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f&=Tifhd 08.02.2023 T AR <d gU WRed @ T8 7 | e
et | I 7 fEfoRead say arfaa ey &
"(i) To set aside the minor punishment
order No.Da-120/022 dated 30-05-2022
(URf*=<1) passed by the opposite party
No. 3 and the appellate order dated
08.02.2023 passed by the opposite party

No. 2 contained as Annexure No. 1 & 2
respectively to this claim petition.

(ii) To direct the respondent authorities
not to read the impugned minor
punishment order No.Da-120/2022
dated 30-05-2022 (uRf=1) passed by
the opposite party No. 3 and the
appellate order dated 08-02-2023
passed by the opposite party No. 2 to
deny the petitioner any service benefit.

2. IrE ERT SUYsh Y $9 MER TR AR fdby MU 8
fb Il crshise W NS a7 qAT IHBT TolTol Tol &l o,
ST D! T IHD RT STT—HelT RGN IR IRES URT
o SIRY JTa SMEGINAT Bl & WA ot | I 7 gford
e @ 199 381 3R 382 T Ut T AT AT 370!
dAN & IR H U IRS ARSIl B fafdad gfea e
IR T Afedwar Witfhae W Wafdd Mfer &I |fur|
Il @ UHIOT H SRNGEY OFRd 3G gfel, SR TR,
TGS RI SR 8.3.2001 & AeholR 3R M Ga g q97H
IR U AT G 3G § Al H WRIUT S & Seaiad
fhaT 37 7 | AT DI HRT AR AIfcH & |F S Rure
DI B AR IR HAd IHIS] IUA A2l PRI Y |
ATl 16.4.2020 b IUAT Sellol dRardl V&l 3R e
Aidfhae M 9 g8 Rifdbe AaR], ggR gl
S99 W ufd-gwER  (countersign) 8H @ 491G, d%
18.4.2020 DI 3UAT SACT R IURT T3 | AT & TCIHR]
RO B AR R a= & g U
(@RfHer ufafie) &1 qvsrewr uiRa fHar 1| SvsIaR o
U QUSIQY H U8 WK T8l [har 7 & TEdor 3R
ST RUIE & Jrelral Rpls H ®IF ¥ 370 SRS Suaie 2
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qAT AU ARl AT R b forw A @ PE |
TEAST U PR B Siexd ol 3R IRN @1 ode
RIS R B | UTITd AT H S SIfYHRI g§RT AT
B Pls 9O el o AT W@ JIWERT gRI o™ H
Sidex BT g A g9 T8 fhdr TaT | Sid AR & I
I B AfShd BETSINT TR Dl Gog AT dl BRI bl
Sia @ ol AfSdd dis 9T ST arfey o, offhs U
T8I fhar Tar | Irl &1 ST ¥ uiRerd B b 4IY By
TAd SRIQT A8l o, YD Ul TR &1 AR DR
arell gRRICRT & BROT g3 AT| Sid JM&BRI ATl &
SIS Y IAURT X8 & A H AT DI SIS bl Ty
SATRATE! AT R Ad /Td 306 DI ST HRA H AThM
Y& g9ferg, I B S SuRAf dmeER @ foft # A
AT B IR B YBROT § HEe 1991 & fRH 21 @
Jeetdq dRd gY a2l W 991 faaR fby ar &1 et &
IR—BTT 3R AFAN ST | QY & 08.02.2023 G
WIRST PR & AT |

Il BT YR Ig |l B B b I &1 “&dE e
Idq T8 & Rgld & d8d 24.6.2019 ¥ 19.42010 b (Bl
282 fad) faar a9 @1 Gl & Fom W1 & g |
SUSIEGNI gRT &I 3052022 HI IR TUSQY & [I%g
grel A fquell |&ar 2 & wHer ol qiRgdt &1 ofl, 59
feip 822023 & QA ERT WHR PR forar T &R
U BT afafer, 37iq 24.62019 W 19.42020 Th Hal
282 &1l @1 SffSid aarer 3R fAfhear s/@drer & wy H
Wipd fhar AT G & FEM YBROT H AFAE S
AT HI Geuls 1 I8 741 b 59 rquRefa o1 Iferd
SR @ oy Fafdcdr gATT UF §HY WR U [hy Y 9,
Al STIRITAAIHS TSR AT JARHOT §RT I© el el
fhar ST =13y o iR degaR, Re I1eT B WhR R
feram |

