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arIg ) T faarfed 31eer SRIA g WM ST ehdT ¢l

wforart darfagh:

Page | 1



NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

e darfagfa & fow g &1 fava dafta giftedr $1 safeqas d@qee
g, ofehel OHT HfST d¢ AHIA W IR glell AMGT - FAATerAT & T g ar
AT 3TAT ¢ b g a8 aeal Aisfg € a1 =61, 99 W gernafaes wifeesry 6
AfFAIRh HITSE TR § - I A H, a8 Tl 58 R HfAard darfagha
1 AU 3maTRa a1 3R =1l SR qarT Wd G I8 g § & 3==
=Tl @1 JTHETeh HATIAT ! FHIAAT W a1 fohar arar ar gt @i 4@
ToR3Tersl Y fear A - aRUTATaEY, 3T SR f IfFaRE dqite qaied
7 grEfE FHEA W) IR A& fY - A & 57 g A, TG AL FET o
oar § f& 3R &1 dar Rers 3mavess ar G898 dar & 879 ¥ Ugad
HarfAgha @1 e & o #& - safav, FfUEN A d9r ¥ FHad & @ darAga
T @ FIs AT FET am|

e qar - aIf¥e My oqoh - favkn Fefg =alRe e &
HiAard Qarfagid & 38T ¥ 38 HIHSST & dR H dohlel IRSS DRI G@aRT
T 8 [T A7 feoqult i 3if8e Agea fear S AR - dorer akse 3fRwRT &t
HAT T A0, [aevoT, S et 3R T 399 P, THT gaTdr 3R gfasar
R feoqoly e & fov sgar Rufa & w@r arar § - 53 #aver #, Ger 3k a7
=it # F=af¥e FfUFERT & FHAGST F FIT T WA H JRIR Helr, Degia
gol & &l gul & THINR H 38+ AUcd $l DIgHd 39 JHT Jedd & ax &
3efehel RUIE & § - 39 ~AATeT GaNT 39d 3 AT & U7 #ATeld gaRl
g 3TeRIT I SR Wl &7 S5 ifaeg 8T ol

3T ST & Q8T =iy & 39er [Adetor & S 3rdreeRdr, S
ACY ~AR¥% AT & &9 # HRRA &, R $S A H SHAAT & A Fo
Teh 3 FAITATAT Sdr| 38 3remar, 3rdelehd! & GRT 302 ISR (F8 FHR
90/93) & dEd ST WY & JRIUT HI FARIT &l 3deIhdr o 7.5.1994 &t
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

fAfaTor FamaTeier SRt 9IRd A IS T & foT 3R gl 91, 21.12.1994
@l & HaX 90/93 H AR &l & FOU H 3T AT &aRT H 7S Tideher
feeaforgt & faw 3o TUsEievor gEdd Tl Sl TSEeRor 3Td wR—Ted SaRl
fafad R fu 7|

dcIeATd, 3T 1T T TR AT o fgaArer 11.8.1995 &r 379eir S
# Hdielerd! & faeey faumiT SRR IR & &1 fader el rdiefendr i
feetier 13.12.1995 &1 ‘3R g & a2, e | Hear 90/93 # Uy i
¥ AT & & Fafdd ar 3T | dielehdl of 39 Jae A grar fhar & 3aq
HARIGT N IR TISEROT 3T AT GaRT Tgel & TR Y forar amam g
gTclifeh, 3T Ta%ey AoNT FRIAEr Ry &I 75 IR FaATd & & 75| I
RS o RAE g&ga &I, 5@ Fgr 727 fo dierehdt & fa%ey EmT a0 3R
ey g a1t §1 3Tg ~grared ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁg@ﬁﬁ?mw G
20.4.1998 &I U HqeRer e Sl #1, G@d rderendr @ f@fder 39,
Afee 3ot & ug @ HRAw (Afde o9, i Bdew) & Fee ug w aud
X gar | fSER Tsg & Ao W 3rdieedl &I 3IRWs Iy 3mafed har
IAT 3R 38 3Fd T & ST AfEET & Ug W AP ham 71| FIREs 3T
FITATer T quT 37eTeld T 3T TN Ao THR o f&atich 17.7.2001 a1 Jrfergaen
STRT &Y 37dielehcll 1 TAard &7 & dar & Qariaiga oY fGar| = 3meRit S goilar
¢t arell Re IfIHET &t 3T =A™ & @R & &

dehrel 3T & 3diedehdl T 3R T dob AT I 6 3T ~AR—TeT o RO
AT AfCH W 3HF TISEHROT I TpR X ToIAT §, 37 30 fGeey faumiy
FIRIAET IR 8T ST ST FehalTl

mﬁaﬂﬂﬁaﬁg,m#w
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

faffs 1.1 TusdeRor ThR e 3R rdicrend! T TR Faar & &
e, 39 ey AHET SEaRT 4 e 3R Idioehdl @ JAET SAride
ATSTECE & 9g A ARG & Ug W a8 Holel HT 31T TIRA A & T 3mr 787
9¢ FohdT AUT| TAT RAeyrdl & AR, fRd AUV Figar & IRT & d9g A
hadl Ueh & Sid gl Fohal g IR TET 9 d 3AdR W e o X g1 gelifen,
SIS Teh qUT ST HAdIgl i deheilehl TR 9T AT FishATcH Gaolal & TR W
HETH Y GaNT 3eldT WM STl §, o 38 HRT R 5 HRAE! 63T g1 [N 27]
[518-3-t=]|

1.2 JAA AFS H, T IRIT ATGT SR /AT 1ar a1 3R 3rdieehdT i
f&ar s oT| 3RT ATGT T ool H IT ol ¢ Tob 385 TR FfAfa Fr FRIaRT
HT PIg TS ool ol Tg o A& grar I o uger Fr daRr FURa gfhar &
3R YeAoiiiad T 75 A A7 ALH| aredd #, IR AT Ired gl & 16, dershell
o 3T 3T HUS H ST FARRT F T # 7 F IRGT F TH & ¢ W Igol
T Afcd SIRr fopar aam or AR TR a@fafa A, 3aF Gae 21.12.1994 &
TISERIOT T TR Fe & e, QU HRAGE! S FACT w7 fear a1 3R 3=
AT & TSR Sellel GaRT fésiieh 02.02.1995 & U aRT 38 Hiad fohar
IT AT| S STaofg, S ISR A Ja HRAER T W 3R 38 Q@ & &
ag 39 RAIE yedd i S 3eqReedicAs iasil @ Ter w0 foam gafar,
g1 aRIEAfAET #, 381 3Rd W gad o & 1 H1S 3R 77 8, e uga
ger fear amr a1l A & ey @A & fAguid e F g, dAfhe Fele dad
RTHATCHS HIIATET BT AT T &, SciiseT T LT 57 e S TUT AT IFAT
Sol @k HaT & fgd & 7T g1 57 IR &, 3rdierhar & Hger 9¢ ) a9d
S T fqarfed e HRIF g7 IWT AT FehdTl [IRT 27] [518-T; 519-U-F]
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

