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Uttar Pradesh
U.P. Human Rights Commission TC-34 V-1, Vibhuti Khand, Gomti Nagar,, UTTAR PRADESH -120

Naresh Kumar Jaiswal,
Mohalla Surekapuram Colony, Jabalpur Road, Mirzapur city MIRZAPUR , UTTAR PRADESH
Dated: 22/01/2026

Dear Naresh Kumar Jaiswal,
The Commission has recieved your complaint and it has assigned diary number as 522/IN/2026 with the
following details:-

Complainant Details

|Name: ||Naresh Kumar Jaiswal |
|M0bile: ||9005697304 ||Email: ||nareshkumarjaiswalS@gmail.com |
|Address: ||M0ha11a Surekapuram Colony, Jabalpur Road, Mirzapur city |
[District: IMIRZAPUR |[state: ||[UTTAR PRADESH |
File Uploaded suceesfully ( represenaresh.pdf’)

Victim Details

Complainant and victim are the same person.

Incident Details

Incident
Place:

Email 30/11/2025 and 24/12/2025 Incident Date: 19/12/2025

Incident

MISCELLENOUS
Category:

Incident
District:

Is it filed
before any
Court /
State HRC

LUCKNOW Incident State: UTTAR PRADESH

No

URGENT: FRESH REPRESENTATION - CASE NO 19235/24/55/2025 BEFORE THE HON’BLE
CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS UTTAR PRADESH HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION, LUCKNOW
Case No: 19235/24/55/2025 (Concluded on 19/12/2025) Diary No: 5885/IN/2025 In the matter of: Naresh
Kumar Jaiswal ... Complainant/Applicant Versus 1- Superintendent of Police, Mirzapur 2- Circle Officer
(Sadar), Mirzapur 3- SHO, Police Station Chilh, Mirzapur ... Respondents SUBJECT: FRESH
REPRESENTATION UNDER LIBERTY GRANTED IN ORDER DATED 19/12/2025 FOR
RESTORATION AND RE-EXAMINATION OF CASE. MOST RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED: 1- That
the Complainant filed the captioned matter regarding the fraudulent sale of ancestral property, police
inaction (refusal to file FIR), and defamatory claims of mental illness by the Respondents. 2- That by an
order dated 19/12/2025, the Hon’ble Commission was pleased to consign the file to the record room on the
grounds that "No objection has been filed by the complainant against the report [of C.O. Sadar]." 3- That
the Complainant most humbly submits that this is a factual error in the record. The Complainant had indeed
filed a detailed Substantive Objection via Email on 30/11/2025 (copy attached) followed by a
Supplementary Representation on 24/12/2025. It appears these documents were not placed before the
Hon’ble Bench prior to the passing of the closing order. 4- That the Complainant’s grievance fully survives
as the C.O. Report (dated 19/10/2025) is: Procedurally Flawed: The inquiry was conducted only via mobile
phone without summoning the Complainant for evidence. Legally Deficient: It labels a cognizable criminal
offense (BNS 316/318) as a "civil dispute" to shield the accused. 5- That subsequent RTI evidence (Appeal
No: A-20251202121) reveals that the local police deliberately misled the Complainant by claiming the
inquiry was "in progress" while it had already been finalized, thereby denying the Complainant a fair
opportunity to contest the report at the district level. PRAYER In view of the liberty granted by the Hon’ble
Commission in the concluding paragraph of the order dated 19/12/2025, it is humbly prayed that the
Hon’ble Commission may be pleased to: Reopen/Restore Case No. 19235/24/55/2025 in the interest of
justice. Take on Record the Substantive Objections dated 30/11/2025 and 24/12/2025. Set Aside the biased
Investigation Report of C.O. Sadar and direct a Fresh Inquiry by an independent senior officer (ASP/DySP)
from outside Mirzapur. Place: Mirzapur Date: 22/01/2026 (Naresh Kumar Jaiswal) Complainant Mob:
9005697304

Incident
Details:

about:blank 11
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URGENT: FRESH REPRESENTATION - CASE NO 19235/24/55/2025

1 message

Naresh Kumar Jaiswal <nareshkumarjaiswal8@gmail.com> Thu, Jan 22, 2026 at 8:48 PM

