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ateTefTIT /Srareha T GRT G AT perai, Sifded |
gl eI -1 Td 2 GRT : 3 L3R, ucd wd St IRy PHR uTved, SAfEah |
ygeff BT -3 gRT : oft WY A, Srfeashr |

o > 0 DN
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Bt fAfies, St g9 BRIferd, T A, I ¢S Hex, JRMT ¥ ¥eUS & U,
faemagR, fer—famgR (exivg) |

(St ares Tt i -3t S - 12 -0~ 7018 T ST @oT)
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Sl TTeTS ATg, uf—wriTa R Wig, SR R 39 I,

RfdPpHR |18, MAT—er iy 9= HIg, 3T T 22 T,

foFIe PR |G, Uiy 9I=a A1g, Y AT 20 av,

TN PAR 18, Uiy ¥R |1g, 31Mg 9T 18 ay,

sl TS ATg, Ul enteTTer |Tg, AMTY T 63 Y,
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CEICIPIEIN : ofl AT T, Srfdeh |
geeff pAib-1 A5 GRT : Goll AT porc, srfdedr |
ycaeff pHIh-6 T 7 GRT  : #f1 S1L3R. U W i1 fIep PHR uvsy, AfEachrT |

IRt 2 HorI FAR ST
n Hod fokg 1

AIeR I STfafM, 1988 &l &RT 173 & 3 Igd SUgh M et |
fecfir A1eR gEleAT qran Sifgevul, dedRl, SieT-®Rar (STIRFIG) SR HIeY

EICHT STET UehRUT ShHidh—38 /2019 "siHdl TIETg A1g Ud 3y g wHIe
PAR YFeT Ud 3" H i 08.12.2020 @I TR 3rfafoRr @1 gkt af
TS 2 | O o Hag 7 "gerel arfafy” O deifed e s g | ae
3ot U & SAfAFURT | Igd BN &b BRUT SDT PRIV W WY & far

ST ET§ |

g ffdariea & f& iy aed e ftSht.-12-1S.-7018 (SR 8mt

"I AT W AT faT S @ 8) BT Al YIS AR Yarll, doiigd

Tt AEHE Hovlle 3Tt delT SHThdf g 3NRUee $9aNg du-t faifics 8 |

TORU & q, HAY H, 3H UGR & & A6 08.08.2018 @I R G
(d®) 3 ReER Ugae A8 (3Mded areft id-2) & arel Iqd!
AlevHTsfhel TR die SR HIhYR, HRAT H 3T AT SHAATSIE Dl S
@ AT | 99 d HL.GH.EH). wie T b FHIY JEF A1 R Ugd, I T TS

PR YFAT GRT "I 18" Pl el U SATURaATeIgded AT g 31T foreht
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CTFPR T TR 1g DI TR AT 3 IR IAHT TeAdd R & I 8 TS |

T Y G IR AT X H STIRTY $HHid—-173 /2018 Ushiag fham T qen

=T qut 89 & IWRIT "I aTe” & ATer & oG SRR TR foha

AT |

qqd B Uel, I 9T T AT A Alex I Jffefad, 1988 & 9RT 166 &

3feFTa UfciaR 2 ST e URqd fhar | 3ffgawor 7 31f¥erg W Suered

iy Tg cedrdoll I1ed & TR0 SWId I8 sy srfifafga fvar fh

gHeA "Il 918" & ATl GRT dTe @l did Td ATIRATegad ael &b BIRUl

BN 53, O R A A T 53 | AfG0r 7 Ig oft ura % i affersh
I fopelt orcl T e THIOI 781 §aT 8, Whald: HfIa BT YA dR &l

ST i dut 1 8 | feeRer 7 ueel d-13 (9a+ uell) & SR R Jad

DI TGS .., SAATSIE Dic TRAT, PHIRST F thef TR & Y W HRRT

qd §U Il AT 31 X76,745.22 /- FgiRa &t | gael di-16, di-
17 T4 di-18 & SFJHR IFe! S 26.09.1977 UTS TS | Gie &1 fifeh
TR IFD! Y 40 a9 10 H18 13 &7 B & JATUR WR IH 419 A §Y 30%
et HATEIRT BT o e fhar a1 | dig enfial @ eaH § @A g0