3. Il & HIYAMER IHDHI YRV Fe&U H 39 UHR & b
2019 ¥ Sfg IMEl AT Afgld SFYE @S H Mg @,
d9 &I 24.06.2019 BT 03 QA IHRAD 3fABTY YR AT
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H&Tia & AT g3, O d1C A JGBI faTD 27.06.
2019 &I IYE AT AT, R ¥R & S & BRI G5
IR &I & AP | SHd §RT U ISR & FAH= H
I AU ITNTBRITT BT &l T, ol R AT I &1
QT 24.06.2019 ¥ 19.04.2020 Th HA 282 IURANT &
T H YA GUSIQY faifdd 30.05.2022 §RT URM=T &
qUs 9 Tftsd fhar AT S AR @ fdvg IR gRI
faurity srdier wega @1 T8, fobg fauell dear— 7 9 s
08.022023 & IR gRI Il &I W FRET wR & | 51
el @ AR—fd%g, dad gU I gRI gadH Hice
et dRerd &1 TS 7|

4. fquelmor &1 Heu o ooq € fb Il & favg uiikd
SUSIQY Ud STUIeid 3MQel Yuid: faftrawid, Fosrgame aer
HeTq AErhRT gRT IR fby T & | S JJAR o9 Il
gy 2019 H oFT AFSAT MU @A H FYHh o7 T
f&Tieh 24.06.2019 I 03 fdgd IMMHRHAD IfABTY TR AT
Aqfegia 9§ I g, O 99 9ATd Sfadrel  fadid
27.06.2019 DI IO AT AT, U] AT & R FHI A 0
9 AR AP WY ¥ IR 1 AT | I8l dh fob Il
@ ERI U4 RSO & ARG H Bhlg |l Fodr 370
SNYBRATOT BT 8l & T, = Al & I[eerarRal &
dlde Ul 1| $9 YR gg Iral {941 Al / ddhrel &
f&Tieh 24.06.2019 ¥ 19.04.2020 TP Hd 282 fdad IHUA
Haed § faRd Y81 & Heldwy UBRUl H URMID ST BRI
T 5 a1 QN U S & gftedd A &l fais
26.04..2022 BT HRUT IR AMCH A HY TLIHROT YK
B AT TIHRTRT Vel &1 Jfaelid BT BT JTA UaH
feham T | AT ERT IR WETDHRY R U A el@] vd
AT B IATAID H TP [daR &R D U9 qUSIEdRT
AR Pl FANS dd g faega dRel |fzd fAi®
30.05.2022 I YRFT BT qus HfERITUT fbar| S el &
fIeg Il gR1 Uga ol WR AT el wifdery o
IU 3ot Td Ul H foy Ty §Hd MRl TR fa=R
aR fQAI® 08.02.2023 BT HRUYH QT ERT I e
IR Q| o fqarfed <M1 ofqwr fAfT=Id, SRR Td
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TP = & JHY UIRd fby Qg § dor I8 !
UHR B Ufharers s s e T8 2

5. fuelvror &1 ek ug WY oM ® b ueHa faqwr
AT IRT 4, IR U Ald HdT (Jfera=on) Srfef=as, 1976
@ N GO T8 ®, Fifd I 7 el eneer feAid
08.022023 & fd¥vg SR U AR S0 & Yl
AHIRAT (Tvs TG el) FoHmEed, 1991 & 99 23 @
Jaid Sud™ YiE  (Revision)® dgTMG SUAR @I
qere fhu o e adam e arfrer R wr 4 g,
a1 I8 AIfadT F9I9d (Premature)z | fauefivror &1 a7
1 ®er g fo arl grr fAder afaer § e v wed
RM™, 8 i e 9 AU SM, Sifiei Sude F
FRIY O, WIS I & Sooiad, AR & 3G, USIQTT
Td U QT & @RI BF TAT S§d AT o
D TASIdT el HUF Afferd g FRER U9 sRdiar |
I JTAR Il Bl PRI BRIAE] & Jdd @R R
T IR Ua fhar T, S9d WG Ud e R
faforra faaR fear T den w9a eneyr wWdd fade &
YA & SO GIRT fbg 77| 3 Il foeir A gy o
AMAPRI Tl B IR e JifadT T, e aon g
AR fdu o9 I 2

6. IrAl o TGTR TUAUH UK B fIRgd wue H fHy T
WP BT WusH fbar der e aifdr § afofa dedi @l

JIREgRT & |

7. IrAl & fagr ifrachr e fauefror @7 3k 9 IuRerd
g™ Rfaeal JEGRT &I g1 TAT| UFEell R IuA
HAKRT MMl BT e Ud Jeiierd fdar 13 |