To: uphrc@nic.in

BEFORE THE HON’'BLE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS UTTAR PRADESH HUMAN
RIGHTS COMMISSION, LUCKNOW

Case No: 19235/24/55/2025 (Concluded on 19/12/2025) Diary No: 5885/IN/2025
In the matter of: Naresh Kumar Jaiswal ... Complainant/Applicant Versus

1. Superintendent of Police, Mirzapur

2. Circle Officer (Sadar), Mirzapur

3. SHO, Police Station Chilh, Mirzapur ... Respondents

SUBJECT: FRESH REPRESENTATION UNDER LIBERTY GRANTED IN ORDER
DATED 19/12/2025 FOR RESTORATION AND RE-EXAMINATION OF CASE.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:

1. That the Complainant filed the captioned matter regarding the fraudulent sale of
ancestral property, police inaction (refusal to file FIR), and defamatory claims of
mental illness by the Respondents.

2. That by an order dated 19/12/2025, the Hon’ble Commission was pleased to
consign the file to the record room on the grounds that "No objection has been
filed by the complainant against the report [of C.O. Sadar]."”

3. That the Complainant most humbly submits that this is a factual error in the
record. The Complainant had indeed filed a detailed Substantive Objection
via Email on 30/11/2025 (copy attached) followed by a Supplementary
Representation on 24/12/2025. It appears these documents were not placed
before the Hon’ble Bench prior to the passing of the closing order.

4. That the Complainant’s grievance fully survives as the C.O. Report (dated
19/10/2025) is:

o Procedurally Flawed: The inquiry was conducted only via mobile phone
without summoning the Complainant for evidence.

o Legally Deficient: It labels a cognizable criminal offense (BNS 316/318)
as a "civil dispute" to shield the accused.

5. That subsequent RTI evidence (Appeal No: A-20251202121) reveals that the
local police deliberately misled the Complainant by claiming the inquiry was "in
progress" while it had already been finalized, thereby denying the Complainant
a fair opportunity to contest the report at the district level.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/3/?ik=52684d3e70&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a:r8164168111709210614&simpl=msg-a:r-59778552970...
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PRAYER

In view of the liberty granted by the Hon’ble Commission in the concluding paragraph
of the order dated 19/12/2025, it is humbly prayed that the Hon’ble Commission may
be pleased to:

- Reopen/Restore Case No. 19235/24/55/2025 in the interest of justice.
- Take on Record the Substantive Objections dated 30/11/2025 and 24/12/2025.

. Set Aside the biased Investigation Report of C.O. Sadar and direct a Fresh
Inquiry by an independent senior officer (ASP/DySP) from outside Mirzapur.

Place: Mirzapur Date: 22/01/2026
(Naresh Kumar Jaiswal) Complainant Mob: 9005697304

2 attachments

ﬂ represenaresh.pdf
163K

ﬂ 146111-CR-2025.pdf
284K
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Objection to the Investigation Report (STl 3[RSAT') Dated 19/10/2025

2 messages

Naresh Kumar Jaiswal <nareshkumarjaiswal8@gmail.com> Sun, Nov 30, 2025 at 11:04 PM

To: cr.nhrc@nic.in, aspopmzp@gmail.com, ssp-mzp-up@nic.in

@ Substantive Objection to the Investigation Report ("STid 3{T&IT") Dated
19/10/2025

Case No.: 19235/24/55/2025

Applicant: Naresh Kumar Jaiswal

Opponent (Police): SHO, P.S. Chilh / CO Sadar, Mirzapur
To,

The Hon'ble Chairman and Companion Members

Uttar Pradesh Human Rights Commission

Manav Adhikar Bhawan, TC-34, V-1, Vibhuti Khand, Gomti Nagar,
Lucknow — 226010

l. Preliminary Submission

1. The Applicant submits this objection against the Investigation Report dated
19/10/2025 (prepared by CO Sadar, Mirzapur) as directed by the Hon'ble
Commission's order dated 30/10/2025.

2. The Applicant contends that the report is arbitrary, biased, and legally
deficient, constituting a failure to investigate the human rights violations
(including police inaction) and criminal offenses reported.

