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Instructions :-

1. All questions are compulsory. Answer to all the Questions must be given

in one language either in Hindi or in English. In case of any ambiguity
between English and Hindi version of the question, the English version
shall prevail.
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2 Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of Answer-

Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of his/her own Name or Roll No.
or any mark of identification in any form or any Number or Name or
Mark, by which the Answer Book of a candidate may be distinguished/
identified from others, in any place of the Answer Book not provided
for, is strictly prohibited and shall, in addition to other grounds, entail
cancellation of his/her candidature.
IR GRETT Jd RS e & yoH g R [fde wE w8 argmHia Jffdd
| IR IRaer 7 Ffde wm @ sfaRed B0 = W) AT 9m a1 JgEEE
YAl BIS HHS AT Y8 BT Blg (24 b b1 foradd & ademeft @1 s
YR BT T IR GRAPR I AT TEAMT O W, [a ufafdg 7 AR oy
IR & AfaRe, Sa@ srafdfar e 5l S &1 oM &8

3. Writing of all answers must be clear & legible. If the writing of Answer
Book written by any candidate is not clear or is illegible in view of
Valuer/Valuers then the valuation of such Answer Book may not be
considered.
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Q.1

Question/ 92

SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES
faarere! &t favg=r

Frame the issues on the basis of the pleadings given hereunder.

PLAINTIFF'S PLEADINGS -

The plaintiff (daughter) filed a civil suit on 24/07/2011 against her
father (defendant No.l), her brother (defendant No.2), her mother
(defendant No.3) and respondents No. 4, 5 in whose favour sale-deed
dated 23/11/2010 has been executed by defendant No.1. It is claimed in
suit that she has 1/4 th share in agriculture land having Khasra No. X, Y, Z
(disputed lands) and she is entitled for partition and separate possession. It
is also claimed that the sale deeds dated 23/11/2010 is null and void.

According to the plaint, the plaintiff, plaintiff’s father, plaintiff’s
brother and plaintiff’s mother constituted a Hindu Undivided Family
and are coparceners governed by Mitakshara Law. Plaintiffs father
(defendant No.l) and his brother Pramod, their father late Shri
Moongaram and his father late Shri Bhima shanker owned agriculture
land Khasra No. A & B which was ancestral property. Partition has
already took place between plaintiff’s father and his brother Pramod.
Disputed lands were purchased by plaintiff’s father out of the income
of the alorementioned ancestral agriculture land. Thus, the disputed
lands are undivided ancestral properties of plaintiff and defendant No.1,
2 and 3. Therefore, since her birth, the plaintiff has 1/4th share in the
disputed property along-with defendant No.1, 2 and 3. The defendant
No.4 and 5 by playing fraud and coersion on defendant No.l,
influenced him to execute sale deed dated 23/11/2010 in favour of
defendant No. 4 & 5 without consideration. Therefore, the alienation
made by defendant No.1 vide sale deed dated 23/11/2010 is not binding
and this sale-deed be declared null and void.

DEFENDANT’S PLEADINGS —
Defendant No.l, 2 and 3 in their written statement admitted the

facts alleged in the plaint and also admitted plaintiff’s claim.

The defendant No. 4 and 5 filed a separate written statement
denying the facts alleged in the plaint. It is pleaded that the disputed
lands were self acquired property of defendant No.l and defendant
No.l with his free consent, executed sale deed dated 23/11/2010 in
favour of defendant No. 4 & 5 for his personal needs. Full
consideration amount was paid by the defendants No. 4 & 5 to
defendant No.1. This is a collusive suit and liable to be dismissed with
exemplary cost.

