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T 99mEA - favm
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a1l stashTer TElda foRan o o, & orgwH H S T
18 9 23 WE 2013 T ©: fea &1 Afia Taem wHER
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TAe™, geay o+, YTl
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oo, TSR RO A1 WEE W, Herde SR VIRRAIE RS HEUTerd, SRl 9§ gfkaqer vt —2013.
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SRl & qea I & T IR % Hiem (2) H fafie
ST W= & wiew (3) ¥ fafade faa &t foen
Iqrer wfafa § dere g 9 IET 8 9Y &) hreety

% fau W ffde foran ST @ o—
¥ OTWEHRE USHl & A= foen =rsn wfifa
m (2) (3)
1 ot v waw fog e ARG
2 o T A IE8 EAL 2D
HEAYRE & TIUA & A9 W q7 SR,
ot . fagd, sTafas.
T faum

T, docty Yo, Wiret
O, feqiss 12 T 2013

% TE 1 (T) 83-2011-F-2-T.— A TR A,
I8, gferm sredies, fogamrer 1 feriw 30 98 9 9 53
2013 T $O TG food THFA STFER IUHN T
iiga foran I 2.
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%. TH 1 (T) 400-88-F-2-Tl.— &t Euad THi, Y,
sifa. gfere weifaeees, (Yfew guwyangetas gfafa),
o™ qeaed, Wi & et 19 Fra | 12 faawsr
2013 T T=Y ey @Ifsia s/, 17, 18 ST 2013
F o oEd™ & @Y % WY Wipd fHa W .
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(3) @R ¥ dted ot qedrad I, WTgE, @
STEE Y W, AT AR e, TS sifafE gfe

TEIfewe, (gfaa genamefes gfafdn) gy, e

% U8 W A: 9eed fean S €.
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(yferm gurvamefas gfefdn),gq, 9o gh FEaR
TeU H W wfgw-2 # Afafga srfvm ¥ RRm
st T aifafied srfar @ gaa g1,

(5) SToEmER | 4 TeuH v, Y, H STEE
oA T 9 SH YRR S BN S IR SIH™ W S
qd faean o,
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IIA FTHRT W LT A A A U W T &

TEAYRY & T & A1 § a9 SRR,
FEAIeT VieRY QUM 3T g&d afd.

fafy o faurh ==t faum
roTe, T 8 3TEd 2013

WL . 1(31)3-2003-3FHE-F(). — T I,
TEIfteRT  wEed, SOaqE § w4 e e,
uHEE SAfyes, TEfyas FEieE, SE hl 39
TETTYEe & U W 37 §RI HRINR TR0 i & e 9@
T T % e waegr fge s €

WL % 1(31)3-2003-FFRG-A(T ). — T[T I,
4t worsiia g e, sifyes, SR & st
TR & U8 W, Heaas HHed, SR o 396
BRI YR T80 T & fodis 9w od & fau waggm
[ERESACTGINA

o, T i 13 o 2013

HL . 1(37)3-2003-3FRG-d(E). — g 99, 39
faamT & wEers ooy foaie 8 oFmed 2013 H FAFHER
Heed A § —

RN
ey et 8 e 2013 ¥ sifewd 99 &t s

fdg o1y & WH W At wosia 898
EICEIRC RS CH
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g, feAiew 14 e 2013

WL . 1 (H)-14-2013-TAFEE -gah E-s(])), 2013.—
T oA, AgfEa sfa oR ST gfad Senfa (TR
franon) sfufam, 1989 i &R 14 & R fafafdy fadm
e % ford eifufem &t 9w 15 & ofata ot IR
AR, ifuee &Y, foen Tome (SImew) o foav &
sfirss g Far .

3 Tgfaa 3% 51 YR TRw A F feie | i
a9 & ford grft. @g frgfoa fom =01g svRor @ wora &t
ST gehet ®. forelt off feafa H 62 o ) o1y % gv 3
9 U R FE F &g o€ Tl 7.

frgaa srfyames &1 yo efe fafy siv faurht =

faam & stew e 1(H) IR -sana-a(]), s

24 A 2008 F STTET 7T T

39 ey § g a1en o5 WS- 64- A TE-2225-
(5171) fardrs =maeral Sl Tl 31 - SAEh Yenstl §g
ST -003- 2 WuTYehR 1 BIE % ST=rid fasar e g

I = YIAH IF N § Feifera foren wd 9= =i
EUURER IS LI

L. 1 () -15-2013- gt -ggng-=(d), 2013.—
T W, Agfaa sifa 1R srgfaa Swenfa (STemaR
Framon) sifufm, 1989 #t 9 14 F TER JFaTg fot
F fer fafafde fadm —mem & fod sgfaa snfa efix
sTgfaa Sefa (TR framon) fram, 1995 & frm
4(1) % STER ot guw S, AAfueaa w Sen  SRaTs
# fafore << sifeaar frgea &t €.

I g 3k g FEYR TRY & & Tt 9 o
4 & ford gt =g Fgfea fom oo R o gora
S wehdt &, foRet o feufs # 62 o @Y g % wveq A
IR TE W FE H & T 81 Bi.

favr @ s1fieiere ot etgufeafa & feaie @ fodm
=T H haa 39 o & wefarRt ¥ Ya sifvesmed
# wE w9 fSen vefbeil g srEfed fean
SR

g aifsos 1 gew anfe fafa si faurh =
faum % sew wtE 1 () @ifed-geemie-a(a), s
24 3TYE 2008 F IIEY T T,

39 oy H g gl =99 T HE- 64T 3-2225-
(5171) foRm =ameneral i TTaT- 31 - e ash Janst 7
STERIfTAT-003 - ST HWTYeRT i TRIT o at=ia fashem1a g,

< <1 YTAH 3 WY W Heifera fsern wdl w5t =rnedta
g fean Sram,

L. 5. 1 (1) -32-2004- RIS -gahig-4a( &), 2013.—
T I, 39 faam & aaders sy feiis 16 fRumr
2008 gN1 Trge A siere yER $RR, sifyew, e
g & FEdwer ¥ FEEE G| BN & feiw
16 feawR 2011 § A: TH 96 & T s dlies 1fvairsTss,
AFwE & ®9 H YRR (FEfEe F gfg) w2, 78
frafaa fom g RO Sq TaTa F1 <1 bl §. Rt o
feafa 7 62 T &1 371 % TvER J I IS W HE FE 7Y

e sifasmoess = o onfe fafy oiv faurh e
favm & s1ew Al 1(H) e -gawa-a(), s
24 319 2008 F TTET T T,

T GeiE H g aer ST Wi WA 64- & IY-2225-
(5171) Torm —araTerai ot TTu1-31 - SnaEifas darsi &g
3TERfTAT-003 - SATHTYRT 1 TRIF o ST=ria fasha1a g,

T H WIAH IF ¥ 9 Haifea foren wd w3 =mneft
B a1 Sen.

YR & T 6 AW H q9l SRR,
& & @M, ygE e,

e, feqie 8 3TRE 2013

WL ®H. 1(31)3-2003-3FRH-9(TT ). — T IMEA,
A TSTFAR sTeelt v 4t Sa A, tfuaer, Tarferer w
IU-IMER STfae % 18 ), fafiad veifues s,
TaIferR H 37§ HEYR U89 6 & fadis 9 T o
% foe wegn fgw w4 R,

L . 1(31)3-2003-TFRIG-F(J). — T I,
At TH. 2l W, sIfvas, Sy 1 IEEE e &
IE W W 4 wWiad e, sfyas, SeaqR wo3u-
WFRT AR & 98 W FRITR FHraferd, o o
I7h BN FRUR U ®A & feqie 9w 99 & fau
TAgEN R w4 T
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a9, fedie 13 31715 2013

WL H. 1(H)13-2012-3FRG-9( ). —TF I,
gt vt fgadt, sifafaa mefugen s=a =mrera @vedis,
TR &I, AEAE S A GUsUis, TR % 9He
wiferd o anfefer STty STl S, HeAYew % fveH
TN, T, [Ahe e o fafay qfves wmwal |
T w@ vg qve whwan wfed, 1973 (FHR 2 T
1974) W €I 24 1 IYUW (8) F Ifaia 314 MW g

O, feqiw 14 3FRE 2013

WL . 1(3)-2-2013-SFRE-F(I).—T0S URwAT
dfedl, 1973 (FH% 2, T 1974) & €N 24 H ITEN
(3) BN W& Wil & T § AW gE, TS I,
WM, @ TR et g9 seien v i),
sifereerT 1 IT6 FENMR TE0 FH & w9 w9
Hi oAy & Tl S UR 9 @Ue & AR Tod foel
% o o s foen sroq e o €, aunfa
T i T AIe &1 YEA-us R fa 1 SRo 9an
T S Gl €.

. — 4t g et = 5= fafa 1 steRe 1954
(T ART A" d@ ded) 7 69R TR i
30 faamr 2016 (F faamr & g9 dicig) & 1Y 62
ad qof grf.

W, feqie 16 3R 2013

L. 1(E)~20-2004-FFRE-9( ). —TF A, TH
favm & srgers Ry feiw 29 fewmr 2012 & dRT=
H, Ty a1 © o i @ g off feremwmen s sifufea
TR T, FIaqd % W W, ft WEH <9 TR IH

A TR TER, e REqh #1, 376 FRR T80

F & fewiw @ we ad a5 sty & for, fagh o3 @ve
¥ foagd werma ot & fod etfafem o sifsrss

foragd frgaa @ €, qunfa =7 Fgfea o A 1 g=-
T3 TR Ta 1 I RO & G h1 S Gehd! ®.

u.— o s T WER H 5 fafY 2 TR 1972
(2 1R Y | W) § o 3 Tt 1 s
2034 (U TR I TR AE) I 11 62 ¢ of g,

L . 1(3)-42-2004-FFRE-A(N). —Tvg GfmA
dfgdl, 1973 (FHi® 2, ¥ 1974) HI ¥R 24 H I9EW
(3) g wRW wiwdl & v H @ gy USd 9,
TG, A ferer == Wit g3 At HepsSil URiaR, sifbreER
F ITH FEVR T FH & 0w @ T a9 # ety
F T8 9r g@Eve & ¥R T ot & ford erfafiaa o
srfpeirsrer dedter Faft, foen ur frgea « &, aurfy o5
frafa & 9® @1 gEA-ud R o w1 R0 aa
U wt W G €.

a0 — ot faw o iR = 51 fafy 8 a1 1969
(T8 W€ ST 9 S=wR) ¥ IR Sl fAiw 7 7 2031
(93 ¢ 1 TR THAE) w3 62 T YO BRM.

WL %, 1(H)-07-2004-3FRG-F().—TUS  Afehan
wfedl, 1973 (HF 2, T 1974) &l G 24 S YW
(3) BN YeW WikEl & W@ H A gL, T RN,
TGN, St g uvsd 99 @ ft TEEAd qved
fyEaa #1396 FREUR T80 & fodid ¥ uw 9y
) safy & faa Ot 99 @ve & 94 v o &
ford aifaftem o sifeiiors foren et fgem & g,
Ay =g F1gfR U W18 1 G- T T RIE HROT
TAY A S ST Gehd! ©.

g — ot I v 5 fafy 4 7= 1966 (IR
e 3= 9 foare) § ofk st feaiw 3 W 2028
(9 7 & TR STEIRH) HI MG 62 T YUl EAL,

. % 1(F)-13-2004-FFRE-9(]N).—30E  FlshA
Hfgd, 1973 (FHi 2, W1 1974) H U1 24 Hl 9L
(3) B Wea wfeadl &l YA § A gU, TS W,
TaggH, ot gt FAR favesrml 7 ot e it forvaswa,
siferaa 1 376 FREUR TgU A & feAied ¥ uw 9y
Fi ofafy & fod WeTR 99 @ve & AR TS e
% foa stfaftaa e sifirises fen o e s
%, qufa =% Frafe & e & gE- A A #E
FHRO FAD  THIG H S HHA L,

a0 — ft e FoR fovawal &1 51 fafy 16 svmq
1973 (Hielg o 3=ig @ figm) ¢ o 7= i
15 STTE 2035 (U=E 37T & g9k Yefl|) & 311 62
a4 qoi gr.

®. . 1(3)-13-2004-3FHG-9(q).—Ive Ui
wfgd, 1973 (4% 2, T 1974) Tl ¥ 24 i I9EN
(3) W YgT ufedl @ W& W dd U, TS I,
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I ITF FRIR TG0 F & fEAiH 9 T a9 i H Ay
F ford TR w9 wue & weTR e e % for
- afaftea @k sifvaisies qedial SR, foren wsi e
w1 T, aufy g Fryfe o AR w1 gE-u e e
¢ SR JA AT KT S G R

. — At THY FAR A& & 9 fafy 27 SE 1971
(TEE S 3= O Thew) € X 3R fiE 26 SA
2033 (TE S T TR qd9) FY A 62 a9 i T,

WL %, 1(3)-33-2004-3FHH-S(T ). — T WG, 39
fasm % adEIsh TRy feAiw 19 7 2004 gR1 e
$t o, g wear, fafea s stfuyms/efa. o

sifiiish, HER % wEwQ ol 20 STaReR 2010 &
U EF % TR 3% foAiw 21 TEeR 2010 ¥ fiw
20 STFRA 2013 T& | dF a9 H Aty &g YAHgE 34
vid % aref T s R, T aw Frgfem wsh e 1 G-
T e AT A HROT T TG TS R .

20, — o} S.uh. gaR Y 59 fafy 1 Sad 1954 (T
Sl 3= dl dead) ® SR 3 femie 31 fewmr
2015 (TG feamsr & g9R U%E) ® Iy 62 W
quf g,

TEAYRY & TSI 6 A9 G T SARIER,
. uH. wgaer, gfea.

H&hfd favm
HAed, gty 9o, 9
g, feqis 6 T 2013

. AN-1912-2013-9. — T I H 78 T ¢ & T § 7 orpgen 4 faffde fm T3 o v ime Ui wr e
qor1 TR i fafm frd oW, afora B 9, wfafda iR sm, fosfm R Sm, 5ol sm, oo R sIm an sw

T T ¥ TR T SAOEE B

(2) oFaus, HARY TRIIR WrgH=d e AEicisiee Al U0 i T, 1964 (AR 12, T 1964) i o0
3 91 UMM (1) g ved afEal B TEn § o) g, TS I, UAEgR 3 HIE UYE, 39 WE I TS §UEd SIS

% w9 H St A 6 ST SR h G o ©

(3) et off Ut emafe W, St 39 Toy T S WM ARGk A QA e iR oeRw # fed E e TRl saf
Y 30 G ¥ aeey oo § g g9 % feAiE | T Wi ) ety 9 89 6 g W B, TS e gR faEn

foren <R —
S ‘
T feren TeHe e E H AW o g€ &% e e s
R cA S & ot
e | R
wftwferd Rl
ETeil
(1) 2y 3 (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
qeEyRy  BNTERE BNmER SERE R R e we d 12 WA 2 TRwfew &
e, 2700 FifHe. gIeie
ol T TR T TR GEETE ST 1618 0.80 T TR [T T/
WM. # S 781 0.324 frafor weert
qfafa wif,
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(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
YRy TS T TG YA SR Q. 146 2.025 ¥ THofiR for
CIEER W A 147 0013 . R,
, HEAYRY TS,

TR TG LUSHI SIGE AR A e T W 4. 43 0025 ®©. TS A R
A U S, WA, 44 0076 ®.

R RS U RSH TG R Wueft aEegt @ F 51 0063 ©. TEYSE WA TG

Y iget.
TGS TSTG AT LS Bfel Afy, | A 697  9.554 ¥, TEYQE WA A&l
TR, W 7. 698  20.805 ®.
TRy WEAR  fEEN fagr e wael, @ 4. 321/1 0.182 ®©. ST TR
fagm. @ . 32212 0.202 ®.
TEAYRY G EEFAL QETAT Hfe 9gg @ q.13  1152/0.125,
(ure fos 0.31 The I
HIR, ). 39 AT 46
36.50 HieX.
TEYQY  JERET AME TP fawemg df® w7157 1.000 §.  AeAWRW WA g
(et 17.874 %, (|fafa % aef).
Hfer) i _
TEYRY IR YNNG uElsken  yEE e dfR @A 9.198 ¥.  HAYSY WEA W&l
TR 427112 @
0.004 ¥.

YW WEN g9Eg feu e e W H4.376/2 1.518 ¥ TEAURY WA ®l
R ESECC AN 1.518 I

TEYSY o TSI 6 AW § qY1 SARYFER,
fadg wean, TR wfea.

AT TE 9Ia] faamT
o™, aeay e, dIde

rare, T 13 oFm 2013

. TH-3-46-2012-FW9. —HAYSH TR a1 99 o sifufem (dwifaa) 1973 (i 1 69 2012) &1 oW
23"'%"" i 39 (2) BRI Y vfeRadl &1 WA H o §U, TS99 TR, TGN, 9 fawmT &t g1 i Th-3-46-
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2012-919, fediw 26 WA 2013 TS KA 21 B 2013 G 39 9N 61 YUYW (2) R Tufara foFu 19 @R yafda
ofraret fashrd Ao, 2005 B SRR @ Yfte Fet €. ST AR fEmEr € -

ST

ERIET Pl | &AHA fomr @ # IR TR
T (TFg ) ffd= 3w  3uiaiE q-IwIm
() (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
1 pIERENIcIY 7/1, 98 10.14 RIGIRIG] STETEH
Id—Yed | g 30 WX
1. . 1094 CEREGIRERICIASICS

(2) S Ui Sfighd raTet forshr ST, 2005 oI Wehighd YT AT BHIL

TAYLY F TSI F TH F TN STRVINER,
qul TR, Sudtaa.

qfee wd & fasd faum
e, ey vad, 9t

0T, fedis .13 S 2013

. Th. 6-12-2013-TE-2.— IR = (ITerhl 6t S@vg i aeeron) sifafem, 2000 #t €W 4 FT TR (1)
qun (2) g ySH WiEwdl ® gE H A6 g, U909 TR, TGN 9 & TE STIgE % &iaM (2) # gufafide
Trafafea feeR =m i &1 789, Fiem (3) ¥ gufafafde 5 & fod & & o s sifufrem & anfis 0@ g
HY e Ol 1 YA H qe Feical H1 e B o YAl o fou SHE (STEE %) A (4) ¥ gufafiiie
g wrdwal 1 e s €, sralq —

ST

£ forsin =g &g @ik ISR wrfster wrderatetl @1 A
IGH AT

@) (2) (3) (4)

1 BRI {rre 1. ot Og Med Tea—ues

2. el gonfarft sraeeft—age

No. F. 6-12-2013-L-2.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) and (2) of Section 4 of the
Juvenile Justice (Care & Protection of Children) Act, 2000, the State Government hereby constitutes the following
Juvenile Justice Board as specified in the column (2) of the Schedule below, for the District as specified in column (3)
and appoints Social Workers as specified in the column (4) respectively thereof for the purpose of exercising of the
powers and discharging the duties conferred on such board under the said Act, namely :—

SCHEDULE
S.No.  Name of the Juvenile Justice Board Jurisdiction Name of the Honorary Social Workers
& its Head Quarter (Revenue District)
(1) @3 3) )
1 Bhopal Bhopal 1. Smt. Reetu Gokul Patwa—Member

2.  Smt. Mrinalini Awasthi—Member

%, Th. 6-12-2013-999-2.— iR = (Serenl &t S@-1g iR wrewn) afufaam, 2000 1 &m 29 g0 9ed
vifedl &1 990 § A §A, TS R, Taag A1d & 18 Syl % e (2) ¥ fafafde oo s wftfa =1, 39
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(et &) wiem (3) A 1 g wafie # faffie 49 % o wew ol §, iR (@) 9% (ST %) wiem (4)
# % qaar fafie § aftfa afsat w0 fga w5 & —

ST

.. oA Foamw giufa & siferemftar & ofefq 31 sreafTe AIfSter wrfddist &1 Am
e o foren el (UsE-TS7et)
QD) (2) (3) (4)
1 et ‘ el 1. g = Rifga—areay

2. € % T gE—HeH
3. Sd 9 STEe—aee
4. A 9EF% FAN—TTH
5. 4t A8 THi—ucE

No. F. 6-12-2013-L.-2.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) and (2) of Section 29 of the
Juvenile Justice (Care & Protection of Children) Act, 2000, the State Government hereby constitutes the following
Child Welfare Committee as specified in column (2) of the Schedule below, for the District as specified in the column
(3) and appoints Social Workers as specified in column (4) respectively, thereof for the purposes of exercising the
powers and discharging the duties conferred on such committee under the said Act, namely :—

SCHEDULE
S.No. Name of the Child Welfare Jurisdiction Name of the Honorary Social Workers
Committee & its District (Revenue District) '
Head Quarter
)] @ 3) “)
1 Bhopal Bhopal Smt. Rachana Purohit—Chair person

Dr. K.S. Dubey—Member

Smt. Seema Agarwal—Member
Shri Satyandra Kumar—Member
Shri Mohan Sharma—Member

TeYRY o TSFUTE o A ¥ AT STIMTER,
WS "WER, TR 9fes.

wibkw N

fohe™ oo qon iy faem fawm
T, sodAy Wadq, e
o, f&Aie 20 SRR 2013

. E1.-15-11-2005-41gg-3. —HeAYLY HY IUSI Al Afufm, 1972 (FHF 24 T 1973) & 9N 69 i IUH
(1) @ (2) % g y<H WRRET 1 FEN F g, 98 A 9 39 faum @ siftee e €-15-11-2005-4168-3,
ferier 12 S 2012, <0 TetoE ! H fRATR 20 O 2012 TR gE © @ wal wd feHl & o1l Uow TR, TaSEN,
T erfugfan iy S IS/, 7, YIW/ERER, oA, A T Hevaew/aed, s for fadel 4 wd W T &% A 9
fore 7odt & § yEER § s % o) oE T 8, W S afuftm & o 3 ot W % e 9 ola: ge
YeH w7, O T ST ifugfaa S fomm o sifae wemam 9vel g A Avel |fad @ sue 51 W s % ol
iftgd FHIRI ¥ FE FH h IWC & T wE I g

T B F YAE § 9% g2 I § YERH SWia S e U a9 & fad yga gn.

TAYST & T o 9 G T STIER,
. . FaEt, swafea.
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viae, feaies 20 3mmE 2013

. E1.-15-11-2005-1CE-3. —IRA &% HAYM & T8 348 & @UE (3) & oTfEW H, T foum =t wnvers
ST fedier 20 TR 2013 T STUSH STAR TSI % WIFURR § TaggRT yehifv feban S €.

TG % TSI F AH F ql SR,

AR, &. e, sugfaa.
Bhopal, the 20th August 2013

No. D-15-11-2005-XIV-3.—In exercise of the powers conferred sub-section (1) and (2) of Section 69 of the
Madhya Pradesh Krishi Upaj Mandi Adhiniyam, 1972 (No. 24 of 1973), the State Government hereby subject to the
conditions specified in this department's Notification No. D-15-11-2005-X1V-3, dated 12th July 2012 published in the
“Gazette” on dated 20th July 2012, exempt, notified Agricultural produce Urad/Urda, Mung, Tuar/Arhar, Chana,
Masoor and Mattar/Batra/Batri from payment of whole market fee payable under the said Act, which is brough from
foreign and or out of the State for processing in the Dal-Mills established in the market area. Exemption from market
fee would only be available when the said brought notified Agricultural commodities has been physical verified in
the market yard by the Mandi Secretary and or Mandi Employee authorized for the purpose by him.

This notification for exemption from payment of market fee shall come in force from the date of its publication
in “Gazette” for a period of only one year.

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
R. K. TRIPATHI, Dy. Secy.

faurm uq@Ei & ey
HTATAI, TIITA k1 TfgdTerd, HEIYee], 9T

TSWad, e fi® 14 3T 2013

% Th 1-3-13-WH.-YU1-874.—Feayey favafaemera sfufm, 1973 (% 22 99 1973) & 9/ 13 &
IYUR (2) F gN Wed WA F W wW gy Fontuuta, fosem fovafomme, so ¥ gw s favafaumm &
frafm gaufs % e w fafe g #9 3 *19 99 =fedl =1 e oreifan &0 & a3 Foefafan =fen =t
afufa fafe =t B § —

1. 9. T W WX, ufafa & penteafdasi gRI AHifeRd
Ferafd, e
T& % <d gHardd,
AL (UST ).
2. 9. Heee fa, gfufa & aTee,
Ferafd, T fovafaarea Tem e grR1 Aifera
T STeIe UEE 39 favafawmer,
TUEE-500032.
3. ot THTR @y, afafa & Friuftug g/ faitaa

7d uiwg wd yd Srede, WL U 9R Sifge,  OeH
. 3R, Sf.-5, GO fours o TR,
Ted Thie % 9HF, AR 9,
A (A, 9.).
(2) Fenfeafast % g W, T TH. IR H I AH F A TR T mn R
(3) afafa gu sfoge & yaf@ g9 =) fafy @ ©: A =Y safy § 390 wga of.
Fenfeafa, fasm favafoerem, 99 % IRWEHR,
forirg Qmare, Toae % ygE e,
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FHIeE, holdel Td e gueityer, fSen ar (geayey)
¥R, foTie 26 AR 2013

. 9881-TgX-2-2013. —TE TFHR 59 TEIR-TEHGANG & HRIfcaie/Teqatd A Aag g% & 9 H, ¥ anf
T AR B % SR STAfaTd e, U 1 SR, U & FRE 9 B, weg % SR fhged € 9, 3% 49 9
B Fiehem aret I, Ser &= o Walddl ad1 3 & 9 IR ST I o &5 o ARl e e) W mEE,
e ¥ IgH WM TE al o Ialed b Hey H SUiariEl, IR vd aHemR-Ts o+ wreag ¥ Fea ee e
o o § qen vy wE® HUWA & W H R €.

(2) 3% urt yrdta T TemEt wfgeRt w3k @ weayew wew fawm fmg 1 ofafia €1 T § qan 1. 9. 9ew
o fm g 35 gt & qafom g wriky o S e s g €, 5o e et gy o wm et sea i
R fF S ¥ FeAfa ot gH @ R T

(3) fusa fet srcafues af % SR A & Gfaus 9 9, ST9 & H, e s 29 9 8 SS9 ¥ e
STEHIY TS T oAawe &t feafqa 3aa= €1 8 €, 3% feafadl & wRu femis 25 Semd 2013 9 3<R  S®ueEE, uR-
WA~ 14, UR-Fafl, YR-FER M a7l @k arel g)1 uiare ot fafyr a6 wufia fean mn 8, 3w feafadl &
ST ST Y TehIet Gk Ul STHT STavds &1 741 €. Hish 3 Friveyor qen weheiient siferemfat grr fou 1 warmsf sram
I 99 ¥ Wi Gl o ST Slasfid R s, GURer s wEdEl 9vg w1 E

(4) ¥1a: gferg srefiaren, e uR 9 fohT T Tl ST7UR e ufskhan dfedn, 1973 &1 4R 144 & fra gew vifsat
1 ST W gL, H, . . iz, weraed wd e vy, f5en uR, @i wifa srereen 99m, WA &1 gfe 9, fremar
Yfesiy sefird war § —

7% for ' oerg wreifacelie’’ Arl St ff deg e @ ueifaceiie e o =1 am geR, o 5 B @ 8
B, % AU &l AOHd B d9 R ARl & fod gfasfua wm

A FEAEE T SR G g 3TH 9t 9 aTed f8 3% A1 | B s/ diem R &t $iR ST €, ag AFE
o Az TR AAR ¥ T, . IS gt T

T foh TR @ I TRt WAm-EE, YR, FGeT, TEHER H 3 S 9 WiedR] AT R 9 S, Al
qg, AR, TR-ag fow Ts & gt .

T, &t U Wg, NYAR W @AM, 779, 9R, FEsT, STEASER S ol Jiade! aed T, . U § I, THqE-

T greram! T+ o8 das arifecee fea sienfires gwgdl § aifén smenfén & fod s R, & fod & =gl
=1 g9 Wi gferd =it urt wrifacdis 9 gra fhan e 3% &9 § Ja9 F T,
IFH A H IH & b fHIR W HIE ot Wrel Areat 9 @1 T8l W@ S,
(5) =TI v Glaun w1 WA g AT TeA, W 99, IH &F ¥ g el % e qon fmin ud s
AN § G A% a1 S Iied 98T S &7 § S-S Fehil.

(6) gfera srefiern fSren ¥R oiars fawre, weifacarg M, (Jem-Hg-HrRioeds), (e d9g UR) qe TermgX
% U T S VS SIRA (T A1) TR AT SHERH i ST hil aU EIHAIR RN has sHavd g,
Ruifer famica snfe #t e geayw vew fowm fm & g1 &1 Se,

(7) 3% fasel o1 fuemifus TeER-YER f e GUER-TE Td e 8 ¥ aeesie % Aead 9 9gis
eI, SHU, dedleer 9R §RI Ul 56, difsh e @l ol igfaen 7 2. :

Hfr =% wd wuRer i g € wd 9uaeE % RO gHeET aifielt Ud YA ORI 9ud § i 99 7El ®,
3T I8 ST ¥R 144 i IUURT (2) F ST THuey &9 § wia foman San €. 36 oy & faeqsr =afve/dwen gr
eEEe) % wue fafea wd difgs & 319 et Tga T

I AT ATl Y9E § AL B
. s foig, Foee wd foen guetfusi.
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TR I o 3Ryl
o fgumr
FRAT, FHelgl, TS @uedr, Heyeyl Td Ued SUdfed, Heayeyl weH, T faym

guedl, faais 18 S 2013

TR . 61-2013-TA. T~ Y- 3TSH-T. 3.-16-31-82-2012-2013. —FfF, T AEA &I I Fdid gran & foF 5@ wers
ST % @M (1) 9 (4) # aftfa uft =, o= & @M (o) T 38k WA G T g wem & o sawena
¥ AU STAYIRAT TSH HI UHET T, IT: Y-ITS SUTTEA, 1894 (FHH UH, T 1894) i U 4 =1 IUEW (1)
F IR % STER IHH gN, Wl Weifum sfarll 39 e & I & S 8. USH WA, 6 g, ST %
M (5) H seaifga afusrd Y Saa ff & Geiw H 35 4N 4 HF ST (2) 3R < vfeE w1 W@ w9 F ol
iftrpa e § i—

ST
off %1 v YW 4 & IUERT (2) RIESIECORIEE]
ferem GRS TRA™ AN SAEE sTrta wifta st EARCLT
(TR H)

. (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
o A SIS 1.25 FHEfaer @5, wHe fawm $feu R e oS
HYRT hHAIH 28, YA TS IR0 o Fi AR
%. 13 B FI-ART F. 1

% fmfor 2.