RATd Td Stiam-fafg &g & folg 1/4 & Bkt e 14 BT q0d ar] B
3T URURFT A&l o 3R T70,000/ - S 8Y P 1,19,83,455/— &1
Ui, et e @ f[afdt I sereft d% 7% uftay s afed veM fhar

AT |
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I

"geTefi srfafoia” & geer BlaR fi FHuA 7 ordfter TRga @R TReIa: Qe

ared" & e H WfHdl, Jad b o & MgRer dem St 6
anfiqar Taeht fosast ot Akt <t 8 | @1 9d § 1% Sraremator & ger |
STeT HfieR FeiRa fhar /T 8 | S8 31, ST 7 gerh Jdiel IRdd
R Ui IR gfeg Y AT It g iy fmm 2 5 arfdewur gRT ga@

&l 31T F TTHY UTh T Tl FeRer 7 e Im § S8 Sfud ufiax w78
g 2 |

IYIUET & b LUl fohy 7T FuT 31f¥eRg 1 gReie™ fovar T |

a1} are i Gfgar

1 St & fage srfdawsr 7 ad vRga far o6 <greft = gaem & e
& T QS HIE UQanq &t T3 | Iva I8 off a & fh ucuergeff ameh

UEATE g 7 310 e § ¥R 5 & 6 gfoy gRT STt & SuRid

T URER F S a8 S@Ta Jar T T 3 I a8 & gee g5 off |

O aRfEIRl & "It are" 6t gEe W HfoHdr Weg ¥ W T T8

HIHT S Hepclt | fag Sifeiaeht GRT U2 ~IRIGETd Usha Devi and others v.

New India Insurance Company Limited and others, 2019 SCC OnLine

SC 2425, foadfia =RIGEIA AT FegUcy 99 AT & United India
Insurance Company Limited v. Smt. Babli Yadav and others (Misc.

Appeal No. 6059 of 2023 fUlg fiie 28.03.2025) T&T T ~IRIGEIT
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Anil and others v. New India Assurance Company Limited and others,

(2018) 2 SCC 482 T Tl fAT 8 |

% ARG, SamedfTr & g sifdeawm 7 a6 wgd 6 & ggeT &
ycgreeft el UEete WIg 7 oTun <o dwud H TUE ®U ¥ ifysfdd
forarr & f geieT "It are" | & JIiva g8 oft | IHP P &Y g gfer™
facraT & Sife Ufiaes o SHd 3T XSl o ot Bt § | SAdT 3N

T & fob 19T Ut T IR | "It e I e H HfHdT BT WUST H
8g 7 A1 a8 T1eTeh DT YIS0 HRIAT AT AR T & Uolipd T Bl 3R |
PIS HIET Y fhdT TAT | 37 JAGAR0T GRT ARG forseps arfverg R
SUeTey AHfAS TG SIS e & THT BN I IH Xy Y 3raeTdd
T8 |

SaThdt 98 dHY IR F Jad I Gt s e (e Aeft swHim—-1) B

qRIETOT R TR § | e 98 gEieT o govereelf aeft wE 8, Jenf Sue
SRT GEeHT § Fefdd ol faeemT & arer! g&ards, veel d-1 9 geef di-
11 dp, NfeRg R IR U 10 E | 38 iR, Srammal uer 3 vgae

Tg (3TTdee 18l HhHih—2) BT IR HRIAT 8, ST geeAT HT yegareel araft

g | 3P GRT & TS Il R BT 7 G (Ut F-3) &f di 18, o

Rt I I THITUAT AT8 I GEeT PING BT ST & | = quf 89 &

IR GfelT GRT "Il 18" & aTer & [Gog 3ifcr ufcrdeT (weel d-1)
TR e T, o Ugete Oig @ ueereeff wieht & wu # gllag fan