Page 2 of 12

Marks
AH

10



g3 1 Hifed sifaas & R R Raes fRfea 1 |

Q.2

ardl @ 3fraaq

el (@A) A 9= far (faardy @.1), wig @fard) w.2), 7 @lard ».
3) R yfoarY w4 9 5, RNd vt A wfyard) @1 7 sy 9= =i 23.11.
2010 freaifee oo o, @ faeg f3A1E 24.07.2011 & A€ uga | =
# gg < e mar 8 & Swer fRafed 4ft o . v, 91, o #
(farfea «f#aT) 1,/4 af fZr € ok 9% dcar U4 gUd Feoll g P
FeHR ® 1 I8 W 1@ B T % ey g7 faAie 23.11.2010 I T
3T B |

g% 9F $ JIAR dQl, ardl o U 9 & 98 iR ard @ 7 s
wga AfaIford fawg, aRar &1 e @ § ik weeilie slex fRg fafd
1 AR eer & enfid 8] 8 | 9rdl & U @fard) @.1) ik S 9rE
gAE 9T 57 a1 & fUar wrfia s R ik §uRm & far wftg sh
HHEier Y JAal @R . ¢ 3R @ & uft w@rd O ok g8 ige ftet
A1) @) & M vd I8 Wg YA @ 419 §canT & gal | faarfed
IHAgl &1 et @ far 7 gd aftfa 9ge o gl @ aftfa e o wa
fear o | 39 yaR farfed yfiar at vd ufoar<r .1, 2 9 3 &) fgwiford
e FURMT € | T A< & I o 9 1/4 df fRwar gfaard w1, 2
93D QY o YA %4 9 5 7 GAAE .1 F A B T4 HIC IRD
gfeard .1 & g9Ifad &) ufdardt %4 9 5 & ueT # faswa g3 fR=ia 23,
11.2010 P! 477 ufdwe & Fwrfed s on) o sy a3 R=id 23.11.
2010 ¥ yfdERT %1 gR1 fBar a7 sfaror e 8 & iR S0 I g
fAenTdy ST far o |
gRErdrrT & sifaaq

gfaard! .1, 2 9 3 A JdESEl YKJd B dig 9 # aftfa e el
IR T & TEl B WHR HAT 7 |

giraTsl H.4 9 5 7 YUG STaEerd YA PR e 9F H# afvfd qeal B
FdER &A1 81 ST afges & & faarfea Jfl ufaerdt %1 @1 @
fSta wwafed off ofik gftardl w1 7 U+l Afdaa ArgegHaril gg A9
W Ty ¥ yfat %4 9 5 B v A fawy uF &AM 23.11.2010
frenfea fear o1 gfeard) %4 9 5 gRT Ufardl .1 &1 1 gfahe 3raT
frar mar o) Uw g ag § R SeEweie w9 dfed e f
W AT 2|

FRAMING OF CHARGES
Frame a charge/charges on the basis of facts given here under —

ffoRed Tl @& IR W RIY /ARG & fava=1 S |

PROSECUTION CASE / ALLEGATIONS -
Deceased Prashant and accused Vinod were friends. On the date of

incident, deceased Prashant called accused Vinod and asks him to come
to his flat and when Vinod reached at his flat he found Prashant angry
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Q.3

and restless. As Prashant saw to the accused, he asked him why he is
spreading all sort of rumors and bad things about him. Accused denied
doing as such anything but Prashant was not convinced. Prashant
threatened the accused that if he will keep continue spreading rumors
about him he will make public his illicit relationship with his neighbour
woman. Accused Vinod got enraged, he picked up a nylon rope lying
nearby and strangulated Prashant to death. After Prashant died accused
pushed his dead body under his bed. Accused picked up Prashant’s
mobile phone and nylon rope, locked the flat from outside and drove
away on his motorcycle. On his way to home, accused threw the nylon
rope and sim card installed in Prashant’s mobile phone, into the river
and hid the mobile phone under his bed in his house.

