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27 {asx, 2017

e e wom & @R fEtee, 2009 # 10-RgsEr ¥adT Aaa-aa ¥ e e,
st 7Y F31 F fdaa @ Fw7 A@-aF gfafafea s, 1951 # g/ 105 F sadta
A@r A G FIEAT |

TEIT- 76/3IRES-AL.H./10/2010/$60A-- Tg ATHT a¥ 2009 & olih THT & TR
foatest & A 7Y FIsT G@RT IWIA T 0 9T 7T & FGU A oA favg 27 @dsw 2010 &r
SRS eSFd # JHRd FAAR RAE & 3T g3 &l o fyaraw sy, awger,
IRES @R o U ROE fatier 5 3@red 2010 Wdd & a5 o fS@s et arar a1 & ol
T & WUROT fAdTee, 2009 # 10-Rigs @iy Adtoa-aT & fAdifaa g, s #g e
o 39 fAaad Ig # oEm | afefcd  3fRfETA, 1951 & 4R 1086 & 3derd 3rafard
VT @ &g w8 fohar ur| I8 AT A AY FisT & fG%g T T ganrr 1 T S A
fr gaftd ¢ @A 3% gan g 9y AT H [aa R @ 399a fFT e & 99 aEe
s o St faftr & et egag @ar @ W 7| fAdres 3T @7 98 3EA TRl $H 9
&1 foota #wxar § & @4 o 7Y Her (vdeueua geadi) o widfaftea sfefEge, 1951
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(Vaeueard “eh.y. Hfafaad, 19517) & arr 77 3R 78 dur fAd«l &1 dare f@gd, 1961
(vaegeara “f. & fge, 19617) & fAua 86-89 & 3iceta & 18 A & 3= PAaTaa w7 &t
AWT T o A & fov dlieh gfafaftca 3fafags, 1951 & 9rT 109 & 3iaelad foRgar $r aa
& regeda g

avarcHs AfeTw

1. 9egdt & o FIT & ATUROT fAdtae, 2009 # 10-RigsH §E amaa-a, sIREs &
16 #S, 2009 +r fAafaa aifa fFar ar arl Ger Fdes AR, assman, sREs
(Vaeueard  “‘faF.f73) cart $Ra faAdad 3maAeT  (Tdeuedid  ‘Hrler) & aHaT
fafaea, 1961 & f@a 89(1) & AN 14 aT$ 2009 FT Ig Fgd gU UH R
QA @ IS fh gegdt & 1 S 2009 @ Ff &G & wa fAfta @EE & iR
fds ea &1 39T o|r Eda fhar R Ao td aEIRE ael YEd T 9
Starfes RAE & gl arar or, 38t o For ARy 18,92,353 &. &I 8T T foham |
TG, AT gaRT .37 A 4 ST 2010 &7 Ig Fgd §C UH 99 o I A7 R
AT T FSlr g RAE oAt 14 Sfels 2009 fafgd wofe & g1 § 3R 3@ 3T &0 &
ari@el fhar Siem =ifgw| o, fetih 4 ST 2010 & 3efeRoT # fA.fesr anr @afa,
1961 & faA 89 & 37l 5 3P, 2010 & T R fAe=ifaf@d & I[aR Fed §v
qeT: T &l ITS:

(i) gegdt o A3 & o fAaTEe g @ e@r 01.06.2009 @ G fhar ar
(FAT & HANR)

(i)  weadl & @ gH & iR weqd fhar dfhe @y, wRfage 1951 3R faa.
foea, 1961 & & a8 AfT & 3TaAR 77|

(i) 9cFd F HFAR 3WIT Fel ¥F F. 18,92,353 &

(iv) ool & Oam S 3eTEAEde a3ER e el fhar g foEe uia a9 3uerd fohar
I ATl
2. gcdt & favg sHAAS cgrg § 27 {dw 2010 # T FARR RAOE ghiflia &t 715
A foad fAeafaf@a &1 see@ fhar amar o
(i) IR fIHWT Gar’T & 7S ST § g1 Folr g & et o 5. 18.92 ar@ &1 a4y
3ThgT I gU fAf.3n & o ear aiwon af@e i § Sefh 38 ok T 5
IrIRYT fAaTas, 2009 & 379 e yaR ©W 3. 9.32 ais @d v g

(i) 3 FRHRET & 3mY FwEr fF o AT g3Ar q@arT Ywe Hi TS I g2t
g o % Remd <o X 28 a@ 3. @9 f6v v F Sefe gogdt ganr sk
gfd 2.24 oM@ %. g2AT AT AT

3. 3T A FERR RO & 3MYR W 58 AFS H FRAS aad & @A foar ik 3maer
CaNT 916 H el YcI&T I a5 (TAGURAd ‘S.9.&.81)) &, AR RO @1 9fd &
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Y T 99 feeAin 29 Fdsx 2010 HST 41| 3EA S[CTT 91T JAT & TY HAFHAL
3o T IR o 9 Teh RO S Y oifeh S0 A & JENT @R 3T Y HRars
T ST Tl

4. T3 &1 RAE A 5 3@d 2010 & ITEOT & Iw@eT & FE.f, 1961 &

89(5) & AR il I Teh FRUT IABN Afed S fovar Fad fAefaf@d & 3ar

gl ITAT:

I, [Ser fRafasT HfOFR), 9fean BgsA, @sardr, SIREs # R4S a7 [Gar #¥a &

39T [Fafaer T & dic &I § & ae GHT & ETERUT fAdfad, 2009 H FRES @

10-RIg307  (3r575T) HT [Rafaer-aiy & fFafaed osa aret el At meg FisT
fAFfaf@a sron F gorg & f@ffr ganT y9faa dfd & fHalaad egg @1 397 &ar

GTf&er #a H fAwer 7 &.-

() HegaHEdE GEER fH7% Gl 7T 3991 [HAT 4T &, G g [FT v &
SHIAT, 3§, fAdlel #T el [HaH, 1961 & [FIF 89 & 3G-fag# (5) 3
Feate fAafde Hraer CaganT At AY FIET F Tg PR FaA ¥ fow S dar &
13 378 39gFT T i@ FXa H 37F) [abeiar & felv #4 7 Rfga eiffad &%
Rar Fre) Rf@d &g H 3a@r 33des, fFad g@ & f6v favga #Ror fav aw
57‘;WW%WW@W#ZO@H%WW%W&M&#qg’c/
ST TRV HR & A, 376 39 e # v qid 39YFT G Hafaer
HfOFRY, 9feTH g, Teard], STRES @ HAPT #xAl ARV IR 3497 o8 H
37T Tl F 8% AT TR FIR & I RFUIRT FHT 3 Haw OaT #Nad H
fawer ga & a @ 3@ AT H 379 TG IHET IR FIF GF-EIGER BT I, diE
giatafeea Jifafaaa, 1951 & &RT 10F & Hdsid daq & fad H dG Ir I
P AT FHT I [T GRYG @ HaET & &G H g St N daeT gl &,
HTITT GaRT 376 30 RE [Rfad Giffd &0 St & 3aer # anRikg & diad ay #r
afer & fov RfEaT gl @ saft giay
(i gidfafeca sifafags, 1951 & &RrT 108, 77 3R 78 T fAdras7 &1
T 797, 1961 & AT 86 3k 89 3 3g30T HeldeT &)

HRT fAalea 31T $ HeY & iFgeR, 2010 & 78 faet SR

5. dguiid, f.fA.37. gt 3R vk RANE feretioh 8 3@y 2010 HTANT & HAET F€ Fedd gC
TEQA HT ag TR gogdt & o gHT & xR oy afafaes, 1951 3R =E,
1961 # & a1$ {fT F yeqa fomal

6. dlq #H, 8 IFceX 2010 & HAFHA. & TFdl & AHAS # @y, HRIHA, 1951 #
fAuiRa s danit & | FRAT T F WA @dEd gg F ded #OIER
HEIfAGAF (HAWT), UTAT EGaRT 3Ucsy s 15 RUIE A v ufa o 3maher & 33
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Tl RO & 3R e = F gt ganr sawcliae td Ui #Aifdar | 3w =
28,01,729 & url RO # Ig Far 71 F JomM-3Wid Awawoi & R F.a.FH.a.
canT faffiee AR 94t Ud Afell S 3aqarof (SEIeR), dfA% SPROT (ArserEn U
SHRICR), Tegedrel (SFRICR), FHIA G (SHACR), WeRT 31347 &idl HAead (T
AR Gelet o () H 97 T U TS WraRer Faree, 2009 &GN Yot & faw
TAMR 9F H YT TaRIcHAS or@i/faamafasst 3R daer | fe@mw v garika
fasraet At f AT f 7 M 3T A et F @, W 7. god Re ufr &
faavor, faadst & aiid, e i gl 3R f[Aeer & v giod g i, 39 SiRd
TAMR 99 AAG=/e@ S 39 Ueadf & Tey # yeiid v v o, & fFaRor Ieehr
Pier-gfaal & | gFgd & QU § S o R g

w g faaEl / AR g9 awt fr g

A 4. AR 99 LGIC] L ED

1. | g9Tg @ 09/04/2009 “RigeH TaY fAdos &9 @ gar
HHAG T4 FAT IFACAR AT AY
HIST HI Hdl BT H Fcod GaR
Y AT ¥ ool sasT

2. UHTT @ 22/04/2009 ”ﬁl%’ﬂilt\?:l' §3-1T FHT, FIeT A Sa
F v ymusi & QAeer At
TS Tehel STold”

3. | g @R 21/04/2009 ‘T ETY H FHIH, X W g LT :

4 | garg @< 18/04/2009 “FOESH H AY FIST AT Fell A UR
Sl HeeT H 3 Ser A

5. | gg @t 08/04/2009 “FIEH P AT AY FIST H e
gaT AR FAFT Aced”

“HEGHN dId g Plegd @l TR
& 3T HY o hH AT
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A .

HANMR 99

[Coic]

i

3fed amf

09/04/2009

A FOAT & @ JAT FS T
9T 3FAlEaR $IS FY ST B
& BT F eI gaR AN Al &

3fed amf

39Ty AgT

“HYaT 3T & g 9T die H9T

3fed amft

19/04/2009

“leglel aIfadl &l FU=T QU fohar
AY FHIgT A

3fed amf

20/04/2009

"ﬁwwmmmw

“TegeA & @l SoIrehl & Taehra v
gfaare srei”

I wd AR & Aeh ST &

B T H AN F gl S § AY

“ga3it & AU Hgr A 3ART Far
TFHIE

“IT HT el § AY ST

wigemsit & gFEAfRd & W &

3fed amf

22/04/2009

A HPEA H HIS G AY HIST

“@NST & GATT H AR o Har
s A

3fed amf

22/04/2009

“Fprd & Wd H T & fow 3990
are &I wg”

“Fegled AT &7 IFAE W WY

g FT W & e Ty W
3IER G

“3TSAT T W8T geA & fawra dr
FErd”

3fed amf

22/04/2009

“PET & IR P BT FTeTd
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WM
o

‘gar & fAT Fgr A IART Far
TFHIE

IRT 3T ST T el B

“3QTST HIATT I AT FoId HT AY
HIET T AT

3fed amf

22/04/2009

“FAYT & Al ¥ IER g
AR

“qr¥er o fRAT FIST FT FAYA”

3fed amft

23/04/2009

“HRY AGT & Sia & 9fa 3meaed &

‘AY FST & GAST H SATHEIH
3R T

A .

HANMR 99

[Coic]

iy

21/04/2009

“SAT T YARN €, HFEA H g
STgl © ShIsT

‘TS gl & AU R A
FieT A A W1 gHIT”

“FPrET  FT gAEAE  &HAT 3R
STORITF & FRAA § J@od

Y FST F oNdd F G Fgelr
fepra 7 919 R

‘ET vl qd FegEh Ay
FIeT & FHAIT H 3T Toair Ay
frar T 3 N HeaT gt o
%—n

feqEdmt

06/04/2009

AT &I A Il fadr ART A
3o, 3 A Polew IR Aar A
AY  HIST F AT A A

feqedmT

“gNST & geT H Il T@T ol ; ar

feqEaT erssd

(3731

‘9T Heddled A Felaciielh
aifder AT W FY F Red &
AFEA T T §ed & gEmEy,
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g dodg dlc @ T g,
HHs AR IO 3ugFd 3FHIGAR

HY HlsT & gaT H 1"

5. fgEaTe “FYATIIT & T W AT & &

6. Rt 16/04/2009 T BT ST WY & Prer v = iy
e

A 4. AR 9 ferrs ofiis

1. S SIROT 31/03/2009 Rgsm & 7Y ®gr A W
ATHASIET I 9dr

2. e ST 01/04/2009 “TRET Fr AT Sh g A
§ART Thod & : Hial

3. AGERCICIr 02/04/2009 Tk 3@, gl fir JAR,
IST Sl Jhg Holed”

4. e ST 03/04/2009 “eIST HT GET - Afgen3i a Fardt
1 el Al &7

5. ¢fas SreRor

6. S FIROT 04/04/2009 “RYST FY THIT T @’

7. e PR 05/04/2009 “affdT & e & HIST & AT H
fags A 3o ool orgx

8. e ST 06/04/2009 “INal H 3HS IGT PIST F AST AT
T

9, AF STIROT 07/04/2009 “Fier ST FgTder faera & T

10. | 2o SoRor 08/04/2009 “Red IS, T e e
ST : HY HIsT

11. | 2fye smeRor 08/04/2009 T T TEAT TSl @ HigeT

12. | #fe SmeRoT 09/04/2009 ‘Rigs T0T &9 F a1, F4i6
Td AT 3FfEaR oS HY S
# FN BT W T ca FJRY
AT & Aol game”

13. I FROT 09/04/2009 ‘STl T sToT W gem [AgHHA &
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T : FrEr
14. | 3feteh SRROT 10/04/2009 “67F &I JHIR dgeled & fav & dic
: Ier
15. P FPROT 11/04/2009 “¥F T gy F oI @I § IGEGIR
: FIer
“fare & forw & &g Hier H A
16. e ST 12/04/2009 "HHG T AP FT FIA G G
: Iar
‘PN & FHAYA H AT F #rear
17. e FTeT 13/04/2009 ‘AN MR FE H AGT A
3R FIET
“BR - BX T T g hdl : Idr
18. | &g SROT 14/04/2009 ‘Al fAem @ & #; A
19. HyF SR 15/04/2009 “NT H AR &3 A GJ;& FIeT
THSF"
‘Teld B P P FHIR o
20. P FPROT 16/04/2009 ‘gl o AT FAlGRIRX gWUs FH
ok
‘ST & Siidel W g gen AgaH
&1 faemra”
21. | e SmemeT 17/04/2009 ‘AY FF H AN A G
PIcIhTdl Sl Sdoc Cre”
“TATA.T O @ UH 3 wAGr o
22. e PR 18/04/2009 “FrET & SATHA @ AR are”
23. I FTIROT 19/04/2009 “Shar AT g AT FIET A TH YT
AW 7Y & AU e
24. | ¥AF SR 20/04/2009 ‘A A AU 9 dieeHer A
T-E] AR e
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Az A W FSr A& A afFq
EENE

“HY HIST gaT WFENE A AR
- THEIRAT F FAS Y

25.