Il. Grounds for Objection Against the CO Report

The Investigation Report suffers from fundamental flaws, leading to a miscarriage of
justice:

A. Failure to Investigate Criminal Offenses (Evasion of Duty)

- Admission of Sale Ignored: The report records the father's (Ashok Kumar
Jaiswal) statement that land was sold "when necessary". This admission of
selling ancestral property, which is subject to the Applicant's birthright (as a
coparcener) and pending litigation (Criminal Misc. Case No. 915/2021), directly
mandates investigation into Criminal Breach of Trust (BNS Sec. 316) and
Cheating (BNS Sec. 318).

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/3/?ik=52684d3e70&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a:r2479336397596 367555&simpl=msg-a:r-6369780935...
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. Arbitrary Civil Classification: The CO arbitrarily dismisses the complaint as a
civil "division/share of ancestral land/house" dispute. This is a deliberate
evasion of the police's mandatory duty to register an FIR and investigate
cognizable criminal offenses, thereby violating the Applicant's right to effective
remedy (UDHR Atrticle 8).

. Birthright and UDHR Violation: The CO ignores the Applicant's birthright to
ancestral property under Mitakshara Law and the Hindu Succession Act, 1956.
The father's attempt to deprive the Applicant and his minor daughter of this
share is a clear violation of human rights and legal entitlements.

B. Procedural Flaw: Denial of Fair Hearing

. Telephonic Inquiry Only: The CO report states the Applicant was merely
"contacted through mobile" and questioned. The Applicant confirms he was
not formally summoned by the CO to present essential documentary evidence
(e.g., proof of pending litigation, details of properties sold).

. The investigation was conducted ex-parte and perfunctorily, relying heavily on
the opponent's statement and failing to grant the Applicant the basic right to
present his case fully. This constitutes a gross violation of the principles of
natural justice.

C. Inconsistency Revealing Ulterior Motive (Critical Contradiction)

- False Allegation by Police: The CO report indirectly propagates the father's
claim that the Applicant's misconduct (ill-treating/quarrelling with his wife)
resulted in the Gorakhpur court case.

. Logical Contradiction: The Applicant challenges this claim: If the father were
genuinely concerned about the wife and minor daughter, he would protect their
share. However, the father is simultaneously selling the ancestral property
and depriving the wife and minor daughter of their legal share.

 Ulterior Motive Exposed: This action demonstrates that the true motive is not
about the Applicant's conduct but is an ulterior motive to fraudulently usurp
the entire ancestral estate for the benefit of the father and younger brother.
This prejudicially defeats any future court judgment and violates the rights of the
minor coparcener's daughter.

D. Unaddressed Allegations (Defamation and Transfer of Liability)

- Transfer of Liability (Dowry): The Applicant states that the dowry and
ornaments were taken by the father, Ashok Jaiswal, not by the Applicant.
The father’s subsequent actions—selling the property and isolating the
Applicant—show malafide intent by allowing the Applicant to bear the legal
consequences of the Gorakhpur case while securing the family assets for
himself.

. Defamation Ignored: The report fails to investigate the Applicant's specific
allegation regarding baseless claims of mental illness (without medical
evidence), which falls under BNS Section 351 (Defamation) and severely
violates the Applicant's dignity and reputation.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/3/?ik=52684d3e70&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a:r2479336397596 367555&simpl=msg-a:r-6369780935... 2/5
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- Police Inaction Unaddressed: The report does not explain or justify why the
SHO, Police Station Chilh, initially refused to register the complaint despite
the cognizable nature of the offenses.

lll. Prayer for Relief

In view of the arbitrary and procedurally flawed report submitted by the Circle Officer,
the Applicant humbly prays that the Hon'ble Commission may be pleased to:

a. Reject and Set Aside the Investigation Report dated 19/10/2025.

b. Direct the Superintendent of Police, Mirzapur, to entrust the investigation to a
senior, impartial officer (e.g., ASP/Deputy SP) from outside the local area.

c. Issue a specific direction to the concerned police station to Immediately Register
an FIR under BNS Sections 316, 318, and 351, against the accused (father and
brother), as the investigation confirms the core allegations of sale and dispute.

