [A.9.2llal 24 243 Yatdellell ds 2Hudidi 2419 B, WRg
AHRIY] R8I & ol dilall [A.9.2l] 6192 & Al 11 & § AR 2] 243 el
H1Z] BaRoall 81 ol dHIH FUIGIER] dHall UR 81, ¥ 241ed] 241 SAU| R% S3d
8.

sARUIElall (A.a.2lal 4 243 YotdLllofl ds Ui 241D B AR
Al Avfls 2Y41d 52 B F A1 SIdHall ARIUIRA AU RIUIR Hlot S AHEIYIE YSIA
¥cl _A B ol A1 [AREY Gl SAT A AAI AEIAAIHI AT B Vil ]
SIA sARAI1E] 3isall 121 dlal 1M 10 Noidloll ¥H| SA UAIHI] A 1ULIHI 241D & A
%l dlolgiRs gRI dofl 28H Ysudidi o A1A dl Hsdllad  ostulel YR
Aol HsollA Uldlell SlUlXle €Rslad vl ysaell salddl « gla & dell
ARl Asef] il 28H dNcR S Ui 418 YsUdioll Vol dgHI dg] A% S
Y A 8.

o 1ofl AEIAd o1 Sl guid HIo s2lu1EURIal 54 Alofld LRI ded ¥
%4 1g] otel] U 2YoB2IR S AYotl HEA SAUIENDN AANSIRS AR HO Aol 2ob] 52
dal 4% #A Adl clidetl AHIFHT Ay &R dell yrl ooddliRal A% IR d
diof] xAefl A€Iddof]l UMA $% & ial dol SIUEIHT sAAd U <fl2il s2d]]
AIRARAd 8. 1 sIA dsAlRdlol sAUdIHi A11Ad ARIIRA 3UIE] A1otl ARllol]
254 Ysdl AA1udiall oildliefl 2A1%[Eat Yellofl A4 HAE BldI 9dl YsAd ofell Vil

s3uIElal 2Aep As ol eAd sldiell JAd gis2Ulcial €Il Adll,¥AR FA RIEN
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W2 Al 2R el AR dslRdiol spAYIHI A41Ad &l IR 2foslal &4 IRIE]
dgf SR A a2l AR 2o/ A4 81J H1E] G0l &1 Aol dHIH FUIHER] Aot
W &l dofiefl d wdicerRlHigl] ©esl S ogl 2ol ARIA s2éIEla aliCll of
Ysdlal o]y ostilol sRUIEI Sclg) 2HAal] SIeo] olHURl Hiolg B dHal
aisellal ¢RUlY sdlofl wdUIGER] 2ARIIoll (R & dell s3lu1El dnaR Angdl 6SER
Y1 B Vol &ldall ZAHI 3AIEIU2I0l 284 018l Ysdlal Ul $2A URIEI0ll UdId]
SAloll A+ HA Aol sIRIEARC]] ARl 280 Ys] Ui $YR s8] Seof] 24ex
cilolgd] US ddl 243A1A Y1 A HIZ 89 HIH F2d] AHY dixol]l LIy B, aielsly
licidall o8l &ld dofl 2Aud Sedll A% oldl sl AIE] Feoll A 5dlg] G
FRIR B Aol AlAIY SRAIEl el §SH ULl ST AT dl oAU

[Qeiidotl Yo ¥adigf 82 dH Rl 8. ¥l GURASd UUT AAdRAIR HEI of.2 UdAd
oflA Yxoiall AU gSH 19 8.

1l BSH
(1) 21 sidHall ARNI-eHbdIda goAIHIY REu,28. /w03,
st A1gfol 2A12], 1421 s1{121 IR, 210y AU AHEIUIE oAl [B(FHoic
viRfl9R sisofl sad—uu(2) o4 adNRluid gogdoed| sAH—-13¢
yxoioll N2t dotidi asAlRdiel sgdl © HRAoll AIE] Zeddl Aw
SRHIYYIHI 41D &,
(2) (B.ul.sisdl sdd-3u9 A1 dikdl sEH-¥R,v32 del [5led
HAoyAHc Ul 206 H¥ol dsARdIol ARV 241 SIHall $31UIEl dndU2
Asoll 284 31.1,54,010/— (205 3UlAI s dIvl AUal &%1R €4 Y2I) Ysdl
Ayl
(3) B.l.slsoll saH-355 240ud A1 gsHdll As aisc ARMal dlotl R
Y3l visdl.
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(v) ARMIRA s1g naflot oAl 81 dl d € SAloll §SH SAIHI A1 B,

(W) AR AI1%RA% YSIElall [EUA 61N of &I} AHY H[Scl 4R 2% o
glJ AR ([A3e8 A1 Aol AHA Acitlq] Hlloiilaidivus dize WIAA
gl ¢1ell g2 sdlall §SH SAUIHI 2419 B,

Al BRAY A1%RAY dl.R9H] oyl ,20uall A% yedl teidani difl,
Aead] 18 sl.

HSIH : GIPIRAR (YfordgHR AH.u2d)

dl.29/ o0 /2024 wRYslRud AXRee $2E sAIA

S21RRI.(81S of.— HF-09907)



