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3@ 9 ¥ = gy wen & 9t € Rt 9 gge Geed & ®9 W o 9e

Separate Paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation

I [I—Evs 3—3U-WUE (iii)
PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (iii)

it AfreRTREl (HE 9 & Y9l sl BIgeRT ) §RT SRT TohT 1T |remor aneer iR srfrgermg

Orders and Notifications issued by the Central Authorities (Other than the Administrations of Union Territories)

YRd fHatee smanT
ICtil

73 feoel, 27 RyawR, 2017

A e gt % "raer [atew, 2009 # 10-Rigyw dadiy Rataa-a= § Rata aweff, st ag fer
& Fatw =a7 #1 da - sfifAfEa afafaw, 1951 & a=r 105 % sigsta d&r it Gdrer
HEATI

.8, 63.—g ATHAT a¥ 2009 F Al TAT & AT [Aat=a & =t 7 Frer g IwWE fFu U
AT =T & Hae § 39% 9w 27 [Adaw, 2010 &1 s asvg § TR qar=e RO § o= gan
2| e fRat=w sfaewr, arsamn, awes grr € v R G\t 5 aea, 2010 y&=qa f T off e
FgT 4T o7 T3 A6 g7 % "raor Aat=E, 2009 7 10-Rigyw qudty PMat=qa-g7 & FAata aereff, «f

He[ FHIET 7 3O A= =27 &7 o@m ar Gfataiae srfaf=aw, 1951 #t ey 10% % siasra sraferg dfa &

TEQT Al AT AT| Tg ATHAT =T A FIST % (Aog dATHT ST g7 6f T2 i & off /ataqd g s 376
FIRT 9gd AT AT | Hat=d Y9 @ 399d 0 SITH &1 a1d a1 s off ST [@ter & sfasia e |r
9 97| A= AR 7 A AR TAZET 7 T HT (H0T FdT ¢ o F97 =7 7 FIeT (TagqeaTa Toa=i)

e giaftee stafaaw, 1951 (TagaeaTd ‘Y. Afaf«aw, 19517) &t &=y 77 3 78 TAT Mat=si &7
=T e, 1961 (vagwe=rq ‘. & Raw, 19617) F A= 86-89 F sfavia &1 7 ffa § s Fat==

6248 G1/2017 (251)
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T FT @l T 9 FA F forw @ afafAfaca afaff=e, 1951 it e 10% % siasta Fegar & od *

HETA 2|

TS AT

1. IeAT F A6 9T F A1 Hai=ad, 2009 § 10-Fggy #a<y FHar=a-44, #AEs 9 16 73,
2009 1 fAaifea =ifua BT @ oom @ Mat=a afgwr, = earEr, @aREs (TaEaeEng
“for. f7.57.7) BT WA Hat=a AT (Tagaeata ‘srar) & aae .9.79%, 1961 & F=7 89(1)
F Fad 14 TS, 2009 FT TF Fgd g0 UF RUE q&qa Ht 72 & vex=ff F 1 5=, 2009 =r avf+
fafar & siavia fafga awar & ofiaw Mat=m =77 #7 soar sw@r geqa B siv e g are=E
FET T o o) SR R ® wgr 3 o1, aeredl 9 39 e 18,92,353 %, w7 34 YA
T o1 g, T g L. T 4 S§[7, 2010 F 7 FEd gU UF T A7 47 o7 5 s
FT it T Feare famis 14 Sems, 2009 BfE wrie § 727 § & =@ sta =0 § arfeer B s
Feul 9=, &A% 4 54, 2010 % srqaew & ~r.fF.er g F.9.7., 1961 % M= 89 F siavq 5
e, 2010 F1 U e eteifed F Jq@ Fgd gy T T&qd i T
(i) TeafT 7 o1.9.31. % ure at=e a2 %1 o@r 01.06.2009 T S+ qa T o7 (F97 % iaw)
(ii) TAT 7 <@ g9 & T Teqd RAT At Ay, AT 1951 o7 4.9, ==+, 1961 7
2 e O F e T8l
(i) AT SIAT 399 % 24T . 18,92,353 ¢l
(iv)  TTIT 9 AT FilE AqaHdF 1S9 TEd Ael h AT g forEe T =37 Iurd fovam 1 9
2. weweft & faeg s argwm & 27 fodew, 2010 1 s qar= e s it 7 o S

feforfera i Ieore e s o

(i) R faramT g &t T S F aar = g T wereff 9 %, 18.92 @t 1 =9 skt aa
g0 5. e 3 e et S Tt i1 € Sath 8 qr% 9T % qreRer Har=e, 2009
H 3 faT=e 797 UT %, 9.32 FIE g 0

(i) s aferThat F o wer gy AT greet grT e it T gEEr gt g fF A
fasTTo" =99 U7 28 @rE %, = U U F SefE goweff gy 26 gt 2.24 g %, genar
AT |

3. AN T quTER RO & e uT T ArAer § F19ars w3 w1 [ o siw s g are §
FRIT TH T AE (TATIAT] FAFH. L) F, qam=E e & via F 9rg v 97 i\
29 fordae, 2010 ST A7) IHH S[ETT T TH/IO F A7 6. 9.5.97, F e @ & 3 vw foe
TEQA Y qTh TH FIE § SN FIET SR T FHATS 1 ST o6

4. ™R it R fGqis 5 area, 2010 F oqEe § sranr F Fa.M, 1961 F =% 89(5) +
AT TerfT T U FT Faret Arfew Sy B e Aeaterterd F s s @
‘g, o [RataT sfe#d, 7T [MaqE, FEarEn, @iREs #1902 97 @97 #3T # 39T
fRatae ST 7 iz 37 & 13 a@i% aar & areror [Rata+, 2009 7 #rae # 10-fH59# (357977)
qFaHT [Faraa-a= & [FafaT @z a1 seqefi, o ag FieT [Feafatad #ron #1 a9g & @1 777
srafera A1a & [Rar= =77 7 977 F@T FTET FI7 4 [3%T 5 -

)] FTTHAF T3 [97% FIa 577 I 3537 7197 8, Feq7 757 37 77 Z1
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5.

ggfa, e, [Aaraal #7 g9 (495, 1961 & [F97 89 F 39-1799 (5) & avia [Aaf=7
HTINT TAETT 41 T FIST F1 T8 FIT TAT7 % [0 72T 797 & 13 37 37g7FT 7@7 TfaT
FIT H FFH [@AETAT F [T #7407 AT T #7 @A o fated 7§ gaFr
FqTEET, [S7d TF % 47 f[@ega #1307 17T 77 g1, 39 Tlled # 977 g7 #1 arig & 20
13T & H1a< ST % FEATTT § Tg= ST T80T a9 §1 a79, 375 F97 eqraaal #1 0F
HIT FUT TG T IFT JI2AT F 21% FIAT FIRTI ST T FIT [F1741Ra 7T F Hia< var
X7 F A% 57 § al 7 39 g § 3% I 6 ST FE 9T 37 T, AT
gfafatae stafaam, 1951 #1 a7 10% F Saia aa # [Fd1 4 q&7 a7 757 #1 [Fe77
TFYT IT @77 TRUT & Geq F &7 F g7 717 FT G775 7 &, FFNT FRT I8 39 TG
fAET sifaa 30 a1 # s #1 arida & diq a #1 sater # [0 [T 517 # 97t g1
(1% Fiafataea stafaga, 1951 &1 T 109, 77 i< 78 @97 [Aa1=+71 #T =7 7497,
1961 % 379 86 31T 89 F 3ETIT TTT 5)

qTTT [RFTa SITTIT 1 57 § 57/qae, 2010 # 77 fa7 a1’

Tgued, fo.f.s1. g o us e fadie 8 sreqae, 2010 AT & 96T I Fgd gU Toqd il T
o weeff 7 ST w7 % fiav e Ay, sfaf=aw, 1951 s RE.M., 1961 ® < 7€ O § weqa
Bz

a1 #, 8 FFgEY, 2010 F F.A.F. 87, 7 Tl F AT § ALY, atafaaw, 1951 # feita agaa
HHATSAN F 9 FAT T H IWG [[aT=99 4T F G989 § ATHL AgIAQAqF (TFT), TeAT FeT

IUASY FLT T2 (A1 it U gia ofF s v srufva 1 RO & s swman s & soaeft g
TaFeita® ue fiz fifear o swra =7 28,01,729 =, am R & 7g wvgr w@w & qemef-suwia
FTU F FE 6 AE A FRT A e 9= ud At 9 SfRaardl (SFRASR), @7
T (ATEATHT U SEATR), Bgeara’ (SHRQ), TH7d g7 (FHATT), Tgrer £1ea7 it
Fead’ (T=) A Ehe1 7o (T=h) 1 o= o U e "reameor fat==, 2009 F e goreff
oro guT=T o= # TR y=EeedE aEi/EAsma ey o7 Sqen 9w R v gt fEsmee
FEHAT T AT T T oft) =9 dar usiteat 7 =737, e 9. g fae wfer % Geworn, et fr
ara, Aot Y 23 sfi7 Bt F e gt gaafen, 9w P gum = fAsresi/aEt S osH
weeft 3 warer ® wehifer e o 3, % e = wre-atae Ay weqa w7 v g o A fRu
T 2l

Fa ATt / g9 o= Q| b g4 it
Y | AR = sfirdw

1. ERISRCERS 09/04/2009 | “Figy® HH&IT Mat=d &% ¥ a1 FHe Ua qART IFHEITT
AT He FIST F FAT T H Fed a6 AR Al § st
FATET”

2, | TATT @Y 22/04/2009 | “Figyd g FHIAA, FIST H SHAW & forg y@vsi § e
HIeT-ATE T STqa”

SRR ECERS 21/04/2009 | “E% T I FTH, T T 21 GARTA : T FI=T

4, | IATT GX 18/04/2009 | “THEH | He[ FIST &l FH=T &l &1L I HF | I SATaT TiHA”
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EEINECERS

08/04/2009

“HITgH T AT e FIET AT T0E TAT AT T g

“HEAHAT ad &1 FlogH i ST % Fq&T 7 7 1A

“STe TAT AT ST THF THT AT 7e FIST

E

HHE T

=

fifs

steq arft

09/04/2009

“Figqw 99417 &7 ¥ a7 F9s Ud AT IHIEa 915 7Y
FHIET AT HA [ 1T § Fed Farne I qqi | et a9’

steq arft

IqASY Rl

“FIHT ITATHAT F I I ATe T T FIeT

steq arft

19/04/2009

“Fleg T AT T TOAT QT F3haT Hef FreT 97

steq arft

20/04/2009

‘T &Y 3T ST 919 HT 998

“TEH & THT SATHI 6 [9hTE 6l AT S 1

“TATH TF AR F et Al § 7Y BT

“FL T H SATETAT | & ST g HE FIST

“FqaTsl % T ST T AT AT TS

“S[T T Il & T HIET

steq arft

22/04/2009

“TY T | AT q51 . Y HIET

“FHIST F FHAT H AT T P T o

steq arft

22/04/2009

“TaeTe % = § FreT % forg 3t e i wHe”

‘gt ATRET Hif ITHIE 9T G IqL FHIET

“Frge 1 g2 &7 far oo a7 s gar

‘=T Fq7 Tt fHgyH F s £ we

steq arft

22/04/2009

“FTET % T 1 e Saeeq e

“IqaT % T T F AT AT TR

T A FrET A A A A

“STETET TR AT AT FA FT Hel HIST FT THIA

steq arft

22/04/2009

“TRIT Fit AT T qAEL FA7 ST

“ordet F FFRaT FET FT auea”

steq arft

23/04/2009

“qTET WAl F S AT e § T3 AeAHE 7Y FET

“Te FHIST o6 THAA | TAGFTH ST Frar

Ex i

HER 9

Rai=

fid=

21/04/2009

“STAT T Feareft §, Thtaer # FE T81 ; FIET

“GEHTS T % [o10 ATSATE § HIST (9 721 a0

“HIET T TIATHIAF &I9dT 3T T=BTLMIE & HTIA § A
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“Te[ FHIET & ST & ATE TIT [AhTE 6T I © [

“Traett wearelt 0@ qeaweit #y FIET F HdT § ITA I
et sfrar et 7 off == Fre o 27

2. | g 06/04/2009 | “FATHY Z97er & wadt 2t #FiwT A e, arer ¥ Sz s wfar
q Te FIET F forw w77
3. | Rz SUCTSH TE | et F T F AT i e War
4. | RgFard erie “TIAT YT A SerEe it At wofta o S % e ¥
(F3rsfT) a f7U U geq wr qETRe, gy duay @ F uw
FHS AT TIH IULFHT IFHIEATE 7Y AT 6 787 H §1”
5. | Rz “IUATeLET F g U¥ ST & o1 JIE AR T & FIET
6. |Rzmm 16/04/2009 | “YT ErY ST TET 2 FIST HT F= A g
w9, AR 9 i CkED
1. | 3 S 31/03/2009 | “Rige & We ST 7 9T ATASHTET hT =7
2. | &fHe SR 01/04/2009 | “Freft ¥ sei=raT 1 &l 3T gHT 5o & =T
3. | & F S 02/04/2009 | “HXTFHAT . 7. 9% THY T 7SI, FHIST il THg Toigd
4. | fF S 03/04/2009 | “FIST T AT — WIRETS T ZATH FT Tt Az &
5 | g Smr »
6. | & ST 04/04/2009 | “Fr=T F1 7wl ¥ Ere”
7. | &t ST 05/04/2009 | “SraT % ¥ & HIET & 90T # HgqT 7 Io it AL
g. | &fHe Smor 06/04/2009 | “Ti=t & THE TET HIET F AT HT gqa”
9. | & S 07/04/2009 | “wit S agriir B £t 39 : weg FEr
10, | &= ST 08/04/2009 | “fEeeft S5, ATe FSTUA frTe 7 M : 7Y A=
11, | &6 ST 08/04/2009 | “Saw W% T=eIT USIeeT ENIT AiZer wareta - Har
12, | & ST 09/04/2009 | “Rizq F@&1T &= ¥ 74T, F9% TS TIRT IHEIR 4TS 7Y
FTET T F=1 ST 92 I Farhe 9T gt F fasrft =m0
13. | &fH STeo 09/04/2009 | “St=aT F¥ =T 9T g gy 1 s : Frer
14, | &fFe SO 10/04/2009 | “&r= ¥ TEAIL FaA & forg 91 ; FwiEr
15, | &fFe ST 11/04/2009 | “&r=1 Y T F1 712 2T § sty FEr
“FyepTer % forT ¥ Wep FreT A7 A1 e
16. | &f=H STITTor 12/04/2009 | “H¥&E 9 fAHTE FT AT O T FHIET
“FTST F THAT | 3T g ATSTAT T FHIHT
17. | &\ SEo 13/04/2009 | “Ft 3T FIAT H Aol (RN A< : T
“I¥ — T T T g hAT ;AT R
18. | &fH ST 14/04/2009 | “Hi=T {4 A7 &4 ¥ H=A IATGAT
‘ST FHAF Hig 7 A1 T




256

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 28, 2017/KARTIKA 6, 1939

19.

HEEISIE

15/04/2009

“STTT T 3T T | S ST T

FATS g HI ST qaant 1 har goe

20.

HEEISIEE

16/04/2009

‘T 7 FFT AT Eve w1 e
“FIET F SHad 9% & g g #r o

21.

HEEISIEE

17/04/2009

“TE FHIST T TATL FLA TgAT HIARIAT 1 3ave ST
“TH.TA.T TR |10 o9 Tq 9 7 a91e0 : 72 FeT

22.

= ST

18/04/2009

“HIET A AT faE /iy Are”

23.

HEEISIE

19/04/2009

“STTaT HTEAT & a7 ST F U &1 AR 9 % forg 7re”

24.

HEEISIEE

20/04/2009

AT § TEATHIST T FATESIHET | HL-H7 qHT A
“TTE o 7 FIET A F3ha afn Tee”
“Te] HIET TAT TFTIH o AMEALT — THIAT § TS A"

25.

= ST

21/04/2009

“TTRT T 7 5t &9 aHEI : qe e

“Rigye & FraTHed % forw 7e wret i @ : far
“TATE F SIS o AT § RIST 914

TR | gigrett T Fepredt =

“HHART o TATH & TaeA A1 qI0e i T
‘YTz TSremesst §F FATaT FIET & 9 § AT

“qe] FIET TAT TSI 5 TLHT  T9TE g d”

26.

HRESSIE S

22/04/2009

“FIST 21 T o & g &7 o« qfd
“ T HT AT TET HIET 6l A T
‘ST FIET 7 SEATAR § F7-97 &f T€dF”

27.

HRESSIEE

23/04/2009

“TRATET o YU ATaeTe, § THT § g o7 g 9y ArEr
“Rigyw T 9gd AT FIe1 9 swm AT’

28.

HEESSIE

23/04/2009

“STET T el : dreft Ers gera

[PART II—SEC. 3(iii)]

7. = i R & srgmer |, widardt F wad | aeft ars=at fir o wiataf # i sufta w1
eer af2a s 7 S [a=e afewrd, JrearEr, AEve fi UF 9 f&9iE 19 @y, 2010
S| THF ATATLF, ATNT o AT L9 (AT, TeAT FHl TH o7 9 &% 19 TFqae, 2010

off =11 Fored gfaar<y % g9 9 sraere 3T gy 9w w arey Y 6 gfaferfoat s w539
Frer fo=m 3 am

8. faAT® 7 sraFqae, 2010 & FTE0T FATAr Afed F AqE0 § wiaarar 7 3w faars 23 srqae, 2010
FTTae o, e MeATaTe Figl 737 97
() et =7 =7 @ S AT 197, 2009 = f&ter 3 srefta yara o o aug & fiae v a8t

TR | FIEA 6T 73T o1, ST S Fat=e sfear & faqm® 14 S[@re, 2009 #f e &
e 3|

(i) TS fFRat=e afewrd F serqay, 2010  9ger awdrg # giaarat & wEas § ag gr=a G
o THd are=Y WA ARt T T g 3T Ag 39+ g7 T R S AT
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(i) e 7 fRat=e =27 whss | 39 ars=<d # gar A S et et ateerr & st
g e # faw U 3, siw Tvg R 3 areRgEe, 2010 & e Aat=a afeswrd %
FTATAT § IUTed FAT (AT T3 47|

(i) ST i 9ef TS faATE 8 srrqaw, 2010 F S i feare § wgy A & wiaardt gy @@

ST TR & arierer frar g S G & g smfea f

9. AT FIT ST U FHIXUT FATSAT ATTCH o STATH o STTAL H AN A A=A &7 91 77, 1961 %

10.

11.

12.

2w 89(5) * ehie Te=fT *l I U Alfed faAT® 22 S9a<y, 2011 911, ST FFTEe afviq 2

“T= ATIRT & fadiw 07 TaFq@s, 2010 F AfeH H&aT 76/7ATE-718/10/2010 377 T8 yreq faqih 23
AHIAL, 2010 F ST T GIH o FT Faer g3 g1 THH Afafiard, A & g Fanr $ foe
T g% ¢ o8 A q47 Hat=a 2009 & dae § A9 (M= =37 # f&awr &7 Soor@ AT T37
gl T faamr % At g aqme T A it uE 9 aqay F S oy g 9Y oA gl
AT framT it STt Rare & wue geear ag o uEar g & e statatae sifefagw, 1951 $ir
T 78 F 7fi9 i o 1o [Mat=e =99 &1 o gt el g e o I atateay i e
77(1) % el sTterg foham ST erufera grar g1 T Tiw =g ar, et oft wrifeas a2 st &
=TT ® qEITT FEATAST hl ST HY TR g

AT TAZTT T FHIEU TATT ol STUET =0l STl g (o6 fater gy stera aies & Raiad =57 1 @r
T MY IS FIA H TR TgH % HILOT F41 T ATTHT A6 Tiataterea staf=es, 1951 i g
10% * srefier e =nfoe =< foar s

TH o AT AT % 20 T % SIET IR AT AN H UgHd A7 Arreu) [Hatha st #§ vEr
H FHET Tgd I¥ VT HIAT ST {3 3T seoherar & for sraes o 6 aqf=ra s a7 sz
el g ¥ 37 =i wiafaferea sifafaam, 1951 it ey 105 F stefiwr fAefEa 29 ¥ scazardt g

STAFT TIEH & STard |§ AT FIT AT & q9ef 97 faAqi® 14 wa<d, 2011 3% 23 w2asr, 2011
o1 T o HH @O Hgd FT AT o g0 G G@T whl 7T 6 T off, 3T Ik gAY O ET F
FATS ATICH T AT SIS FLA (70 TadT GTRT 4 HE T qauararer w1 FHeed AT 3w am
AN F {26 03 |1+, 2011 F 91 g T &1 Fara aree F:34 & forw 3w 20 &7 &1 9897

&I AT /1 &, 9 g FT gaTeT <0 g0 4 Held F G0 AR % HaY § Iqh A0
T #§ Faferear wifererdt & us gearg % st ymroras £t 7 £ T 9 qeard, yeadt grer 15

T, 2011 7 U =fRcaT THTOTTs ST FEAT AT 3 2606 d1e &1 05 79T, 2011 F AT+
93 T TeAHT T LT FATe AT T AT I w49 F o7 3fi¥ 20 fo #1997 ye= B

T
T |, faAT 22 Sast, 2011 % Jifted § Far-atg, yeaff w1 axaresi & e #39 #7 saaw
T AT o et o srfereerar =ft vy omew 7 gEarasit i Merr G s T are, o R,
30 7%, 2011 % 9 95 FIT AN % THE Haad AT & & 22 s9asr, 2011 % qifed § e
TEATAST T ool AT TAT AT, T Ire & (&0 T0 g1 T AT & forw srfdrasrar g aearasit & Areor
F AR § AART 37 06 S, 2011 F (99 97 Z0eT =6 95 6 WA i aie ¥ forfea feem
e w7 3 forw weref 3 forg 20 fam iy swamater i aer 4 |

UG HeAT F THIIAL, AR g1 fadi® 11 974, 2011 F7 5@ Fat=w afeewrt w1 ag 1w
FIA U UF T AT 74T 3 7 rqqeh e, FF a0 sreaeff grer arfaer o s s sreredt g
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13.

14.

15.