21 39 IE TS Re @ T g ghr ¢ & Qa1 @ Ay qarfagha
&1 3T fAfSha 3R ey afFaar & goer ¢ aifeh 3Ta A & gatar 3R
SHAWEN! JoTC Y@ S &% 3R 1R ar i 3RET & Fad @ o | [T
28] [519-F-G]

%e a1y W T Feg fSer Rfecar st 1992 (1) vadam 836
= (1992) 2 THAE 299; A AR TN TaH FER =T 1999 (1) THEIR
596 = (1999) 3 THHRT 396 3R IR, AGH 3TT AT Fold AR JordT
1988 (1) &ow'| THHEIIN 332 (1988) 3 wadd 211 - HefdTd|

22 ST 38 AT @ Haed § 6 dar § HIAGE GarAgia & G
fr Fafdeh FeeT f sgd WA S 71 ST R 5@ mmred A afsr &
AFS H ¢@T, JI9 3T AT g [9aR aXar ¢ & =aRe dar & Fdr g
& e e Aarfaghy @1 smeer fear S =ifge, ar & @l i gaiedaar
T TATCAAT W FATS FgI 3S[T S Hehall ¢, oI deh foh WA fardy qar=gia
% 3T U ool IS o g1l 3 Iellal, Sid fdad qarfaghd & 3meer
N ST # Gl &1 Sl §, o ~ardieg & Jg Siidel 1 AaR g 6 58
Acg ¥ Fftq 1% 3MuR AT Tt HlS[g § A7 AET| FTelifeh, SR H 39 AT
T TATCAAT T S G BN § O W A Qarfaghy & meer 3muaiia gl
[BRT 30] [522-3-U%

gole 3R gRAOM 3TT AT §a1# 52aX G ol 1999 (2) vH.HL.3R.
834 = (1999) 4 wuH 579 - HeEAl

2.3 g o IOT AW @ wINT § 6 e Garfagia & fov = &
M5 FAAT WfUPRT AT AFTRF T W 3MURT &, fhd 0l wdfce v
Y @Al W OITRA gl WIfgUl FRTedl & T Ig gel oEle 3R §
T s dU T AlSlg § A1 AET, o W gRmafeieh Wity & safedaies dise
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

3R §1 30 A H, 3TT AT o aIdAcHS Robis o IR 9T Aoy forar
¢ o ariflia vl eanffe 81 o fRwafa gdia gidr 81 sdfierend! @ TR
S gfT g d § S 3EA Faer w1 AH¥AR JfAfAEH, 2005 & dEd 3T
=T & 9Ted &l df 3R o7 QA 1 Jofell FohRIcHs &7 @ Sfad Sl & 3=
AT o TR AT THA T AR F g1 fdehren g1 fdard darfagha
AT fore |l W 3maTRd o1, ST b 39 S e A faried o &7 3eyd
foram &, T 3rdierhdl aRT S¥dd HHIA F Tg 9T Teldl & o gl @At
I AT W faaR Fgr fhar I=7 AT AT 3T SR GaRT QU e 8 FAor3iErs
T AT AT AT| Y Had T & sy Aehardr § F 39 G arey i FiFae
A gdied a1 g @l o IR At ATl AH & 3 gieehIvT /, Tg
Tl el ST Fehdl g foh 3TdIcTehd! I HaT RFlS IFdAITSIAd UT, ToTds SROT 38
AT O gge Qar § Qarfaga famar sier @rfgel safe, srdiererdr @ dar @ sifaary
T @ Qarfeigd el #1 HIs AT g arl [IR7 32] [523-3i1-va; 524-T-HT; 527-
-3

AT WA GFheT 9. 39¢ 962 T, (1980) | SCC 12 - Hefda

2.4 3% 37dr, o v 9 ~arameNay &t 3Tdielehdl & SHETeT Pl e
¥ WA F JARIR fAT| 378l a¥ 1997-98 3R 1998-95 Hr vali3m & 3rdferehdr
& AUe FI BIgH 305 THI %Qﬁ%&ﬁﬁaﬁwﬁ%a%ﬁlsﬁa@ﬁ?,
=1des SR 1 Afaad darfaghy & 3 & wafta 3u% Fewe & aR &
deehTel IRSE ATUSRT @RI &F a5 I A1 eoqult #r 31 Agea Gar s anfgul
dehld aites ISR A HAT A ¢, G0 i, T Ha IR B 39+
HIHGIST, THIT gaTdr 3 gfaser W feouoly ey & fov g &afa & w@r o=
g1 [9RT 33] [526-1-31]
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

oo g 9. 39¢ 9o I=a  (2003) 8 ww.HLH. 117 &7 3eo@ fram ar4m
gl

3. 3 ST GaRT 3H 3T F-ed & YUl Ao GaRl 9Iikd
T T AR WA &1 1S 3T AT AT TEJaR, 32T+ SaRT IR
meRit I Teg fohar ST g1 dfeh rdierehdt Aarfagiar & 3y gred Fte ) dar @
Yarfigd g1 937 8, SAfAT a8 ALS.UA. & & H YT Hlodisie R HT TG
4 arfagier T 3G Yo el W YT @ A Hlediereh Jariergia dh Fel Afcen
SITHT T gheR g, Toidelr STedl @1 & | [T 34] [526-Uth-31]

&u @ wgal
1992 (1) TH.H.HR. 836 defita 41 28
1999 (1) TH.H.HR. 596 aefita T 29
1988 (1) §9'| TH.®.3R. 332 wefa T 29
1999 (2) TH.H.3MT. 834 aefita T 31

fafaer el aafaer: RAfew 3rdhe gwar 1458/2012.

SIRES 3Td AT & e 1T FEAT 2856/2002 3R 1620/2003 & fesIi
11.7.2006 & AT uq 3meer @

HAY Algel, iy 9. e (o $AR 99 & fovw), va.we1. b, Fsomee
Uiy, IFTE HAR. did, e YoFell, Tl AR AR, seAed Far 3ufeyd gai
& o)
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

ey F Arafaf@a e foar
3eer

gt & 715

Ig Ao SIRWS 3w AT, T ganr Re i< aear 2856/2002
3R Re arfasr g@ar 1620/2003 i 11.07.2006 # uiRa Aoy 3iR
Aeer & favey &1 39 AU 3R MY SaRT 3T ST o 3deredl
& faveyr aRd gcaradsr 3meer 3R fAad Farfagia 3meer I s
@ gl