8. gan fder wifue o dearHe godd I8 & f& I
P HRUT ARl Afcd &ATd 26.04.2022 (Fel@dh H.—3)
A BRI T, H S favg ferlRad smRim sifed
far T ©:
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2022

“Sq g8 Rell Ay 2019 # o AU WU
@S ¥ g R, 99 fadie 24.06.2019 &I
03 fegd SHRAD IJaHrel R oA ASYE |
A g | o qe I saere o 27.06.
2019 &I 919 AT 1, U] $HD §NI 9 ¥

IO T AHR JAMHT ®Y | SuRerd 8 1T |
gl dP b SO gRT U IRSIOR & T H

DIs W GIT U7 ISTMBRITOT BT &1 &7 T4,
Sl g WoeraRal I FeRid #var ©| 34
gHR Ig AR a1 srgafa/ sgerer & fodie
24.06.2019 ¥ 19.04.2020 TP Hel 282 fIad 3o
Haed ¥ faxa | 399 I8 PI HagUled H
IR B VeRfa dRar 8, et @R
aRRfere=T @1 SRt & 17

Ith DHRY garBll ACH & YR | ATl g1 FeiiRd
IS & AR fOgd IR (Helt i H.—4) IR fhar T |
SUSIIBRI §RT ATl & TR &I AGAIYSlh A 8Y
anefa gusrayr fadifed 30.05.2022 (el d H.—1) & ARIH
d grl ) aRf=T gfdfte o1 gve sfeRifud S faar |
Ih TUSeY © fdog M gR1 uga fA9rfg ardiet & o
U 3MTeer feAIfdhd 08.02.2023 (Fed H.—2) §RI MR
B fear | el | gg W W € o farfad s
@ [d%g DIg ARG ey UiRd T8l fhar a1 8| S
SUSIQY Ud U 3MQ¥ 9§ && IR IrEdl §RT aaH
e e AT &1 778 2 |

9. fauefvTor &1 3R ¥ SUReT fagM Uegdddl ARDBRT =
Ay I QST AfrdT $1 giyoiigdr &R RS mafRy
Wﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ?oﬂo&ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂmﬁiﬁm
JAMBIRAT BT (Gve TG dlel) foHAmEell, 1991 & 9 23 &
I UL YIS & qUTh IUAR DI et [y
for g gaam Ay afaer aifa &1 g1 e Ay
DT FAIYD Ud JoYo b T (31frehvo) 3ffSf=gH, 1976
D YURT 4 B T AU B |
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sAd Ufdare § Il @ fag™ stfSaht 7 do fear b
Il gRT fdared qvsey & f9vg [ovrig ordle aifed @t
T off, T R Fem el mfdadRY gRT faFid 08.02.2023
Bl A e uIRa fHar <1 gar g1 | 23 & 3Rl
QRIETOT BT SURR debiouds ®, 3ffard =el, 7 o fgdrmae,
1991 TAT 51 B So¥o dld AT (3MSHxvn) rffgH, 1976 H
Ul Bls IUeY &, [oTFd AR gAdieror Afra fey foe
fder arferer deoi 7 81

39 YR ERT UHRI @ Ufdg—gl i Il
Jfer@l BT wRiger fhar| a8 [idare deg 2 f& gl o
9 3Tl &1 MR 81 bl o7 3R IHD SURI &l
qoA Feer Iifder ARTd B TS| R 23 BT I@drdd
A I ¥l g8 W ¢ b gAer &1 wider™ dabfedd ®, |
f Ifari | oRT 4, So¥o @b JaT (3rfArmRon) IrfSfra,
1976 ¥ A1 UM @Iz Yd 3d T8 & b YR & fo
JTABRUT BT JADR &5 Jaog B Y| 3 DHad JARIET0l
P SUIR IUAK B9 HF F daqF < A gy
T8I SENs O Addl | URvITRewY, faueivrer @ URfA®
JMART fARR &1 Il ® den I srfafuiRa fear Simar g &
gaaE e IIfadr So¥o e war  (3rferawon)  rfarfe,
1976 B URT 4 & JTH Ui 4voiig 7§ IR o< W
fafofa fea o= I 2