ST ATEdtas o@T A7 gfgd, Rateet #w gures FEw, 1961 F e 89 F srefie sreweft & Sy
Arfes Y arerdt wte T w31 goen iAo ® ag off wvor s A O areedt g s
T HETAF TEqTAST AN & THET STHT HAF I| TH T § A TS A1 & g | & 27 T,
2011 % STEATF & 99ATq forar at=m st & Afortea afia #wa gu &= 18 3, 2011
T STATE Ao g

) SrEar it faqrs 14 ST, 2009 F RarE & 7 era Fgr w4 o1 5 gereff § 'grE arsed swy w7

fam

(i) ST T e 08 srFqay, 2010 Hf RO | a8 Fgl TAT % A% arsa4 AT dFHT FA A8,

weeft % at=a afserat g A 08 sraqae, 2010 T STHT FIT T 3|

serefT 3 erferaerar, off fRATy drav & 7g Fed gu fadis 20 S, 2011 &7 UF 97 9T ga & s
g o et X Stare fRar war & 3 giaat A 14 57, 2011 v e g2 o $ = v
T AT-STTHH FIEAl AT Tg4 § 3 A 67 THT TEM =l AEeqwadr gl 91 gl faqi® 29 5+, 2011
F IR T FIT Ieaid Sreen AT fadis 18 57, 2011 Fir Foure v wfa Ihr S 1 srqerer G am

T 99T, faAT® 05 JATE, 2011 F AT 7 yerdf #r faais 22 S99y, 2011 F FE0T Farar
TITEH T AT STIS FHLA * (o7 TF AT F THT HT SATAH FFa T 6|

THT 1=, weaeft g el S== =marery & awer ua fie arierT dear 4662/2011 (e et 999
AT ar=ad ) arae i 15 Sme &1 07 sq@y, 2011 7 &\ 22 S9add, 2011 %
AT IR T AT T FTEY ACHT T T2 FA AL TG AT FHLA i AT=7 ¥ T3 o1 T8 390 Arfed
AT & ofie fater & Fhet off witereme & foar g1 =8 afafead, =6 ATt=e § 3T 39 9T
77(3) F Seerad § AT =97 &Y o gfafateed afafam, 1951 i g 10F F oefiq Friars
T Gl AN % ATARIC &5 0 FATAT & s A1) TF AT § [ait=a e i34y it goar § o+
statatere sttafaas, 1951 FF g 10% i Fert=mar wr € FH <F 72 o) 78 Frt=e f&=is 30
forarae, 2011 =1 facelt 357 =TT F a9 QIS 2l T2

THF TLATT AN 7 TefT F fa=i 07 starq@e, 2011 &1 U 9= 917 ore# 397 21 erFqav, 2011
T START & AT Iufeerd g o forfea fAaem, afs = 21, 17 serqae, 2011 9 a1fes +39 %
forer faw) fomi 07 srarqae, 2011 % 9 3 sr@wor | wegeft & srferasrar «ff f{wiey o< g famrs
13 SFgET, 2011 FT TF T ATTNT FHT AT AT Fo9H T2, 2011 F oiq T H7 997 T&TF FLA FT
sy forar T =i vt el s=a = e & fRAiw 30 ffawaw, 2011 F e  foeg
Aoy srAta arf=eT (38 Te=Ta THUAdT) T FT TET AT TET9ETd, AR 7 faqiE 18 Ty,
2011 % 957 ZTT T AT 7 21 gAY, 2011 Tl AN 6 9 ITAT g & [+aer XU F=ife f&qi®
30 forawae, 2011 % 3=F ~ATATAT F AR | IS R TG0 (HAT AqT| T8 7997, &A1 qUeT vt

ST o TefTersh FTRT AN [ T ol GAaTs Afed HI AT A AUTUT AT AT AT Irgid S
TTTErRTIRAT T I START % TRy IUferd g o for faeeft a3 forw fAer 37 =61 oft ey foram

T F1T% o 39 S | 93 )| &A% 24 staq@s, 2011 &1 wegff % srferaarar =i fgwiey < F swanr
q Ieg AR T AT arer aEararsii i I At T8 FT 6 T 67 37 Iq6 A0 &
FIETE AT 7 A6 08 qawaY, 2011 & 95 T SaTd 9S(ll S HeATsN & A § AN oF
fadie 27 sTaFq@ay, 2011 F T HT T A 03T $ii7 qaars &1 18 qawae, 2011 F fow wfed w2
& &iiw wereft &1 15 Fawae, 2011 7% forfua Faes arfea w & e o) 9@y s 1 3=
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16.

17.

18.

ST fRat=e FTd % FAed T 3 SAEqqT % FI0 GHATS Hl AT HEAT 2T Y 39 HI H AR
7 T 15 7awT, 2011 F 97 g7 woafT i1 qHars % FAfad g i a1 &1 THh T9ATdT ST F
TR 08 W<, 2012 1 woreff % forw g i 9= 01 57, 2012 Fuifia #77 gu v o= &=
i gve fortera 9w, afe #rg g1, 20 w1, 2012 9% STHT F20 1 FET

TH d, I=Aa" AT F Yot g i vHuedt gear 14209/2012 ¥ 09 6L, 2012 #
AT o FHE g arel wrEaTedl 9 U a9 &, 5Ees gy e at=er d=ar 4662/2011 (|
FIET ATH AT A= ) # 30 fHawaw, 2011 F f&octl 359 AT  ATS9T &l AT af o)
IHH FTE AART F FAATS F Afad Fed gu Toft #1 faAih 29 72, 2012 =1 us o= 9
TCILHATT, I=adH ATATAT o A AIHAT AATS o [0 (&A1 22 FFqaw, 2013 F T3 HY &7

THH TOATT AT 1T foATh 11 srrqae, 2013 =7 Aers, Festa S g2 (S0 T99Td THeftams)

T AT FO qrHe § TeedT % g arfaer -1 it 9fq 919 7 7 A0 Fd g0
T T AT AT a1t Tt g Fat=e =97 7 9 Fh aqr 3T 39 U F g9 § 9

IoAAH FATATAT F qHeT TF To(ier Tt 57 Ton| Hieftems 7 faqi 22 sraqae, 2013 F 799 9 g
AIRT FT SAUT-T5 T T TTd 99 &F| AAT-I5 F AqAE o T AT 7 A6 AT 6 AT
ffat=m, 2009 F foro, 7,38,87,690/-%. Fr wrfer =1 fAai=w =ag Iwra A o so% 999,
TAAH ATATAT 7 AL TR AT TATH AT oheg IR 3l 37+, (2014) 7 THEET 99
e ® srferReita o &

“103...... HaT=+ AT % 919 & 10% % 7efi| Ut sruterg orf<e 8 o ag Mat=m =
AT ATEATAT el TAT THIIVH 7T, F <@l %1 STHT FIF F HAA § FIaTe TOeqrsq T
SE FIA K AT H AT FT Heiwor #39 F o sraeas 9= w7 9% 67 78 S ey
srferfaery &t fertfa wr & e g1

giRomEEET, TedfT g arfee Tauedt oA 05 |, 2014 FiT S5y SATATAT gI Gl F7 af
TE|

aT=e =27 & 91 99 THT FO9 T G § A" F 7 [T o F g9y ¥ Ivaaw ATy
FTT START T 9Tf<h YaTe 3T ST 3 Aot 3 qe=ma, s 9 faqis 09 (AT, 2014 % o9 I3 51T
Tt 7 18 TS, 2014 TF FILO TATA ACH FHT TaTa I F & forg gi=a fBFam siw 24
AT, 2014 FT GAATS & ST ARG & €9 § Wi w¢ QAT Tl 7 F0 Faqrs qrreq &
FAFfaT 9 ER Fgd gu (a1 18 ATs, 2014 FT I4T STATd a1 Fe (@47

() vt sratrt : yereff 7 fEee G g 0 s 3 sa fAeg adamm sraret s o
FTET AT T Had Feeh edTasii o e 97 ST 61 g i =0 9 § T & qwey fohefy off
formToraeRal grer TS o= fORTra STHT 981 FTaTS TS 81 AR o THeT TEATAST TTTH
I I gl FT AU TH LT I FTAATT Rl U (<37 ST AR

(i) 3@ g arf=err & a9 | S & et ® awaresii & daar qendr, Yeadt & o
TEATAS % TAH Ths TY [ATAE AT TA FIAT qIHA 2| I8 TAH & dgd | Fearasil &
HATHT § ST TAH & Tgd & TEATAST APTTE ¢ 37 IO q¥Teerd Al ¢ Aqaet § el foramns
FIRT T A o0 T JAT TeT 5 Faaed Al ATHA g (Sraenl TeardT Fr Tia-a0er st st S
T T 39 TEH waa foar ST =R
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19.

20.

21.

(iii) =St TSR 5T ST e e et i e wose g § o e aare wasee e i iy
TR T a7 o, T 7 U2 9, 32 s g U= AT AT o e A At A
SfT F SAATET | 36T 3T o7 A1 T8

(iv) et sty v gereff grr arfee fat=m =27 % @i § g #4072 Zarg &

(v) Seeid ot FErdeat ST aEarasit T geF |reat i IA-ST= a6 i 746 Ait g

TR 7 AT AT AT 24 JAT2, 2014, 11 377eq, 2014, 29 Feq, 2014, 16 fFaww, 2014, 16

famwae, 2014, 5 %744, 2015, 08 T, 2015, 06 3T, 2015, 07 fawaw, 2015, 14 e,

2015, 18 S9a<1, 2016, 1 ®¥a<T, 2016, 13 r¥=1, 2016, 11 =TS, 2016, 9 e, 2016, 31

e, 2016, 26 TFEY, 2016, 21 oY, 2016, 26 W, 2017, 5 &9, 2017, 24 1%, 2017,

15 9%, 2017, 16 A, 2017, 31 TS, 2017, < 25, R, 2017 Tl AT T

29 ITEd, 2014 FT qAATS o TLATA AN 7 TH AHA § 0 Fearars Mg & oiw 3 &1

09 fBrawae, 2014 & oraq o= grr Tl 1 g #< f&am e g 3w f&Fu o e

fAeaferfd e 2

() T dFT F F AGER AEENR THl AT ToEelEEd  HIRAT § F@/MAETE
Te/fEmTaa/ s e S/t A 3i7 & A e /AT et % FEtee Stae v

at=e # SEH T A 9@ F o FarEe gihar F S seRrtea/sETa T T
qJ7?

(i) =T ITgaFq g =T 1 | 797 Ifoataa UHt 98 (IF) AT THT % THIE/TT0 § 97 Tea4qT a1
3o At afSrwat 71 Jeaeff eroar sas Ma=a afvwat F d@sma a7 s agafe &
IURTA/STTErha TohaT 3T 1?2

(i) =T foreg "=t 2 § 7T Sfoatua UHT #E(3M) F THRH AT TR 92 20T T * Haraq
=T oG § oTiHer R 3T o91?

(iv) =T Jeaft, Ter fat=e =2 i ortaer 7 e, 9o Mat=e =g % @@ &3y & i a7 s
FTT eruferd e & Rat=d =27 & o9, I F7d § 9% 7 872

(v) T AT F 9T At o oTefiT A1 Ieh g Suterd a<ie o Haiad 24T % 9 99 ared
LA T I AHFHAAT & [T Fls A= AT THT R AT?

(vi) T SeafT ATk wiafAteres sfafem, 1951 &t &y 77 ¥ 78 % a1 9fsa &mT 10%  refi=
tat=e s gy e =tva B s & arf €2

AN F 38 WA § Teqaadl STy & &9 § &7 9% F9eT, Uedihe H1 fAgFa f&Fam 39+

SRIY 9 AT 7 Targ % =9 # fAwfortua sateat (398 g8 ge=ra It gse),) 1 g

(i) =t g T (FF ==1-1), 9 2009 H Fat=et S afam fHegw (26 72, 2008 # 07 w5,
2010 TF) * SEA-AZ-IITIH,

(iiy =t F. fffame (f gs1-2), FEA-ag-surgE 7fzm fgyw (07 w2, 2010 & 27 #1d«, 2013
)

(i) =¥ AT TR AFR, TaeF (47 T=L-3), eI T 2R gred oifHee, AraTe
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22.

23.

(iv) =ft waree ary e, yads (f gsq-4), Rrgeam @ifear F== forfaes, gear
(v) =t T FEE, SEEE (T 5-5), TR0 YahTee fofes, Smaae
(vi) =t sfea sam, &g (f ==1-6), Sfaaamfy, swaege

(vii) T Trelter, wee (T T5e1-7), AR SfeAr, &4 qead, Freewrar
(viii) wererss, §9, IomedT terarserst ur.for, (.87 wamm), Temr

seareft 7 efereT Taret it g7 Teqa A

(i) = fmre g faeer (s s=-1), =éarar, fedw, wrwEvs

(ii) =T Tt TATH (AT T=-2), AT AT, FgqH, AETE

(iif) =t fareTT T fwer, (A1 2sq-3), =rarar, figyw, aare

(iv) =t st T =T (AT Toq-4), ATSaTE, Figy@, AvEe

(v) T THIZ FA (A 3-5), A, g, arears

(vi) JeFff =7 (3T T57-6), F TTH

T AOF o ITLFT TATET T TaTel 05 Fadt, 2015 7 16 |, 2017 T fawre &t 121 a1 a0% +

STferarera et gTeT IAeht fawqa =7 | G- £t 12|

TETET % aTE
ATIRT Y A 7 TETet g faw T e

ft Teeg-1 sraiq i ehter A SEi-ag IurgeFa 7 Farar % 3% 26 9 2008 & 7 7L 2010
T TH Ry § SIEs-9g-S9Tgad & &7 | qaTd (a1 T47 A1l I+ Fgl o qoreiia
IYTIFT FIET AT & FHe Tl T4T faqi 5 39req 2010 F RAeE § 78 Ifeatraq o1 &
gfqaret 9 Fa=a =27 F7 99T q99F 899§ (o4T TaY har AT 396 JT8 aonteid
SUTIFT FIT AN o THEA TEIT 1 TAT 8 raFRqay 2010 HF RAE 7 72 #ve o 7147 o1
STAFT T AT TAATSr GT 918 § FHT Feam10 0 g1 9 o srfeertear i fGhf

TXqTE 7 STaeIsha F AT IH TS FeA & T IY, Irgid Soorg fhar o aferat & fRems
Tt g TOTE 9o e % AT H Seg O T A4l 2

ft Teeg-2 ettt . ffvarem, Aaq-ag-surgeEa 7 feseg-1 & Faat £ qf2 78 o 3

g0 &t T fami 5 s 2010 &t RO 38 1 AN % q9e7 99 & oy off, S 3w
Ioorg TRAT 3T o7 & Wiaarar ° [ai=e =27 &1 9@r BEr 999% arsad & arg a3 &Hwar
T FTE § Iegid AN F U f37F 8 sraFqay 2010 1 gar e a4t oft, oo =g aamar
T 3% srafEerd ars=e wiaardt gT aTs § ST Ty U §) STt g 3o faarar v
FA AT AT 18,92.353/- . | ETAT % T9F U, Iragid Fgl T 9 THHT I Aol & Thd &
FI T 9 TTd FRATATY F I Tty figaw § Ser afrege % €9 § a9 98t 9

TR T Y A7 T <t 960E TR (38 =ARE S I9Ta g6 F o s 98 w79 8) g5
freeeg-3 TaTq 4t ST THTE FH § Tiaarat H ST 0 70 g &1 //H1= F T0qa we
& AT H TeT T S 9T Irgid Ia¥ (a1 T =i J9iE TH 7 T4 & w0 o e T

Tt ¥ ofF | IR haer FET ITed AT A7 ST TH WHTAA BT H 9o fRAT AT 39w 7g o qmw
T T3 A a7 8 erdier 2009 3% 9 o1 2009 F WAt 7 THIE THIE & HITEH 90 %
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vi.

vii.

sy w2 fohr T o foreeRr seeie s foar B S fasmae gerre it e @ fefist st o
sewTtora o 2 2, oft yHiE T g s e o s zEe forg spram A st
oA 16 a5 2009 F FIXT FT [&AT AT AT| THE AATAT Iegid Ag AT TR AT T TaRTH

AT & F AT o0 STa I T FRetior sraer e g oo g & 979 Yo qa w< @31 sar
oI

freeeg-4 Faiq 799 fgrgear difear o= frffee F =7 wamreary foard, usiow (B 7
TidaTal & Ateaaar g &F T T/ qAE F qFEEwr Hmar & 39 g0 9 ™ feis
amaent At gfaat saTads g1 faiE 5 erier 2009 F UF HE U SERET % WA U Irgid A
Farar & a5 frd Frfdr qordt 8 s S qefiw i 1o &t F wrw g€ 81 o =i
st siw qar=me R & = % swae T T 39 gu aaran % EErEt § 39

= T=ET HITSAT ATl sAHIUed o gaT 8| Srgid aearasil T daT% i 6 (o7 ST
foramr & stferapTieat & et wahe & @ama & off 37 o)

freeeg-5 AT THE ST TH1eE ToIfHee & TSHuw =7 T FH F T8 Fd1d g0 I 6t 6
STaaTar % FHTET 95 % R a0 2010 § ST STt g0 @i T8 G471 % 397 & &
H weqa T3 10 o1 SRR ST g T BF g i T e qure =it i wat, § EEee
9157 qel AT AT Ueeq  faer daw R U 9 S T A B @ ar smten 3w

BRTI /T =T AT A SR sue AT G yew e % ary uw wiee A gl
Igia 7g T AT & 30 w9 2009 F 5,00,000/-%., 9 IS 2009 FT 2,00,000/%.,

9 a1%e1, 2009 #T 1,45,600/-%., 14 7% 2009 FT 2,00,000/-%., 18 =r%=r 2009 ¥ 1,00,000/-

&, 3T 22 1% 2009 FT 2,50,000/-%. FT 7Ha AT I a1 797 oM I 78 ofF gt

AT T & Tged IT IHT o T 71 13T o1 e v wawrere o 5res @ #°1 8 e
2009 T TITT ToHAT AT 9T X AT 9 o7 2009 T Ired ThaT 73T =M

feeeg-6 wratq = Sfeq e, Ifeqaril F yaeF 7 aamr F 5@ T a=a = g0

Araer foT 1At g a1 &5 9@ O A haT ST § 56 a9 gel ST ST 9 e ot @
gl S8 A AFAIHIE AT i I FIT TRqa (ohU 70 A=19 5e 5 oY aqmaet g1 Iegid
staraTat = srferaerar & =8 qATa & Tenre R 3 axarest Sreft § ofie widemay & wiagear st
* TEEIT F gd I¥ AR AT 3 srferettiat & qwer v w7 F A7 7 % wiaaret # g5 e
T HETAT AT 9T et =7 AT A1 oft T o fF g of fsmafeeer wfaard % fron-fder
Tyt et T T s 7 & wta Bemew o s s & faer G e
TATATE F TIAaTat s TR/ 3 famT werfo foho 1o o

freseg-7 vt o ToIeTer, s T, HeT et 7 Fer fh 39 gy e a7 wega
Tt TEATAST AT (F) &A1 30 ST T T ST WIqaTal 0 “UH. FET & & § Hqarteq &Har
TAT (@) 5,00,000/- FT FY FoT w0 F U o, Fwrer F 9 | faArs 30 ¥ 2009 #r
56 (1) 01 o=t 2009 & 31 wr= 2010 A erafy * forg aww <@ Sed wow o
5,00,000/-F707 #FY 718 i famms WY 2, () UH. FST A WTeq g=arer f qfY Fwe qeaweft
famt 11 /12, 2009 #it aradt, “uH Frer’ 7gi 97 yfaaray F g9 # g1 9t gseg-7 9 < o
o TEaTerst 35 9T FATEr 8 37 T franT & wfeEwrd % g uw wiaarar f wEe F o
ERIES Euk L]

24, IfaaTet T < 7 T 377 ATl F Targt gy €U T T

A T=eg-1, AT AT Fowm FA [eer, Fr<amar, FeyH, AEe 7 Fgl (4 98 Jaq™ 9 UF
TR € &7 g =t e TH (3 T597-3) F 9T 81 T2+ 9 o1¥er 2009 T oa= et &
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vi.

st s v & forw aftera it e & 3¥ S & 2,00,000/- F9T T G
FA | TR AT g1 Srai 3¢ foar B widard & 9 v favma awe & s 7 £ adam 7 w1
F1g faefier swergre B aram o

AW Tog-2 A A TSt qgaw, =rsarr, HeyH, Anes F Jarg @ & ag fgeam
Zrew Iv= for, & forw =ramar § witdea #13e o1 Ieiq #gl % 98 srgs et 9 s
et THET AT FEaT o7 ST wTed A & dad # fow S #war o1 #iY Smaa )
FATAT § TLTH T e T(AAT ASTAT AT| Segid FHT T ATe<, TAaTal & [Har= Usie,
TETATT ITeA FA T 979 0 TR 347 7 9, 2009 & 9 2009 F erafer 3 g &
T THRIH A & (10 97| 9 Tg IS Fd ¢ 1 Iraid Adaral ®l ars=< (H. 59, 61, @S 1 #
S 218, 219, 220, 222 @T || H) ST U & 377 =l § I gearer? Hivs ol

AN Toeg-3 AT fare o fegr, arsamn, fgy@, FwEs 1 w7 & a8 =597 9 1%
T €, 7 et Terifa & a1 o7 3w a8 1989-1996 # wiaaray & e i 39+ a1
g Y FAA T ol 9 [War °am1 I garn & aerifas gfigeedt g=a arfear & arg
TSI FHLh FTAaTat % fRTs T= Fd o T § i Seaiaedt AT A forar war g #Aifh
Tl T qeT AT BTt F ZT G TTRATeT % 3aTd | A8t A Ieaid TATFeqTeAl &7 9
ZTaT o f saer afaardt & #90 #ir B o9 39 9810 o9 T 29 9T H S Fd §
Iegid wiaarar it ST & a9 2009 F fFaf== = # &A% Swer & 5,00,000/-F97 F7
RUSIGRERIRIT