TS Ug, §F UG el dlgd & [ =i SR 57 TeAr Fr 3
3T §1 3Tl FFEAT foham STTem 1T 3R 3o HRIT H1 Graereigaeh
& A ST ARU| AfheT adAT ATHS A, Rls @ & ¢ g4 var
oarar § o diererd!, St =aiRs 3Rl & §9 & a1 & @1 a1, &
Y 3Td AT GaRT Sgd A TEAT & I SYdgR R 121 g1 amg
ST e gl

dfierehcl 1 a¥ 1975 A WeR efeey =¥ dar # JAw (98 3«
f&fder stot, SR BT & &9 & ST ST §) & &9 # gea o
I A7 3R ¥ 1980 #H HRA® & & & 3o Jawit I give &1 75 |
g% I, a¥ 1986 H 3¢ Td-ofof (RAfae o7, AR Bdee) & 96 W
Uelestel R arar 3R 19.01.1988 & 38 9g W 3eTehT gfSe HT aIg| ay
1987 # 3dielehdll 1 Fo-STol-He-AHARTFd ALT =ATAH AoEee T
T $H 916, Ads] 1989 H Iog Ueell 3T UMl SRl eI
feetieh 5.11.1989 & d&d HTI w41 A% AfSTEE & T A geruriad fhar
AT ST F INGTelEe] H HET w1 SSMUaRl & ® # HId &, a9
Aoy Farareier ganT e fAdetor fRar amar ar AR desdt gann
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

$T HAH H AT ool H $S Ieb AR HARMT FT G&A §T, 09.03.1994
& fhv T Ale A A% @eh o gfdga Roaforar & 75 A g@h
37elTa, 3dielehdl o HIgFACY i TU His T&AT 90/93 A gl
$I 9RT 302 & ded ST AW & U Tk IfFd  STAT &oF &
foT 10.2.1994 =1 wer e o aIia fovar ar| 58 fagare Srem =aramedrer
3R 3T =aEeT F 3RYs fafay o dwar 11327/1994 &1 $haer
XA GHT YAl & ®T H T AT YT 3T aed o HBRYET
Rfdw & Re® 12.00.1994 & A & AR FEAT 11327/1994 =
3frerehcll & fagey gfdsher feoqolt #xd gu Ig fevaoly & off 7 3rchrererll
o 3Fd A H HAEGTH [GUR & YR W AT YaieT $r 8 qor
3 e fear ar fF #AFer #Y 39S FRA F AU 3T ST &
AT FET AT & THT Ydd fhar S|

39erd Hictepel foufUral & Hegetor, it 3defehdl & & TR @ ag
ff, 3T AT SaRT 3o el TISCIAIUT ol T Tolgel f&ar aam| 56
T H, HderhdT o FI6 Tgel 7.5.1994 I FeTor warameier garT aika
F3 BT & v IR gEl IR 21.12.1994 & 3=9 AT @R
12.09.1994 = foh. . €. 11327/1994 # &1 91§ Yldsher feoaivrat & fow
39T FSERIOT JET T AT

7.5.1994 @l JEdd foham T TAeARIOT 17.11.1994 A1 3= =TT
TR GfATA & TAST @M IAT| 386 TASIHIOT o Ga H U= @fAfa o
3rdiererdT & fAdeTor Farareler & fa%ey Al AT H GAT Fled
& ToIT TASERIOT AR J2T 38 3976l dos # 39U gl &l e gl
deAAR, Jderehd 1.12.1994 3R 2.12.1994 & 3ufeud g3m 3R 3@
N FEl o a8 TASERIOT H GFd 337 AT & fow eraATomeif g1 s
afafd & o] gaRT JEdd e A AT THHR A §U SHA
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

ATl @ AT X AT 3R 3H aNurerErsl 8 FAENR TAEART H
femi

HIelehdT & HAHS W EART AfATT carr et 3. 2. 1995 &I doa &
16 39-7grrehelt & T 39-=aranefier @ Afaked Ser =T & ug
W Teleedid & forv ot Taar forar arar ar, afehs 39 s Sra SrRiarRT
oIfad gl & SRUT 38 ¥IQIT ST fear amar an|

TRl SaRT featir 21.12.1994 1 RU a0 @y TISETOT #H 3egial
STEeg LT & A H o e qlih @ SHWT QU S & 3wt
&1 [V &7 @ 3eo@ ThaAT AT| 3o TISERIOT I ITARFT Tols & &9
H feaTie 5.1.1995 &I Soh H 3Td ey & TR afafa & ot
foarrey @ a1, 5w 3T9 Ay e faftea w&@er & fomr
AT AT| IURATd, 3T AT o ISEER STellel gaRT Gaiieh 1.2.1995
& YA G F ATA H IFAeThdT I FHPT FIAT &Y TS

T TSV TR oA & TR 3 o0 ~ardreld &1 Ig faum o
o =a1fae AFRT Fr Mfd @ g7 BIST AT AMET| 3d: g7 TAT Fdlld
gIar & T 3=a =aarey fr TRt afafa o e 11.08.1995 Fr 3r9eir
Yo & dehdl & favey Aania FAEEr R Her & [der fear o
deefdR 3dierehcll @I feeieh 13.12.1995 T al RIS & Jod IRIT T
e fRar arar gur ueh Ag & MR HROT adqi3r Afew o & )
Al 3T Idielhd! @R HIGFACY AT His F&ar 90/93 # ALY
e ATGECE & § H 319 FEAT T Tdged Fd AT o1 Ird TSy
STHATT &l & Fftd §1 HROT a3 FAfed & IER0r # derehdr o
feetih 16.01.1996 &1 faTrqd 3R fear a1 f& 3Fd IR W 38H
FISEEIUT 3T~ SaRT Ygel &l TR X forar 9= g1 gTelifa,
3T ST o TSTell =Irardier, AR & ATCTH & 3diefehdl i HRIGT
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11.

12.

13.

14.

NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

F YR W 30 Gore Fomhy sRiaR gF &= & v G
03.04.1996 = =ifcw f&ar ar| deewdr & i 11.06.1996 3R
22.06.1996 I HYAT STaredl S4T=1 Uer forar o1, foE@H 38« T &9 &
d& fear a1 & 3dl & 36 A W, 387 ggel & 21.12.1994 I 39T
TISERYOT 927 fRam or 3R 3 AT HEg S 3R 3T SR
& 3oy fagare =it & Tarl wfafa & a@#eT sud G 5.1.1995
Fr doh F @ 34T AT IR TTTH 3ol 3HPT TISCIAOT TADR Y TordT
7| AfdheT T FUSEEROT & S HfRAEN F T hwR AL R, safav,
38 ST FHEEr SR @l

IEE & A& 3R 3T R T GEAdSll dl ol el & &G, Sd
PR & A EACHS TSR 3T 3T =g &l 19.07.1996 &t
T RAE TEd H A1l o RUE &, S ey &1 A a1 fb
3Tl & e eMT 1T gl 3RIT Ff 39 Heg & W e gue
gl

S ISR # RAE & UR W), Amafas griaerr a3
TS o 3diclehd! I 39 JeAATieh SFOHR H dar § Afad &
¥ Garfeigd #el @1 AU for 3R 3o ~arreg ganr & 915 3eRiEn
W F A §U, HifdAeh AT, fAER TRAR g@nr Ak 20.04.1998
T Aaemes 3T I & 98, GEA rdiereRdl S 39-sgrameer
(Rfder o, aRse 3ds) & 9g @ JRA® (Afder S, SR Bdem)
& fgel 9 9 a9y X fear |

3% Y ¥ I gl HNTohell o HRA & HIAUT & 3Hefeoe 32 &
ded Re wfaer (va) a&ar 547/1999 H 38 «ITe Hl ¢laloll "cEerdl
qr|
wmamwmymﬁmmmm
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15.