10. I & fAgM offfa &1 =™ db © & A®
24.06.2019 H  19.04.2020 TP I IHAT BT JURANT Fz@STY0l
(wilful) srerar SIeEsy &1 AT rquRkerfa g1 off, dfew 98
IR & HROT STARME 7| AT §RT AU Tolald] ABRI
SR AHalde WReY @ YR oUs  godMyR b
fIfhcad @1 faid 25.06.2019 HI fa@mr wr, =i Il
DI <@ 9 a7 ol AT MR & Blad § SIST BR UM B
AT A U S & BRI 15 &7 &7 ¢ W fora@n| Il 15
G 91 g ST BN oRudiel & fRrfdbcdsd &I fa@mr
ITH I BT Sd el UMM 3R ITH S <& & 98 &l
& @R fal® 200819 TH Follol TR U SRM A B
Helg &1 AT | Il U AR B TAT Aol BRI Dbl Gl
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SIRY ) uvY foieTes afsata, Wsi sreive & &1 78 |
AT SRR 30T Sallol HIT I8 af S 9 8 UM W
AT ST TR IR FE! 3T bl | ATl NITAR 30T JTHR
D AT UM 9 SAEMIBING] B QT BT I BT G
TR GRBRNT IRUATT H Sollol dRH &b 915 Y1 IR ol
g3 A9 Il o USdC Slaex dold=d g Bl Wad Ayl 9ad
H fadfe 21.08.19 BT fT@RL, S/ AT HT AHAY B b
gre g1 fordl T 9€ W B P Folg S | e9d 91 gral
96 deE # s R g4 S fafbead @ fRAi® 05.10.
19 dAT 171119 9 011220 T 20.01.20 TAT 14.0220 Pl
e | I B IADB! FATS A IR B IET AT TR HHARI
gl gg o, S T o %@ ofl g9fey f&Hid 13.0320 Rl
WHN AT AFEIIS R B HHAT FolayR H
fagrar a8t & I A7 fQHATd 16.04.20 TH IUAT STl HRIAT |
S9 AT @ WRe H guR g dl Rfbhcads b faare
e JHOIH Wa &R JAl 6 R H&F  [fhcaneamry
FAdIR W UfAEEER BRIGY dYd 301 SYSI R 3777 |
g faTiep 18.04.20 T AT &I G YfeTd <S4 | T8l Dl
T 9 il | el 19.04.20 B g™ QUG AT
FHHTRET TGS ¥ AT P BT 3R HIDPR [SAlD
19.0420 @ UfdER Fge Rod gford oigd o@Ts gRl
ISR @& Fdhel YIS AT 16 FHI 10.30 g9l hal 279
fead 10 =<1 30 e IR BN A 3HE &R TAT| 39

UhR  IrEl Dl ﬂqﬁ@lﬁ gRReIfIeT (Circumstantial) g
ffbia fagerdel & dRor off, 9 & ST TETEdr 3fefdl
HA H SAAGEIAR [TE 89 & ST ¥ |

9o fowa, fauefmmor &1 & ® f& I 9
24.062019 P 03 fCaF MHRAG JAHI W AT AfSIET A
AT g1 5 916 FHIS 37aehrel faTieh 27.06.2019 b aTdd
3T o UR=] Tl §RT THY ¥ a0 9 AR TS H
A SuIRerd 81 AT 3R 382 faqw arq fadih 19.04.2020 &I
JUAT 3T BRI | AT & YHRUT H ST BRI o TR D]
SHqﬁ%ﬁ%f 34?@1% g g_sg ERISINERICTAEIN (Misconduct) T
LI
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AMAROT F QI UEl Db bl qAT  SfWel@l Bl
AraErgdsd qRief fhar| gg [Mfdarg g fb Il $<h s@fd o
ST W QYR T8 U qUTfu, #E SR rguierfd
-3 H SFRAE g T8 &Rl 3@ Hdyg H
AMART died |IRITd &1 919 Krushnakant B. Parmar v.

Union of India, (2012) 3 SCC 178 UI&Td: @] &I & | A1
qded T J YR 16 § ufaured foar g fa:

"The question whether unauthorised absence
from duty amounts to failure of devotion to
duty or behaviour unbecoming of a
Government servant cannot be decided without
deciding the question whether absence is wilful
or because of compelling circumstances."

I TR 17 § ATl o e fhar &b

"If the absence is the result of compelling
circumstances under which it was not possible
to report or perform duty, such absence cannot
be held to be wilful.”

T U 19 § g A gfquifea fear fa:

"In a Departmental proceeding, if allegation of
unauthorised absence from duty is made, the
disciplinary authority is required to prove that
the absence is wilful; in absence of such finding,
the absence will not amount to misconduct.”