AR Toeg-4, T FFT T Aedy, A, Feyd, AEe 7 33w o & 2009 F q9«T
A=t & IO ITaaTar g1 3w 39 IEFd Jiamte (Fai=e Usie) & &7 7 FHFa Gar
AT IT| IAHRT FA il A fie fRFT § wewrforg Bsmu=t ¥ s7ag #31 & d99 | o
gegia Mat=m = % dow e s fam wfofes % aat &1 vewema s * forg fefd
AT G SUeTedl FOTT 0 Tforeex ® o fora i ara v = B svgiv #er
IiaaTeT T T ATRAT SATeT F Fa9rd § A F 747 F {23 9r @ gEhfern afRgeedt e
THET ST TA= ATTRATSA gTT Ua saaterd = ¢ o @ St gfaard forewm a3 o)
gt T foham 36 32 =i s F9 % ATead | W6TT @aY F 74,992/-%0w, off Trefta
T % ATeAw | RBgrar @ifear d= fo. v 115000/-%90, 3HE ST F witesd usie wi
45000/- =T ST T o411 I Farar & qar= o= it vsitEEy g s qa B T e
Tt 9 35 3T FATar 8| Sraid AE Al FqrAT o I ZIT 39 TTTEFT o0l L Fd g HIs
FEATAS ITAT Al (U U | Iegiedl aeh [aAT Toh TATT FaT FIT TEQd [LoAisT SMrael I ZIT
FAAITRT Agl hT T A I TERT EAT qedeh & a1 ohell T % Fage | ST FHLd gl

Ieaia % fRar & 3 difear ot & sl s BT w9 9 o 97 g9 sEed & 9
STERTTR T STt ofh

AR Toeg-5 AT AT THIE T, ATara1, e, ARG T T 4 el Arsar@ Fraiad §
1994 & &% 974, 2013 T TATT Taw § w14 fFwam & T=ga veat & Fosmow amwfan uwta
T 7 I ST ITeT [ F aae § A I A w3 O 3R A9, 2009 F AT 98

2009 #it Aty & I AsTaiwEt % ywem F oy gfaarat & FaE usie, d@%7 FAN
Fedt A AT 9T A i aTa A e fgd A s ag oft #er & vaw e § e
AT fo=reT 3 s 7 Ty 74,992/-%w #i i

AT Toeg-6 AT TaF TAATET 7 TATT GaX | THIEAT % Fael H Fgl o I 5T 5 TH1eEs
¥ forw sprare i Wit F@ afer 74,992/-F07 o e arsv § YHIeHT F qa § IrgiA
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FaTaT o 3T FTT 6 THTeET & fory srar it T FeT qfer 1,15,000/-797 fF| Ifacqaroft &
TR F Hae H Iegid Fel fF I T g UF gt TH1eE 10,000/-790 F forw sriersga
T T o &9 SRR § e F e #, Iegi a f2ar 4 fBfves ardet F oo

FEr=ToreT SrTferser fohar 7o o7 9w =erh fore Segie et 45,000/-890 T Tfer shr qrer {5
TETT AT | THIIO % Hae § Iraid Fgl [+ Iraid AT I (Aar= Usie 7 FHT T 5,00,000/-
AT T 0T AT Tl HIT AT 37T I STHIEA i IR Fee arer wrs ot gearest fawre
T T2t femmar A g1 € A | yemeer F @y § Ieeid aaray R 86 ¥ uE A yeta
TRt T 9T ST =9 T Ieie 15,000/-F90 T RIAT 3hAT 97| 3 Iegid Meaagas® Hal
T I 3T FHTAE TSITHAT 3T Yoqa (6 3 Tigiertadi T @S (AT S[1ar g #4396
FIT AT I AT | IFd @l HT T FIA o o0 FY AT TTTEFHT Tl hAT 797 A7 T F
ot i srer TEaTarst & 3T THTEET ¢ Iraid IRl Figl o TH=EN O gred 7 I qaed
TEQA Al (AT FATh o HAT T ITE AT I (AT Usie § TAA o a7 qgl F€ 1§ T <
THITT 39 IEATASTl I 9IET dgl (hAT ST TohaT gl Svaid TII97 & A1 THh1ai i
srterra e mreeft it wia oft gomw it o 3 39% g wiesd vwars wHes g &7 arar
Fd gl Sraid T R & gerfe 5w weret & Hag § Iy off, uiq Sl srtesd
TRTeTT 6 FeT® 7 a1 A= & qget o7 7 915 § Fre fowrd araw f

25, STIRT % SEqashdt sTterhr<y o Araterted srneret &1 agrer foram:

vi.

AT GT AT T30 1T 92l 92 o S §, Teqasdl Araard 1 fiesey-3, fiesey-4, fiesy-
5, Teeeg-6, ¥ Tieeeq-7 & YA & AT orAT X T foar & emw/amm=/eama/dEt
Fast STt fAat=e giRar & < yweRrfeassErha e T 2, & 7 aqEe e Smar g

19 % form i widardt i darerarsit #r ag F oo O segiq =| as w1 ft ggr e
STaTal 7 AT TTA-IL1EAT § e (STl & Yh1erd T a7d &l T hd 10T g

TEGARAT AR AN GTET FAT {0 0 0 q2 5 Fae 07 7€ Fgd € F Hifean grem 1
AT AT AT FT TR 36T o, safery s T ST T 9ERT SHTE AT St 2l
STRTETAT T Siaarat St sreafdar & aer § g &1 7g ared g & gww fifear great # fers
FTE FTATE T faeT ST wrer wgor ot o, et o e werer & forw sy ofpfa &
FRITAT SITAT g1 TTAaTal g7 SATEaRier =77 7%a &9 § &7 717 o)

AMINT g1 qTe T T ey 92 % 9T H, weqaedr stasRrr F S e 8 o widersy g
Ted T T s v e W St IR o RatEe s et # entaer T A € g
ferenter e fRo 7w )

AT BT 912 TR0 10 =T 2 % Ha9 § Teqasdl ATl d od g (& =47 % §901 THE &
T ST ATREFIOT F gEA Traarer &t g srutera & ° [Rat=a =33 &1 e
T T FA | TEHRA @7 AT

TS {2 % Hqag ® wiaaral T w3 =7 wr smiEaferd e F o A sifzrer 98t fRan g s
T ATL § I (7 T gF 6T B

TEQATAT SATEHRILT T qeh g o ITAA TILOTHT F ThTeT | TTdaral qd M= AR g0
e wtafafee srfafaay, 1951 6t e 77 ud 78 F A1 9fsa awT 10%F & faqea FAefed
=it R ST 7 aEft g

26. IfaaTet 7 eraer srferaear % qreaw ¥ Aeferfea sy o g
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i, el T A " e g arer g attraear #f st g 7 e € T fetew a=q e
AT F I F@I/TFAT F T ITLETAT Tl THAT AT AT ST 386 FIT FAT 7 ar
TR o T € e T S s forg g farer sware o

i, = ATaTEd, ATEaaT g I Fal A7 ¢ o ‘AT oass s SIeeor & Rt e
T sfeafea 72t BT 1 € 37 e 99m= 97 % aw@i #w Iiaarar g R T G a8
THAT AT THAT gl TE THY F THME o o1 reatian  forw off syt frg s = € e
gfaTet & 78 THATE A hl STHAT Jal i ST Gt g 5 FAr gEwr swaE G i g
AT 79T o1 ATe T T FT A AT [Mat= s At &7 39 el Hi ST 17 BIE
=

iii.  TgT SAfErereFr gE 9% A2 3d ¢ T gtaarat & [at=e saq gof w9 & = & Jia & & af
srfafara = o ofY 137 o 97 SRt et | I HAT % a7 Aresrer AT S aeRar om

iv. fagm sftasar oz ot Paea wwa € & yeqasat st s y=qa o o /s |
STAaTar AT I (HaTad Usie FT AqHEA/ZEATT Tol | THET stfeeaar gy #ge ¥ M
T ot /ATaT 7 Tafer ®§ a1e7 % €0 § 9T SgLAT AT € F A AT are sAferfaaw i
ST 65 o SIATd T8 THAT H Al THIT T JET Tl 03t 1m =7 +ff fregr #ga ¢ & et
TAFEI AT VTS I AT % T § AT ST o To7T Fegeh Ta1 HT ATHLOT AT ST AT STE
TF JHTU-T3 ST ZIAT ST Teraeiieeh (TS 7 Ar=eizor £, 39 &t &1 auie AT S
TAFIR FRTE AT foFaT T o, 39 R & 9w # § aftatera fro o 99 % e
TEQA HIAT, STETR T |16 AT it g 65-3(2) § &3 747 8 T o w9 377 &
TATAT F oo § U Sre qfdeien 9% g0 FA At sAw g gearated off g
LR

v. Tagm afeaear g a8 9% faay war g & et § safitea g=ar, g=an seniRen ataf,
2000 T €77 2(T) % AT “STeT” HIHT H SAET & A% STeT AT AT sttert=a+, 2000 FY
T 2(F) | “Toreitae TS Y TfCaraT & faurg siar g et stfrma agr g o
g ST AT |1 Atataaw, 1872 & €T 3 F HANd gl TH YA AqHE AIHA § FET

ST faet gereitas feTs % =9 & wredts |reg afgfaae 1872 #it afvfar 3 sfiaw aruw e
IT TATHRTAAT 177 FIA ol a9 vl g |

vi. Tagm affeesar @1 a% g & dieseg-3, & a7 fiesey-7 9% F @R % 9™ TEa U Tu
TEAES B AT ARG TERET G5l o #ifF 7 W gwAEty 9w 39 aEeet 6
TR/ | Tag qel 9| g sferaaar & e, Ta9 39 TETal i Td-T<0eT Tqragid
gl ST g1 Sfaaral g SIS &l #@9a/SUgFd TaTg ot & forw fem [eer a9 gq
AT AT o Tl TF sraas @ g o = o

aTeg & Ay

27.  Fawad, ALSET G AR F wwer qrtee i 7% 39w 8 srrqaw, 2010 fit "grHwerd, arawe
(=) #F =7 FE & et v fe it w afeardt grr frar @ 1= w0 =, $.28,01,729
FATAT AT g1 RAE | 4 A9 9 TS oqd1 7 2 AT, 59t dA97q Sraqadrl (FHER), 3 ST
(FHAEIR), R (SHASTY), T @a7 (SHASTY), JgT 20eaT &El qeas (TH1) sie 26t =+
(TF=T) & STT= % JE ITed T U awdresi o wEen aatea A o 3w Hifear greet g
gfaarar % 9 9% 991 fhw T faer  fHeer e afdera @ fAfre fifear gew g wftwmw & € ar
TTTLT AT SAATET FIT 9 [HaT=d o397 & o | T 1eha 197 1 HIo) HEqame g—
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T
. ﬁﬁwwmmawﬁwgﬁa%mﬁlﬁg*mﬁ wﬁmwﬁﬁaﬁq
Py R N eET GO T, | oqy R # qafg v
ST = TR =7 iy
HEEI IR
fawr =, IEQIED 75,000/-
SS109030124 31/03/2009 1,07,250
SS109040002 01/04/2009 10,000
SS109040007 02/04/2009 15,750 75,000/-
SS109040015 03/04/2009 18,000
SS109040016 03/04/2009 6,000
S5109040020 04/04/2009 25,000
SI5109040025 05/04/2009 25,000
SS109040028 06/04/2009 25,000
5109040035 07/04/2009 25,000
SS10904004 1 08/04/2009 12,500
SS109040042 08//04/2009 12,500
SS109040046 09/04/2009 25,000
SS109040047 09/04/2009 1,45,600
SI5109040049 10/04/2009 25,000
SS109040057 11/04/2009 25,000
SI5109040062 12/04/2009 25,000
S5109040070 13/04/2009 25,000
S5109040072 14/04/2009 25,000
S5109040079 15/04/2009 93,600
SS109040083 16/04/2009 25,000
35109040088 17/04/2009 51,563
SS109040097 18/04/2009 25,000
SS109040107 19/04/2009 25,000
SS109040111 20/04/2009 51,563
SS109040122 21/04/2009 1,71,600
5109040131 22/04/2009 82,500
SS109040144 23/04/2009 41,250
5109040147 23/04/2009 2,50,000
A 13,94,676/-
2. Ream/figam e ey 95,000/-
e ., Liciilkd 95,000/-
101793838 06/04/2009 82,874
101795533 09/04/2009 47,736
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101797625 11/04/2009 31,824
101803035 16/04/2009 21,324
101803036 16/04/2009 30,775
101803037 16/04/2009 30,775
101808685 21/04/2009 61,908
101808686 21/04/2009 61,908
101808687 21/04/2009 41,932
101811248 23/04/2009 82,874
3o 4,93,930/-
Ifeaarft Tfr 10,000/-
afy f wh= . R
23 13/04/2009 10,000/- 10,0007
38 20/04/2009 15,000/-
39 21/04/2009 16,000/-
42 24/04/2009 15,000/-
50 30/04/2009 18,000/-
52 05/05/2009 17,000/-
54 07/05/2009 19,000/-
57 08/05/2009 15,000/-
60 09/05/2009 17,9,00/-
64 11/05/2009 15,0001-
69 13/05/2009 15,000/-
72 15/05/2009 13,000/-
74 18/05/2009 15,000/-
76 19/05/2009 18 000/-
80 20/05/2009 15,000/-
84 21/05/2009 17,000/-
88 23/05/2009 19,000/-
96 27/05/2009 18,000/-
I 2,87,900/-
TT &aX Tfdr 74, 992/-
ST i A 74, 992)-
08/04/2009 15,000
18/04/2009 10,000
21/04/2009 10,000
22/04/2009 15,000
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09/04/2009 30,000
A 80,000/-
5. R iR &t Aeah afar Rl
fior 4. CIEEIRAEC)
REEIERIE IS EIRE IR 30/04/2009 5,00,000
332/09-10
3 5,00,000/-
6. S af T
Wi g, ariE
472 16/04/2009 35,296
471 16/04/2009 9,927
E3 45,223/-
T SE 28,01,729/- 2,24,992/-

28.  FEY, AN G HATI ST 6 A, THT TAT GISAT HI AR 6 qTeAT F T | AT 797 A7
3Y ITH AN % THET GO FEqTast T&qd F HI Fgl AT AT| Fad Serdl IS H SIEHT TAF
Hifeam grew g Hffear grew & Frters ATt T UE wrteshd 9= S R A o S g
areft % w0 § uF =7f<h A et A A or siw aneft 7 st g /i T e aErast wed
TR 211 SRR 3 Ter HITRAT 2189 51T S&qa it TS g1 &7 Heqor e 8

| Hifear o=t F yifgsR  |#®0 4. faw & o |[ywem/faw waum faw i afa
. I Y arle
1. | T g, e | AT AAAT AT | 08/04/2009 08/04/2009 15,000/-
TfeetforT gre (el Tt 92_& 2. | 09/04/2009 09/04/2009 30,000/-
forfares, SR & ! X
FATT 3. | 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 10,000/
R ST e agrq@r{ 4| 21/04/2009 21/04/2009 10,000/-
ESISEIE : :
5. | 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 15,000/-
Dt 80,000/-
2. l%rg?:f ERIERIR CIGIERIET 1. | 06/04/2009, 06/04/2009 82,874/-
= faties g | e g HH JSR CBU
e ferer Frgee? & AT
ot g x| 2 | 09/04/2009, 09/04/2009 47,736/-
AT 9 foret i HH JSR CBU
TR 0412000, 11/04/2009 31,824/-
™ ’ HT JSR LIVE
iy fa= g
N S 4. | 16/04/2009. 16/04/2009 21,324/-
THUH SHAEY, 30,775/-
TS ST 30,775/-
TSHAT, THATH
STTEEATT
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EIECIGH
21/04/2009, 21/04/2009 61, 908/-
THUH ST, 61,908/-
TAUH ST 41,932/-
TSHAT, THTH
LGRS
EIECILL
23/04/2009, 23/04/2009 82,874/-
-1
SO #Hiehg
W 41931930/'
3. ElEGELRI FARUISES G i D 1 e . 109/04/200 09/04/2009 10,000/-
fa= TRTIE TS 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 16,500/-
TIITEe g0
T N 19/04/2009 19/04/2009 14,500/-
AT 20/04/2009 20/04/2009 31,700/-
21/04/2009 21/04/2009 31,700/-
22/04/2009 22/04/2009 31,700/-
22/04/2009 22/04/2009 1,32,000/-
23/04/2009 23/04/2009 19,800/-
ESd 2,87,900/-
4, ERERIL Rl f[;“‘_* et 31/03/2009 31/03/2009 1,07,250
TE (GESEIEB
TterRa = g
FHTT
01/04/2009 01/04/2009 10,000
TR T
arfeerqe §
02/04/2009 02/04/2009 15,750
TR T
Afaca e o
03/04/2009 03/04/2009 18,000
TR T
Afaa® §
03/04/2009 03/04/2009 6,000
TR T
Afaca e o
04/04/2009 ATEATAT 31T 25,000
31T|é<11'3? 'P-f
04/04/2009
05/04/2009 ATEATAT 31T 25,000
31T|é<11'3? 'P-f
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05/04/2009

06/04/2009

EIECIGIEIES
anfeer R 4

06/04/2009

25,000

07/04/2009

ATSATAT 37T
anfeer w4

07/04/2009

25,000

10.

08/04/2009

EIECIGIEEIES
anfeer w4

08/04/2009

12,500

11.

08/04/2009

FHITIT 3T
EUER L]

08/04/2009

12,500

12.

09/04/2009

EIECIGIEEIES
anfeer w4

09/04/2009

25,000

13.

09/04/2009

AR |

09/04/2009

1,45,600

14.

10/04/2009

EIECIGIE RS
afeca® &

10/04/2009

25,000

15.

11/04/2009

EIECIGIE RS
afecaE® &

11/04/2009

25,000

16.

12/04/2009

FATSATHT, ATEAT
Y AFITR |
12/04/2009

25,000

17.

13/04/2009

FATEATHT 3T
e @ o

13/04/2009

25,000

18.

14/04/2009

AT 3T AEEHY

ISt H 14/04/2009

25,000

19.

15/04/2009

ST 37T HereHy]

ST § 15/04/2009

93,600

20.

16/04/2009

HEEH U |
16/04/2009

25,000

21.

17/04/2009

AT 3T AETEHY
ST § 17/04/2009

51,563

22.

18/04/2009

AT 3T AEEHY
ST § 18/04/2009

25,000

23.

19/04/2009

AT 3T

STASTRI O #

25,000
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19/04/2009
24, | 20/04/2009 |[TEET X AE@H®Y 51,563
ST % 20/04/2009
25, | 21/04/2009 HEEHT IS | 1,71,600
21/04/2009
26. | 22/04/2009 HEEHT IS | 82,500
22/04/2009
27, | 23/04/2009 [FTEETE X HEEH| 41,250
ST # 23/04/2009
28, | 20/04/2009 AT H 2.50,000
20/04/2009
el 13,94,676/-
Tl SRATEAT e e, 1. | 09/05/2009 7E 2009 # 1 5,00,000/-
GESED (s A TeaTiesh HEHA
SATTHEY) FTT
ENEEE R
TSTTET
T A 27,56,506/-

e, 4 FETER AT i 2 SR St § iy wwreEt F wayf wiga fie oiw ot difear
¥ = % feEwr, ST aidardt g s Rai=e =29 % 91 # ST e v ¢ F A

wHE | Aoft P aafe arfe AT TSI 4.
AR T A
ERIKRII
1, feee & ST 09/04/2009 45,000 37, aregH |
2. TeRTRTT HTHAT ERISECERS 09/04/2009 30,000 38, 1A |
3. SFEHEE T H | e AT 09/04/2009 10,000 56, 917 |
IEEIEGH
4. AAFFER T H | TEE TR | 09/04/2009 30,000 |59, T |
IEEIKG]
5, T AT o H el FATH RS 11/04/2009 | 25,000 | 61, aTogH
GG
6. TERTRIT HTHAT ERINECERS 08/04/2009 14,996 211, aregy |l
7. [ERIKIEEIREI SAICE! 22/04/2009 | 15,000 | 195, T I|
ECESIEE |
(EEED)
8. ST HTHAT RRICRCERS 18/04/2009 | 7,500 208A, aT7H ||
9. TARTT HTHET RRICRCERS 21/04/2009 | 7,500 209, =regH Il
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10, [STRT ATHAT ERIRECERS 22/04/2009 | 14,996 | 210, FTH 1|

11, AAFFER T E | T FEEES | 06/04/2009 | 10,000 | 218, AT I
BRG]

12. dAFFER T E | T AR | 09/04/2009 | 10,000 | 219, AT I
BB

13, FEAEE TH | THE FAEREE | 16/04/2009 | 10,000 | 220, AT NI
BRG]

14, AFFAER TH | T FAEREE | 21/04/2009 | 20,000 | 221, AT U
IEEIRGH

1. FEAEE TTH | THE FAEREE | 23/04/2009 | 10,000 | 222, AT I
BRG]

30. SR o TEaTE 92 9Teq |17 T IULF (900 Tt &Y F Ag F4TaT g T HeiSer gr afwiza

Hifeam = i geafer (e, s, qear g st fdie) s staardt g 39 Fat=y =29 &
TG H TEIT AT 6 99 FET q¥ gl AANT % TR FATATET I % o7 39 ZET ATAFHT TaT21
HTEAH & HITSAT ZTSHT FIT TEAA ZEATAST FIT HATSTET sl LTS Fl 3T AT AR fHerar 2l
HETEIET gIT Yoqa Earasit Aqred ST W1 gredl 1T aAidd a7 Siaaral g T&qd =ar=e
T o o o A9 IT0 0 EremarEt &7 faer FemEe Tw=qd &

(i) i groa 4. 1: THIG GaX, o qieafT gy fofies, Wy :

STaaTal 7 ST STT2-03 AT o9 fAat=m =27 a/@r § yeqa a1 g & 399 q9r=e o g9
T H AN THRIOEN T2 A €. 74,992 &7 =47 T7a1 g1 9l qoET § Heieier Rare w&qa

FLAT g T afaarar & I919 =@ ¥ «@i % Wt 92 %, 80,000 Fr i Iwra i g1 ST

T TATE TATT e IR STread = T T aeanr (T $567-3) T Tqa ©.80,000/-3T 77fer
% TidaTal & AT\ # 5 AR sraer g qwidg 2

(i) #ifear e 4. 2: Rgam At == _iftee swde:

TTaaTar 7 SO -5 AT 3 At =37 orar § weqa o g & sae frgea § wewreret
T %.1,15,000/- FT =T AT g1 THE WidaTE H, HATSIEr @ ROre amdr g & Sfaarar 1
Rrgeam @ #iftwr a= fofes g wifdsga Tt 799w (T s=94) g0 J&=qa
%.4,93,930 ¥ 7f2Y F wfarar & a9 % 10 f&er & a6q 2

(iii) #ifear grew 4. 3: Sfkg afi, swdeg:

giaaTal 7 A9 99-97 UF 0 [Fat=d o347 «@r § qd a7 g 6 39+ 3faq arfy § v+
THTAE 9T %, 10,000/- =37 T ) ueeq, e RO gaidt § 5 giaar F 3fteq arft |
Gl F THIF ¢ %, 2,87,900 Fit T0ir Iwra #it g1 HEEr it T 3faa aroft g wfersa

AT 3T swETer (F T579-6) 3T TEq@ %. 2,87,900/- 1 (A F Wiaarar & a9 8 e &
THIT 2l

(iv) HifeaT g5 4. 4: A% ST, SRR

TfqaTar 7 9 IT-T7 UF A0 (S 297 J@T § T&qd 647 ¢ % 38949 3\% IR # are
adier 9% %, 45,000/- F7 =77 3T 81 7=, @ieieidt R gt & & sfaardt 7 2 smror
H ol & T U¥ %.13,94,676/- #Hit T Iwra it g1 AL i froare <ffe sreer g
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32.