16.

17.

NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

39 T W, T AR 929 8 W §ART &I ST G2 &, a8 Ig &
& 3da Re afaer & dfsd @ & e, A8, 2001 H, WgR Ts9 &
AT & HRUT, ANTdhdl H ARES T FEfed har w=ar a1 31}
21.04.2001 & 3HTCA & dgd FISTHAT H =11k Sy (I¥H Aofh) &
® A geruiad fRar ar o1l defar, dieshdl A 5.5.2001 & &S
SYIEAT & g e [aAC Y& H | =¥k SfRel & & A wA
A gy, SIRES 3¢ AT & YU ~RTe &anl & a8 3R W,
Ted WHR o Idielehcd! ® qar § HAaT &9 & alfaga i H
HRgaer G 17.07.2001 ST @1 Y 3Fd AHEA  IAehdT H
26.7.2001 & f&am arr o1| I8 AT 3Tg ~rrerd gaRT 3dielshdl Hr
aif¥er IRy FEvarses Mo RO (98 36 "THN3R." #gl Seen) &
MR W foram arn, St Aol dar @ d@efd g, fSas dar & gider safe
T THLAR. aifAd gl

ar @ 3fAard Farfagid & 3od AT  IR-T gt dielehed! & Re
i TEAT 5/2002 & ARIH H 59 ~IITad $l eIdlell Gcderdr |
BTclieh, $H ~ARITOT o HNd & HIAUTT & e 206 & dgd dehiedeh
39T & oH 33 I FTAIAT & AT 18.01.2002 & 3G & ded
Seeg Ul. HEAT 5/2002 & WIS Y &AT| deeldR, Hdielhdl o HRES
3T ST & HHET 3feoq 226 & ded Re AT HE&AT 2856/2002
G |

gfaarfedr o7 Re anfaer (&@Y) T&ar 547/1999 & 3§ ~A1ATaT & Tl &
rr AT f&h 3dielehd! AdT=igd & Il § AR s@Efdv 38 =ared &
Secg UT.(A) §&aT 547/1999 # @fed HaE & faard ik vy &
fIT 3IRES 3T AT H TAREEART W 6T TAATERIT ), 38 3T
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18.

19.

20.

21.

NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

AT & §HET Sseg Ul §E&AT (TH) 1620/2003 & &9 #H Gsilepel oham
AT

3T ST A 39 AU 7 3rdiershdT ganr gR—R aer Re anfdesit @t
TIier #X fear g1 39 9R 3derehdr 50 Afad 3da & gAR 93787 g
et o faeared gdhrel o G&dd fohar fob o1 3Eer & dgdl 3rdierehdl
 AEg ~A¥% AfGEe & g 4@ A% (Afad oo, Jfaw Bdew) &
U W a9d ST I-T, 98 AFART g AR AT Flefed sAIAET & ATGS]
& Al § 3R SHAT ST $T gfte @ aTad §1 379 d& &l FEar 4
Wg@,ﬁa@ﬁaﬁ?‘rﬁaﬂ?mﬁ?sw ST o e afay
gifaeer &ar 10327/1994 & faretor mm‘éﬁ%ra(am@rwé%ccrﬁlﬁrafr
TASC A & [T ST fohT 97T HROT JAT3T AfEH W 3eTeh TISEIHIOT Al
TR A T T §, SAfaT rdiiclehal & Qo Gl sriadr & =g
&1 ST FehclT| Tae@reT dehrel & d& fear o I8 aledTr T g

sas faulla, gfdarfeal & facaer g o @er fr Ty @fafa &
3TdTeIehdT EaRT SEAHTS I IS 3G HINT o T H g TISCI0T FTRR
fFar ar, o & Tueg 3ywrar 7 8 3RO afeaar & SHd/ 3R
SHET U S & 3IRGT & 99 #| sfav, 3l &er & e Aar &
AT 9T ARG & foIw el & Gord faamia S SRiad! s
e H 3TT ~ATATST &7 e 3T o1

TRl & Taeare ashiel &, S8l deh 38! ferard Hdleigia Sl Farel
g, Goirel &1 § oh 37delehdl I HATU TATCH I TAY 3T AT GaRT
foe gideper feouforar @ faar fovar arar ar, 3¢ e w80 aamm arn
3R gEY 919, 98 Goltel &3 o 3T9 SATeT o 3AIeedl $r Har # AL
@ fafyr @ ot 3Edr Qarfagia f A dw fr R | TR &
H TIATCHSAT Tl &1 3egiad 33 ool &F & o 3=g =y o, [[Jarfea

Page |13



22.

23.

24.

NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

Aoty & vl & i o gfafsedt & gof wd @Hg, RS 7 Al
THIR & aredafass draelt &1 Ger gfafaad 81 far g1 38 a& & grAdd
H, facaret g o 3 FaIedl & 3TT AT & FHET G AfaRad
EAhaTH T I gART &A1 g fxar 2

TR & TaearT gehiel @RI Y&d U a0 Tof & SEe #, 3T
T & fdeale gl o GEdd fhar fo deehel garT g Re
TR A, 38l TUSC ¥ § I§ d& Saf f6dr a1 fF vlHR A gor &
S idegper Reuforat & IR & 30¢ Fad g0 fhar =ar a1l 3=gar o,
faearet aehrer g ek &1 o @aT A A §U IHehl F1 TYUT AaT Nrge
S IR Ad1 AT 3R gAfAT, 3TT AT GaRT IAHhdl & ATHA H
o WHR A qa ¥ IAard qar=gha & fav RAwiRer wer st an)
38 3o # gAR fauroiy 3R AU #geg 3 8 F1 3wU Sy
CaNT feelih 21.4.1998 &1 3rdielehd! I HET AT+ AR & 9g @
HA® (RAfaer STof, SR Sdele) & Ug W arqd Fi¥el & e IR
AT ST 4, 3R FIT 3TT AT §aRT Siefed H 3dvelehdl @l
ar & A T § Yarfaidd a¥el ol 3G TIRA FeT =i Aqr?
Jgl Heg H IW oA & v, g ywiRe Rfdw afeer dwn
11327/1994 # facara fadtator =amamtdrer ganrT & a5 fecafoar W earr
ST BIIT| 38T T 3GERoT f&ar aram §:--

doHT HIH H, SHT fh 3R gl a1 8, AET =a1de AlSeee
CaRT STAId &1 &I dfgdr & arr 437 & fAfga durfasw
waTe & faeey o Hife R&E W Alge aeeEl Fose &7 &
eRiielr & T I8 A & v 3fd 3muR o fo arfeesendl #0g
T 3TSNded HRIEE T SS9 T aINT g1 STHAT AT T3
HITel H ITAT gl AT IR aEJd: LT ~A1-¥h AfSEE o 30
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25.