T 8 | AT & e ot FEele 1g 7 70 HeE H TUE WY ¥ Al
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YIIRI&ur | IS wue =gl T ST e |

il GRT e 4end I JRINT-0 & Hifeded Jed & fig R A1

JoddH ITetd GRT ICICI Lombard General Insurance Company Limited

v. Rajani Sahu and Others, (2025) 2 SCC 599 & U1 & HvSH-8 I

10 H TR fafe wfemnfed & 8 &:-

“8

As regards the reliability of charge-sheet and other
documents collected by the police during the investigation
in motor accident cases, this Court in Mangla Ram w.
Oriental Insurance Co. Ltd. [Mangla Ram v. Oriental
Insurance Co. Ltd., (2018) 5 SCC 656 : (2018) 3 SCC (Civ)
335 : (2018) 2 SCC (Cri) 819 : 2018 INSC 311] , held in
para 27, thus : (SCC p. 672)

“27. Another reason which weighed with the High

Court to interfere in the first appeal filed by
Respondents 2 and 3, was absence of finding
by the Tribunal about the factum of negligence
of the driver of the subject jeep. Factually, this
view is untenable. Our understanding of the
analysis done by the Tribunal is to hold that
Jeep No. RST 4701 was driven rashly and
negligently by Respondent 2 when it collided
with the motorcycle of the appellant leading to
the accident. This can be discerned from the
evidence of witnesses and the contents of the
charge-sheet filed by the police, naming
Respondent 2. This Court in a recent decision
in Dulcina Fernandes [Dulcina Fernandes wv.
Joaquim Xavier Cruz, (2013) 10 SCC 646 :
(2014) 1 SCC (Civ) 73 : (2014) 1 SCC (Cri)
13] , noted that the key of negligence on the
part of the driver of the offending vehicle as
set up by the claimants was required to be
decided by the Tribunal on the touchstone of
preponderance of probability and certainly not
by standard of proof beyond reasonable doubt.
Suffice it to observe that the exposition in the
judgments already adverted to by us, filing of
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charge-sheet against Respondent 2 prima facie
points towards his complicity in driving the
vehicle negligently and rashly. Further, even
when the accused were to be acquitted in the
criminal case, this Court opined that the same
may be of no effect on the assessment of the
liability required in respect of motor accident
cases by the tribunal.”

It is true that the Tribunal had looked into the oral and
documentary evidence including the FIR, final report and
such other documents prepared by the police in connection
with the accident in question. The Tribunal had also taken
note of the fact that based on the final report, the driver of
the offending truck was tried and found guilty for rash and
negligent driving. The High Court took note of such
aspects and found no illegality in the procedure adopted
by the Tribunal and consequently dismissed the appeal.

In the contextual situation it is relevant to refer to a
decision of this Court in Mathew Alexander v. Mohd. Shafi
[Mathew Alexander v. Mohd. Shafi, (2023) 13 SCC 510 :
2023 INSC 621] , this Court held thus : (SCC p. 514, para
12)

“12. ...A holistic view of the evidence has to be
taken into consideration by the Tribunal and
strict proof of an accident caused by a
particular vehicle in a particular manner need
not be established by the claimants. The
claimants have to establish their case on the
touchstone of preponderance of probabilities.
The standard of proof beyond reasonable
doubt cannot be applied while considering the
petition seeking compensation on account of
death or injury in a road traffic accident. To
the same effect is the observation made by this
Court in Dulcina Fernandes v. Joaquim Xavier
Cruz [Dulcina Fernandes v. Joaquim Xavier
Cruz, (2013) 10 SCC 646 : (2014) 1 SCC (Civ)
73 :(2014) 1 SCC (Cri) 13] which has referred
to the aforesaid judgment in Bimla Devi [Bimla
Devi v. Himachal RTC, (2009) 13 SCC 530 :
(2009) 5 SCC (Civ) 189 : (2010) 1 SCC (Cri)
1101] .7
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faemRTeis Texur & deT T SRy R SUey I8 & uy uRefie™ ¥ I8
T 2 b Ueae A1g (3Taed A1alt shHid—2), S e &l Heaercelt el
g, 7 30 <ITeRIT ®eF H T wU § PefAd far 8 b ghea "It