TTrerd #ft war FA (FF =567-5) 3T wEqd €. 13,94,676 FT T0fr F wiaarar & a1 28 faert

T qAFAT g1 = Sweer 7 afaardt & %, 13,95,600/- F q9HE AT w1 A ft weqa A
St HAETET i RarE § ST T g w7t g

(v) #ifear g 4. 5: gy sfear & 4t Aeas:

gfaaTal § 9" qa-a7 e srae et s awar § qrar G g 5 saw agre & A J e
ot yeTeor a2 FrE =y Agt AT @1 e aidare #, /e R gortdy & B aftera 7 =\ e
T HE 2009 H ATATRE FTAHT 9 %, 5,00,000/-F i s i g1 S fr e
gfaaTal % a1 ageT & A =9 § |9-39 F °@rd & fFeeer 7 guida g 5 %, 5,00,000/- FT

AT faeis 9 WS, 2009 i Y = |, 334395 T AT & At g * @rd # faAiw 30 #Hz,

2009 =T ST 3T T 81 IULET =F AT TIH A1 U {17 IT2ae forfies Usiel gRT s
T am o St B wgrer SRA & &t qeas g e & forw amw o aEqrestt | e g quaw

FATIS “TH.FHIET, ATCEIE” Y Soore TFaT 73T B
gfardt it A & 3% srftraear & areaw ¥ e To sifes a&-Ras 6 sig vd [Fyr-

31. afar<y % g afdeerar § geg €9 T TwreEt F wiidgd hu S % "6y § 7o i
ISMAT &7 319 & Fgl & T a1 wfaardt 7 3w 7 & 396 Usie J @=L fae § vfaard %
g st wererT it wfersd B &1 wfdarst F oo aaer-a= & 9ry I g WIesd
TR0 T TRT9ET o T TEQA T g1 SATIRT 6l ST= |, WIS el g1 Yeqa [0 0 J17 Sawad
sreer/faett/Ase AT wfaat & wha, St == {ifear great grer g 9 a7 am e 1 A,
afea ffear great g qufda off s, A F e & areag § THET Tiaarar ger
wrferd R ST arfed grar g1 39E AT gl WMt F g e S wiaeray g s
TIT-I5 % T T oy 0§ g weIiord Agt #wd @ % T g e gerares 7t S it
FIT AT ZEATAT o THaTU saad o i HiT=aT grel 1T TaTee & fofT 9req o 0 ==

AT T AT A AT § B wrteEa weAr "ifesw a7 O avg aqutead 2 aswar g1 zEE
srfafyaa afdarat 7 sfa-adter & whwr Grar g B S8 ous foeg smafua ywrest & a &

Tt ST off) ST F aTEsE, Irei [atEd T=EE-aEr F W FatEe F ge=ra
HifeaT great & fAeg F1E Frars 98t il ag Mifear grsat gy y&qa o v f&a=i/aratat
T AT & [A%g ATHAT 94 H AR gl TU| Aq:, T-ATTEFT TRIHT 6 Hael H ITRT qoh
TR A8l TRAT ST FhaT g
stoarst & fag aterasrar 7 s sfata at=e =2 it S = 9% o SeE T #ga € &
F 0T ST A&l 17 Mai== =77 «@r ¥ Y&qa a1 § 9 €. 18,92,353 ¢ ST fater & arefie =a
T HAT TATT €.25,00,000 F TET FH g1 A ITAT HLd @ o6 A(q T(AaTal F St =27 & g ar
I A AT I8 G TEQA @l § AT | AN 64T ST Tl g1 T3eq, Tg Toh A TATAAT
el Far FitH graardt grr e fifewr oiw somets fiftar  w B 1u =g & afr ==
%.28,01,729/- & ST f3fdr % arefimr FRrgtfia %.25,00,000 it Hwr 7 aga ot &1 305 Ao,
Zr it THT FT ToT Ak TiAAiaea Ataftezad, 1951 ¥ =T 10% % efi= 1=  fore /gt Iomn
SITAT 81 HET T97 ST 37 T 10F = T I5aT g 1o AT FA1T 37 J@T 97 i< T5f g a97 I8
= 7 98 f[Ate (o wiatafeea sz, 1951 it 9=y 77 uF 78) & srefiw o Reiha aua ®
FoT TR | arfeer o o g i Teen sifafer, afe oo deg & el steeft gy s srerderar &
qT I ITH UHT AAEAAT % o0 =7 FIEOT AT ATA=AaT T AUl o, oot syerdt ot
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33.

fAegar & foru et stfafRerifa e s gear 8 afs ag s sfafAfece sfefaam, 1951 4
ST 77 TS 78 FT Ioatee Hedl g e fafer & srehi Fetha =g i srferraw Sfwmr g ar =27,
uarg o 3T, srow Rat=et #7 9| a1 Tord J@r TEqd FdT 8

staardt & forw g srfdeear 7 ag ff o fRar & fifear great & g a arfert g =g
FFAET AT (9 T % € | AT & FAh o T G167 ATAHIH, 1872 ¥ g7 65%(2)
& ATALTAT 1 T FIA H TAERA g (o1 51T S (7 [LhTe I TgATd Fed TF q0 FA Fl
THTO-T5 Yo FEAT ATRIAT g1 T g, AZ Iooi@ FedAT YTE R g 76 a8 &mer 105 % arefiq
ST HATTrd &l ST 8 a7 ST SAGATA® AT 6 €9 H w4 Hdl gl Tg ALqE Ghmrd
FEZTT IATH Ef. HTEad fohegelshe Ud 37 o |1 TS 2014TEEr 3102 § S==dH A1
g sifa| =0 7 srfafAetta B = 8 S {8
“103. 39X Fg U TAToee FAAT T &9 § T@d gU A ATHIAET g o [ATer F e qom
TadT Ud fAvaer Fat=m ga A fF e fF9mard ud ugeq 31 S eaR 324 3T 9ed
A= s 7 < T2 orkeaT it saTaeR g § st St A1 SRt s ggs wraw §
TEATAT SATET AT 7 T U Fehiol AT §1 g0 SYLrad Uihai 92 =t s7emes 367s, afees fHge
ATEFFAT o TEAHI AT T g ATHIGT FLd @ 3T gAA T8 ot Arwi=eitea w 7 g &
wads ud Aeqer fat=aT & gRfam w3 % oo, sfafaw va Rt % o yaemEt % ar
afsd a=T 10% % Fefie, qea Far=a s iR afteat ® arg, 98 e\ atia w
ST FATMRY & Fat=d s, [a=q =3 99iq 907, 9gl, Ud areatas 237 a7 UH =97 S0
srferfam it fretfea =\t % sfaw o, F@T F Ieqiaa & " | qiiaiee sTuars & aqurad
& TN I AT FLA g ATTLTF ST GATTIT HLA o 1T gTT10F % Tl sruterg st
FT ST T g

111. THAT FEATHT T §, AT ATHAT 6 SULUFT G qcd aAT W=l | [Ear a9 T@wt
g 1 T8 T T@AT SUgFd g & 399 =aed 3T 39 TNTE & 97 Afagiig HarE
ST 7 AT B g 10 Rat=e s &y srafera orfxeat e srieser & w<fera wdt g
o 7 atfarfaam & srefie gt adie Tam 7o smfem Of & [at=e =23 % @i #1 Teqa

FIA H ATAEA G o Tag § AT hT SATF FT qoh, QT | ATAENG ¢ 7 g0 60 T@A 3
FT FReT ToRTT T 3T 78! aTd 21”7

STET T ATATIAFI F TR FFATAF FaTRdl | A arey srfafaaw, 1872 i 3ugeradr
FT G g, AT HF TATH 1.3MCFAT, 1958 THHTST 499 F AT | AT % AT I=AqH
e g Aeferfee feooofy £ w2 oft-

‘o avag 98 a7 g FF afaaret o e aveft &1 are, " afef=aw ¥ Faiia a3
q Tl o 3T o, weeq a8 ATAa AT g1 §A1erd =1 92 qR] qol §, 918 o T4
sfa o 2i1 fafedr e st € o 09 srferpeont it stt=r g=forg e § [eiites =g & =t 1
A FHEAT AU, TAT TS F TAT FLd g, SAHT 0T TH AT T FATAT & 6 o0 Ieaarit
T 8 T3 argamer 1 T wferar 3| wee Y Al O S Srarerd § 9wy gy gl 3 ega = '
Fgd §U UL TH SATTH F9TH & 277 6 AT, T8 <67 127 g 36 i = & Raw § sifea g

& U= et % e T Hated qred e a7 g ear™ war g, Soor@ F T a9 A99T grAr
iy & gfagsr % arex sadht sufRafa & s =1, qur 78 & 38 959 uef gy qditera amef
FT wfaa AT &1 sraew 347 AU, Jor g O Gf off yere f Rt & e & 55 9w 3=
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34.

F1 sraee fau fomr amfat 1 sa+ fBeg Ram 98t s =g afe @7 st
T AT STaT g A9 39 YT U ST F el At 9t Arteu & |rem o % foro |
srferfae ® fAfea wiorar =1 et & srgaeor /gl o am om)”

7o ®, arheadY e fres et e s, arase, afsm &vrer, vargae 1955 e
65 % AT |, I=adH AT g1 Ag fevaofy Y w2 g & srefeatas srfgereor s ameft ww
FTF F F AT & S 6 faferss wamamert ® T 981 O S "ehd € aits F |rew %
Tehe(T0l (HIHT & TT T g Tl A1 TEHT T Hl [T} ATHAA T IoadqH ATATAT GIT 7 THTDT
TIEITE FEOAT T Hee aame = qaul giedie FHFOHT [oHes, ey 1957 TaHT 232 & AT
# A T AT FduE gme § FAfF AT uw qEreuer [ @ SErth aeea 3saay
ATATAT ZILT AMF AFTT T FATH f. HTLIEE hegelehe Ua o7, Tarsse 2014 o=t
3102(z3m), ® asifwfAeifa i g, arex sferff=a & 9ea Raw anp 981 gim arer &y &
o Ay aeaq & fow ua f@foee § qor afs 399 9l 7 Saqared AT Sreoar T
AGATIAT ATIHIUN o FTH-E0 Tl HHT HT 3| ST [FOTae T & AT 791 S[rar g &6
qTet |re sfarfeerm, 1872 #T 9ed aqurad dg-artas s it fravornedt #§ sifvars a8t &

e zafory 4T 654  refie faferag kT adam FrdanRal § ST e arersht 981 gt
qTEA % w7 H FFex A=a fSei/aratadt i sefiwrar & a¢ § e & a6 § #1E 7
Tel g 3T swdrga fhar Sirar g1 =9 e a8 Fowd [Haher S gaar g & aqa ama |
gfaarar i TEFAar =g FF F T geg T 9% THIT T AFeTHhar gl g A AT T
e Tad &1 A% Fiatatee stfefaam, 1951 & &mer 10F % YTaemai wf aR] 79 § 93req
2l
staardt & g stfdeaar F At F wifes et fF wfwear (fF sseg-3 & 7 aF) i ot =9
AT 9% AT & ¢ FF @fRar great w1 viafataes w21 o aitdsga margt #i aates ST
TE & FTF IrarT ot =9 & BRI F1 g% A8 A7 2 o7 zatory I 9 st o
o T % g2 o7 & Cq|itE = & farear F qeiT giaarat F AtFR T SeuT ga a7l
TrATHE oA IATH FAFe?, Feald IcaTaF 4o, T 1968 HHuue 174 F amaer § "
FeAehed] 3= +ATATAT o fAetertaa feoofy & 2:-

“SeT 9Teal H, AU =ATh I ST il THA F I § AR gl ATMRT, TAT I
AT o I § Fgd o7 sraae AT fear smr =rfgu) ats Bh ==t % g g = fere
7 T ST T faeaT AT STaT g 99, a8 /vl A1 e g, ool ua s &

oI 396 AR AF97 TET ST AT U] TR AT ATAT F2aT g o6 o =i T &
afd T80T BT AUl Sia=Te Tid IaT TOhaTe® =1 gl T8 98T & WIA g0
HATTd T g1 Tg ~ATATAIT T Gold g q9qT A9t =17 #7 fZear 7gi ¢ afew f&fees va
mﬁfﬁmmw%&m%lﬁﬁré&ﬁwmwﬁmﬁ@mﬁwaﬂlmﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁ
Freft s it SH gEAT 9% FATE A% AT AL TS TF T IH THAT IH T F T AR
T o e =8 IwanT 3T Srar 8 T 39 gEet T 3 # forw SuEd saew

AT AT

THF ATATF, AIATATA TEHId IR [eIHee T AR, AFd, 2007 293 ALTAT 656 4T,
*F HTHS F T | TATEMETE 3= -y 7 o foar & 7g <@ € & afe w&aet & s 9=
Tgd Bt sTfaReer % gwer fere & form Tw o gt srees T sEs fuers ST it S aref
frgToor g gy UwiEa T T AT FT gved F39 U7 e 9T T TS 39 & oy
s foam o o ar AffE = F gt w1 aqared BT T om o adae /e § H{fear
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TS AT T T ATl T THTLAT T TeAAT AT THATOMT e o o0 1w 02w o1 g2 6ty =1
T 1 wg=Te F forw wargt #r A Aewy g A sifRer 99t 2
AT % fen

e 1: (i) =T Jeaedt &t Sa it AT A g@rd AT Aiaaret & HarEd w e a9 F o

AEF  F  AqAR @@/FAHER weE/fasra/AEEAeThE . e s &9
FALS/AATET. A 3T Tereitas #ifear & fasmuat &1 et wbmar % e
SeRTtra/srETrd o T a2

35. 9999y, I AUMER 9= § ThreE, arae safa (31 919, 2009 ¥ 23 @9, 2009) F &
TRTTAT FohT T0 o ST wqere & 23 faF uger & o= g Aaar feaw 23 o7¥er, 2009 % ST At

off| fafo= ardat & ward @aw § 5 wHree, 3taq aroft # 9 wrer fEgeare erev e § 6 Wt i
3 ST # 28 WA ¥ ST F (WATHY 48 WHIAH A1 48 THTATE HAT § F WiaaTal 7 qa"
aT=e =320 O Faer 14 TH1eHET 7 QT Q3T g, Tk arehl oo 34 THTATE 0E IHF T o | Al

fam U €1 48 THTR WAl F 99T T q17 F g R Fwr g OF 7 a9 2009 F Rt #@
gidarar St sreatdar #1 auds 39 F TReT F TH119a Fhu 10 o)

36. TAY, WETATR #T fAug-aeq #7 327 &% A § veafi i =anfa #1 Iqne F7r g Afaway
TRt § Tt o wier ue atae adiw (FHET) R T g1 st yeas qurEe woreft % 2006 #
ATEE T TEIHA TgAT a1 a9 F e 2008 T I8+ 51T 361 70 B fwrdsrerdi o< 59a o
TZAT TTATATEA o IHeh AT&T 3T AT | ST AT T@L Aqcd g+ Hl [G@ET 47 g1 GH=N qal

H TrefT, SHAT Tt AT HIST Y AT AlGAT THgT FTT AT TAL-ATHATT ST TATE-A T
F gt feaie i s B s 810 s # yerdt g et Stae fr [Afsaar firooft
afereraToft £t 7 21 FHTE £ oS AfREE S g 2T Y w1, 2T UK g YT Hel ST, ATl
ITATSEAT F T 9T ATe T Tg HIST, ‘FHlegHaTedl fit ITHIE T @Y IqT HIEST, T gral 7 7ol &
FreT & F=T A e, TRl it e 2 agt, e gu g9 € A, His T agriar
e Y 99T Wy AT, TATR # UE geer aveft F w0 # yerff ¥ fory wa w= % forw waarars
F QST aredier i 7€ off

AT, Tg ¥t =9 § 93 grar ¢ & aqae & & 9aiq q9r=me ToafT 5127 37 36! AT & T
o0 T o IR AT HATAATT G@Te ST 9 AT 396 (Farad I g haT ST 796 37T Iegid
ST FT IHHT FIIET IS1AT| fFamers @&ar 1 F7 Jaqae Iy A srar g $w yereft F e
AT gl ST ST &

foaTes 2 (i) Far =t a7 GRSl U "w=(3) F werem/sETer, st Suv A |1, 1 # Ieew
T o B, o gen = werefY A 3o fRat=e vsie g ar wordt an sue et usie i Gt
Tt AT SATAHRTLT o |7 IIRra/aferga o o 2

37.  WAT T AYAT AIATLET § ATR-ATE € § TR AT € T 9w vE a9t 3aa Tt it S
oft ot fraf=e safd % 2w 9ok wer & werforg g oo € o Seeia a2 off W © & 3| g
at=a & 92« A7 918 § H=AT SISl & [6%g Fle FELATS qel *l M| Irgid de 14T o Tdgar
TSI HYET ST @A JIRAT § 37 (%G gEASa ArHar & &har o7 s o 19 g
T TERTLET A TR B Y TAga qHal Ud @9 ATRAT T ST U S #7 STAE
AT o ATASE, Sraidl (Maradi & a18 9T 39 (965 Fls HRATS gl hl| THH AATAT, F.9.5.9T. [
e &t Hfifear great gwr srfverg uv weqa aeqrash/ At/ AH TR/ RS e T e w9 9
TS ZraT 1 TeTerdi o i Teaeff gy 2917 T2 ety o7 ag gawriey, e @ifear gt g
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38.

I T QA faat § qrar o 3w g, % fit=w 9 saw g1 98 a8 arfad v § oft e g g
HITS=T ZTeet 5T Yeqd Fwarerst =T siw/ar Feef=a 81 Sraiv Faw 7g a% faar & o= arfet 1
FTEATAS U9 FoFU € 39 U AT A1 TRAT ST weRdT a1 378 SEATASIl Sl hls SATORTG ST
TET T

HITSAT 2redl 31T Uer o0 0 woush o 9% aq@edt &1 919 &1 g1 &4t % a1, 3feq aroft g
ST TaT9E | 39 faat & wia weadff g7 w70 Fovg a6 foega wfie oft suesy #3002 §
STT IR ATH § AL [T IT0 €1 Iegid 39 GIT o0 0 Aeha ST 1 0l AT1ed HLd aTel Gearersti &
St TS AT A TEGT Aol AT AT AT FTSET FIT THTHT 6 T v 7 99q aeqa; T=ht
g sAfARa Fhu st it g Fear 81 =6 srera, 7g oAt @9 o yeredt areft-3, utem figyw &
A1 o/ gar fBeer & 9w e uve it wzae o (femEua-764200THUS
20081E1+1184323) TSiHT F U Ao (SramEuA-6470) I g wgrer a7 &4t deas #1 5
ATE %. FT = AT AT AT| TH TIE, I A IMAT T AT AHATIL &l S1aT g T et swereft
& ATT Fle AT ToTage qgl § FAh Il SIATT § TrHHT Tl gl e =08 TAdT % 39 a9
9T AT T ey IIeT BT SATaT g T S 9T EfRAT SAT dedsm d AT WA dgl AT 2l
Ao, 77 T a7 g &1 e 2 oo Rrare |, 1 & gor-sfatim v asd o Bt v (wE)
F THRTI/IATOT § =07 Tt a7 39 Hat=e uste gy a1 yexeff a7 3o Fat=e usie it featea
TEATT AT SATAHILT | el =31<h gTT ITTa/afadd B 70 o) ST ST geataiad STasRre a8
AFT AT 2 A0 HAT et § T Thegl o off gearere 781 8 3T Tafor, v =9 919 & THIeEsT
Tl foraT ST wehart T 8% F 27 37 g1 ATSFd Taree o Farerss 7. 2, qaqar, Tordt & Feg
AT gl ST ST &

A 3 : 71 FEEE |, 2 § gur-sfeatya UHT 7 (VRN F T 7 THR 9T g AT WeAdT &

39.

= =77 F @9 ¥ ontaer B = ar 2

at=e =3 7 ag @ S et gy yeqa A T g, 39w soreeitae ud fie @it w ewe
6,90,430 . &t g=Tior FEATT g1 T g9y § |, ToATd 6 H=AT gradi (4 THTHAL I UF 2
A, =) G T/ | Gt 15 Are=d F AreAw ¥ f7rd 2,59,992 %, v G Iear
21 4,30,438 %. FT AT gALTIN TH =T TAT F HAAT g AT TAFet = ug e ffear 9w 3w i
TE gl TdT & oG AT9a¥a gaeter i Tt g Mat=" =27 & 0 «@r § T qa g=er §
feeferfeT sav €

) TATT TET § THRIAET F AT TEqT g § 5,008 %, FT SAq¥ TEAT TAT §1 SIS AL

80,000 %. & T Wt gIT Tliaha gaTier 74,992 =. gl

i)y IfeT arft & wewrerEt & Hatea e geertar # 2,86,900 F F q< qrAT AT F1 IfAT Arofy
grer 5| gmrfer &1 qrar R g, 9 2,87,900 % § i woredt g S gawter fd
10,000 %. &

i) TECT HieAT ArEde o, § Wi & "etdd yeqa g § 3,78,930 F. FT Sia< IAT AT ¢
T=E AT 3T AAT-IUASY FATE TS AL 4,93,930 % ¥ qeAdT grr whEa gwwwfer
1,15,000 =. gl

iv) 3 ST | WeRTeTl § HE A Teqd g|eir § 13,49,676 %. FT Sq< qTAT 74T gl FAre A
T AT 13,94,676 %. ¥ Tt g7 w15 &wier 45,000 %. B
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40.