26.

27.

NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

IR a9 = Y 3 IR & T 3mcagadur & fear
gl

39d IIfte fafey o & oy o @t & egERor A, 3=
ST & 3dielhd! & TTSErROT A ATl S v arw der & sregavon
#, HRThdl o HIAT TSRO TEJ T UT| 3T AT hr Tl
afafa F srfasdt & 38+ FaAsT 3uRYd g @1 Ader fGar ar wurlh
afafa & @Her, el o a1 od Ay &7 o 3R 58 TRl afafa
o TR HT foam o1 IR wR @fAfa F uelr fecuoh & wgr o Tk
3rfieral & TRes AT dg X far mar § 3R sER gae rderedr
o & & S §

Teh g TISEUT & Ganl JAelehdl & STHATT ¢ H Y6l HRarg i
3T SEET ATl 3 GaRT Y& $H TASEROT &l 3T T A o
R X foar or AR 3Tg e & TSR STekd ganT idieehdr
&I TR SAARRT &7 75 o, et 3rdiorerd ganr feark 21.12.1994 &t
feu ot 3w F RGu v Tasdiaor @ Ay dget feam = #

3Tch TISEHIOT hl TATHR hlal & a1 i 3=T AT &l Ig Ad AT foh
STa=g IR H o7 T Tk ¥ STHAT ot o T 3dfierehdl & el
IRMEATCHS HIIATEl & I STl WU diefehdt & sl HAT T STdTel
fear 3k 39# 38 Ay & @ a& f&ar & 3= ~amrew & Turl
AT A TSRO TRR A F g 38 gRd TR a1 R osae
TOSEHIOT FHR A forr arar § 3R 38% [@ersd «@nme arv |@8f 3g
9 8 910 &1 FAHC & $H Uge] W gTeiiteh ofid IfUsRT o X fmar, afers
3T Fis SRy FAgr fam| grenifep, 3@« 9rar fob 3rdfieerdr & &ems e
T JRY Tifdd 8ld &1 9% YR W 3T A ATlT o argdr &l 37eer
aiRe fomar foraeh ded 3rdiclehd! 1 AET ~a1¥% AfGEE & ug & HRA®

Page | 15



NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

% g WX Ay Y fAr a1 AR TeT WER A o g7 g w2 e
FART T H, TSRO bR el 3N 3dTelehcd] 1 SHBT FIeTl & &
g, 3o e QAT SR qF e AR Adosdl B 7E
=% AfECE & Ue & HRA® & 9g W I9d Hlal HT A TR =TT
X hT AT AT {eyrdl & AR, e Ay Fegrar & 3R &
Y H shdol Teh & AT & bl & 3R IET HATA AR 9 & i
g1 afe e Toheidhr a1 3T 3= TR, 9HdcHEs o1 3T, & fAv
UEell S AT Wl AT AHFA Flelet H AT U S g, A TEr A
et w18t & 76 q@d Sirg & A T S Fehell| AT, SIF Teh quT
ST ShIAETET @l deheilenl AT UlshaTcHe Gaoldl & YR TR F&TH HY @RI
3T @M ST 8, dr 38 3RT W 7S R 360AT g1 aadeT AHe
H, T IRIT AT SIRT fohar 3/ ar a1 AR 3rdierear & fear =@r ar| 3y
AT &l Jood W FTARN TfATT 1 FRIGRT F1 Fis TedT FAai Holdr &1 T8
o1 eI 9T IR TR q@ HrE HUiRa 9fhar & 3R g9 IRE 6
AS § AT G| T WY AU WIS gled & GRAT M eIshedl o 370
W HYT A ST AR & AT A o A1 & 3061 IR W qa H
Afew S fFar s ar gur R 21.12.1994 &1 37 TASEEUT gred
el & TREId T HART A 3% TUSERROT H FNHR A §U HEQT
FIAET AT T & A JUT 3TT AT & AU GarT et
02.02.1995 &I 37¢ FHH AT & 5 M| A 3TN HUA H 3eloh
FISAIOT & Fas[g offd RSN & ST SRR SR @ JUT HrRdTe!
qof @Y & gaTd 39 RO geqd 1 B srqemratas ey gan
TR AT foram T g1 3 5 NG & 3= 3RA | goF: S
H 1 Fs IR A § Teg @ F AT W GIr mam gl s &
aleY TR & el A o g, difhel Hiolet hael eI HeAICHS HrIargr

Page | 16



28.

NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

T ITAT ST &, Sciset T g1 | S g T TAT I AT AT HdoTfeieh
aar & fga & g1 g1 W aRRFufa A, g srdieerar & e g W aw
A & fqarfed e & R A8 3@ Thd |

T gH 3T e GaNT 9IRd gal ey W fauR &ta §, foa#
el & ATH F Tod WHR P TAAR el 3R dielhdr @r
=% AaT ¥ A &9 & Qarfaga el & fav sfaa sifeeg@ar sm
A T TAEIRET Fr 375 §1 Ig 39 3T Rg ¥ TUg § & qar a
HiAGE QTG T 36T G&TaT 3N SARERY & 3T Helh &l T
el 3R =1l @aT A1 HGNT @A & T Hd sl H i gl
$H 3¢cR¥ A LI A @A gY, HfAad JaifAghy & favy w wfod
HTofel & YR G ATelehcdl & ceh T TRAGAT T STl ART| Jha =1y
e A ey foem Rafecar e, (1992) 2 waddr 299 &, 9
e & et st # dis F adefees fd # sfaad aarfagh
& Y & Tey F Rgwuia FuiRa fre &

34. 3N I ¥ Arfaf@d Reuid 381 & 3 &

(i) e darfaghn &1 3meer HIS @ 76T §1 38 F aF FS
dhoich § AR o &1 fohell TG & gedaeN &1 Henel |

(i) TE 3T THR SaRT I T Felled o FG TR Tl STTeAT
ARV foh TXPRT HAURT &l Ay §7 & Hdliolgd el
Selfed # gl T§ A TWHR HI hiFdweh HIvT & R
R qia fRar Sirar g1

(i) =arT & urehider fAeuidl &1 Hfard Qarfaghy & 3meer
% eI H FIS TAT 7A¢T §| SHH AT A AeT & foh w11ah
S Q¥ a8 ¥ &Y Wl 978 g1 3T ST AT UG AT
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