(2) oftn 1 7R () w1 e, sfauria sy e - stfueil, wueaysEuer 43¢, e faw gum
HATH-28, YA HEie ¥ A S wwa R,

T . 63-2013-TA., -~ 3TF-T. 3.-17-31-82-2012-2013.—fh, T WA HT I8 Fd1d &1 & foF 309 deor
ST % @M (1) | (4) H afvfa ft =1, o= & @ (6) W 39 9 {3 7 wresies Y & fod stavasan
¥ 19T SMAvASAl YA i WA T. oTd: Y-3T5iH SAUMTIH, 1894 (FHHIH TH, WA 1894) &I U 4 & IUEW (1)
F 3IusHl & STUR TH% gN, ) Heifyq wafeadl 1 3% 30 oM H YA & SR T USH VA, THF §WI, ST
F @M (5) H Scafea afusdt 1 39 fF & doy § IR UN 4 w ST (2) g G T wRrE F v FH H
ferd wiuga w8 —

STt
f7 &1 JoH °W 4 ® I0EW (2) F RiEE IR RIE L]
foren TRt TYAE AT ST%A aratia wifera sTferery 1 FuH
(AT H)
() (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
|usal g Toreran 2.17 ST I, THe fawe et 9R e afiEsAn &t
YT Hi 28, YL GAERE foraor e Y A
%. 13 H FI-AEN F. 1
&% o =g,

(2) offa = TR (@) w1 R, sfaaria sfaewi T y-ors sifushi, wreaysriuer 95, e foshm H9m
FHIH-28, TE & wEied § fHar w1 g 2
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wuedl, faaid 15 AR 2013

T . 60-2013-TEA.T, Y- 3H-T. .~ 19-31-82-2012-2013, —Ffeh, T IMEF 1 IE Werd g ¢ foF 09 W
I F @A (1) ¥ (4) H affa yft &1, SIHgE F @H (6) H 396 9 5 1 wEefe yasy & ol stavasd
¥ SToEl SMEvIHdl USH HI WET ¥, oTd: -7 sifuftam, 1894 (FHiH UH, W 1894) HI UWI 4 I IUEW (1)
F 3Iusidl & STER 8% g, it Haifua afeaal wl IH 3W W@ F YA & I R, T WA, 39 GN, ST
F @A (5) § Ioaifgd M &1 I 4fn & dey § I3 U 4w SYERT (2) TG T et w1 W A 6
ﬁaﬁufmm% —

ST
g =1 ol U 4 H 3TN (2) & RSBGPS
oren qeda TR/AW T &6 Tt Wit SAfsRY =1 Ui
(FRM H)
D) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 4
Qguga T T 0.73 w45, e fowm 30 SR 8L gRASH H
9T A 28, T T, feraeo wmE i AT

%. 13 H Ga-AER &. 1
% fmfor 74

(2) yfa &1 7awm () F e, sfanrie st we -3t sifusmi, |veawRiuer 43R, THe faw dam
FAR-28, T % FEAd ¥ fFn 1 " 7.

TEYRY % TSI & AW F qU1 SRR,
ST g, Selged Td Ued SudiEa.

FETE, hoiaed, fSel gilg, ALAYSY Ud Yo Sudfd, Heayeyl W, o fayum
grire, feAis 4 o 2013 '

. H-4.37 fa. 31.-2012-13-424.—<fF, T=7 v &1 98 YA i1 2 for s SO ST & @m (1) 9 (4)
¥ afvfa gt &1, sg=h & @A (6) ¥ 3% A A T TSt wiiem % ol srevashar § steen sTevashal e
H GEAT B, 31 -9 ifufTEm, 1894 (FHHIR U, T 1894) HI €N 4 I SUHW (1) & IqEH] & FIAR G+t
it oifaadl 1 3U% NI, 3 TR HI GO o SR &, UST UIEE, T g, STIHE % @ (5) H Swoifaa siftred
S i F deY I3 U 4 SHW (2) W & g wfRrll W W e el Wit e € -

ST
qff &1 avfe g (4) H IIER (2) EEEECAEIEES
foen ey TRATH TR &R N wiferepa sAfeeRrt T FUH
RN (TR H)
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) , (6) A
THIE THE TR 6.50 wRfuer 95, @ daeE fasaen ST Fie Sy e
T. % . 8/39 9T e, 2 foer frofor foFd S
AT .. 6.50 e (Y TeRL)

(2) of" =1 TN (WH) FIfauTE SfuER) (Tsa) SHIE, FHETEA 350, a7 U 90, TH% & SEed
H @ S TR T
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e, feais 6 e 2013

F. 521931 31-2012-13-T. %. 31-82-T¥ 2012-2013.—fh, T & &I T8 T a1 & &6 s98 dorm
SR % @M (1) W (4) § afofa v 5, og= & @n (o) 0% g i T wrdetTe wEeH & fad enaeashd §
1A STEYIHdl TS K WU €. oT: -5 TfufTam, 1894 (¥ Ueh, W 1894) &I ¥R 4 i IUGW (1) &
Iy F IR T6F 5N, Wt Tafera i 39 o F gE & SR B USU URH, 39 g, STIE % @H (5)
# seafga afusrd 1 39 Yt & dey § I U 4 1 I9UR (2) 3N € T wiEm w1 wEn v % foad witea
H ¥ —

ST
: i &1 ol g (4) 1 SUEW (2) BIESIECIRIEE]
3 | B 5 TRATH TR &R g wiferpa Sttt FT1 U
w1 (FFR )
M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
e gl framg =Rt 33 HHM FEUEE I, @ gueA faaien semw fmio § e
T, TR, A HHME BT Y-S,

(2) 4fa 1 RN (W) STfANFIE SIfuer To - 3T AUFRI, SUEE, T2 U HRUH 431, STa GHie H9m,
TR ¥ FrEerd ¥ @ < g €. :

THTE, T 7 oFma 2013

. 530-9,31. 3.-2012-13-T. . 31-82-F4 2012-2013.—fh, T IEH Y Ig Feiiq eran ¢ o g Here =
FEn (1) ¥ (4) ¥ aftla 9fy =), o & @d (6) ¥ 39F 9 @ T gt wEeE F ) sravasa €
ST SITAHAT TS h! WIEH T, 37: -oT5i rfufm, 1894 (Wi UH, T 1894) I &1 4 & IYEW (1) *
IusHl % SER $9H gN, @l Gefke Il 9 38 oTRE F gEe & SR ¥ 59 WG, 39 g, SRl % @M (5)
T Seaiflga el 1 3o Y & Hey § T U 4 ® STYW (2) §R < T wiw@ w1 gEm w0 & o) witea
FT R —

ST
ffs =1 aviq g (4) 1 I9EN (2) BICEIRCAR I L]
IS i YA TR GAEA g wiftrpa stfeRrd EARC T
1AM (FHRW H)

M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

EGIE T gufern vad 0.09 FrfuEE 43, @ faer 9ui gAfon ween Wieg
faum (wa), TR, Tt fmior # e et e

I .. 0.09 T TS

(2) qfa =1 TN (W) HfaurTa SR Td y-oTs e, ITEE, §el W wRue 33, @ i faye
(@), THE & wEfe H WS TR B

TEAYRY % TSIU & 9 | a9l SRR,
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FREE, Hoy, e STeeqY, TeUeyl T8 Yod SU§iad, Heagey oM, e fayum

ST, feAis 30 S 2013

. Y-3T5-2013-863.—feh, T YA &I I8 drd S & foh 390 Hor g= & @W (1) 9§ (4) ¥ affa yfy
F, SN % WM (6) H 3UF A ¥ M wdwfen wHem % fd sTavasd § ST STavashd ggA St HueE
R, 3T y-oT5H AfufTad, 1894 (A% TH, T 1894) Tl €W 4 Tl IULW (1) & ITaEl & IER Gt Heifera safaan
T TEF FN, T AR HY GO & TRl ¢ U WEA, THF R G F @M (5) H Seafea Afeit w1 39 fy
% Heg # IR UN 4 H SUEW (2) 3 A W ik & gE@m s % fod wiuga s g o—

ST
offa &1 faawm UM 4 F IUER (2) F BICEIREaCIEE]
foen  a=da UM H AH AT SFRA eT<qita wifersa eafusRry 1 U
(TFT H)
QD) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
SRR <irere ot 0.55 Hrfare A, A HHEE | e YESE '
YT TSR, BReEeW fHuE e

frmfor 4.
(2) ff &1 TN (WF) IHATFE AR T Y-375 AYEHRI Siee a1 SHRder 350, Sa gares @y,
AATTR F Pt § wrafad gma § @ w1 g .

TR % TS & AW F q7 SRR,
. . g, weeR ud wed Sudfee.

FHET, Heae, fSe o™, Teayeyl TE Ued Sudfed, Heayeyl e, TS fasm
e, feoies 3 ST 2013

. 3684~ 9-3TSIM-2013-THhT . 40-31-82-2012-13.—Tfeh, TA YA ! Ig Yo 2idl & fop 30Q Fore ST{g &
TH (1) A (4) H afvia gfa =1, ST 6 TH (6) o 30% A A T T Y & e strevgear €. o oot
sifufrem, 1894 (A Teh, T 1894) 1 €W 4 i IULR (1) & IUYSH] & ITIHR, THh gRI, Wit Heifera safaaadl =1 9
STV Y o Y S 8. T3 W6, 39 g, ST o @H (5) § Iwifaa st &l 3o offn & deiy § 36 o1 4
I9UW (2) W < T w1 e wRA F el wifusga s € o—

ST
qfH 1 fereror uRI 4 (2) & A=l EIEEIRERRIEE
e Teda um TR &THA Tiferend sfereR I A
(gFT H) .
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
wam EIELY TSI w yfH 01.012 T TR SIwR, e Ve % et &
4 . 226/2 TRATiTeRT IREE STer. TH WUE HI LA &7
it yifY =1 o1si.
(2) oftn =1 7o 7 (W) w1 Ry, sgfaaria sfusr, g-snq s, Iugve sme & e § e s

e .
TR % TSATA & H g ql STSVER,
TE g, Hordl T Ued 3q9fa.
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FEITE, o, Toal T91, Hyey @ Yeq Sudfgd, eyl Mg, o faam
e, feqis 4 37 2013

. 161-9-315M-2012-13. —<f%F, T WA #1 78 Tdd g1 © T T Syt & wr (1) 9 (4) # aftfa yfa
H g F A (6) W STk g A T wdsfie wiem F f oTewasha § sHel STeRashal Ue iy S
®. o1a: y-arol sifufem, 1894 (SFHTE W, W 1894) I URI 4 ) IR (1) & Iuaiel & AR, Wft Heifera sferrai
1, 39F g, TH IIRE H GO & WA T, T U, 3WH 5N, S F @R (5) H feafem afrmdt @ 3w
uff % Ty H IE U 4 I ITER (2) BN D T WHA H W R F T wifema s & —

T ST
ft &1 FuF g 4 (2) * SIESIECIRRIEE]
fren qweHe ARAM TR AAE st wifadRa SAfueRrl 1 Ui
(T H)
(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Ja g <feg 2.152 EIRRIGEICES G CRCIE G
EREa (] Sl e g9,
dar (A, 9.).

(2) @SR yEH e fag srevgsma ST S die.
(3) ofF &1 RN FHowRY, HEET § @ M TRA .

AT o TIUE 6 T | qUT SRR,
TH. TA. ®Ual, Hoded @ Ted Iudfad,

FrEeE, Hhoiaey, foen fuves, gegyey ©@ Yed Sudfed, Heayeyl e, o faum
fiog, feqiw 5 &g 2013

. F,- Y-~ 10568, —FfF, T WMEF H I§ Tad &1 § FoF T sTgget & @m (1) 9§ (4) § aftfa yfw
#t g F TH (6) H 3uF W 3 W wdsifte e F fad stavasa @ sied sTavdehdl UgH i HWIeH
¥, ord: y-3rsH ifufTEm, 1894 WRIEM 1984 (ShHIh Uh, T 1894) Hl I 4 &1 SUEN (1) & IT€L] & STUR 3HF
g Wt eifem safaadl Y, 3% gN, TH SN HI FEA & A ¥ T IWA, TR G, FIGE k@R (5) H
eoiflad iUl 1 So 4ft & Foig H 3w UR 4 H IUER (2) T A T ulwd w @ w0 & o witgd
F R —

ST
9fy =1 9o U 4 H ITER (2) B ICEIECPIE ]
fSen  ded/AgE TRA™ SHE g wifupa etfereRrt ¥g auia
' Tqd TR Thal '
(FFRI H)
(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
fuus M AN 453 0.23  WUNA Yaush, 4. ¥ IgF  H-ISAg AE
Hel 454 021 fowm frm, dea-dym = W T F I @

455 0.38 TR og= Ar e g,
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(M (2) (3) ‘ (4) (5) (6)
456 0.05
457 0.02
458 0.21
457 0.02
462 T4 0.03
.. 1.15

(2) 9fa % 7o () 1 e, g-arst eifumrt smater, woage, fyve § frar s g €.

. W, - Y- 3TSH-10567.—feF, TSI A &1 I8 Wi g1 © o6 Fama syl & @ (1) ¥ (4) ¥ affa 9
I F WA (6) H 3EF e A T gt yeEiem % R sTavaesdl § suel STavashdl Ugd HY UHe
R, o1a: y-or5 sifufm, 1894 Welgw 1984 (Wi TH, T 1894) Tl ¥ 4 Tl IULW (1) % IUaHl & ST{UR THh
g Wit Heifyg afemel @Y, 39 AR H g & S R U WEE, T9F §N, STgEl % WM (5) H Seafaa
afusprt ot S f % ey § I UW 4 F I0UW (2) 8N & E e WO w9 F o wftga war §o—

ERLl

yfa =1 o R 4 I IUEN (2) BIESIECI RIS
faren qeHE TR AHA R wifed SAfyewrd ?q avi
AT Ha TR Tl
(TR H)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
fiog IR YFAT 1832 0.08  ©YFY Y8y, A, U. 9SH  TIH-SIawg AW
1833 0.05 fowm fm, dea-dum, R FaR T F g wd
1834 0.08 eI, g wrl i g
1835 0.10
1840 0.01
1813/3 0.02
1824 0.50
1825 0.03
1826 0.05
1827 0.38
1828 0.10
1830 0.07
1831 0.05
LI 1.46

(2) 9 & 7 () w1 Fregon, s aifei wrfea, woree, five § faam s g .

TEYQY & TS & H | qU ARIER,
. fafa weraet, Foior @ WA IyafEE,
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FEfer, HergeR, el T, Tuy U6 Yod IUHfad, HEIueyl IeH, 9 faam
| T, fediw 5 e 2013

U. . 12-31-82-2012-13-SHST-371. — <, T TEF &I g YA S § fF 390 dora omg=t & @ (1)
¥ (4) ¥ aftfa yfa =, g F @A (6) A TF 9 D W weEfE w@ben % ol savaskar § steen
STAYAHAT USH I GO §. Ta: -7t AfufTem, 1894 (FHieh Wk, ¥ 1894) H YN 4 &t IYHW (1) F IT=el
F TTOR 3UF gR , Gt Hefed safeal =1 39 ow@ it gom < 9 8. TS 9, 39% g TS % @M (5)
Y SedifEa Ui 1 S i % deu ¥ Iad U 4 H STER (2) 5 G T wlEwE H1 w@n w3 % ol wiiigd

HAT § —
ST
ot =1 g g 4 % YN (2) EICKIEE RIS
fren qedtd P TN &FHEA BN Wifrpa SAfeeery 1 ol
pCit Tl
(R H)
(M) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
T T ST fea-02 0418  HEUEH WA, TA THEA  FH HI WG A
G, 7ML frafo o fd=e
RS

(2)  yfa =1 R0 (W) HETEE G, S E9EE 99, T v srfarita sifued (Tea) sifuserd, T
e # @ S 9

(3) O ey H &1 sl €1 o sifergam e fafy o 30 feow & i egfavwria sifyed (T9/) T %
U T H T T,

W. h. 13-31-82-2012-13-SeMR-369. —fh, T A HI IE T e & fF 308 Jam o=t & @™ (1)
¥ (4) ¥ aftfa gt =1, sgh F @H (6) H SuF e @ W gt wiem % ol sevamar § teen
STATIHAT UG I G §. 3Td: 7S Afufem, 1894 (Tl T, T 1894) ! YR 4 & IUEW (1) % Il
F TER TEH gN , Ul Heiftr safemdl o1 39 TR ) g S S R, TS I, $9h g STEE h @m (5)
% el afuei w1 saa i % gy H Saa ORI 4 ®1 3R (2) gR S T a1 W w0 o wfsa

FHA T —
STt
9y %1 aoia U 4 % UL (2) RIESIECOCRINE
fren SIS P TR &R U witra sIfaert T AU
' a4 . e
, (FF H)
(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
T T SIHR fRd-77  104.099  FHHEUER W, S GWEA  HEH K AE ATRIE
G, AL fmto @y o=
RS

(2) fft 1 TeRT (W) ST A, S WA G9, A U6 srfaani syt (usea) sty 1 s
e § 3@ S 9T &

(3) zuHEY § FI5 oMufa g1 SIerg=an wehH fafyr o 30 fgom o ofier srafawriia stfusit (Tsea) T
T TR T €.

TEYRY & TSI & 19 ¥ q1 SARIER,
Y qred, Foid T oA SudiEa.
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e, soraey, foen fagd, awmey Td U Sudidd, Aeayey U, TN Ay
foragdl, fea 7 s 2013

.~ - 3TS1-2013 ~1045.—feh, T W h1 I8 A 11 ¢ fof 36@ Hera S & @M (1) ¥ (4) # aff
ofy 1, SYEl & @M (6) | 3TF A A T g WS % fad sevasd § steen sTavEehdl UgY Y Hser
?. o7 -3 eifufTam, 1894 (Wi Teh, T 1894) Wl UM 4 1 SUEW (1) & Il o AR Wt Haifera safea
1 TG G T YA H GEA T Sl 8. UST 9, TR R, S % WA (5) H Iwifed s w s gt F
Yoy § IR U 4 B SUER (2) TG T wigdl w1 v FH & ford witea war ¥ —

ST

offt &1 oA R 4 1 IUER (2) BICEIECRPIEE]
feren Tedd,. TR e sifsta R wifeha st o1 e
™ P Lo SR PRl
G uq H. THA
(FFRX H)
(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
g W@ ESIR 409 0.420 FEEH WA, S GWET Ien aad & e gy
417/1 0.220 G, fRrergd.
417211 0.290
417272 0.380
429 1.120
430/f-1 0.250
430/fH-2 0.050
431 0.820
449 0.620
450 0.840
452/1/2 0.500
452/1/3 0.500
452/1/5 1.000
453 ~0.460
454 0.120
464 0.320
465 0.240
467 0.200
472 0.300
473/1 0.280
473/2 0.300
474 0.400
476/11 0.470
524/1 0.170
524/2 0.190
524/3 0.060
526/1/4 0.020

526/1/5 0.670
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
526/1/6 0.600
526/1/7 0.580
531 0.060
534 0.710
535 1.960
537/1 1.100
537/2 0.390
538/1 0.900
538/2/1 0.850
538/2/2 1.000
539/1 1.200
539/2/1 1.600
539/2/2 1.150
540/1 1.400
540/2 1.200
540/3/1 1.900
540/3/2 1.000
540/3/3 1.420
541 0.610
542/1 1.250
543 1.850
544 0.660
545 0.640
546 1.030
547 1.010
554/1 0.260
554/2 0.380
555 1.550
556 2.020
557 0.110
559 2.280
560 1.940
561 0.510
563 0.320
564 0.420
570 0.030
572/1 0.400
572/2 0.640
574 0.410
575 0.600
577 0.220
580/1 0.270
580/2 0.380

581/1 0.470
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(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
581/2 0.070
582 0.220
586 1.060
587 0.300
588 0.460
589 1.120
590 0.020
591 0.060
678/1 0.130
678/2 0.880
679 0.730
681 0.600
682 0.310
683/1 0.320
683/2 0.880
683/3 0.010
686 0.110
687/faA-1 0.210
687/fH-2 0.200
688 1.120
689 0.090
690 1.040
691 0.790
692 0.600
693 0.210
694 0.850
696 0.420
697 0.310
698 0.390
699 0.390
700 1.130
701 0.310
702/1 0.150
702/2 0.350
703/1/2 1.000
703/2 1.600
704/1 0.200
704/2 0.320
706 0.760
707 0.190
708 0.110
709 0.280
710 0.140

711 0.240
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
712 0.600
714 0.320
715 0.200
716 0.840
718 0.580
719 0.310
720 0.350
721 0.510
723 0.170
724 0.410
724/fFF-1 0.220
725 0.610
726 0.320
727 0.310
728 0.120
729/1 0.340
729/2 0.090
730 0.090
732 0.150
733/1 0.200
733/2 0.260
734 0.030
735 0.030
737 1.180
738 0.210
739 0.740
740 0.210
741 0.120
742 0.110
743 0.220
744 0.180
745 0.190
746 0.100
747 0.050
748 0.190
749 0.550
751 0.200
753/1 0.210
753/2 0.400
754 0.670
755 0.320
756 0:300
758 0.300
759/1 0.130
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
759/2 0.300
. 760 1.150
761 0.600
763 2.020
764/1 0.900
765/1/1 0.780
765/1/2 0.780
765/1/3 0.770
765/2 0.710
765/f5/2 0.760
766 0.120
767 0.170
768 0.830
769 0.730
770/1 0.630
77072 0.630
770/3/1 0.560
770/3/2 0.280
771 0.230
772 0.700
773 0.790
774 0.470
775 1.850
776/1 0.010
776/2 0.380
776/3 0.370
776/4 0.370
777 0.080
778 1.650
779 0.280
780 0.670
781 0.110
782 0.140
783 0.170
785 0.310
786/1 0.580
786/2 0.700
788 0.080
789 0.220
790 0.240
792 0.010
793/1 0.120
793/2 0.040
793/3 0.040
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(M

(2)

(3)

(4)

793/4
793/5
793/6
793/7
794
795
796
797
798
799
800
801
807/1
807/2
808
809
810
811
812/1/1
812/1/2
812/2
812/3
812/4
812/5/1
812/5/2
813
814
815/1
815/2
816/1
816/2
817
818
819/1
819/2
820
821
822
823
824
825
826
827
833

0.040
0.320
0.380
0.700
0.490
0.450
0.980
0.900
0.480
0.650
0.120
0.350
0.120
0.320
0.800
0.270
0.370
1.120
0.040
0.050
0.090
0.080
0.090
0.060
0.030
0.230
0.230
0.130
0.140
0.230
0.110
0.180
1.930
0.100
0.100
0.620
0.060
0.050
0.100
0.090
0.820
0.800
0.220
0.270

(5)

(6)
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[ 1

(1

(2)

(3)

(4)

836
839
840
862
863
866
867
868
869
871
872
873
874
875
876
877
878
879
880
881
882
884/1/1
884/1/2
884/2
884/3
886
887
888
890
891
892
893
917
918
919
920
923
924
925
926
927
929/1
935
936

0.090
1.510
0.720
0.230
0.230
0.510
0.280
0.290
0.350
0.090
0.080
0.200
0.190
0.140
0.140
0.730
0.330
0.250
0.200
0.190
0.220
0.210
0.100
0.120
0.110
0.680
0.460
0.250
0.100
0.190
0.220
0.100
0.050
0.150
0.110
0.170
0.860
0.470
0.190
0.100
0.050
0.070
0.110
0.100

.

(6)
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(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

937
938
939
946
948
950.
951/1
951/2
952
953
955
956/1
956/2
957
958
959
960
961
962
963
964
965
974
975
976
977
978
981
982
983
984
985
986
987
988/1
988/2
989/1
989/2
1796
2138/1
2139
2140/1
2140/2
2142

0.070
0.070
0.060
0.030
0.150
0.150
0.270
0.270
0.070
0.090
0.580
0.070
0.080
0.070
0.040
0.080
0.070
0.070
0.070
0.150
0.300
0.150
0.030
0.150
0.110
0.030
0.260
0.040
0.050
0.110
0.120
0.130
0.130
0.240
0.150
0.120
0.180
0.320
0.090
0.090
0.570
0.300
0.300
0.400

(5)

(6) -
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(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
2143 0.290
2144/1 0.210
2145/2 0.180
2146/1 0.360
2146/2 0.370
2146/3 0.370
2147/2/1 0.080
2147/2/2 0.100
2148 1.000
2149 0.570
2150 0.210
2151/1/1 0.620
215172 0.850
2151/3/1 0.150
2152/1 0.010
2152/2 0.800
2153 0.430
2154 0.070
2155/1 0.430
2155/2 0.420
2156 0.390
2157 0.800
2159 2.060
2160 1.650
2161/1 1.350
216172 0.590
2162/1 0.080
2162/2 0.070
2167 0.750
2168 0.560
2169/1 0.830
2169/2 0.830
2169/3 0.830
2170 0.070
2171 0.330
2172/ 0.340
2172/2 0.350
2173 0.180
2174/1 0.120
217412 0.130
2175 0.360
2176 0.030
2177 0.510
2178 1.150
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M

(2)

(3)

(4)

2179/1
2179/2
2180
2181
2182
2183
2184/1
2184/2
2185
2186
2187/1
2187/2
2188
2189
2190/1
2190/2
21911
219172
2192/1
219272
2193/1
2193/2
2194
2195/1
2195/2
2196
2197
2198
2199/1
2199/2
2200/1
2200/2
2202
2203/1
2203/3
2208
2209
2210
2216
2217
2218
2219/1
2273
2275/1

0.150
0.200
1.090
0.110
0.770
0.320
0.240
0.050
1.140
0.350
0.120
0.150
1.010
1.310
0.650
0.570
2.210
0.610
0.390
0.590
0.590
0.180
0.740
0.090
0.750
0.740
0.160
0.100
0.110
0.340
0.440
0.230
0.440
0.230
0.500
0.050
0.290
0.100
1.100
0.170
1.540
0.470
0.630
0.230

(5)

(6)
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(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

2275/2 1.000
2286/2 0.190
2290 0.600
2291 0.200
2292/2 0.470
2293 0.140
2294 0.300

T .. 189.700

(2)  off7 % TR (AF) -3 AfUER, w0 % FwEied J @ S e ©

TG % TSI & W W U7 STV,
AW &, I, Folwd T Yeq Iqdfad,

HAT Hogel, fen T, Aeyey ud yed Suufed, uemyeyl A, Ui favm

T, feaie 7 Svrd 2013

9. %. 5-31-82-12-13.—feh, T WEH 1 I8 Wdld Bl ¢ o o/ & @m (1) 9 (4) #H afvia yfs =, srgget
F @M (6) " 3H% 9 A T gree YEeH % fau sTavesRal TS I HEAT €. oT: Yoot sifufim, 1894
(FHIF T, T 1894) i HRT 4 H IUUR (1) % IUGH % IR U+t Faiferg Al ol 309 39 ANE H I
& I 7. TS IR, T9F 5N, ST % @H (5) § Seafad AfuERt @ 9 ft F ddy § 39 UK 4 ® ITER
(2) 3R & T uiwal H yESE w9 & G wivea s § —

ST

a1 S g 4 ITUR (2) GRS FEsE
fen  deda Pl Tqgq T sifsta B Wfera w1 guiq
1 M EXIED whe T sAfereRrdt
(FoRTH) A
(FRTH)
(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
T foeErt wRSR 278, 287/ 1.910 0.280  FHHEUEM WA, W@ TIYY AR AR
278, 287/2 1.198 0.200  HHEA HHF, TIEA. ISl & & T8
278, 287/4/12  2.153 0.400 TS, ST
280 2.354 0.624 TE AR fmio Ry,
281 0.906 0.040
278, 287/3 1.214 0.120
a4 .. 9.735 1.664
T 18 0.894 0.040
14 1.056 0.128
13/1 0.749 0.104
6 2.072
137,225/137  0.158 0.040

45 1.263 0.056
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@ (3 | (a) (s) (6)

177 ¥ 9 2.614 0.104
178 2.671 0.360
15/2 0.333 0.040
155 0.531 0.160
13/2 0.518 0.104
159 3.380 0.490
169 3.161 0.520
173 0.518 0.160
152 0.121 0.012
20 1.104 0.144
154 0.202 0.064
138 0.198 0.025
129/2, 14372 0.470 0.160
87/1 2.221 0.240
67/1, 172 2.023 0.144
67/1/2 2.023 0.152
82/2 0.210 0.080
79/1 1.189 0.136
230/21 0.405 0.144
49 5.787 0.490
171 1.513 0.360
172 5 @ 4.046 0.200
174 2.715 0.192
175 0.401 0.360
202/2 4.047 0.240
200/1 2.833 0.480
1821 § @ 9.154 0.400
156 0.198 0.064
153/1 0.048 0.012
153/2 0.049 0.012
183 2.201 0.200
136 0.101 0.040
116 2.426 0.360
118 5 9 1.619 0.080
110, 111 5.695 0.280
85 6.548 0.660
82/1 1.412 0.160
80 4.112 0.160
79/2 1.205 0.160
83 H ¥ 2.741 0.120

a0 .. 91.282 8.877
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@) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
AT 14 1.291 0.192
16 1.971 0.080
212 0.849 0.144
211 0.632 0.080
54 0.713 0.120
65 1.983 0.336
64 7.709 0.120
23 1.967 0.120
43 0.356 0.064
24 0.910 0.136
25 1.424 0.176
86 0.283 0.016
82 H @ 1.769 0.240
210 0.330 0.040
183 1.777 0.280
182 H 9 5.335 0.224
181 8.220 0.816
180/2 2.379 0.176
180/1 2.380 0.280
174, 175 1.473 0.144
173 0.150 0.064
169 0.061 0.012
165, 166 0.121 0.040
83 0.902 0.136
176 2.055 0.112
177,178, 2.630 0.064
179 ® @
41 0.458 0.200
42 1.942 0.240
51 1.659 0.144
66 0.910 0.160
84 0.765 0.040
56 1.212 0.020
11 0.769 0.120
13 3.059 0.216
281/14 1.149 0.160
T .. 61.593 5.512
TRl 101 1.392 0.016
77 1.311 0.304
80 2.069 0.064
79 2.274 0.272
70/1 1.738 0.012
69 1.967 0.160
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(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
67 0.809 0.225
65 1.064 0.160
66 1.777 0.016
57 1.303 0.024
58 2.246 0.400
19 4.083 0.320
103 0.045 0.012
105/2 0.866 0.120
100 3.219 0.320
99 1.740 0.024
70/2 1.740 0.012
64 1.681 0.016
56 2.762 0.096
AT .. 34.086 2.573
TR 1472, 13”" 0.405 0.160
13/2, 14/5
2/3, ”/2" 1.647 0.240
12/3, 14/6
9/1, 12/6, 15/3’ 1214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/4
111/2/3 1.889 0.100
76/2/1 2.789 0.120
76/2/2 2.023 0.120
81 1.339 0.060
80 0.190 0.020
107 2.092 0.160
83 0.833 0.100
84 2.804 0.200
76/1 0.534 0.080
70/2 3.100 0.160
70/1 2.121 0.100
170 2.420 0.240
176 2.383 0.160
177 0.862 0.160
208/176 0.785 0.080
175 2.283 0.400
9/1,12/6,5/3,  2.023 0.112
16/4, 2/1/5
1117272 1.888 0.100
198 0.474 0.096
200 0.566 0.120
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