qrE” | PHING g o | IHd I U ol I gfel o S wRga

3ifem ufteT denm g Irert exardel O off 8t 8 | 59 fAusid, S

ST B AR F "I arEA" Y gHeAT H AiHdT B GUSH I &g DY

e, faeaaa a1erar ufider 16T TRgd el {haT T 8 | H 9 IR

R o5 SETt 7 o 7 "<t ared” @1 uSieE HHie 3ifdhd el § J1ear ared

I STHY TEISAT & PO T UM §5 ©, SMEAThdT U8 GRI IR faeaeTi
ARy T SEAESI H1eY Dl 3RAIPR el fbam ST Febell | Fegaraelf Hraft

UEAE W & $HUF UG ~IIGET Rajani Sahu (9afh) ¥ ufoamied fafds

RIgIdl & STale o I8 ~IRNeTT UTcht & fob "It are” &t geieT 7 Hfetadr &

Y 7 PR GRT ARG e 1oy R IucTey W& b 3w Td
fafeiesa & | el <l P & BRUT dAT BT Dl AR H T ARG

Bl AT Se 8l erdl | holeaRoy, g8 Hay § §H Dyl gRT I3 TS

MUY IRABR T ST I & |
b Pl A

1 So & faeE eifdawh 7 o uegd fhar i ueel di-13 (9= ),

gedl f-14 (Smaex foaruft) Tom ugel fi-15 (BH-16) H 3ifdd T TRER

U FH A8 & 1 O Y 7 srfdiaRer o 39 el 7 Sfefd =

31T B & I D T & FY H THHR H_AT AR AT | 37c: Pt ueef dF-
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13 & IMYR W Jdd & HES 3T T76,745.22 /- FaiiRa fawar Sin
S 78 § | 39 AU, Sraredior & g sifdawsT 7 ad wga T i
geel W1-13 gHeAT ¥ Siep Gdad H18 Pl da- I=if &, Sl HeAT & F9Y Jeid

GRT UTH aNd (e da- T USfId el & | 371d: Mo gRT St 0¥ faerg

faparT ST quie: =amnfia v fafega & |

31T WR Ut exarden & gRefle & 78 T 8 f& gel fi-14 (smaax
foaroft) wa neet di-15 (wif-16) fafkor af 2017-18 | Tefdd awde &,

S Heel di-13 eleT fidis 08.08.2018 & St Yaadit 718 Jells, 2018

I I T 8 | TR wU ¥ el & FHY A @RI UTH aRdfdd
A1 I 1 Faifdd THI0D G FHpIel A1ed veel f-13 € 8 | Paat
$9 SNMYR TR % qad! e Heelt sif¥eral 5 o o1 faevur e &, geer

& I B I gt T UrIOTRdT IR TE T8 fhAT ST TehdT | 31 JTfEdRuT

SRT UGSl 11-13 & YR R qdd ol A1MES T T76,745.22/ - Fafia

fopar ST STfieRg W SRy WIeY & IHY T yuid: fafgeerd §

holU, o8 999 § 3ffgawnr & fspy o fhdl UeR & ged8u &

TR 781 © |

NP

STEl T e i 3T Ud Wil HHTGISH PT UL 8, AT 7 el fi-16,
gedl §-17 @ yedl di-18 & MR W Jad B AP 41 g¥ Hd &Y

~ITIGEId National Insurance Company Limited v. Pranay Sethi, (2017)
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16 SCC 680 H ufruried fifdls Agia & SrIwy ST - H ATt Fra=rar

¥ A H 30% & gfg H 2 | 3T Hay F A off uar gRT 30% Wt

HHTEGI3T BT 19 TS fhU M TR Pl MUy T8l &f T8 & | 31d: I8
AT uTett & T Faie Y 3 # Al Greeit & 7S 7§ 30% A gy fmar

ST fAfSgad & | holdg®y, 39 dey § 31fgaNu gRT fhar i fHefor

JATad IGT ST & |

PR Y TUFT g ekt

geef M-13 (Io9 udf) # Uy IR0 & IR Tdd 6 ARSI
376,745.22 /- rfq a1ffe oM 29,20,942.64/- fAuiRa &t & |