AGERCICir

21/04/2009

‘i1 fear @ deer & dEAR ;- AY
aﬁgl-n

“fAgeE A FEHed & v AY
EACIIC IS | LR 1

“TIR g STel89% & ATHS H HIgr
g:n—a-n

AT H A3t & A Lo
“GASH & YA H e oIl
Az T e

‘[t [Sreregs o gerr HIiEr &
gaT # AT

“HEY HIST JaT TFEGH o WAl
; FAS A

26.

AGEIRCICIry

22/04/2009

‘P & I Fhd & e Fr
e gfd

‘o T o Tl TEY RrsT A Lol
AT ST o AT R H BT
T eFdd”

27.

AGEIRCICIrY

23/04/2009

Wa#agaﬁmmﬁ
AT AT

28.

AGERCICir

23/04/2009

YT FT a1 W TS HTR”

7. WEEE i RUIE & 377ERor A, gfdarer & dest # @l aseri & Ther giafafoat i 3@
o F g afiea 3T F Sor Aae 3, aseran, sREvs &1 te U7 fiois
19 3FeR, 2010 Ao 38+ HfARerd, AR & IJYH AGAF (3AV0T), TeaT & Teh 3
g7 feetieh 19 3FqsY, 2010 8 e @ gfdardy & desl & Myt AT ganrr 9rv 91w

ey A The gfafafar 3T s &1 [cer far r=m )
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8. fealih 7 e}, 2010 & FROT FaB Afew & IFE0r # yfdardy & 3R feawir 23

10.

3R, 2010 eri@el fohar, fSad AeaR Fer I o ¢

(i) faTasr sa@ & o S fGdiw 1 S 2009 # R/ & e yae fde av @A &
MR va @& s § i@ far a2 ar, S e @afas i @1 fGsie 14 Fers,
2009 #Fr RAE & ¥o¢

(ii) oo fo¥aTes 3SR & ey, 2010 & Ygel Aol H FidaEr & ST # Tg Fod
forar foh FAYS a3TR YA A8 fhT 1T § 3R TE 3o @RI WA fRU S @R

(iii) 9faardy & AaTae sgg ysIse & 37 3T &1 gar fohar S Sem Adtasr 1fRsRT &
FRife ganT fAaced &Y T aw &, 3R s e 3 3@ae, 2010 & fSer Mdamee
3P F FRTET H 3qaee T AT AT AT

(iv) 3meT @7 el a8 oAl 8 ey, 2010 &r S$3t Hr ROE & e mar & gfaarer
CaRT orET 38T aF & I fhar arar § s & fafer ganr snfaa g

Tcgdt SaRT HST AT HROT FABN AfCH & FAE & TN H AW o foidTaaii a1 Fererst
fe#, 1961 & s 89(5) & e wegd &I Ul T Afeq feetih 22 Sfefadl, 2011 &,
S fAFTaR afoid g
“HS 3MEET & oAk 07 e}, 2010 & =AIfed HEAr 76/57R-oe/10/2010 3R 3mody
gred feeieh 23 ey, 2010 & AT T FeH ol 1 G gI &l S AfaRe,
3T A IR faamr A RAE ured g5 & A A @ fAdoe 2009 & wey A
39 fAdTaeT sag & AR0T 1 3ear@ fRAT IR gl IR fAHET & fAsehst gant Few
T AR HT Th YA I & 3R &Y @ W Feldel gl IR [T ' SR
RAE & 9gA Tvear ag o1 9sar § & ok ufafaftca siffagA, 1951 & anr 78 &
FiT e e are fAdTes oo &1 oar T8 A6 § ST f 3ed wffaeE i arr
77(1) & 3T 3ERTETT fohar ST 3M9faTdT giar g1 39 Ife =g o, fonelr off swrifeasw w
IRANT & FiRarerd & FEIT SEAEst Hi S w Fhd gl
IR TAGART Ug HRUT Idlel I 31987 HT S ¢ o6 Al garr 3nfea o @ fadtas
T T T W 3K @ Fa F 35TP W/ & HROT FAT o 3R e gfafafca
fafaad, 1951 & arr 10% & e foRfEa aifta & fear s
$H oF T wifta & 20 Rl & Hex T Sar AT H qgd S @iewl fAuiRd
AT H THT A H TR Ead W UGT AAT ST foh 3Fd 3G%hdr & T 39 99
F$ ARG FROT A1 MR 7 ¥ AR 3T A Rt wfafEe, 1951 & aw
10% & 3refid oRfEd 8l & Scaarr g’ |
39 Afed & Sae H qeadl @Rt AT & FHT 9 Aieh 14 wady, 2011 3R 23
HIadr, 2011 aﬁs’rmﬁﬂﬁ&uaésdwsqwaﬁgUWaaﬁaﬁrHﬁTaﬁr?léaﬁ,




11.

12.

13.
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AR 3% qEY 97 GaRT FRUT ST AfeH &l SIad afed e & v geadt ganT 4
AR &1 gAAERY & fAde fhar ar ar) e o e 03 A, 2011 & 9F ganr
gLt 1 Sard i@ #e & fAT 3R 20 & &1 §HY yerT fonam| @y &), @e dgd
T gATel & §U 4 AL B THI AW & FIT H 35 WY & AT F Rfhear
TSI & U ATlg & 3T TATUYT T AT AT AS| 3TF gRdATd, Iegdf ganr 15 A,
2011 & Te TRAfFcAT YAOIT FAT HAT 1T AR 5@ &g e 05 3er, 2011 &
AT & 99 GaRT Y& & HROT a3 AfeH 1 Sfard afile &l & fov 31X 20 &
T FAT YeTe fohar |

AT A, oAl 22 S=adl, 2011 & Afed & Fur-afla, gt @t geardsr & Adamor
A BT AT el fohar ATl gl & fRgerdr Y RATy @R o st &1 Adearor
frar 3R % T1g, 34 feet, 30 A9, 2011 & 39« 99 GaRT AT & THET fadeal frar
P feaarer 22 SIadl, 2011 & Aifew # 5T c&adsil &l 3eo@ fham ™7 21, 9 378 ¢
feu v 81 yeadt & fav f¥asrdr ganT eeardel & @I & 3ieller # 3T 7 &eh
06 Sff, 2011 & 9= 9F GaRT 38 O i Witd H d@ ¥ AfEa e af@e
& T yeadt & faw 20 feet &1 gagE™ AR aor & |

39YFA AT & FAMIR, AT ¢arT f&stieh 11 &, 2011 & o fodres 3ifeeary
FE TAIOT RIS §U Teh g7 AT I o IF IqRer RAE, & Far gl eanr e
frar s orEr 3t @Rt U aedfaw o@m a1 a@fgd, AdEwl @ e e,
1961 & fTa 89 & 31tfieT 33wt & IRY e &r gradt W AT Y| §Th ATARTFd
93 H g Y TOT HUAT AT fF 39T ary STAT AT AT HEAR GEAES AT &
THET AT H A FH OF H OARH A gIT & FOw A G 27 e, 2011 &
HTEARS & 9 foren fovdTaet siftery & frafaf@a aftia g festier 18 S,
2011 T SfATd FTed §3:

(i) S$3T S featreh 14 Serg, 2009 &1 R & Fg Tered gl 141 AT &6 wegdf o Fgrasn
aETd oA w4 T

(ii) SS3N &I feetieh 08 3rFsT, 2010 & R # Ig gl A7 & Hgrh a3 A 3P
FAR dierll, Yeadf & fAaes fehdl qarr i 08 sy, 2010 & STAT HT T
x|

geadi & 3ifaerar, S AT AR F AT FEd §U foetieh 20 S, 2011 T UH 97 g0
§3ﬂﬁ3maﬁmﬁlﬂq<—dlad‘iquﬁﬁmw%mﬁqmmm\?ﬁ
2011 1 9o g% & IR 38 PR § AN-RGA Figell F Tgd H 3 FLe H FHI gl
dI MaRIFHAT &1 W &, ReAiw 29 A, 2011 F 394 U9 @R 3eaiad ST A i
18 ST, 2011 & RO & ufd a9 Aot 1 360y fomar ATl 38 ueard, i 05
SerS, 2011 &1 RN A Jegdt &l featih 22 Sfefadl, 2011 & HROT I3 Afeq Hr
Sa1e @ X & T T godig & TAT &1 3ifad 398 IereT fohar|

11
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14.

15.

16.

g8 dr, 9ogdt ganT ool 3T ~aeg & FHeT Ush Re arfaer dedr 4662/2011 (7Y
ST FATH HR fordTaet 3maren) aif@er i a8 et et 07 ey, 2011 3R etk
22 FAad, 2011 & IANT garT Scadf &I IR AfCal & | Ao AR Ig af¥d a1
T Iraer Fr I A R 3Fd Afcd ATUSRIAT & AR AfTr & frelt off oiffeR & foar
gl sa% faled, 8 aifaer # 3R 38 91 77(3) & 3eddsd H HcAdsd FF 3R s
giafafcg sfRATeE, 1951 1 arT 10 & 3T FRas e Jael =T & 3R
& F Al & w5 A 3 Aher 7 FERd 3w & e § de wfafia
sfafere, 1951 & arT 10% &1 derfrwar &1 off ol & a8 o 77 @rRer w30
RAdesr, 2011 & ool 3TT AT & FHET WIRST & TS|

gHF gATd AT A Gegdt A A 07 3R, 2011 & U 97 don e 38 21
Harqey, 2011 & 3T & @A 3Ufeyd g« R fof@a fdes, afq =+ &, 17
3SR, 2011 T T el & fAeer Ul feafih 07 sy, 2011 & 9T & el
A goadf & HfOaear A RATY AW earT Ak 13 sy, 2011 FT Uk 99 3T A
AT T TSEH dAqFaR, 2011 & 3 deh HT AT Jeld el Sl e fohar arar F2ifd
Tl ool 3= =amrer & feaieh 30 ey, 2011 & 3y & fAawg @AY segafa
IRt (38 IRUTT THUS) EMeT Y QT AT dcaRdTd, IANT 7 el 18 3fehcsy,
2011 & 99 arT Yegdi &l 21 3R, 2011 AT NN & FAET YA gl & G
feur Fifer feaier 30 RATFeR, 2011 & 3=I AT & A H S TUIT AdT THeT
g1l SEG URUTd, TORET AUST Aegel Sl o 3HEMeTeh @RI ENT & Fogdi 1 gears
e #e &1 y 3BT fRar 3R 3l S it REt B 38 3w & awer
3T gl & AT oo o & faw facer & &1 o 3y fohar o1 i 3 39 S
# de &) feetieh 24 3FAsR, 2011 @ Fegdt & ifRaerar A RAR[ AR o 3G § 3¢
HrAT Y AR ATl GEASS F GO AT FarT F Fr AT Fr AT oA e
& JHTAR AT o feAieh 08 AaFaR, 2011 & YT SaRT Siald Al o1 T3l & 3Teilh
A IR A fedh 27 ISR, 2011 # Y@d # 9T SR fRAT IR gerars w18
daFaR, 2011 & fouw dfvd & f&ar 3R vcgdf & 15 sFgFsr, 2011 d& faf@a e
A o & By Rul g 3w & o awl @dhd s & ged ol g@
SIEAT & HRUT FoAdlg T Al Al gsT AR 50 Heaer & AT o feAieh 15 AaweR,
2011 & U9 @RI Ycgdl & Fedrs & ofdd glel hl Faalr &1 S TR AT o
feetioh 08 @S, 2012 ® Yool & faw goarg H @ 01 5, 2012 fAURT = g0
T 9 Ha 3R 3¢ f@a Ades, afe #1$ 8, 20 A3, 2012 d& AT Il Hl FHgll
3T 919, 3TUaA AT A YoadT anT aIied THuEdr & 14209/2012 H 09 A,
20121 3MANT & FHET g drell HAAIeAl W ek oo &, e gart Re I dear
4662/2011 (HY HIST §H AR ToAaTaer 3maren) & 30 @away, 2011 & feoeh 3=
R o 3CA AT il & AT| 3Hb oG ITAET A FoAars &l e Ahid §U§|F€r%ﬁﬁ
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fedrr 29 #HS, 2012 F T U IR ATl TR, 3TTdH AT o Jg HHT
gerdrs & fov feetienr 22 /e, 2013 &I gelag #X fear|
SHe 9ATd AN SarT fesieh 11 3feFqe}, 2013 1 fdderh, Heard S sgU (38
qeATd H3S) & Idfas Fafed A A g & Reg af@er smiw-oar & gfy
g FA FN HRY A §C UF 97 Holl T difh gea2ft garr oo qg @ A
Fh ddlel 3R 3 BUS & TEY H AR & 3TddH I o THET Th Gollel @1 oIT
| WEETS F A 22 3R, 2013 F 39 99 GaNT 3T & ARG-97 H TH
g ST &1l IRIG-IT & AR A HY FHIST o oiih F o AUROT Farad, 2009 &
fow, 7,38,87,690/-%. Hr A 1 Famer =g 399rd fRam aml s@a 9Rdamd, 3TIAH
ST o 3720k ARWIT IAToT Solld ATYARId foheglaey 3R 3=d, (2014) 7 vad™r
99 & A # AfAfAeRa forar 6 -

“103...... faTae 3mer & grg grr 10 & el oA snafEa ofFa § &

ag fAdaeT cag 3raq aredfas |8 aur YAOIS <O, & ol@l & SFTAT St

& HAS # Gt 98Tl &1 HTEOT A & aR H dedl Fr fAERor

Fe & foU smaEs Sg X g% AR 98 6 0 o afafaws & FuiRa

AT & 3T g I
aRumaAEasy, gt ganT arfle vauadr sk 05 A, 2014 & 3Tadd Ao &anl
Tiet & & 715
faaa <o & @6 oW IAT e TGO A H A e 3R WU o & dey A
ITIdA e GaRT ARRT & afdd yad fhu e & Ay & geard, 3mder o
fectior 09 Sfem$, 2014 & 39« 99 gaRT Y & 18 Jefls, 2014 oeh HROT A3
Afed & STad el X & v giaa ar 3R 24 S[erms, 2014 & GoAars v 3erel
dg & &7 A AR wX fear| veFdt & FROT aEt Afed w1 FEAtaidd eEr
chsc‘lg'(fl'adich 18 Se1S, 2014 T YT STaTe aridel Y & :
(i) IR mufcaar : gcgdt o Ao forar § fF 3maer & 3u% fowg adae AT
3T T @RI ST I Shael Foeh GEESl & HUR W AR A § 3R 589 daer &
IART & FAET fondlr ¢ Risraded! garT a5 3i9aie Red J#@T dA6r aas 5 gl
RART & FHAGT SISl qIUIT WGP gl HAT IAT| TH AR W HRAART & IS
fear S anfgwl
(i) 3R foeqa ofEe & 3rma 7 S for egaell 7 qEardell T Frddr gae, Jeadf &
ﬁvqmmm%w&mg*éwﬁfﬁwmmmﬂﬁw%la‘a's?ﬂfrl-‘lagﬁ@r
mﬁﬁﬁmﬁ%msﬁﬁﬁquﬁqwlad Eose § 3R 399 gesfeud A8 gl
Iqeel & TS fAINT e@RT Felqdeh T 9T g geT & daded o anfAe § forah
gt gart gfa-udarm o fr Selr § 3R 38 gHE T G S afRu

13
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19.