(v) et 7 mgrr &4 v 5,00,000 ®. FT A fFU ST A avd 1 a9g 6 & g S
FerEe Tt |reft-3, o fare/famre g e, S yereft F e e €, g ol vl
H, qea9 ofe uve Hifear wrzgae for,, St dshisa wrters qa2, ggrree # safead g, % grer
I AT T oA

(vi) Tl F ZeTTaT UexuTesst & AT9 § fA97d are=e §. 195 & ATeq® | a4t & 15,000 &. &7
AT T ST a7 27T BT 2

TAT GTRT 3ok Hat=d o0 o o7 T 11 i 75 1097 Y qordT § H=AT IS FIET ITAH FY

T ot/ aT & ATeaw & R T s iy iy § I9Eq SfAY UagT Ag ot ®9 ¥ Hg war g

o aereff 7 sTgEy ‘F F gAY ra/aETRd et seAnE 9% 3% g1 ST AT SIEEd o

A T QTS A AT g1 37, T &g gf orar 8 T e gear 2 a2 gon-steataa vy 55 (30)

% TETIU AT S 9 g0 247 &l TAAT & [Fat=e =27 F @ § onteer "gl &7 T297 o7 95749,

foraTers \eaT 3 #7 Ica¥ a3 Sar 2

faaEm 4: 797 v ft, TF et =3 otie 7 w9, =S F orefi| a7 see g sfea 95 ¥ FatEe

41.

42.

A F AU G T FLel § THFA 2T &2

g AT T Teeft 9 sru" Rai=e =97 & 987 9 T°T1 981 F00 g, 9L T4 (hU 0 EFarerdi §
st =1 & g 21 91 81 SudEa == F AfdiEd SIWRer YT § us yews i faArw
09/04/2009 #FT T2 g oed TeadT 9 I T&T § A7 ST o o0 I9aT % THef #94 Ad1eT 6l 2|

Teaoff 9 =7 Teaer it % forw €. 45,000/-(W=-| § ars=< 9%t 37) 1 =47 d@rag FhaT g1 et
S ST =g St g yeqa R U awaresit & ag el gran g % .1,51,200/-F Ty
=T foret (9,557 09040047) F=m< faram s = ok forw seeft g 5600/- 0 #1 e e S
T T i et & sae H§ 1,45,600/- T0F (AT TG €T 09040032) T qahE R AT
AT e | Tt T R ST 3T HataT Ud sk FHr I g1 T gy ST 40 N0 9 |
Faer =0 Ao F "o H g =77 | 1,00,600/ TIX T AL T T F @7 AT ThdT gl T8 AT
sereft &t qute Sty g wHIRE A 7 HEiE sEe g et w § e w69y § sy
g rar &1 werdt g srdier v stersa 3 % gy #§ ordier #7 q ure ot s 37 w7 aar
g, g Feferfea s 2

“Rigw 49T 87 q a1, w5 1d T SEfiear A€ 7y Hiet S FE G 9T T2 g9 A
7ot & el a

geaeft F fawg Sueey s M2 fMata =23 Fir i T e o9 § woxeff grer S-S & T/
Tfer & TR T @g Tt w9 | ivig o vefita wwdt & 5 gereft g s s @

at=T =97 7 7@ q| T T =T om o, afomeasT g @rg g St g & owereft &ty w
sefie a7 3w g suterd Of & FMat=w =37 #7 or9a7 Jmar e 99 § 99w w@r gl o,
TraTers Tt 4 1 Sara g 7eft % fawg g smar g

faaTem " 5: 47 rveft 3 g f3tY 3 eredfie = s g srutea O 7 e =7 % aue a9 e
FIA H 3FT AAFRAAT o ToIT e SfT=red AT T FHILIT AqT?

FerdT &1 A=Al #7991 a9, 1961 % a9 89(5) F arefiw vt s 3t=a @< fau v qrf+ =g
fat=e =99 ¥ 90 9T ITIET o9 I FLT B AT T8 & (o7 SO S T AT S T Fwrew
FAT Fh| T, Tg T 22 SFar, 2011 3 FHILOT TATel ATTed 6 o7 a+ 18 TS, 2014 F Ffaw Jara |
HATTSTAS IO T TR0 o | THEA LT T ag TS g sratera Ofd § =97 F 99 a7ed #7491 dgi
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FT AT THh ATAFT, g HITSAT FISESA G TEIT T T AT F Tael § 319 Ied¥ qgl & G739

e gt 3o gT Iwra FatEa s oWy o9 e A 6 RO ARgar #7 AR gRm e,
feramers wear 5 T 3ea¥ yerft % foeg e srar 2

faames 9=1T 6: FT et < whafRtaea sfaffaw, 1951 fi gy 77 30T 78 F A1y wisq g 10F *
TN at= R g AfEa g #1 9rit 82

s At sveds ff TEF I TR F2d 31 AE-Hear wivad w=e afd=m o arr e off sereff aqt
F fAfera =7 & 92 Squrd w1 TATET 7 F AN A T wY g g AR waerar, svreff £ soptear
T AU o § 947 g % aoTu UuH Aeref g ST MU 98 96 U 9999 F 99 § ATAERET I9TE 6
for g1 AT 81 98 UF gy Rufd § 7 Aaerar o of<h % Y899 ¥ ofuq U STd g 3T 9
am=e s i1 =ae, Forer s aeEsft Mar=dr F @9 & o qfas Seeer &7 saaefea w21 8
fafar =1 srE=or FeA AT SR ATt A A T IewEd F:A i Afawar # g w1 F T=gw
SR ZTeT |oe A1 reg fremtenTei & foro Ratta g & fore v v 721 gar faar s =nfzm)

T, ATANT T T ra=1a 9q 8 i ag ag Afafaetta w7ar g & yerff «f oy Fer & oo+ shafafea

st 1951 & T 10%F & Fefiq Rfga =iua T f&Ar SWT1 A1feu) JEga, Fa=e T vagrr
g A9 FHAT g T o wey e #r oty gy smfem df & Fat=w =27 % s o arfas 599 | s
T2 3T Ut sraerar & foro 3w ute A siifeer A e Fwer 9 g9 % w0 I | it iee
srtafaaw, 1951 FF 4T 77 ST 78 * ATy Gied o7 10 F AT TH AT AT 0 F S Fut oy
feefEa =ntua o strar g

CUEIRIRER) ¢=fr 7. . St
fRat=e s weg fat=e
T ;e faoet

fesier : 27.09.2017
[/, 76/mAT@E-71.9./10/2010/£20H]

T, . ST, §&F A= s

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
ORDER
New Delhi, the 27th September, 2017

In re: Account of election expenses of Mr. Madhu Koda, returned candidate from 10-Singhbhum Parliamentary
Constituency, Jharkhand at the General Election to the Lok Sabha, 2009-Scrutiny of account under
Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951.

O.N. 63.—This case arises out of the news report published in Economic Times on 27" Sep
2010 against Shri Madhu Koda regarding huge expenses having been incurred by him in General Election to the Lok
Sabha in 2009. A report dated 5t August 2010 was also submitted by District Election Officer, Chaibasa, Jharkhand in
which it was stated that Shri Madhu Koda, the returned candidate from 10-Singhbhum Parliamentary Constituency,
Jharkhand at the General Election to the Lok Sabha, 2009, had not submitted the account of his election expenses in the
manner required by law under Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. The case also relates to an
investigation by the Income Tax Department against Shri Madhu Koda in which, a huge election campaign expense was
revealed to have been incurred by him, which was beyond the permissible limit under the law. This order of the Election
Commission hereby decides the question, as to whether Shri Madhu Koda (hereafter, Respondent) is subject to
disqualification under Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, for not lodging the account of his
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election expenses in the manner provided under Section 77 and Section 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951
(hereafter, “RP Act, 1951”") and Rules 86-89 of the Conduct of Elections Rules, 1961 (hereafter, “CER, 19617).

FACTUAL MATRIX

1. The Respondent was declared elected on 16™ May 2009 from 10-Singhbhum Parliamentary Constituency,
Jharkhand in the general election to the Lok Sabha in 2009. A report was submitted by District Election
Officer,Chaibasa, Jharkhand (hereafter, “DEQ”) before the Election Commission of India (hereafter, “the
Commission”) under Rule 89 (1) of the CER, 1961 on 14™ July 2009 stating that the Respondent submitted his
account of election expenses with the DEO on 1% June 2009 i.e. within the time prescribed under law and had
submitted both Register and the Vouchers. The Respondent had submitted a total expenditure of Rs. 18, 92,353, as
stated in the report. Thereafter, a letter was sent by the Commission to the DEO on 4" June 2010, stating that the
report dated 14" July 2009, sent to the Commission was not in the prescribed format and it should be properly
filed.Pursuant to letter, dated 4™ June 2010, a report was re-submitted by the DEO on 5t August 2010 under Rule
89, of CER, 1961 stating as follows:

(1) Respondent submitted his account of election expenses with the DEO on 01.06.2009 (within time).

(i)  Respondent submitted the account within time but not in the manner provided in the R. P Act 1951 and
CER, 1961.

(iii)  Total expenditure incurred according to Respondent is Rs.18, 92,353.
(iv)  The Respondent has not submitted any supporting voucher against which the expenditure was incurred.

2. A news report was published in Economic Times on 27" Sep. 2010 against the Respondent in which the following
was mentioned:

@) An investigation by Income Tax Department (hereafter, ‘IT Department’) has revealed that the Respondent
has filed a false declaration with the DEO stating an expenditure figure of Rs. 18.92 lakhs while he has spent
Rs. 9.32 crores on his election campaign in general election to the Lok Sabha in 2009.

(i) IT officials further stated that the information revealed by six media houses shows that the advertisement
expenditure alone stood at Rs. 28 lakhs as against Rs. 2.24 lakhs as shown by Respondent.

3. The Commission decided to take action in the matter on the basis of the news report and subsequently, a letter dated
29t Sep 2010, was sent by the Commission to the Chairman of Central Board of Direct Taxes (hereafter, CBDT"),
along with the copy of the news report. A request was made to the CBDT therein to submit a report, along with the
gathered evidence, for further action in the matter to be taken by the Commission.

4. Pursuant to the report of DEO dated 5t August 2010, the Commission issued a show cause notice to the
Respondent under Rule 89 (5) of CER, 1961, which stated as follows:

“Whereas, after considering the report of the District Election officer, West Singhbhum, Chaibasa, Jharkhand,
the Election Commission has noted that Shri MadhuKoda, contesting candidate in the General Election to the
House of the People, 2009, from 10-Singhbhum(ST) Parliamentary Constituency of Jharkhand has failed to
lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by law, because of the following reasons:-

(i) Supporting vouchers against which the Expenditure incurred have not been submitted.

Now, therefore, under sub-rule (5) of rule 89 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, the Election Commission
herby gives notice to Shri Madhu Koda to show-cause why he should not be disqualified for his failure to lodge
a proper account. His representations, in writing, giving detailed reasons for the default, should reach the
office of the Commission within 20 days from the date of receipt of this notice. He should at the same time,
forward to the above said District Election Officer, West Singhbhum, Chaibasa, Jharkhand a copy of his
representation and rectify the said defects in his accounts. In case, he fails to do so within the time stipulated
above, he will be liable without any further reference to him in the matter, to be disqualified under Section 10A
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, for being chosen as and for being, a member of either House of
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of State for a period of three years from the
date of the order of the Commission declaring him to be so disqualified.

(Extracts of Section 10A, 77 and 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and of Rules 86 and 89 of the
Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 are enclosed.)

Given under the seal of the Election Commission of India on the day of 7" October, 2010.”

5. Thereafter, another report dated 8" Oct 2010 was submitted before the Commission by DEO stating that the
Respondent submitted the account within time and in the manner provided in the R.P Act, 1951 and CER, 1961.

6. Subsequently, on 8" Oct 2010, CBDT also forwarded a copy of the report furnished by Director General of Income
Tax (Inv.) Patna in the Respondent’s case in respect of election expenses allegedly incurred beyond the permissible
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limits laid down in the R.P Act, 1951 to the Commission. The report alleged the total expenditure incurred by the
Respondent on electronic and print media as Rs. 28, 01,729. It was stated in the report that during post-search
investigation, the letters were written by the CBDT to different newspapers and channels like ‘Uditvani’
(Jamshedpur), ‘Dainik Jagaran’ (Chaibasa & Jamshedpur), ‘Hindustan’ (Jamshedpur), ‘Prabhat Khabar’
(Jamshedpur), ‘Sahara India TV Network’ (Ranchi), and ‘ETV News’ (Ranchi), asking for the promotional
articles/advertorials published in the newspapers and telecast advertisements programmes shown on the channels for
the Respondent during the General Election, 2009. These media agencies have submitted the details of expenditure,
bill amounts along with bill nos., dates of advertisements, rates of advertisements and amount received for the
advertisements alongwith photocopies of the alleged newspaper advertisement/articles that had been published
relating to the Respondent herein.

LIST OF ALLEGED ADVERTISEMENTS/NEWSPAPER ARTICLES:

S.
No.

NEWSPAPER

DATE

HEADLINE

1.

Prabhat Khabar

09/04/2009

“Singhbhum sansadeeya nirvachan kshetra se yuva, karmath evam
suyogya umeedvaar Shri Madhu Koda ko kenchi chhap mein button
dabakar bhari maton se vijayee banayiye”

Prabhat Khabar

22/04/2009

“Singhbhum hua kenchimay, koda ko jitaane ke liye prakhandon mein
nikla motorcycle julus”

bt

Prabhat Khabar

21/04/2009

“Har hath ko kaam, har ghar ho khushhaal: Madhu Koda”

Prabhat Khabar

18/04/2009

“Singhbhum mein Madhu Koda ki kenchi ko dhaar dene maidaan mein
utari joba manjhi”

Prabhat Khabar

08/04/2009

“Kolhan ko chaiye Madhu Koda ki tarah yuva aur sashakt netratva”

“Mukhyamantri bante hi kolhan ki asha ke anurup Madhu ne kaam kiya”

“Lok Sabha chunav jeetunga, samarthan UPA ko: Madhu Koda”

NEWSPAPER

DATE

HEADLINE

Udit Vani

09/04/2009

“Singhbhum sansadeeya kshetra se yuva, karmath evam suyogya umeedvaar
bhai Madhu Koda ko kenchi chhap mein button dabakar bhari maton se
vijayee banavein”

Udit Vani

NA

Apni uplabhdhiyon ke bal par vote maang rahe Koda’’

b

Udit Vani

19/04/2009

“Kolhanvasiyon ka sapna pura kiya Madhu Koda ne”*

Udit Vani

20/04/2009

“Vikas purush aur jannayak ka sangam”

“Singhbhum ke sabhi ilako ke vikas ki buniyaad daali”

Yuvaon evam mahilaon ke role model hain Madhu Koda”

“Har rang me aasaani se dhal jaate hain Koda”

“Yuvaon ke liye Koda ne utara yuva express”

“Turoop ka patta hain Madhu Koda”

“Mahilaon ko sammohit kar rahi hain Geeta Koda”

Udit Vani

22/04/2009

“Mere mukaable me koi nahi: Madhu Koda”

“Koda ke samarthan me mahilaon ne kiya road show”

Udit Vani

22/04/2009

“Vikas ke khet me Koda ke liye ugegi vote ki fasal”

“Kolhanvasiyon ki ummeed par khare utre Koda”

“Singhbhum ka har kshetra vikas path par agrasar hua”

Aayina bata raha Singhbhum ke vikas ki kahani

Udit Vani

22/04/2009

“Koda ke prachar ko mila zabardast response”

“Yuvaon ke liye Koda ne utara yuva express”

“Charon oor Koda ki kainchi ki hi dhum”

“Akhada Samiti va royal club ka Madhu Koda ko samarthan”

Udit Vani

22/04/2009

“Samarthan ki nadiyon se sagar bana Janaadhar”

“Parshadon ne kiya Kodak a Samarthan”

Udit Vani

23/04/2009

“Bhari Maton se Jeet ke prati Ashwasth hain purv Mukhyamantri Madhu

Koda”

“Madhu Koda ke Samarthan me Jansampark Abhiyaan Chalaya”
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S. NEWSPAPER DATE HEADLINE
No.
1. Hindustan 21/04/2009 “Janta ka Pratyashi hun, Mukaable me koi nahi: Koda”
“Kharkai pul ke liye adityapur me koda ko mil raha samarthan”
“Koda ki prashasnik kshamta aur ichhashakti ke kayal hain sukhdev”
“Madhu Koda ke jeetne ke baad bahegi vikas ki ganga: purendra”
“Nirdaliya pratyashi purv mukhyamantri Madhu Kodak e samarthan
me unki patni shrimati Geeta Koda ne bhi maidan sambhal liya hai”
2. Hindustan 06/04/2009 “Chunavi dangal me utri deviyan, Meera ne Arjun, Aabha ne
Shailendra aur Geeta ne Madhu Koda ke liye maange vote”
3. Hindustan NA “Koda ke paksh mein chal rahi leher: Geeta”
4. Hindustan Times NA “Cast your valuable vote in favour of Madhu Koda, the young,
(English) dedicated and most suitable candidate from Singhbhum
Parliamentary seat by pressing the button against the symbol of
‘scissor’ on the EVM.”
5. Hindustan NA “Uplabdhiyon ke bal par janta ke beech vote maang rahe hain
Koda”
6. Hindustan 16/04/2009 “Tez hoti ja rahi hai Koda ki kenchi ki dhaar”
S. NEWSPAPER DATE HEADLINE

No.

1. Dainik Jagran 31/03/2009 “Singhbhum se madhu koda ne bhara namzadgi ka parcha”

2. Dainik Jagran 01/04/2009 “kisi ki aalochana theek nahi, vikas humara sankalp hai: Koda”

3. Dainik Jagran 02/04/2009 “Saraikela vis par sabhi ki nazar, Koda ki pakad majboot”

4. Dainik Jagran 03/04/2009 “Kodak a dawa- mahilaon v yuvaon ka role model hun”

5. Dainik Jagran 03/04/2009 “Kodak a dawa- mahilaon v yuvaon ka role model hun”

6. Dainik Jagran 04/04/2009 “Koda ko samarthan ki hod”

7. Dainik Jagran 05/04/2009 “Geeta ke daure se Kodak e samarthan me Singhbhum me uthne lagi
leher”

Dainik Jagran 06/04/2009 “Gavon me umad raha Kodak e samarthan me hujum”
. Dainik Jagran 07/04/2009 “Mauka dijiye bahayenge vikas ki ganga: Madhu Koda”

10. | Dainik Jagran 08/04/2009 “Dilli bhejein, sarpat daudayenge vikas ki gaadi: Madhu Koda”

11. | Dainik Jagran 08/04/2009 “Jeetne par pehla agenda hoga mahila swavlamban: Geeta”

12. Dainik Jagran 09/04/2009 “Singhbhum Sansadeeya kshetra se yuva, karmath evam suyogya
umeedvaar bhai Madhu Koda ko Kenchi Chhap par button dabakar
bhaari maton se vijayee banavein.”

13. Dainik Jagran 09/04/2009 “janta ki ichha par hoga Singhbhum ka vikas: Koda”

14. Dainik Jagran 10/04/2009 “Kshetra ki tasveer badalne ke liye dein vote: Koda”

15. | Dainik Jagran 11/04/2009 “Kshetra ki behtari ko lad raha hu nirdaliya: Koda
“vikas ke liye dein Madhu Koda ko vote: Koda”

16. | Dainik Jagran 12/04/2009 “Sansad pahuchain vikas ka sapna hoga pura: Koda”

“Koda ke samarthan me aaye kuch Bhajpa evam Congresi”

17. Dainik Jagran 13/04/2009 “kathni aur karni mein nahi milega antar: Koda”

“ghar ghar ki zarurat hai kainchi: Geeta Koda”
18. Dainik Jagran 14/04/2009 “Mauka mila toh kshetra ko modern banaonga”
“Koda samarthak seekh rahe chunaav prabandhan”

19. | Dainik Jagran 15/04/2009 “Jeet ka antar badhane mein jutey Koda samarthak”
“Chunaav fatah ko Koda samarthako ne kiya manthyan”

20. | Dainik Jagran 16/04/2009 “Koda ne kiya Manoharpur prakhand ka daura”
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“Koda ke jeetne par hi hoga Singhbhum ka vikaas”

21. Dainik Jagran 17/04/2009 “Madhu Kodak a prachaar karne pahunchi Kolkata ki event team”
“MLA fir CM ab MP bhi banaiye: Madhu Koda”

22. | Dainik Jagran 18/04/2009 “Koda ne EVM dikha maange vote”

23. | Dainik Jagran 19/04/2009 “Joba Manjhi v Geeta Koda ne ek saath maange Madhu ke liye vote”

24. Dainik Jagran 20/04/2009 “Geeta ne Novamundi v Badajaamda mein ghar-ghar maange vote”

“Road show kar Koda ne kiya shakti pradarshan”
‘Madhu Koda yuja express’ne Adityapur-Gamhariya mein machai
dhum

25. | Dainik Jagran 21/04/2009 “Mauka diya toh badal denge tasveer: Madhu Koda”

“Singhbhum ke kayakalp ke liye Madhu Koda ko jitayein: Geeta”
“Prachaar v jansampark ke maamle mein Koda bhari”
“Samarthan mein mahilaon ne nikali rally”
“Samarthakon ke prayaas se badalne lagi Majhgaon ki fiza”
“Raajad Jiladhyaksh ne chalaya Kodak e paksh mein abhiyaan”
‘Madhu Koda yuva express’ ne Saraikela mein machayi dhoom
26. Dainik Jagran 22/04/2009 “Koda hi kar sakte hain Singhbhum ka vikaas: Purti”
“Loo par bhi bhari rahi Koda ki rally”
“Geeta Koda ne Jagannathpur mein ghar-ghar di dastak”
27. | Dainik Jagran 23/04/2009 “Afwahon se rahein saavdhan, main UPA mein hun aur rahunga:
Madhu Koda”
“Singhbhum ko bohot diya Koda ne: Ajay Jha”

28. | Dainik Jagran 23/04/2009 “Koda ka dawa: Seedhi ladai mujhse”

7. In pursuance of the report of CBDT, a letter dated 19™ October 2010 was sent by the Commission to DEO,
Chaibasa, Jharkhand, with a direction to forward scanned copies of all vouchers with respect to the Respondent.
Also, another letter dated 19" October 2010, was sent by the Commission to the Director of IT (inv.), Patna,
directing him to forward scanned copies of the evidence found by IT Dept. withrespect to the Respondent.