3NN eTad & FT H A T ST Al PRI, oAfehed
BEETT Y Hebol & IiG I HJSC &1 foh IS (a) GHTEAqUT &
ar (b) I ToReT off areg o ek =gt § AT (C) IE AAHTAT
g -39 3T # F Rr aiv gerh w #5 ) 3fRa afea
3TETS [T Ag] AT Fohdl AT, &9 H, Ife Ig 911 AT ¢
fo I v fahd e Bl

(iv) TR (a1 gaer afafa, sar o AFer gy« AFe &
v o9 & uge AaT & R RIS W fGaR T g - 92k
g & a9 $ a1 RS 3R JedieT @ 370 FAged & gV
580 R & far fFv S arer Revis & wamnfas &0 & Mosig
Repis/afa da 7 wfafSear arfde gl St s 3R afage
gt §1 afe frEr axeiT Faarlt 1 gfagd feoaftrt & sasE
3T UG W Ugleald [T SATAT g, df St feeaforar 3mgar gama
@ &l 8, @rEe ad, S Yglesld IRl (T3) 9T 3
g1 3R afisaar w8

(v) e Qarfagha 1 e hael 38 10 W =TT GaN
e A1 fhar o dhar § & 30 aiRa aa a#@g 3aama
gfdeper feeaforat ox ot faar femam aram ar| a8 aRFET 3=
3T H §EIST T YR =1gl &l Fohell| §EAAT shadl FIX (iii)
# 3feaf@d 3Rt W & TR §1 38 gge W I W 30
T 32 H ==t fir o g

29. HeA AT WYl §H R TS, (1999) 3 €RT 396 H, IE AT
Jdiershcll 1 AT Qariagia & 31T W R #T T@T o1, St f9gr Ts7
H 3T <A1 AdT FH FGET AT HdieehdT GaRT 3T «aTed H T Re
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

AT R & 18, SHH 3=a FRed & qUT S Rmed gant Jifaar
arfigic & 38 A A Feildr & 718, A% 9aT & o ~AAod o
T8 el F SAPR I fear 3R s 1 @iiker & f&ar| rdieshdar sq
SATel & §AET 3diel 7 3T $H R & Uil b I afdes qd
I W 3T AT @y feeaforr & a5 off, aifehst a¥ 1991-92, 1992-
93 3iX 1993-94 & forw 3rdiererdr &1 aiT afeer # #ig wfafear a@r o
SoT gul I JTafSear U Aty U & T H gof of 75 Af 3R 3rdierepdr ar
W IS AR & & A gofiha fohar amar a1l 9w a1 F giafcear
I S, 9F A dl HA A A IR T § Jfdad GarT SRR FareT getherA
H a2Ms S A1l gog dielehcl &1 29-11-1996 &I Fiad fohar arar ar 3R
30-11-1996 &I qoT =arTel gaRT faur fhar arm a1l Ig Tose or f& &
gTATSedl 39 AT Gof I 35 ofd TR AMATT oF dielehdr &l Jar & AHarT
G ¥ AT A &l Hel el foldT AT FhiTeh $HA HATT T 6-11-1996
I AHPehdl f HfAad Qarfagia & fav wa Aie oo v Ader G
s TS o AT 5 I8 UGT HHST AT Sl s grEaly ag7 O foas
MR W I T §a015 ol ohal AT fF 3deshdl & THT & ugel dar &
QaTfelge AT Adslieh od & g 3§ =AM gieg &7 Jg Ad o1 & die
gut 37T 1991-92, 1992-93 3R 1993-94 & fow "ush SR #" gor Hir 7B
giafSeat W e & AR Fa1 SI7 Thdr AT SR o 38 a9 {Toleen,
AT 3T ~O1ATeld §o11H 3R, Jotam (1988) 3 wadrdr 211 H 39«l 9gel &
Ao &1 garar fer, GO 59 FRTeT F FEr a1 F 3T AT #i
30a wRmEfded FfUHR &7 A s dar & gery & AfAard darfaghy
dhr FABIRET #el o HRPR g, S 37 TG H §oA0 0 AT & AR ¢,
Afhet a8 FATHATT &1 ¥ FHIH gl a Hhdl 3N AWFER HF AfAad &7 &
oA A F AT ot & fav deel g wiigel 37 A # g o
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30.

31.

NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

AT 3T T 3T ATy AT FauTfeeT W HF0T 7 396 afad
H YO WA g R FfAERAT F1 FaRE et @ F6fT Jeo
RIFRIAr & TeTeT 1 WA gl & Tl & folv AR 3R TETT &of &
forr Faufas gffica & dgd g, aifer 3fUSRY 319e Sdeal F SAERT 3R
TIdadr & fded d9gA gl AR aifedl garr @ A qed A 9Rd
fRIrIdl & JIRag g FX T

§H 38 A ¥ Ia9d § % da1 @ THIqd QarfAgia & smeer &~
Wﬁﬁaga@ﬁﬁﬁa@%r%l%%wmﬁrﬁm%mﬁﬁ
(gon) & el & b SI9 ITU SO I§ AR A g T Saiide dar &
fonell HeET & favey Ifwary Qarfwgia @1 e fear Sem =g, ar o
AT AT qATCAdT IT FATCIAT IR FATe Agl 3ORT ST T, SIS dh foh
AT A Garfagid & 3¢8ed @ q¥ e IwrEfae o gl gH I§ o
FEd & foh SId HFAard FarAghy & A B =A—T A FAldr & STl g,
dl AT & Y§ el 1 AR § % 560 Aeg ¥ Hefdd IS 3mur ar
el Alslg § A1 AT gTelifeh, SR 36 WA f gAiedar # R @
@ § o W sfaard darfaghn & snger smaia g

9 AT o Uolid U9 gRATUN 3TT #ATITeT delTd $2aX T¢ ofel, (1999)
4 TEdrEr 579 # fAdetor & e & 9 Rwufot & 3T, Agca AR
g W IAT T § S 3idd: g a1 R $Hr iR #r e
g ST g1 39 AT o 39 YR fecqufly &7 §:

32. Mo $& AT A Ig ~AATe A1 JfARRIT T 3= =rTerdl
% 3 I H 3TeT ahT HTABIAT & AL &, & ohdl =1 JTURRT
N FHI § Uge! HdIlelge el 1 AL giel ¢ HIAU & 3esa 235
& dgd 3T AR AR SARTedl W quT HI=30T @ g, foad
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