20.

21.

(ili) =T TTAAT GaRT STAT FT AT AT Hr WG TIT TG § B hE FAER A/
STHFHCY Y Y1 faham arm &, &1 9 Ug ¥, 3o¢ fRasd garr ‘93’ R ar 3k
T AT AT Feadl & HeTalesT & foham amr ot ar =7 |

(iv) Refier 3RFRT #F gt eanrr af@e et o & @l # g FA1 J6f Gars
ar o

(v) 37l & geFcieal 3R SEAdSl dUT #TT ARl A Y- & IHaE T AT H g
R S AU gAdls 3T 24 Sems, 2014, 11 3ewd, 2014, 29 30Rd, 2014,
16 f&dwaR, 2014, 16 fe@FaT, 2014, 5 wadl, 2015, 08 s, 2015, 06 3WIEd, 2015,
07 fa#s, 2015, 14 3erqex, 2015, 18 Sievadl, 2016, 1 BT, 2016, 13 378, 2016,
11 Jas, 2016, 9 31TEd, 2016, 31 30Rd, 2016, 26 3/FsR, 2016, 21 FaFR, 2016,
26 @A, 2017, 5 31, 2017, 24 3%, 2017, 15 ®/S, 2017, 16 &S, 2017, 31 Iewws,
2017, 3R 25, 3191€d, 2017 &t AT Hr |

29 3TEd, 2014 & FoAdls & R NN & 58 AHS H 39 fdaregs FuiRa e
AR 3% Gaee 09 RAaweR, 2014 & 39« 99 garT gt & 3@fd & fear mamer
gaNT IR fT T faaeas Ffaf@d seEr &

() F1 IEY &F F IJER FAMR AT IR Solaciieeh AIfSAT H W/HATER
Ae/faams/faaaEer a@die A 3R O.d Fae/faamEat & gcgdt & Haaa
Siaer o fAdgst & 3uH TRt @ doe & fov faetaa ufkar & gk
gehITIa/gaTRd fRar arar ar?

(i) a1 3ugded foig dear 1 & Jur sfeai@a W A (&) a1 |3t & JehrE/SfERoT &
g ycadt a1 3as fAatas Af@ear a1 goadt sruar 3% Aaad iffedr & e ar
JidfAfed FeAtad & ITeTc/aieehd fohar arr ar?

(iii) a7 fowq Tear 2 & JUT 3feaf@d W AG(El) & Jhe AT YHRYT W 7T Tl &
faTas g3t & o #F enfier fhar Iram ar?

(iv) Fa1 gcgdt, 0O fHaaa cgat @ A o aeh, U [Adod oo & oW fJfy &
3l a1 38 ganT 3fad alies ¥ fAdas a9 & o, aIfld e 7 A% | 87
(v) FT 9t & 9 A & el a1 389 cant nfaa e & fdad cod & 9e
Y STl el T 3 Dol & T @IS AT o1 FHRIT HROT AT?

(vi) T gt o gfafafcg srfRfage, 1951 & amrr 77 3R 78 & @y ufsd amr
105 & 37efeT foiaTael 3maer ganr foRfda aiffa fore S & sty 87

IR F 3H AW H GEJaedl ARER & F 7 A7 Geher @eT, Tsae # fged
foham| 3o Y W I A ITaE & F9 A AT FfFaat (S g@a geard @
gecy’,) I JoI:

(i) A Gelrel AR (A socf-1), ¥ 2009 # faTaat & gRieT gRws [@ge (26 #3, 2008
¥ 07 #S, 2010 oh) & SISIHT-H-3UGF,
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(i) & &. AiAaEs (@ secf-2), FS3N-T-3uGFa TiRaA [HgeA (07 &S, 2010 & 27
e, 2013 T)

(iif) T 37TT FAR THR, Fatieh (N Socf-3), #geIel UleelRET g3E fAfAes, sREUs
(iv) & wereRt o1y TRy, gatieh (A Seef-4), feegedreT Aifsar d=r faffies, geanr

(v) # 90T FAR, J&UF (U 35e]-5), FPRT YRl fAfAes, FAIeqR

(vi) A 3feT 3rrarel, yesh (W S5e[-6), 3fEAaoN, FHEACR
(
(

vii) ST TTeNer, gaiereh (W Seef-7), HERT 57331, .l scdeh, Flelehrd
vii) JetreR, #EY, 3eMEAT Texugersr ur.fen (Erd. gHmT), geer

Tedf o el et Hr g weqa

(i) A fashr $AR [@eer (IR soef-1), Trgamar, g, FRWUS

(ii) AT Tola FITH (IR Seo[-2), TSN, A, SREUS

(iii) 7 fa=ile $HAR A=er, (IR Seef-3), TS, oA, FIR@Us

(

(

iv) A 3R T TR (IR Seof-4), WS, THgHH, SRWUS

v) A yHle AR (IR Secf-5), S, g A, FRGUS

(vi) 9Lt T (3R See[-6), & ®T H

aldil R & 39Yerd TaTgl T ararer 05 WYadl, 2015 & 16 #S, 2017 dh Reprs i s
alel TR & ITREFAI3i @Ry 3aThr g §9 & gfa-gdet @ |

AR & HIEd

3TART &7 3R @ G ganT 6T T Aie:

dr Seeg-1 3T AT Gollel $AR SIG3N-HE 3UNGHF o acrar oh 38§ 26 73 2008 ¥ 7 A
2010 e 9fRws ffge # SS3N-He-3Ugerd & &7 H el foham aram 1| 3ol el T
cTeehlollel 3UTgerc @RT 3TNl & HALT Y& HT I f&atier 5 30 2010 H Roe &
Ig fedf@a o1 & gfaardy o et cag & o@r aads S3ad & 51 grR R o)
3% d1G dchlollel SURGFd GaRT T & HHET TEd @l -1 8 e 2010 Hr Rawe
# gg Tuse fohar T o f 3udFd ST SR YiAAIET ganT de # AT FaTT A0
g1 g% 3 FAfAAT fr B RAE F1 3gelierd FA T 37 9 W F 92T |,
3 3eo@ fFar & ufdardy & @eme 0 # RAE gred ot & IR & 3% @
IR el &

dr seeg-2 AT A &, MiAaes, SSIN-Tg-3ugerd o dsecg-1 & FHYAr HiT qfve Ig
ST & §U Y R feeAich 5 39 2010 Y RAIE 36 @R AT & waret e &
o, rad a8 3ecr@ fhar s a1 & ufdardy & Ratas <o &1 dar foar gads Bt
& Ay er} R anl ag A7 3R 3T & Oy 3 8 e 2010 @ gEdr RurE
Al o, s Ig garm s & 3guiRd a3eR 9fdard) earT dic § STAT FHIET I
g1 Yiardl gaRT 3WId W I $el o¥F AT 18,92.353/- & H I & e W,

15
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vi.

37glel el Toh 9§ SR 3cck oAgl & Hehdl § Fdifch dg HIld FHAIETS & eRrel qfXes
fige & foten afoeee & &0 7 dard 7t 41

TAIR 99 & 3R F A yle FAR (G FiFd S JoTd TR & fav A g6
8) CarT Nseeg-3 AT A 39 $AR TWHR A Fidder 1 SIRY v 30 Fqof faaiwdet
B TEJT F & R H U I S W 3epid 3ok Gd1 6 AT yaAle $AR o gaehRt
Fr wefr off TS Sl F Y fr ot IR Faor ST urea FAT a1 3R W v &Y
afraﬁsrﬁmmmagaﬁq\mwﬁ:w feeTeh 8 3tder 2009 3iX 9 3r¥er 2009 &
TR AT THE FAR & AlTGR el & HUR R 6T 70 & fFHA1 Segial e e
f& et faemoe qetehr dr 3R @ Reller et W g e = 3, s vAle AR
carl AT e T ¥ IR gES AT §EIAET BAES gwe feee 16 3 2009 &
CaRT X I T UT| K AT 3egid I o TRR foRaT i geprerd @TUROT ¥ H
el T ST & Sid Relrst 31meer uret eary fawar a&g & @y T o) &g Sier ol
disseg-4 3T Aqd Regrae AfsTr deey fAfAes & A gty ooy, weles
(faca) & wfdardr & iftraerdr ganr G ¥ 3@ Foird & IFAHR fhar 6 3o ganr
o I RelleT 3meRit dr gfcar s«rady g1 s 5 3mer 2009 & U e W IHIAT
F 9T W 3eai TJg 9arr & I8 @ RS sedy & st haw meiia v sraa d@fear
% PRUT g5 &l I gl faemafasr HR FAER RAE & T & Aok F TIRT
¢ §U Sarm o et # 3Ad A vad @fsar A gfadelea fawr gar g
3egiel ISl Pl IR Il & v 3R fomer & 3¥eRAr & Fdr 9eR & g
g o sepR fham)

dWseeg-5 AT HEE SARUT Jehrered ﬁﬁé@%u@weﬁﬁwwﬁaﬁaﬁlﬁ?
gise 1 & gfdardy & gaaR oF & Rei$ af 2010 & 3y WAt garm q&r a1
AT & 3R & & A GEJd fhU 7T F| 3@l 30T Tg FeT fh R A1 T F3h
FATR U1 & hlaAl, # A0 e ¢ Famar T Wed e dIR e aw ¥ 3k
eTehl ATl TohdT 9T AT SHIAT 3o¢ faTUal AT 9T AT| W& 3ogiel ek fear b
g% 9l & TTY Tah Hise Alc AT 1T g1 38 Jg TR fhar & 30 A= 2009
$r 5,00,000/-F, 9 39er 2009 & 2,00,000/F, 9 3t¥er, 2009 & 1,45,600/-%., 14 319
2009 T 2,00,000/-F, 18 31¥er 2009 &I 1,00,000/-F 3R 22 3t¥er 2009 &r 2,50,000/-&
I oTehe, ATl UTC foham aram ATl 3oglad Jg 81 gl foh SITclel YehrRIeT @ Ugel AT 3T
feet grea R o o R v g & OEE S @ 8 e 2009 @ IR faRa
IRAT AT 3R AT 9 3T 2009 I FIeT haT AT AT

dsseg-6 AT A 3 3rrarer, 3fedamh & geus 7 gdrr & S« R g safed
AR 3T T=r el § A faiael de ofeh o161 fohar SiTell § STl deh gl $JaTclel red o
Y o T g1l 38 Ig PR fhAT i 38 gar’T Jedd v 9w faamder f9er 518
3R FAEdr g1 3egia Gidardr & fadd & 3§ gold § FehR fhar foh gEdrder Selr §
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AR gfdardr & vfdedeed! ol & HeEdl & &g W IR AT & HfORRAT & qHeT
W I A I ¥ & gy # 5[6 AR @ BT TG AT| g 56 T O ARR
fear fr 15 o faamfaesr ufaardy & Rer-Adr & ywiflia =g fhr = & 3k 38 &
HAT Ao 38 ¥ 3R 3% A= oo el fif@d wmer & gfdadr &1 seeriRe
& =T g fhw 1w 2

dgecy-7 3 A Toher, YU T, HERT AT o gl & 38 g@rr Rers T geqd
T v T@sh gras 3raTq () R 30 3dter & 9o S 9fdaey & “TH. FEr & T
A @eiferd fhar = § (@) 5,00,000- AT & FHer AR & fAC TH. Hsr F A &
feeir 30 3T 2009 & etk (31) 01 3T 2009 ¥ 31 &R 2010 ¥ 3@ & fow
AR @ FEH I Af@a 5,00,000/-F97 i A Y w@s w=i &, (@) TH. T A
gIed YeRIfT dr gfSe a FFeeE feeih 11 &g, 2009 & urad, “UH HIESr TgT |
gfaardr & e H gl T Sseg-7 o AR Far fF graasr 318 3R seadr § AR I
fomeT & TR & g W IfAardr & wae & for 3R fee av g

24, 9TAarér & 3R § T9F 3R 9fAardr & 118t Gany & a0 Jehes:

3R Sseg-1, AT A fahra AR Reer, wrsaran, [BesH, sIREs 7 &gl & 98 aaqy
¥ T AU § 3R 9F A faelle $AR (IR 3e0g-3) & oIS &1 3wl 9 31der 2009
39 U7 A Aamfaer gwififd #e & o gfdardr i iR & e ST @
2,00,000/- FYT & AT HA & R fohar §l o6 Scol fear & gfdardr & &7 ar
g Fg &7 3R 7 & ad7@aT 7 ) 15 _Acdy csggagr faar =

IR Seeg-2 HATT A1 Tolia 7g=1#, ursardn, eH, FREs o Siag e b ag Rgea=
ersFy deer o, & U udearar # uitiehd $13cX ATl 3ogie Fel f& a8 sege uall 4
faamos amel ThfAd fhar Far a1 R 9T HETAE & S A e S Far or 3R
SHACR HRATET F G H Fleal Gfadi ATar a7| 3egiel 3 FAR e, gfdardr &
fAdTee Tole, @ It o el T &1 1 TR fhaT ST AT, 2009 & &S 2009 H
3afer & e fa=deT &1 g el & faT o1l @8 Ig qive i & foh Segie gfdamer
H I3 (F. 59, 61, @5 1 & 3R & 218, 219, 220, 222 Ts || #) IR Frv & 3R
a3l # 37 FEARR Al 2