8. Pursuant to show cause notice, dated 7" Oct 2010, the Respondent filed a reply dated 23" Oct 2010, stating as
follows:

@) Account of election expenses was filed duly within time and in manner provided under the law on 1* June,
2009, which is evident from DEQ’s report dated 14™ July 2009.

(i)  In first week of October, 2010, the DEO informed the Respondent’s office that the supporting vouchers had
not been submitted and the same should be submitted by him.

(iii)  The Respondent traced the vouchers in the election expenditure cell which had been misplaced by the
DEO’s office and the same were provided to the DEO’s office on 8" Oct 2010.

(iv)  DEO’s report dated 8" October 2010, to the Commission stated that the account filed by Respondent is in
manner as required by law.

9. In pursuance of the reply to the show cause notice, sent by the Respondent, the Commission again, sent a notice

dated 22" Jan 2011 to the Respondent under Rule 89 (5), the CER, 1961 which stated as follows:

“I am directed to refer to Commission’s notice No. 76/JHAR-HP/10/2010 dated 7" October 2010 and the reply
dated 23" October 2010 received from you.

The Commission is in further receipt of a report from the Income Tax Department mentioning the details of your
election expenses pertaining to Lok Sabha Election 2009. A copy of the summary by the findings of the Income Tax
Department is enclosed as per the Annexure ‘A ‘and Annexure ‘B’. From the said report of the Income Tax
Department, it prima facie transpires that the account of election expenses filed by you under Section 78 of the
Representation of the People Act, 1951 is not the correct account of the election expenses as required to be
maintained under Section 77(1) of the said Act. You may inspect the relevant documents in the Commission’s
Secretariat on any working day if you so desire.




284

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 28, 2017/KARTIKA 6, 1939 [PART II—SEC. 3(iii)]

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

You are hereby called upon to show-cause why you should not be disqualified under Section 10A of the
Representation of the People Act, 1951, for your failure to maintain and lodge the accounts of election expenses in
the manner required by law.

Your reply in this matter should reach the Commission within 20 days from the date of receipt of this letter. In the
event of failure to do so within the stipulated period, it will be presumed that you have no good reason or
Jjustification for the said failure and you will be liable to be disqualified under Section 10A of the Representation of
the People Act, 1951.”

In response to the above notice, letters dated 14™ Feb 2011 and 23™ Feb 2011 were sent by the Respondent before
the Commission seeking extension of time to file a reply citing ill health, and a time period of 4 months was
requested by the Respondent to file the reply to the show cause notice vide his second letter. The Commission sent a
letter dated 3" March 2011 to the Respondent granting him further 20 days’ time to file the reply. Also, in regard to
his request of time for 4 months, citing ill health, a certificate was sought from a medical authority in support of his
request within a week. Thereafter, a medical certificate was submitted by the Respondent on 15" March 2011 and
further, vide Commission’s letter dated 5™ April 2011, the Respondent was granted 20 days’ further time to file the
reply to the show cause notice.

The Commission, as stated in the notice of 22™ Jan 2011, had granted the Respondent an opportunity to inspect the
documents. The Counsel for the Respondent, Mr. Himanshu Shekharcarried out the inspection of documents and
subsequently on the same day, vide his letter dated on 30" May, 2011, he submitted before the Commission that the
documents relied upon in notice dated 22" Jan 2011, had been supplied to him. In view of the inspection of the
documents by the Counsel for the Respondent, the Commission vide its letter dated 6" June 2011 granted a further
extension of 20 days to the Respondent to file his written submission from the date of receipt of this letter.

Parallel to the above events, a letter dated 11™ March 2011 was sent by the Commission to DEO reminding him to
submit acknowledgment receipt of the notice issued to the candidate under Rule 89 of CER, 1961, along with
supplementary report stating whether the account lodged was true account incurred by candidate. It was further
reminded in the letter that the supporting vouchers submitted by Respondent have to be submitted before the
Commission. After a reminder dated 27" April 2011 in regard to the information sought in this letter, a reply dated
18" June 2011 was received from DEO stating as follows:

@) In the DEO’s report, dated 14" July 2009, it was wrongly stated that Respondent had submitted the
supporting vouchers.

(ii)  In DEO’s report, dated 8" Oct 2010, it is stated that supporting vouchers were submitted by Mr. Ankur
Kumar Chaudhary, election agent of Respondent on 8™ Oct 2010.

A letter dated 20" June 2011 was received from the Respondent’s Counsel, Mr. Himanshu Shekhar stating that the
copies of documents replied upon by the Commission were received on 14™ June 2011 and thus, 3 months’
extension is needed to go through the voluminous files. Also, vide his letter dated 29™ June 2011, a copy of report of
the DEO dated 18" June 2011 was requested to be furnished to him. Later, on 5 July 2011, the Commission
granted a final opportunity to the Respondent for one week to file the reply to the show cause notice dated 22" Jan,
2011.

In the meanwhile, a Writ Petition N0.4662/2011 (Madu Koda vs. Election Commission of India) was filed by the
Respondent before the High Court of Delhi, praying to quash the notices issued by the Commission to the
Respondent dated 7™ Oct 2010 and 22™ Jan 2011 and to declare the said notices to be ultra vires and without any
authority of law. The petition further challenged the jurisdiction of the Commission to decide an issue regarding
excessive expenditure in violation of Section 77 (3) and for an action under Section 10A of the Representation of
the People Act, 1951. The petition also challenged the constitutionality of Section 10A of the Representation of the
People Act, 1951 vis-a-vis the returned candidates. The fate of the petition resulted in dismissal before the Delhi
High Court on 30" Sept 2011.

Thereafter, a letter dated 7" Oct 2011 was sent by the Commission to Respondent directing him to appear before the
Commission on 21* Oct 2011 and file a written submission, if any, by 17" Oct 2011. Pursuant to letter dated 7
Oct. 2011, a letter dated 13" Oct 2011 was sent by the Counsel for the Respondent, Mr. Himanshu Shekhar to the
Commission requesting a grant of time till end of November, 2011 as the Respondent was filing a Special Leave
Petition (hereafter, ‘SLP’) against the order of the Delhi High Court dated 30" Sept 2011. Thereafter, the
Commission vide its letter dated 18" Oct 2011, directed the Respondent to appear before the Commission on
21" Oct 2011 as there was no stay in the order of the High Court dated 30™ Sept 2011. Subsequently, a letter dated
20™ Oct 2011 was sent by the Superintendent of the Birsa Munda Central jail, Ranchi to the Commission
forwarding Respondent’s request to postpone the hearing and issue directions to the jail authorities to bring him to
Delhi for his appearance before the Commission, as he was there confined to that jail. On 24™ Oct 2011, the
Respondent’s Counsel Mr. Himanshu Shekhar requested the Commission to provide him the certified copies of the
documents relied upon by the Commission and according to his request, the Commission replied to him vide its
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

letter dated 8" Nov 2011. In view of these events, the Commission issued letter dated 27" Oct 2011 to the
Respondent postponing the hearing to 18" Nov 2011 and directed the Respondent to file his written submission by
15" Nov 2011. But, the Commission had to postpone the hearing for its pre-occupation with some urgent election
work and intimated the postponement of the hearing to the Respondent vide its letter dated 15" Nov 2011.
Thereafter, the Commission sent a letter dated 8" May 2012 to the Respondent, fixing the date of hearing on 1* June
2012 and asked him to file his written submission by 20" May 2012, if any.

In the meanwhile, the Supreme Court stayed the proceedings before the Commission on 9™ May 2012, in the SLP
No. 14209/2012, filed by the Respondent challenging the order of the Delhi High Court dated 30" Sept 2011 in Writ
Petition N0.4662/2011 (Madu Koda vs. Election Commission of India). Thereupon, the Commission issued a letter
dated 29™ May 2012 to the Respondent, postponing the date of hearing.Subsequently, the Supreme Courtlisted the
matter to be heard on 22" Oct 2013.

Thereafter on 11" Oct 2013, a letter was sent by the Commission to the Director, Central Bureau of Investigation
(hereafter, ‘CBI’), requesting for a copy of the charge sheet filed against the Respondent in the disproportionate
assets case in order to bring a plea before the Supreme Court of India regarding the suppression and underestimation
of the election expenditure by the Respondent. CBI forwarded a copy of charge-sheet to the Commission vide its
letter dated 22™ Oct 2013. The charge-sheet states that Mr. MadhuKoda has incurred election expenditure to the
tune of Rs. 7, 38, 87,690 for the general elections to the Lok Sabha, 2009. Subsequently, the Supreme Court, on
5 May 2014,held in Ashok Shankarrao Chavan v. Madhavrao Kinhalkar&Ors.,(2014) 7 SCC 99 that:

“103...Election Commission does possess the requisite powers under Section 10A to hold the necessary
enquiry to ascertain the fact about the compliance of the statutory requirements in the matter of submission of
accounts of the election expenses, i.e. the true, correct and bona fide expenses and that such expenses were
within the prescribed limit of the Act.”

Consequently, the SLP filed to the Respondent was also dismissed by the Supreme Court on 5™ May 2014.

After the Supreme Court’s decision granting the power to the Commission to enquire and decide the matters
regarding the submission of the true account of the election expenses, the Commission, its letter dated ot July 2014,
intimated the Respondent to file the reply to the show cause notice by 18" July 2014 and fixed the next date of
hearing on 24™ July 2014. The Respondent filed its reply dated 18" July 2014 to the show cause notice stating as
follows:

@) Preliminary objection: The Respondent submits that the Commission has initiated the present proceedings
against him on merely a bunch of papers sent by the Income Tax Department and there was no formal
complaint filed by any complainant before the Commission. The documents are not filed on affidavit before
the Commission. On this ground the proceedings must be dropped.

(ii) In the absence of a proper detailed petition showing the relevancy of the documents in the annexures, it is
difficult for the Respondent to frame a specific reply on every piece of paper. He is unaware of most of the
documents and he finds most of them as vague and not in connection to him. The annexures include the third
party statements taken by the IT department forcibly, that are needed to be cross examined by the
Respondent and he needs an opportunity for the same.

(iii)  The money receipts submitted by the news agencies are not clear as to which news item/article/documentary
was published, whether they were paid, by whom they were paid and whether the alleged payment was made
with approval of the Respondent or not.

(iv)  The returning officer had not found any discrepancy in the account of election expenditure filed by the
Respondent.

(v) Hehas also sought an opportunity to cross examine the statements and documents and leading evidence.

The Commission further conducted its hearings on 24" July 2014, 11" Aug 2014, 29" Aug 2014, 16™ Sept 2014,
16" Dec 2014, 5" Feb 2015, 08" July 2015, 06™ Aug 2015, 7™ Sept 2015, 14" Oct 2015, 18" Jan 2016, 1% Feb.
2016, 13™ April 2016, 11" July 2016, 9" Aug 2016, 31* Aug 2016, 26" Oct 2016, 21* Nov 2016, 26" March 2017,
5™ April 2017, 24™ April 2017, 15" May 2017, 16™ May 2017, 31* July 2017 and 25™ Aug 2017.

After the hearing on 29" Aug 2014, the Commission had framed its issues in the matter and the same were
forwarded to the Respondent vide letter dated ot Sept 2014. The issues framed by the Commission are as follows:

@) Whether the articles/news items/ advertisements/ advertorials/ spot ads and T.V coverage/ advertisements in
newspapers and electronic media as per Annexure A were published/ telecast during the election process for
promoting the prospects or procuring the election of the Respondent?

(ii) Whether the expenditure in publication/telecast of all or any such item(s) as mentioned in issue no. 1 above
was incurred/authorised by the Respondent or his election agent or by any person with implied consent or
knowledge of the Respondent or his election agent?
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(iii)

@iv)

v)

(vi)

Whether the expenditure on publication or telecast of such item(s) as mentioned in issue no. 2 was included
in the accounts of election expenses of the Respondent?

Whether the Respondent has failed to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by or
under the law, by not including such election expenditure?

Whether the Respondent had any good reason or justification for the said failure to lodge his account of
election expenses in the manner required by or under the law.

Whether the Respondent is liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission under Section 10A read
with Section 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951?

21. The Commission appointed Shri Pankaj Chopra, Advocate, as the Presenting Officer in this case. On his request, the
Commission summoned the following persons (PWs’, hereafter) as its witnesses:

@

(i)

(iii)
(iv)
)

(vi)
(vii)

(viii)

Mr. Sunil Kumar (PW-1), DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner (from 26™May 2008 to 7" May 2010) of West
Singhbhum during the elections in 2009.

Mr. K. Srinivasan (PW-2), DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner(from 7t May 2010 to 27" April 2013) of West
Singhbhum.

Shri Anup Kumar Sarkar, Manager (PW-3), Neutral Publishing House Ltd., Jharkhand
Shri Prabhakar Nath Tiwari, Manager (PW-4), Hindustan Media Venture Ltd. Patna
Shri Praveen Kumar, Manager (PW-5), Jagaran Prakashan, Ltd., Jamshedpur.

Shri Udit Agrawal, Manager (PW-6), Uditvani, Jamshedpur

Shri Rajnish, Manager (PW-7), Sahara India, TV Network, Kolkata

The Manager, M/s Ushodaya Enterprises Pvt Ltd. (TV Division), Patna

22. The Respondent produced the list of following witnesses:
(i) Mr. Vikas Kumar Sinha (RW-1), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand
(i) Mr. Rajiv Nayanam (RW-2), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand
(iii) Mr. Vinod Kumar Sinha (RW-3), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand
(iv) Mr. Ankur Roy Choudhary (RW-4), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand
(v) Mr. Pramod Kumar(RW-5), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand
(vi) Respondent himself as (RW-6).

The evidence of the above witnesses on both sides was recorded from 05" February 2015 to 16™ May 2017. They
were cross examined at length by the Counsels on both sides.

EVIDENCE OF WITNESSES:

23. Contentions made by the witnesses on behalf of the Commission:

i

ii.

iii.

PW-1 i.e. Mr. Sunil Kumar, DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner,stated that he was posted as DEO-cum-
Deputy Commissioner in West Singhbhum from 26" May 2008 to 70 May 2010. He stated that in the report
dated 5" Aug 2010, submitted before the Commission by the then Deputy Commissioner, it was mentioned
that the Respondent filed the account of election expenditure without supporting vouchers. Thereafter, in the
report dated 8" Oct 2010, submitted before the Commission by the then Deputy Commissioner, it was made
clear that the aforementioned missing vouchers have been subsequently lodged by the Respondent. Further,
on the question of observing or receiving any report of irregularity, he mentioned that he was not sure of
receiving any such report against the Respondent.

PW-2i.e. Mr. K. Srinivasan, DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner, confirmed the statements of PW-1 by
replying that the report dated 5t Aug 2010 was sent by him before the Commission, wherein it was
mentioned that the Respondent filed the account of election expenditure without supporting vouchers. Later,
he had sent another report dated 8" Oct 2010 before the Commission, wherein it was mentioned that the
missing vouchers have been subsequently lodged by the Respondent. On the question of discrepancy in the
total expenses shown to have been incurred by the Respondent i.e. Rs. 18,92,353/-, he stated that he cannot
answer the same as he was not posted as District Magistrate in West Singhbhum during the relevant time
period.

PW-3 i.e. Shri Anup Kumar Sarkar, was asked question regarding production of original bills/receipts issued
by Mr. Pramod Kumar (the person who booked the advertisements for Prabhat Khabar)on behalf of the
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iv.

vi.

vii.

newspaper( Prabhat Khabar) to the Respondent, to which he has stated that Mr. Pramod Kumar never issued
receipts to the parties. He only received the money and forwarded it to the Publishing House. Hewas also
asked as to whether the publications dated 8" April 2009 and 9™ April 2009 were done on the basis of verbal
instructions of Mr. Pramod Kumar to which he replied that both advertisements were published against
Release Orders from the party end, forwarded by Mr. Pramod Kumar and payment for the same was made
through Demand Draft dated 16th April, 2009. Further, he has also accepted that publications were normally
done only when Release Order with contents had been submitted by the party.

PW-4 i.e. Shri Prabhakar Nath Tiwari, A.G.M. (Finance) of M/s. Hindustan Media Venture Ltd. denied the
suggestion by the Counsel of Respondent that the copies of Release Orders brought by him were fabricated.
On the question of discrepancy in the date of one of the receipt dated 5t April 2009, he attributed it to be a
mere clerical mistake because of a wrong setting on the fax machine. Further explaining the difference
between an advertorial and a news report, he stated that advertorials had ‘HT media marketing initiative’
written under them. He also denied any pressure from the Income Tax authorities for preparation of the
documents.

PW-5, i.e. Shri Praveen Kumar, A.G.M. of M/s Jagaran Prakashan Ltd. confirmed by stating that the
newspaper records of the Respondent had been submitted as a reply to the information asked for by the
Income Tax authorities in 2010. He further statedthat certain newspaper cuttings that had been filed did not
contain the word ‘advertorial’ but bills had been generated and paid for them, hence they were considered as
advertisements. He further replied that a credit note has been given with every original bill. He admitted that
payments by cash were received of Rs. 5, 00,0000n 30" March 2009; Rs.2, 00,000 on gt April 2009; Rs. 1,
45,600/- on gt April 2009; Rs. 2, 00,000 on 140 April 2009; Rs. 1, 00,000 on 18th April 2009 and Rs. 2,
50,000/- on 22™ April 2009. He also stated that the payments were received prior to the publication or on the
same day except in one publication where the bill was generated on 8" April 2009 and the payment was
received on 9™ April 2009.

PW-6 i.e. Shri Udit Agrawal, Manager of Uditvani has submitted that publication of advertorial is not done
unless prior payment has been taken, in case an unknown person was giving the order. Hedenied that the
advertisement bills submitted by him were false and fabricated. He also expressly denied the suggestion of
Counsel for Respondent that the documents were forged and placed in front of the Income Tax authorities at
the behest of rival party members of the Respondent or that the Respondent had been falsely implicated. He
also negated the suggestion that no advertorials were directed to be published by the Respondent and that the
alleged advertorials were bogus and published without the knowledge/consent of the Respondent without
any written communication between them.

PW-7 i.e. Shri Rajnish, Bureau In-charge of Sahara T.V. stated that the in all the documents produced by
him on record i.e. (a) the letter dated 30" April 2009 which is addressed to the Respondent as “M. Koda”,
(b) invoice dated 30™ April 2009 in the name of “M. Koda” for a total sum of Rs. 5,00,000/-(c) ledger
account for the period 01% April 2009 to 31* March 2010 showing debit of the aforementioned amount of
Rs. 5,00,000, d) receipt dated 1" May 2009 confirming receipt of amount from “M. Koda”; herein, “M.
Koda” refers to the Respondent. PW-7 has denied that the documents are false and fabricated and had been
prepared at the instance of Income Tax authorities to falsely implicate the Respondent.

24. Averments made by the Respondent himself and the witnesses on behalf of the Respondent:

i.

ii.

iii.

RW-1, i.e. Mr. Vikas Kumar Sinha, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand stated that he is a businessmen by
profession and he is brother of Mr. Vinod Kumar (RW-3). He denies the allegation of having paid
Rs. 2,00,000/- on behalf of the Respondent to Danik Jagran for publishing advertorial on 9th April 2009 in
his favour. He replied that he never had any financial dealings with the Respondent, neither in past nor in the
present.

RW-2, i.e.Mr. Rajiv Nayanam, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand replied that he was the authorised counter
for Hindustan Times Venture Ltd. at Chaibasa. He stated that he used to collect advertisement materials
from the interested parties and issue bills in lieu of the payment received and sent carbon copies to the head
in Jamshedpur office. He accepted receiving payments from one Ankur Kumar Chaudhary, election agent of
the Respondent for publication of advertorials during the period of March, 2009 to May, 2009. He confirms
that he had issued the vouchers (No. 59, 61 in Vol I and No. 218, 219, 220, 221, 222 in Vol II) to the
Respondent and the vouchers bear his signatures.

RW-3, i.e. Mr. Vinod Kumar Sinha, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand submitted that he is a businessman by
profession, he was active in student politics and he met the Respondent in 1989-1996 and thereafter he met
him a few times only. He mentioned that the political rivals have been campaigning against the Respondent
in conspiracy with mines mafia and dragged his name because the Respondent did not succumb to the
pressure of mines mafia during his Chief Minister-ship. He vehemently, claimed that he never had any
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iv.

vi.

financial dealing with the Respondent.He denies the allegation that he had paid Rs. 5, 00,000/- to Danik
Jagran in the election campaign of 2009 on behalf of the Respondent.

RW-4, Mr. Ankur Roy Choudhary, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhanddeposed that he was appointed by the
Respondent as his authorized representative (election agent) during Parliamentary Elections of 2009.His
work pertained to dealing with advertisements published in electronic and print media. He admitted to
writing accounts in a register provided for by the Returning Officer for maintaining day to day account of
expenses made during the election campaign. He stated that the Respondent had refused to succumb to the
mines mafia lobby and hence a systematic campaign was started by rival political groups and mines mafia of
which the Respondent became a victim. He admitted that he had paid Rs. 74,992 to Prabhat Khabar through
Mr. Pramod Kumar,Rs. 115000/- to Hindustan Media Venture Ltd. through Mr. Rajeev Nayanam, Rs.
45000/- to authorized agent of Danik Jagaran and Rs. 45000/- to authorized agent of Danik Jagran. He stated
that all other bills submitted by the newspaper agencies are false and fabricated. He also mentioned that no
documents have been filed by them confirming their authorisation. He contended that the release orders
submitted by Prabhat Khabar were not approved by him. He also denies any negotiation with Sahara TV
network. He contended that he used to receive the material from the media company and it was published
after our approval.

RW-5, i.e. Mr. Pramod Kumar, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand stated that he worked in Prabat Khabar
from 1994 to March, 2013 at Chaibasa office.He used to collect advertisement materials from the interested
parties and issue bills in lieu of the payment received. He accepted receiving payments from one Ankur
Kumar Chaudhary, election agent of the Respondent for publication of advertorials during the period of
March, 2009 to May, 2009. He also mentioned that each bill contained his signature and amounted to
Rs. 74,992/-.