Ser =arrer o anfae & refaey =Tt 1 [deTor 3= =T
GaNT TS =rTerdt W AT & faw fFu Se arel g9 Ageaqot
FT H H T gl 30 dg & AUETT FT 382 Irefirey =gramefier gary
T 31T SR, 3T &THAT, SATERT 3R AT I 3HThelsd HAT ol i
ararefier off ST € 3R 399 g AFaT FfEAT Hr GHEAT gar g,
sgfoe fAdetor srafaal &t g Fa &1 37T YeT &ar g, difeh
TS H 398 a7 o7 Toh 3R IHATT AT & HrHAGe H I s
el g1, ar 38 oy ohar o dah| fAdietor srefierey =graredieit s Fafaa
gRoTH ¢ & fOT IR e H 3cRE & 9 H F T AU 3og
3YCITSRT T GT HGHH Bloil AMET| 3o6 WchIEsT I @I g1 A
S AT H 1 *{&%ﬁ?&@ﬁﬂﬁmﬁ?mré%aﬁﬂwm
gC 37CTeldl & TdTeled aXd ol U TdVoledeh a1 JOTlell Il &G
g STHET TAT 9T 3MErodl & Fdi¥eldes shiHeel 9T IR #Hdr gl
foreToT =ammeier AT gor HT TS feeufUEt @t A dR W T SaETer
CaRT A fham Sirar & 3R 3 ail¥e aueig R &1 Bear o=
ST g 3R 9 g giar 8 9 W ~aide 3™ &1 dRI Soar ar
fyersar g1 safev 3faTy =aaray &1 Edefor g HgcaquT g1 39
gl 3R 3curee alel gler @ifgul tar asft g FehdT § o9 Ig 3resT
e ¥ [Aafaa g 3R sHTens gl 3y el &1 Aa7or teh
fst, wh & a1 o A=t &1 AT 7@ g1 Fderor Farrer gan
AT & 1A I [AIRIET Fleh S8 YT ATl Tololl MU Teh MR EHR
fAdeToT F=1Rs YUl & T ARG & BIIGHG &1 Hehdl &l I8 35 4

SITET hdlel Il gl

32. ¥ o1 3= e @ wUIfud ¢ f Afard Garfagia & faw I &1 @amor
T WftsRT & afFds dqite W 3MuiRd §, dfdhd Wl d@qfte wh
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NANO KUMAR VERMA v. STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS

aY FrEalt oY 3R g Wil FarreEt & fAv ¥g adr oeTer AT &
fr a1 #15 AU FEEl Aiog § A1 A6, TE W wRmElae wieewRy @
AfFAIe Fee 3MUTRA &1 aTAT A #, §4 S ¢@d § @6 T6 ¢ T
3T9 FOETed A FE Al g R dherehdl & g Repis 3R dar RerE
3EAISSTeT AT, THINR &I 37 AHTDAN & FEEROT §eld AT hdol $S asi
& Gar Repis a1 & earel # @ g1 $o [&a@aria gehd g &1 g4 Tar safau
FE ¢ ¢ T Hfolehd! o THINR T gfdar sega i § S 38e Faar &t
3R 3fafTs, 2005 & dgd 3Td O & 9red &1 Af 3R 3T gt
Y Il HhRIcHS §9 A Sfad BN foh 3w ~ararerd A Tdi3R 1 areaf
I SAECR & g ferer g1 3= =T o Ig Ao Iider dar Rers
& 3R R foar §, S gafag avf & fav dfeea wiem anfde &, s
for fqarfed Ao & 3eya foar I &1 IR ast 1975-76 3R 1976-77
T THBR F 3% HA H 0Taar # GUR H HAEA Id1S TS §, a9 1982-
83, 1983-84 I THIHR H 3% HT HI IAdITleTeh ST T &, I¥ 1984-
85, 1987-88 fr THIAR & 3% HII fASUIEA A IHAITSTTh, TR Ffasar
3R FTSTe] Y9I ST 1T B, AT 91 & asi 1993-94 3R 1994-95
TR A $5 A Reerrdl &1 Seo@ & 3R &gl 3 § & 3w ~ararey
SaRT 3oTenl AfFadl & et foram arar §, 9T g & ast 1997-98 31X 1998-
99 fr THIR & Fgl 77T § 6 a1 FT & FIg Folr AGT &, Afhad ATl
T Aue @e g1 Siafd srdiershd @ $o dar 3w ge&gd e g, S
nfer & a¥ 1985 & fAfator = garT g1 Fr M W A
3dTeTehcll 1 "Yet IRUTH" G & faeqy '8'-Halvelels AW I/ &, SHH
37crTaT TSTelT Ud & ~ATeiel, AT aRT a¥ 1997-98 & v R
IS TERR H 39 ad Aegar aren WER Fam = g, e SR,
FHAIRAT 3R TEHRFAT F AT IS Y TAC IW §, Afehed 3T HI9CTe
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32.
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e g, AR fSen vad |7 sy, ooy garT ay 1998-99 & fou
IR #T I THIRBR & 38 T 3ol AR Sdrdr -7 g, olfched 3T
fATers @e &1 grelifeh, 38 3/afY & ek 3Ha WS fAye o e dh
T 3R eTraeTs IEATEeATCHS HIAaEr H 3EH HENERY 1 gsSefA #
3R 8, S 30 02 & dc o Yy dldh § AT & & IR W)
wﬂﬁﬁzﬁﬁ?ﬁaﬁw%ﬁsﬁmﬁqu qgel &1 HFd Y fer arm
AT Geal 3T AT &aRT| Afar ddaregia #r o o aeel ™
TR o1, ST foh 3o Ao ganT AR Ao & 3eyd fovar arr
g; 3R 3rdielehdt eaRT Tedd e eRicl & foh grafaes @t s aeardr
W 3T+ AN faaR g f&am aram a1 qff oRE & Aosient & fear
IAT| STH Had Teh gl sy Adhadr & & 3=a ey i afFdaws
e e ar g dEEl 9 3meia @ET A AES & 3 gfSeanior
d, §H Ig oTgl g Thd Tob dIeTehdl T a1 RIS ATl AT ST HaT
¥ AT @ Ugo! QaIfIgid &l are glam| SHTT, dielehll I FaT § fary
T @ Qarfelga el &1 Hg IFcT T80 A1l T AT TR FAH 3R
Ueer ey, (1980) 1 wad Y 12 &, 3§ el & 3rdeldar Hr ey
TarAgia & e HY, Waaas Bd #, g X f&ar §, S 3@ gifear dar
gedla 3R Reprs & ary g RARemsmy & 9ram I A1l 59 FAIATTT o Hgl:-