3R 35eg-3 U faeilg AR fwgr, arsarar, gsH, sIREs o %l fh 95 gaad 4
T IR g, a9 facardt uoEifa & afsa ar 3R g8 1989-1996 # gfdardr & fAerm
3R 38 §Ig 9€ 39 dhad FO § 9 Al U1l Segla qarr o AsEliae Yidegeedr
ToleT AIMRAT & AT YsIT b Uiday & f@eld TR ad 37 ® § 3R JeReedr
3 A for a2 § i gfdadr 3ue Aeg #N & & SR Told AR &
GaId #H T8l A 3oglel THGATSN &9 & grar fohar fe 3T gfdardr & &l &g Rdeda

17
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vi.

ool &of oTgl UT| d 3H ART F $HR aXd & 1 3egld Ifdargr $r 30 & a¥ 2009 &
fovaTaer R 7 e SeROT & 5,00,000/-F9 & ITCTE AT ATl

IR Sseg-4, A P T Aedl, wigarar, WeH, FREs A @A« fear & 2009 &
TH fAdtest & dhret ufaardr qarr 378 3a% Wit yfafafer (Rees wee) & w0 #
fogerd R T ATl 3T SR geldelisie 3R e Afsar & gearfda faeaet & sgaer
F & GO H UT| 3ogiad faTae 9ar & aRe fw arw @ gfafes & ol &1 tawaa
e & fou Refeder 3fReT garT 39asy &v v IEeX 7 o@r forgs & ad #r
TR fRar| 3egia gl [ 9fdardr o @oed AR dfdy & gard & 3« & FAar X fgar
a1 AR gAfav gfdegeed! Toiids THgl IR Geld AMHABT caRT T afeyd =R
U foham I forgeRt giarel ISR 9o 0| 3eglel TEhR haT f& 3egia A 9&le AR
& HETH ¥ YT TR I 74,992/-F9T, A WASld G917 & ACIA & g HAifsar
deR for. 1 115000/-897, Sfeh SROT & Wiftish Usic I 45000/~ &I $TcleT foham 2|
3ol o & AR b f w6t  art wEdd v v e w@sl e g 3R
SoATacT 81 3egled Ig o JdrT T 3T aRT 3ok m@rgﬁdm?mm
e A fhT v §| 3egie a% I R wed e garr wedd RelieT 3meer 3 ganT
3T =gl fohw aTT &) I FeRT & Acas & Y FhEl ThR & aER ¥ PR
g1 3egial b &A1 foF O AT Hoell & Tl wied fhar ad & 3R g §AR HefHee
& §1G TR @l STl &l

3R Sseg-5 I A yAle FAR, wsarEr, HesE, FREs A gl 6 Iegiel arsanan
FETeT H 1994 F oIy A, 2013 T YT TR H HF a1l 9 gegw walt @
fa=ioer arAfar v fhar #d & 3R 9Ied $ETdeT & ded & oo SR fRar a4
3egie AT, 2009 ¥ o As 2009 H AW & T emafeewnt & gere & v
Fiarer & fo¥aTes Tole, 3R FAR Rkl & 1Al TIed el Sl o I Fdiehel T
3gi T8 W Fel [ 9AF e A 395 granwr AegAs & 3R Ig iy 74,992/-Fq0
EDR

AR 55cg-6 AT TaF FlddieT o FeMd TR A eIl o Hatl H &gl foh 38 ¢arr 5
TRl & fIT oparciet T Il FeT AR 74,992/-F9F | grce c5ed # YhRE H
e H Ieglel aaraT foh 3Hb E@RT 6 TR & foIU $ITcl=l I a1$ FHel AT 1,15,000/-
®UC A1l 3fedarol & g & @YU H 3ogidl el [ 3% GaRT hddl Uk gl Jehieled
10,000/-%9T & forw yrftiepet foham ram ol Efdeh SOROT # YR & TGY #, Segiel e
T f& 4 faffes ol & fav 1 fasmos arfea fear aar ar 3R sas fav 3egie
$el 45,000/-F9T HT TRY T I fohaT| FERT A H JHROT & T H 3egll gl o
3%l AT 3ofh faTaeT Toie o @3 o 5,00,000/-F9T 1 FHROT Giftreh =g fohar ar
3R 3% T B e F arar FS ¢ gEdEe RS W AE femmr gl o$
AT # YART & HEY H Iogled 9 b $Edr W T A gaRa fhar a=m ar 3ik
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g8 [T 3egiel 15,000/-F9T T Tl T AT| W Segia foReaqds Her f& 3=
CaRT AT 3T IR F 3Fd oI FT JhIRIA FeA & forw Foll o wiferepa w7gh foham amam o
AR @ el 3R 3T g&ddsT 310 AR S=AEdT §1 3ogiat 3T &gl b FAR 99 g3 o
3eTehT 3feTHic SEd el fohar Fifer d ell ol 3@ a1 3e7oh foiaToet wole & yeget oo
A oIl X W} A 3R sHifow 39 erddelr W HRIET gl AT ST H@hdl gl 3egid
ATYYT & T FhRAT H Tiftpd fawa @l fr 9fq o Joroar & o7 9 3o ganr
Ufth UhATT TRl Bl T cral $d g1 3eeia EdhR o foh Il 3¢ Jeprret &
Y H ST A, W 3egie AR TR & el o df fHdae & g AR &
ac & P Reprad g

25. AT & FEJahal ARHRT & Frafaf@d wewde 1 TgRr foam:

3T SaNT N fRT a0 9gel HE & HY #, TEddehd Ha{ o Wseeg-3, Nsecg-4,
disseyg-5, WMseeg-6, 3N Wsseg-7 & waAmn & ww foar ik a& far &
RATT/aARR/AE/EAS Faya o fAaea ufear & Slua yefdamaRa e av ) @
Ig 3TTAT ST ST & 76 @ omer & fov 3R yidardy i Greddi3i & dei & fov
| Iogla 38 a2 & T FerT forar & gfdardy & 3oer gfa-adem & 3ee faamar &
YehTRIeT hT ST &l Fdlehe T B

TEcehal TSR HRET SaRT IR fhT 1T gE@X A2 & HEY & Ig Hgcd & (o AT
BI3H & ATt T UIieT I TihR fohar T, SATAT a7t fhU ST ol GeFehl 3TeTHTE
SRTRT ST &1 Fehreredl &7 gfdardr i 31eafdar & a7 & gl &1 I8 dead ¢ & 39
MfETr g3dl & WAw FS Fiars v a7 35 oy agor Far an, fSoger 37 394
YRl & fIT 3ol TRfT @ of@mar S g1 Yfdarer earT AR g ddhe &7 H
few arw &

3T €aNT R fhT 10 R #E & IR #, YEddehdl SR o R fhar § 6
wfdardl GaRT W fhU T a1 HiRAS HET & 3egiel U (dTae @y o A
MRS T a1/ am § o 3if8shrer ais fqu amw g

3T E@NT AR T 910 9 7 & T F Tded! HRERT oF & ¢ 6 9T &
QU AT & IEiFATIT R ATHEEor & FAdor widardr fafer ganr nafard o &
foaTereT 7 &7 39T oET e Fel H I HBel 6T ATl

urd AL & oy # Gidarr o S o7 @ IMEATAIT W & for @S ey a8
fear & 3N 5@ aR & gl A% R & fhar B

TEcehal ISR #T o § foh ST IROTAT & Jehrel & Ffdardl #Rd a3
cdn deh gfafafies af@fag#, 1951 $r grr 77 wd 78 & @Y ufdd 9rT 10%F &
et ferféa aiffa e o= &1 simefr grem|
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26. 9y & 39el IfRTFAT & AregH § fAEfafad s e g

Vi.

gfcardr @ 3R @ 9 g arer fAgaret fawar A AT [ o For § o et
TS gt el FT 3T AWI/TFREAT & AT ScaierY g7 GHST ST AT it 386
CaRT 3T & A gt fohw 1w § 3R o & foeteh fow &S el werer foham o &
HF ATARSFd, ATUGFAT GaRT Tg Fgl I ¢ o6 ‘A g e IR &
et g # 3feaf@a a6 fFar 3 § 3R dhaa gA™R 93 & oGl F gfaardr
carT QU 9T fGAs A6 FHAST ST Tohdl g1 ST TR o TAMER oG e NIrAT
& foT off yerrRIT fhT S g € 3R 9fAary & T8 qodis ¥l T 398t o6l 6 S
ohcdl & Toh a1 ST 3aTclel Rl 3 anrr fovam armar a1 @6 S[ersl 1 Jfcdehd
HR aTee 3rafdat a3 ARl & segsa W ol e

facae sftaedr g a% Ig &d § & gfdardy & fAdas s qof &9 @ @ &
far & 3R Ife afaRed caw frar oft ar=r a1 ar ST AT ¥ 3ad @A & HfaR®
AHAET fhaT ST Fohar ATl

faears ftaear a5 off e o § & wegded! ARG @ wdd e aw
Se/dicer 7 gfdardr ar 3@d e Tole #T eAlea/gEae dg gl faearsT
HRGEFdT g FY § FAewrel 70 ARG w1 f&afr & wed & ®0 7 A
SEIAT IAT § FHdifh ARAT A1eg AT &1 arT 65@ & 3ided s@s FHIT &
PSS YATT UF IR oTgl fohar arar arl 4 Beer sga & F Rl soeciiae Rers &t
AT & T A AW S & [T Foh oqcdl HT e Far siem =ifgr s vh
YATOT-UT o[ BTl ST Solacifaleh Repls & AfATAURoT &, 39 fafr &1 aofa sar
ST soacifae R R fhar ar ar, 39 R & R =< & gfFafaa feo
AT T & fIaROT TEJ HAT, ST ARAT A6 ARfagw & arr 65-@(2) # fear
I § 3R S Ford IF & AT & Y H U foFAgR JfAFINE dg I8 et
arel <IfFd SaRT gEaraiRd Y glaAT @iyl

ficare sftaear o I8 a& fear = § & St & afifea q@en, goer
dieafdrhr afafaaa, 2000 & 9RT 2(3N) & A ‘Srer WA H HGT § 3R swEr
g Sedfer sfafags, 2000 # arT 2(7) A ‘Solwcliwe RS i aRersr &
dea ar g e 3fFu o faa fear o g S sRd @y Afefaas,
1872 &1 9RT 3 & 3 g1 3H YR TAAT HAH H HFYN SAfodd el soereliois
ReE & & &7 dRdg gy 3fRfagd 1872 & o & sfiax 3meer 3k s
EHRar g e fiT 3maTesar gl

faeareT 3feasrar @1 as ¢ fh Mseey-3, @ AT Wiseeg-7 oeh & Iamel & I FEd
fpw v gEaEEr Hr P AfFIId TSR FgT A FfF I Hard FEIET W 3T
CEATASI & JhRA/Hol & Helg =gt F| et HRawrdl & IHTER, $HA 3o gt
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1 Gf-odieT Tsraglel g1 Sirel g1 Jfardl garT sl T HaTd/3uged A Jellol
& fou fear fder & @ AT AT & FHET Teh HTdee off e fohar |

ey &1 faesvor

27.

TOyYH, HEEE GaRT EET & §AET IIfl@el # IS oAl 8 sy, 2010 H
ARG, IR (Sd) H g RUE F golacii=ign ta B Az W gfaardr g@nrr
foram I For ST =77, €.28,01,729 geffar amm g1 RuE & 4 AR o7 voifewdi 3R
2 a4 dat AT SfeTamoh (SERlemR), e SIERT (SERleER), EgEde (STHEIET),
THIT TR (THAICR), HERT 30sAT &l sieash (T 3R S8 o1 (T=h) & sia &
et wred fhT T gEardSt @ o FHEen JeEftd fRar ar ar) g AfSar gEEt qanr
gfaardy & aF W IR fFe av oo & fFaver 3k gfaardy @ [Aftse Afar g=3@ garo
TR & IS UIed RN AT JiAarel SarT 3ua) fAaTaeT e3F & o # Fdiehed AR 7
HETOT fAFATEN -

m‘ .
Ssbobibubuih e et
&mﬁﬁaﬂmmﬁsﬁ*ﬁwm’mmw wafs 76 T TR

A GO |LIEL

o & ferier 75,000/-
1109030124 31/03/2009 1,07,250
109040002 01/04/2009 10,000
S1S109040007 02/04/2009 15,750
S1S109040015 03/04/2009 18,000
9109040016 03/04/2009 6,000
S1S109040020 04/04/2009 25,000
SIS109040025 05/04/2009 25,000
S1S109040028 06/04/2009 25,000
SIS109040035 07/04/2009 25,000
315109040041 08/04/2009 12,500
S1S109040042 08//04/2009 12,500
SIS109040046 09/04/2009 25,000
SS109040047 09/04/2009 1,45,600
S1S109040049 10/04/2009 25,000
SIS109040057 11/04/2009 25,000
SIS109040062 12/04/2009 25,000
S1S109040070 13/04/2009 25,000
SIS109040072 14/04/2009 25,000
SIS109040079 15/04/2009 93,600
S1S109040083 16/04/2009 25,000 25 000l
1109040088 17/04/2009 51,563 '

21



22

SIREUS I[SIC (ATYRYT) HIAR, 24 Eﬁﬁ 2018

5109040097 18/04/2009 25,000
SS109040107 19/04/2009 25,000
5109040111 20/04/2009 51,563
SS09040122 21/04/2009 1,71,600
5109040131 22/04/2009 82,500
5109040144 23/04/2009 41,250
5109040147 23/04/2009 2,50,000
— 13,94,676/-
2
Rgram/gran edea afr 95,000/
foer 4., ICGIED 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
ol 4,93,930/-
EILGELL : afar 10,000/-
Tfr i Wi 7. -GICT
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 15,0001-
69 13/05/2009 15,000/-
72 15/05/2009 13.000/- 10,000/~
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/-
Fa 2.87,900/-
Y 1 dahE 74, 992/-
08/04/2009 15,000
18/04/2009 10,000
21/04/2009 10,000
22/04/2009 15,000
09/04/2009 30,000
80,000/-

el

P
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5 HerT sfEar &dt Acaw afr
)
a9+ ¥. fiss ailiw
TS aATa/dTamy  30/04/2009 5,00,000
332/09-10
— 5,00,000/-
)
6. =il afr
0t =7 S
e 4. aa
472 16/04/2009 35,296
471 16/04/2009 9,927
— 45,223/-
)
F AT 28,01,729/- 2,24,992/-
F =