RW-6, i.e. the Respondent himself mentioned with respect to publications in Prabhat Khabar that the total
amount paid by him for 5 publications was Rs. 74,992. With respect to publications in Hindustan Times he
stated that the total amount for 6 publications paid by him was Rs. 1, 15,000. With respect to publications in
Uditvani he stated that only 1 publication was authorised for Rs. 10,000. With respect to publications in
Dainik Jagaran he contended that 1 advertorial was authorised for 4 different dates and the total amount paid
by him for the same was Rs. 45,000. With respect to telecast in Sahara TV, he stated that he or his election
agent had never authorised the telecast of Rs. 5, 00,000 and no document confirming his authorisation has
been brought on record. With respect to telecast in E TV, he stated that an advertorial was telecasted on ETV
and he paid Rs. 15,000 for the same. Further, he averred that the bills and scripts submitted by the
newspaper agencies are denied by him as the said articles were never authorized to be published by him or
on his behalf and the bills and other documents are false and fabricated. He further said that the newspaper
houses did not produce his authorization as they were never directly dealing with him or his election agent
and hence their documents cannot be relied upon. He also attached a copy of the authorised content of the
publications along with the affidavit which he claims to be the only publications authorised by him. He
admitted that though he had the knowledge with respect to the publications, but he neither filed a complaint
before nor after election against the unauthorised publications.

25. The Presenting Officer of the Commission has relied upon the following averments:

i

ii.

iii.

iv.

The Presenting Officer, with regard to the first issue framed by the Commission, relied upon the testimonies
of PW-3, PW-4, PW-5, PW-6 and PW-7 and contended that the advertisements/news/articles/TV coverage
which were published/telecasted during the election process led to the presumption that they were for the
benefit of and for promoting the prospects of the Respondent. He also relied upon the fact that the
publication of numerous advertisements has also been admitted by the Respondent in his cross-examination.

The Presenting Officer further submits with regard to the second issue framed by the Commission that the
Media Houses had confirmed receipt of payment, thus a strong presumption of the said payment being made
arises. The publications were in favour of the candidature of the Respondent meaning thereby that he
attained advantage of the same, without taking any action against the Media Houses, which implies to his
consent of their publication. Most expenses were made in cash by the Respondent.

Regarding the third issue framed by the Commission, the Presenting Officer points out that a fraction of the
expenses have been included by the Respondent in his election expenditure accounts that have been
submitted but the majority were excluded.

The Presenting Officer with regard to the fourth issue framed by the Commission contends that the
Respondent had failed to lodge his account of the election expenses in the manner required by law in view of
the non-inclusion and non-disclosure of the entire gamut of expenses.

As regards the fifth issue, the Respondent has not provided any justification for the non-inclusion of alleged
expenses and has merely denied the same.
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vi.

The Presenting Officer contends that in light of the abovementioned findings, the Respondent would be
liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission of India under Section 10A read with Section 77 and 78
of the Representation of People Act, 1951.

26. The Respondent has made the following submissions through his counsel:

iii.

i

ii.

iv.

vi.

Learned Counsel Shri Anshuman Sinha, appearing for the Respondent submits that an election candidate
should not be held responsible for the articles/publications that have neither been authorized by him nor any
bills provided for the same.

Further, it is mentioned by the Counsel that the word “advertorial” has not been mentioned in any
publication of Dainik Jagran and mere newspaper articles cannot be assumed to be advertorials by the
Respondent. Similar news articles had been published for other candidates and the Respondent cannot be
expected to inquire whether the same had been paid for by someone else. An adverse burden of proof would
put electoral candidates at the mercy of their opponents.

Another point Learned Counsel makes is that the Respondent’s electoral expenses where well within limits
and additional expenditure, if made, could have easily been accommodated within the said limit.

Learned Counsel also submits that the bills/invoices submitted by the Presenting Officer did not contain
authorization/signature of the Respondent or his election agent. The computer generated bills/receipts have
been termed inadmissible in law as evidence by the Learned Counsel for no certificate under Section 65B of
the Indian Evidence Act had been filed in support of the same. Shri Sinha submits that an electronic record
must follow certain conditions to be admissible as evidence, such as being accompanied with a certificate
which identifies the electronic record, describe the manner in which the electronic record was produced,
furnish the particulars of the device involved in the production of that record, as laid down in Section 65-
B(2) of the Indian Evidence Act and must also be signed by a person occupying a responsible official
position in relation to the operation of the relevant device.

It is contended by Learned Counsel that the information contained within the bills comes within the purview
of the definition of “data” as per Section 2(0) of the Information Technology Act, 2000 and that data comes
within the definition of “electronic records” in Section 2(f) of the IT Act, 2000 which has been assigned the
same meaning under Section 3 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872. Thus the computer generated bills in the
present case would be coming within the ambit of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 as electronic records and
require their admissibility to be established.

Learned Counsel contends that the witnesses PW-3 to PW-7 had no personal knowledge about the
documents produced as they were not connected with the publication/creation of those documents at the
relevant period of time. According to the Learned Counsel, this renders cross-examination of those witnesses
ineffective. The Respondent had also filed an application before the Hon’ble Commission for directing the
prosecution to call relevant/appropriate witnesses.

ANALYSIS OF EVIDENCE:

27. Firstly, in the investigation report of Director General of Income Tax (Inv) dated 8" Oct 2010, submitted by CBDT
before the Commission, the total alleged expenditure incurred by the Respondent on electronic and print media, is
revealed as Rs. 28, 01,729. The report also annexed the documents obtained during investigation from 4 newspaper
agencies and 2 TV Channels i.e. Uditvani (Jamshedpur), Dainik Jagaran (Jamshedpur), Hindustan (Jamshedpur),
Prabhat Khabar (Jamshedpur), Sahara India TV Network (Ranchi) and ETV News (Ranchi) respectively. The
details of the bills generated in the name of the Respondent by these media houses and the amounts admittedly
received by the particular media house from the Respondent, and the amount admitted by the Respondent in his
account of election expenses are summarised as follows:

S. Name of Media House and details of bills Amount of Expenditure Amount of Expenditure
No. generated in name of Shri Madhu Koda incurred as per Bills and shown as per Elec. Exp.
received by the Media Houses | Statement of the Respondent
1. DAINIK JAGRAN
Bill No. Date 75,000/-

1109030124 31/03/2009 1,07,250

1109040002 01/04/2009 10,000

1109040007 02/04/2009 15,750

1109040015 03/04/2009 18,000

JJ09040016 03/04/2009 6,000

1109040020 04/04/2009 25,000

1109040025 05/04/2009 25,000

1109040028 06/04/2009 25,000
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1309040035 07/04/2009 25,000
1309040041 08/04/2009 12,500
1309040042 08//04/2009 12,500
1309040046 09/04/2009 25,000
1309040047 09/04/2009 1,45,600
1309040049 10/04/2009 25,000
1309040057 11/04/2009 25,000
13109040062 12/04/2009 25,000
1309040070 13/04/2009 25,000
13109040072 14/04/2009 25,000
1309040079 15/04/2009 93,600
1309040083 16/04/2009 25,000
1309040088 17/04/2009 51,563
1309040097 18/04/2009 25,000
1309040107 19/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040111 20/04/2009 51,563
1109040122 21/04/2009 1,71,600
1109040131 22/04/2009 82,500
1109040144 23/04/2009 41,250
1309040147 23/04/2009 2,50,000 75,000/-
TOTAL 13,94,676/-
2. HINDUSTAN/ HINDUSTAN TIMES Amount )
Bill No. Date 95,000/-
101793838 06/04/2009 82,874
101795533 09/04/2009 47,736
101797625 11/04/2009 31,824
101803035 16/04/2009 21,324
101803036 16/04/2009 30,775
101803037 16/04/2009 30,775
101808685 21/04/2009 61,908
101808686 21/04/2009 61,908
101808687 21/04/2009 41,932
101811248 23/04/2009 82,874
TOTAL 4,93,930/-
95,000/-
3. UDIT VANI Amount (%)
Money Receipt No. Date 10,000/-
23 13/04/2009 10,000/-
38 20/04/2009 15,000/-
39 21/04/2009 16,000/-
42 24/04/2009 15,000/-
50 30/04/2009 18,000/-
52 05/05/2009 17,000/-
54 07/05/2009 19,000/-
57 08/05/2009 15,000/-
60 09/05/2009 17,9,00/-
64 11/05/2009 15,000/-
69 13/05/2009 15,000/-
72 15/05/2009 13,000/-
74 18/05/2009 15,000/-
76 19/05/2009 18,000/-
80 20/05/2009 15,000/-
84 21/05/2009 17,000/-
88 23/05/2009 19,000/-
96 27/05/2009 18,000/- 10,000/-
TOTAL 2,87,900/-
4. PRABHAT KHABAR Amount
Date of Publication 74, 992/-
08/04/2009 15,000
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18/04/2009 10,000
21/04/2009 10,000
22/04/2009 15,000
09/04/2009 30,000
TOTAL 80,000/-
74, 992/-
S. SAHARA INDIA TV NETWORK Amount
Invoice No. Invoice Date Nil
SICCL/BHR/332/09-10 30/04/2009 5,00,000
TOTAL 5,00,000/-
6. ETV NEWS Amount
Receipt No. Date Nil
472 16/04/2009 35,296
471 16/04/2009 9,927
TOTAL 45,223/-
GRAND TOTAL 28,01,729/- 2,24,992/-

28. Secondly, during the inquiry conducted by the Commission, all the media houses were summoned as the witnesses
of the Commission and were asked to submit the relevant documents before the Commission. Every media house
except ETV news, authorised a person as the witness through an authority letter issued by the Officer in charge of
the mediahouse and the witness submitted the relevant documents asked for by the Commission. The information
submitted by the media houses before the Commission is summarised as follows:

S. Name of the Media | Authorization S. | Date of the bill Date of the Amount of the
No. Agency No. publication bill
/programme on the
bill
1. Release Orders Mr. Anup 1. 08/04/2009 08/04/2009 15,000/-
submitted by Kumar Sarkar
PRABHAT authorized by 2. 09/04/2009 09/04/2009 30,000/-
KHABAR, Neutral Mr. Ashutosh 3. 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 10,000/-
Publishing House Chaubey, 4. 21/04/2009 21/04/2009 10,000/-
Limited, Jamshedpur (Company 5. 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 15,000/-
Edition Secretary)
TOTAL 80,000/-
2. Bills submitted by Bills in name of | 1. 06/04/2009, 06/04/2009 82,874/-
Hindustan Media authorised HH JSR CBU
Ventures Limited counter for HT 2. 09/04/2009, 09/04/2009 47,736/-
Media- HH JSR CBU
Mr. Rajeev 3. 11/04/2009, 11/04/2009 31,824/-
Nayanam and HT JSR LIVE
Information is 4. 16/04/2009. 16/04/2009 21,324/-
sent by Mr. HH 30,775/-
Prabhakar Nath Jamshedpur, 30,775/-
Tiwari, AGM- HH JSR
Finance Rourkela,
HH JSR
Chaibasa
5. 21/04/2009, 21/04/2009 61, 908/-
HH 61,908/-
Jamshedpur, 41,932/-
HH JSR
Rourkela,
HH JSR
Chaibasa
6. 23/04/2009, 23/04/2009 82,874/-
HH JSR CBU
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TOTAL 4,93,930/-
3. Bills submitted by Mr. Udit L. 09/04/2009 09/04/2009 10,000/-
UDIT VANI Agarwal 2. 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 16,500/-
authorised by 3. 19/04/2009 19/04/2009 14,500/-
Mr. Radhe 4. 20/04/2009 20/04/2009 31,700/-
Shyam, 5. 21/04/2009 21/04/2009 31,700/-
Publisher and | ¢, 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 31,700/-
Proprietor 7. 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 1,32,000/-
8. 23/04/2009 23/04/2009 19,800/-
TOTAL 2,87,900/-
4. Bills submitted by Mr. Praveen 1. 31/03/2009 31/03/2009 1,07,250
DAINIK JAGARAN Kumar
authorised by
Mr. Sunil Gupta
(Director)
2. 01/04/2009 01/04/2009 in 10,000
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur
3. 02/04/2009 02/04/2009 in 15,750
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur
4. 03/04/2009 03/04/2009 in 18,000
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur
S. 03/04/2009 03/04/2009 in 6,000
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur
6. 04/04/2009 04/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
7. 05/04/2009 05/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
8. 06/04/2009 06/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
9. 07/04/2009 07/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
10. 08/04/2009 08/04/2009 in 12,500
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
11. 08/04/2009 08/04/2009 in 12,500
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur
12. 09/04/2009 09/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
13. 09/04/2009 09/04/2009 in 1,45,600
Jamshedpur
14. 10/04/2009 10/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
15. 11/04/2009 11/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
Adityapur
16. 12/04/2009 12/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa, Adityapur
and Chakradharpur
17. 13/04/2009 13/04/2009 in 25,000
Chaibasa and
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Adityapur
18. 14/04/2009 14/04/2009 in 25,000
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page
19. 15/04/2009 15/04/2009 in 93,600
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page
20. 16/04/2009 16/04/2009 in 25,000
Mahasamar Page
21. 17/04/2009 17/04/2009 in 51,563
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page
22. 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 in 25,000
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page
23. 19/04/2009 19/04/2009 in 25,000
Adityapur and
Janjagaran Page
24. 20/04/2009 20/04/2009 in 51,563
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page
25. 21/04/2009 21/04/2009 in 1,71,600
Mahasamar Page
26. 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 in 82,500
Mahasamar Page
27. 23/04/2009 23/04/2009 in 41,250
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page
28. 20/04/2009 20/04/2009 in 2,50,000
Jamshedpur
TOTAL 13,94,676/-
5. Sahara India TV Mr. Rajneesh 1. 09/05/2009 1 Weekly programme 5,00,000/-
Network authorized by in May 2009
Gautam Sarkar,
(Chief Operating
Officer)
GRAND 27,56,506/-
TOTAL

29. Thirdly, the details of the expenditure on print and electronic media with respect to the alleged publications in 4
newspapers and 2 TV Channels, which have been submitted by the Respondent in his account of election expenses
are as follows:

S. NO. CATEGORY PERSON TO DATE AMOUNT VOUCHER NO.
WHOM THIE
AMOUNT WAS
PAID
1. Display Dainik Jagaran 09/04/2009 45,000 37, Vol |
2. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar 09/04/2009 30,000 38, Vol I
3. Advertisement in daily Udit vani 09/04/2009 10,000 56, Vol 1
newspaper
4. Advertisement in daily HT Classifieds 09/04/2009 30,000 59, Vol I
newspaper
5. Advertisement in daily HT Classifieds 11/04/2009 25,000 61, Vol I
newspaper
6. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar 08/04/2009 14,996 211,Vol II
7. Advertorial telecast Ushodaya 22/04/2009 15,000 195, Vol I
Enterprises (ETV)
8. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar 18/04/2009 7,500 208A, Vol 11
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9. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar 21/04/2009 7,500 209, Vol I
10. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar 22/04/2009 14,996 210, Vol II
11. Advertisement in daily HT Classifieds 06/04/2009 10,000 218, Vol II
newspaper
12. Advertisement in daily HT Classifieds 09/04/2009 10,000 219, Vol II
newspaper
13. Advertisement in daily HT Classifieds 16/04/2009 10,000 220, Vol II
newspaper
14. Advertisement in daily HT Classifieds 21/04/2009 20,000 221, Vol II
newspaper
15. Advertisement in daily HT Classifieds 23/04/2009 10,000 222, Vol II
newspaper
30. The above analysis of the evidence received on record of the Commission clearly shows that there is a huge
difference between the amount of media expenditure alleged by the CBDT (investigation report by Director of
Income Tax, Patna) and the information submitted by the Respondent in his account of election expenses. The
report of CBDT is further supported by the documents submitted by media houses through the witnesses authorised
by them to depose before the Commission. The details of contradictions found between the documentary evidence
furnished by CBDT and supported by the media houses and the account of election expenses submitted by the
Respondent are as follows:
i.  Media House No. 1: Prabhat Khabar, Neutral Publishing House Limited, Jamshedpur:
The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of only
Rs. 74,992 on four publications in the newspaper Prabhat Khabar. In juxtaposition to this, the CBDT report submits
that the Respondent has incurred an amount of Rs. 80,000 on the publications of articles in Prabhat Khabar. The
report of CBDT is supported by the 5 release orders in name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 80,000 submitted
by the Mr. Anup Kumar Sarkar(PW-3) authorised by Prabhat Khabar.
ii. = Media House No. 2: Hindustan Media Ventures Limited, Jamshedpur:
The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of
Rs. 1, 15,0000n publications in Hindustan. In contradiction to this, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has
incurred an expenditure of Rs. 4, 93,930 on the publication of articles in the Hindustan. The report of CBDT is
supported by 10 bills in the name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 4, 93,930 submitted by Mr. Rajeev Nayanam
(PW-4) authorised by Hindustan Media Ventures Limited.
iii. =~ Media House No. 3: Udit Vani, Jamshedpur:
The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of Rs.
10,000/~ on a single publication in Udit Vani. But, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has incurred an
amount of Rs. 2,87, 900 on the publication of articles in Udit Vani. The report of CBDT is supported by 8 bills in
name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 2,87, 900 submitted by Mr. Udit Agarwal (PW-6) authorised by Udit
Vani.
iv. Media House No. 4: Dainik Jagaran, Jamshedpur:
The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of
Rs. 45,000 on one vote appeal in Dainik Jagaran. However, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has
incurred an amount of Rs. 13, 94,676 on the publication of articles in Dainik Jagaran. The report of CBDT is
supported by 28 bills in the name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 13,94,676 submitted by Mr. Praveen
Kumar(PW-5) authorised by Dainik Jagaran. Dainik Jagaran also submits a detail of the cash payment of Rs.13,
95,600 from the Respondentwhich corroborates the allegation in the report of CBDT.
V. Media House No. 5: Sahara India TV Network:

The Respondent avers in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made no expense on any
telecast in Sahara TV. In contradiction to this, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has incurred an amount
of Rs. 5, 00,000 on a weekly program in the May 2009 on the channel. The report of CBDT is supported by a
statement of ledger account of Sahara TV Channel in its dealings with Respondent in which the payment of
Rs.5, 00,000 has been credited on 30™ May 2009 to the account of Sahara TV head through Cheque No. 334395
issued on 9" May 2009.The aforementioned cheque was issued by the agency M/s. Satyam Art & Media Private
Ltd. as evident form the documents brought on record by Sahara India TV Network and also mentions the client
being “M. Koda, Jharkhand”.
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EXAMINATION AND ANALYSIS OF WRITTEN AND ORAL ARGUMENTS ON BEHALLF OF THE
RESPONDENT THROUGH HIS COUNSEL:

31.

32.

33.

Learned Counsel for the Respondent has mainly raised the issue regarding the authorization of the publications
contending that neither the Respondent nor his agent has authorized the publications alleged against Respondent in
the CBDT report. The Respondent has submitted the text of the publications which have been authorised by him
along with his affidavit. In the inquiry of the Commission, the evidence furnished by the CBDT report has been
corroborated by the media houses along with copies of the release orders/bills/cash payment receipts which have
been generated by these media houses in the name of the Respondent. Therefore, the evidence of payment, per se
proves the authorization by the Respondent. Also, the text of the publications which have been produced by the
Respondent along with his affidavit on record do not established that those were the only texts released by the
Respondent and received by the media houses for publications except his own signatures, leading to the
presumption that the authorizations could have been oral or absent altogether. Further, the Respondent admitted in
his cross examination that he had knowledge of the publications as alleged against him. In spite of having such
knowledge, he did not take any action against the media houses during the election campaign or after the election.
He has failed to establish the case against the veracity of the bills/receipts produced by the media houses.
Therefore, his argument with respect to unauthorised publications cannot be accepted.

Learned Counsel for the Respondent further raises an argument on limit of election expenditure where he says that
the total expenditure which has been submitted in the account of election expenses by the Respondent is Rs.
18,92,353 which is far less than the limit of expenditure under law i.e. Rs, 25,00,000. He contends that if the
Respondent had made the alleged expenses, the amount could have been easily accommodated in the account
submitted by him. But, this argument also cuts no ice as the amount of expenditure by the Respondent on print and
electronic media itself is Rs. 28, 01,729/-which is far beyond the limit of Rs. 25, 00,000 lakhs prescribed under the
law. Further, the question of limit of the expenditure does not arise for an inquiry under Section 10A of the R.P
Act, 1951. The main question which arises under the said Section 10A is whether the account kept is true and
accurate and whether it has been lodged in time and in the manner as prescribed under the law (Section 77 and 78
of the R.P Act, 1951) and further, if there is a failure by the returned candidate regarding the same, he must have a
good reason or justification for such failure. Thus, the returned candidate can be held liable for disqualification if
he contravenes Sections 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951 and submits an untrue or inaccurate account of his election
expenses irrespective of whether or not it is exceeding the limit of expenditure prescribed under the law.

Learned Counsel for the Respondent has also raised the contention that computer generated bills produced by the
witnesses on behalf of the media houses are inadmissible in evidence as they fail to adhere to the provisions of
Section 65B (2) of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872, whereby production of a certificate identifying and describing
the electronic record is mandated. Firstly, it is pertinent to mention that while conducting an enquiry under Section
10A, the Commission acts as a quasi-judicial Tribunal. This has been conclusively settled by the Supreme Court in
the case of Ashok Shankarrao Chavan vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors., AIR 2014 SC 3102 as follows:

“103. In the light of the above categoric statement made while holding that the rule of law and free and fair
elections are the basic features and facets of our democracy. Article 324 should be interpreted in a wide
perspective giving power to the Election Commission which has to be recognized in a broad sense and not in a
narrow one. We fully approve of the submissions of Mr. Ashok Desai, learned Senior Counsel on the above lines
and we have already held that in order to ensure free and fair elections, the power vested with the Election
Commission under Section 10A read along with the other provisions of the Act and the Rules, it should be held
that Election Commission does possess the requisite powers under Section 10A to hold the necessary enquiry to
ascertain the fact about the compliance of the statutory requirements in the matter of submission of accounts of the
election expenses, i.e. the true, correct and bona fide expenses and that such expenses were within the prescribed
limit of the Act...