TS T | 9ISy Y F9EEe & A ¥ 30% Jfg T M | AEINIR,

IS T TGN & A | 32,76,282.79/ - e WR Jdd 6 d1fids T

¥11,97,225.43 /- fRafRa e & |

T DY STk AT 3T H F MR & HU H I Herdt fhar ST rféra

g | fofig a9 2018-19 3G AT IR UL P TR AFBR D T0ET
fFFAgER © -

IR TS IR R | IR AT 3™ P I
¥2,50,000/- d® I ¥2,50,000 I
¥2,50,001/- ¥ ¥5,00,000/ - 5% %2,50,000 12,500
¥5,00,001/- ¥ 10,00,000/- | 20% ¥5,00,000 ¥1,00,000
210,00,001/ - & 31fdid 30% ¥1,97,225.43 ¥59,167.63
Dol JFN %1,71,667.63
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Jd: AN Herl b U gffed I T10,25,557.80/ -

(211,97,225.43 - 71,71,667.63) FafRa grft |

snfAaar

STATHANTOT Y oo UR AT & Faer § 7 Hu=i gRT I3TS T3 MUy W
faR fpar ST T 8 | 31freig IR Sucisy Hife Td Sxardoll 18T & IR

R SMEPRU A AP bl U, A9 GF dAT IFD! AT Hed PA dia

STATERANTOT Bl Jddh TR AT T U SHD ARRIT Ud Stad-als & &

qE § 31T BT Uh-arTs (1/4) YT ORI § |

1 Sut & g srfdameT 7 ad ueqd fvan 1% Sraradtor 5 afferd =t
g3 Qe & fife iR a9%e & Jo1 T TS AfSid HR § HaT o |

O} YT o I8 gad IR ST A& AT S el | 37T SifdeRor gRT Ut

3feidt el JFd U R Ud Siia-alg e & foly 1 &1 th-dlers

(1/4) wr1 gern ST fafea 981 & | S SER 9 R0 § dadt

T I Ul T HIT T & TS AT ST DTS o JoIT SRhTd Ud Sita -
fafe g & AT 3T &1 toh-foRig (1/3) 9FT TR ST JMUféra o |

3feRg TR Uty 1&g & uRefiem & I8 T € % Sramadior 7 dFr g

MAPAR A1g, AT PR A1g Td AT AR A DI MY A 22 T, 20
a9y Ug 18 ¥ gf$ & | qoNfY, A S IIedh B 9 U8 ey =8 epret

ST HendT b I Jad IR MAT 781 & | 1 ot 7 o foifad e o ot

UT 1g TUE IRYFE 8] T & o 1 g7 Taad ®9 ¥ IMTeiiiadT 1fSid ax
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& o 37T 37Tfeleh WU I MR & | AT & e, Ih d2F S F9T H
ST Ut Bl IR U DI AIRGD NUaT xSt T1ed ft Tegd 21 fbar T
g | 3mdee et 2Ngc) ers &b ufalerr & SR oft 39 d6y § g gt
UeT &1 b T, O I8 ¥ U1Uq & 9 b oFl §F Jda W A A
BaR AAFER & | Ot aRFRURRIT § A 3FAM & MaR R sy g

EEARIESIREsIN

39 ey § OOle U9 8RO S <IRITelT - Narinder Kaur v. Jagmeet

Singh, 2025 ACJ 357 ¥ g ufauifad fhar & fo6 anfsidqdr &1 dread dae

anfdes anfsiaar ae Hifid 78 8 | IR amifSie coawe § Sae w4

1T fUaT Sfas & st =R o th-R W anfefe, IR, wa-es @

g et U T off InfAT 8 Gobd & | 31 hdel T & GIRD 8 b

YR R Irg AT A dferd T2l fhar ST FevaT | Ik 07T &6 g

22 ¥ 24 ¥ yfoured Rifds fAgid adam fdare & AR & fau gfis
g 1 o fop AR i -

“22. It is submitted by learned counsel for the Insurance
Company that since the sons are grown up children
of deceased and they ought to be settled in their
lives and also father of deceased Karnail Singh
ought to have his own source of livelihood,
therefore, they were not dependent upon the
earning of the deceased and therefore,
compensation ought to be denied them. However,
the aforesaid submission is not tenable.