28. &, AN CART HAlield g & ke, gl Afsar grzat & 3mdler & @l & &0 &
JellT 7 AT 3R 318 AT & FHET G STl TEJT il I gl I-AT AT| haol
Sl Tl I BIS Ycdeh HITSAT g3 a1 HIfSAT gE3H & FHdTeld THRT Ganl Teh
Wi g9 SR T IR A7 TS earn Al & &9 # U IfFd A fed fRar g
o7 R @me & 3RENT G@RT AR T FHAT SEAAS T fhT | T & FHeT Hfsar
B39 @RI W T 918 Gl T HaiquT fAe=Tear 8

Fa Az v F e R | &7 |9 & adw yere/fead w | oo & afr

. | . gAY afE
L garg GE, ~gcol| & oAy 1. | 08/04/2009 08/04/2009 15,000/-
afcafier g3d | TS (Fueh
fAffcs, SAME . wfa@) G’ |, | g9/04/2000 09/04/2009 30,000/
TEROT AT | gy &y | 3. 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 10,000/
p ¢ 4. | 21/04/2009 21/04/2009 10,000/-
TEdd Relist 39 FAR | 5 | 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 15,000/-
3meer TR
ol 80,000/-
2. | Rewggare AfEar Tadehfar &| 1| 06/04/2009, 06/04/2009 82,874/-
=g fafaes | v witea HH JSR CBU
CaRT YA foer | d3eex & AT 2 | 09/04/2009, 09/04/2009 47,736/-
NSICEGE G HH JSR CBU
% A ar g o | 11042009, 11/04/2009 31,824/-
HT JSRLIVE
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3R gaer &y | 4 | 16/04/2009. 16/04/2009
JHTHT AT T 21,324/-
fandy, veee SRR,
faca gan e
=i Il STHAR 30,775/-
3ehell, TIATTY 30,775/
JATHIR
BIEEIR1
5. | 21/04/2009, 21/04/2009
SRl 61, 908/-
STHARIETR,
T
JTHR 61,908/-
\ 41,932/-
RIoehell, UdUd
JATHIR
BIECIEI
6. | 23/04/2009, 23/04/2009 82,874/-
1T
SJATHIR
ey
Fol 4,93,930/-
)
3RGaON gaRT | sy ey e, | L 09/04/200 09/04/2009 10,000/-
Edd foer UehI2lh U9 | 2. | 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 16,500/-
3. | 19/04/2009 19/04/2009 14,500/-
WIS 2aRT ;| 20/04/2009 20/04/2009 31,700/-
oI st |5. | 21/04/2009 21/04/2009 31,700/-
3 6. | 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 31,700/-
3fea mErarer | 7. | 22/04/2009 22/04/2009 1,32,000/-
8. | 23/04/2009 23/04/2009 19,800/-
Sl 2,87,900/-
A SEROT Y gelrer Irear 1. | 31/03/2009 31/03/2009 1,07,250
) )
AR S&d  |([AgerR) ganr
i A
garoT FAR
2. | 01/04/2009 01/04/2009 10,000
THERYT Tg
MR A
3. | 02/04/2009 02/04/2009 15,750
THERYT Tg
mfeeaqR A
4. | 03/04/2009 03/04/2009 18,000
THERYT Tg
MR &
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5.

03/04/2009

03/04/2009
THERR TG
mfeeaqR &

6,000

04/04/2009

arserar AR
IMETR &
04/04/2009

25,000

05/04/2009

BIECIE:INKIRS
Mgy &
05/04/2009

25,000

06/04/2009

grgerar 3R
mfeeaqY &
06/04/2009

25,000

07/04/2009

grgerar 3R
3mfeeaqY &
07/04/2009

25,000

10.

08/04/2009

BIECIE:INKIRS
fea® &
08/04/2009

12,500

11

08/04/2009

THERPY 3
aT%?qu p=)
08/04/2009

12,500

12.

09/04/2009

EIECIE:INKIRS
mieeaqy &
09/04/2009

25,000

13.

09/04/2009

am‘lag'\r H
09/04/2009

1,45,600

14.

10/04/2009

grearr 3R
MEaqR &
10/04/2009

25,000

15.

11/04/2009

grearr 3R
eI &
11/04/2009

25,000

16.

12/04/2009

TSI, 3R
3R TR H
12/04/2009

25,000

17.

13/04/2009

grearr 3R
MeeaqR &
13/04/2009

25,000

18.

14/04/2009

AR 3R
HETEAT UaT H
14/04/2009

25,000

19.

15/04/2009

e 3R

93,600

25
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HeTaFR 9T #
15/04/2009

20.

16/04/2009

HETEAT UaT H
16/04/2009

25,000

21.

17/04/2009

InfeeaqR 3R

HeTaFR 9T #
17/04/2009

51,563

22.

18/04/2009

InfecaqR 3R

HeTaFR 9T #
18/04/2009

25,000

23.

19/04/2009

IfeeaqX 3R
AR U &
19/04/2009

25,000

24.

20/04/2009

IfeeaqX 3R
HETEAT UaT H
20/04/2009

51,563

25.

21/04/2009

HeTHFR 9T #
21/04/2009

1,71,600

26.

22/04/2009

HeTaFR 9T #
22/04/2009

82,500

27.

23/04/2009

IfeeaqX 3R
HETEAT UST H
23/04/2009

41,250

28.

20/04/2009

SHACR H
20/04/2009

2,50,000

ol

S

13,94,676/-

TerT sf3ar &ar

Mad TR,
(Frw TR
3TTHER) SanrT

EIBEGE I
ToTaer

09/05/2009

AS 2009 F 1

goarfges HI%HHA

5,00,000/-

27,56,506/-

29. dW, 4 gERAR war 3R 2 A d9ar 7 A0SR venrEr § deif afka fBie ik
Solaglielh HITSAT W &I & [qavor, S 9fdae ¢anT 39« foatas o & @d & S
Fam v § 3 e &
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A | Aol v =fFa | ol YUY | IFER &
" Y GATA FT
' spaTaTer fRa
T
1 feecer &fae SeRor | 09/04/2009 | 45,000 | 37, aregH |
USRI ATHST | 9HTT @ex | 09/04/2009 | 30,000 | 38, qrea |
3. e gARR | 3fed gy | 09/04/2009 | 10,000 | 56, aTegH |
93 H faama
4. ¢ AR 3 | Tl 09/04/2009 | 30,000 | 59, gTeYHA |
# A FATHIRISS
5. ¢l TR | Tl 11/04/2009 | 25,000 | 61, TegH
93 # a0 | FerAwEs
6. |yt AT | g @ex | 08/04/2009 | 14996 | 211, greygH
7. AT JEROT| 3Wed 22/04/2009 | 15,000 | 195, gTeTH I
SIS
(EEED)
8  |yepreel ATHGT | yoTT @ex | 18/0412009 | 7,500 | 208A, aTegH
URTRI HIFHCT | W @ex | 21/04/2009 | 7,500 | 209, aTey# I
10.  |gepreret ATHST | W @R | 22/04/2009 | 14,996 | 210, qregHA I
1. |3fFs AR | Td 06/04/2009 | 10,000 | 218, aTeg# II
93 # faama FATHIRISS
2. |3 gamR | T=d 09/04/2009 | 10,000 | 219, aTege II
93 & faamaa FATHIRISS
13. |35 mEmR T 16/04/2009 | 10,000 | 220, T I
93 # faama FATHIRISS
14 | o AR | Tdr 21/04/12009 | 20,000 | 221, AT I
97 # [3ams FATHIRISS
15 |3fFs gamR | Td 23/04/2009 | 10,000 | 222, TTeTA I
93 # faame FATHIRISS

AR & NFE W uicd T18T H 3WFd [I2090T T §9 F Ig cAfar § & A
gaRT AT AT a7 N g (A, 3e, gear garT g Ruie) 3R gfdardy
CaNT 8% fAdies oag & W & gEd I F @ g9 HR | WA & HAE
ffeeT & & fov 3% gaRT wfted Rl & Aeww @ AW gEE g@aR gwd

cEaSl @Ry HSEr i RAE & AR e eqaader fAear g1 @S qarn sedqd
cEdrast @eg 3R AT g3dl GErT FARA qUr faad gEarRT Y& d e <@g &

Y & o 91w v fAQEmsHrEr @1 f[daRer fFEear g dd 8

27
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(i) #BAT FFH F. 1: IHT TR, g e g3d fAfAes, FHdaw :

FaTel & 3T9eT UY-IF AT 39 AaTeet e3g orer # wedd fohar § & 38 qamr
OF 9T @R H IR Rl W hael & 74,992 &1 <4 fhar g1 g@ar Jolem &
ST RUIE g&qa el & 7 9fdardy & osid @ # oGl & JReE WOE
80,000 & TR 3w Hr g WA HT RAE T @R @RI TIieihed A 3e]T
FAR TWHR(W 5563-3) GaRT Y&Jd &.80,000/-H1 IR & Fidarer & w1 & 5 e
G2 EaRT FATST B

(ii) AT 3w . 2 Reqraw AT de=x A Sy
Sidardl & U AUY-IT qUT I e egg o@r # yedd A g 6 3Ee
fRegqeaa & yaREr W ¥.1,15,000- @1 =39 fhar g1 gds gfdde #, @S
RatE el & fob gfdardr @ Regeae & Afsar d=er fafAes ganrt writiehd A weia
AGTH (N Seeg-4) AN FEIT &.4,93,930 H WA & yfcardy & A & 10 el &
AT §

(iii) #fzar 3w 4. 3: 3T awof, sHATR:
Fiardl & 39 OY-IF TS 39 fAdTaeT a3 o 7 wedd R § R 3Ee 3fed
aoft # U TR W E 10,000/~ =¥ U g weq, dEd RO e & 6
gfaarer o 3fed amoft & or@l & YT WX &, 2,87,900 &7 Afr 39ard v g1 deSer
dr R sfeq aoh garr Wit s 3fed 3mmEarer (W Sscy-6) @RI YA &
2,87,900/- Fr A & wfaaredr & a7 8 faeh ¥ @Ak &

(iv) HAfFr g3 4. 4: 3w SwRoTn, S

FfaaTer & 39 UY-UF TS e fdTee @ o 7 wedd R § f see e
SIEROT & dlc A ) & 45,000/~ &1 37 fFar g1 Jeaf, @ R g &
f gfaardr 7 S SERET # @t F TR W F.13,94,676/-F. FHr AR Iqera Hr
gl A fir R A SEROT qErn wiiRidd At g FAR (fF Seeg-5) @l
YT . 13,94,676 T AR & gfcardr & a1\ 28 et & gafdia g1 faw smeror
Sfearr & & 13,95,600/- & Fhg 3T T AAROT oY A fHAr S WSS H
RAE & IR FT FAST HT g

(v) #3AT 8139 ¥. 5: WERT 331 & Y Acas:
gfaardl & 3799 UY-UF UG 39 e sag dr # crar far § B 339 @ &
ar & R o JuReT W A gy JAET fhar g1 8% ufaarg &, @@ Raie g
g & ufdardy & I W A 2009 H ACARE FREGA W & 5,00,000/-Fr Ao
399 HT g1 HEEer dr Rare gfaardr & ar @8R & & d9d 7 dd-god & @I h
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faaor & wAfda § et . 5,00,000- 7 P iR 9 A, 2009 H AN AP
H. 334395 EaRT HERT & dF 8 & @Id # fGalied 30 #S, 2009 & AT fohTw 1T gl
3WFd I AGH TCIA AC Ta ASAT gigde fAfAs Toldl garr It fomar arar
ST foh H@ERT 33T & dY sdicad canT Res & v av 910 gEdEslr & ¥9se § adr
Follse “TH.FIST, IRWUS” T 3col@ THIAT 14T &l

gfaardl &t 3T & 3% Fawar & AeyA @ Qi@ g #Afes ah-Ras & o=
ud_faedwor-

31. gfdardr & fagar iftaedr o AET §7 § GhRE & Wited fFr T« & F&y
H AT 1 3011 3R g & &gl b o dr 9fdar @ 3R 7 & 398 weic a4 A8
RAE & gfdardy & favg HRTAT TRt & At fhar &1 afdardy & 3er av-
9 & HY IHh ¢aRT Iieehe fhU 0T TR & Hol Todd b &1 3mawer $r s
A, DEEE @R wedd v a0 qred e Ineen/faeil/mAhe sITdrT yiaEt S ufd,
St g7 AifSar gr3ar garT gfdaey & A F W s a8 o, afead Aifsar gar gann
AT Y| 37T, oA & WEY § AT H SHPT YA SanT Wit fahar et
TIfad eI &1 38% T &, yHrRE & AT RS S Ifdardr garr 3 qqu-uT &
Y GEI v v § FE GANOI 767 A § & 9 & dhao Herars FAgr S gfdardr
CaRT 3Yel gEARR & fAaTT g fv 3R AfSwr gzal garr v & faw gred
fohT 1T 37 IFA T IR o S & o Tt e Alf@S a1 QO Re 3qed
st & Fgoar g1 38s faRed gfdad & gia-wdem & H@er & § & 39 39+
fO%g INTT goreEr & TR § 0@ JEER A ATER & aaeg, ool aras
TOR-YAR & ek a1 fHaas & geara Aifsar g3al & Owg #15 sias g0 $l
a8 Af3Ar g3al @R gE&dd v v feei/amafaat &1 aoaar & fawg Ao g &
3EHel g IT| I, IR-TSHA TR & TG H 3T oeh TABR AH a1 ST
el Bl

gfdardy & fagarer sifRaear & gas sfaRea Fdaa sog i @ W a& 3o Sad
d wgd & & Pl gy S gfdaredl garr deeT ug o@r # yedd fhar § 98 &
18,92,353 & ot RAfYr & 3rtfie =g & d@&r 31919 ¥.25,00,000 ﬁag?rwr%l dg ardar
N & T afe 9faard) @ IR =a7 % § o 38 IR A 38 @R Teda @ #
3N & FADTST AT ST Hehcl &1 e, Tg oo 1 GeTiad g1 el adifeh Ficrarer
carr e Afsar 3k seagiae Afsar W v v a7 & R o €.28,01,729/- §
aﬁ%%%é:%%ﬁﬁaazs,oo,ooo@r%ﬁmﬁagﬁm%lsﬂ%aﬁrﬁaﬁ,m
T WA 1 g o gfafafca sfafaga, 1951 fr arr 105 & 3efia sra & fow =@
3SR STl §1 HET 9T St 3% URT 10 & e 3ocT ¢ o a1 ST a1dm o @r Hed
IR T g T I8 & Fr g8 [ (e gfafafeca s, 1951 & arr 77 wa 78)

29
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33.