AP BT gBRoT / Afpera—

FIgaa fadie vd Jae yea B | geqr Reie @ yerg 3 faee
B B a1 3R Fer & 97 969 tele W) AR IR o9 e g @
et A UgdT O e W B TR F SR g umr| o € weng @
IR BT oW IFT IAH BT fF g7 W IR F T YBR B apars iR
0 9t @l B 817 Jfgam 7 0 e fl e d R, feg
TN Aqee ARl g3 g A Afged @ gHe ) f 98 99e IR 3§
JhdTE Bef =T WK W 1 98 996 TSN AR & Ay oy el @)
et B Q| Afiga e R ¥ e mar ek 9w 9E g
T B W SR YR @7 T v far e 9w g 8 e |
UT B TG P 9 AMYERT A IqD G B IGP [’ B AR gdd
fear| fged 3 werd &1 Hiesd AR TIEd @ R ST o, T @
Y [ T AT R U Hew WiEfhd ¥ 98 § T AT W B
R H S AR B IR @R gae @ Aeed ¥ @ R B 3y e
# o fRar ok A @ o ') A g faver @ A g R

JUDGMENT WRITING (CIVIL)

Write a judgement on the basis of pleadings and evidence given
hereunder after framing necessary issues and analyzing the
evidence, keeping in mind the provisions of relevant Law/Acts:-

Plaintiff’s Pleadings :-
Plaintiff agreed to purchase a piece of land admeasuring area 1

Bigha out Khasra no. 333 of Village Khamariya from the defendant
No.l1 for consideration of Rs.2,00,000/-. At the time of agreement
Rs.25,000/- was given as earnest money whereas rest amount was to be
paid at the time of registration of sale deed. It was agreed that before
registration of sale deed, seller/defendant No.1 will get permission of
sale and obtain NOC from revenue department, within a period of six
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months. The defendant No. 1 did not take any steps to take permission
and NOC. On the request of defendant No.1, plaintiff further paid him
Rs.1,00,000/- out of the consideration amount. On asking for
registration of sale deed, defendant No.l said that he did not get
permission and NOC and lateron denied to execute the sale deed.
Defendant No. 2 has unauthorized possession over the land. Plaintiff
was always ready and willing to perform his part of contract. Therefore,
suit for specific performance of contract and possession of suit land has
been filed.

Defendant’s Pleadings :-
Defendant No. 1 pleaded that he has not executed any agreement in

favour of plaintiff regarding land. He had handed over the possession
of land almost 15 years back to the defendant No. 2 under an oral
agreement to sale. He borrowed a sum of Rs.1,25,000/- from the
plaintiff and he is ready to return the same. Plaintiff fraudulently
obtained his signature on any document but he never executed any
agreement to sell in his favour.

Defendant No. 2, has filed separate written statement and pleaded
that he took possession of land from defendant No. 1 under oral
agreement to sale almost 15 years back and now he has become owner
of land by adverse possession. The defendant No. 1 has no right to sell
the land to the plaintiff. Both the defendants prayed for dismissal of
suit.

Plaintiff’s Evidence :-
Plaintiff has proved the agreement. He produced attesting witness to

prove transaction and he also proved receipt of the payment. He has
also proved that he has sufficient money for payment of rest
consideration amount and registration expenses of sale deed but the
defendant No. 1 has not made Registration of land despite repeated
requests.

Defendant’s Evidence :-
Defendant No. 1 appeared as witness and gave an oral statement

regarding transaction with defendant No.2. He has admitted that he
received Rs.125000/- from the plaintiff on the two different occasions.
He admitted his signature on the agreement.

In support of his pleadings, the defendant No. 2 has filed entries of
revenue record showing his possession over disputed land for fifteen
years. He admitted that name of the defendant No. 1 is in revenue
record as a owner of the disputed land. He did not say anything about
making payment of consideration of land.
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Arguments of Plaintiff :-
Possession of defendant No. 2 over disputed land is unauthorized.

Oral agreement without consideration has no significance. He is entitle
for registration of sale deed in his favour and for possession of land
from defendant No.2.