ATl TR YA ARG HelT=h—10 & 3fdlihd d I8
ffed s € & dgad gford omgad R Td  qATad
HATINC WIS o ey fadifbd 16.022023 §R1 IR &
fRIfhear el W fAaR &Rd gU IHa! U safy
(GAId  24.06.2019 H 19.04.2020) HI [UMNIA MGG U4
AEH AAHIY, Wihd B Y IAD YA Pl FRATRA
foar war| o W9 IR @1 IguRefa eEfg (fadie
24.06.2019 | 19.04.2020) BT HYad Yfeld MY SR Ud
A BUTRE o@gds - IUSId  Aqhrel Ua  AfSdhd
3aepTel Wihd DR BY ATee fQdAld 16.02.2023 ERT YHRUI




10
Claim Petition No. 454 of 2023
Sandeep Singh Vs. State of U.P. &Others

AT PR e T o O IR Bl o Ifdf & gE H
gRfFeT & Tvs W <ftsd fhar SMr =mifad udid 8
2| 39 IER R I & [Twg UIRT UTTTd qusiayl fe=ifdd
30.05.2022 U4 3Mleiy omeyr fadifdhd 08.02.2023 ReR @A
AT Tl T |

1. I o g™ AfITHT HT W7l Th I8 B b qveey
TwY T8l ofl, Hifd I S & IAER W BRI Gl
Aifew Fria fdar a1, foeg Sad URMYS STd STRT &
gfe AT B UL T BRIs s | Heldwy 98 AU 995
YTl AHUT BT YA Uldarg H-1 | dfad I8 T |

9 fawRia fage ugdaedl SMEeRT &1 ®e & (b
M 14(2) @ ofAvd ®dd BRI FARH A <ds
TR YT H_AT JUfEd g, a1 areq fhar T e,
T " Silg gfided @ Ui SYd™l 9 HRIU o 9
HTRIATE! Y el B S| A B TSR H AR
ST FHIfed @ T, Od el 9 91 RS9 [dog
YIRTd qUeIQel UIRd far |

IHI gl I 3R Ud Aol Ud 3ffWerdl & yRefier
A IE WK B b IR gqrRn A1fcd & MUR IRM™E Sird
off AT I & 3MU WLIHNUT H 4 Sifd AT STf& o
PRIU O B faftree muiky So18 o | o1fierdl IR U1 &IS
e IuAS el © o a8 g 81 16 S ufddes siear
IO Gefd AR I B ST dxls T o | AEE

qdred ~ITATerd A State of Uttar Pradesh v. Saroj Kumar

Sinha, (2010) 2 SCC 772 ¥ wfoarfed fear & f&:

"An employee must have a reasonable
opportunity to defend himself."

T UPR Managing Director, ECIL v. B. Karunakar,
(1993) 4 SCC 727 # ¥z Fuga wnfua fear T f& o™
Al R e WReRT ome Ui a1 MR §H T g,
IAD! Ui AT HHART DI SUAL] BT (eT g Bl
A= 3T 2| 37 Rigial & 3nmalid 7 AfdHxor o1 797 ® &
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URMMG Sifg Ufddes Iuael oY AT I R SR
DHRAIET AN g1 IrAl & Y9l UfcRe & Jf&BR - Dl
gfciehel ®U A J9Ifdd BRAT €| AROTHT: YT brddre!
qipfas =g & Rigidl @ 4 w® faffgsa T8 o8
ST |

12. I/l & fag™ SifSawhT &1 sFTell @ ® b Il &
[0og I~ URMI$G Sifd T Sd MR R Rd dROT
gt AIfed Ud UIRT SUsiayl Uiplad = & RigT<i doi
IR e ARy Aol & gford IRaiRal &1 (qvs ud
3UTe) FromEet], 1991 & AU & | S9®T ®ear © 1o ardl
9 HRU qARI AfCHl & IR H OJd WEaR IR
oA g el FRafbcdm Refd, Sy, fRafecia sifveral
qqr IURAfT & BRUN BT Ioold  fhar o, faeg
TUEIEGRI « 9 df JEl gRT S8 I faf¥re a2l ug
MR R ®ls Wad faar fear 8k 7 8 a8 srfafeRaa
foar fo wga RfeaT fWeld Jgar WTaHRo i
AP B e S ddl B 9EIH ¥ Il @ fag™
JfIITHT I R.K. Mehrotra v. State of Bihar, 2006 SCC (L&S) 769,
Union of India v. Mohan Lal Capoor, (1973) 2 SCC 836 dII G. Valli
Kumari vs Andhra Education Society, (2010) 2 SCC 497 UX TRIET

fdT 2| RK. Mehrotra § A Fdied <IATI = gfqurfed
fpar fo:

"There is nothing in the impugned order which shows
that any of the several issues raised by the appellant in
his answer to the show cause notice were, in fact,
considered- No reason has been given except for the ipse
dixit of the disciplinary authority."”