& 3T Tur PURT FFg & dur 0% &F @ Far = § 3% 58 3faRkeaafe s@
e A fOolr 39l qanrT Hlg HABAAT § of 38 IH T IhAS & v s
HROT AT ~AARTAr gt wmiRul 3ra:, Ao szt st Ggar & T scaerh
FfafAuiRa fFar s Thar € afe 98 e wfafaface sfafags, 1951 & arsd 77 @
78 & Jeodd T ¢ IR (A & 3rtha RuiRa o9 & 3ifeas dar & ar 781, &
warg o e, 3o fRafest @1 3w a1 Tod oer YEd R g

gfaardr & fov RAgae 3ifasar o I8 o a& fGar e Afsar gzar #r 3R & arfaar
CaRT Y& HFFYR Sfed 0 @eg & & # 3Eay § H i 9 #ARAT a6y
yafags, 1872 f urT 65W(2) & UEUE H YU A H GRS § fOrFd ganr
goAdclioieh RIS T Ul A UG GUIT el I FHAT-TT GEId Al ITRERIT g
I8 Ygol, Ig ool AT IrHES ¢ foh I 9RT 10% & 3refiT S Farfad &l ST &
ar 3T ARG ARSI & & H HIF FAT &1 Ig 312N AT ISgIT AT 3T
AT fhegeldhl Td 3T & HATH WHSHR 2014Tadr 3102 H 3Tadd e garl
sifaw w9 & FfafuiRa fr mr § o eeear & -

“ 103, IW Fe T fARIST FYA FT & F @A §U I JHAURT & 6
fafr & reer qur Faad vd f@suel fAdrs AR dihdd T #AET fAINAT v
Uge[ ol feoe 324 gENT R de e & & 9 fFadt e
TISCRIOT ' SATEAT el AT Tl Teh gge A H Ugdlell Sl dMgT o
fF o FhIUT AR F| §A 3IWFd 9fFddT W A e qars, aftses fagare
FfTFT & TR F O W@ AT A § AR g wsa &
i & far ¢ & Toas v fuer fast @ glaReaa &= & fAv,
FOPTA g PEAr F 3w yauEr & @Y ufsad 9RT 10%F & 3, SR
fdae 3maer fafta afeadt & @y, 98 3fAfEuiRa &= G s afke &
e 3maeT, Aaas <0 3T Ocg, 98T, U9 aidide ogd adT v oag St
yifrm PR ®e & W 2, AW F RAeT & AHS F AR
3AET3HT & 3eqTelel o dLA I ARG it & AT S Fefeld Hel &
foT aRT10% & 3efeT 3nfera affaat & IfReR @ g

111, AR AR efSeehior &, I dliehcdd & FWIFd HeT oed adl Hare=it &
Yl FATT I@ell § ol Y§ SRR el 39T § Toh 3T ~ArTed Sarl 36
gag & Jur fRAUIRG @atos smaer & Ao 5 arr 10% Aataer 3maner
A 3farT afFadl aur IffeRT @ Wfaa & § Fad a8 afRfaas & nefa
fFuiRa ol qur @er nf@a 3 & s o & odl & gega = A
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EH Bl & HIY H RGN AT S X T, PO § SAFEIT § IR A
SHH WA ol FT fhdl YR T MYR AgT 91d g1”

STET % SITIeoT & HeT Iearde eRafedl H ARG ang sfufEgs,
1872 &1 3T T TGY ¢, #Rd HE T 3RTAT, 1958 THHNR 499 &
HATHS H AR & AT 3Tadd I AT GaRT faeafai@d feoquft & ag -

“I9 A Ig d¥ ¢ & 9fdardr qur 3§ e @ gey, 9ny
yRfags # @uiRa e @ =@ for ar o, weq g8 fafas it
CaRT HuTfeld Sl 9 @] 161 &, o8 d =1 ebid & @il fafer 3r9em s
g & 0@ 3ot fr s Fafed = #§ Aufie = & [uEr &1 gt
AT TR, YT IS & XA R €, 3oToh1 AU 36 IR W el e & fow
SeaRerll S8 ¥ B 3gemor 1 oS ufthar 38 veR & 98 A Rl smre 7
ﬂﬁ]\@?ﬁ%‘léﬁﬁ?—?ﬁmﬁ%ﬁyﬁsﬁwm* gAY & ¢ & e,
g @ r g R Aaftes ma & A & fea § B v uat & arw el
Teafd a6 9 W g8 faRard aRdr g, 3cold el &l 3G 3G9 glell
aifgw o gfdeaedr & areg 3uHr 3ufefd & o =1y, Jur Ig & 389 39 ua7
canT qdfeTd @refy S Gfaodie &1 aE’ S e, aur I8 fh fher off R
A FAPE F R T 3 gws 7 IR U e amfaat w1 3ur e
faeara #€ R e Ifgwl IfE 3 EAT F 9o R ST € A 59 3mUR
W S YE A B S WU & @ed 9 & far @ew sfRfage A AR
TR T TEAT F IFER0T el foham aram am|”

qq #H, eall died Ao fAfAes o\ 3ged, e, UidaH 9,
TR 1955 THAT 65 & ATHS H, 3TddH AT ¢aRT Jg feoqult &ir a5 ¢
fF 39aRe 3fRFHor 39 aFdh W FF WA & JUeE § S K ftw
ST H EhR 87 T ST Johd & FAiTh O 1T & dehailedl @A & TrY
E\3) gu 8l A1 S8 YR H Touull AT ITAH ST SaRT 7 Fehral
gieaie FFdel fAffies o =g gaol gedie seder fafAes, wemssm 1957
THEY 232 & A H AT IS A IIHA A H Fhifh IART Th dZIeadvoT
fasra § Starfe AT ITadd e gaRT 3eile ARG TEIuT Jo1H 3.
ARG fhegold] U4 31ed, TARIR 2014 Twadr 3102(F®R), & ’af@uiRa
frar 8, @ew sfRfaww & wed @Ew oep a6 g9 aeg R & Gun
EYUE R & fav vd faftse § aur afe gerer d&dt @ seqaree fhar sie
ar I e AU & FI-8F H AT W &I safav [oias & F
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34.

vAOIT fhar ot § f6 o @ew ffAws, 1872 &1 #Td 3fdrel
3geardes s & FRYUTET #F FHaT A6 § 3R safer arr 65@ & e
fafteg ufehar adae sRiaRal # 3T W sreger g geft| @eg & ®
HFge SAfAd fSei/arafaat fr sredieiar & IR # 9faardy & d& # Hig ART
T & 3R IR fRAT SiTaT 81 6 YR Ig sy Aerell ST &ohel § 6
gdAT A H gfaardl 1 3waar g & & fov Tdg ¥ W g &
JTITRAT sTal g R THCIAS F INFT TaT & e dfafaftea e,
1951 T URT 105 & WY H AR] F 7 qA9dT Bl

gfdardr & fagaes 3ifRaewdr & @Rt & Af@s wedr i F&HRar (@ sseg-3 ¥ 7 dh)
@ 8 38 IMUR W Al & & T AfSar gzal a1 wfafaftica wa arel arfeishd arargt
H dAfFdh SAARRT e § Fhifh 3egia Hqd &9 § fAamet w g A fhar § 3R
gafoT 3ol GfauRiete 3uardr off| fGar s/ a I8 o1 [ “Aaftie =aa & RBgedr &
fiT ufdar & FAReRT F1 Seoded g3 | glarde HoHG SoAH dheleded, doald
3cUlesh Yodh, UASHR 1968 WUTS 174 & HAH H HFAT dhelshedl 3T #A1ATeT o
farAfaf@a feoqoft & &:-
"3 Al H, AR ST B HT H 9P F TR 7 FAFhRT el aqfe;
AT 3797 AHS & IR A Fgel o1 Jge o f&ar Srer =nfgel afe fanelr safea
& fawg aeg a1 ReE W &l ver &1 Qg ar arar € a9, 98 sy
a1 N1 Faatr, eeqoll va HTelwetl & T 36 HH 3T @M ST A1y
Safaes =g 379eT Far ¢ f T o ghfa v ufd oder g @iiRel
i 9fd qeT YishdicAs I/ g1 Ig A8 & IAT gary garield giar
el TE TR HT Foiol § AU A = F1 GEar @81 ¢ dfeh fafts
Td @ifate =arg & e g1 At gefi 3fReor © shad T aifica 9],
T Fehcll § & 3¢ fell yoR &1 30 ool W SNaE 7@ HE AT e
d% d 39 SR 3T U&T & AT el WA s [Werd g8 39T fhar Srar
& 3R 30 sHH T & F AT 3ugEd EeR & wifgel”
g AHTARed, Aol geAad 3egier fafAes samd 3mge, 3ged, 2007 293
3REIR 656 3T, & ATHA & AHS H SARNEIG 3T AT o Aoy ar f& I8
c@r a7 § o afg sraet & sarer gger & rfgeor & adet R X faw aw & g
3HdeH @ 3HF T 3YINET A AN dlell fAeRoT RSy ganT Tehiad & a3
AIHIA T GUS el Ul [ TIF I TOSEHOT & & fav 3qaw f&ar ar=r a7 ar
AffaTeh =g & f@gleal & equrelel foham a/am A1) aiAT AH # AT grsar H
3R A ITATEl P TRREET T IdT I FANOIT el & foIU T 37 AT J2r safaw
5ol gfchaT T ugare & AT Iramgl i dafeFden SRy gl 1 H1S JifacT 76 &
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AT & ey -

faarega®-1: (i) a1 gt & Shia & GHIasT i Jeet 1 gfdardr & At & a6 g e

35.

36.

& T 3elesteh & IHTER IWE/FATIR He/faemdei/famdiaren/earis faemde 3R

O FRE/AATER gF 3R soaciiae AEA 7 e & Huws gfear &

et gemfRIa/gaTRd fRar ar=m ar?
FAUYH, IR FATOR 931 J e, faarae 3afer (31 A, 2009 & 23 318, 2009) &
aRTeT SRR fohT 90 & S Ade & 23 et ggel & U gl Aclaldl fead 23 31,
2009 & ST TEeir Y| faffest ai@l # 9HTd @ 7 5 JohRIe, 3fad amoft 7 9 yehrie
feqedieT erseg & 6 g AR Efde RO A 28 ghre ¥ S Por Ao 48
gl ¥ 48 AR Hel A A ufdardy & 39 fAaTas cadi & dad 14 YHREAT &
@ 641 g, Siafeh 9rh 99 34 AR AG 384 dNT oW H 81 f&U v g1 48 AR
Al FT TAT TISe dX & Ig AT e & F 3 a¥ 2009 & fAdrat & wfdady $ir
HFAfiar 1 FAST I F 38T F GHIMAA fhU T I

IR, GAMIRT &1 TAYT-a&q #T 32T olieh A H Geadl i T & 390R AT &l
PR IPRET H @At F wler v Haasa gdiee () QU v g1 Sereer g
TAMR Gegdi & 2006 # $IRWS HT HALIHAT Ygell R Fofo § ol 2008 oo 38h
garT fhU 0 A FiwaTl 3R THg F 9gR dfafaftcd & 38 arer AR sfasy &
3R 3AF TER Adcd gl & @ I 81 FAER Al 7 Yoadf, 3uehr geedr afiar e
AR 3wy Afgen THgl G@rT IS TaR-31a iR ER-3@ae & gfd Reqa &
3SR foRdT 91T B FAMRT A geadt gant faaras Side 7 Afadar $r off sfasgamh
dr a1$ B AR d1 MY diFad S W EY F FA, & W E GRIgle: HY HisT,
‘HA 3UfoRA & d W dlc AR @ HIST, ‘HlogHranadl H 37HE T T 3 T,
AT Il ST TET & hisT &1 el T are, Tl &1 JTelreeTr S =761, [ gART Tohod
& @rsr, ‘Hiwr AfSw SgIeer e @ Iem AY ST, s H UH glepr gl & w9
A gt & fIU AT e & fIU A3 § RN idier v a1g oY

safaT, Ig TIs¢ &9 # &g giar § 6 3y & A H@effla gamr goadi gary a1 3eehr
IR A JHIAT FU a0 I difh 3Hr THEAT a5 ST Toh AT 3o fodrasT Hr gl
fohar ST #& 3R gl Siesel #X IHAT Brhel 3o[7| fddegs d&ar 1 & deagar
3ccR fAe S & 3R 9cadlf & faeg Afed g3m sgxrar S &l

faregs-2 (i) #ar @l a1 fhedl O AG(El) & YPREA/TART, Sfdh FW fGdregs 4.
1 3 3eoi@ foRar a7 &, W g3 gy gl A 38 AT Tole ganr ar gegdf ar
38 faTeeT Ui &1 faafera awafd ar Sesil & @y suerd/3ifted fear s ar 2
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37.  Scgdl o 3uel ufaudlanm F Ae-ad & A TER A ¥ 38 07 @l 35d gehnrEr
& SeAE A S fAdTEe 3afr & e 38+ gaT # geifg fev aw € 3R 3 38
i AT & T 38% garT fAdas & gger a1 9ig H AfSAr gEar & 9 Fig FRaA 7L
I TS| 3ol dh fear F ufdededr Toehfas @l 3R waa Afhar & 394 e
gAafard sifeae qE fhar o fSad 3 RIeR g v gehrEr dF SeEhrl gld 3R
afdeded! THgl Td Welel ATMHAT GaRT YT fhT Silel T AT o9 & STdofG, 3e6ia
faToet & ag ot 3070 AT Fs FRAS ST HI sTF vem@r, FIF . Hr RaC H
AT GT3AT GaNT HHAW W T SErdsi/ e/ A/ Nelisr A garT Tose & &
Y giell &1 Jhret & 9id 9ol garT aefis 18 eIy 3R g8 =iy, foeer
ASAT G381 @RI 3eTeh GaRT Y& ool & arar f&har arar g, & o ol 3] g1 @8
Ig Aiied e & off favher @ & 6 AfSan gsdl qarr gedd eEads @ear kv
e &1 3giel shadl Tg e T fob ol @nferal o g&ardst 9er fhw § 3o v srar
8T foraT ST Oohar FIfF 3o cEddSlt I P AfFAIT SATpRy FAar oY)