23. No doubt, the sons of both the deceased are major
and even compensation has been sought at the
instance of Balbir Singh, father of deceased Karnail
Singh, but out rightly it cannot be concluded about
they being not dependents upon the deceased. It
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should be noticed that in the Indian Society the
children as well as the parents remain dependents
upon each other at various stages of life. It is
pertinent to mention that the word ‘dependent has
a different meaning in different connotations.
Some may be dependent in terms of money and
others may be dependent in terms of service.

24. Thus, dependency is a relative criteria to claim
compensation for loss of dependency. It does not
mean financial only. It also includes gratuitous
service  dependency, physical dependency;,
emotional dependency, psychological dependency
and so on and so forth, which can never be equated
in term of money. Thus considering the same, even
the major sons of both the deceased as well as
father of deceased Karnail Singh ought not to be
deprived of the compensation. ......... 7

(Emphasis supplied)

A HeRUT F ST Ut T8 FATIIT Pl H QUICT: SR 8T & fob GeIeT bl

frfl IR gad & 1 GF ¥ AT J7foid R Teid ©Y I AR o |

$IeT ST JID B B YR W Iz Jadh U IFIET T8l AT ST FeoeT |
AfeRg W Iy HIfEd Ud SEdrael T8 § I8 TUT § b Jad ol ge T,

=T g Tt IHdHT AT Tt g W ofSid 9 | Narinder Kaur (Jafh) #

gfoured ffee fAgia & ofclie ¥ I8 ~IRIe™ Ul & b arfdaxur g1 uf

3t Pl ST [T gY Jad Bl ARKId T4 siia-als & & g omg
BT UH-TE (1/4) 9T GSRIT T QU ~IRnfid v fafegea g
ThoRawy, 39 9 H d1F1 B gRT S8T8 TS MU WHHR By 9 AR
SEE
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TUlich

o & T W SEATHANIOT §RT SoT8 TS MU R IR fsar o <&T & |

ST ToT & G stfdawhr =1 A W b fob ueel di-16, ugel d1-17 w@

el 9-18, WY HH: Jad & 87 F1s, IR 0F Td YR FTS &, P 3FAR

qAD DI ST 26.09.1977 8 | HheRawy SHeAT f[Aid 08.08.2018 &I

D! AR 40 99 10 778 13 T off | 38 drec[e TGP 7 o Y 3G

41 98 HI7d Y 14 1 U oI a1 8 | I¥epl b & o geie &1 fafel dap
TP 1 4199 DI Y YOT el DT off, 31: IHDT MY 40 aY T §Y Sarla
Verma v. Delhi Transport Corporation, (2009) 6 SCC 121 ¥ Hfyured
IS & ITIR 15 HT 0 AT [T SIHT a1feq o1 | 39 o, o
YT & TG et A JrfeieRur & fsas o1 FHelA T |

I8 TR 3dtereff & T A FeHd © b geleT fadie 08.08.2018 @i
I Y 40 ¥ 10 A18 13 &7 off, rfq IF 41 a¥ & Y YUl 81

off | O fRufT 7 arfeianvor GRT IHD! TR 41 T A §Y 14 BT 0T AR,

fopaT ST 31f¥elg IR IUered W16y U4 fAfd & og®y =8 & | Sarla Verma
(@), f99 National Insurance Company Limited v. Pranay Sethi,
(2017) 16 SCC 680 ¥ gAIfed fbar a1 8, & ufemnfea fifds g &

3JER 40 I¥ &I AR 89 W 15 & 0P AN a1 T SMUféd 8 |

theleaRod, I8 ~I-ITed uTdl § fb 39 97 do "wemmefs srfefaog” genes

IRG B | 37T: AP Dl AR 40 T HI U 15 BT 0T AN, fhaT ST & |
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afcaR HI Sifc oM