d. Recommend appropriate disciplinary action against the Circle Officer, Sadar,
Mirzapur, and the SHO, P.S. Chilh, for their negligence and failure to adhere to
mandatory investigative procedures and NHRC guidelines.

e. Uphold the Applicant’s fundamental human rights to property and dignity.
Date: 30/11/2025

Place: Mirzapur

NARESH KUMAR JAISWAL

(Applicant)

Mobile: 9005697304

ﬂ uphrcnaresh.pdf
623K

Naresh Kumar Jaiswal <nareshkumarjaiswal8@gmail.com> Wed, Dec 24, 2025 at 11:14 PM
To: cr.nhrc@nic.in, aspopmzp@gmail.com, ssp-mzp-up@nic.in

BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS

UTTAR PRADESH HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION, LUCKNOW
Case No: 19235/24/55/2025

Diary No: 5885/IN/2025

In the matter of:

Naresh Kumar Jaiswal ... Complainant

Vs.

Superintendent of Police, Mirzapur & Ors. ... Respondents

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/3/?ik=52684d3e70&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a:r2479336397596 367555&simpl=msg-a:r-6369780935... 3/5
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SUPPLEMENTARY REPRESENTATION REGARDING ADMINISTRATIVE
BIAS AND SUPPRESSION OF RECORDS

Most Respectfully Submitted:

In addition to the substantive objections filed on 30/11/2025, | wish to bring the
following critical administrative facts to the notice of this Hon'ble Commission, which
were revealed through subsequent RTI proceedings:

1. Misleading Conduct and Deliberate Delay by the P1O

Evidence obtained under RTI shows that the Public Information Officer (PIO), Manish
Kumar Mishra, initially denied my request for information on 14/10/2025, claiming the
investigation was "in progress". However, the official records now show that the
inquiry report was finalized just five days later, on 19/10/2025, and submitted to this
Commission on 23/10/2025. This proves that the local police were intentionally
misleading me to prevent me from seeing the report before it reached the
Commission.

2. Suppression of Official Correspondence and File Notings

The police have provided me with an internal Inquiry Report (Janch Akhya)
addressed to the SP. However, they have willfully withheld the Certified Copy of the
Forwarding/Covering Letter sent to this Commission and the Internal File Notings.
This suppression of administrative records, currently being challenged in my RTI
Second Appeal (A-20251202121), indicates that the police are hiding the internal
decision-making process that led to the biased "civil dispute" conclusion.

3. Conflict of Interest in the Inquiry Process

The Additional SP (Nodal Officer) who submitted the report to this Commission is the
same office that initially issued the misleading RTI response. Since the Nodal
Officer's office is itself under scrutiny for RTI violations and "deemed refusal," the
impartiality of the entire inquiry conducted under their supervision is highly
questionable.

PRAYER

The Complainant humbly prays that the Hon’ble Commission may:

1. Summon the complete File Notings from the SP Office, Mirzapur, related to
this case to inspect the internal approval process.

2. Take note of the misleading administrative conduct of the Respondents as
evidenced by the RTI proceedings.

3. Direct a Fresh Inquiry by an agency independent of the Mirzapur District Police
to ensure a fair and transparent investigation.

Place: Mirzapur

Date: 24/12/2025
(Naresh Kumar Jaiswal)
Complainant

[Quoted text hidden]
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/3/?ik=52684d3e70&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a:r2479336397596 367555&simpl=msg-a:r-6369780935... 4/5
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2 attachments

ﬂ faareply.pdf
921K

ﬂ PlOreply.pdf
320K
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Tags - Notin Contacts

£ Substantwe Objection to the Invest|gat|on Report ("Sid TEIT)
Dated 19/1 012025

Case No.: 19235/24/55/2025

Applicant: Naresh Kumar Jaiswal

Opponent (Police): SHO, P.S. Chilh / CO Sadar, Mirzapur

To,

The Hon'ble Chairhan and Companion Members

Uttar Pradesh Human Rights Commission

Manav Adhikar Bhawan, TC-34, V-1, Vibhuti Khand, Gomti Nagar,
Lucknow — 226010

l. Preliminary Submission

1. The Applicant submits this objection against the Investigation Report
dated 19/10/2025 (prepared by CO Sadar, Mirzapur) as directed by the
Hon'ble Commission's order dated 30/10/2025.