38. ST g3AT garT 9 fHU AT RS T W gcIdt @1 1A g gl ot & @y, 3fea
aoft Ud SERYT YRl & 3o foell & 9fd 9ol g@rt fev 10 Fehe sarerer S faegd
TG 8 3Ty IS § Sl 3o7oh ATH H IR fhT T §| 3e@iel 3e7ch GART ThU T FAehe
I T AT A dTe e&cidoil & 9id Hig @eg oy weqa =gl fhar ar| #Afsar
BI3HI @RI ThRIAT & [T $ITcTel &1 T a&dd: Feadl garr 3iftshd v sier 1 fAg
HIAT &1 TG 3olal, Tg Tl o o geadi wnefl-3, afiRes g & A faeie/faee
$AR  Reer A w3 ws  Afdw ugde o (Wendva-
764200TATT200841EH184323) Tl & UH S (AIETA-6470) ¥ el W
sfear &rdl Aeadh @1 5 1@ &, HT ek AT [haT AT S8 G, oAl Jg ardl U e
TehelTgX &1 ST § o 3Tl Seadlt & @Y $g [dcdid HegdeR g1 § Fifeh 3efehl
AT H SfAHT W gl 3R 38d gcudt & 38 @ W o R Teg 3ot &1 ST &
& 38 #egRT Sf3ar &l Acash # IS HITAA FET AT &1 FHIAT, Ig T e g @
S & F W fQacms § 1 A gursfeai@a 0@ el @ fhedl A (AQh) &
TRTRISA/SEROT H <9 9t a1 38 fdtad Toic garT a1 gt a1 38« fdtae i
1 faaierd FEAfd a1 el & fhd egfFd garn 3uIra/3ifted fhe av &) gogdt S
gEATIEd IR ATH ol 3TT § 398 HISAT g3 H ool o 7 §EAGR o6l o
AR zafav, 3¢ 38 a1d & THURGET oA ol S dhdl fo 8% I & 3% gant
IO wehrereT | farege &, 2, desan, Wiﬁa?%wwﬁﬁgmwm%l

faareg®-3 : Fo1 farcas @ 2 # gUr-3feafya Wl Ag (Fel) & Yo A1 JARUT W EHT oI
ggdt & AT eag & o H enfder fhar war ar ?
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39. foaTEe <@g T 98 ol Sl Geadl @RT YA fhAr T B, 3@H goldclice vd e
Hf3ar W 399Td 6,90,430 . AT YRR FFATT g1 5T YeRMA H H, UWWTT 6 HSAT
g3El (4 §AMR 99 U9 2 & Jddel) CaRT THREA/TERT § HEfOd 15 a3l &
AregA & % 2,59,992 ¥ &1 RAE ST §1 4,30,438 F. HI AV A WH T @Al
q gefad § S Selagiteae ta B Afsar W 3uerag & 718 g1 9ot & favg 3ifdefaa
e 3R gt garT afee sag & e oEr # yedd geRi A FEfaf@a 3R
g

i) JHIT R H JhIRIAT § FIUT T GaRTRI # 5,008 . HT R AT I-AT | 3T G
80,000 ¥. & 3N Feadl earT Fieha TR 74,992 . ¥l

ii) 3feT aol & yehrEl ¥ Fofd T YRR # 2,86,900 T HT AW 9rdm 4T g 3fed amoh
garT o 4= 1 grar famar Irar §, a8 2,87,900 %. § 3 weadf garr ¥ hed gy fas
10,000 %. ¥l

iii) T AfSAT wrgde fO. F gl @ GO GEJd 4eRIfr # 3,78,930 %. T 3R U IR
¢ THd AT GaRT JU-3USY FS I U 4,93,930 % HR Geadl q@arT Flihd G Ry
1,15,000 . &I

iv) afeleh SIOROT # Fehrelel & Heftd Tdd YaRIfer 7 13,49,676 T. T 3R 9rr ar4m gl RAIE
hr TS UERIRT 13,94,676 %. 3R Feadl @Ry e €eRIRI 45,000 %. &

(v) 9cgdt @ |eRT &rdl. @ 5,00,000 & HT HATART T S H a1 GO RE FABR & § S

3Tl gogdt Aell-3, A fase/fSee $AR fwer, st gegdi & fAse @ &, cant o= veidr

#. FogHA ¢ s AT gisde T, S delied wRfiod #&s, RS # IEiEUd § &

GaRT 399 dI TS AT

(vi) et F FMeAT TeuTsoial & o1 H foetd aEar @, 195 & Aregsr & sédr & 15,000 &.

FT T T ST &7 grar foa g

40.  wcgdl gaNT 3 fAdtue e9g % fAU TR A S AR B Joen H AfEr gEaw
CaRT 3Ueletl RV ¢ fyeiAder & aAegd 4 fev v o7y & IR A suded FR
TdedRT g TTs¢ &9 & g aar & o 9l & 3eqeer ‘& & AR FehriRIc/SarRd
el geanfe @ 3aeh GarT 3uerd AT WSS 3T T H AMAS A Fhar g1 I,
g g & oar § & TQacgs dear 2 w gu-3feaf@a 0&@r Ag@) & JaRor ar
IR TR U T F Gl & Ao oo & AW # mfdrer a7t fohar @ a1 JeeeR,
faareze TEAT 3 H ek f&am e g

faareas -4: Fa1 ycudf, 0¥ Aatae eag arfde & &, fafer & e a1 39% qanr
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41.

42.

nfaa a8 @ [aa I & 39 oW SIf@d i H 37TPd @ 87

g AT & gt o 39y 9T 0T & @Y W FAT Ag HAT g, IW I HU IUT
fqarezet # 3fd &7 @ g & gar &1 3udwd ==l & HARFT TR Jhrr # wh
gcgeT drer featies 09/04/2009 Fr 3 § @ Ut & 3T Y&T H dlc 3ol & fow
SIdT & FHeT TaY i T gl Al o 57 ucger 3 & fov & 45,000/-(@s-1
a3 HEAT 37) 1 AT AWEg [HAT gl Safh i SPRUT S gEIT Tl garT
TEdd fHT v cEAESt & FE YA gl § fH ®.1,51,200/-Fr AR F1Ofeer (@SS
09040047) IR fhar s=r a1 s fow gcudf ganrt 5600/-F93 &1 *fse dAlc Iy
fohar arm AR 9o & doer A 1,45,600/-F9F (31T T FEIT 09040032) & wAehe;
AT Tohar aran| 3T A el @ wier 3R 3T atue yoleh et ofr g1 veadt
CaRT JTAT FRIT 3T oG H hadl 37 I & Y H g <37 & 1,00,600/F9F F IR
TISC & F SWT ST Hehcll g1 TE HNT Tegdf 1 T IeATC @RI G T 78 &
Fifeh 38 391 feldTdel o0d H 3% TOY H oI oI@Eg hdTl gl Jcadf ganrt 3rde
B WRFT FA & TG F 3T FT AT T TN TT T N AA §, 97 AeATArR@d
3R &

“RAEIET TWET &9 ¥ a1, FAS U9 FANT 3FAGAR 01§ AY P31 A Fedl B9 W q& T
gahT AT A @ el gema”

gt & favg 3ucey wg 19 fAdad <o & afr 3R 39e o # gt ganr -
sirar & aig AR A Iied fagerfa 9g Tuse &7 § givid 3R geilia & § o goadf
CaRT STHT AT T fAdad <o &1 o @r 3|cy 3R fAzar an| 3ra:, aRumAsass I8
fag g oar § & gt /iy & 3l a1 398 qanr 3nfaa dfa & faas oo &
YT T GIES el H 3G QT gl 3, [Adcdsd &A1 4 F o 934t & fawg
fe=r arar &

faarga® W&a1-5: 1 Al & g afr & el ar 39% qanr nafEaa Afd & Aaes =g
% 36l oI SN Fel H 3Fd HABeA & AU IS ey a1 aga HRoT ar?

3t o AaTaat 1 Tares d, 1961 & @9a 89(5) & i gaed 3R 3faa 3@wR jw
T i g8 e s@g & @E R 3ugad oW SIile A H 3B T $ AT NG g
ROT A7 AT FT HROT g1 Fh| R, T€ A 22 SieAadl, 2011 & HROT I AlfeH &
T 3= 18 Fors, 2014 & 3HTH STaTd H HcllWolelsh HRUT T TISEHIOT A H 3G gl T
ag fafer ganr 3fEa {fd A a7 & oW aed I ¢ X Hebr| g0 AHTAReFd, ag Afsar

BT3AST aRT FEd U a0 @redl & T & 3 3ok a1gl & 97| 36 YR Feg2di 38 ganT
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39T e <aF & 3T AW WA He & HROT TReAr 1 AR g 31T, [Harezs wen

5 & 3ca} 9ot & fawg fear smar g1

fareas wEar-6: a1 yodl o wfafAftes sfRfas, 1951 @1 arr 77 3R 78 & @1y
afsd GRT 108 & 3T araer 3maer garr oRféd gt &1 sl g2

I f¥aTeet eiiehcd T S8t W YeR & &1 AF-HISTT hivad TR HFA & ag HiS o
3l Al & ARET T F F3 HUIT I THIEN I 39T HR ¢iehd T Feho &1 AT
HAeTd, 31t B Scpeedl W AT ol & TeH gl & ST W 3Tl g@rr Sere v §3
YA W FAST & oA A CTHER T & RN g S g1 T8 v giegqyr [Rufa g fe
AderdT g1 AfFd & Yo § Mf¥d fhe Ia § 3R 9Ra Aaae e & Tadg, fosaer 3R
uredlt fatest & durele & fov aAfds SFaelr &1 3eRiEd #ar g1 At @1 3eeror e
ardl $ACR 3TN & Flefed F Soolted el IR AfThel @I fdehad wA & oo @Eln
CaRT TG AT AT AUTRFBT & fov Aaiad gl & foIv U % e gl Gar S« a1

37, T H Yg GiauRd A & AR g F§ AAAURT war § o goadt S e wer w@
e gfafaftca sfafagsa 1951 & arr 1086 & 3tfa TR e &= fGar s anfewl
deelaR, fodTes HREET TaeanT Jg =W aar § T A AY #igr @ &9 qanr e T |
e T & 30U JW ¥ e F 3B w3 W 3GBaar & OT 398 9 S
M a1 FHRT HROT 7 g F FROT g A lafAftea wfRfa=s, 1951 & arr 77 3R
78 & WY 9fda URT 10F & T 8 3T H d@ ¥ T auf & v ojfiga afva fFar
ST &1

(ot 3. dr.3Eq) (= T.H.af)
faaterer smgsa qEy faaTer srgsd
T : 5 Eoar

&t ; 27.09.2017

ST S HT 3T H Fo=1{afld 3ejdle SIRGUS ToTATS & ISR A 58K GdRT T
fohar ST & S R @faere & 3iefede 348 & @US (3) 3T e o7 & 38R Wifthc
qrS HHS ST |

SREUS TsTqTel & 3 I,
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA

ORDER
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.

No. 76/JHAR-HP/10/2010/EEM -- This case arises out of the news report published in

Economic Times on 27" Sep 2010 against Shri Madhu K oda regarding huge expenses having
been incurred by him in General Election to the Lok Sabhain 2009. A report dated 5™ 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 aso 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 K oda (hereafter, Respondent) is subject to disqualification under Section
10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, for not lodging the account of his 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, 1961").

FACTUAL MATRIX

1. The Respondent was declared elected on 16™ May 2009 from 10-Singhbhum Parliamentary
Constituency, Jnarkhand in the general election to the Lok Sabhain 2009. A report was submitted
by District Election Officer,Chaibasa, Jharkhand (hereafter, “DEO”) 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 5™ August 2010 under Rule 89, of CER, 1961 stating as follows:

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

(i1) Respondent submitted the account within time but not in the manner provided in the R. P Act
1951 and CER, 1961.
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(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.

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

(i) An investigation by Income Tax Department (hereafter, /T Department’) has reveaed 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 genera election to the Lok
Sabhain 2009.

(i) IT officias 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.
. The Commission decided to take action in the matter on the basis of the news report and
subsequently, a letter dated 29" Sep 2010, was sent by the Commission to the Chairman of
Central Board of Direct Taxes (hereafter,'CBDT’), aong 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.
. Pursuant to the report of DEO dated 5" 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 Snghbhum,
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-Snghbhum(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: -
() 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 Digtrict Election Officer, West Snghbhum, 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 Legisative
Assembly or Legidlative 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.

. Subsequently, on 8" Oct 2010, CBDT also forwarded a copy of the report furnished by Director
Genera of Income Tax (Inv.) Patna in the Respondent’s case in respect of election expenses
allegedly incurred beyond the permissible limits laid down in the R.P Act, 1951 to the
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Commission. The report alleged the total expenditure incurred by the Respondent on electronic
and print mediaas 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 anounts 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 ADVERTISEMENTSNEWSPAPER ARTICLES:

S. | NEWSPAPER DATE HEADLINE
No.
1. | Prabhat 09/04/2009 | “Singhbhum sansadeeya nirvachan kshetra se
Khabar yuva, karmath evam suyogya umeedvaar Shri
Madhu Koda ko kenchi chhap men button
dabakar bhari maton se vijayee banayiye”
2. | Prabhat 22/04/2009 | “Singhbhum hua kenchimay, koda ko jitaane ke
Khabar liye prakhandon mein nikla motorcycle julus’
3. | Prabhat 21/04/2009 | “Har hath ko kaam, har ghar ho khushhaal:
K habar Madhu Koda”
4. | Prabhat 18/04/2009 | “Singhbhum mein Madhu Koda ki kenchi ko
Khabar dhaar dene maidaan mein utari joba manjhi”
5. | Prabhat 08/04/2009 | “Kolhan ko chaiye Madhu Kodaki tarah yuva aur
K habar sashakt netratva’
“Mukhyamantri bante hi kolhan ki asha ke
anurup Madhu ne kaam kiya’
“Lok Sabha chunav jeetunga, samarthan UPA ko:
Madhu Koda”
S. | NEWSPAPER DATE HEADLINE
No.
1. 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”

2. Udit Vani NA Apni uplabhdhiyon ke bal par vote maang rahe Koda’
3. | Udit Vani 19/04/2009 | “Kolhanvasiyon ka sapna pura kiya Madhu Koda ne”“
4, 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’
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“har rang me aasaani se dhal jaate hain Koda’

“Yuvaon ke liye Koda ne utara yuva express”

“turoop ka patta hain Madhu K oda”

“Mahilaon ko sammohit kar rahi hain Geeta Koda”

Udit Vani

22/04/2009

“Mere mukaable me koi nahi: Madhu Koda”

“K oda 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 Kodaki 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

“phari maton se jeet ke prati ashwasth hain purv
mukhyamantri Madhu Koda”

“madhu koda ke samarthan me jansampark abhiyaan
chaaya’

NEWSPAPER

DATE

HEADLINE

Hindustan

21/04/2009

“Janta ka pratyashi hun, mukaable me koi nahi: Koda’

“Kharkal 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”

Hindustan

06/04/2009

“Chunavi dangal me utri deviyan, Meera ne Arjun,
Aabha ne Shailendra aur Geeta ne Madhu Koda ke liye
maange vote”

Hindustan

NA

“Koda ke paksh mein chal rahi leher: Geeta”

Hindustan
Times (English)

NA

“Cast your valuable vote in favour of Madhu Koda,
the young, dedicated and most suitable candidate
from Singhbhum Parliamentary seat by pressing
the button against the symbol of ‘scissor’ on the
EVM.”
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5. | Hindustan NA “Uplabdhiyon ke bal par janta ke beech vote maang
rahe hain Koda”

6. | Hindustan 16/04/2009 “Tez hoti jarahi hai Kodaki kenchi ki dhaar”

S. | NEWSPAPER DATE HEADLINE

No.