Mohan Lal Capoorﬁ Ig g ufdurfed fdar T fo:

"Reasons are the links between the materials on which
certain conclusions are based and the actual conclusions."

ST9{d G. Valli Kumari § I8 ufaurfed fear @ fé aRor
AR AT WPpfdd I & A9 RIgrdl BT ¥~ 3T
2 3R AHRr oy & < wiefor 7 e R WRT o)
ThdT 2 |
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el g AR, fquelvror &1 9@ © 6 am= @1 wyid
PRI garRl Afcd SR By T qr I/l & WEIHR W)
fIoR B9 & S 8 vy UIRd by T, ora: fawrig
FHRIAE! # fol yeR o At srerar ufharers e T8 2

MBI 7 Il UeAl & Tdpi, AMWer@l qen fdarfeq
QUSSR BT HEYHIYdd GRIeT0 fhaT| SUsiasli & Ifdelldh
W 7 b S Il gRT U IR, Rfhei
3ff¥erEl Torr faftre ufoRe &1 diy G Ts Uil 8
T B A A g8 W fhar T g B A @ IaR @
DT 9RT JAMALIEARI 9™ T[T IR A B I8 b ud
fafeecia afyeral &1 foq erRol 9 WeR T8 fHar T |
ol Qe W IE Ui Bl © [P SUSIEGRI H URMS
S gfdded @ spyl @I Jqrad WieR B fordr aar are
DI UfaRell R WAy U e 799 81 T | SUSIRdRT 6l
TE T of & 98 Suaer Jiferdl, il gRT ua
WEIHROT qAT FHE UTERTG AT B Wy Gerr o)
aerRe Aol ifafalRed oxar, o o' e 8 & Saa
FspY e Tl Ud Al UR SMETRT 7 | Tffd A Ul
H U €T fhar AT §, o7 g AfEBRT 39 sy OR ugEdn
g & f3F® 30052022 & IMEAMNUT IUSIQY WHdd = &
RIgrdi, SR ueer refiFRer ool & gfera SiffamiRal &) (qvs
g i) fgArget, 1991 TAT AMAIY Hdied AT g
Sudh ol # uftorfed fafde Rigral @ orgwu uikd gl
foar T T ot emefud  qusyr  feHifdd—30.05.2022
(Held—1) AT MU 3meer  f&Aifha—08.02.2023 fafera®
TR B HAC! TR WX ol Savd dol Rer 8 Iy 981 8
3R 9 ITAHIUT §RT TXNY fhar ST SUfe 2 |

SICN|

13. IRUTFRGRY, AT &1 Qe AfdT AT 454 /2023 AR DI
S 2 | dggaR frEfoRad smesr uiRd &y S € i—

() fauelt S=r—3 grT uiRa Il & faog uRfe=ar
gfafte SfERIMNT @) drell qal  quslqy  faAifdha
30.05.2022 (Heli=h G&g—1) ar fauefl Ho—2 gwI
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oiRd el efqw feAifhd 08.02.2023
(Her=ier H&IT—2) YagdRT PR 6y o % |

(i) Tverew feAfbd—30.05.2022 (Feadd—1), &
IS H AT B ARA UfsTnr H sifdbd gRfwaT
gfafte &1 faafua feg o &1 e fear Sar @
qAT JE HET SO b I uRfA==r gfdfte &1
@ WA, IRSAl, USHT rar 3= fhl HarTa
JAYPR TR DIg Ul g9 BT Ia~T 21 gal |

(iii) I I AN & FRENBHIOT & Hokawy, fafd
D JTAR IUTE AAE YRV el o™, Ife g
T B, U B BT AABRI SN |

(iv) 9 AR DI AU, $F MM DI YA Ffel
I fby O @ fafer 9, 69 A4E & diar giied
foharm ST |

14. I9Y Y& T—TU d15 JI I I8 Py |

80,/ —

(@<= HAR RiB)
NESPNENINEID))

T oS ol =raTery # gwdeRa, feifed vd Sgaifva faan
AT |

g0/ —
(emT<= HAR RiB)
LR CHIGEIR))

ferie: 19.08.2026
fasrg / dovo