SWth G =M1 & SMER W I8 ey urcll 2 1o Afeedvur R gad

&I 71R8F I T76,745.22 /- [4iRd =1 T afmrd vd Sfiaa-fafs
T H AS H T BT 1/4 9N GSHT Ieig R IUTey 18T Ud fafeh &
3RU 81 gy, sifdawur 7 qaw &t aiffe sma 29,20,942.64/- F &

348,162/ — 3P Y Deld! PR Db G T FHTE131 &b 7 5 30%

&1 gig &Y 81 e ATIDR DY TUHT AT F9II1T Higd e 3 W h
ST aTfeq | ey &, Jad dY 3Mg 40 a¥ 10 18 13 &7 819 & J1ave S 41
aY Jd U 14 BT U AT, fohar S oft fafeea wd 81 fs e

foifer ep cTep ¥ 41 Y Y Iy qul A& BT off, 3c: IFD! 3Y 40 Y A

T 15 &1 Ui AR, fohal STHT =i Ua fafe=Id & | =Iigeid Magma
General Insurance Co. Ltd. v. Nanu Ram @ Chuhru Ram & Ors.,

(2018) 18 SCC 130 sT& 31IRTh, STaTHdT Tea—idT &F 81 & 9g §
340,000/~ Ui S@mwal & R URiGR UMW @RA & AfGBRY § |
THeleaed, SATBARTI 1 oF Ui Jfer &l gafeiRor fFrargar faar s

3
Jffgeneur gy rfafAufia T IR gRT
1) qg
TR arfafoifa i
1 |a1fSep 3 %9,20,942.64 %9,20,942.64

fgaxur  GRT IR
¥8,72,780.64
2 |Fidt ugEd aivd g§ 8,72,780.6 -

(%9,20,942.64 — T48,162)

3 |91t e (30%) T2,61,834.19 T2,76,282.79
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Jffgeneur gy rfafAufia T IR gRT
. g
TR arfafoifa i
gl YN Siled &
4 %11,34,614.83 $11,97,225.43
gITd aTfSeh 3T
g9 YRIMAT g1 TN 2 5
5 - 10,25,557.80
Bl goTd Ay fdr
Ifhid g Shtaa-fafg
6 (=g &g 1/4 @it ugad 28,50,961.12 37,69,168.35
grf¥es Imfadar
. TUleh LTS ST <l ¥1,19,13,455.68 %1,15,37,525.25
Pl BT (Tor—14) (Toreh—15 )
8 | greedr &t g1 40,000 ¥2,00,000
9 | U &l &I 15,000 15,000
10 | T8 -TFhR T 15,000 Z15,000
et Afcax %1,19,83,455.68 %1,17,67,525

forseped

SR GTUFT & FJHR SETHarTl $ol ¥1,17,67,525 /- (30 T IS

I8 ARG SN0 &R UTd It UodliT J1H) UfiaR U o’ & AfIdRy & |

<ifep aTfEROT SR T <1,19,83,455 /- UfRR AfARi e i o, ara:

9 T gRT $T TS GFUMT & AR Ufaw wfr 7 gfg 7 faw

%2,15,930/- & HH &I § |

ORUIFRERAY, ST BOT §IRT TR fafde sdier (&figfd) s -207 /2021

P T F WHR qUT @A gRT g fafdy et (&)

PHHIH—-149 /2021 FAREd HI I B |
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theleaRay, e 0f3r 21,19,83,455 /- & soil 21,17,67,525 /- fHafRa

&Y T & T SATHATOT UTH A | A 9Tt J2ATa] I |

ot BT R b ST # 6 39 i & theraey SaTedharr & et

[al aNal

Tdigpa arffes uftiaw fer & deg # S fafdaq gfea fear s |1 g\

YA, 39T BIF R Hafed &7, STal SaTehdiiul Fary axd 8, & S

fafgden Ta7 Tfgeur & IR & T § I SRSl 6 JeRdT UTH

&I ST Fepelt & |

ol & ufa & rer srfgawer @1 iferg offeaNds Jmaeds FRiaTE! &g

a1 g gTerTef 9o Ui & |

e/ -

(IS PR SIRHaTeT)

“Irarefter
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