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
maj boot”

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 |eher”

8. | Dainik Jagran 06/04/2009 “Gavon me umad raha K odak e samarthan me hujum”

9. | 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 kavikas: Koda”

14. | Dainik Jagran 10/04/2009 | “Kshetraki tasveer badane ke liye dein vote: Koda”

15. | Dainik Jagran 11/04/2009 | “Kshetraki 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 Bhagpa evam
Congres”
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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 milatoh kshetra ko modern banaonga”’

“K oda samarthak seekh rahe chunaav prabandhan”

19.

Dainik Jagran

15/04/2009

“Jeet ka antar badhane mein jutey K oda samarthak”

“Chunaav fatah ko Koda samarthako ne Kkiya
manthyan”

20.

Dainik Jagran

16/04/2009

“Koda ne kiya Manoharpur prakhand ka daura’
“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

“Kodane 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 expressne Adityapur-Gamhariya
mein macha dhum

25.

Dainik Jagran

21/04/2009

“Mauka diyatoh 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 Mahgaon ki
fiza’

“Ragjad 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 Kodaki rally”

“Geeta Koda ne Jagannathpur mein ghar-ghar di
dastak”
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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 “Kodakadawa: Seedhi ladai mujhse”

8.

10.

11.

In pursuance of the report of CBDT, aletter dated 19" October 2010 was sent by the Commission
to DEO, Chaibasa, Jharkhand, with a direction to forward scanned copies of al 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.

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

(i) Account of election expenses was filed duly within time and in manner provided under the law
on 1% June 2009, which is evident from DEO’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 isin manner as required by law.

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:

“| 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 isin 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.

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
thisletter. In the event of failure to do so within the stipulated period, it will be presumed that you
have no good reason or justification 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, |ettersdated 14™ Feb 2011 and 23" Feb 2011 were sent by the
Respondent before the Commission seeking extension of time to file areply citing ill health, and
a time period of 4 months was requested by the Respondent to file the rei)ly 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.
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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 Shekhar-
carried 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, aong 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, areply dated 18" June 2011 was
received from DEO stating as follows:

(i) In the DEO'’s report, dated 14™ July 2009, it was wrongly stated that Respondent had
submitted the supporting vouchers.

(i) In DEO's report, dated 8" Oct 2010, it is stated that supporting vouchers were submitted by
Mr. Ankur Kumar Chaudhary, election agent ofRespondent 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 chalenged 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,
‘S.P’) 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 Centra 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 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
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17.

18.

19.

20.

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. MadhuK oda 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 2014held in Ashok  ShankarraoChavan v.
MadhavraoKinhalkar& 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 9" 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:
(i) 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.
(i) 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 aso 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.
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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 9" Sept 2014. The issues framed by the
Commission are as follows:

(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?

(if) 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?

(iii) 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?

(iv)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?

(V) 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.

(vi)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, 19517

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) 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.

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

(iii) Shri Anup Kumar Sarkar, Manager (PW-3), Neutral Publishing House Itd., Jharkhand

(iv) Shri Prabhakar Nath Tiwari, Manager (PW-4), Hindustan MediaVenture Ltd. Patna

(v)Shri Praveen Kumar, Manager (PW-5), Jagaran Prakashan, Itd., Jamshedpur.

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

(vii) Shri Rajnish, Manager (PW-7), SaharaIndia, TV Network, Kolkata

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

The Respondent produced the list of following witnesses:

(i) Mr. Vikas Kumar Sinha (RW-1), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand

(i1) Mr. Rgiv 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:

Contentions made by the witnesses on behalf of the Commission:

PW-1i.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 7" May 2010. He stated
that in the report dated 5 Aug 2010, submitted before the Commission by the then Deputy

47



48

SRWUS Tolc (3FETURYI) HITCAR, 24 Sers, 2018

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 5" 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 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 aso 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 5™
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 advertoria 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 ‘advertoria’ 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 origina bill. He admitted that payments by cash were received of Rs. 5,
00,0000n 30" March 2009; Rs.2, 00,000 on 9" April 2009; Rs. 1, 45,600/- on 9" April 2009; Rs.
2, 00,000 on 14™ April 2009; Rs. 1, 00,000 on 18th April 2009 and Rs. 2, 50,000/- on 22" April
2009. He dso stated that the payments were received prior to the publication or on the same day
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except in one publication where the bill was generated on 8" April 2009 and the payment was
received on 9" April 2009.

PW-6i.e. Shri Udit Agrawal, Manager of Uditvani has submitted that publication of advertoria 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 aso
expressly denied the suggestion of Counsel for Respondent that the documents were forged and
placed in front of the Income Tax authorities a 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 11" 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.

Averments made by the Respondent himself and the witnesses on behalf of the Respondent:
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
alegation of having paid Rs. 2,00,000/- on behaf of the Respondent to Danik Jagran for
publishing advertorial on 9thApril 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.eMr. Ragjiv Nayanam, Chabasa, 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 | and No. 218, 219, 220, 221, 222 in Vol 11) 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 afew 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 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.
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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 avictim. 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. Raeev
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 aso 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 billsin 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 aso 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 aso attached

acopy of the authorised content of the publications along with the affidavit which he claims to be
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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.
The Presenting Officer of the Commission has relied upon the following averments:
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 a'so 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.
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.
The Respondent has made the following submissions through his counsal:
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
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someone else. An adverse burden of proof would put electoral candidates at the mercy of
their opponents.

iii.  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.

iv.  Learned Counsd aso 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
lad down in Section 65-B(2) of the Indian Evidence Act and must also be signed by a
person occupying a responsible officia position in relation to the operation of the relevant
device.

v. 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(o) 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.

vi. Learned Counsd contends that the withesses PW-3 to PW-7 had no persona 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
rel evant/appropriate witnesses.

ANALYSISOF EVIDENCE:

28. 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 Channelsi.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:
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S. Name of Media House and details of bills generated Amount of Expenditure Amount of
No. in name of Shri Madhu Koda incurred as per Billsand Expenditure shown
received by the Media as per Elec. Exp.
Houses Statement of the
Respondent
DAINIK JAGRAN
Bill No. Date 75,000/-
JJ09030124 31/03/2009 1,07,250
JJ09040002 01/04/2009 10,000
JJ09040007 02/04/2009 15,750
JJ09040015 03/04/2009 18,000
JJ09040016 03/04/2009 6,000
JJ09040020 04/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040025 05/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040028 06/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040035 07/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040041 08/04/2009 12,500
JJ09040042 08//04/2009 12,500
JJ09040046 09/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040047 09/04/2009 1,45,600
JJ09040049 10/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040057 11/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040062 12/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040070 13/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040072 14/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040079 15/04/2009 93,600
JJ09040083 16/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040088 17/04/2009 51,563
JJ09040097 18/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040107 19/04/2009 25,000
JJ09040111 20/04/2009 51,563
JJ09040122 21/04/2009 1,71,600
JJ09040131 22/04/2009 82,500
JJ09040144 23/04/2009 41,250
JJ09040147 23/04/2009 2,50,000 75,000/-
TOTAL 13,94,676/-
HINDUSTAN/HINDUSTAN TIMES Amount (1)
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
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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/-
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/-
PRABHAT KHABAR Amount
Date of Publication 74,992/
08/04/2009 15,000
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/-
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/-
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/-
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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. | Dateof thehbill Date of the Amount of the
No. Agency No. publication bill
/programmeon 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 Billsin 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 JSRLIVE
Informationis | 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/-
m;:d 61,908/-
pur,
HH JSR 41,932/-
Rourkela,
HH JSR
Chaibasa
6. 23/04/2009, 23/04/2009 82,874/-
HH JSR CBU
TOTAL 4,93,930/-
3. Bills submitted by Mr. Udit 1. 09/04/2009 09/04/2009 10,000/-
UDIT VANI Agarwal 2. 18/04/2009 18/04/2009 16,500/-
authorisedby | 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/-
Publisherand | g 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
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4.

03/04/2009

03/04/2009 in
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur

18,000

03/04/2009

03/04/2009 in
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur

6,000

04/04/2009

04/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

25,000

05/04/2009

05/04/2009 in
Chaibasaand
Adityapur

25,000

06/04/2009

06/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

25,000

07/04/2009

07/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

25,000

10.

08/04/2009

08/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

12,500

11.

08/04/2009

08/04/2009 in
Chakradharpur and
Adityapur

12,500

12.

09/04/2009

09/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

25,000

13.

09/04/2009

09/04/2009 in
Jamshedpur

1,45,600

14.

10/04/2009

10/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

25,000

15.

11/04/2009

11/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

25,000

16.

12/04/2009

12/04/2009 in
Chaibasa, Adityapur
and Chakradharpur

25,000

17.

13/04/2009

13/04/2009 in
Chaibasa and
Adityapur

25,000

18.

14/04/2009

14/04/2009 in
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page

25,000

19.

15/04/2009

15/04/2009 in
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page

93,600

20.

16/04/2009

16/04/2009 in
Mahasamar Page

25,000

21.

17/04/2009

17/04/2009 in
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page

51,563

22.

18/04/2009

18/04/2009 in
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page

25,000

23.

19/04/2009

19/04/2009 in
Adityapur and
Janjagaran Page

25,000

24,

20/04/2009

20/04/2009 in
Adityapur and
Mahasamar Page

51,563

25.

21/04/2009

21/04/2009 in
Mahasamar Page

1,71,600

26.

22/04/2009

22/04/2009 in

82,500




SIR@US I[SIC (ATYRYT) HIAR, 24 Eﬁﬁ 2018

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/-
Saharalndia 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

30. 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. CATEGORY PERSON TO DATE AMOUNT Voucher no.
No. WHOM THJE
AMOUNT
WASPAID
1. Display Dainik Jagaran 09/04/2009 45,000 37, Vol |
2. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar | 09/04/2009 30,000 38, Vol |
3. Advertisement in Udit vani 09/04/2009 10,000 56, Vol |
daily newspaper
4, Advertisement in HT Classifieds 09/04/2009 30,000 59, Vol |
daily newspaper
5. Advertisement in HT Classifieds 11/04/2009 25,000 61, Vol |
daily newspaper
6. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar | 08/04/2009 14,996 211 Vol 11
7. Advertoria telecast | Ushodaya 22/04/2009 15,000 195, Val Il
Enterprises
(ETV)
8. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar | 18/04/2009 7,500 208A, Vol Il
9. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar | 21/04/2009 7,500 209, Vol Il
10. Publication matter Prabhat Khabar | 22/04/2009 14,996 210, Vol 11
11. Advertisement in HT Classifieds | 06/04/2009 10,000 218, Vol Il
daily newspaper
12. Advertisement in HT Classifieds | 09/04/2009 10,000 219, Vol Il
daily newspaper
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31

iv.

13. Advertisement in HT Classifieds | 16/04/2009 10,000 220, Vol Il
daily newspaper

14. Advertisement in HT Classifieds | 21/04/2009 20,000 221, Vol ll
daily newspaper

15. Advertisement in HT Classifieds | 23/04/2009 10,000 222, Vol ll
daily newspaper

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 aleged by the CBDT
(investigation report by Director of Income Tax, Patnha) 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:
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 articlesin 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.

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.

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 hills in name of the Respondent amounting to Rs.
2,87, 900 submitted by Mr. Udit Agarwa (PW-6) authorised by Udit Vani.

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 appea 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 alegation in the report of CBDT.
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v. MediaHouseNo. 5: SaharaIndia TV Network:
The Respondent aversin 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 aweekly 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”.

EXAMINATION AND ANALYSIS OF WRITTEN AND ORAL ARGUMENTS ON
BEHALLF OF THE RESPONDENT THROUGH HISCOUNSEL:

31. 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 aong 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 orderg/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 atogether. Further, the Respondent admitted in his
cross examination that he had knowledge of the publications as aleged 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/recei pts produced by the media houses. Therefore, his argument with respect to unauthorised
publications cannot be accepted.

32. 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
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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 faillure 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.

33. 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-
judicia 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 asfollows:

“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-judicia 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:
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“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. Sating it broadly and 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 Ca 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
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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 isthe 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 aready 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 persona 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 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
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dhaar’, ‘kis 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
apromising 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.

| SSUE-2: (ii))Whether the expenditure in publication/telecast of al 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 el ection agent?

37. 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 aso
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 aso
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.

38. Each and every hill produced by the Media Houses bears the name of the Respondent. Along with

the bills, Udit Vani and Jagaran Prakashan have aso 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 - U64200M H2008PT C184323)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
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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.

| SSUE-3: 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?

39. 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, onlyRs. 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 publicationsin
Prabhat Khabar, The amount incurred is Rs. 80,000 and the admitted amount by the Respondent is
Rs. 74,992.

i) 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.

i) 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.

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 Sinhais 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
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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.

| SSUE-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 ) 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 aone 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 appea 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 expensesin

the manner required by or under the law. Thus, issue No. 4 is answered against the Respondent.

| SSUE-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 22"January, 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
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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.

| SSUE-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, 19517

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 Legidatures.

Therefore, the Commission is of the considered view and holds that the Respondent, Mr. Madhu
Koda, should be disqualified under Sectionl0A 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 and 78 of The 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. AK. Joti)
Election Commissioner Chief Election Commissioner
Place: New Delhi
Date: 27.09.2017
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