111. In our considered view, if the above basics of democracy and purity in elections have to be maintained, it is
appropriate to hold that the decision of the Election Commission as upheld by the High Court to the effect that
Section 10A clothes the Election Commission with the requisite power and authority to enquire into the allegations
relating to failure to submit the accounts of election expenses in the manner prescribed and as required by or
under the Act, is perfectly justified and we do not find any scope to interfere with the same.”

As far as the applicability of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 in a quasi-judicial proceeding before the Tribunal is
concerned, in the case of Union of India vs T. R. Varma, 1958 SCR 499, the following was observed by the
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India:

“Now, it is no doubt true that the evidence of the respondent and his witnesses was not taken in the mode
prescribed in the Evidence Act; but that Act has no application to enquiries conducted by tribunals, even though
they may be judicial in character. The law requires that such tribunals should observe rules of natural justice in
the conduct of the enquiry, and if they do so, their decision is not liable to be impeached on the ground that the
procedure followed was not in accordance with that, which obtains in a Court of law. Stating it broadly and
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without intending it to be exhaustive, it may be observed that rules of natural justice require that a party should
have the opportunity of adducing all relevant evidence on which he relies, that the evidence of the opponent should
be taken in his presence, and that he should be given the opportunity of cross-examining the witnesses examined by
that party, and that no materials should be relied on against him without his being given an opportunity of
explaining them. If these rules are satisfied, the enquiry is not open to attack on the ground that the procedure laid
down in the Evidence Act for taking evidence was not strictly followed.”

Earlier, in the case of Dhakeswari Cotton Mills Ltd. vs Commissioner of Income Tax, West Bengal, AIR 1955 SC 65, it
had been observed by the Supreme Court that quasi-judicial tribunals were entitled to act on material which may not be
accepted in a court of law as they were not fettered with technical rules of evidence. The observation to the same effect
was also made in the case of New Prakash Transport Co. Ltd vs New Suwarna Transport Co. Ltd., AIR 1957 SC 232 by
the Hon’ble Apex Court. In the present case, since the Commission is a fact finding body as held by the Hon’ble
Supreme Court in the case of Ashok Shankarrao Chavan vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors., AIR 2014 SC
3102(supra.), the strict rules of Evidence Act would not apply. The rules of Evidence law are cautionary and
exclusionary and if adhered to strictly would limit the scope of quasi-judicial Tribunals. Thus it is conclusively
established that strict application of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 is not compulsory in the functioning of a quasi-
judicial body and therefore the procedure codified under Section 65B would not be binding upon the Commission in the
present proceedings consequently. The contention of the Respondent about the inadmissibility of computer generated
bills/receipts in evidence has no merit and is rejected.Thus it can be concluded that proof beyond doubt is not required
for establishing the failure of the Respondent in the present case and preponderance of probabilities would itself be
sufficient to attract the provisions of Section 10A of the RP Act, 1951.

34. Learned Counsel for the Respondent has also challenged the admissibility of oral evidences of the witnesses
(PW 3 to 7) on the ground that the witnesses authorized by the Media Houses to represent them had no personal
knowledge as they had not originally booked the advertisements and thus their cross-examinations were rendered
ineffective. The contention raised was that the Respondent’s right under “principles of natural justice” had been
violated. In the case of Sovachand Mulchand vs. The Collector of Central Excise, AIR 1968 Cal 174, Hon’ble
High Court of Calcutta made the following observation:

“In other words, the person accused should know the nature of the accusation made; and should be given an
opportunity to state his case. If any reliance is placed on evidence or record against a person, then that evidence
or record must be placed before him for information, comment and criticism. No natural justice requires that
there should be a kind of formal cross-examination. Formal cross-examination is procedural justice. It is
governed by rules of evidence. It is the creation of courts and not a part of natural justice but of legal and
statutory justice. The only obligation which the law casts on a domestic tribunal is that they should not act on any
information which they may receive unless they put it to the party against whom it is used and give him a fair
opportunity to explain it.”

Moreover in the case of Moti Lal Padampat Udyog Ltd. vs. The Commissioner Of Income Tax, 2007 293 ITR 656 All,
decided by the Allahabad High Court, it was observed that if the statements of the witnesses had already been recorded
before the Tribunal and the applicant had been given the opportunity to controvert the material gathered by the
Assessing Authority to be used against him and then to explain himself, there had been compliance of the principle of
natural justice. In the present case, the witnesses on behalf of the media houses were brought in to testify the veracity of
the publications and thus there was no relevance of personal knowledge of witnesses qua these bookings.

FINDINGS OF THE COMMISSION ON:

ISSUE 1: (i) Whether the articles/news items/ advertisements/ advertorials/ spot ads and T.V coverage/ advertisements
in newspapers and electronic media as per Annexure A were published/ telecast during the election
process for promoting the prospects or procuring the election of the Respondent?

35.  Firstly, the publications in the four newspapers were published during the election period (31°* March 2009 to 23"
April 2009) starting 23 days before the dates of poll and continuing upto the poll date of 23" April 2009. There
were 5 publications in Prabhat Khabar, 9 publications in Udit Vani, 6 publications in Hindustan Times and 28
publications in Dainik Jagaran on different dates making a total of 48 publications. Out of these 48 news items, the
Respondent has only accounted for 14 publications in his election expenses, while the rest of 34 news items have
not been accounted for by him. The timing of all 48 news items clearly indicates that they were published with an
objective to endorse the candidature of the Respondent in 2009 elections.

36. Secondly, the content of the news items seeks to highlight the repute of the Respondent in public estimation. Most
of the publications carry the photograph and election symbol (scissors) of the Respondent. Almost every news
item showcases the activities of development by the Respondent after he became the Chief Minister of Jharkhand
in 2006 to 2008 for the first time and his promises for a better representation in the Parliament and a more
sharpened leadership in future. The news items have highlighted the campaign and response to the campaign
organised by the supporters of the Respondent, his wife Geeta Koda and other female groups. The news items
have also prophesied the surety of winning the election by the Respondent. The headliners of the news items such
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as ‘har hath ko kaam, har ghar ho khushhaal: madhu koda’, ‘Apni uplabhdhiyon ke bal par vote maang rahe
Koda’, ‘Kolhanvasiyon ki ummeed par khare utre Koda’, ‘Tez hoti ja rahi hai Koda ki kenchi ki dhaar’, ‘kisi ki
aalochana theek nahi, vikas humara sankalp hai: Koda’, ‘Mauka dijiye bahayenge vikas ki ganga: Madhu Koda’,
etc. carried a strong appeal to the voters to vote for the Respondent as a promising candidate.

Therefore, it is clearly established that the news items referred to in Annexure A were published by the Respondent or
on his behalf to promote his prospects or procuring his election and he knowingly took advantage of the same. The issue
No. 1 is accordingly answered and held to be proved against the Respondent.

ISSUE 2: (ii) Whether the expenditure in publication/telecast of all or any such item(s) as mentioned in issue No. 1

37.

38.

above was incurred/authorised by the Respondent or his election agent or by any person with implied
consent or knowledge of the Respondent or his election agent?

The Respondent has clearly admitted in his cross examination that he had knowledge of all the said publications
which have been published during the election period in his favour and he also concedes that no action was taken
by him against the Media Houses before or after the election. He contended that the rival political groups and
mines mafias had started a systematic campaign against him of which he became a victim. Despite having
knowledge of the publications and presuming conspiracy by the rival groups and mines mafias, he did not take
any action against them even after the elections. Further, the report of the CBDT has been clearly corroborated by
the documents/bills/receipts/release orders produced by the Media Houses on record. There is a huge difference in
the amounts shown by the Respondent against the publications and between the amounts that have been claimed
by the Media Houses in the bills produced by them. He has also failed to prove that the documents produced by
the Media Houses are false and/or fabricated. He only contended that the witnesses who have produced the
documents cannot be relied upon as they had no personal knowledge of the documents.

Each and every bill produced by the Media Houses bears the name of the Respondent. Along with the bills, Udit
Vani and Jagaran Prakashan have also provided the detailed receipts of the cash payments made by the
Respondent against the bills which have been generated in his name. He had not produced any evidence against
the documents proving cash payments by him. The Respondent and his witnesses have only denied the content of
the documents and have failed to establish that they were false and fabricated. The proof of the payment for the
publications by the Media Houses per se establishes the authorisation by the Respondent. Moreover, it was
discovered that RW-3, Shri Vinod/Binod Kumar Sinha from West Singhbhum, was one of the Directors (DIN —
6470) of the agency M/s. Satyam Art & Media Pvt. Ltd. (CIN - U64200MH2008PTC184323)which had made the
cheque payment of Rs. 5 lakhs to Sahara India TV Network, thus entirely demolishing his claim of not having any
financial dealings with the Respondent, as he would have had a say in the payment made and also putting a
serious doubt on the Respondent’s claim of not having made any payment to Sahara India TV Network.Therefore,
it is clearly established that the expenditure in publication/telecast of all or any such item(s) as mentioned in issue
No. 1 above was incurred/authorised by the Respondent or his election agent or by any person with implied
consent or knowledge of the Respondent or his election agent. The handwritten authorizations that the Respondent
has brought forth do not contain signatures of anyone from the media houses and thus cannot be taken as proof
that were the only publications authorized by him.The issue No. 2 is accordingly held to be proved against the
Respondent.

ISSUE 3: Whether the expenditure on publication or telecast of such item(s) as mentioned in issue no. 2 was included in

39.

the accounts of election expenses of the Respondent?

The account of election expenses which has been submitted by the Respondent includes an amount of Rs. 6,
90,430 incurred on electronic and print media. Out of this amount, only Rs. 2, 59,992 has been accounted through
15 vouchers pertaining to the publications/telecast by the 6 Media Houses (4 Newspapers and 2 TV channels) in
question. The remaining amount of Rs. 4, 30,438 pertains to the other expenses which have been incurred on
electronic and print media. In the amounts alleged against the Respondent and amount submitted by the
Respondent in his account of election expenses, there are following differences:

i) A difference of Rs. 5,008 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in
Prabhat Khabar, The amount incurred is Rs. 80,000 and the admitted amount by the Respondent is
Rs. 74,992.

ii) A difference of Rs. 2, 86,900 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in

Udit Vani. The amount as claimed by the Udit Vani is Rs. 2, 87,900 and the admitted amount by the
Respondent is only Rs.10, 000.

iii) A difference of Rs. 3, 78,930 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in HT
Media Pvt Ltd. The amount as provided by HT Media is Rs. 4, 93,930 and the admitted amount by the
Respondent is Rs. 1, 15,000.
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iv) A difference of Rs. 13, 49,676 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in
Dainik Jagaran. The amount reported is Rs. 13, 94,676 and the amount admitted by the Respondent is
Rs. 45,000

V) The Respondent has completely denied the payment of Rs.5, 00,000 to Sahara TV which was in fact

incurred by RW-3 Shri Vinod/Binod Kumar Sinha is a close friend of the Respondent through his agency
M/s. Satyam Art and Media Pvt. Ltd., with its registered office located in Mumbai, Maharashtra.

vi) The Respondent claims a payment of Rs. 15,000 to ETV through voucher no. 195 issued in favour of
Ushodaya Enterprises.

40. The above differences in the amounts admitted by the Respondent in his election expenditure vis a vis the amount
of expenses established through bills/receipts provided by media houses hereby clearly prove that the Respondent
has not included other expenses incurred or authorized by him on the advertisements etc. published/released as per
Annexure A.Therefore, it is established that the expenditure on publication or telecast of such item(s) as
mentioned in Issue no. 2 was not included in the account of election expenses of the Respondent. Issue No. 3 is
answered accordingly.

ISSUE 4: Whether the Respondent has failed to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by or
under the law, by not including such election expenditure?

41. The charge that the Respondent has not submitted a true account of his election expenses has been sufficiently
proven in the issues discussed above. In addition to the above discussion, there is one direct appeal dated
09/04/2009 in Jagaran Prakashan wherein the Respondent has himself made an appeal before public to cast the
votes in his favour. The Respondent has accounted an expense of Rs.45, 000 (Voucher no. 37 in Vol I) for this
direct appeal. Whereas it appears from the documents produced by the newspaper agency of Dainik Jagaran that a
bill (No. JJ09040047) was raised amounting to Rs. 1, 51,200 for which a credit note of Rs.5600 was issued and a
cash payment of Rs. 1, 45,600 (Payment receipt No. 09040032) was made against the bill by the Respondent. The
appeal also carries a photograph of the Respondent and his election symbol of scissors. A difference of Rs. 1,
00,600 can be clearly seen in the expenses with respect to this appeal alone in the account submitted by the
Respondent. The appeal has been clearly published by the authorisation of the Respondent as he has accounted the
expense against the same in his election expenditure. The text of the appeal which removes every doubt about the
authorisation of the appeal by the Respondent is as follows:

“Singhbhum Sansadeeya kshetra se yuva, karmath evam suyogya umeedvaar bhai Madhu Koda ko Kenchi
Chhap par button dabakar bhaari maton se vijayee banavein.”

42. The above discrepancies in the amount of election expenditures provided against the Respondent and the amounts
accounted for by the Respondent in his account clearly illustrates and demonstrates that the account of election
expenses submitted by the Respondent was untrue and false. Therefore, it is conclusively established that the
Respondent has failed to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by or under the law. Thus,
issue No. 4 is answered against the Respondent.

ISSUE 5: Whether the Respondent had any good reason or justification for the said failure to lodge his account of
election expenses in the manner required by or under the law?

The Respondent was given ample and just opportunity under Rule 89(5) of CER, 1961 to show-cause to his reason or
justification for the failure to lodge a correct and accurate account of election expenses. But, he failed to provide a
satisfactory reason or explanation in his final reply dated18™ July 2014 to the show-cause notice dated 22M] anuary, 2011
as to why the account of expenses was not filed in the manner required by law. Furthermore, he was unable to provide a
cogent defence with respect to the evidence brought forth by the media houses. The Respondent would thus be liable for
disqualification on the ground of submitting a false account of the election expenditure incurred by him. Hence, issue
No. 5 is answered against the Respondent.

ISSUE 6: Whether the Respondent is liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission under Section 10A read with
Section 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951?

Unfair elections strike at the root of democracy. With a mass media oriented campaign, any candidate can
effectively polarize a decidedly large proportion of votes towards him. Undecided voters, instead of being able to decide
on the candidate’s merit, fall victim to the bandwagon effect due to the illusion of mass support created by such a
candidate. It is unfortunate that voters are exploited by this show of money power and the ECI has to maintain the
ethical responsibility for conducting free, fair and transparent elections. Honest law-abiding candidates should not be
side lined by those willing to contravene the law and distort the lines of morality for the sake of being elected to the
Parliament or State Legislatures.

Therefore, the Commission is of the considered view and holds that the Respondent, Mr. Madhu Koda, should
be disqualified under Section10A of the RP Act 1951. Accordingly, the Election Commission hereby declares that Mr.
Madhu Koda, stands disqualified, for three years from the date of this order, under Section 10A read with Sections 77
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and 78 ofThe Representation of People Act, 1951 for failure to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner
required by the law and for having no good reason or justification for such failure.

(Mr. O.P. RAWAT) (Mr. A K. JOTI)
Election Commissioner Chief Election Commissioner

Place: New Delhi
Date: 27.09.2017

[No. 76/JHAR-HP/10/2010/EEM]
A. K. JOTI, Chief Election Commissioner
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ORDER
New Delhi, the 6th October, 2017

O.N. 64.—Sh. Lawan Kumar (hereinafter referred to as the “Applicant”) contested the Bye-election to the Lok
Sabha of Himachal Pradesh, 2013 from 2-Mandi Parliamentary Constituency, result whereof was declared on
27.06.2013. As per Section 78 of the Representation of People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the “Act”), he was
required to file true copy of the account of his election expenses maintained as required under Section 77 thereof, before
the District Election Officer(DC), Mandi, within thirty days from the date of election of the returned candidate for the
said constituency. Thus the applicant was required to submit a/c of election expenses before the DEO, Mandi by
30.7.2013.

The Applicant failed to file his account of election expenses in the manner required by law as stipulated under
the said Section 78 of the Act, before the District Election Officer(DC), Mandi as reported by the District Election
Officer(DC), Mandi vide his Report dated 5.8.2013 received in the Commission on 5.9.2013 under Rule 89 of the
Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as “1961 Rules”).

A Notice dated 19.02.2014 was issued to the Applicant by the Election Commission of India, under sub-rule (5)
of Rule 89 of the 1961 Rules, asking him to show cause as to why he should not be disqualified under section 10A of the
Act and also requiring him to submit his accounts in the prescribed manner within 20 days of the receipt of notice,
failing which it was made clear in the notice that he would be disqualified from contesting elections for a period of three
years. The said notice was delivered to the Applicant on 3" March, 2014.

The District Election Officer (DC), Mandi intimated vide his letter No. ELN-MND-F(1)-23/2012/7405 — 06,
dated 24.09.2014, that the Applicant had not filed his account of election expenses in the manner required by law upto
the date of report. Therefore, the Commission, vide its Order No. 100/HP — HP/1/2013, dated 08.06 2015, disqualified
the Applicant from contesting election to the Houses of the Parliament/State Legislatures under section 10A of the Act
for failure to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner as required by the said Act and the Rule and Order
made thereunder. The Applicant stood disqualified for a period of 3 years from the date of the order.

The Applicant has preferred an application dated 1.3.2017 received in the Commission on 17.3.2017 under
Section 11 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 for the removal of the disqualification for the reasons stated
therein. In the Appeal, the Applicant made the following submissions;

(6)) The register had been either taken by the police or misplaced during police raid in his absence.
(ii) There is nothing to hide by not supplying the register and this in any manner will not benefit the
applicant.

(iii) The grant total of all election expenses is Rs.5,20.000/-

The Commission afforded the Applicant an opportunity of being heard in person and present his case vide its
letter dated 11.5.2017.

The Applicant appeared on 29.6.2017, before the undersigned, who is the Competent Authority to consider the
Application in the case, by virtue of the powers delegated to the undersigned by the Commission under section 19A of
the Act.

In the personal hearing, the Applicant reiterated the submissions made in the Application. The main
submissions were the following:-

i The Applicant wrongly disqualified.

ii. The records of account of election expenses submitted before the RO.

iii. The register of account of election expenses misplaced during the CID Police raids on 14.6.2013 and
this was brought to the notice of the RO on 19.6.2013.

iv. There is nothing to hide by not supplying the register and this in any manner will not benefit the
applicant.

v. The Applicant has already been undergone a period of two years of disqualification for some

procedural lapse for which the Applicant was not wholly responsible.

I have duly considered the oral submissions, made by the Applicant during the personal hearing and the points
raised by him in his representation dated 29.6.2017 received in the Commission on 29.6.2017. The Applicant submitted
that he had duly replied to the Commission’s notice dated 19.02.2014. Applicant further submitted that the register
under reference was either taken by the police during their raid conducted in his absence on his office premises on
14.06.2013 or has been misplaced during the raid, as a huge gathering was there during the raid. The raid was in
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connection with the execution of search warrant issued by the CJM, Mandi in case FIR No.12/2013 dated 14.6.2013 u/s
292,465, 469, 471 of IPC, Section 6 of Indecent Representation of Women (Prohibition) Act and 66(E), 67(A) of IT Act.
He stated that he had informed the Returning Officer about the fact that registers could not be located on 19.06.2013 and
made a fresh request that fresh registers be issued so that he could lodge his account of election expenses. However, as
per the Applicant, DC, Mandi, did not respond and expressed his inability to give fresh registers on the ground that
Expenditure Observer, who was supposed to sign the registers had already left the constituency. The Applicant has also
stated that he lodged his account on 30" July, 2013.The total expenditure is seen to be well within the ceiling prescribed
under Rule 90.

Having considered the submissions of the Applicant and the totality of the facts and circumstances of the case,
I am of the considered view that, the ends of justice will be met if the disqualification period is reduced to the period
already undergone.

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers delegated in this regard by the Election Commission, the
undersigned hereby orders, under Section 11 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, that the disqualification
imposed on 8.6.2015, under Section 10A of the said Act, on the Applicant be reduced to the period up to and including
5™ October, 2017, and the disqualification for the remaining period shall stand removed.

[No. 100/HP-HP/1/2013]
SANDEEP SAXENA, Dy. Election Commissioner
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ORDER

New Delhi, the 12th October, 2017

O.N. 65.— Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in

column (4) of the Table below at the General Election to the Legislative Assembly, 2015 from the State of Bihar as
specified in column (2) held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his/her name, has failed to lodge any
account of his/her election expenses at all or in the manner as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951,
and the rules made thereunder as shown in column(5) of the said Table;

And Whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even

after due notice of the Election Commission, or after considering the representation, if any made by them, the Election
Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure;

Now, therefore, pursuance of Section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the

persons specified in column(4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of
either House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State/Union Territory for a
period of three years from the date of this order:-—

TABLE
S.No. | Particulars of | Number & | Name & Address of the Candidate Reason of
Election Name of the disqualification
Constituency
1 2 3 4 5
1 General Election | 30- Belsand Khushanandan Ray Failure to lodge
to the Bihar any account of
Legislative $/0 Ram Swarath Roy, Election
Assembly 2015 Vill- Jagdishpur, expenses
P.O- Gangadharampur via Minapur,
P.S+Anchal- Tariyani,
Distt- Sheohar, Bihar.
2 -do- -do- Md. Noor Alam -do-
S/o Md. Ashar Ali,
Vill-Rupauli, P.O- Sauli via Belsand,
P.S- Tariyani,
Distt.- Sitamarhi, Bihar.
3 -do- -do- Akhilesh Kumar Singh -do-
S/O- Late Chandrika Singh, Vill+P.O- Tariyani
Chapra, P.S- Tariyani, Distt.- Sheohar, Bihar.
4 -do- -do- Sanjay Singh -do-

S/0O Chandeshwar Singh, Vill- Tariyani Chapra,
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P.O- Tariyani,
Distt.- Sheohar. Bihar.

118-Chapra

Ram Nath Rai
Vill- Karinga Musehri, P.S- Chapra Muffasil
Dist- Saran, Bihar.

s

_dO_

156-Bhagalpur

Gopal Bharti,

Naya Tola Bhikhanpur Gumati No-2,
P.O- Bhagalpur,

P.S- Ishakchak,

Dist- Bhagalpur, Bihar.

_dO_

[No. 76/ORDER/ES-1/BR-LA/2015]

By Order,

SUMIT MUKHERIEE, Principal Secy.
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