I o 3T g ¥ a7 ¢ & Jifard ar=gha & fov I &1 e deferd
Wt &1 cfFdwe Fqiee W 3MuiRd 8, dfhd 3@ g &1 ddfte
Y GHEIA W ARG gl WIfgU| el & fav I gafRad s &
Al § & &= 8 du el Alsg § ar e, O ot
WITRRIUT &l Teh SFTFAe HSC TR ¢l dHAE AT H, 4 S S@d
¢ 9% I8 ¢ & 3=u e A ydidedr &1 ¢ Rers 3R Far Rears
3ol AT, THINR T FHA HT & 3GEROT Folld AT Had $© st &
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fow dar Ras A ghiar &7 § e 7 @ § Fo fEefa gdha @ g
& UHT 3H $RUT H &gd ¢ [ UTelhdl o THRR & gfaar ger & § S
AT & PR JRAEIH, 2005 F dgd 3Td AT § 3qh @RI AIed
dr arg i 3R g St d ol HERIcHAS T & ST HE & 3T
AT & THIAR HT FATHIAT I SAGERT ¥ Ag] [Harar &1 3Ta ey
o IIATCHS HaT & RFE & IR ) oy for § o gafaa avf &
foT maifdd Ao & ur 3eyd d@aiy # wWiR aiffer g1 IRfAw avf &
forT TR 1975-76 3R 1976-77 & 3¢ A I orEdr & @arh gur
A H &7 & & 7 feogolt fir, vdlmR & asf & faw: 1982-83, 1983-84
sfag FXar § & 399 & 3HAIYeTs g, a¥ & o TdINR: 1984-85,
1987-88 WW widsal AR WS WA & AU 3o HA Yediad &l
AT & & F feoqol aa g, 3R a1 & avf & fov wEm: 1993-
94 3R 1994-95 F& AN Ribradi 1 Hefda sar § 3R fecaol #ar &
fF g7 & avt & fov 3Tg ~arre 3R AR garT 396 AfFadr &
fasnfara frar aram am 1997-98 3k 1998-99 $fata &ar & &6 =aRe &
#H $Ig AW ALl & AfheT A FT A9 TR §1 ST, 3dielnd! o Fo
a1 Repis geqd e Gee anfAe § av v 1985 # fadfiator s=amameder
GART &7 THIAR S 3rdieiedl & 'O & §7 H Hedihed Hal § - Fane
"J[EH IROTHA" & TGATh FdAlToleieh &, $Heh Hellal a¥ 1997-98 & favw e
3R FF 7Y, FAEAYR @RI IR @ a8 THIHR & 38 3 Qegar
& ISR & T F FHodiched AT, IR & Y TS HIY TAC @M, a¥
1998-99 & T ol 3N T =AML, HSIFHI @RI IR T arw it
AR THIIR & 3¢ U 3 RS & § H FHodiehed a1, offched TE
fATers| qur, 38 3@ & SN 379 WS AYe $ ge de ~aEid
¢ Fdifeh a5 foiaR 3R 3eAraege 3epdfee wriangar # affa 4, S 56
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a2 & aic o f6 3¢ a¥ 1995 #H UcdT 3T AT ¢anl 31 JRGT &
S B S T ferm AT A, Iy ST & & ) 9 @l S W)
i Qar=Agia 1 HorT AR o, ST fh 3T S Aoy garT e
fvir & fashrem ram om; 3R Iheshdl egRT gedd Al JE gl R
ST GTATIT & HATAT W 3T AT GarT [9aR =181 fhar arar ar
I U TRE & JeTedn fhar =r o1l 569 Tk sy fFeherer § 6 3T
=R 1 eafFdaieh Hive qAied AT TEfeh FHET 9T 3merRel =16t o
39U A & AEGAoR, §H Ig =gl g Hehd foh Ihershdl 1 a1 Rers
HEAYSTAS AT, ST Far § AT § Ugel Jaifaigid T dRe WM SHAT,
3deehdll 1 TRy §9 § ar & AdTioigd el T s AT =g a1l &
TATHT WA AFAT  F1H 30T 9l I, (1980) 1 TadRdT 12 & HAH H,
SH SO A SPelied H dielehd! $T ARy Adm=ghd & e & Eg
T fear §, S 3% gfelar Jar Yedis 3R Ris & T dor vy &
qraT AT AT| 56 T o Q@

3. AHAd: O 30 §d W O&d ARSRT & Aok &7
GEARTT gl e fob Tl PRI HAERT 1 ey darfaghy o
Sefed # § A wd AR g 3H ARy W ugma A 3R o 3w
Afaegs ® § 9 HAa FariAghy @1 Farfed smeer @ 3=
AT T FEJia W feam aram ar| AfeeT gAR AHe Aise @l
& IUR W gH 38 ¥os¢ faumsmd &l @xAga # 39AYd § fr aqafd
Sfad G&TdT IR T R & & 366 F diershd & fafrse degar
IR 92T 1,1 F W SAAGHT & TATT FIHA A U AT T AT, Y
1 38% Fo A & MR 38 =T 3G 9T 9T fob g8 ey
arfigie &l §eheR &1 rdielehal & Faftd 3fdrer@r 7 e &1 gfafseat
I S T S @IRT AR 3@ GEH A 3R Hediwel fHAT ST
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qIfgu| VAT FIS TTET Agl ¢ T8 IdT dolf o ATl & hre
I[OTET IT SAEERT & 3ramee 0l PBRige 3s f& 38 A &9 4
Yarfaige o S =@1fgul o7 @ef ROl @, §ART A & fob ey
arfAgfa & 3meer 1 g fhar e =@rfRul srdftersral @ faarfed
3meer FT AT W a1 F g @AT AT STTIm|

ghh 3clal, fSTell T §F «IrIrelel & 9T 3dYelehd! & FHIFHGBIS Dl FIT F
A H HIW g, Slegiel rdelshdl & I 1997-9 3R 1998-99 & gifemr
THHR & HNhcdl & A T BIsH 38 TAT Ted & TR F Ieldhel
RtE & 81 38 2@d gu, A =arids HfAedy & sifaard darfagh &
3662 U 3% HAFS & dR H dehlel IS HUSRT garT & 715 I AT
fecquiy &1 318 Fgea fgam STeT AT debiel aR™S HUSRT & 9 Hld
T 67T e, [AReVuT aet, ST dal 3R T 38 FIHSPIeT, THIT &Tdr
AR gfdser W feouvht & & faw dgax feufa 81 sanfie s mw i usd
(2003) 8 TEHRT 117 H, 89 «IMATeT o 39 YR fecqulr #r g:

12...ddA YoTTell #H, 3Td AWSRT T T 9 R4 omar e
3MaeTe g, Toae 9 Fefdd IR & gl Ff deg & @l @
3gER o7 3R GEfRT fOERr garr uegd @HEer gfaser & ey H
3T T T AATOT TR |

3T TET & HAGgsoR, FANT A § & 3=9 «ue gann 38 3=
AT & U7 AT gaRT IR 3MGRlT &l SiaR Y@l ~IIHaTd oAe!
AT TeTER, §H 8 3Ulel A TR N §, 3TU AT GaRkl Gk
3MERIT T g A g1 i Irdielevall Qarfagiar @1 Mg Ired e 9 Har
8 Qarfage g a7 §, sfiv g @vH & & & A9l Hrodfan @gied
1 TG @ FarAGT I Y IIod A TR qal § 39l FHredias Jariagh
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ds Tt Ffge oMl FT gheR g, ToideT THT & Th, forar ol ¥ |, 59
ST &1 Th Yfad 9red gl & dhi@ § IR Fled & Hia)|

deeTar e feam
3. . arfer #r gt &

Ig Aegare AY FAN, Y Iqares & g@rr fFar aram g
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