2/3/, 3/2, 472 0.740 0.320
13/3, 14/8

16/4, 2/1/5 1.619 0.112
911, 12/6

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/8

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/9

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/10

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 2.023 0.112
16/4, 2/1/37

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/35

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/38

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.144 0.112
16/4, 2/1/39

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/40

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/41

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/42

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/43

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/44

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/45

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/46

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.214 0.112
16/4, 2/1/47

9/1, 12/6, 15/3, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/48

9/1, 12/6, 15/1, 1.000 0.112
16/4, 2/1/1

181 8.083 0.600
188 2.501 0.320
187 2.809 0.024
185 2.651 0.440
196 11.281 0.640
179 1.522 0.060
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o (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
1112/1 1.889 0.120
82 . 2.983 0.060
79 1.149 0.060
69 3.631 0.200
169 H @ 8.031 0.960

I .. 105.218 9.020
Hig g 92 HH 5.285 0.248
91/1 6.783 0.380
91/2 0.405 0.144
87 2.719 0.440
99 2.055 0.256
105 0.729 0.120
187/104 § 9 7.042 0.550
125 5.525 0.256 .
124 0.938 0.060
126 § 9 12.736 0.160
0 .. 44.217 2.614
HIFI  63/1/1/1/2 6.525 0.360
63/2 4.452 0.344
40 4.622 0.404
34 2.566 0.420
33 1.196 0.360
17/ 2.582 0.184
1712 2.582 0.200
16 0.417 0.096
21 A 24.942 2.368
R 154/1/2 0.089 0.064
156/1/1/2 1.360 0.100
154/1/1 15.300 0.160
15472 1.907 0.280
154/3 0.289 0.064
154/1/1 1.530 0.020
150 2.477 0.200
49 0.316 0.064
45 1.096 0.020
44 1.720 0.520
431 5 ¥ 2.740 0.280
43/1 2.740 0.020
155 3.253 0.200
152 9§ 3.824 0.520
151 0.429 0.080

3279 9.862 0.320
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(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
48 1.137 0.160
37/1/2 1.720 0.360
37/1/1 4.533 0.064
168 § 9 1.770 0.240
118/2 1.226 0.040
118/3 1.422 0.100
137 § 9 2.448 0.380
140§ 9 8.365 0.160
141 8.984 0.240
133/1/1 1.659 0.040
167 § @ 1.933 0.072
47, 46 7.149 0.240 -
43/2 1.696 0.168
142 1.137 0.120
50 1.509 0.120
26/1 2.508 0.248
53/2 2.023 0.112
53/1 3.367 0.180
27§ @ 10.445 0.348
25/1 1.295 0.220
2210 A 115.258 6.524
forert 105 2.027 0.280
9/1, 10 2.464 0.224
94/2/1/1 0.809 0.080
96/2 0.696 0.280
106/3 2.023 0.296
106/4/1 0.607 0.080
127/1/1/107 3.274 0.080
112/2 1.619 0.096
112/1 3.569 0.144
111, 124, 111, 0.109 0.280
125, 113/2.
9/2, 10 2.460 0.128
106/2 0.405 0.024
111/6/7, 1.619 0.120
124/111/6/1,
125/113/6/1
T .. 21.681 2.112
AR 10572 3.120 0.020 .
114/2, 115, 2.653 0.080
116/2
114/3 2.653 0.100
113/1/1 0.688 0.084
106 2.371 0.048
104 2.525 0.140
93 1.150 0.056
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(1) (2) (3) (4)

- 102 4.884 0.148
100/3/1/1 3.812 0.184
100/3/4 2.411 0.020
99 5,929 0.120
130/1 5.665 0.152
95, 96/2 4.252 0.088
96/1 2.918 0.140
92 2.586 0.012
49 1.631 0.220
50, 51 1.315 0.336
52 0.628 0.112
46/1/2/1/2 0.559 0.096
46/1/2/1/1 1.926 0.080
46/1/1 2.428 0.120
41 1.502 0.200
36 0.761 0.096
.. 58.367 2.652

i 65 1.666 0.160
66 0.409 0.120
54 1.602 0.280
151 0.312 0.160
152 0.951 0.160
153 0.360 0.080
144 0.332 0.080
140 0.219 0.064
139 0.065 0.016
168 1.509 0.080
166 1.866 0.240
394/140 1.214 0.180
143 0.553 - 0.160
264 0.150 0.016
355 0.036 0.012
281, 282 H W 2.444 0.320
250, 251 § ¥ 5.605 0.560
357 3.516 0.220
165 0.239 0.040
359 4.201 0.180
354, 352 1.469 0.224
105 2.467 0.460
103 6.358 0.400
1 35.076 4.212
WEEN . . 601.455 48.128

(5) (6)

(2) oft =1 TR SR sifERy-eH i), faeer % e # Feieria ww § @ S wd T

HEYSY % TSI % H W A AN,

. . 91, FOER TH ToA U,
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e, oy, fSer TeTe, (SAeRT) AETey TE e Sudiad, Heayeyl e, TS favm

Tog, feTid 8 eFRd 2013

. 7258-9-31S-2013.—feh, TT TG T T Wid g & fF 308 o ergge % @m (1) 9 (4) 7 9t
oy Y, S % WA (6) H IR T TR T wresfen wEeE & o STawrendl § sterdn STeeshdl g i YU
2. or: - aifufrrm, 1894 (FFHI% T, T, 1894) HI U 4 Y IUUW (1) % IUeH] & IHR TaggN, Wit Faiferd
il I SH WA H GEN G AW T TS WEE, T gW, STYH H m(s)ﬁmﬁmﬁwsﬁﬁ%
ey o 99 GR 4 R SUUR (2) BN TR ufEEl @ o w0 % R wivga w8

ST
1 &1 o YR 4 (2) % ST BIESIECIRRICE]
foren T TUH TN &R iferga sIfuerd F qUA
(FRW H)
@) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
TG KEI T 1.985 wRfue A5, @ e T IR 7R & Fmio
fawm, M TS, 7 oft # .

(2) yfa & =R (=) 1 Frdveq, srefrer 40, e fmio fasm, g wong T ergfania s (o)
wrater, G, fSen Torg % Faier | fwa s wwa

TG &% TAUA F TH H A SR,
e FAR ymf, FOERY T Ued SuHiad.

e, woRT, Ten faar, Heauy Te WA STErad, HeTRu W, TSt foum
o, fedi® 12 o1 2013

. 1484-9,31.-2013.—fsh, TSI VG H I WA Bl § To 3o dam STqeg=n & @@ (1) 9 (4) H afvid 9fn
F, SgR F @M (6) ¥ SuF T K W gt YA F o sTavashdl § tedn Sieeeehdl U ht HureT
2. or: y-arola arfufem, 1894 e (AR U, T 1894) T 9T 4 H IUUN (1) * Iusdl % SFTUN T6F 5,
Taiftrd SR B TH STRA Wl YA S ¥ T5F WA, S99 g, ST % @M (5) H Seifga sfuwmi w6 3w
uft & WY § I U 4 B STUR (2) F gR @ viEE w5 wm w0 F 0 wifvga e @ oo—

ST
ft &1 feer YN 4 1 39U (2) B ICEIEERICE]

e asdier P e 3fsra F R wiferad SifureRrd T U

u. A= W (8. H)
(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
foet  foet B 890 R W, U orwed Y =uadd afiEsT %

o fa  w'd R, e gaE, A, st foaet wmaEn TRt &

faat-1 qe-HIgE, foen foaret (1. 9.). fmiw gg.

(2) ofa F @ (wF) w1 P, FEfea oo sifed, @8, faat § fF s a2
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%. 1485-%,31.-2013.—FfF, T4 WET &I IF TAd 811 ¢ o 390 Hor= o= & @ (1) ¥ (4) # afvlq fa
FI, YA & @M (6) T 3UF WA o T uESfE wESE & fod sTavedl § Ul STeavdsdl g St Hured
7. o o1 stfufm, 1894 WelleM (Wi U, T 1894) ! UWI 4 &l SUMN (1) & IUSH F STIR T8F T,
Heifyg =aferal 1 39 SR & gIA < S R T WA, $HF GR, ST b W (5) H SeofEn Al w 3%
gft & dey H I U 4 F ITUR (2) & g A T vl w1 v w6 % ol wmivgd s § i—

ST
o &1 faero U 4 1 U (2) IEEIEERRIEE

fSen  aediey pIc IR At * g wfaga stfasrd 1 o

T fA = @ (7. H)
@) (2) (3) (4) : (5) (6)
foot  faat Fed 13.50 a9, U9 sTedd Yo =quady i@ &

T 13 ugd 118 afEisr e |y, fam, =t faat oI T8 &

faat-1 Te-IE, foen foarer (v w.). o g,

(2) 9ft &% T () w1 FRgw, FwEied J-one faer, 98 faa § fFa w1 wwa v

%. 1486-,81.-2013.— g, T AW &I I€ Taia e © o 309 Hord ogg=h & @m (1) ¥ (4) ¥ afvfa g
#I, S F T (6) ¥ 3uF g ¥ 1 wdsfe waee F O sTavaRa ¥ ervan Sravashdl Ug it Gue
% o y-orel srfufan, 1894 TelleA (hUTh Tk, T 1894) 1 ¥R 4 F UMM (1) % ULl & YR 6% g,
Hefy afsddl w1 39 STvE &t YEA & Rt . TSI I, THF 5, I k@M (5) H SeifEd sifymRt w3
4 & dey 4 I UW 4 H IWEE (2) F R G T whRE w1 wE W % foad wifaga s § -

SRl
s =1 famm YR 4 & IYUW (2) CIESIECCRICE
fen  ded@y Pt AR Al & R WifeeRa stferemrdt 1 FUE
T 1. .| & (B H)
(N (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
faet  foot HEOA 15.00 HEYEH I3, T8 Sgeda U9 =uadd uftEs T &
T fA1 9gd 87 e TeX g, e, st faest o T’ &
faart-1 qe-=i, foren fomamer (v ). ffor 2,

(2) 9fa F = () w1 Few, Fafea - afuer, @7 faadt § e w1 g €.

. 1487-%,3.-2013.—FfF, TSI O H! I T 11 © {6 T0H o STgEN & @H (1) & (4) H affa yfa
F, S F WA (6) ¥ ITH A KA T wreeifer wAeE & O snavashal € s1eEl STavIsRAl UgA H G
?. oT: y-orsk arfufram, 1894 WelUs (AT U, T 1894) FI NI 4 HI IULN (1) % I & T[IR TTF g,
Heftr cafaaal 1 39 9™ &t G & SRl T TSI U, 39F gN, SR B @H (5) W Ieafed sifusrl @ s
off & ddy § I 90 4 & I9EW (2) F W A W wfwE F W FE F fad wivdd w=a w o~

ENuEll
iy w1 faam YR 4 I ITEA (2) CICEIRE RIS

fsen  asdiey pEs EEL T BCIS % §R Wiuga Afusrt T O

7. fa 4 W (3. H)
(1) (2) (3) 4 (5) (6)
faat  faat EILRIC] 20.38 FRUEH I3, 49 uadd U9 9adq IRES &

T 7.9 9®rd 118 yfeiem e g, fam, ef=ta ot sren e &

faarft-1 Te-iNg, foren foamer (7. 9.).  fmio g,

(2) 9ff & =R (@H) w1 T, FRieE -on sifysr, 1. faadt A fwan s gwa €.
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. 1488-9,31.-2013.— %, TSI IEH HT 98 WA 811 & 1 309 Hord ST & @H (1) ¥ (4) § 9fvia 9fF
), TR F @A (6) F uF g @ W et WieE F 9 ey § Ay SeRashdl 99 H G
. o7d: y-orel sifufram, 1804 WeM (AT T, T 1894) Hi HI 4 FH SUMW (1) & Iusiel F THR 36k g,
Feiftrq saferal 1 39 SR F G @ WA . T WA, TR g, TG F R (5) H Seaifad sAfemdt w1 sk
ufy % ey F S U 4 FY SYUR (2) F N < R wfawd oW w0 F fad witga w1 -

ff &1 foem Y 4 1 IYEN (2) IESIECO RIS
fen agdiey i el Tt o BRI ifeeha SHershRt EalCLE]
u. f4. o el (8. H)
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
foaft foa@ THREE! 2.20 HEUEA I UE, saeET U9 =9add ufEs T &
. f7mw  wsd 120 i 7R gy, faT, ar<ria faert orEn Tel &
-1 T, foen foarg (v w.).  Fio g,

(2) qfa % TR (o) w1 e, wEieE - afuwr), T8 faadt # fen 1w

. 1489-%,3.-2013.—fh, T AEA H F¢ YA Bran § o6 308 Hora Tgget & @ (1) | (4) ¥ afvfa yfi
1, g % @A (6) ¥ IqF g A T wEeE WSE & T STeasal § Stea STeRashal T W
. ora: ot arfufem, 1894 el (i TH, T 1894) HI U 4 F SUMRI (1) F IYEH & AN T4F g,
Feiferq safermll 1 39 9T H A I T T WA, THF G, ST F @H (5) H Ieaifad il ol 3o
afft & Heiy § o YR 4 H SUEW (2) F g & vl w1 W w F o wiftigd s @

ST
9 =1 faera o 4 1 IYEN (2) BIESIECIRICE]

foen ey P gher afsta % g witga sttt 1 ol

g fa = wel (8 H)
() (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
faat  faeAt IR 10.45. HEigeE 93, U9 raeda Y9 Sqadd IRESH &

T 1. |1 u9BH 86/51 i e gy, T, sl faeet et TR &

TS Te-ag, foen foarer (0. w.).  fafor &g

2) &ﬁﬁa%’@r(w)Eﬁrﬁﬁw,mﬁ—aﬁﬂﬁwﬂ,aﬁ.ﬁaﬂﬁmmm%

TP % TIUA & AH 9 T SR,
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FEeTd, Shorae, TSra Suftar, Aeveyl w§ ued 3udfad, Aeayeyl Imad, T faam
Iuftar, A 13 39 2013

. 2772~ Y-3T-2013. —feh, T T & I8 T4 S ¢ T 309 Form oIt & wem (1) § (4) 7 affa
of Y, ST % Fiem (6) H 3TH G 53 T WS e & fad sTavaehdl § S1uan savasRdl TS Y He
T oTd: - srfuftam, 1894 (I T, T 1894) &I & 4 &1 IULW (1) % IUsidl & STHN, 3HF g, Wit
Geifer =afoadl &1 39 ST ! gEA & S B, TS WEE, 39H gN, AgE % @M (5) H Seoifed AAfuel @i
IR 4 % "y § T UW 4 1 I9UN (2) gN & W ulEE # O w6 % ol wivga s g -

ST
o & oA g 4 (2) & IF<a BICEIECIRIEE|
fsen  wwda M FA FARA yiftrgra SfeRy 1 foeror
(®. ®)
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
ELite)] Tifan 14.600 wrEfue I, S SEEE EEIEC IR MO S
Jargedt 1.150 dymr, I
TER FIU 2.300
a9 .. 18.050
(2) wEwfH wESE o fau strevasa §—gstn S 9o, i v e fmi Ry

TEYRY &% TIUE & A 9 q1 SRR,
IR FHAN ST, FHodd Td 1A Su8fad.

FHATd, YIS, Y-3TSiH Td A, SorErR aiErsml, e den, Asayes @ 96
3UHfad, TEAYQY A, TS faum
a1, fiw 13 S 2013

T . 1873-Fehl.~ Y- TSI, —Tfh, T4 YA HI g T S § o 508 der s/t & @n (1) ¥ (4) ¥ affa
iy Y, S F WA (6) | SHH W A T wrdSIfR weeE % ol sTevashal § stee SavERdl TS i HGE
7. o7 o-orA sifufrm, 1894 (i Tk, | 1894) T € 4 T SUHWI (1) % IUSHI o TTIR, 36k g, At Haifera
feral T 9 STV i o <t W €. TSI WIS, TR 5N, ST 6 @H (5) H IeoifEd sy i sa qfa %
Yol H IH U 4 I IUERT (2) W & T AHERA BT FA F a3 wivsd s g —

ST
oftr w1 faaron uRT 4(2) ¥ ST RIESIECR IS
feren Tedrel pLC T FTFHA ifaeRa feRrl EakCEd
(TR H)

(1) (2) (3) (4) . (5) (6)

Qar wifeR  weAE 1.50 FHEEA 5, - 3TeiA A HUERR 9FES % St
qatg €M, &, 1, 9a weR IgEET A1 % HER
A, e Tt H A el uftn ¥ ford

Y7 9o 39 W foera wafaa
I TS
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S . 18771, -4~ 3Te1-2013, —<fh, T A I AT Tl B B o SO Hord Ty F Em (1) | (4)
afvfa yfts 1, STt % T (6) H 3TF g el T wrdsife wHer o fod sTerveshdl € S1He STeRaehal U5 i Huwe
2. 31 9-ors sifufrry, 1894 (SFHTH Wah, W 1894) T BN 4 T SUHRI (1) o Ul h STIUR, THF 5N, Wil Heiferd
SRR T TW e Y G < S €. o9 W, T 5N, STEE % @ (5) H SwifEa sifus w1 I i %
ey H S gR 4 H SYUA (2) B G TE wfRE B TER W F fed wiivga wa © -

ST
fa &1 forerr g 4(2) o =W LIENIECRRISE]
foren T B TR G iftrga et T Fui
(FFX )
Q) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
T weR g Ih 0.250 R A3, -3 T SR IS & Sl
TR qate g9, % 1, Ja iR 35T Al % qed
AT, IR, Te H oM arelt gfa % ferd
' off qon 39 W feea dufat
1 3TSH.

a1, T 14 3% 2013

TS . 1887-eh.~ Y- 3Tt — ek, T4 IAA & I8 JdId gl ¢ FoF T09 For ot & @n (1) ¥ (4) o affg
gy &, SE % TH (6) T SHH T el T TR WHeE % fol STeRashdl § S1ud] STEwehdl g hi W
. om: y-arst srfufem, 1894 (I T, T 1894) T 9T 4 1 SULW (1) F ITHl &% HUR, 39 5N, Wt Haifera
sl 1 36 S W GO & S ¥ TSI W, 9 g, STERN % @H (5) W Seaifaa sfuswi B sk 9y %
Tee § S YW 4 H SN (2) R A T wfaat w1 Wi v % ford wftga R € o

STt
yf = forarm g 4(2) % ST RIEEIEE R BISE]
foren LESSIGH I TR QABA yifrgpa st 1 Ui
(TR H)
(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
wreft ERGE e 0.534 FHEfureH I3, TR fagea e faas T8t =l gar
T |, gge, forem et el AR 7L 0 74,
(m.9.)

(2) 4f =1 TEn (@) w1 Frien yerges, SomER afEsE, der % wrtea # faw W e ©

TAYRY F THIA F A9 § U1 ARIER,
&, . sitaraa, geres wd yed ISudied.
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FECHE, FHelar, e 9ue, A9y U9 Uod 39dfad, Heayeyl In9d, o faam

g, fediw 12 37 2013

Y. 3. 029~ 3T5M-31-82-2012-13-FYNLA.— TTH S TR, TEEI S&a, fSen «iraret 6t wume STeish 9rR S/en
% A WR 1504 ¥ 1508 HIE TF 9¢H 8q UNI-06 H1 ISHTUN 1 Yehrel foFan, Aeayew qorad, fediw 9 Tamr 2012
% U A 3942 W TR wan on, fo9d wiem H. 04 wd wied .05 § Afequt yfafe w1 yweE € T oo, % wWE
R wd) yfafie &1 yereH fHan 1 @1 ¥, S femgEn fe—

Afequt ufafe faaewt e gon & Hyifea wfafe
. AN SFFS GE FeR 3fSta . TSPl TEY AR TSt
for 9 I ¥ e 99 T ¥
TEU TR @ (B, H) W T e (2. )
1 124, 126/1/1/1% 0.498 1 124, 126/1/1/1% 0.498
2 124, 126/1/1/1@ 0.417 2 124, 126/1/1/19@ 0.415
3 82 0.478 3 82/1 0.478

37: -39 AfUFaH 1894 9RT (6) &1 ITENWON H Yerifer Afeqol ufafie o wum w deifua wfafe a1 wma.

Y. . 03-3-3T5H-31-82-2012-13-Wert. — 7 Afern, qedia Sxfaen, fSen viae #:t gure s1els iR s
& A W 1504 § 1508 WIS TH IGM TG U-06 i ISETUN I Gl foparn. Aeayew Tsmad, feaih 30 Fawer 2012
* I hHih 4104 W foran wan on, fred wiem H. 04 T wiaw .05 H Ffeyel yfafe w1 ywem € w0 o, F WA
R gt yfafe w1 yerE fama o @, S R g

Ffequl wfafe fewewr wamw™ ganm ¥ wyifua wfafie
. YT SR WE AR S £ MY SRS W AR fSid
fF 9 9§ for WM T §
GEY T e (2. H) TEO TR e (8. ®)
1 217 4.090 1 2171 2.690
2 217/2 1.400

a1d: Yot Ifufaa 1894 T (6) =t IgEWUN H WG Ffeyul yfafe & wm W H@vifym wfafe g1 s..
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9. . 04-%-3TSi9-31-82-2012-13-W9Ne. — T Fw, qediel skiean, fSen |t i Tue @it 4R S
F T W 1504 W 1508 BN T 9gM & URI-06 HI STEMEUN K YT foman. Aeawey o0, f&Aw 9 Fawil 2012

¥ S HHH 3942 W fHm o, fowd wiem 4. 04 # gfeqel wfafe &1 ywRE € T o1, % A W) wEl gfafe
%1 YHRE foRa s w1 R, S e gi—

Ffequl ufafte Rwent wwTem gom & wyifia wfafe
. AT YIRS GE e Afsfa . AN P TEU AR Al
foran 9 9§ o 99 T ¥
gy T & (R, H) TEN TR Thar (3. H)
1 88/2 1.000 1 88/2/2 1.000

3a: - IfufEm 1894 WRT (6) Ft IO H Yemfer Ffequl wiafe & wm w dwifid yfafe g1 S

. . 09-9-3S-31-82-2012-13-HINEA.— T4 FHR G Tediel sRiea, e e 1 T Steis JFR Sl
F ool W 1504 F 1508 B T T G URI-06 HI IO H1 FehrT fohar. Aeayew wows, feAiw 9 e 2012

¥ S wAH 3944 R R w o, fowd wem | o4 § Ffeqol wlafe w1 wEwm & T o, % wWE W g yiafe
H1 YRIeE R w1 w1 ], S femer g

eyl wfafte e yahem g § Hyifm wfafe
. S e TH R I & S el WO Je il
foF <A o § fop 9 9t ¥
T T whHa (8. H) U TR et (8. H)
1 37/11 1.406 1 37/1/172 1.406
2 37/172 1.742 2 37/1212 1.742
3 45 1.000 3

45/2 1.000

3: -3 AfUfEm 1894 U (6) Y IEWon H weRvK Ffeqel whafe % wm W dviifua wiafe w1 W,

footia aEs, FawR
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e, e, el RAGER, Huey To
e IuFfed, geayesl SEH, Teed faum

RfgeR, feai® 19 SR 2013

W . 2 3182 TH-2012-13 T F.-1165--3Ts-
2013.—%féh, T WA 1 59 G h1 THHUE T T L
for i < 7 o % = (1) H afvla afn Y, sy
F U5 (2) ¥ Scoifga adsife warsm & fag seresd
?. 1A -3 rfufm, 1894 (SFHih T, ¥, 1894) &1
URT 6 % 3Tid 3O T g% sifed foren sman ® fo 3=
ofy ot 39 FEeH F AU sTewEed §i—

SRRl
(1) 4fs =1 FuE—

(F) foen—fary

(@) TeHA—TeTa

() IH—3IY, 984, 40

(§1) AT SHE—1.037 I

T afsia Than
4. (8. ®)

(1) (2)
130/1
13072 0.185
130/3
132 0.004
133/1
133/2
133/3 0.245
133/4
152/1
15272
151/1
151/2
15072
150/3
151/4
150/4 0.271
151/7
150/5
151/5
150/6
151/6
150/7
151/3

0.068

(1) (2)

142/1

142/2 0.214

142/3

138 - 0.050
I .. 1.037

(2) wresitR yEeE fas o stewEsa e —de
Y SO i o qe T8 i % wR

(2) 9 F T (W) 1 R, v-3751 FEea
Tede Mewa | fwran s wwa .

Y. . 3 91-82 I-2012-13 A FH.-1161-9-3TsH-
2013.—f%, T IEH F W A F GHEE B T
o R T el & ug (1) | afvfa of\ w6l ST
F 9% (2) H seaifEn it yaeH % AU saveshdl
¥. 91: -3 stfufam, 1894 (AR TH, § 1894) i
U 6 % ST SHR g1 9% =it fon W ® fo e
ofy w1 I TS F AT sTeavasdl §i—

ST

(1) gfa = FoFH—

(&) foen—=fEEgR

(@) deHE—TMema

(71) TE—FgFHY, 9. 40

(9) T SAHA—8.127 IR,

LGSR affsta e
. (8. ®)
(1 (2)

110/1

110/4 0.450

110/5

106 0.060

107/1

107/2 1.125

107/3

107/4

108/3

108/2 0.205

108/1

91/1

94/1 0.850 -

9172

94/2

92 0.154
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(1) (2)

89/1 1.058
89/2 1.058
88 1.053
90/1 0.185
90/2 0.088
86/1
86/2
5071
50/2 0.820
50/3
51/3
919
36

48/1
48/2 @
49/3
18/2
20/8,10 0.168
201
20/9
20/7
19/2
21-22
165/3 0.233
165/7

0.620

I .. 8.127

(2) wEsitTr yEeH e fau sreavasdr §—eleR
By JvE % A §9 % wRoL

(2) ofF & 7 () F1 FREw, -315F s
e Tema W fwer s g §

Y. . 4 31-82 F¥-2012-13 T F.-1169-4-3TsH1-
2013.—{f%, T AEF HT 39 910 F IWIE & T
fom 1 § 7 oT g % U= (1) H afv fH H, STt
* UE (2) ® IeoifEa giedsifie vism & fou stavaewdl
B, 37a: y-375 s1fufTem, 1894 (AT W, 7 1894) i
YR 6 % TG $6% gRI g Eifa fohan < § T 3o
qfF 1 S FESE & AU eTavaEdr i—

SRl
(1) 9 F FOH—

(F) fSen—fdeR
(@) TEdTa—Tena

(m umé-ﬁ%nia, 984 40
() S ATHA—1.041 TR

peEsny A T
4. (% #H)
(1) (2)

55 ‘

56 0.200

57

60 0.196

62/1 0.047

50, 51/2

51/1

51/3

53/2 0.407

51/4

51/5

51/6

49/3

49/5

49/6

49/7 v 0.110

49/8

49/9

49/10

54/2 0.081
47 .. 1.041

(2) wrdstes g faad o siavasa T—alie
T TAR™ & =t et Fmior 2,

(2) @%W(W)wﬁﬁm,ﬁaﬁz?ﬁ%&?
% Y . 84, -7 A H foRaAn s weRaw R,

. % 5 H-82 TH-2012-13 U Th.-1167-Y-ITH-
2013.—dfh, T WEF FI TW I H GHEE G T T
o < & e erggEl % ug (1) § A of| w6, ety
% U (2) H IeifEd Areeie FaeH % fau sTavaedr
R, 3Tq: 9316w aifufTam, 1894 (W% Wk, T 1894) I
¥RI 6 & 3T<ATG 39k I 9% =ifta feran St © fob 3ok
ofy 1 S FEeH % Ty savEeRdr g

ST

(1) 9fa = FoH—

(%) Sar—Tfdesq
(W) TEHA—TMTa
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(1) IH—gHQ, 98, 40
(%) YT YTRSE—0.999 BRI,

T arfsfa e
. (®. ®)
(1 (2

107/1

107/2

107/3 0.163

107/4

106 0.163

1211

11272 0.673

112/3

112/4

I .. 0.999

(2) wEsE yaeE faw fau seavasa '—aeR
B TR % farla gl ae e fmie % wro

(2) ofa & =R (@A) w1 g - s,
aedE T § e s wwar R

Y. % 6 31-82 g8-2012-13 T F.-1163-Y-3TH-
2013.—<fh, T WA H 39 91 H TGEEE R ®
for R @ R o= & w© (1) H aftla gt =, g
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(@) deda—3dam

()  AH—TARH

(¥) ST SFABE—15.70 §FRI.
ad Tha
U (% ®)
(M (2)

Freft s
1 15
2 16
3 18
4 17
5 51
6 54
7 60
61 0.26
28 0.02
34 0.36
35 0.10
36 0.40
63 0.04
41 0.10
43 0.09
42 0.65
51 0.08
52 0.72
57 0.14
87 0.36
53 0.16
81 0.16
55 - 0.07
56 0.06
58 0.06
85 0.05
88 0.07
151 0.07
.. 6.06
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[ 1

g TFa
FHIE (% )
(1) (2)
ettt yft

10 2.43
40 2.31
11 0.98
70 0.09
14 1.98
49 1.31
62 0.1
80 0.43
.. 9.77

froit s ¥\ .. 1570

F FA AR

(2) wEsf wEeE fas fad g =t sravgsa
F—yuifad R WA T Sgargl = Yo
e fmfo (afEsn) =9

(3) offa = wRn (@A) w1 - st
e erfaurita sty ooea S % st
¥ fFan <1 weha €.

%. 3628-Y-3TS-2013-T. . 15-3-82-12-13.—[,
TS YA 1 39 9 61 IWYFE © TR A @
ST % ug (1) ¥ aftfa ft =Y, T3 & ug (2) #
Sfecifaa  ardsfr wEem % o) sravasa §. s -
3t sIfafTam, 1894 (A TH, T 1894) F ¥ 6 &
sietd s gW, @€ Siftd fFan s & 6 9w yfa =t
I3 yANH & fau smaveskar § i —

ST
(1) Hfa =1 goF—

(%) fSe—taem

(@) Tedia—Iem

(1) UH—HTRg

(9) S SARA—14.07 BRI

ud TR
HHIH (3. #)
(1) (2)
it ofe
490 0.09

129 0.01

(M

260
1M
112
496
482
259
487/4
274
275
276
431
439
265
266
267
268
269
421
488
264
423
493/2
144
429
483/1
273
153
261
425
483
426
484/4
487/2
145
438
483
484
485
486
487/3
481
491

(2)

0.72
0.95
0.48
0.10
0.47
0.07
0.10
0.17
0.33
0.03
0.36
0.19
0.24
0.03
0.02
0.23
0.04
0.38
0.07
0.34
0.03
0.05
0.42
0.40
0.10
0.06
0.81
0.15
0.06
0.24
0.06
0.05
0.03
0.59
0.07
0.31
0.01
0.15
0.18
0.14
0.40
0.01
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(1) (2) FAEE, Hoa, Nl Sy, TRy 1d
493 0.60 oA SUH(TE, HEAYeY WEH, s fom
497 0.03 .