Arguments of Defendant :-
Defendant No. 2 has already got ownership of disputed land on the

basis of adverse possession. Therefore, plaintiff can get relief of refund
of money only.

frfafead affeat @ aeg & smR w® wEg @) fadgar s g
fota, faares fRfaa o0 & e Wt AR/ s 3
GHId YTaemEl d ear A x@ax forlRad —

aret @ fHaaT —

ardl F gfdarel . 1 | am @ERar B @ww | 333 B YA A J
drer 4 200000/~ wUA F B IR FT I haT| Y 3 T
25,000/ — U8 9T AT B wY F A W we&fs, 3w ¥ Oy 3 @
USleA & WHE 3r@T @) o oY | 789U g b famy w3 ushiew @ 6
e qd ufeard) @, 1 9 B s @ oAl iR s owe W @
TSt BT | Gfare) . 1 g1 SR 9 oIl Ui @R g B Hrdard)
Tel @ | ufaardy 1 B IRy W) gl 3 S sfRe 1,00,000 / —
W gfdher R A W ot R R w3 @1 oollae avR on R @
S WX Gfardt . 1 7 pe b 9us oAy ok aruia ure e @Y aik
e H faspy v e srfleR v Rar) afeard) 3. 2 sieT vy @
YA R P B A€ g WRAS B A9 9 B ule ¥q 39K 9 aa
@ & | o wfdar & e oo ok 4t @ e &g @@ wa e 2

glfaardt & sfaa- —

uf%aﬁﬁzﬁwfru%aﬁaa?fﬁaﬁ%ﬁswﬁaﬁfﬁwﬁﬁs‘m‘ﬁa
I B ey Frofed T8 B ) 98 B9 15 9 gf uRad @, 2 @
e fAea agey & aed 4y & s A0 gar ) SE @@ @
125000/~ ®W SR fo & S 98 a9 allerm @ J9R 2| @) BN
sﬁ@m@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂaﬁwmmmwm%‘mwﬁwm
faspa argeer ardt & uer F FrafRa =t fpar 2

iTarst . 2 7 gUE | AR TRE BRI §Y aF <797 AT &
98 9iard %. 1 9 AMes e D T8 15 ¥ qF § 4 BT weoTr g
R GH ® IR 3T uRime T B AER W 4 BT @ @ ger 2
gfdard ®. 1 B A N 9 Ry T BT B R T8 2| O
YFAaEHTor 3 31T AR B &1 e fpar €

Page 6 of 12



Q.4

qret &1 "y —

arsl F Igey YA fhaT 8 | FasR & way # IyAvH Ay By
od fhar & iR yram @) die ft uga @ 8 SEe I8 ) g
far & fo S g 9@ gfawd IR 3reT & B R ey w3 @
9o & @ 'g gat| W 8 fBg ufuerdt 7.1 3 S R4 3
% IR W YA BT gSiga 78T B |
glaars! @1 gy —

yfcrardl . 1 7 WY P AR B wI H YA HRd gC gfaa) b, 2 B
A gU AaeR © Way A AiRad Fd fBY &) 9 9 Wier fear @
f& SH 9t &/ 1,25000/— ©R TV A= Rt w® oy Y| w9
e X AU BRIER a1 A WaR fHar 2|

gferarel . 2 7 U AfFEl & wHH H Iorg IferEl ® ga
T fhad & R farfed 4 = Swar Feer 15 awt & IRfT & 2,
9 910 P WeR dIal & b Iora dferdl # gfoardt % 1 w1 AW
faarfed 4% & @l @ v A g 81 S A @7 DI Afowd A TH
S |9 H g T8 FE 2|
da® drel —

gferarey . 2 &1 A W Feoll FARRT 7| R ywd & fhar T
HiRges ey bl #8c @1 781 21 98 YA & fhy g3 &1 gohgd e
T& H B AR YA BT Deoll YfAdd] b, 2 F UG B BT JHRT B |
@ glfaarst —

gfcrard) . 2 Y W URiee bl @ JER TR Wed I BY gDl © |
39 RO ard) e fdr 9y uiftd &7 Geradr 9T B Ao 2 |

JUDGMENT WRITING (CRIMINAL)

Frame the charge on the basis of the given facts and write a judgement
with reasons on the basis of allegations, evidence and arguments given
hereunder, keeping in mind the relevant provisions of the concerned

laws.