2. The Applicant contends that the report is arbitrary, biased, and legally
deficient, constituting a failure to investigate the human rights violations
(including police inaction) and criminal offenses reported.

~Il. Grounds for Objection Against the CO Réport

about:blank

The investigation Report suffers from fundamental flaws, leading to a
miscarriage of justice:

A. Failure to Investigate Criminal Offenses (Evasion of Duty)

g&s

&
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1211125, 9:23 AM Objection to the Investigation Report ("d 3RSAT) Dated 19/10/2025
« Admission of Sale Ignored: The report records the father's (Ashok

Kumar Jaiswal) statement that land was sold "when necessary”. This =~

admission of selling ancestral property, which is subject to the

Applicant's birthright (as a coparcener) and pending litigation (Criminal

Misc. Case No. 915/2021), directly mandates investigation into Criminal

Breach of Trust (BNS Sec. 316) and Cheating (BNS Sec. 318).

« Arbitrary Civil Classification: The CO arbitrarily dismisses the
complaint as a civil "division/share of ancestral land/house" dispute. This
is a deliberate evasion of the police’s mandatory duty to register an
FIR and investigate cognizable criminal offenses, thereby violating the
Applicant’s right to effective remedy (UDHR Atrticle 8).

« Birthright and UDHR Violation: The CO ignores the Applicant's
birthright to ancestral property under Mitakshara Law and the Hindu
Succession Act, 1956. The father's attempt to deprive the Applicant and
his minor daughter of this share is a clear violation of human rights and
legal entitlements.

B. Procedural Flaw: Denial of Fair Hearing

« Telephonic Inquiry Only: The CO report states the Applicant was
merely "contacted through mobile" and questioned. The Applicant
confirms he was not formally summoned by the CO to present
essential documentary evidence (e.g., proof of pending litigation, details
of properties sold).

» The investigation was conducted ex-parte and perfunctorily, relying
heavily on the opponent's statement and failing to grant the Applicant the
basic right to present his case fully. This constitutes a gross violation of
the principles of natural justice.

C. Inconsistency Revealing Ulterior Motive (Critical Contradiction)

« False Allegation by Police: The CO report indirectly propagates the
father's claim that the Applicant's misconduct (ill-treating/quarreiling with
his wife) resulted in the Gorakhpur court case.

« Logical Contradiction: The Applicant challenges this claim: If the father
were genuinely concerned about the wife and minor daughter, he would
protect their share. However, the father is simuitaneously selling the
ancestral property and depriving the wife and minor daughter of
their legal share.

« Ulterior Motive Exposed: This action demonstrates that the true motive
is not about the Applicant's conduct but is an ulterior motive to
fraudulently usurp the entire ancestral estate for the benefit of the
father and younger brother. This prejudicially defeats any future court
judgment and violates the rights of the minor coparcener's daughter.

D. Unaddressed Allegations (Defamation and Transfer of Liability)

about:blank 2/4
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~

about:blank

. Transfer of Liability (Dowry): The Applicant states that the dowry and
ornaments were taken by the father, Ashok Jaiswal, not by the
Applicant. The father's subsequent actions—selling the property and
isolating the Applicant—show malafide intent by allowing the Applicant
to bear the legal consequences of the Gorakhpur case while securing
the family assets for himself.

. Defamation Ignored: The report fails to investigate the Applicant's
specific allegation regarding baseless claims of mental iliness (without
medical evidence), which falls under BNS Section 351 (Defamation)
and severely violates the Applicant's dignity and reputation.

« Police Inaction Unaddressed: The report does not explain or justify
why the SHO, Police Station Chilh, initially refused to register the
complaint despite the cognizable nature of the offenses.