27 0.28 BWR, fi® 5 3 2013
489 0.28 W %. 5 31-82 TH-2012-13 .—Ff, T TG HT g4
422 - 022 a1 g e T € T R @ e ¥ ug (1)
430 0.01 ¥ ofofa qft =1, o % W (2) # Ieoifed yfF =i
279 0.30 gt WS % fau sevEsal §oe: -3t
.. 1146 sifyfTem, 1894 (W% Weh, T 1894) %I ¥R 6 &
sl 3% g I wifva foen o ® % 3w yfy =t
et g Qe EeE % fo savasd §i—
428 0.24 S
262 0.08
131 0.13 (1) ofH 1 o—
133 0.60 (%) fSen—say
143 0.07 (@) deHa—Tfeser
280 0.02 (M) TH—ITI
416 0.10 (%) @ e e yfi—4.372 TRT
437 0.06 :
134 0.02 W s '{‘cﬁﬁﬂ
e 0.00 4, (8. ®)
234 0.22 0 2)
263 0.05 64 0.179
270 0.20 65 0.045
271 0.02 88 0.318
101 0.14 87 0.021
409 0.20 91 0.732
494 0.14 97/2 0.162
110 A 0.30 98/2 0.454
S AR L. 2,61 98/3 1.114
frett o TR yfg . . 14.07 %0 0.692
1 e A 103/2 0.085
103/3 0.050
(2) wEfE wEeE foass ford yfn #1 emawrsa 103/5 0.090
S gaPR SR WA AP A = Y 102/1% . 0.430
e o (afoET) 2, T .. 4.372

(2) mnmqﬁeﬁwmm'&x fmfor 2

(3) ffn 1 TRem () 1 Fotam of-arot siferrd S

Td rgfavrie SAfwrl TeE qET & HEerd

# foran w1 G R (3) yfa 3 TR (M) 1 FrOEOr y-a s
: @ sTgfavrita e (o) fasmer § feem
TAYLY F TIU & AW G a1 SRR, S gFd L

T[Sia ga, Folwed Td oA Iudfs.
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SR, foaiw 6 T 2013 D (2)
Y. 3. 2 31-82-2012-13 .—f, T A &I 39 a1 26172 0.107
T GHIEE B T R TR e S T s U (1) ° 6/ 0,008
gt oft &, g % ug (2) H Ivafed yfF = 57779 0015
gawe JEaeE % fau sravgwd € oeW: st 4831 0357
arfuform, 1894 (Wi U, T 1894) &I UW 6 & 490/ 0.044
ITd 3UF R A8 =fva fmen s € & 3aa ofy 61/3 0107
I wESH F fau sravasar §:— 268/ 016
ST 272 0.145
27372 0.100
(1) yfa = Fofa— 276/3 0.008
(%) fSe—asd g 27773 0.014
(@) TEHA—BRR : 483/2 0.178
(1) TRAH—TTE 484/1 0.021
(¥1) ST ATRA—15.499 BRI, ) 485/2 0.250
490/3 0.045
Fele atg e A afsa frolt yfn @ freor 261/4 0.107
27072 0.157
il sifsiq T 2731 0.119
4. (% ®) 276/4 0.008
(1) (2) 277/4 0.097
2 0.040 483/3 0.178
3 0.121 484/2 0.021
4/2 0.324 485/3 0.211
49 0.599 489 0.024
51 0.340 490/4 0.045
53 0.154 244/%F/1 0.800
52 0.235 268/1 0.468
238 0.388 270/3 0.157
487 0.097 268/2 0.106
54/1 0.353 269 0.202
24473 0.380 270/1 0.156
229 0.914 276/1 0.008
240 1.368 2771 0.014
230 0.400 485/1 0.461
242 0.380 490/1 0.044
231 0.040 Y 0.049
235 0.463 275/1 0.078
236 0.825 275/2 0.068
241 0.356 480/1 0.069
245 ' 0.170 481/1 0.041
248 0.615 480/2 0.069

261/1 0.107 481/2 0.040
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(1) (2)
486 0.202
491 0.299
497/3 0.090
497/4 0.078
493 0.299
498 0.057
499 0.267
497/1 0.090
497/2 0.090

AT .. 15.499
(2) TrESIS YA ¥ ol smavasal €. — qgie 9y
AT F WE TG

(3) 9ftF TR () & i, sigfayria st
T Y- AfFR), SIR & FHEed | fwa
B S

Y. . 4 31-82-2012-13 .—feh, T T I 39 9
%1 Ty 8 T e @ T eyt Fww (1) #
aftfa oft =, dTgE F w8 (2) # seAfEa yfm
gewi gaeE % fau emavawal €. o: -3t
sifufm, 1894 (W% TH, T 1894) & ¥R 6 &
i Tk BN TE Wiftm fhan e § R S99 ofw w0
o yAeH & o eavaswd §i—

ST
(1) 9fa =1 aH—

(%) Tor—sag

(@) TEHa—aRG

(M) TFR/AE— e

() ST STET—102.066 FHRT.

qeUg Sy Aern § Afsa it g w1 faawor

T aifsta e
4. (8. ®)
(1) (2)
801/1 0.162
803/1 0.453
807/1@ 1.097
807/2% 0.065

801/2 0.113

(M)
803/2
807/1%
807/2%
805
809
811
812
813/1
814/1
814/3
814/4
814/5
816/1
816/2
821
906
933
822
823
825
827/1
839/2
947/3/1/5
955/1/T
913/3
827/2
839/1
947/3/%/4
955/1/%
828
951
952
958/1
829
832
833
843
845
893
840
841
842

(2)

0.672
1.096
0.064
1.821
0.914
1.919
0.615
0.947
0.288
0.809
0.500
0.069
0.496
0.249
0.543
0.793
0.841
0.032
0.470
0.672
0.700
0.381
0.264
0.216
0.684
0.700
0.380
0.265
0.216
1.31M
0.849
1.433
0.809
3.156
1.781
0.113
0.105
0.648

0.162 .

0.340
0.437
0.186
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[4TT 1

(M

848
844
846
847
949/2
849
850
949/1
851
852
834
836
853
854
855/1
855/2/1
855/2/2
855/2/3
856/1
856/2
856/3
911

862
889
890
891

901
914
915/1
916/1
892/2%
894/1
894/2

904/1 &
-904/1 @

895/1
895/2
954/2
751
837
838
953

(2)

1.230
1.983
1.416
1.765
0.421
0.825
0.607
0.421
1.393
0.664
0.154
1.181
1.257
5.003
1.149
0.383
0.383
0.383
0.977
0.331
0.200
0.105
0.243
0.454
1.100
0.356
1.345
0.486
0.154
0.486
0.405
0.374
0.274
0.351
0.151
0.207
0.408
0.295
0.186
0.129

10.170

0.413

)

902/1
902/2/1
902/2/2
903
904/2
905
907/1
907/2
907/3
907/4
910
9219
913/1
947/3
955/1
915/2
915/2
935/2
917721
917/2/2
918/1
924
926
9271
947/2
925
927/2
931/1
931/2
941
942/1
943
932
934
888/1
935/1
935/3
948
936
937/1
937/2
937/3

o 8 o d

(2)

1.619
0.809
0.810
0.445
0.154
1.716
0.200
0.800
0.507
0.500
0.583
0.478
0.534
0.264
0.216
2.023
1.254
0.769
0.254
0.371
0.027
0.526
0.243
1.505
0.360
0.040
0.713
0.642
0.648
1.505
1.352
0.599
0.219
0.556
0.113
1.416
0.624
0.168
1.071
0.267
0.267
0.267
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(1) (2) s wEeH & AU sTevasar B, e 9-3TSH
P, 1894 (4R TH, T 1894) HI ¥R 6 *
944 1.149 sla e g I8 Ay e s ® R s ofd =
946 0.388 Aty % fe savaesar §:—
955/2 0.640
945 1.092 ST
947/1 0.364 (1) wfi %1 eoi—
954/1 0.296
956/1 0.560 (F) fo—omy
957/2 0.780 (@) weHa—fase
956/2 0.362 (1) FR/ATH— S0
957/1 0.580 () STH SAEE—189.495 T
96 0.356
962 0.227 Gt st N
963 0.105 shHTR A
965 0.445 ey (2)
913/2 0.684 3 1.315
860/2 0.105 7/11 0.276
350/1 0.048 77172 0.275
35072 0.291 7/1/3 0.275
813/2 0.947 10 1.052
892/2 @ 0.404 11 0.417
885/ 0.162 15 0.273
888/2/1 0.462 16 0.364
888/2/2 0.470 17 0.243
888/2/3 0.250 ; 24 0.930
888/2/4 0.267 25 2.105
804/%1 0.230 26 0.438
804/%F2 0.540 28 1.017
804 @ 0.065 46 0.866
41872 0.500 49 0.607
942/2 0.809 50 0.607
AT .. 102.066 54 0.785
57/1/2 0.425
(2) TSR WSH & ol SawEshd §— ague FiY 58 0.538
A % WS T 62 0.979
64 0.971
(3) Y%= () % e, srfasmig sfawi
Td -3 iRy, BRP F HEfed § fama 6> ' 1.303
o e 66 1.441
76 1.635
Y. . 4 31-82-2012-13 .—fh, T YEA ! 39 & 77 0-361
1 T €1 T R G o egE F v (1) # 78 0485
aftta yft =1, sggH ¥ W (2) § SeafEd g 79 0.162

80 0.474
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[4r 1

(1)

81
83

84

93

94

95

9%

98

121
127
128
137
139
140
141
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
160
161
162
164
166
167
168
169
171
172
173
174
175
179

(2)

0.481
0.110
0.184
0.202
0.783
0.090
0.045
0.100
0.190
0.267
1.047
1.342
0.668

0.575

1.222
0.942
1.141
0.688
0.514
0.615
0.283
0.117
0.016
0.372
0.829
0.616
0.818
1.447
0.971
0.841
0.709
0.667
0.648
1.214
0.761
0.761
0.559
0.570
0.393
0.049
2.007
0.648

(1

184
185
186
187
188
189
190
192
193
194
199
200
201
203
207
208
210
211
213
215
216
217
218
225
226
227
231
235
236
239
240
317
319
321
322
323
324
325
326
327
328
331

(2)

0.227
0.599
0.264
0.522
0.108
0.180
0.158
0.833
0.251
0.858
0.129
0.713
1.739
0.324
0.401
0.526
0.283
0.320
0.627
0.248
0.283
0.256
0.356

0.03

0.04
0.101
0.210
0.235
0.166
0.155
0.060
0.150

. 0.014

0.053
0.040
0.069
0.065
0.093
0.045
0.178
0.142
0.085
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o))

333
337
338
340
341
342
343
345
347
348
349
350
356
357
358
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
380
381
382
383
385
386
387
388
389

(2)

0.450
0.648
0.332
0.482
0.405
0.364
0.227
0.584
0.332
0.097
0.198
0.462
0.833
0.474
0.162
0.150
0.243
0.206
0.202
0.206

0.020

0.539
0.542
0.271
0.266
0.393
0.470
0.466
0.227
0.154
0.008
0.558
0.595
0.235
0.616
0.202
0.202
0.344
0.235
0.299
0.219
0.324

(M

390
391
392
393
394
395
396
397
398
402
403
404
405
406
658
659
660
661
665
666
667
670
671
672
673
474
675
678
679
680
687
688
2200
2201
2202
2204
2205
2207
2208
2209
2212
2214

(2)

0.295
0.190
0.004
0.332
0.332
0.328
0.380
0.243
0.300
0.020
0.040
0.020
0.036
0.105
0.603
0.902
0.271
0.373
0.841
1.003
0.344
0.437
0.567
0.397
0.437
0.263
0.081
0.579
0.611
0.547
0.200
0.040
0.020
0.182
0.271
0.008
0.332
0.915
0.008

.0.587

1.619
0.768
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(4T 1

)

2217
2218
2220
2221
2222
2223
2224
2225
2231
2232
2233
2234
2237
2238
2240
2243
2247
2248
2249
2250
2252
2256
2263
2266
2273
2274
2277
2279
2280
11872
1231
138/1/1
143/1
143/2
157/1
157/2
158/1
158/2
163/1
163/2
165/1
165/2/1

0.781
0.020
1.275
0.668
0.955
0.486
0.910
0.729
0.283
0.263
0.789
0.202
0.607
0.769
0.085
1.133
0.263
1.416
0.283
0.049
0.142
0.522
1.032
1.011
0.843
0.609
0.708
0.849
1.012
0.055
0.310
0.054
0.551
0.243
0.450
0.324
0.530
0.265
0.757
0.809
0.304
0.307

0

170/
170/2
170/3
170/4
170/5
170/6
176/1
176/2/1
176/2/2
176/3
182/1/1
182/1/2
182/1/3
182/2/1
182/2/2
20/1
205/2
209/1
209/2
219/2
219/31
219/3/2
219/4
219/5
219/6
2864/377
2865/377
2866/377
2867/369
2880/2876
2229/1
2236/2
22472
2245/1
2245/2
2245/2"
2253/1
2253/2
2254/1
2254/2/1
2254/2/2
2255/1

(2)

0.241
0.241
0.241
0.240
0.240
0.020
0.785
0.560
0.561
0.616
0.503
0.503
0.005
0.405
0.404
0.405
0.500
0.241
0.241
0.250
0.249
0.249
1.226
0.500
0.390
0.251
0.907
0.299
0.429
0.324
0.764
0.332
0.109
0.186
0.093
0.093
0.041
0.040
0.040
0:040
0.041
0.045
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(1)

2255/2
22571
225772
2258/1
2275/
2275/2
2275/3/1
228/1
228/2
2282/21
2282/2/2
2301
23072
3291
330/1
330/2
352/
352/1/2
352/2
353/1/2
353/2/1
353/2/2
353/2/3
353/2/4
353/2/5
353/3/1
353/3/2
353/3/3
353/3/4
353/3/5
353/3/6
354/1/2
354/1/3
35472
354/3
355/1/2
355/3
355/4
355/5
355/6
36/1/1
36/1/2

(2)

0.044
0.802
0.270
0.567
0.101
0.033
0.031
0.152
0.152
0.090
0.100
1.146
0.044
0.085
0.286
0.042
2.000
2.000
0.579
0.810
0.218
0.218
0.218
0.219
0.219
0.206
0.041
0.041
0.042
0.041

10.042

1.214
0.405
1.044
0.611
0.534
0.964
0.837
0.619
1.000
2.000
2.000

(1)

36/1/3
36/2
36/3
37/1
37/1/2
37/1/3
43/1
43/2
51711
52/1
52/2
53/1
53/2
55/2
57/1/1
6/2
61/1
61/2
655/1/2
655/2
655/3/1
655/4
655/5
6571
668/1
668/2
677/2
68/1
68/2
72/1/3
751
89/1/2
89/1/3
89/2
118/1
379
400
422
654/2
122
178
22031

(2)

1.809
0.514
0.539
2.888
1.200
1.400
0.384
0.057
0.424
0.101
0.101
0.429
0.458
0.413
0.424
0.317
0.662
0.662
0.809
0.300
0.413
0.839
0.952
0.809
0.204
0.408
0.243
0.328
0.328
1.000
0.518
1.619
1.619
0.595
0.190
0.425
0.045
0.058
0.202
1.072
0.709
0.447



2886
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(1
2203/2
221071
212/1
212/2
22131
221372
227872
36/4
368/1
368/2
384/1
384/2
384/3
5/2
52/3
52/4
72/1/2
2268/2
2276
320
237
138/1/2
138/1/3
165/2/2
2229/2
2229/3
2275/2/2

2275/2/3

51/1/2
118/2

2210/2
2210/3

(2) wamd Aem ufEsm swrta |y fmio 'y

(2)
0.448
0.300
0.249
0.249
0.466
0.466
1171
0.640
0.093
0.518
0.599
0.231
0.136
1.800
0.101
0.102
1.700
0.506
0.690
0.005
0.125
0.054
0.054
0.307
0.763
0.763
0.034
0.034
0.425
0.056
0.301
0.301

AR .. 189.495

et TS % fol stavgesda B,

(3) off & TN (WE) & ﬁﬁmﬁ—mﬁ AfRRY
wd sFfauria sfaet (Tsr), fosmer # fan

ST Hehdl

2.

HEYRY % TSI F AW W qAT SR,

Frafer, woay, e SRS TR, Ty
@ UeA 3uHfEE, HEAYey v, Tored favm

R, e 6 3T 2013

.- - 3TS-514-517-2012-13 .—feh, T WA
I 3H A % EHE B T R e @ e St %
7 (1) H aftfa gft &1, g & 9= (2) # Seifed
it et wed & fau  emeweww . oewW:
o-37sH sTfufTam, 1894 (WIS T, T 1894) i 4N 6
¥ Taitd 39 gRI I wNfva foren s € fF 3 i =t
gt JEeE % fae sravawar §i—

ST

(1) o9fa =1 Fof—

(#) foen—-amisTr

(@) deda—IanTs

(m IE—ER

() T GAHA—29.390 THI,
ud yEfaa SERa
TEER (FFe )
1 (2)
2502 0.021
2503 0.064
2742/1 0.394
2745 0.811
2746 0.314
2747 1.150
2750/3 0.470
2753 0.094
2754 0.110
2756 0.209
2755 0.209
2648/3%F2 0.261
2648/3 /1 0.357
2648/2 0.364
2748/1 0.910
2748/2 @ 0.209
2748/1 ®/1 0.314
2748/2 F/2 0.399
2803/2 0.262
2803/3 0.262

2803/4 0.241
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(M (2)
2803/5 0.154
2803/6 0.143
2803/7 0.085
2758 0.011
2759 0.147
2760 0.131
2763 0.586
2764 0.756
2765 0.209
2769/1 & 0.324
2769/1 @ 0.394
2769/1 Ta. 1 0.105
2769/1 TH.2 0.140
276972 0.076
2769/3 0.032
2770/1 1.045
27712 @ 1.630
2806/2 1.000
2806/3 0.800
2806/4 0.836
278072 1.000
278073 1.000
2780/4 1.000
2780/5 1.000
2781/1 1.000
278172 1.000
2781/3 1.000
2781/4 . 1.000
2781/5 1.000
2781/6 1.000
2781/7 1.158
2695 0.209
2782/1 2.000

I .. 29.390
(2) we=fr e foas fod savasar §—3[R
=iy &1 o &g,
(3) T S |

(4) % T (W) w1 Fiae -swi sifmr],
IMHTR e wEue I, Se THEE 9,
SR % wEterE W R S g ©.

TR F ToFU F AH Y q SRR,

e HuR fasr, Fowl T ued IuHiEe.

FrIT, oy, e gae, Aeyey ud
T IUGraE, TEAYRY! EH, T5ed faum

gHig, feaid 7 o7& 2013

. 3. 07-31-82 FH 2012-2013.—feh, T IMHA i 39
TAHFINIA S T F TR AW g F o= (1) ¥
aftla yfs gwfa =), R F w© (2) ¥ feafaa
refsttes e & faw uf it savaswar 8. or: -aTsia
sifufTem, 1894 (A T, T 1894) ! HRT 6 o 3faviq,
39 g, Ie sifed feman S € o St offH ot S WS
% fed smavasa 81—

ST
(1) yfa =1 gofi—

(%) foen—zurE

(@) deHia—ga

() TRAH—8G SE
() AT SABEA—0.10 TR,

ReEeny sAfsfa e
B (FwR H)
QD) (2)
3712 5 4 0.05
3793 § & 0.05
A .. 010

(2) weSifR wEeH % for fa it sravasa §—E
A gRgeN e AE frafo e o o |
e arelt yf # ¥

(3) ofa =1 TR0 (W) efavrita situed, g T
-3t AfUHN, IS T % wEed o @
S R

(4) ofq =1 Fan (WH) wREUEE 950, G o
faum, <iie & wEfey § <@ S g 2.

(5) Iifaa b & feaas w8 =fm sfagem
YR % 30 f& & ofeX oS F Heiw H oma
ftfira 3 T ST T - Tl A,
B F AT § UEIA B bl &

TEAYEY & T & W H T STRYFER,
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{9 1

e, Hoeer, foen faadh, asyee @
Yo SyEfed, Heayey INEA, e faum
faat, feqie 12 I 2013

. 1481-9-3T5-2013. —FfF, T WEA H! 39 9@
1 THEE 8 e € R @ et F ww (1) H
gftfa qf &, Tgg & g (2) H Seifd g
IR FEATS % fere el B, 314 -3t sifufem,
1894 (U U, T 1894) i HRT 6 H STAIA 3Hb I
7 wifya feren T ® o s yfn =t 39 WA & fa

SATTTHA § 1 —
ST

(1) 9fa =1 FH—

(%) foer—fast

(@) TedHa—faad

(M) TRAM—FHY 17.A.-63/51, 9. H.-583,

u.fm.-fae-1

(F) T FABRA—1.91 THRAL
Tgq aIfsia Sawa
EET (TR T)
b (2)
388 0.20
390 0.06
393/1 0.08
393/2 0.16
393/3 0.28
381 0.08
37872 0.36
394 0.24
428/1 0.06
428/2 0.01
428/3 0.38

FAAM .. 191

(2) @IfSfa =t 9M ol Ieafed i & wEsR
Ao w1 o feh fad gt w1 strerearshal
— U= erverd giESET % sfeia faast wmen et
fafor g9

(3) aifsa =t I At SeifEa gwafad yfd =1 e
() 1 e - s1siA sifer) T tgfavriia
sifyert, Tedia fae, fen faadt & =meE
# foran < wean R

(4) afda Ft ST el Seefaq wetad g &
(w) w1 fhem srfuem 95, 99 SIgadd
i, Tee gum far, aedie-=g, fen
foearer & wafem § ot fwan s w1 2.

. 1482--3T6H-2013. —Ffch, T WA & 36 o
FEHTIR G RN R R D T e F e (1) |
aftfa 4fa =1, o= & 98 (2) H Sedfad ¥ @i
Grestfeh FTer o fAau, smrerereral €. 14 y-3fsiq aifufTem,
1894 (SHHIH T, T 1894) Tt ¥R 6 % ST 39k g
Tz wifa foFan s ® o 9w yfn # s wesE % fag

YT §:—
ST

(1) ¥ff &1 FH—

(%) foen—faa

(@) tede—EeH

() TRAH—FHAEGRR 4.8.4.-14/8, . H.-45,
v.fa.-sE@

(F) T SARA—11.11 TR
U aAfsla fwa
BT (TR )
(m (2)
101 0.50
102 0.32
103 0.12
121 1.08
123 0.18
124 0.20
125 0.10
129 0.64
126 0.05
134/2 0.20
135 0.26
137 0.31
136 0.15
138 0.10
140/1 - 0.01
145/1 ‘ 0.54
145/2 0.10
144/1 0.37
146/2 0.06
146/3 0.22 .

148 0.1
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@)) (2) ’
246 0.13 (4) IfSfa =) 9 arel Ieafea JeaTfad qfh & TRl
149/2 0.37 (@) &1 e EQRLINE ﬁ, g SqEd
151 0.34 ferem, Tex dwm fir, dedia-arg, fSen
' fearer & wafer § o T w0 wohan ®.
153 0.20
155/2 0.17 . 1483-3-3TSM-2013.—fh, T=F IMET HI 36 91
156 001 FEAYA G TR fE TR G g F R (1) H
' aftfa yft &1, ogeh % 1€ (2) ¥ Seofma yfw =i
17772 049 eIk TS o T STaeendl 8. 37d: -37si Aufam,
Vi3 0.04 1894 (ST TF, T 1894) T 4N 6 F ST 3HF g
178 0.50 7% shifta e st € T 3o yfn =1 saa oM % fog
180 0.14 AT &:—
254 0.24 ST
250/2 0.06 (1) 9fa w1 =oH—
255 0.07 (=) foen—faait
250/3 0.53 (@) FwHda—faa
245 018 (1) TRAE—FIEH], TEA.-119, 9. 7.-583,
) .f - fest-1.
244 0.14 (9) AT GTRA—9.30 TR,
243/1 0.05 - i 8
239 0.09 BE (TR H)
238/2 0.01 S (2)
240 0.32 37 0.18
: 89 0.24
355 0.01
95 0.10
356 0.24 o7 0.06
357 0.26 81 0.08
354/2 0.30 85 0.08
490 0.21 83 ' 0.03
49172 0.19 80 0.10
79 ' 0.36
1.1
54 0.40
(2) oA =t SH ol Seeifaa 4fH & dEst® 4 0.22
waeH ® qoH fes o yf 6 s 40 0.29
T srged afEeE ¥ stafq faat e et 42/3 0.16
frmfor g, 39 - 0.30
38 0.03
28 0.01
(3) sifsia i < aelt Isafaa wwafad yfd = e 31 0.28
(=) w1 Fdteror - orsi stfeeerd wd srgfasmiig 30 0.15
afusrt, qedia fasH, fsen faadt & =mes 26 0.10
 fan s wwa §. 29 0.15
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(1) (2) FAe, RIS, Y-S & g,
27 0.40 SUEER afErsE, e fe, qewcy
he o T ITEfed, HEANRH TH, T
181/1 0.34 e, T 13 3P 2013
zzg g'zg Y3 . 1875~ Fehl.— Y- 3TS-2012. —Tfeh, T4 AEA H
: 39 9 1 FEEE 81 TR T A v s % ue (1)
197/3 0.06 F aftfa ufs =), erggeh % e (2) § feafiga vt
19772 0.59 AR S % foTT sTavershar &, o1 y-37sH srffwm,
197/1 0.02 1894 (SHHTH U, T 1894) i ¥R 6 & T=1d, 36%h §
198/1 0.45 77 wfya foren s ® 6 st yfa/smasts gfa o feem
215/1 0.20 [t & o7ei B STTavIHal §:—
215/3 0.20
228/1 0.18 ST
228/2 0.22 (1) 9f =1 FoH—
229 0.50
232/8 0.15 () TE—et
232/7 0.06 () T AAFA—0.070 .
232/9 0.28
236 0.01 T R IS Twall
222 0.15 (. #)
238 0.34 (1 (2)
241 0.05 2712 0.070
240 0.12 I . 0.070
220 0.16
221 0.08 (2) wresEs yaeT forme fag sTravassar §—sompR
223 0.21 i & trla  wiieR Igaed fHeR A
FA AN .. 9.30 F g AR v’ 4 e el frsiemeent
ot wd 39 W g wwafd & o™ 29
(2) fsla =t 9 Tl Icifead yfE & FESS
mwwhmgﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁm (3) fft &1 TR (WA F R, FEE, -3
ST WS % et e TE YA, SR 9REsE, de o e §
Fefon &9, foFan < wepan ®.
(3) afsla =t I At Seifaa yeafaa «fi =1 =em
() 1 Fegon of-o7si AR T srgfasmita .
e e N T, e 14 T 2013
# fon . '
" . 188531, ~ ]~ ST, — o, T TEA I 3H 91 H
(4) afSta =) S ol Seaifea wwaifaa ofs o T

(@) w1 o srfuem o450, 99 =Juedd
qfider, T8 gum fE, qedia-a9E, foen
fgarel & wEle ¥ off fFar w1 wwar ®

HEAYeYl F TIU F AW Y dUl STEIMIER,

WA IqTed, Foidd Td Ued Sydfaa.

g™ g T R fE R @ oy & wg (1) # i
yfr =, s % 7% (2) § Sfewtad uf F aerE
oM % fau sevaesRdl B, o1d: y-o1S sy, 1894
(SFITh ek, T 1894 ) ! ¥ 6 o 3T, TASE BRI I8
whfea foran s & o Frsft ypft et of w feem g
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% IS &Y TR §:i— o 2)
343;@} 158 0.01
683 0.03
(1) A =1 - 775 0.01
(%) foen—<ih 684 0.02
(@) TeHa—fagEa 785 0.01
(1) WH—ILHAR 172 0.02
(F) T STHT—2.28 THRA. 720 0.04
724/2 0.03
Tagrast faawer e . 1 i UHER AER & Faier g 181 0.01
S Y S — 721 0.03
(% 'ET) 724/ 0.01
(1) 2) 258 0.02
(W)ﬁﬁﬁ@wm 229 0.05
763 0.02
4 0.01 764 0.02
5 0.01 259 0.01
6 0.05 681 0.02
9 0.01 778 0.01
10 0.01 781 0.03
73 0.07 264 0.05
116 0.04 773 0.01
141 0.02 777 0.01
5711 0.03 784 0.02
573/1 0.05 284 0.07
129/3 0.01 638 0.03
159 0.01 639 0.01
173/2 0.01 287 0.03
178/2 0.01 341 0.03
177 0.02 430 0.04
220 0.01 479 0.02
129/2 0.01 478 0.02
173/1 0.01 566 0.02
178/1 0.01 435 0.01
221 0.01 436 0.01
222 0.02 437 0.03
171 0.01 442 0.02
532/1 0.01 474 0.02
138/2 0.02 475 0.01
532/2 0.04 485 0.01
139 0.02 486 0.01
682 0.01 489 0.01
772 0.02 490 0.01
774 0.01 494 0.01
140 0.02 495 0.01
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(M

496
497
500
502
527
331
332
330
339
328
340
501
525
526
530
531
559
562
568
636
637
640
641

691
692
693
694
695
696
679
680
690
780
783
266
723
765
766
786
769

4 (31)

(2)

0.01
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.01
0.02
0.01
0.02
0.03
0.02
0.02
0.02
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.03
0.01
0.02
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.01
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.04
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.03
0.03

2.19

() | 9. 9 skt yfi & faeron

7
33

0.01
0.01

m (2)
117 0.04
128 0.01
265 0.01
322 0.01

a0 (F). . 0.09

TREM (3)+(F)=. . 2.28

(2) =St g e fau steges §— ™R
ST & 3T fagaa faas e &F. 1 i
IR AR & Fator § e el a5y i
gfaemas fn don 38 W fem dufedl &
3 B

(3) ofF 1 T (@) w1 R, garees, sSoETR
ufedrsr, fan & waiea § fea s e g

AR % T o AW Y Tl ARG,
o, ot sfrarea, JOEE T I Iy

SR, hoay, fSe Ao, Tewey ud
e SUHrd, TEIYey e,

Toied faum
Haret, feier 14 3FEd 2013
.. 01-9,31.-31-82-12-13-HI- 1-HH.— %, T4
IMEA HT 3G 9T T GEEE el T R i
SHE % 7 (1) H afefa yfn F, SEEE F W (2)
# geoifaa fn &t ardsfes gaem & fad el
®. o1a: -5 srfufram, 1894 (AT THh, F1 1894)
F URT 6 % aid, W gRI, FE =ifwa fewa

sar € fo 3w yfw =t wdsf gaem & fag
AR ¥ —

SR

(1) yfa &1 svi—gme ol TR aRESE SaRE
% SRR WX 1504 ¥ 1508 W % AL T H I
arett sifafiaa fsit ft w1 -3,

(%) fSen—vus
(@) TeHA—G[
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(M) FRAW—(1) AR, (2) F
(%) TN S9FA—1.450 TIE

TEq T
BT (g. #)
(1) (2)
TTH— AT
51/1/2 0.150
M. 0.150
T —eh T
18 0.500
14 0.400
46 0.190
47 0.210
I . 1.300
TEE. . 1.450

e, —f#t =1 e (W) FEe, Sfaria st
wd -3 Sifywll, deHe g, WO |
FEfeE T9a § @1 S Gl €.