Prosecution case :-
(i) On 05.02.2021 at about 3 p.m., the accused Dayaram armed with a

12-bore gun and accompanied with co-accused Harisingh, Ajmersingh,
Ramswaroop and Kaptansingh came to the house of Khalaksingh (now
deceased) at village Rampur and abused him. In response, Khalaksingh
also uttered abusive words. Being enraged, Dayaram fired at
Khalaksingh with his gun. The injured body of Khalaksingh started
profusely bleeding. He walked a few paces and fell down. On hearing
sound of firing, villagers including Khalaksingh’s brother Jhandusingh
(PWS5), neighbours Raghuvirsingh (PW9) and Jashwatsingh (PW2)
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rushed to the spot where Khalaksingh made an oral statement to them
that it was Dayaram only who had caused guns shot injuries. After that
immediately, Khalaksingh succumbed to the injuries.
(ii) On the same day at 5 p.m., Jhandusingh lodged the F.I.R (Ex.P-3)
at P.S Rampur. [t was recorded by SHO P.D. Mishra (PW14) who
registered a case under Sections 147 and 302 read with S. 149 of the
IPC. After inquest proceedings, panchnama (Ex.P-1) was prepared.
Dead body of Khalaksingh was taken by Constable Bajrang Singh
(PW12) to the hospital for post-mortem. Autopsy Surgeon Dr. D.K
Kulshrestha (PW11) opined that cause of Khalaksingh’s death was gun
shot injuries described in the post-mortem report (Ex.P-15) as under -

“There was a lacerated wound 12 cm. x 10 cm. x 8 cm.

irregular in shape, over the left axilla and chest. Blood-

clots were present. There was tattooing around the

wounds and the muscles were lacerated, pleura was

lacerated on the left side. Left lung was lacerated. 2™ and

3" ribs were found fractured”.

Dr D.K Kulshrestha also extracted 12 pellets from the dead body
and sealed them in a packet that was handed over to Bajrang singh.
(iii)During investigation, Head Constable Gotiram (PW13) prepared
spot map (Ex.P.-11) and seized blood stained soil from the place of
shooting and also from the place where the injured Khalaksingh had
fallen down (as per seizure memos Exhibits P-12 and P-13). Blood
stained pellets extracted by the Autopsy Surgeon were also seized vide
memo (Ex.P-4). All the five accused were arrested on 26-02-2021 and
arrest memos (respectively Ex.P-6 to P-10) were prepared. A 12 bore
gun and 9 Cartridges, were seized from the possession of Dayaram, and
seizure memo (Ex. P-5) was made.

(iv) All the seized articles were sent to FSL, Sagar along with letter,
copy of which is (EX.P-14). The Ballistic Expert’s report (Ex.P-16)
indicated the gun allegedly seized from Dayaram was not in perfect
working condition but it was capable of firing 12-bore cartridges.

(v) After due investigation, charge-sheet was submitted against all the
five accused in the Court of IMFC, Satna who committed case to the
court of Session for trial.

Defence Plea :-

() False prosecution due to prevailing animosity on account of
Panchayat Election.

(ii) Someone else killed Khalaksingh who was having a consistent
criminal record.
(iii) The oral dying declaration was not reliable as after receiving
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injuries Khalaksingh had become unable to speak.