- L g WV S S g A o ——— .. e e e — it e n ——

Ill. Prayer for Relief

In view of the arbitrary and procedurally flawed report submitted by the Circle
Officer, the Applicant humbly prays that the Hon'ble Commission may be
pleased to:

a. Reject and Set Aside the Investigation Report dated 19/10/2025.

b. Direct the Superintendent of Police, Mirzapur, to entrust the investigation to
a senior, impartial officer (e.g., ASP/Deputy SP) from outside the local area.

c. Issue a specific direction to the concerned police station to immediately
Register an FIR under BNS Sections 316, 318, and 351, against the accused
(father and brother), as the investigation confirms the core allegations of sale
and dispute.

d. Recommend appropriate disciplinary action against the Circle Officer,
Sadar, Mirzapur, and the SHO, P.S. Chilh, for their negligence and failure to
adhere to mandatory investigative procedures and NHRC guidelines.

e. Uphold the Applicant’s fundamental human rights to property and dignity.
Date: 30/11/2025

Place: Mirzapur

NARESH KUMAR JAISWAL

(Applicant)

Mobile: 9005697304

1 Attachment(s)
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Case No. 19235/24/55/2025 Date:03/11/2025

[qar A,

NARESH KUMAR JAISWAL,
SUREKAPURAM COLONY, JABALPUR
ROAD, MIRZAPUR CITY, MIRZAPUR, UTTAR
PRADESH, 9005697304, PIN CODE-231001

HAIT FHAT B T NARESH KUMAR JAISWAL & Ured FRIsTac-a=/gaei(Uid #eder) &
FTETST § HIAWT & HaAT H W18 A G FAORIRT H1a19] 2an7 f&aties 30/10/2025 &
frafafeT Ay aia BT s g

REIEEIEISSCH

W%mﬁﬁmrﬁ?ﬂmw 08.2025 & 3eIdreler & 3R Iiorq 3refeteh, 79N/ Al AT
31rre, AR & 379+ 9 fewie 23.10.2025 %mmﬁwrrm%%wwwﬁ
ma%mﬁlawrfr, FeT, ARG & #7140 S ITEAT 7 HAET Z@RT ATl forar I
Sira T U gfafaf sndees s wXe SAR Sraware # 58 P & @y a7 & 52 A
ag S el & Ty 319t dr$ 3rafe / gaord 31 arfler seern digd 8, a et
18.12.2025 oeh T3 & HHLT 31eh YT §- Al & AICTH A YE |

wrrael e R 19.12.2025 w1 12.30 o v 9¥ 31131 ardardl/anaer &< T & GHe
geT: Ul gl

Sd/-
(Justice R L Mehrotra)
Member
30/10/2025

2. 37T 3O 3706 T ST & T 901 30 AT 3 3T & I HISY & Hefuleld &
i Fa=An/faTe foeTen 18/12/2025 dF 3UaseT HIY|

3. fafea &Y & 3maher & Ui mr@mwm@ammﬁmmm
EART TR d i 3nder aid Y 3 srdet

TATH,




- ®

oo © s yfers arefieres TR SR ARSI {
e 0-05442-256655 g 0- qasmmmd é-ﬁ‘é«'r -spcvtyofﬂcemzp@gmau com
T STIFTIHO/OSOTTRRN-3(55)/2025 T Rt m%a%“y 2 2024
QAT 3 o

2 ?ﬁﬁ s 5o ’?T";;;‘;}W &ntm
TOT0 AHGTTIFN AT

Vb 102, 3

AT TSI W S0 Wo-34 911

28007 o5 |
frafer wgu, TR AR, @ [UT-226010 . '

§

1 W

Lo maopcit s" lj

U TR ST H e AT WA 10236/24/65/2025 RATR28.08.2025 @
Hu JEUT Y T HE DY, R W X I f@rmcwﬁr S TRET PR TRETe
FREIGT G SR e ARGTYR. Riet e HRAgR aRy e Bl e o7
aifer el &l Sty a9 SrET B1e5:29.10.2025 T ST DR T &I UL B

ey e WIS TG BT § {3 FEe Ty Y S A 3T GRISR ey

W TAYE HIROIIR W SRR AT 7 B 1T | %"TﬁWW\HWﬁﬁﬁ?W €T 37T
Rrfrd: 19.10.2025 &1 wer e . o T vy Ui & |
ST FeeiierTel WEy Har H Wiea ¥

derraa gy |
N’" v_z,"é'}. W
JUR qf%»rss? anfiers F7R
am arferes® amgi
AAGE IR |




L ®
L G L

T HO-05442-256655 <figh =0 9454401104 ’
U ér[m?‘mﬂfqﬁai“{}m”'ﬂﬁé sa)f:zezd

JaTH
e,
TOW0 =TTl SnaT
e sTfereTe was €10 W0-34 91-1
ferafey @, ! TR, @S [9-226010