Y. %. 02-9.31.-37-82-12-13-GI-Wa-1.— [,
U WG HT TH G FHT GHEH & g A @
T S & U5 (1) ¥ afvia ofd &1, 9y & 1
(2) ® Scwoifga 4fs =t wdvfw g9 & R
AMETTHAT &, oFd: -36A AfYFTEm, 1894 (FHHH
Teh, T 1894) H U 6 & 3iaia, 39% g, I% =
fom s ® T S= yfn &t weisfe gaem & fag

ATITIHA & —
ST

(1) 4f *1 FviF—TER ST IR ARESH SR
% TR W 1504 ¥ 1508 e & 7L gd H 3
arelt erfafaa foslt oft =1 -,

(%) Toen—

(@) TEHa—gN

(1) TRAH—FITGR

(9) YT §AFA—6.590 B.
ECenl Tehal
qra (7. #)
(1) (2)
64 0.020
94/1 0.110
63/1 0.200
61/1 0.050
61/2 0.300
62 0.100

M (2)
68/1 0.020
75 0.150
94/4 0.200
% 1.790
98 2.050
99 1.500

I, . W

e — @wm(w)mmwﬁaﬁw
wE Y- eifusrl, TeEla geR viue ¥
FrEteE T § E W A 5

W . 03-%,31.-1-82-12-13-¥-1.—f&F, T4
WAEA BT 39 9@ HT gHYE & TR e e G o
S ¥ v (1) H afvfa gft F, g F v (2)
e iyfa %1 gt gaeE & fad sravasa
?. ofq: y-orsta Arfufam, 1894 (FHHIH TH, U 1894)
¥ sigra, T9*k BRI, g Efwa fwan
IR &ﬁﬁﬁaﬁmgﬁm%m

SRl

(1) yfa =1 SvR—ERe el SFR RIS SR
F ST W 1504 § 1508 W & T G H 3
are stfafea st i &1 -3,

(=) foen— s

(|@) TEHA—FR

() TRAH—FHSA

(9) T §FBA—3.430 ©.
TE ThaT
TR (8. #)
(1 (2)
3 1.000
4 0.100
38/2 0.400
5 0.100
15/4 0.150
15/3 0.200
38/1 0.400
39/2/1 0.050
39/3 0.040
45/1 0.350
45/128/1 0.140
92/1 0.100
55/2 0.400

Q. . 3.430

e, —4fH &1 7R (M) FEfed, sTfavria s
Td oo afaerl, deEd TR, oo #
FRfeEE T | @ S gl §.

TAYCY &% ToIU & A G ql TSR,
Frotia awas, Eﬁﬁaaqaqé?mﬁaa
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T I o 3R
T faum
T, deay vad, dre
o, feie 22 TR 2013

. UH. 1-7-2012-HE-T. 6. —ALAYSY -Tored Tfgdl, 1959 (A 20 §9 1959) i €N 13 1 IYUW (2)
gN Ued WiEE # WM § O) gV 99 WK, TAGER, 39 STRY % USUH H, FEEE # a0 9, swimTR e w6l
e $ETTg qdl qedidl YRR Wt W, ST ¥ U9 g9 T U % A okl ®HiE 1 W 17 T ARl gkl
FUF 22 ¥ 24 3R FEAF TR TG F TS gH GRUGE! % YIIAR! GOl FHHIR 68 SR 69 AU AWM qeEE
RN % TS 99 WER ¥ TeAN e HAE 1 Y 5 FI SIgArsd o g IRafda wd ¥ qo T g9 T
¥F Teat ToF FHE 1 9 17 U6 YZaR) Tohl ®HHih 22 ¥ 24 IR FGHE qedid UG F TORE g9 AREES! % Yean
TEHT HHF 68 AR 69 T I deHIdl TR & o T4 WMEN % JSaR! Tohl w1 H 5 Hl FANTE FW §Q,
A R T W H g i €, e B 27 Tear) To au 67 UM B 3% dedid o Yeaed T8 W 4
B

TEAYRY & TSI h A9 § AT SRR,
AR %, Tgael, TI@ dfed.

0ure, et 22 o1 2013

F. TH, 1-7-2012-9W-3. 6.—9RA & GfauH F TT¢ 348 & @ (3) o TFe0l ¥, 39 faum =t sifeg=m
FUF TH. 1-7-2012-9E-T0. 6, fedien 22 3TTRa 2013 1 ST TR THUS & WIHR § Tadgrl Ferva fepan
i

TAYRY F TS & AH H qUT SRR,
AR, F. wgaar, e wfem.

Bhopal, the 22nd August 2013

No. F-1-7-2012-VII-6.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of Section 13 of the Madhya
Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alter the limits of Tehsil Isagarh
and Tehsil Shadora of District Ashoknagar from the date of publication of this order in the official Gazette by
excluding therefrom Patwari Halka No. 1 to 17 and Halka No. 22 to 24 of Revenue Circle Nai Sarai and Patwari
Halka No. 68 and 69 of Revenue Circle Saraskhedi of present Tehsil Isagarh and Patwari Halka No. 1 to 5 of Revenue
Circle Shadora of present Tehsil Shadora and creates a new Tehsil Nai Sarai by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 1
to 17 and Halka No. 22 to 24 of Revenue Circle Nai Sarai and Patwari Halka No. 68 and 69 of Revenue Circle
Saraskhedi of present Tehsil Isagarh and Patwari Halka No. 1 to 5 of Revenue Circle Shadora in which the total
Patwari Halkas shall be 27 and Village shall be 67. The headquarter of the said Tehsil shall be at Nai Sarai.

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
R. K. CHATURVEDI, Principal Secy.

e, feqies 22 ST 2013

. Th, 1-3-2013-TA-IM. 6.—FEATI Y-Tor Hfed, 1959 (FHIF 20 | 1959) I 4 13 HI TR (2)

TN ved Uiedl & TAN § @) g U59 UHR, TACENI, 9 TSy o U0 §, TRRH @ arE 9, i et ) qedia

Sfren = SO, SEH A U9 g9 gor % 19 ARl Tok a1 TSt 99 faeeTd GE % 17 TR gk JTqafsid

TU uRafda #ell @ 9o o g aei % 19 Teait geh SR UeRd g faeetigd % 17 Wearl gesh wHifas Hid

T, TF T TeEE aEH B gor Hdl ¥, Fd $o 36 Tea gk ¢ 78 UM BN, % TS 1 A TS
H grm.

TG & TSI & TH Y qU IR,
I . TEAdl, @ |l
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g, feqie 22 3T 2013

. TH. 1-3-2013-F0-3M. 6.—9RA % Gl % =08 348 & @UE (3) & IIa0 #H, 6 faam 1 siferger
FHE TF. 1-3-2013-WE-W. 6, f&Aiw 22 3T 2013 H1 S TG T % WUHR ¥ TG Feiva feonan
ST .

TGS & TSI & A & qel STIHR,
N, . T, @ i,

Bhopal, the 22nd August 2013

No. F-1-3-2013-V1I-6.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of Section 13 of the Madhya
Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1939), the State Government, hereby, alter the limits of Tehsil Datia
of District Datia from the date of publication of this order in the official Gazette by excluding therefrom 19 Patwari
Halkas of Revenue Circle Baroni and 17 Patwari Halkas of Revenue Circle Bilhari Khurd and create a new Tehsil
Baroni by comprising of 19 Patwari Halkas of Revenue Circle Baroni and 17 Patwari Halkas of Revenue Circle
Bilhari Khurd-in which the total Patwari Halkas shall be 36 and Village shalil be 78. The headquarter of the said Tehsil
shall be at Baroni.

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
R. K. CHATURVEDI, Principal Secy.
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fafy fr faurht (Faf=m) =@ faum

Wiue, fesTis 8 °Ra 2013

. 6-fa.fal-2009-4-442. —vra frafem omam &1 SAfa=a %R 82-MP-LA-(06-2009)-2013,  f&ii®s
29 TeE 2013 FAGHRY H AHEN F fow yeiva wt S .

S Mg, @ afeE.

g fatem =
frafe 9em, o g, 7§ foeeii—110 001

¢ feeel, ferion 29 T, 2013—7 F@W, 1935 (V)
3

H. 82-0.9.-fa.9.- (06-2009)-2013. —ieh iafafuea sifafm, 1951 (1951 1 43) F ¥R 106 % ST H, 9
frrate e Fars, 2008 # mEfed weyRw faum wwn & o 220-taam 9 faum v frafem a5 @ 4 o
Heretal & fafed o) T 24 g, ot femra wIsRt gr <R @Y i ad 2009 @ afew @@ 06 (4t fera wier],
AMaehreRdl oMM & IREHS Tehot=l 9 31, Yfaardl) & AMel H HeAuRy 39 e, TR & e 12 etfd, 2013
% folay/eTRS @i, TagErr WehIfv e ®.

W,
L/~
(st &)
gfed,
aRa frafem s,

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
Nirvachan Sadan, Ashoka Road, New Delhi-110 001

New Delhi, Dated 29th July, 2013— 7-Shravana, 1935 (SAKA)
NOTIFICATION

No. 82-MP-LA-(06-2009)-2013.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43
of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the judgment/order of the High Court of Madhya Pradesh,
Indore Bench dated 12th April 2013 in Election Petition No. 06/2009 filed by Shri Himmat Kothari challenging the
election of Shri Parasmal Saklecha to the Madhya Padesh Legislative Assembly from 220-Ratlam City Assembly
Constituency, .

By Order,

Sd./-
(BERNARD JOHN)
Secretary,

Election Commission of India.
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f’ﬁ.rHGII GO OF MADHYA PRADESH BENCH AT INDORE

SINGLE BENCH : HON'BLE MR. JUQTICEM C. GARG, JUDGE,
’ ' - ELECTION TRIBUNAL

'FLEGTION PETITION NO. 06 / 2009

Himmat Kathari,

Son of Shri'Nemichandji Kothari,
Aged 62 ycears, :
Occupation: Political & Social Worker,
Resident of 62, Pd]d(.(', Road o - RRETE
Ratldm (M.R) "~ IS ‘

.. -Versus-

1. Shri Parasmal Sakalecha,
" Son of Shri Shantilalji,
- Aged S4years,
:.Ocmpduoq Busmess
I\atlam (MR

2, Returmng Off1cer
220, Ratlam City- General
? Asse'nbly Constltuency,
Collector’s Office,
. Ratlam (M.R)

Shr1 V K. Jain,. Advocate V\flth Shn Subhodh Abhyankar
Advocate for the petitioner.

Shri C.L. Yadavy, Sr. Advocate alongmth Shn OP Solank1 |
~ Advocate for the respondent no.1. .

Shri Manish Joshl B L. for the respondent no. 2

JUDGMENT
([2% Yr2013)

!

By this election petition, petitioner Shri Himmat

Kothari the unsuccessful contestant for Madhya Pradesh State

Legislative Assembly from 220- Ratlam City-General - Assembly

. .'°-‘P,eti'ti¢llé’1" L

;.._.Re_s_pondénts. N B
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= December 2008 as per the followmg programmc

-;Kr Chowk and B ,m

| Constitue'xcy held in 2008 has assailed the election 'of Shri

Parasmal Saklecha who was elected in the ‘said election

. (respondent no.1lin this electlon petmon) undcr Sectlon 81 read
~with-Section 123 (1) (iv) of the Represemdtlo_n of P_coplc Act;, 1951

(hereinafter referred to as 'the Act') alleging, that in this clection

Shri Parasmal Saklecha resorted to corrupt practices. _

2 General Elecuons to the Madhya Prddesh Qtdte

P 'r,Legxslauve Assembly were: hcld m thc months of Now mber-_f’

Notificziio 5’of the Electron 31 10 2008

: fz,:Last Date For Filing. Nommdtrons :1-,»07.'1:1_.20,08 ,
"-,:‘_‘Scrutmy of. Nomxnatxons ' ;i-:f 08:11.2008

'- | Cr 012008
na f ) 'f the L1st of candtdates 10 ]1 2008
) ""Date of Polhng T ::.,77 ” 2008»
- ‘Counting Of\/’@tes il e . 08, 12_.2_00_8
‘Declatation of Restlt -~ x o 08.12.2008

candldates vm.v»the aforesald eIectron Respondent no 2" was- thei:j'/_’l
.Returmng Offxcer of the Constltuency 'Ihe electlons were‘f_»:i'
.' conducted as per the prograrnme gwen above-dnd on ()8”‘;_
s 5December 2008 the respOndent no.1- was declared elected from'-'

- the' consntuency w1th a margm of. 31054 votes

B Bm St:md whorc Shn P 1m<ma1 Saklecha

The'peumoner and the respondent nol were - twoff;f_;



arr 1] Heyey o9, f&Aie 23 TR 2013 2899

- made false Statements in his speechcs in relation to the personal”v-*
character and conduct of the petltloner ‘who was a candidate in .
the said clection, which thé first res pondent knew and believed’ to -

~be false and did not believe to .be true thereby affecting the

prospectus of the petitioner adversely i in that election.

5. . To fomfy his pleadings the petmoner has spec1ﬁcauyv o
: hEd upon the- Speeches made by -the ﬁrst respondent 1n the-:
vpubhc meetmgs orgamzed at 1) MOChlpura Locality, 2) Hat K.l':' i

jeen alleged that though c
”"~’*;_t,vs:xsuch.< statements ‘were: made ‘even in. other localities “bur with . -

'_respect o the aforesaid - meetmgs Tecords were- prepared by the“

. + Election Commlssxon and certified: COplCS of the CDs were supphe,

by rhe Plecuon Comnnsszon to- the petitioner. (,e,f__‘ﬁed coples of.' :

S ,_th (,Ds l"avc bc,en ;mnexed w:rh the. elecmon»pemtlon

RIS Ta S It has been alleged that in: these three mee
. :t_;puhhc gathered 1in thousands where. thc fxrst respond ;
blatant alleganons of corrupnon by makmg false allegatlons
agamst the petitioner’s: character pamtmg h1rn in- dark colours and
- :_,_'exhortmg the vorers nor o vote for h1m on Lhe bam of thosed :

[y ,allegauons :

A he relevant: averments made by the petmoner are. m,

,. 'paragraphs 4 5 6 and 7. of the elecnon petiti f;{"l?lio’s'e averments

fox the sal\e of reference are reproduced hereunder -

“4. The pennoner subrmts that the: respondent

- 'no.l addressed a pubhc meeting: at Mochipura

' ’localny in"the” Ratlam ~City * within "the

- constituency:on 06‘“ November, 2008 betweer
- 07:00 pm_10 10 00 pm wherein addre
U luge number of volers from the donstifteney.
~he made - false - allegations . dé,amst thev

petitioners eham(ter ‘painting him " in. dark
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~colours and’ exhorting the voters not to vote -
-for him on the basis of the allegations. Excerpt

~ of the relevant part of the Specech in the

- Videor CD form is annexed hereto and 'marked. '
Annexure P-1. Some of the ob)ectxonablc_

" sraternems in this speech were as under -

"Wwﬂénwr&wifaﬁm}mﬁ?mw
gl A R TeER @AM woawd T Wt

-?mmahwm}w%%mm?um@-
Sl Pr sl L R OAL R e R
S AST TR AN awmtmnmwmvﬁ«ﬁ
S A S 4 A e s dgd ‘wa :suvi g
L e g wy *rﬁ‘\?ra%r?}a-’ém o a A

sty R Q. w0 wnné aﬂ‘\'s%"r-f‘t ?r'm

?ﬂm m‘w}u%am tﬁ?ﬂﬁu"ﬁaa'

:'?:cdnéutuency oon 09 Novenber, 2008 between

07:00'pm and 10:00 pm, wherein addressing 7
oA large numberh . of  voters. from the :

" wdeo D

1s,ﬂannex hereto. and’ ‘mar
P-2.» Some 0( lhe false dll(.g,duom were: as

‘the Ratlam“CLty mihm the» |

Annexure o
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under:
"gE wred © TS YA @) WE BUNT WMWY ol

W 3w @ QA R Rredd ol gy, e
@y R Py i T dwe el sm Redd A

_rhﬂ WIS W poR uE e a ﬁm&ﬂ? Wy
Cwaen o gell ¥ i R Ad) e @ auté\ ®

g & A ogwre O oud e @R s W B osa

Far T daw @ g@ 3,311{ woIRT Y wwr W
f‘cfmt%ﬁmvs’rgw .............. AT B s
AW B Wy N oW SN B W WA e

coowa e L Aol W W ﬁ‘*'m%m"wﬂuﬂ | S
LN e ‘W ﬁaiaﬁ G WY ST Dl é?b? e ﬁsl_ N
v'-":“'jw"‘Yﬁ unﬁma‘*ém‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@t QIR aw

ﬁw%ﬁamﬂmmaﬂamaﬂ?ﬂmgm -
if-*fﬁf 3'»°r A ?5“\’51 a a’m WA svra%

o a]loyanons’ agqut Lhe ]
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“?i?‘éTW A a'm\rr & c"r"cﬁ Qe 8w

& 4} R D wararn war fs ERiE ey d dvg

mm R xrém‘f & (e “ﬂ'«mmgaﬂ AT el
aar" ﬁ‘»nrr‘t Mﬁaaﬂ‘_r amwn e
g I Njw?r‘_:‘fr__:gjfm’whr_tg a_;mnam A

I{atlam and Lho

‘."-"._";Electlon - Commission. The  petitioner,
.therefore apphed o the Dlstnct Election .

 got the public - |
at theelection. . -

~petitioner exhorting the voters of the
constituency not to vote in favour of the
“ petitioner on the basis. of - the.-allegations,
- Excerpts of the relevant part of the- speech in
. video-CD form is annexed hereto and marked
-Annexure P-3. Some of the objectlonable
statements were as under: -

am ‘} K’rr%&‘-
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" reaqonably calgulated 0 pre,)u‘ ice

Officer, Ratlam for certified copies of the
video-recordings of the aforesaid meetings

wherein the false statements against the -
" character of the petitioner were made. The -
-Returning Officer supplied 9 such CDs- in

which the speeches of the respondent no.1 at

~ the election were recorded These video-CDs

bear out the contention of the petitioner that

_allegations were made against the character of -
‘the petitioner ‘by the respondént no.1. A copy
. of the forwarding letter with-which the video-
- - GDs were supplied by, the: Retufning Officer is’
vannexed hereto_ and marked _Annexure P—4

1o 1 and therefore cople of only two CDs out
_contain the,spc,cches of --

f.,:at the election.

rospects of the petitionér
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9 In 56 far the second respondent is concerned, he has

: ﬁled reply to-the election petmon which supports the case of the
}ipetmoner The relevant averments made in that reply is-

ff;reproduced hereunder -

gy That a perusal of the petition would go 10
show that nothing. adverse has been stated, so
far as against the respondent ' no.2. is
“concerned. It has only been averred that the -
- Returning Officer, Ratlam and Distt. Election
~ Office, Ratlam_ got done the Video recording of
;the _pubhc meetmg of the candxdates upon the:
in: i - : It is

o e ﬁrst respondent wh1ch have ‘béen’ rehed upon by

. %4, That, the statements co.ntamed in para 4

- he the record after the ﬁhng of tlus reply and before'."
;fﬁlmg of h1$ reply, ;hus the factum of the Election Officer. havmg o

‘_"'-supphed ‘rhe CDs “of the elecmon meetmgs organized for the
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'”::rasponden It is not correct to. say ;h -
| 'answenng respondent-has addressed a'

are not correct and denied by the answering -

respondent It is not correct to say that the
answering respondent has addressed a
public Meeting at Mochipura Locality in

Ratlam City with in the constituency on

06.11.2008 between 7 BPM. to 10. BM.

‘wherein addressing a large numbers of
voters from the constituency; he made false.

allegatxon ‘against the petitioner's character

L painting. him in dark: colours and exhorting -

the voters not to vote for petltloner on the

_ basxs of th ‘”lleganon It is not correct 0 say

’.Eft@ ‘say -’Lhat the
s _Speed1 Stdted in Paxa
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‘ "'pubhc meeting at Bajna Bus Stand ocality
in the Ratlam City with in the constituency
on 16/11/08 between the 7 PM. to 10 PM.

- wherein addressing a large no. of voters from -

- the constituency, he made false allegation

fagamst the petmoners character painting him
in dark colors and exhorting the voters not to
vote for petmoner ‘on -the basis of the
allegatlon It is not correct to say that the
petitioner has made a speech stated in Para
4 of the petition. :

1t -is “niot correct to say that speech
rec:orded hlm annexure ‘P/3 is a correct -
L statement of facts’ and annexure- P/3 is a .
L t-'_'i'rehable and admlssfble document '

',f g..'-‘ LR o.‘v voeese

'Ihat the statement made m Para 7 are not
: ,correct 'a,n'd e ied by the - answering -
-v,respondent It is not correct to say ‘that the
- Distt Election - officer -of Ratlam was:
- authorized by the elect1on ‘comthission: o
- record the statement. either of the’ answering
_respondent or any other candidate during the
election. The Distt- ‘Election*Officer ‘was- not
"arauthonzed by -the;__electlon commission. to

Cin any Pﬁbhc Meetmg .:dunng the elecnon to
~the petitioner. That; the CDs annexure P/5 .
and P/6 are ‘not true and rehable Peace: of B

120 On the pleadmg.s 'f-,,th' “‘__aftles followmg issues were

framed

1 Wherher'res t ‘no: 1 during elect1on o

- made. false :statement ‘ir

A:and false pubhcatmn agamst thie petitioner
- »’m relatxon to h1s character and conduct?
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13y
' ‘_'perused the wntten submlssxon as well as the records My findi gs

2..Whether such statement were made to -

prejuchce the prospects of the petxtloner?

3. »Whether respondem no. 1 made such
_speeches at Mochipura on 06.11.2008 and
~at Hat Ki Chowki on 09.11.2008 and at

‘Bajna Bus Stand on 16.11.20087

4. Whether such . statement amount’ to
corrupt practice? ‘

5.”_iWhether the electlon of respondent no. 1

Edeserves to be set’ a31de? o

oon vanous 1ssues are as under

1&3

:'Issue nos

E.xhxbxr P:2 - Cemﬁed VCDs of ,v;pubhc»g;'

' 1rncet1ngs held- at Mochipura (06 11.2008) " -

_"_and Hat ki (,howkl (bhahar
"'.'-.(09112008) Lo :

- meetings.

~ Chowki and Bajna Bus Stand respec

Saray) - :

ExhbetP3 Cemﬁed VCDs of p
held _t. . Bajna Bus

speecheb of only ‘Paras Sakle
aforesaid three places (Moc.hlpu

:_ard the leamed counsel for the "partles Talso .
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- Exhibit P-7 - Transcription  of Pards-
Saklecha's speech made at M(_)chipura.

: ~Exhﬂnt P-8 - Transcrlptlon of . Paras k
 Saklecha's speech made at Hatki Chowkx

‘ (Shahar Saray)
xhlbn P9 - Iranscnpnoh . of vv Paras
Qak]echas epeech made at” Bajn - Bus

Stand

ExhzbltPIO Apphcamonu made by Paras T

’”‘3'Paras Saklecha for Haﬂq Chowkl's pubhc

nses made by the respondent no.l
sttnct EIGCUOI‘I

_'»pubhc meetmgs at’ the aforesand Lhree"
;.-places atithe. relevant date
_Orlgmal caesettes of

15 ©Now; ‘coming to- the deposmon of petitioner, the

petmoner m hlS deposmon has made followmg averments: -
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16 e T
- Parasmal Sakl
Regarding Ex. P2 ar P3h 6-,5?

- the certified coples of'th : bytheElecnon "
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settes supplied

'Ofﬁcer and that he d1d not make any changes therem He - also

-.stated. that on perusal of. these cassettes n: was clear that S,hri’f

ssettes are o
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_P asma} Saklecha has levelled false a]legatxons agmnst the “

penuoner Those cassettes verifies that Shri Parasmal Saklecha
made false allegations against the petmoner in these meetmgs

The three cassettes Wthh contained the extract of the speeches

made by Shn Parasmal Saklecha at the three places are Ex. P-4, P- 5‘
and P—6 Ex. P- 4 pertalns to Moclupura, Ex. P-5 pertains to Hat Ki

Chowk1 and Ex P-6 pertams to Bajna 13us Stand He d]so df-posad :

Sy —ﬁﬂv e S .

9.11.08 W AN werdur A FIC Wy ate g,vmrounz aa

i Gﬁmﬂﬁmm‘rﬁ# m-"tw—*araﬁﬂrm'
i fhfﬁ__a" armn 1) ﬁ:rd ﬁ“f um ﬁb—m
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suggesuon has_been gwen to the petmoner that the cassettes

17: - Pennoner Hlmmqt Kothari has been cross-examined by
the learned ~counsel " for the first respondent It is, however‘

meresmng 10 note that in the ennre cross exammanon no

_y the petmoner does n0t contan, he statements
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o
Vsuggestlon has been g1ven ‘as to how the cassettes -had" been-»v
m3n1pulated or- tempered'“mth als

- that they are: nut d1

|
.-#l

CowmR oy | ws wd B s arqera vits qd qeEsh
o

o o War @ el W ap dEned R W W
9 | AR s Parg smd @ TR VW g W i
& & wtfe sear el ) ssy e W= Al
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sesevssvy

38 LI f! uega moﬂo B Baﬁ}a i ﬂuw'
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“the  cross-cxamination - of " 1 },f-:?v"petmoner

n"' 'been suggested;.:'*

the petmonﬂr;
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‘meetings held on 6%
'-‘November 2008 ar Hat Kr Chowklvand o 1-6m November 2008 at‘ v
'iBaJna Bus Stand through hlS employees He a]so stated that he has

the cas of the petitioner about filing of an dpphcanon for-,
"»supplymg certificd copies of the cassettes regarding speeches
: made by Shri Parasmal Saklecha during the course of the election

~ petition and Ex. P-2 and Ex. P-3 being the certified copics of the

speech‘es 50 made by the first respondent in his election campaign.

‘Even: to these witnesses no suggesuon has: been given that the CDs

are. not the true and correct copy of the~ orlgmals which are m

_posseosxon of the: rcturnmg officgr. lhe respondem did not-

. summon the ongrnal Lassettes from the office. of the romrnmg
office 0 cor’ rent thi petmoner about hlS allegatron that *f :é WO

-,,‘;casset,?_s ﬁlcd on _ccord are not:: thc ccmﬁcd copms of thmr

| ongmals

'_""‘irespondent in’ rhe electlon meetmg ”orgamzed at. Mochxpura m:
* ‘November, 2008

srnaI Saklecha m ‘the

’f'f*f‘f'ngen the ongmal cassettes 16 the. ofﬁc1als of the electlon office

~ and on therr mstructrons have prepared cernﬁed c0p1es q{ tpée

ho appeared as PW- 3 has ‘
s ngs orgamzed by :.‘
£ the office of the |
He h.és deposed that he -

i Mochlpura on 9‘*‘-



9rT 1]

Hegyey TNT9H, feries 23 37 2013

2919

meetings vide Ex, P-2 and Ex. P-3.

?3 o Shn erendra is a witness from the oiﬁce of Elecuon
‘Commlssmner He appeared as PW-4. He' bs placed on record the
perm1331on granted to rhe first respondem about holdmg of
' electxon rneetmgs as pcr the request made by the ﬁrSt respondenr |
‘. v‘He has proved copy of the apphratxon moved by the ﬁrst

3 respondem for seekmg permlsuon'to?ho]d the elecnon meenng m _
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record,.

26 © Now, conling to the ‘evidence glven in rebuttal fust
respondent hxmself app@ared as the first witness as RW-1. He also
rehed upon the statements gwen by the three other wxmesses

namely Shn N1tm Agrawal Who ﬁppcaxcd as. RW-2, @dnjay

, Kanodla (RW 3) and Shn Saleem: Mohammad (RW 4)

9. RW 3 d

d certam ‘

pomons are avaﬂable m the cassettes The playmg of the ca.sse}es:""' b
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yithe ihc truc 5"nd COL;
: ":?t*wdcnce':,t;

“ofithe cas ,ettes and transcnpnon_rehed upo ""3by"7': m

~oheld s N()\ e

goes to show that it was respondent only, who was making the

speeches at the relevant time. It is a matter of record that there is

no -evidence available on behalf of the respondent o proVe_tha_t

there was any. tempering in the cassettes played in the Court nor -
. .there is any evidence that the cassettes were not a true and éorrett"
copy of the *o'rigina] record. Rather the evidence led on behalf of

~the "petitioner . 1*r0ve.) that the Lwo cassettes out of whlch the

Iranse npnon has been pxepared were bupph(‘d to xhe pumonm as

the: cemﬁed copxes of Lhe ongmal record by the Ofﬁce of the}:

| '.Returmny Ofﬁeer of the Llectlon I‘he respondent Was . supphed

1nspected the v,ecord yet he has not taken care of"fleadmg any,i'

“~._:h_c;:-11_r{31md,_e;r-._— o

:f‘?oples of those cassettes He. has also'_',

" mradlct the ca 6. ofith_e petltloner about the contents

&zbf&r 4‘008 Relovant p,ort.s.on m reproduced'_.:;?'_
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»durmg the course of the election is contradicted ‘by S$mt. Rani

Batad who appeared as a witness for the petmoner has not been '

crosmexammed on the issue at the time of recordmg proceedmgs

of the elecuon meetings was unauthonzed for that purpose no

dlrecnon was given, In this regard 1t may be observed here that in
’ tcrms of the statement made by PW-B Harish Purohlt 1t 1s apparent'
'.:that - the wduograph was done by the sald wnness of all the'

'gs crgam?ed durmg the elecnon campalgn pursuant e, Lhe'

""‘on-"of Shn Pérasmal

: wﬁ?ﬁﬁmfﬁmﬁ?ﬁ'ﬁﬂﬂ
"\‘WW axw-"—t aﬁ aﬁ-\rﬁﬂwﬁ—ﬁ ReprfE ﬁaf-ura
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32 Now commg o hlS furrher cross exammanon ite 15 :

;.round that he admlts that for the purpose of holdmg any meetmg
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_-by the petmoner Ex. P-1is a letter msued by the Dlsmu Llectzon

K copxes of- tho wdco cassenes ahout the pubhe mectu

34 . As stated ‘when the cassettes were - played about the_ ‘
meetmgs the ﬁrst respondent recogmzed hlrnself makmg speeches' '

. in those meeungs rhough accordmg to the: him only recogmze a'

portlon of the speech made in those meetings. At this stage it may

. be ob%erved that no contrary evidence; which m«\y pmV(‘ that the

. entlre udnscrxpnon rehed upon by the peuuoncr afrer pldymo of

the cassettes in the Court is not the correct tr«mscnpnon of the

: cassettes played or that 1t can be . said - that there is. any

-not been done..