Evidence- for prosecution :-

(i) The prosecution examined as many as 14 witnesses including the
witnesses referred to above and Man Singh (PW1), Jashwant Singh
(PW2), Sultan Singh (PW3) and Layak Singh (PW4) who had allegedly
witnessed Dayaram fired at Khalaksingh. The other witnesses were-

(a) Santosh Singh (PW6), the panch witness of the spot map and
seizure of the bloodstained soil etc. from the spot.

(b) Kamal (PW7), the panch witness of arrest of Dayaram and
seizure of the gun and cartridges from him.

(¢) Thakur Singh (PWS8) the panch witness of arrest of other
accused.

(d) Constable Bajrang Singh (PW12) who had taken the dead body
of Khalaksingh to the hospital and brought the sealed packet containing
pellets to the police station.

(i1) According to Dr. D.K. Kulshrestha (PW11), the gun shot injuries
found on the dead body of Khalaksingh were ante-mortem in nature
and were sufficient in the ordinary course of nature to cause death. In
the cross-examination, he admitted that after being shot at Khalaksingh
there was a possibility of survival for 5 minutes only.

(iii)Mansingh (Pwl) deposed that he had seen Dayaram shooting
Khalaksingh with the gun (Art. “A’). He also referred to the oral dying
declaration made by the deceased. In the cross-examination, Mansingh
clearly admitted that the relations between Khalaksingh and Dayaram
were not cordial and that they were also members of rival political
parties. Sultansingh (PW3), a resident of another village, who had come
to meet his cousin Khalaksingh, also supported the evidence of
Mansingh. However, the other eyewitness Layak Singh (PW4) was
declared hostile by the prosecution.

(iv) First informant Jhandusingh (PWS5) reiterated the facts scribed in
the FIR by SHO P.D. Mishra. He clearly stated that before breathing his
last, Khalaksingh could reveal that he was shot by Dayaram only. His
statement was corroborated by Raghuvirsingh (PW9) and Jashwant
Singh (PW2) named in the FIR and also by Laxmansingh (PW10), the
Patel of the village. P.D. Mishra (PW14) admitted that the deceased had
criminal history.

Evidence for defence :-
The defence examined Civil Surgeon Dr. R.K. Shukla (DW1), who

ruled out the possibility that after receiving the gun shot injuries,
Khalaksingh was in a position to speak.

Page 9 of 12



93 4

Arguments of Prosecutor :-

(i) By the evidences placed on record, charges against all the accused
are proved.

(ii) The opinion of Dr. R.K. Shukla deserves to be rejected in light of
overwhelming and contrary oral evidence.

Arguments of Defence Counsel .-

(i) None of the witnesses examined by the prosecution had seen the
occurrence and evidence of so-called eyewitnesses not named in the
FIR are unreliable. This apart, the evidence of Sultansingh deserves to
be discarded as a related and chance witness.

(ii) Existence of an unlawful assembly was not established.

(iii) The prosecution evidence is not sufficient to prove any charge
beyond a reasonable doubt. On the contrary, the probability of defence
is clearly established.

e T Jebl & MR W IRY fRRE & dor 9 Y ™
], FeY 9 qH D AR WX GHRY ol weatm Ry @
G GIaeTl ST e # w@d g forRad —
SAIITT BT gHeor —

(i) fesie 05.02.2021 BT URTE 3 o1 AMYFT IYNH [ GRE OR 4C&
4 gufSor By He—ariga eRRIE, amRRiE, YHRawy 16 HaERiE @
T FIhHE (3d qad) & U YR Red "o W I ok SHat
mierdt <71 SR #, WASRE 7 W) AuwE] &7 IR 5ar| SR gy,
SARM A U dgp A FABRIE W el TATg | AEd TAAE B WK
W Uferp YA Eg B | 98 dad BY $EH B T |l R AR
T | Mt @Y STt AR, Tl R wersiiE a1 918 g Ris @
15) GSRi YgIR RiE (3191 9) Ud SrdaiiE (17 2) HeARYS @ 3R
| 9D GRE Todig 3 Aifge Bu e fF eurm Y 8 w99 W
el & =19 ggaR §| g6 R IR, WeidbiiE @) g A | gy @
g