) ;W %pmtyofflcemzp@dm’n} com

TR O %m;

e s e

%ﬂnﬁm 22 2028

— —

Wo o wrAw awR dndw i

2 B OCT 28

!
:
i

{.
f

3

—_

g‘ “l

¥

kS
bl 5 330t

¥ g
it

%&Tm‘%iﬂﬁd T geEfor gd WGHT: 1923512 az/b‘?r‘ZOZﬁ feTfesa: /8 \58 2025 &7
] TR0 AR @7 e e | T Je & M Rt A TReT e Srawerer (At
TR el TR 9y AR Rid seue HReTgR R Ui et mefEr wr
e Feal/emid) @ s o9 e RBe1D:20.10.2025 @ IS TR A @f ST @)

T E |

ST G F Wk YT BT & T35 WERT TRor 7 Siie St STV aEre STy
W TG HIRATIR I FRIBR NET e &Y ) | &7 Jas S *kuﬁg 7 T ST

feifra19.10.2025 Fi der o, Yoy Hed 2 WA © |
ST Srerctesre] TEN Qay H Ui € |

WeTT=eh: AT |

N &f ﬂ/l mﬁb/
R qf%m STefters TR

e T s
BEEERARTIEN




4

P ae gfere arfiers, TR,
FTIE—HTATYR | ‘ .
FIA A UF AT Y0,/ YosioTR /-3 (55) /2025 faim-03.08.2025
g UEW @A B % TR, Gl WUed AFAISSR I IV AEHS: # yafem &9
W0—19235 /24 /55 /2026 fa=ifsi—28.082025 & WEEH [ UK JMUCH N T FAN
FrrEarer e Qe FeE seaR A AR R Gt dAeenR g S
Rrsrrd wiekn o3 ¥ oifda o & Wi wR, AR IS B T fJvgs )

IRy — g Frfed @ ades @ Rar g 98 gry fvarwe o, Samdgds Agg ar
T afe & g # el & Reg orfF odadl s an el arn owre
SRIHAT ANfY R TN ey eRa g4 SR 3RA fE & A 7 |

g — geaTa Rrprreh meEr Uz of &g @ $w 4 i wriad @ 7|

01— JMIE®H SN T FAR TNIEaE ARl GRETgRm srEE JeaR Vs dRegr [
g AROTR W WRA A0H0-9005697304 W Wd Y, AT wiefw w3 A Sifdw AR @
oy i go—are A war d aarn 5 A @ w9 @ g A 9 dieg @1 T8 9Ien g,
AN foar @1 A ol FER EEwErE €, gOWe 9Ag W RBIRA BTl GINe deEn
ARGgR # vE B W Aar gR1 a9-2012 F TR o) frier srowae g Wo Jenda
wrerarel Parl anar e e TRT gREvE UNe deTae AT de e MR
@& W By RS Raret @ argam o 7oy on) 48 e dfew & fwer =wm ord &) 7
Ut e s ad-2021 9 EFQ AT TN ARAD FAIIE TREYE F YF W& B 720 9D
g1 R g AR O el gAR wErare, wiar Wiar odl, WS gRe eNare, 98 IRl
SIrRaTd @ Raes Ove], B G RO 99l 61 Hhed WUE MREYR B W B w g, W
A W A BIE H T 8T 81 W uel N R 9 W IRakoE @ Rears @1 & gaean
FY B uu A AT g g S qarg @ R eR W e R i man qen Ugw el
W93 b1 v Rwwm FE Rar T vF R B e & @ 08 W @ yfi 33 Q) oy
W i 7 9 Y AR SIEde A W WY e frar 2 R ige wee @ e &
IR o AR B, foremt ® aren 98 S 1O U W W T9IE Savdrd, idel T
SR BT BN W fFAT G ® 9T el e e’ g3, W urr g e
war | A e g 5 A wd N R v O o o' W ol Nden srowee @ wa @ 9
® qHed B R oRR vd Gge wald # R e Rwr 3 39 UOR e g
§e--d1% # RIS a gart T | ’
02—~ faued srelies AR SrraTe 93 wWo Raser smawae Fard ey s oe
agan ARG SIRY Hi0+0~9889496371 Yo W I W & 6 AT T N @R S
TN AT A€ YA § O A B PR AT <gd & B B N qOwT A UMW qeaN o dew
G AN F) U WA Y B IRE W dT IR Wi e WY 9 fae s
q ¢ MY FAR THEAE B T BEE THwae ¥ S0 3 ST W 9T anaw
Felm & Ryens TaEq B¢ § yeew o7 R & e aife w we @ =1 &
e B @RE W IRER TR §| 9 WA GAR WiEEae B or Td SRRy @ ga