?.Ofﬁu*r Lssumg certified  copies of VCDs, "Uus leuer hdb been
proved by PW—6 Smt Ram Batad. Alon;, with thm letter: <emﬁcd '
,held byvthe .

_.fxrst respondcnts were supphed to the petmoner pertammg t0 the

‘public meetmgs held at Mochxpura Bajria Bus’ Stand and Hat Ki
’ 'Chowlu Ex P 3 1s the cemﬁed copy of Lhe mectmg held at ijna

" Bus Stand Ex P—2 is the cemﬁed copy of the meetmg held at

Moehlpura and Har Kl Chowkn The pemmnor had prepared (Opl(‘s

- of the speeches of Shrx Parasmal Saklecha made at the aforesaid

1hreo meumgs vnde Fx. P-4 P 5 and P-6. 1i¢ dlbO pldLLd ox/ruord

auon 01 tempermg in the speeches recorf‘ed in ,the '

I have already referred 10 the documents rehed upon_ o
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;amounr_s Lo condummg the (_orrupt.' prdetlces use

‘ the transcription-of his ‘speeches which where Ex. P-7, Ex. P-8 and -
Ex. P9, The petmoner is also proved on record apphcanon made -
by - rhe hrst reupondent t0-hold the meetings at Mochxpura Hat Kl\
’ Chowlo and. Bama Bus ‘Stand. Ex. 'P-10, P-13 and P—14 are the , A
apphC&th'ls gwen by the ﬁrst respondent Whlle Ex P-11 Ex, P14
“and Lx P-16 are the permlssmn granted to him. These. documen‘ts' :

have been: proved by PW 4 who supports the case of the pefmoner' _

'-vfrom the offlce of the DIStHCt Electlon Ex P—l" 1s another_
document Whl(lh proves thdt m the electlon expenses Shn""

iy Parasmal Saklecha respondent no,1’ has glven details "f:‘the pubhc_

. respondem in th:s elecuon

sed by the first
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39 Thus from the aforesaid discussions, it 'is apparent that

Parasmal Saldecha the first respondént, during cléction mectings

made false statements in public meetings and thereby made

, pubhcamon against the petitioner in relation 1o his character and

conduct ThlS is so because the petltloner in -his statement has

categoucally stated that the allegamons made in ‘paragraphs 4 5
and 6, of the elecnon petmon wcre made by the fxrst raspondem'

He also made statement that the alleganons were: agamst the -

petmoner He also stated that the allegamom were’ falsc Moreovcr o

,.1tself ' t 1s h1 cas that

(1) th"t the copy‘ of the elecuon petmon

serve upon the ﬁrst respondent 1s not a

true copy of rhe electlon petmon masmuch

as coples of Annexure PS and. Annexure '
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P-6 ie. the video cassettes sup‘plied 10 'the'
answumg respondent does ot bear four
names and signatures namely that of Suml '
Jaiswal, -$.S. Gulati, Harish Purohlt andj
Mamta, ‘which names and signatures are |
_avallable on the certified; coples of the
ongmal CD rehed upon by rhe petmoner m

’__support of his. case. and therefore 1t 1s

"'_‘submltted that the copy of the electlon

E and, 6 was not the compl_".’ >

. clccuon ~petition . servcd upo

vrespondent and therefore-

;vnolanon of Sectzon__; (3
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S vuu.UJJ

_"Ommxssmn is an mtegral part of thr'
;}electxon petition but the pemloner has
neither p.ead(,d nor pro_duc;e_d dlrect-lon‘.
.‘i_s'sjixed by - the - - election "c‘olhmissioﬁ.i'k
'I’hé‘r‘efore, no ca\jﬁs’evof éé,iion‘ aroe( a-hd‘ft,hc:
petition is liable m‘,be,';-}fc'_ii&hri%ssal. o - this
ar ound also. | o

(m\ Thdt the petmoncr has not plcadedu‘ .

Sin the ,yuon penn"'n who recorded‘; the,;

T _v;:;petltxon hable to e dxsrmsse ;
i (V) It 1s funher’:

.mgredlents of ecuon 123 (4) of the Act

jbmltted that thej»basu:

:have not been pleaded in. paragraphs 4 5?: :
and 6 of the: elecnon ‘petmon.v

(vi) that the affic avits ﬁled along w1th~?

the election petlgonals;not -.pro.pc‘ -format.':.

-and. h‘as‘.:_al‘_SO;"n__ "een"venﬁed“ as per the:i'

' procedure prescnbed under Order 6 Rule 15
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by th( p( uu()m r m supporl of Lh(“ ‘1 cel

the first- respondem hdS relned upon xhe fo]lowmgjudg,mems

of C.RC.

41 . Regardmg non- pleadmg of basm matemal fact in tbe
electlon petmon the flrst respondent rehed upon the followmg '
Judgments o ‘
| . AIR1986SC 1253
- "AIR 1990 8C924 - -
- _72013 (1) MPLJ 21,"

© 42 Regardmg non- supply of tme Loples of the ekcu011““ :

> 'ubmme 4
settes rehed upon": -

ion _pouuon In thlS regard'v,

?ihmc doeumems are md

cemﬁed copy of Lhe elecaon record because she was aot - the ’

: elecnon ofﬁcer app01med by the. Elecmon Comrmssmn as per

Section 2 ( 1) (cc) and 13 (aa) of the: Act »Rehance is: made on the

_'Fojlomngjudgments -,«-AJR 2010 SC965

44 It is also submltted that there*f»ls no evidence, whnch _

may estdbhsh that - the .CDs- are_:_u'connecred w1th the alleged :

1_1-1eumbb.

45 It would now be relevant 1o take note of the iuflgment |
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, rehed upon by the first respondent The first ;udgment is the

Judgment dehvered in the case of Dr. ( Smt) Shlpra Vs. Shannlal

' Khmwal reported in AIIl 1996 SC 1691. lhe relevant paragraph -

of the Judgmem ‘which throw hght on the controversy raised by

the respondent are paragraphs no.: 6 & 8. These paragraphs are.

reproduced hereunder for the eake of reference

6 l"hus in all the dppeals the ! only
‘qucstton that arises for- consxderauon is
““whether the copy of the election petmon
accompamed by suppomng affxdawt

oris’ Ritles, 1961~
hout: attestatlon
~the " District
Ommissioﬁc’r »

n _qu(iSUOH T
_of the Act

. of c0p1es of the Plec ion
.petmon accompamed by the  summons: -
o were attested by the appellant under herj i
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: apphcant
allegattons

own signature to be true copy. The copy
supplied to the respondent admittedly. did ©
not bear the attestatior. part. Rule 94-A of
“the Rules provides that the affidavit

containing allegations of corrupt ‘practices
shall.be in the prescribed form, viz,, Form
25 which . ‘enjoins accompaniment of

'solemn affidavit to be duly sworn by the -
election  petitioner  duly. verifying -

correctness. of - alleged corrupt practice
mennoned in vanous paragraphs of the

election petition and attestation by District
L ,-:,Maglstrate/Notaxy/Oaxh Commxssxoner.
e The -Copy supphed 10 the ®E

= '*the ongmal afﬁdavn ﬁled along w1th L
L _.,_._,,.v';b'elecnon petmon certxfymg 1t 0 be a true :
b'iit'“j copy : CE iR i

Dondent .

>wh1ch rehance has been placed are paragraphs no. 17 t»
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 names may be mentmned

reads as under.

17. In the view that we take, it is not -

necessary for us -to -wade «through a

detailed discussion of the. mlstakcs because

a few mistakes pomted out by the Judge
himself clearly reveal that they were of a
very vital and material nature  so. as to

‘mislead. the returned candidate and -
prejudice him in his defence Schedule I'to™
- the -election petmon contamed the listof -
~persons. - through - whom - the - corrupt

e

. practices . were allcged 1o have been
"""'-T.commltted An analy&s of these mistakes -
..may. be. pldccd in ‘three catcgories: - A1)

.vwhere there is comDIete ormission . of, some

'»namos whxch havr LTc) et monrxoned inthe
; ctmon“*but ‘not’ in -the - copy
e ftumed candxdate (2)-

ronig ‘hames. whlch are

giving
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---f;.:.f_"I’hlrd Cate : PR
.29+ Kiran Jha (May be a "male or-a
e ,female)

_"as Lo axcludo the, pp ca
‘the Act.”

[SL No. in Schedule 1
Name in Original
Name in copy

42 Nanpuran Mitra Mahpuran Mitra .-
52 pilasJha BimlJha = :
105 Dukhi Devi Sudama Devi

179 Bhekai Paswan Mokai Paswan

385 Mauki  Tetri
- 440 Kalasiya - Kalya e
466 Xalish Jandra JhaKah]anwa Jha
- 479 - Gayatri Devi Sati Devi

498 Udit Mishra Udlt Mitra
579 Yashodara Mlshra = Yashoda

 Devi -
: 67‘3 ?hulana Dev1 '

'Kaushllya Dev1 '

: Klran D(m (M t be a female)'

P ef

'-auow the appeal and chsmxss the electlon
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[T 1

petition filed in the High Court but in the
~circumstances without any order as to
costs. As a result 'of our judgment,
nothing now survives in the High Coufc
Appenl allowed ,

47 'In the case of MKarunanthl Vs, HV _Handa

. reported in AIRA 1983 SC 558 it is not necessary to refer to all

-*thc paragraphs Relevant dlscussxom dbout the” documcms whxch}
was not supphed along wnh the elecuon pmmon is in paraglaph'_‘

"_no 41 whgch reads as under

S I T i‘s ohv:tous l thé,t Athef:
ohotograph was: a part the .averment. -
g - .

s;contamed in: paragraph 18 (b) would be
flnco_mplete The: photogr_aph referred__to ‘

8_ (b). In the
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Cuwheler Any:
s WS calculated t
L0 L person. The sam § v.was taken by this
© ~Court -in Ch." Subbarao V. N o

- ‘Election . 'I‘nbunal Hyderabad (1964) B
.__SCR 213 —’(AIR 1964 SC 1027) An our

~ Section 81 (3) is merely directory‘ and

not mandatory. We do not think it
noCcssary to go into that question, as in
our ‘opinion that provision has not e¢ven
been ' substantially complied with; The

~requirements of Sec. 81 (3) have been

laid -down by this Court in Murarka

Radhey Shyam Ram Kumar v, Roop )
‘Singh Rathore, (1964) 3 SCR 573 =(AIR
1964-5C 1545). In that case this ‘Court -
ruled ‘that the word 'copy* in Section 81
(3) of the Act did not mean an absolutely s
exact - copy but a copy e,o true that -

nobody could by - any " possibility
misunderstand it, and that- the.  test

‘whether a copy was-a irie one. ‘was .
anatlon_ from" the. ongmal

| "-true copy of t.he electlon petmon Should'_{



2940 .

Teqyeyl qe9s, fedier 23 Fma 2013

be served on the respondents. That
requirement has not been either fully or
substantially comphed with. Therefore,
we have no doubt in our mind that the
election petition is liable to be dismissed
under Section 86 of the Act

49 0 A perusal of the Judgments as quotcd above holds that

‘the petmoner who comes before this Court ‘with a prayer that the

' "elem,on of the remrnmg candldate be declaxed v01d must plcad

;jannexed‘ w1th ‘the- petmon are reqmred to ‘be: supphed 10 the' '-

1 "-'relevant pames Any default commmed by the petmoner Le. lack _

,}";‘allcgduons of corrupt

practxces imputed to the rerurmng candldare and it should be

‘ e matena] f’l(tS’ more pamcularly whcn the. allegdn(m made

e Pcnon petmon a“a the‘a'aﬂegatxons of Corrupr pracuces
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attested by the preseribed authority. Such copies must be supplied

. to the other party so as to comply with the reqmrement of section
81(3) of Lbe Act. |

’

51 In the present case, tha allegauons of corrupt practmes ‘

‘as leveiled by the petmoner agamat the fnst 1espondent relates 1o

11 e duuon prLChLS mdde hy him and of whlch parnculars have '- "
boon given by the petmoner in paragraphs no. 4 5, 6 of the e]ectxon E

peuuon Ihe contents of the e]ectlon speeches were covered bY,

dlrectlons of Lhe Elecmon Comrmssxon f:;‘On 1he request of the
corded by the -

. election: offme s/erp supphed o the petmoner end .a true copy

petitioner, certified. ‘copies of rhose speeches s |

ith he plec_t,ién |

thercof Was, supph(‘d to. the 'espondbnts ‘alcmg v

C’Ourt in the c e

in AIR 1994 SC 2277 Pennoner has also reli d" p.on another )
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Judgment on the same issue delivered in the case of Harkirat.

' ‘;m,qh Vs, Amrmder Sineh [(200% ) 13 SCC. 511].

53 o As regards the bumen of proof it has been subrmtted “
that once the initial burdcn is dmcharged the onus shx(ts on. Lhc '
other sido It 1s omeiu(,d that thns quosuon evu\ mhuwm
: becomes‘ only acadcmlc if one goes. through the entire evulvncc'u
: adauced It has been submxtfed that thc allegauons are of pexsonal_

i nature even 1f they are: mdlroct allegamom thoy can, be co rclared :

: .',[Sub ection (1)] of SECUO :-1:00 and sectmn 10_1 to . _
te at: such election or .- i

any elector - [within' forty

... -earlier . than the date of

.: candidate; or. , more than one retumed L

: v._candxdate at the election and “the "dates . cof thefr
e]ectnon are dnffcrcn :h 1 cf of those wo datcs] o
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o - the. da and plac ;of the comnuss:o'

.Explaﬁation —In this sub-section, “elector" means .a -
person' who was entitled to vote at the election to which
the election petition relates, whether he has’ voted at

. such elecaon or not.
[r‘: » ﬁ]

{3y Every elecuon peuuon shall be accompanied by *
as. many  copies thereof as there .are respondents

mentioned in the petition [***], and every such copy

shall ‘be attested by -the . petitioner ‘under his own, ’
: SJgnaturc to be a true copy of the pvnuon '

. 183 Contents of petmon (1 )An elemon petmon-; )

:::\,fi;) sh vl_l.contam a concxse statement ot the matendl'f

' '_;a]lege; to. have commxttpd such corrup ,_pract:

T same mannera: the petmon.]v

- by a retw'ncd candzdate or’ hzs electzon' agen ‘
dany-other’ person ‘with ‘the - consent of ‘a’ returned‘

candidate or his: elcctwn agentyor :

..,.the pames : N

"vclarmg e]ecuon to be voxd-——”"' o
R {(1) Subject to the prOWSIOI]S of sub secnon (2) 1f ‘
’ .._;3[the ng ' i et e i
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or by any:‘other erson 4 [wnth' the consent of a .
.candzd,qtc.or.hzsvelecnon agent], of any statemennt of .
fact which'is false, and which he either believes to

(¢ ) that any nomination has been improperly

rejected; or

G ) that . the résult of the electlon in so far as it
concerns a returned candxdate ‘has ‘been materially

affected—

-0r

(i) by any corrupt practice commntcd in the

~ interests of the returned candidate 1 (by an ag,em
_other than his elecnon agent] or . -

;(m) by the: )mproper recepnon refusa] or re)ectxon

¢ }’-“ :
- of the Consm:unon or’ of t}ns Act oz of any rules or B

: ordu's made undcr thns Am

‘mlttcd comraxy (B
thc» coment] of lh(. ._

wi(de ) that in- all ‘other respects the electxon was freo
.A..,‘from any. corrupt 7 EkE pranC“ on’ the part‘of the
o candldate or “any ‘of his dgents; then o

may: ‘decide - th

at Ule el(.gtxox- .0l
cand\date s’ not voxd -

(i) by the improper acceptance or any nomination, -




I 1]

Heayey TS, foAied 23 3T 2013

:peunon e, (1) duecnon 1ssued by the decuon coxmmssxon (11)

_‘ who recorded allegod ch ( iif) who kom (‘D dﬁer recordmg{

) _’".whom cusmdy (w) who prepaxed true copy of CD and on w

. aurhonry and ( _wno supphed reruﬁed.f ¢ and on
- 'authonty The peﬁnoner challenges ennre'v _speech'

. respondent in para 7 of the__» :ICCthII pennon but ne1ther‘plead_

fare in. paragraph no. 14 rea.:sias.-un er:

be false or does not believe to be true, in relation to . .
the personal character or conduct of any candidate,.
~ or in relation to the candidature, or withdrawal, [* =
o, 8 % *) of any candidate, being a statement reasonably
o cdiculated 1o prejudice  the  prospects: of that - =
candidate's election.” : o

56 Now commg to the allegauons of the ﬁrst rcspondem

thiat the petitioner did not plead basic material fact in the electlon

2945
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[4FT 1

14, Before we deal with these groﬁnds "

seriatim, we consider. it appropriate to

- restate the settled position of law as it
~ emerges from the numerous decisions of

this Court which have been cited before us
in mgard to' the question -as’ to what

vexactly is the content of the ‘expression -
. ‘'material facts and pamculars, which the
- election ‘petitioner shall incorporate in his

' pembon by virtue of Secmon 83(1) of the

Act.

(1) “"What are matemal facts - and -
~particulars? ’
_“Material - facts' are facts thc'h if
«"" ‘gstablished wotld glve the petitioner the

- relief asked for. ‘The test required to be -

d L, whether the"C ‘urt could have

Cen4): The retumed candxdate musL bc told as: -
Colos what assistance he was quppose’
“have sought ‘the” type of ‘assistance; ‘

- manner ol " assistance, . -the - time of

lection” pe v
#candidate’ had not appeared to oppose the' .
felectnon petntlon on: t;he basis of the facts E
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assmtance, the pnrsons from - whom the' :
actual - arnd  specific assmtanre was .

‘procured [AIR 1972 SC 515].

(5) There must also be a statement in the.

election petition descrlbmg the manner in. -
‘which the prospects of the election was -
- furthered and the way in which the - -
- assistance was rendered (AIR 1972 ‘"C].,?T ‘

515) (supra)

(6) The election- pemmoner must state w1Lh_ TR
‘exactness- the tirme of ‘assistance, . the« . -
Csmanner . of | dss1stance the persons from',-,f--f- -
whom -

asmstance - .was, cobta

cassette whxch was kcpt in-due course in the record of the.f-'

returmng ofﬁcer Ceruﬁed copies were supplied which. avermpnr” _
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18 also ava;lable in paragraph no. 7 of the election pennon whrch

‘reads - as under

paragrdphs the frrst respondent sxmply demed having addressed

7. . .The Returning Ofﬁcer, Ratlam and

the District Election - Officer, Ratlam . got
the public meetings of the candidates at
the clection video- recordcd under the
directions of the Election Commission.

“The pétitioner, therefore, applied to the

‘District Flection Officer, Ratlam for
certified copies of the video- recordings of

the aforeseud meetmgs ‘wherein.the false
"-statements against the character of the -
. petitioner  were made.. The - Returmng‘ -
3} Off‘ Cr supphed 9 such CDs m which the
ches of the respondent no. 1 at’ the

: bear‘ont the contentlon of the petmoner’

.ff___that allegatrons were. made - agarnst the
.chare by the :

coof the petmoner

;_;‘_recewed by the petmoner from the’
Returnmg Ofﬁcer relate to. all: the_ publrc’f’_
' ' espondent

: the publlc meetmgs at Mochlpura, Hat kl Chowk1 and Bama Bus

¢! "j:':for thrs petmon ‘are - annexed " ;
: and marked Annexure P—S and.:_--

; exure P 1 P2 and P- 3 The peuuonera ,
: entire - speeches. of |
""ntamed m Annexure*

1nterest1ng to note here that whrle replyrng 1o, thrs
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‘Stand on- vanous dates, but when he appeared in witness bo ;i
cross-examined and was confronted with the cassettes, l
admnted havmg made the statements in those meetmgs, m as’.,
much as, the casseties which were played in the Court. clearly"
showed. that he was the first respondent who 'was makmg spee' 'hesl;
of which extract was p]accd on record: whxch was not demediau as
much as, no rebuttal has come 1o show that the speech

: were made of Wh.lch extratt was’ placed on. record :-had

made by the peuttoner

i prepared at the ins
- -respondent- for electi
- stated in. paragraph 5(x1). .
g petition.- ‘Whether . it was to stated i

10, 1 of the List of Docu =nts Or:
“oas stated already, app: nt-on the

v gweri to .‘the {;ust“ ( spond nt h WO
- know ‘how e speeches ofﬁ*:» h,
Government S '
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furtherance of the prospects of his election
and would not be in a position to deal with
the allegations made .in paragraph 5(xi):
The .copy of the election petition which

~ was served on the first respondent without
a copy of the video cassette. was not, .
therefore, a truc copy of the elocnon _
petition within the mcanmg of 8. 81('&) of
the Act :

63 However, in the case before me coples of the ('assettes .

5'1'wh1ch were prepared From the certlﬁed coples of thc caésettesf- _f

f’.fi'supphed to the petluoner by the eleb**

O'f:"the respondent along w1th thc LOpy:‘ of the'clecuon' pcunon

f-""’Moroover ongmal rccordmg “this cdsc hy h< T !(Lnon

'-j-vCommxsmon and certlﬁed cop\es thereof has been supplled m

f iy mnnm

hcnq

een supphed :
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65 ~ Another ObJeCtIOHS on behalf of the first rcspondent
was that the affxdawts filed as per the proviso of section 83, Rule .
94-A df the I“ lection Rule° and form- 25 1s not proper;. which is _'
mandatory requlrement as the afﬁdawt is supposed to be- mtegral
part of the elecnon petition ﬁled by the petmoner On this ground 3

also the elecnon petition is also liable to be dxsmlssed He also

submlrs Lhat_even the- venﬁcanon of me elecnon petmon 1s not as

“ _"and

| J“dé;ﬂl(ms '

67 |
“ fand has Submltted that the afﬁda{rxt was enclosed Wlth the penuon,j o

per Lhe eecnon 83 (1)((:, of the R.B Act :md Order 6 Rule 15 (2) )

 ( 1v) o( thc CPC It lS submzttcd thar the venﬁcanon -of thc

e ‘deeuon peuuon dthdavu ﬁled in bayport of the elecnon petmon

'atﬁdavn m form Z‘S of rhe oloctlon ru]es arc contradxc‘tory to: v

' - each other

66 "If‘ﬁe'ﬂ.ﬁréi _.,rle’smﬁd@?ff has also ..r,elie..dv_..mzénz-_zthe.fdl_low;i!igif%- ~

R PA. Mohammad Rayas Vs M K, Raghavan
O [AIR 2012°8C 27847 L
- Virendra Kumar Sa]clccha Vs Jagylwan S
[AIR 1974 801957] e
R.B- Mozdutty Vs. R T I(uryu ’
[AI'R 00SC 388-]. L

| ) ‘and it was in accordance W1th the reqmrement o[ Rule 94A andf'ﬁf_ )

'was in form 25 o ', et e

. made on the part of the' petmoner in that case to cure 1rregular1ty::_ -
' of non- vu;!xcauun by makmé, dll apphuauon under Order 6 Rule '

17 of CPC. It was in these c1rcumstances the Apex Court ,@lt{ that
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: -The relevant paragraphs are 4, 6, 21, 23 to 28,

‘the non comphance of the mandatory prowsmns attract section 86.'
‘of the Act and the election petition 1tself would be reJected in

7accordanre with sectxon 86 of the Act.

69 ! Morever the afﬁdawt ﬁled along thh the electlon’

' "petmon was not in accordance with the Rule 94 A and in form 25 _

of the Conducr of -the Election Rules 1961 and an effort was. made

- to correct the mn,take by bringing an a hcauon for amendment
Y g an app

";During t"e’_hearlng of the petltlor ce

‘”-f'o'r 'want of

Mr Venu90pa|
le lon Petmon

Emtted thatf" “
of_ the above;.

malntalnabmty of th,.. et on for want ‘of.a
complete cause. of actlon and the same was '
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70

_contents of section 83 of the Act and thus it is not required to be

repeated

‘accepted by the High Court which dlsmissed
the Election Petition, the learned single Judge of

the High Court took the view that the Election

‘Petltion did not make out a complete cause .of
action as It was not In conformlty Wlth Form 25
‘annexed to the Rules

As far as para -23 is concerned, it deals with the

“However, para — 24 is relevant Wthh 1s reproduced

' hexeunder

i 240 n-the -prese: s

= o .corrupt. - pracices.

. ~employed: by .the-:: -
. “mentioned-in the ‘body of e b tlon the Pet\tlon'
“jtself ~had - not..been. verifi

' Procedure Sub section (4) «

§ 1to Sectlon 83(1) of the 119,‘ :

specified in. Order V., 'the Code of Clvli
ion: -of the

,.1

56, a ho_ugh ailegatlons as

“in" the “manner .

s ‘gga. j
: upported by' I
“been taken .

Att provndes that
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““where corrupt practices are a!!éged the Election
Petition shall also be accompanied by an affidavit

in the prescribed form, it could not have been the
intention of the- legislature that two ‘affldavits
would be requ:red one under Order VI Rule 15(4)
CPC and the other in Form 25. We are also unable’

“to accept Mr. Venugopals submission that even
“in a case where the proviso. to Section 83(1) was
‘»attracted a single affidavit would be sufficient to
" satisfy the requirements of ‘both the ‘provisions. -

Mr.” Venugopal's -submisslon: that, in-any -event,

- since the Election Petition was based entirely on
al!egations of corrupt. practlces fIHng of two -
-affidavits. in - respect | of the:..self-same matter, -
. _,_f-would_render one of them.redundant, is also not -~
 far .as;.:_t,he_ gd_e'civslon _.l_n F.A.,-'Sap_a'si R O

'Petxtlon as: contempla_ted in Sectnon 81 and would |
i issal un ‘er Section ,6(1)'of ’d“e 1951'-"'

(Under rule- 94A o_f Conduct of Elecuons Rules 196 1 )
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.;-'19109_1 OPM S e

1, memat Kothari S/o Nemlchand Kothau, Res;den* of Ratlam,the ,

- petitioner the accompanying clection petition calling in question the
electlon of Shri Parusmal Saklecha Resident of Ratlam (I{espondent No lin
-the aald petmon) mal es solemn oath and .,ay- ' S

a) th.n the ‘statements made’ in paragmphs 410 6 of tho suld . pet{tion .

'abouc the “commission of corrupt practice of false allegation which is

‘Loverod urider ‘section 123 (4) of the Representation of People Act, 1951 -
Cand pe mxuxhus of such cmrupt practices. },IV(.JL {1 paragraphs 4 ro 6 .of the.
scud penuon are true to my Lnfomxauon L o

'_;Place Jabalpur' - ' - : . ,
"f.Dare ]9 Ol 2009 P f %gnature OfDeponent

Solemnl afﬂrm b Z'Pet memat Korhan at Jabalpur,

. Bef ore me-
Notarv/Coxmmssxoner of Oath

"N endra Shrlvas
»A vocafe/Notary

' E;Llccuon pecmon db’ T
the pamculars of such’
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'Of.........‘.'..'..:';.fzo. oo

efc. o R
- Signdture of deponert.
~ Solemmly  affirmed/sworn - by Shri/’Shrimati ............. at...thisi........ ..day

Befow me M(Q,v,tmte ol the far,t class/
v \’otary/(‘ommmsxonor of Gaths.]

- *Here specify the name of the corrupt practice. -

o 74 T may also refer to rhe Judgmenr cmﬂd by rhe petmon(‘r .

: -,From he' pfdrusalsoﬁ tbhe .e: _Ctxon pet:t;on,‘ L ; L
it shall appear hat respondent-has-stated abou_t C

he- SUDportfof

the electioniin _
“the: atmosphere -

- and Babri Masjid . .
s -been made .
dlfferent p!aces
duesting: the
indus-and to

the: detalls;» of

he aforesaid
where: “the
me._to-receive
been -stated:

ated - .-about:

ay» 15:2-1990;

oted ‘above. .
eld:at- Shivajl

1 ded by fhd

- cong ner all the 'material facts' as well as"
‘the™ 'full; particulars', ‘where. the:- -complaint s in
-respect :of commlssuon -of corrupt practlce s
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'delineate the scope, ambit and limits of ‘the

-, inquiry-at the trial by the election petition'. In-the

present case, the allegations made In the election
petition, may be true or false but it is not possible

“to hold that the election petition does not dis¢close

“any material fact or give the material particulars,-

- ~of-any of the corrupt practices. It need not be’

- g_pomted out that even if the Court is satisfled that,
~in respect of one of the corrupt. prartices alleged,

materlal facts land - full -particulars thereof have

_not been stated, ‘still the election petition cannot.
. be dismissed, If in respect of another corrupt’
B practzce the . materlal facts and full partaculars'
© " have rbeen stated in: accordance - with the
requnrement of Sectlon 83(!) of the Act L

26.. The charge of ‘the corrupt_’;ml;
i

mmal |n nature had to b

lleged ‘the!: Commlss!o_

: »bractlce under saild: sub-sectlon
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1029, In the written statement he admitted the -
_'fact that he had published the News ltem in
-% _question, submitted to him by his News Reporter, .
.. but In the evidence he-has taken a stand, saying
~' "that "he had seen that ‘News Item before
i"_publication In hurry and could not read the same -
. fully and had asked the- Reporter namely, Sanjay"
© " Dahale, to verify whether it'was true and then to
o pFintt. in the written: 'statement he categorlca“y’ :
~i. denied. that the report publlshed in the newspaper

"Samana” on -15-2:1990; was~'a false report.

i "other “words, hetook - a stand that what. was,

_ ‘i;_‘pubhshed was a correct statement . of fact; ‘In..