(ii) S fos7 wridrer 5 9o, sigfie =1 omr vHgR # wom gEer Rad @,
q1. 3) forgard Ry omr wmdt A Mem (@ramise) 3 afdfeRad fsar o
AN HIGH. BT GRT 147 TAT 302 WEUSA TRT 149 B Sl Yawor Tolgg
far| 9y wfen & I dommE WA 1) SR B o) woeliE @ w9
P! UNCHICH & o IRes aoT RiE (191 12) BRI 3RGdTE o o
T | ¥ T A el wed fafdeee S . geuss (@rEn 11) ¥ ¥
I b wersiie B g B BRU TeEie @ off R dveddy Rud
(St 4. 15) % FrargaR aftfa fasar enm—

" WTT B3N WG 12 XL W 10 L Tom 8 /A
AT eR &1 9 P TN W W), G B g
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AN ¥ "E % AR AR MeA (g e o aik
AaRal 1 g3 off | GEgw 1€ IR wer gan ot ¥
BHST Bl BT T, SO T ey uferar <) g8 oft |

Sl S1%. oSS 7 Gade & a4 ¥ 12 s Al e o sk
IR Th Udbe A Hiese HY govd g &) |y 23 o)

(ii1) 3rTHeT & SR W 3TReTd MERM (1T 13) 3 HeRId &I 990
(4. 11) IR AT AT SH RH A TR UR WoADE Bl Ml oy off qor
oiEl 98 R uer o (Gt v udl 12 U9 wed d 13 B SER) @A
AefaT fAeet o @t off | ¥g TR HRA aTd ¥ed fAfbead gRT e
T 33d Wid s Nt I e @Ged © 4) grT o9 R W g
AT feis 26.02.2021 B ARGAR fd 1A iR ARwary vz (Hen
geel 9 6 | yesl 0l 10) GUR fF | ARM B Fed F Ud 12—9IR
g5 3R 9 PRAF I 6 T iR I v7F (U=t o 5) g9 T |

(iv) 9% STager 9eqq u7, et gfa @Geef & 14) 8, & @y fafy
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7 3 fbar mar 6 <aR™ 4 [ wU A O« @ 78 95 goiey &
ool ReIfe # 718) off, fhg IWH 12 IR & BRIH FA o Fhd o |

(v) TR SEuTE ® SURid, urEr AfgeTn @ feg SRY- e
AfSTRge Y[ S0, |1 & ey H G fhar T R YR @
feramor & fod 93 ey &1 Suifda & &

glavear sifyars —

(i) dETgd gATd @ SR FEfeld AN $ IMER WX IHE AN |

(i) EoaE, e RaR Tof®e Rere o, & 5l oy afdd g
HRT 7 o7 |

(iii) RaF TgYd HoA vy 81 o7 P A T B T8 FADRIE
die A a8l a7 o |

AfgicrT &1 gy —

() afae™ e 3 A 14 AR BT GRE0 R, S SuRERER

Gefifa wiftal & sremar AERiE (@19n1), Sada (g (@an2), oo e

(@413) Td e RiE (@rr4) ReM @ w9 3 TURM Bl Gdaie

W el T g3 QT o, W o | o i T 91—
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STAT T garredT |

(@) FaeT (31.91.7) AR &) FAREAR) T IHA &g U4 BRGAl DI 9]
BT Goae] |

(1) SR Rig (@rns) 3y AfAga @ ARGARY BT G |

(57) 3TRET® qore g (AW12) S WABNE D WG Bl FeITel of 7T o
3R 98T I 1 A tpe R 81 9, I AHY 7T AT |

(i) < 9B AT @W11) P IR, TEAGRE B T W IE TR
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T A Fggd @1 off ofR YEf @& WM aeH # Y BIRG B B
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