\




Zw, U SEE W A TR -s'gs Tor o frden orraTed A a¥-2021 ¥ e @ Reenu
e gee fEm B R @ A 9 g e A8 der § afer s v w
Fen &1 AN dST ORI R @V Y@ §1 FAN i@ @ AR 9IS SR S © e
g AT wY F @R gAr fare fvar war o) faRg el e, svemardy @ gon en
0 UBR REw @ ar gry AR @ 9wy F tg:um mwmm?ml
wmea gRer,/ et —

e R we v N o o @) o B ww ¥ weaw 9 Rer T
yp-dio, o SRl @ o Th WEEed Al & o v @ s s e gER s
9 A GER SnaaaTe Fardl QREyEE SEE SIeR e HReTY [l Seue SR
) el 2012 ¥ e SrEwETd YA W0 Yarad Wywdd Fard s e el
HETCT FIRAVE) YRS FETUIE AT e oAve TR @ W g Ry Rars @ siw g
o | oie) @ g RA B a9 Ry ueh @ o ageeieT @ W JERE weds e
& PR, ATED @ TN AU YT W o WIS GRUE MREGYR Tell AT dur ady w
audl g wlEa v @ B e @ uell Bw SRR ERT OTNTE 9 S9d aReHl @
fwe wRe @ @ weor ot @ e eiRee e T €, Y uRETs Se-120888 4 2021 &
Ea 'z‘r mo=raTers sifaRer Rifder s Wofeo Bl wivarge ¥ farmfsr 24 emq”cr R AT

i @ By Ygw wIRe @) A7 @ AR ST S YE & e Uge e H A @
[50r qur uell g o 7 eiiger Y Y e @ WHIE oM B 9eevd W Sal U 9F
rean Ay 81 S 5 de—ate ¥ we 7 va g

ugl W SwoEr ¥ % smagd g Rel wa v SravEe ot @ Reg Dot
fgmad) medar oy Rar wor 2w @ wewy F umn wiadeh dEe § uT amen @
sgenies anfy 9 urar T B amMice B Wem (@Tevdl did) @ oFER ufew € wud dfeR
DT T WA A @) e, Aes @ weRll [Fued Avn T Snuware [ o SR
ST, i W GRS YN @0 ATRE Srawars i sgaew ar died
AR 3 oMU W R G, e gor on) wify weRer & gReva Swauel & fivg v
ylerd g1 gRT-126 /135 OTIOVROTHO & T8 Hriars) fAmm—18.062025 @7 & W ¥
et welr v W omfte g Rl @ g mel el @ wramd e ey wRh
Al Rl Y et @ ey H Wi W yRe B 39w o v §

e oy g g3 9 o @ oaw g iR/ qem @ dean /. RWerd 9

e E ) oaEd ST ﬁqt‘ﬁ ey o 3wy aEen & | e -sndee BT PeRE R @
W fE @ Yge waiy § se R o Bl 8 NYMHER o e § S

ARTGE Y, TT SRYAN YT P | I
TREN WTEY AFeAETe] Far F ufve § Ig/lﬁ{"f
15 WER-HiE-\" /2025 A (3 981Igy)
[T -graEY |, 2025 g wey,

FITSTIR |