*'Q‘,“',ewdence ‘he never-assertedthat the pubhcanon

regardlng respondents going: to the temple with S
: ting )

.prove that the
it _to be false or.‘

the elettlonb,» S
that such a

'WIth respect to ‘the persona! character or
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conduct of the election petitioner. . The :
' burden of proving that the candidate
~ publishing the statement believed, it to be

false or did not belleve It to be true

though on the complaining candidate Is,

very light and would be dlscharged by the

cormplaining candidate swearing to: that'

" effect.  Thereafter it would be- for the =
candidate pubhshmg the statement to
- prove otherwise.” '

- 'Recently .in -the case of.Gadakh Yashwantrao o
Kankarrao v, ‘E. V. alias Balasaheb Vikhe Patil, -

(1993).6 J1 (sC) 345: (1994, AR SCW 1), it-was

~pointed out that it is very difficult: for-the election =
. -petitioher to prove by any . :dltrect evudence that .
“... the .person, who Is'alleged to:have made a false
5 ,._fctarement or. publxshe' thc , ame.', beheved xt to.
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“was false and the appellant belleved it to be false.
or did not believe It to be true; then certainly it
related to the personal character or conduct of

" the ' respondent, calculated 'to prejudice his -
prospects at election. Because of that publication,
_the ‘appellant ‘has not -only committed a corrupt
practice under Section 123(4) but also -under sub- -
section (3A) of Section 123. By pubhshlng the -

. News Item; he shall be deemed to have promoted .-

‘feeling of enmity and hatred” between different
classes of citizens on- ground of -religion’ for. the-
furtherance of hls prospects.at the. election: and

. for . préjudiclally - affecting ‘the . prospects of the
electlon of the respondent < o

electlon ‘to the Leglsldtlve A.,sembly Ansview, of"-

. the. finding .aforesald, we. do -not. considerit. .-

ﬂ_"v“necessary "to “examine as to -whether corrupt
: d,er sub SPCtIOﬂ (3) of Sectlon 123 of .

rath”' ’*“1 ,dPnlal was evaswp He was not wﬂlmg to snguﬁmlly_ _’

. reply to some pbmon of the Specches whnch he accepted and some
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_ respondem o say that Lhere was any mampulamm in'the Ldsscttes' .

g C](‘Ctl()n pemxon B -

portrion Whl(‘h he denied. Agam no reburtal was given by me ﬁrst,

~or that thc» casset‘cee Whl(.‘h Were prepared by the electlon L
commxssxon were not the correct do not contain correct versmn of <
: me speeches made by the ﬁrst respoudent in three meenngs held_

' by him of wh1ch reference were made in pardg,raphs - 4 5, 6 of the .‘

afﬁdawt ﬁled by-
fridavits fled by

()n pcrusal of thc ,twe afﬁdavns 1

-»T_nos : 1 & 3 m.egde,:ldedm f' our Qf_ the petmoner and agamst ,

: theﬁrst reSpondent,_ ERTR AL
'“Isme 0. 4

,;'Sbuw:~w§::aﬁ
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baeﬁ'néited by me in péragraph no. 53 of this j{;dgmeﬁt. |

‘81 E Relevant issue is whether the, first respondent;made.

llegamons about ‘the personal character and reputamon of the

petmoner ? which had af(ected rhe elmtlon px()spcct of the

pormoner advoreely and what. waq :he fact av.nlablo with- the
: ‘ peuuoncr for plcadmg those mgradlcms in the lccuon pc:mm_[

| from Lhe avcrmem ?. In paragrdphs no 4 5 6 éx 7 of Lh(‘ xlect mnv

‘-'nnde lhc av_‘ i

paragréphs' :_4 5 V'd 61 It 1s éiso not pleaded as to what w/ere the
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. ,.elecuon meetmgs held at rhe three places 1an

".source of mfonnamon of aheged speeches as such the elecnon.
' petmon 1s hable to:be dismissed even on that ground in the hght .
-of bectlon 83 and Sectlon 123 (4) of the Act. Reference has been o

| made on followmg Judgments -

. AIR 2000 SC 3026
- AIR 1994 SC 1733
AIR 1966 SC 773

- 83 It is also submxtted that the onus to prove the corrupr i

. pracmceq as. _stated in the elecnon petmon was.on the pet1t1oner as’

‘}.._,__\per thc ldW"l d _d *wnvby the Apex (,oun Rehanee has been placed s

SR R2011 sc 906
- AIR'2010SC 965
e AIR1985°8C89
- -AIR1981S8C8
UL AIR 1966 SC 773
AIR1994 . SC: 1{733

,.;so lald estabhshes that the ﬁrst respondent made speeches in the‘ A

Ty_»_Mochlpura Hat' |
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ApexvCourt Rehance Has‘_been placed on“the_ followmg Judgments

o whxch were. covcred by the chuon Commm]ow dnd ccmﬁcarc. B

whereof were supphed to the peunoner of WhiCh he placed on_

-record by 1he petitioner and of. which, true coplw hd\t bcen

supphed to the. r_espond_ent».

85 . 1t is also submuted by the ﬁrst respondem that the

N onus to prove th° corrupt practlces as stated in- the electlon_ B

petmém was on the petitioner as per: the law laxd down by the

____'hlch thc returning

: knew Were false “'nd d1d not:b_:__ ieve them 0 bc true, the -
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Apex. Court examined the allegauon of corrupt p1act1ces however.'
in that; case the allegatlons of corrupt practices about the bnberyﬂ
'wcre not supported with the affidavit in the prescnbed founat .

which is not the cage in hand. Accordmgly, the sa1d Judgmem doesf" '

not help 1o tho case of the ﬁrst respondent

88 - The- second - Judgmem rehed upon b ' the ﬁrst,
.reapondcnt is the ,udgment dehvered m the case of Quamarul: ‘
~Islam, Vs S, K. Kanta reported»m AIR 1994 SC

also, the clecuon pe:t 10"'

3":In this case"_'; o
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[ 91

123(4) of the Act. It was not even alleged by the -
election petitioner that the returned candlidate

‘made a staternent of fact which Wag false to his:
. knaWladge or which ha did Kot bolleve to be trua

and In the absence of any such ‘averment In the .
alectlon petitlon and the affidavit filed In support .
thereof, the trial. court” should - not -even “have
framed an Issue relating to. the Sald corrupt
practice.” Even In the" eVIdence, It was .not-
‘deposed by the -election petmoner that the
‘statement . allegedly ‘made’ ‘by -the. -returned
candidate as contained: in- the sald paraqraph
- .was false- to the: knowledge: of - the.:returned.
-«--.candlda‘te*or/ and was made by him: wnthout-'

"‘holdmg that ‘the
' »ommlttmg the

para - 4,5, & 6 of thef.“
rted w1th the ewdence‘ _v

t;h_ats_al_so__‘bc‘;:en filed in

'mc: 'elled upon
ar:tar \Suz}Jx

.< Judgmom 19 of noi'
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91 . The petitioner has relied upon the Judgment dehvered

in the case of Sheopal Smgh Vs Ram Pratap reported in AIR

1965 SC 677.. Relevam paragraphs care 5 & 6 wh1ch are

' "-reproduced hereundcr for the sake of reference

. 5.--'" AR electlon “Is ‘the expression of a
: popu!ar will. It shall be so ‘conducted that the . -
‘popular will shall be. reﬂec‘ted on.the basls of
“the policy of the party which the candidate .
Srepre ents and on” h|s me‘rlts “That cbject
“-cannot; SS om of speech

s assured: 3] e mertsand -
al’ as well .as
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were madebytheﬁst respondent a

. fllmg reply. d_1dbif1<>>t

tha former. But what Is important to notice is
“that It ls not necessary to establish by
Ebg!tive avidence that the voters, with the
howledge of the contents of the statement,
were deflected from voting for the candidate
agalnst whom the statement was made.

6.  As considerable stress s laid upon the.
‘burden of proof, reference may .be made to

the judgment of - this ‘Court:In" T, K. Gangi-
‘Reddy v. M. C. Anjaneya Reddy, 22 Ele. 1R "

261 at p. 268 (SC). In that case, dealing'with *
_the question of burden of' proof, -this ‘Court '

9200 oA

the thnessbox,has very-specifi stat d. that thg a\lleg‘a‘vt ions -

gainst him in the election

out his conduct and
1 paragraphs 4,5,6 of
ertified copy of the

ought it appropriate to reply to those

aﬂ?é;étipiié: He has ‘also not come forward - to"sgy that “the
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, statemem relled upon by the petmoncr were not made by him in’
as much as in his cross-examination, he admits that the speeches
of whuh transcription was also placed on record contains poruon
of Lhe speeches made. by him and other pomon was not part of the::."}";;_
speeches made by him. No ewdence ‘has been laid by the ﬂrst
' respondent 1o, dlstmguxsh two parts of the speeches, Accordmgly, it
. cannot be said. that the pentzoner has not been able to ‘prove the )

Hegatuons of Corrupt pracmces aocxmst the first res pondent to be

more spemﬂc In tth regard smce the aliega‘aons were not made |

ef of fhe appellant thatf
of : opmson that ‘this view of

f*prejudlce-. the: prospect" ‘ofith
".electlon ' v A
B B SRt *’;;‘-. ‘-“f,*“ e

The sub-section requlres: (i) publication
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o any statement of fact by a candldate (u)

- that fact is false, {iii) the ‘candidate believes
it to be false or does not believe It to be
true, (lv) the statement Is In relation to the

.. personal character or conduct ‘of ‘another

L ‘candidate and {v) the said ‘statement is one
“being: reasonably calculated to prejudice the
prospect” of the other candldate s election:

- {see Sheopal Singh v.. .Ram- ‘Pratap 1965-1
“SCR.A75: (AR 1965 SC 677) This case thus .
“clearlylays down thatthe person. wcth whose -
- . bellef-the provision is coricerned-is ordlnarﬂy '
- - "the. ‘candidate who, If-we may.say. so, is
- tesponsible: - for-
. .responsibliity of - the -
. “publication’ rises. !f e pub
' . N

put;!lcation

the '

9 The. '

- that matters
ndldate e!therg

ome to the _question of -
ctton reilance ls placed on
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b

Dr. Jaglt Singh v. Giant Kar‘car Sngh AIR

1966 SC 773. In that case it was held that

-the onus to prove the essential ingredients

prescubed by suh-s. (4) of S, 123 of the Act
is on him who. alleges pubﬂcation of false

.- statement of fact. The election petitioner has.
‘to prove that the impugned statement has
o been- publlshed by the candidate or: his -
. agent, oris by any other person, with the
‘consent -of the candidate or 'his election
.agent. . He has- further. to ‘show.” that the
impugned statement of fact Is. false and that
- the candidate either bélleved that: statement
- to be false or did: not believe it to be‘true. It .
ther.to be’ proved inter-alla that the. .
was-in relat:on to the per‘sonal}j :

hara ter. - “or:- condu
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discharged. He has proved that there was a
publication of the nature pnwsaged under S.

123 (4) of the Act. He has also _proved that -
~ the statement of fact was made with respect
to” him. He has further proved that-that
statement was false and related to his’
‘personal character or conduct. There can be
no doubt that a statement of this nature
'vvcalhng one candidate a thief or the greatest
. ofall “thieves: Is reasonably -calculated to
- prejudice the prospects of: his” elechon He
further swore that the statement was false -
~to the knowledge; of .the appenant and the~
latter did. nqt_. beheve 1t to be_ tue lt was,;
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To understand the legal posnxon it is necessary to reproduce the-

sectxon 10() of the Act whlch deals with the effect of (‘ommlssmn of

corrupt p1 actmes and also makes nder The said secﬁon reads as

'under

L JOO Grounds for declaring electxon 10 be voxd oo
- [(1) :Subject to the prowsxonc of sub sectxon @) xf
g [the H!gh Court] is of opmxon-—v T :

‘(a) that on” the ‘date - of hxs elecuon a retumed
‘candidate was not quahﬁed or wa ‘,quahﬁed to be, -
¢ ; ' the “Consttution :or this:

emtpne_s Ac;,' T
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the orders, and 5 [without the consent], of the

v cahdidate or his election agent;

[k**]

~(c) that the candidate and his el ection” agent ook all” F
reasonable means for preventmg the corrumsswn of

corrupt [ ***] practices at the. election; and :

Sl ) that in » all other respects the elect\on was frce o

from any corrupt 7-*** practice on the part -of the

candidate or any ‘of his agents, then 2 [the High
‘Court] may decide that the election of lhc xemmed-

candtdate is not voxd

In Lhe present case rhe oumonu in hxs deposmon
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- -'9_7 o 1 hdve already dxscussed the Judgment i

| @hgﬁmmzaﬁﬁwméﬂﬂmmﬁﬁ%"
";Wsﬁmwvma‘amemﬁmwm
GRS B B B B ol e A o i BT
AT B e W 27 TR BRI A SRR 6 ey
WWWWHWG#W“#W@I&
4 Y e A e €
4 ﬁ%swwﬂrarerﬁrwzévewamaaﬁa
mﬁmmmﬁﬁéﬁ“%?ﬂféwaﬁﬁim:'
A N R @ R el e e W
- '%eamm}aamwwmmaﬁﬁ@mﬂﬁw"
¢ ah?m am v%' i‘»‘l *W ' ' '

m—ﬁm—ﬁmmemﬁmm-ﬁ—ﬁi
. 'w%mq&mﬁ%w—%w@rm%sﬁaﬁﬂ
-.,;.,ﬁwmmm lswgmaﬁs?rvwewm"nﬁm’r*m

Statement made by thls Court in cross—exannnauan is -

- “also relevant wluch reads as unuez

. """20—25 m Fﬂ“T msm g‘-ﬁ mr& §Q Q‘H

A_,Desax ( qupm ) rehed upon- by the petmoner on thls 1ssue T’hat;

- judgment dedlt w1th the - effect on. the electmn prospect of t;he_- :
« _petidoner where -allegationsare made to the personal character;_]
-and. conduct whxch calculated to the: prejudxce of the prospect of.-'. ‘
~the candidate. It has been' saxd that in such mrcumstances, must’
: .ewdence is not requlred Para - 23 of that judgment is reproduced

:'”Subhash
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hereunder for the sake of reference.

23, If the publication is held to be false and it is
.established that it was the appellant who
_._’pubhsh@d the same believing itto be false or not
. believing it to be true, then.for the other two
_ingredients; relating to personal character. or
 conduct and-that it was calculated to prejudice
* the prospects of the ‘election of the respondent,
not’ much evidende is required. During the
election tempo, because .of- the serious nature of
charge levelled against the respondent, in
respect of his conduct, -the. effect of the said - -
_publication on his- electwn prospects car be - -
“‘easily- assumed. It.cannot be disputed.tbat the . . .
. .publicatxon aforesaJd mu have prejudmwny St
' > act of »the respondert,

L]

; zmesh dunn_g

Another judgment C1tnd by the pentloner in thls regard o

-’;was the Judgment delivered in the case of SN Balakrzshna

2 ( supra ) Relevant paragraph 1O: 25 redds as under
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| -i“oo‘* |

“election “ag
- consent “of;

The.. first class consists of corrupt practices
committed by the candidate or his election
ogent or any other person with the consent of’
the candidate or bis election-agent. These, .if

" established, avoid the election without. any
. further condition being fulfilled. Then there is"
: ,‘,.Lhe ‘corrupt practice” ‘committed by -an agent
other than an election agent. Here an additional
“fact ‘has to. be proved -that -the -result .of the
- election “was matonally affected. We may
. attempt to put . the "same  matter. in - easily
'understandable language. The ' petitioner may
“prove - acorrupt practice by -the candidate -
-’mmself or ‘his ‘election agent or someone with
: the conseut of the

andldate or his ‘election.

eiechon aqent but rehes on.a corrupt practice: -

to be unnecessary because an election agent is

he: sche

_ candidate, 'consent or tno consent on Lbe part of
: theuand,date ST S

As dxecussed""bov g

| :-'be true In 'ChlS regard asr dis ussed_. there 1s nodung m“reb i

ot -establish what -
yould have bgen'

‘dmiate or tus
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contradict the-deposition of the petitioner. *

-_101‘ N In the case of Kumara Nand ( SLlpra ) Whlch .hws bee e

dlSCIlSSed by me above it has be@n held thdt whon the falﬂe,m

allegamons are made agamst rhe pcrsonal character of potmonc

o who comes to W1mess box, then xt would bc a mattcr of mtucnu*
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‘vl(v"4 | Wxth the afmesaxd ObSEEI‘VathHS present petxnon L.led‘
by petmoner Hlmmat Kothan is allo .,ved and , the election of The
ﬁrst respondem Parasmal Sakalecha from 220 Ratlam City -
G(’nCraI /\sscmbly (onsumcncy held in the year >008 is declared"'.
4 v01d he ﬁrsr respondent is also held to pay 4 sum of Rs 20 OOO/ |
Cas mst L() thL peut]onm o o |

/\ copy of 1hxs order bc sont to thc bpcakex of the M P

State Assembl-"'

a< wpll as the State hlcctlon Commlsszon of t)

' eate of MIP

orhis nformanon and for tak1 'T_other steps as. mayi:'

* he necess
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
Nirvachan Sadan, Ashoka Road, New Delhi-110 001

New Delhi, Dated 29th July, 2013— 7 Shravana, 1935 (SAKA)
NOTIFICATION

No. 82-MP-LA-(20-2009)-2013.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951
(43 of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the judgement/order of the High Court of Madhya
Pradesh of Jabalpur Bench dated 10th April 2013 in Election Petition No. 20/2009 filed by Shri Ram Lal Kol
Challenging the election of Shri Moti Kashyap to the Madhya Padesh Legislative Assembly from 91-Badwara Legislative
Assembly Constituency.

By Order,

Sd./-
(BERNARD JOHN)
Secretary,

Election Commission of India.
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HIGH couRT oF MADHYA PRADESH : JABRLPUR. ' *
! Electlon Pet|t|on No. 20/2009] .

Ramlal Kol, son of Ramsharan Kol,
~aged about 36 years, resident of -
_village Hirwara, Tahsil Mudwara,. L
Distt. Katni . oo 7...Petitioner
Versus L |
- Moti Kashvap @ Motllal .son of Late Mewalal
. resident of 1220, Durga Chowk, Phootatal
.Ravzndra \Nard P. O Gurundl Bazar, S
'labalpur . B Respondent 3

- shri 'Arvmd Shrlvastava Advocate fo;r_'vpetltloner
'"_‘Shrl G S. Baghel Advocate for respondent

:10.1. 2013

10.4. -2'313:

JUDGMENT

o In thls peftitlonl electlon of the retu_rned candldate viz.

"’:the respondent to Badwara Leglslatlve _ Assembly
’ Constituency No‘91 has been called m questlon on* lhe
,__;grounds mentloned in clause (a) ,\and sub c‘lause (l) of
: 100

Represe.ltatlon of the People Act 1951 (heremafter referred-

to as ‘the Act ),

"'_clause (d) of Sub sectlon (1) “'of

2. Followmg facts are not in dlspute _

(i) * In Part VIII of the Constltutlon (Scheduled
Trlbes) Order, 1950 Majh/ was shown at Serial No.29
as one of the Scheduled Tnbes in relation to the
erstwhlle State of Madhya Pradesh: and by virtue of
T Entry 9 to the Schedule to the Scheduled Castes and
‘Scheduled Tribes Orders (Amendment) Act, 1956

Majhi was recognized ‘as a Scheduled Tribe in the
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State or Vlndhya Pradesh . Wthh ultlmately, became
part of a new ‘State of Madhya Pradesh formed by the
State Reorganlsatlon Act, L9J6 ‘However, it was with
effect from 27% July 1977, that Ma]h/ was notified,
under the Scheduled Cas tes and Scheduled Tnbes

‘Orders (Amendment) Act 1976, as a Scheduled Tnbe A

throughout the new State.”

(u) In the years 1980, 1985 1990 1993 and 2003
the respondent conto,ted the electlon to Panagar
Leglslatlve Assembly Constltuency as a member of

Ma]hi [Wrong/y spelt as Manjhl in the p/eadmgs]

gcheduled Trlbe and was also declared elected to the -

Leglslatlve ASsembly in the electlons held n- 1990 :

199? and 2003

"('li)' I the Assembly Electlon of 2008 the Badwara
Constltuency was notzfier‘ as reserved for Scheduled o
' Trib8s. Along with - hls' nommauon paper the"
' respondent had submuted a« qa_,te rertlflcate dated
1993 (EX.D- /), sald to, have been lssued by the:" »

Tahsnldar Jabalpur, showmg that he belonged to Majh/
Scheduled Trlbe ' ‘

(lV) A S|m|lar petltlon reglstered as Electlon Petition

“No. 4/94 Jaying challenge to the valldlty of

‘ respondents electlon to Panagar Leglslatlve Assembly, '

Constltuen_c_y No.193_-|n the.year 1-993, ‘was filed by hls

nearest rival namely Shankar Arakh. It. wasdismi‘ssed :

vide order dated 4. 7. 1995 passed by a co- ordmate'

Bench of this Court, as havmg abated.
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- 3. According to the petitioner, the election d¥serves to

be declared as void simply' because the respondent was not

- having reqursnte quahflcatlon within the meamng of Sectlon

5(a) of the Act, for being chosen to . “the seat that was

" reserved for. the Scheduled Tnbes of Madhya Pradesh |
) , Aﬂegmg categorlcally that the caste certlflcate submltted by. -

_the respondent in-support of his candldature was a fake and ;

fabricated: document he has further pleaded that result of

}i'the electnon was materially affected by an’ 1mproper -
'acceptance of the nommatlop To substantlate the charge

~he has averred that -

NO) Respondent belongs to Dheemar caste, wh:ch is
notnfued as an Other Backward Class (OBC) m the

_} State of Madhya Pradesh

(i) - Durmg the penod from 29 5 53 to 30 4. 60 the
FE. respondent had studied in Kasturchand H:tkarnl Sabha' B
Bahu Uddeshlya Uchchtar Madhyamnk Shala Jabalpur _’

and in the School Record hIS caste was wntten as

Dheemar

(i) On 22.12.1993, Education -Department of

_ Mumcrpa‘ Corporatlon Jabalpur had . lssued a copy of

"the Transfer Certlflcate reﬂectmg that caste of the

. respondent was Dheemar

(lv) Deeptlbala the dauahter of respondent and a

_student of Bengah Kanya ngher Secondary School

M_arhatal, AJ-a,bal»‘pur}, received scholarship from the :

Tribal Welfare Department as member of an OBC only.

‘of the respondent, the owner of a house,

L P

(v) In the record of the Municipal Corporation, name



2986 Hegyey e, oAl 23 & 2013

located in Phootatal Ward, V‘Jabalpur, has been

mentioned as Motilal, son of Mewalail Kashyap and the
‘surname viz. Kashyap s one 'of the surnames .
, ‘cornmonly used by members of Dheema/ raste

'(vs) The ‘Caste certlﬂcate dated 11 6. 1993 said - to
have been issued by the Tahsildar, . Jabalpur is
apparently a fake and. fabrucated document for the

reason that it does not bear- any case number

| ~(vu) By way of the Order No.F- ?1 6/25 5/94 datedv"
. 29.8. 1992 Majhi was deleted from the hst of socua“y'
and economncally backward ctasses m relatlon to the
‘State of M.P. _Takmg an und}ue‘ adyantage of the
| sitvuati‘on me‘n*bers:of Dheemar caste "»wh:o Were using -
surnarn" like Rankwar, Batham lehad Mallah el

;__Kashyap etr started clalmmg themse'vee'to be-
"members of Ma]h.' qcheduled Trlbe A ert Petitzonr}
 filed by Radhavallabh Choudhaty. in the natie of =
_i_~7PubJ|c Interest Lutlgat:on and - numbered as M.P.

. No. 4639/1989 ‘was dlSP‘HSSed by a DlVlSlOn Benrh 'Of- \
- thx;si_Co_urt, vide order-dated 25.9.1,9-90, -h;oldmg that "
| .Ke‘wa’t“._.Mal’Iah,' Dhimar, Nishad, Bhoi and Kahar étc.

_were not included in the Scheduled Tirib_e fMajhi.

-eo

In' his written . statement; - the respondent while
cnﬂcally denymg petitloners averments as to h:s caste,
asserted that he belongs to Ma]hl caste, recogmzed as
r‘heduled Tribe of the State and therefore, was eligible”

quahﬂed to contest the electlon n support of the

artlon, he has set ou,,t the followmg part.ic.ujars —

-~ -
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(i) - Being a Majhi, he has been contestlng\?\ssembly
Electxons since 1980 from the seats reserved for -
Scheduled Tribes of the State. ‘ '

o (-'H:)- - His surname Kashyap doe’s not denote his. caste
‘and has been’ adopted by members of several other

castes.

.- v(”l) Inltlally, on 1.5. 1.948 showmg hIS caste to be
Ma]h/ he was admltted to C!ass 1in the Government
Prlmary ‘%chool (Boys), Phootatal Jaba!pur \r _:L*e he
had studled up to 16 12, 1948 HIS caste Was not

_ recorded as Dheemar in-Kasturchand Hitkarini Sabha
Bahu uddeshlya Uchchatar Madhyamik Shala Jabalpur'

~also. b - N

| ~(h,;i) "’His daughter Deeptibaia also pursued her st'udies

_ at M.B. Bengah ngher Secondary School Jabalpur as .-
a member of Majhi Trabe The document reﬂectmg that
“she had obtamed scholarshlp meant - for an OBC )
student I° not a qenuxne one .

(\() Scrutmy of his nomunatlon paper was conducted
by . the, Returnmo Officer in accordance Wlth the ‘
summary procedure prescribed under Sectxon 36 of
the Act. Amongst the obJectors to hlS nommation -
RaJesh Navak who had also withdrawn his obJectlon
and Vlshnu BaJpai were not present at the time- of‘
scrutmy whereas Balwan Smgh and Suresh KoI had

' submltted their obJectlons after the scrutlny was over.
In such a sntuatlon his nommatnon paper supported by |
the caste cert:ﬂcate dated 11 6 1993 issued by the

e\competent authoruty, that was valid and still in force,

""ffy?res rightly accepted.
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-

3.

In addition to these factual aspects of the matter, the

respondent has also raised the lega! plea to the effect that

the election petition is hab!e to be dlsmlssed -

.(a) for- want of comphance w:th the ctatutonly

mandatory provisions of Section -81(a) and Sectnon

83(1)(a) of the Act masmuch as the un amended.-»‘ '
- petition did not d|sclose petltloners elector number
and - partlculars of relevant part of the electoral roH.'}f,f

' 'and the correspondmg amendment though permttted

o to be mcorporated was barred by hmltatlon and

o

(b) Slmply because genumeness of ‘ caste':fiv

certificate. cannot be examlned under the prov:saons of

the Act.

On ‘the baS|s of - the pleddzngs, the followmg |ssuesj‘-

have been framed Tne respectlve nndmg is noted agaln

~ each one of them -

No.

Tesues | T Finding |

1 ;Whethez ~ the  caste - certlﬂcate A

| forged document ?

R

| submitied by the respondent -in| " CVes -

support of his nommatlon form was a .

Whether the: respondent. who was not e

| entitled to contest the election from' CNe

91, Badwara ~Constituency, al
member of Scheduled Tribe namely,'
Majhi ? :

| Whether the electlon,‘ m‘ 50 far - it |
| concerns the respondent, has been i Yes

materlally affected by the |mproper :
acceptance of his nomination ?

Whether this Court has no junsdlctlon"

to examine genumeness of the caste No

certlflcate ?
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5 Whether the petition is liable to be "No
dismisseéd for want of comphance with
} the mandatory provisions: of the Act 2 .
6 Rehef and C‘osts ? n Petition
S | allowed with
no-order as
to-costs.

REASONS FOR THE FINDINGS

7. V"Placmg rehance on : .ne fO”OWIng precedents -

(i) Hardwarl Lal v, Kanwal quh AIR 1972 SC.

515

. i}"(i’i) Manphul Singh v, Surmder quh AIR 1973 -

= s¢ 2158

- !earned counsel for the respondent has subm:tted -
: hat the petztron desexves dismissal due to non-comphance. _
with the mandatory provrs:on of Section 83(1)(a) of the Act s
,requmng the petltlon to state all the matenal fac-ts, o
/{\cc_ordmg to him, since omlsslon of a single materxa’l' fact
tends to an incomblete cause of action, absence of "ele'ct'o'r'al -
number and other relevant detalls in the petltion was
sufﬂcnent to. dusmlss the same and" the - oefect was ot .
curable after explry of the penod prescnbed for ﬂhng an .
election petition. However; this aspect of the matter has
already been dealt with while consrdermg the amendment
application moved by. the petitioner. Relevant part of the'

order-dated 6.10. 2009, whereby _'the petxtxoner was
>ermitted to mcorporate his e!ectoral number etc. may be
eproduced as under -

v N —

\
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© 8.

the fact-of the matter is that in the Para

1 of the election pet/t/on the petitioner has .

already. averred that he was an: elector. The.

| “criteria for- distinguishing ‘material facts fiom
- material particulars has been expla/ned in a

series of decisions including the one rendered in

 Shri_Udhav_Singh v. Madhav_Rao Scindia =
(1977) 1 SCC 511. Accordingly, it cansafely be
concluded that, by way of the proposed

amendment, on/y material particulars relating to

‘the petitioner’s identity as. an elector named in
the electoral rolls prepared for the Asqemb/y as
well- as correspondmg ParI/amentary Assembly;

have been sought to be ir:: l'ded A
However, taking /nto cons:derat/on the

~ legislative mandate contained in Section 86(7) of

the Repres entat/on of the Peop/e Act, 1951 -and
the fact:that the amendment has been proposed

uin I/ght of the ob]ert/on raised by the respondent - :
.- in his appl/cat/on (I.A. No. 7‘3‘/2009), under Order
" VII Rule i1 and Order VI Rule 6 of Lne Code of

Civil Procedure read- with -86(1) of the Act,. ‘the

I.A. No0.81/2009 is allowed subject to payment of' o

cost of Rs.200/-.

Necessary amendment. be Carr/ed out
: W/th/n a period of 3 days from today '
“Thereafter thss Court by way of the order dated
' ’25 1. 2010 also proceeded to dlsmxss the respondent’

apphcatnon, under Order VII Rule 11 of- the Code of Civil
'Procedure wherein the followmg contraventlons '

" procedural requrrements were hlghhghted -

f(ij Copy of the eIchon petltlon furmshed to him™

contalned names of 18 other respondents » '

(ii) " The copy of the election petntlon,- which was -
served upon him, was not properly attested as
're'quir‘ed under Section 81(3) of the Act. |
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'-.(.»iii) “The verification of the pleadings Was not in
conformity with the reqwrements of Order VI Rule 15

of the Code of Civil Procedure.

9. Smce correctness of -"the order dated 610 2009

(above) was not: challenged by the respondent it has

nlready attainted fmallty As such he cannot be permltted

to- ralce the lssue This apart, the. Specual Leave Petltlon

) ‘vpref‘erred agamst the order-dated 25. l 2010. (supra)
| '_-wherem note of the aw endment to mcorporate the voter‘

- number and part number of the voter I|st was also taken "
has already been dlsmlssed by the Apex Court vade order— ,
- dated: 26, 2 2010 passed 'n SLP(ClVll) No 5068/2010 '

10 ‘For he reasuns aSSlgned m thc uOth the orders !C
- .6.10. 2009 and- ZS 1.2010, the Issue No. 5 is answered m

B tne negauve '
ISSUENO.4

['11 Makmg reference to the deusxon of the supreme Court
in Kumarl Madhur: Pat|l V. Addl Commr o Tribal

, Develogmen (1994) 6 SCC 241, learned counsel for the

respondent has contended that the genumeness of the

| caste certlﬂcate can only be exammed by the State Level
Scrutmy Commlttee and. therefore, the same cannot form

subject -matter of an election petltlon However the
~ contention ‘is appare'nt}ly» misconc'eived' for the _reas_on that

an election petition is intended to bring into focus any

illegality attached to -an election. Dealing with this aspect of

__the _'matter_,‘ in Satruzcharla; Vijaya Rama Raju_v.

S
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- Nimmaka Java RaiulA"IR 2006 SC 5‘43,‘the Supreme

Court has made the under-mentioned illuminating

-observations -

““An election petition under Sert/on 80 of
the Representation of the People Act, 1951
cannot be held to lead to an adjudication which
declares, defines or otherwise determines - the
. status of a . person or a jural relation. of that .
person to the world general/y It is merely an

- adjudication of a 'statutory  challenge on the -~ '
question whether the election of the S'ch"cessfu/;.-.

. candidate is liable to be voided on any of the
.+ “grounds available -under ‘Section 100 of the
Representat/on of the People UL, "1951. It is not_ o

an act/on for estab//shlng the status of a person o

o The purpose of - reservation LLof
constituencies is to ensure representat/on /n thef

" "-f_,, legislatures’ to such tribes and castes, who" ‘are

deemed: to require special efforts” for their

- .upliftment. .The person seek/ng election - from - -

 such - constituencies = must be the true
representat/ve of that tribe”. E

C 1200 In this view of the matter scrutmy as to authentrcnty
wof the caste certlﬁcate furmshed by the’ re’rurned candndate'
;*before the . Returning- Ofﬂcer is not beyond scope of -an
electlon daspute The |ssue no 4 rs accordmgly, answered in :

- the negatlve :
 ISSUE N'os..1,AND,27

©13. Stating emphatlcally that the respondent lSv" a
bheemar by caste and does not belong to Ma]hl Trabe and"”:“""
, that the caste certrﬂcate in question was - not issued by .
 Tahsildar, the petitioner Ramlal (PW1) has. proposed to rely-‘
on certain ‘docu}ments,‘ filed by Shankar Arakh (since dead)
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in support of his p'etition (Election Petition _No\'."ﬂ/1994),

calling in questlon respondent’s . election  to Panagar

Legislative Assembiy Constituency No. 193 held on 277 of

N_ovemb.er,, 19-93. These documents _are -

(i = Certified copy of the Transfer Certlﬂrate (Ex.P-1)

'saxd to have been issued by Educatlon Department of

" "Munlcrpat Corporatron upon leavmg the school on_.~

’».114 1952 wherem the respondent was shown as'

heemar by caste

.(u) Certtﬁed copy of the entry “of Tax Assessment :

‘Regrster (Ex.P- 2), reflectmg that as. owner of the

House No. 1219/A name of the respondent was shown

_ "as Motllal son of Mewalal Kashyap

7-'(n|) The certlﬂcate (Ex.P- 3) grven by Tahsrldar'
f(Nazui) to the effect that the caste certrflcate dated )

”fv116 1993 (ExD 7). was not |ssued by any court

concernmg Nazul

14, Learned counsel for the respondent has strenuously |

-contended that' the documents (Ex. P 1C to P- 3C), being

: photocopnes are not admrSSIble in evrdence However as

rlghtly pomteo out by Iearned counsel for the petruoner ‘he-:

was not in a posutron to. obtaln certlﬂed copues as none of
the documents coulo be exmblted m eVidence in ahankar
’Arakh‘s case. Accordmg to hlm, the photocoples can easny
‘be compared with the orlgmals formmg part of the record of
~ the Election Pe,tltr_on__No 4/1994 B 4' ’
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15. In order to support: the assertion that the - caste
certificate is not a genuine document, the p‘etitioner‘» has

also examined -

. (a) - P.K. Sen Gupta (PW4) who- came forward to N
~depose, on the basis of record of case |
no. 441/13/12/9 10, reglstered upon an. appllcatnon for. ,‘ :
-an enquury into the authentlcrty of the certmrate that
'amongst the Readers of the Revenue Courts two had..
lnformed that the correspondmg case Was not foundv_.
‘ j. reg;stered whereas another Reader. had Lntrmated that .

even the reg:ster was noi avallable

(b) Deepak Kumar (PW5), worklng as Head COpy"t’“t :
in the Collectorate, who clearly stated that t et;_-_.,_,f__.i

.‘,Vadvance deposrted m connectlon w1th apphcatmn

| presented by Ayodhya Prasad Advocate for mpy Ct‘t

Wthe respondents caste cert:ﬂcate dated 11.6. 1993.‘5:‘:’
said to have been is sued in Case No 2956/93 had to
”‘_Sbe returned as the reiated case was not found

. A deposnted m the Record Room

:(c') Satlsh Namdeo (PWZ), a practlsmg Advocate,
Who categoncally arﬁrmed that the certificate (Ex. p- 3)
mdlcatlng that the caste certlﬂcate dated 11.6. 1993
‘was not -issued by any Nazul Court was obtamed by
“him. only by fllmg an appllcatlon on 15, 12. 1993 as per}.
| lnstructgons given by his client Late Shankar Arakh. |
(d) Vishnu - Vajpayee (PW6), an Advocate by
profession, who testified that he had‘ra-’i'sed objection
to nomination form submitted by the respondent '
before the Returmng Officer on the ground that the

- -
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- Caste Certificate and School Transfer Certlﬁ“’c‘:ate»filed
~ therewith were forged and fabricated documents.
| () Chandrakant Singh (PW3), an .Assis_tant
Commissioner in the Tribal Welfare ‘Dep_artment, wiho
‘testlﬁed ‘that record corresponding t‘o grant of
scholarshsp to Deeptlbala has already been ellmmated
.in accordance with the relevant rules.

~‘.,;_-%,16 Satlsh Namdeo has further deposed that upon_'
' lnStl’ULtlonS glven by s c.lent Late Shankar Arakh he has- |
,also obtamed a- certlflcate (ExP 4) from Trlbal Welfare,
Department to the effect that in the year 1988- 89
Deeptlbalg had recelved scholarshlp as an OBC student |

P .

S 17 Even thouoh Vlshnu VaJpayee ’PW6) has clearly”
..depo ed that Ravn the son of co- brother .of the’ respondent ‘
. has--Deen able to secure JOb in a Bank as memoer of an OBC
;yet ln absence of correspondmg evndence hlS statement
,Qdoes not assume- any s&gnlﬁcance Nevertheless the other: ‘
_evidence brought on record by the petltloner was sufficient
__'to cast a doubt as t’o the veraClty of the caste certlﬂcate'

-relled upon by the respondent

18. *Law reg’ardlng'burden of proof in an election petltion'_
. based on any dlsquallﬁcatlon of the returned candldate as
on’ date of nomination is well settled There are other such' :

- -deCISlons but the followmg two- Wl” sufﬂce -

(i) Punit Rai v. Dinesh ChaUdhary (2003) 8 scC
’ 204 ‘which concerned dlsquallﬂcatlon as to the

ca ste
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(i) Sush’irl Kum“ar v Rakesh Kumar. (2’00‘3)
- 8CC 673 which related to dnsquahﬁcatson as
the age ’

19. -In Punit Rai’s case, while con’sideriﬁg the effect

.Section 106 and illustration (g) appended to Sec‘tion 114

the Evidence Act, it was observed that adverSe inferer

-has to be drawn if evidence re'garding'fact especially witl

the know;edge of . any person, is not produced by SL

. person: As elucidated further is M@ﬁ s case, s -

o "Its no doubt true that the burden of
proof - to show ‘that a  candidate who was
disqualified -as- on- the date' of the nommat/on, !
would be on the elect/orw petitloner R
- . - 1It is also true that the initial’ burder of -
'proof that nom/natton paper of an elected
candidate has wrang/y been accepted /s on. rhe
e!ectlon petitioner. . o :

~~«.. - In terms of Section 103 oF ‘the Indian”'

--Evidence Act, however, the burden of proof as to :
A-.»any pati t/cular fact /ies on that person who"
.. Wwishes the court to- belleve in -its ~éxistence, -
. - uhless it is provided by any /aw that. the,proof of

= that fact shall lie on any part/cu/ar person
‘ f-urthermore, in re/az‘:!on to certain matt"ers‘
- the fact being within the spec1a/ know/edge -of
“the respondent, the burden to prove the same
would ‘be -on him in terms of Sect/on 106-of the
Indian Evidence Act. However the quest/on as to
whether the burden to prove a part/cular matter
is-on the p/a/nt/ff or the defendant wou/d depend
~ upon the nature of the dispute. (See Orissa
- Mining Corpn. v. Ananda Chandra Prasty AIR'

- 1997 SC 2274)” ‘

However, a note of caution was also sounded m tl

foHowmg terms -
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“The election Tr/buna/ while determtmng an
“issue of this nature has to bear in m/nd that
Article 173(b) of the Constitution of India  *
E provzdex for a d/squa//flcat/on A person .cannot
be permitted to occupy an office for which he is
disqualified = under the Constitution. . The
'endeavour of the court shall therefor should. be .
. to see that a disqualified person should not hold ¥
e_the office but should not at the same t/me -

'_unseat a person qualified therefor The cotrt is

. reqwred to proceed caur/ous/y in the matter and
o thus ‘while .seeing-- thet.-an electlon of . the S
‘representat/ve of the people is not set aside on -
f//msy grounds but would also have a duty to see' o

- that the constltutlona/ mandate /s fulf/I/ed”

20 , ‘Items of evndence adduced by the respondent Wthh

 seem ‘to have bearing on the questuon may be apprecnated

under the foliowing heads -

SURNAME

21, No"seriOUS dis‘pute vhas’ been "xr-a'ised' as to the
statement made by the respondent Motu Kashyap (bwi) -
~ that surname Kashyap is common to varlous castes Tor'
brmg home the pomt he has also exammed Prashant‘
Kashyap (DW2) and Rakesh Kumar Kashyap (DW3), who -

belong to Lodh| ‘and ‘Kushwaha caste respectlvely and

exhlblted the magazme Kushwaha V/kas (Ex D 4) wherem

name of Rakesh flgures Wlth his “photograph. AIl this

- ev1dence is sufﬂaent to estabhsh that surname Kashyap, by

ztself, cannot give rise to presumption that the respo_nden_t

belongs to a caste other than Majhi.
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REPORT OF CENSUS OF INDIA, 1901

22. The report (Ex.D-6) authored by R.V. Russell, I.C.S.,

- the then Superintendent of Census Operations, and sought
to. be exhibited by calling Jai Shahdadpurl (DW4), the

‘Assistant Director, contams reference to Manjhi as a caste

at SI.'No.626 included Dhimar of:Balaghat, Raapur, Bllaspur, ,

'Basta‘r'and Kewat:in Sakti. It only indicated that Manjhi (n'ot

' Majhi) was one of- the castes of Centrai Provmces classn‘led

- for the purpose of census

INSTITUTIONAL RECORD AND CERTIFICATES OTHER,

THAN THE CASTE CERTIFICATE IN QUESTION

23 Whlle denymg that he is a Dheemar by caste the-‘

| *respondent (DW1) has made reference co - o

- (a ) Copy of the School Leavmg Certlflcate (Ex D- 3),
said to have been_ issued by the !rjead M_,aster,v Govt.
g Primary 'School, Phootata%"on 51'6.12;-."194_8.‘ :

(b): Copy of Sche-du‘led- "'Tribe__'Cé"r_t_i_‘f.iéat_e (Ex.D-1)

issued by ‘the Naib Tahs‘ﬁi,ldar/Ex-eCUt;i-ve' Magistrate

dated 26.9. 1989 and

(c) Copy of order sheet dated 12.8. 1998 (Ex. D- 2)

scribed by the then Naib Tahsx}ldar Jaba»lpur in Case

No 18519/B/21/97 -98 . reflecting that upon - the

‘appllcatlon ‘moved by hlm, a temporary certlﬂcate‘rA

mdtcatlng his caste as: MaJh/ was Issued on the basns

of earher caste certlﬂcate and the Revenue Records,
for the years 1977~ 78 and 1978 79 showing: his caste. '

~as Majhi.

N
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24. Copy -ot" the certificate (Ex.D-3) only' sho\’ﬁfs that it
was lssued on 30.12.2007 by the then Head of the

mstltutlon whose evidence was utmost essential not only to

prove that in the aforesaid certlﬂcate respondents caste
. was wrongly spelt as Man]h/ [whlch as per. the Census |
‘Report (Ex.D-6) includes Dheemar also] in place. of MaJh/ ,_

but also to dlsprove contents of the School L-eavung

| Certlﬁcate (cnpy of WhICh was brought on record as Ex. p- 1)
-.quggestmg that ln the school .ccord h|s caste was ;
ment:oned as Dheemar It is: relevant to note that in both
the decuments (Ex.P-1 and D-3), dat_e of birth of the 7
respOndent was written as 1. 4.1940 only. In. Madhuri
Patll’s case Ub:d), the Supreme Court observed t\at caste
.lS reflected in relevant entrles in -the publlc records or\,
school or- college admission reglster at the relevant t|me ’. '
"and certlﬂc-ates_a_re lssued on its basis. In this view ofv the,
. muatter, non-.exami'na‘tion-”c’)f the official concerned to prove '_

’ iauthentlaty of the contents of the certificate (Ex.D-3) is

»sufﬁcnent to draw an adverse lnference under lllustratlon (9)

. of Sectlon 114 of the Ewdence Act

25. Copy of the certlﬂcate (Ex D- 1) reflectmg that the

respondent is a member of MaJh/ Trlbe could not be a proof,

of his caste and as indicated alrcady, conte"\ts of the crder- -

sheet 12.8.1998 (Ex.D 2). clearly discloses that the
temp’orary caste certificate was -lssued. on the basis of the
Revenue Record as well as earlier. caste certificate- dated
11. 6 1993 viz. the certlflcate m questlon Stlll the fact that
the revenue records pertammg to the years 1977- 78 and

b 1978 79 were - produced in support of - the applucatlon was

%u@gestlve of the inference that it. was only after the year
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per the prescrlbed p_ro_c-e
for issuance of caste

' 'Revenue Register -

1976 (in which by virtue of the Scheduled Castes and

- Scheduled. Tribes Orders (Amendment) Act, ~1976 ‘Ma]h/

. was recogn/zed as a Scheduled Tribe in respect of the whole |

State of Ma‘dhy‘a"Pradesh) that the respondent had started

cla:mmg status of a membei belongmg to Ma]hl Scheduled

Trlbe

- 26, For these reasons, I am inclined  to "holidl that'the
respnndent has not been able to: produce any authent:c .
document to show that he beiongs to Ma]h! Scheduled-
'-,.ibe ‘ . ' -

CASTE CERTIFICATE

27, D Dwuved1 (DW'G),V who remamed posted as,
'Tahsr!dar Jabalpur durtng the r\er;nd from 29 211992 to

3.7 1993 has not -accepted the suggestnon that the caste

~ certificate-dated 11.6.1993 (Ex. D 7) was 1ssued by him
“onlyi- As. per his statement, he is not able to say wuth ;
%"b';ift’»certdmty that the |n|t|als on the cert:ﬂcate above the seal of
Tahsildar, Jabalpur were - put by hlm After bcmg declared_
hostlle, he was:. cross exammed at Iength by Iearned |
counse! for the respondent but nothmg favourable could be

- elicited. He: categorlcaHy demed the suggestlon that the

caste 'certlﬂcates were

reqrstrat:on “of - corresp,,_.,

,y'fcase based on apphcatlon

admitted that in tk
State Governmen

e ;_g_.u-idehnes issued by the

rssued ‘even - w;thout’

-es Accordmg to hlm, as’

e had to be regustered ln':\"
estii'des thIS he has clear|y‘

glar No.F-7-1/1/191 dated
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~ certificate was required to -

20t of . Eebruary, 1991, the Authority issui\‘r‘?g caste -

o (a)-,.' indicate his full name; date of issuance and the

despatch number.

(b) preserve the record of the case.

'eIt also came in h:s ev:dence that no ofﬂcer other than |

,’..hlm was posted ‘84S Tahsnldar, Jabaipur on 11 6 1993 the

: _;»-,_daté of acsuance of caste ¢ ertlﬂcate in questlon

.28 Statement ‘of' 'S‘D DWivedi :gat'h}ered ample support
. from the ewdence of Shahnd Khan (DWS), the Tahsildar,
A'.who had the occasxon te. mquure mto the genumeness of the .
v-__‘-caste certlﬂcate Accordmg to Shahld Khan, he had found
'yfthat no case Was reglstered on 11, 6 1993 in the Register )
- No.B*121 for issuance of caste certificate in favour of chei' |
responder*t Whﬂe admxttmg that m the report suggestmg_w
;.’..-that the short sgnature on the certxficate -appeared to De
- Athat of the then Tahsn!dar he had not mentloned that any
register was checked by hlm As pdmted out earher; A
»‘genulneness of the caste certtﬁcate (Ex.D- 7) has been‘.

' _'chaHenged mter alia on the. ground that it does not bear .

any case number.

- 29. On belng shown the coples of the entrles (Ex D -9) in .

the Reglster Shahid Khar has further adm|tted that -

(a)  Entries relatmg to the Month of Jufy, 1993 were

'made on 7.7. 1993 from Sl. No 762 onwards

.,(b) 'Entries at Sl. No.772» and 774 were recorded on'
21.7.1993. | o
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| ~the dates of reglstrat|on as well as drsposal of the case were .
- lnterpoiated to make the dates falling within 16th and 21% of

N July, 1993 as 19.6.93 and 11. 6 1993 respectlveiy wrth a

' ~._‘\I|ew to causmg it to be beheved that the caste certlflcate"“

(Ex.D-7) was |ssued ca 11, 6.1993 but the correspondmgjt | A_ |

tentry was made in the reglster on 19 6 1993 In the light of o |

31, The criteria for determmmg trrba!

- communlty as lald down by the Mmlstry of TE

(c) Entry at Sl. No. 773, seen by him for the first
time regarding issuance of certificate on 11.6.1993,

‘appears to have been made on 19. 6 1993.

« 30." A bare perusal of the abov'emen'tioned entries would

reveal that they were not recorded by the Samé person and

_these glanng features of the fabncat;on of the publlc record ,
(1',}.anybody would say that Entry at Sl No 773 is not genume R

‘--Thzs finding Iends assurance to the conclusron that the caste

| 'document

i 'o'THER EWQE@EE; ST

'~asfollows—" S Rt

. _(a)‘ Indrcatrons of prlmltrve tralts

0 (b) B D|stmct|ve cultcre | '

() Geographlcal rsolatron , , _
(d) Shyness of contact WIth the commumty at Iarge

(e) Backwardness

""’“certmca'ce in questron dOéb HOL bear mlttala/ahort slgr ature SR
of S.D Dwrveda and the same IS a forged and fabncated
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32.. The re_s_po.ndent, all along, had knowl—edge as™o (a) his

“native place (b) caste of his parents (c) birth register and

.school record ahd (d) pomts of distinction between Ma]hl

and. Dheemar Caste in relatlon to trade delty, rltual

| custom, mode of marruage death ceremonles and mode of
burlal etc. but he failed to lead cogent evndence regardmg '

| tl :ese facts

-.'33 - Thus, the other evndencc led by the respondent is alsof .
inot ‘sufficient to ‘trace” wut h|s anthropologlcal and -

f ethnologlcal hlstory in accordance wuth the method
prescrlbed in Madhurn Patz 's case (supra)

.
B

34, In Geeta v. State of M P (zooa) 8 scc 590,.

car.cellatlon of- ca te c tlf.cate b" the Screenmg Commlttee

--on the ground that no documents whatsoever could be

produced to show that the appellant belonged to Majhi )

Tribe was upheld by the Supreme Court wnth the

' observatlon that rellance could not be placed on documents’:'f'-'-

“not prepared by the competent authority. -

- 35. To. sum up, ‘ne’l‘ther’ the- _-do‘c_umentary- - evidence

- produced by the respondent nor the oral evidence adduced

by him is sufficient to substantlate his claim that he is a

. member of MaJh/ Scheduled Trlbe The fact that he was
permltted to contest the earller electlons to the seat

reserved for Scheduled Tribe is of no consequence as the

authentnaty of the caste certlflcate has not been exammed

on the judicial S|de SO far Even otherWIse as explalned by

the Apex Court in Satrucharla Vijaya. Rama Raju’s case

(above) -



3004

HETYey N94, T 23 1% 2013

[ 9r 1

“An adjudication in an election petition
does not operate as res judicata. Every
_election furnishes a fresh cause of action for a
challenge to that election. Res Judicata is
nothing but the merger of a cause of action in -
a decree, transit in rem judicatum, So, even if
the cause of action in the earlier election

. petition merged in the ‘final ~adjudication
‘therein, - since the subsequent - election .

- furnishes a fresh cause of action, the merger
“of the earlier cause of actjon with the decision

therein cannot bar thé trial of the fresh cause
ar action arising out of subsequent.ele .un. Anf ,
election petition fl/ed though it abates on the
death of the petitioner therein, could be

- pursted by another person coming fo_rWard to -

" . prosecute that election petition as enjoined by
'S, 1112 of the Act. But that does not make an _
'He/ection petitlon a i‘epresentatlve act/on in thef--,
‘sense. in which it is understood in law.

. Therefore, normally, the ad]udlcat/on in:-an’
| e/ect/on petmon ‘not /nter—part/es cannot

“operate as. res juaicata in a subsequent L

’;"re/ectlon petition cha//eng/ng that subsequent' " -‘
‘e/ert/on _. T

36. " To conclude, on. one hand the petttloner has been

able toestablish his case by a preponderance of probablhty'
indicating that ‘the respondent is.a Dheemar by -caste as

~well as that the caste certificate: (Ex D- 7) is not a genume

: .‘document and on the other, the respondent has not been

- «that | he had special knowledge in »respvect._of the caste to

able to’ dlscharge the. onus shlfted on: hlm in view of the fact

' '_Which he claims-to belong. It v-is'»tri'tfe that el.,ection petition is

not'a_su’it between two persons but'is a proceeding in which

Constituency itself is the pri n"cip‘al. party interested.



R 1]

Heryey USTaH, fais 23 S1ed 2013

3005

37. Since the certificate showing caste of the r&spondent

-as Majhi h,as 'been found to be a 'f.o,rged docum.'ent, itis h"eld“’
that he was not qualified to be chosen to fill seat in the
| constituency reserved for the Scheduled Tribes.

Accordmgly, the Issue No.1 is answered in. the afﬂrmatlve'

whereas Issue No.2 is deaded in.the: negaﬂve

m.._.-_..._I?SS @5 NO.3

©38. "*As ‘eXplevin'“ed" by R.C X Lahoti; CJ speaklng for the
, "maJorlty on the COﬂStItUtIOﬂ Bench m K. Prabhakaran v.
""P Jayara;an AIR 2005 sC 688 though in a dlfferent«

contnxt =

“The quest/on of - qua//ﬁeat/bn or
'-dlsqualif/cat/on of a returned candidate within .
the meaning of S, 100(I){a) of  the

Representation of the People Act, 1951 has to be.

determined by reference to the date of his

~ election which date, as defined in' S. 67-A of the =~
Act,shall be the date on which the candidate is .

declared by the returning officer to be elected. |

"Whether’ 3 nom.~f7az/on was- /mproperly accepted.. -

shall have to be determined for the purpose of S.
_ 100(1)(d)(/) by - reference to the date fixed for
~ the scrutiny of ‘nomination, the expresszon as o
occurrmg in S. 36(2)(&) of the Act i

Under sub Cl. (/) of Cl. (d) of sub-sec: (1) of
‘-S 100 of the- RPA the improper acceptance of
any nomination is a ground for declaring the
-election of the-returned candidate to be void.

This provision is to be- read with S. 36(2)(a)v}_», -
‘which casts an obligation on the returning officer

‘to examine the nomination papers and decide all

.objections to any nomination made, or on his

own motion, by reference to the date fixed for
 the scrut/ny,kof the . nom/nat/ons Whether -a -
- candidate is qualified orinot qualified or is

disqualified for being chosen to fill the seat, has

- L
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to be determined by reference to the date fixed
for the scrutiny ofscruuny of nom/nat/on

39. As the genuineness of the caste certificate filed by the
. respondent along with  the nc’)minatlon""paper - was |
’ quest.oned the returnlng ofﬂcer ought to have verified asv
| ~to whether such a -certificate was at all lssued Needless to
o say that the burden of proving: that the lmproper . B
""acceptance of a’ ~1omlnatlon has matenally arfected the
o __'result of the electlon lles upon the petltloner but where the =
- person whose nommatlon has been lmproperly accepted ls"‘ .
- the returned candldate hlmself such would be the obv10us
’_conclus:on rhls issue |.>, therefore also answered m che'- :

I

. afﬂ rmatlve

I*ssuE:;NoéG.*

E '40} For the reasors aforementloned ther petxtlvon standsi_’f“i

o ‘.allowed and the elet’caon of the iespc
,Leglslatlve Assc,mb’y Fonstltuency No

' voud Con equently, the, same is set aSlde

41. A c'opyv“ of this -judgment.fb"e forwaredtu ¢

Commnss:on as- well as to the" 5

Legis latlve Assembly There shall be no

R 'Pétitidn allbweg__‘d.l‘.

(R. C. MISHRA)
Judge
10-4-2013
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
Nirvachan Sadan, Ashoka Road, New Delhi-110 001

New Delhi, Dated 29th July, 2013— 7 Shravana, 1935 (SAKA)
NOTIFICATION

No. 82-MP-LA-(09-2009)-2013.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951
(43 of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the judgement/order of the High Court of Madhya
Pradesh of Jabalpur Bench dated 3rd May 2013 in Election Petition No. 09/2009 filed by Shriniwas Tiwari Challenging
the election of Shri Rajkumar Urmalia to the Madhya Padesh Legislative Assembly from 68-Sirmour Assembly
Constituency,

By Order,

Sd./-
(BERNARD JOHN)
Secretary,

Election Commission of India.
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HIGH COURT OF MADHY A PRADESH : JABALPUR

ELECTION PETITION NQ.O9/2009 _

. PETITIONER + Shriniwas Tiwari,

Sjo Late Shri Mangaldeen Tiwari, aged
.82 years, : '.
R/o Village Post Tiwanm, Tehsi

Mangawan,Distt. Rewa (M.P.), Present

a{idrcss-Amaluyaﬂ__'_l'_{ewa_ (M.P) |

VERSUS

RESPONDENT - Rajkomer Usmalia -~ Sfo © Shn | .
: Indrajeet Prasad, Rio Village Post -
Dabhaura Tehsil Teonthar, Distt.Rewa -

(M.P:)

jang Arfog @I r SR AL , . 3 -

AST OF ORDER PASSED BY HON. SHRI JUSTICE

R.C. MISHRA, ON 03-05-2013.

~ Whereas an Election Petition has been made to this Hon’ble
Court under section 80 read with section 30-A of the Representation
of People Act. 1951, on behalf of the petitioner, the jeamed Single
Bunch of the High Court of Madhya Pradesh ‘presidéd over by Shri
ustice R.C. Mishra in presence of Shri Susheel Kumar Tiwar with
Shri Sanjay k. Agrawal counsel for the petitioner and Shri Dileup
Pandey with Shri Neeraj Singh counsel for the respondents,” and
ordered that no case is made out for interference with the result of
the llection of the [.egislative Assembly Constituency  No.6¥
Sirnour, Distrivct Rewa (M.P.} held in November 2009. '

Consequently, the Election Petition is dismissed. There shall
be no order as 10 costs. Q\/

Section Officer

Section Otficer
JUDICIAL BRANCH
High Court of §iadhya Pradesh
v JABALPUR |

L.
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JIN THE BIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH_
PRINCIPAL SEAT AT JABALPUR .

ELECTION PETITION No. 3} ...OF 2009,

PETITIONER: .~ Shriniwas Tiwari, S/O Late Shri

Mangaldeen Tiwari, aged 82 years,
R/O Village Post Tiwani, Tehsil
Mangawan, Distt, Rewa (M.P).
Pre.-ent address- Amahxya Rewa
(M.P.). :

VERSUS -

RESPONDENTS: 'Rajkumar Urmaha, S/O Shri

Indrajeet Prasad, Village Post

' Dabhaura, Tehsil ~Tconthar,'

" Distt. Rewa (M.P.}.

2. Pradeep Singh ‘Patana’, S/O.
" 'Shri- Bhagwat Singh, Village -

Post Mahmoodpur, Tehsil
Mangawan, Distt. Rewa {(M.P.).

3. Dinesh Pd.  Gupta, S/O Gaya

Prasad, Village - Nagama, Post
Sitalaha, Tehsil Teonthar,
Distt. Rewa (M.P.).

. Jagdish Singh Yadav, S/0O
" Ramhit, Village Post Dabhaura,

“p

Tehsil- Teonthar, Distt. Rewa '-

(M.P.).

5. Devendra Kumar @ Rakesh

Gautam, S/0 Bhondal Prasad,
*  Village Rangpatela Salaiya

Khurd, - Post Andwa, Tehsil

Teonthar, Distt. ‘Rewa (M.P.).

Krishna Dev Dubey, $/0
Gangadas, illage Bhadara, Post
Patahat, Tehsil Teonthar, Distt.
Rewa (M.P.).

Subedar (Retired) Shankar b/O

Ramprakash, Village  Post

Umari, Tehsil Sirrnou'r, Distt.
Rewa (M.P.}. : .

3. Jauprakash @ Sunil Shma
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r/ A : S/ O Shri Ramlakhaa, Village
li - = ' Badrawan, Post Mau, Tehsi
' . Sirmour, Distt. Rewa (M.P.}.

L o 9.~Arun Kumar Singh(Patel), S/0
S ’ Shri Mohanlal Singh, 11/ 22
Opp. Stadium, Anantpur Rewa
(M.P.}.

10.Kailash Pratap Smgh S/0 Shri
Sitaram, Village - Charpanihan
Purwa, Post  Bhanigawan,
‘ Tehsil Teonthar, Distt. Rewa

' ‘ . (M.P.). ’ e
- 11.Mohanlal Kol, S/0 Nathani Kol,
Village & Post Badrawan, Tehsil

“Sirmour, Distt. Rewa (M.P).

© 12.Ramkhilawan’ Nirath, - S/0O
Ramdulare, Village & Post
‘Phathari, Tehsil Slrmour Distt,
Rewa (M.P.). -

13.Santeshwar . Prasad, ‘-"1‘1‘1{
- Rajaram, Vxllage Post Devk}ﬁa‘
Tehsil Teonthar Distt.” Re
(M.P). '

14.Smt. Parvati, W/O. Mohanlal
Kol, “.lage Post Dabhaura,
Tehsil Teonthar, Distt. Rewa
(M.P}.

. 15.0mkarnath. Gautam {Sir), S /O

. Madan Mochan, Village & Sar

Neo.1, Post Ghopi, Tehsil
Mangawan, Distt. Rewa M.P.).

16.Pt. Ram Milan Dvmvedi 8/C
Jamunaram, Village Dagdaiya, i
"Post Gadha-138, Tehsil
Teonthar, Distt. Rewa (M.P.)

17 phlrendra Tiwari, $/0 Kesha:i {
Prasad, Village Post Tiwani
Tehsil ‘Mangawan, Distt. Rewa
(M.P.). :

- 18.Rajesh Kumar. Singh, S/0
‘Rajbahoran Singh, Village Post
Tilkhan, Tehsil Sirmour, D;stt
Rewa (M.P.). ot

19.Parmanand, S/0  Ganga
' Prasad, Village  Dodiya
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FACTS'
1.

Chauhanan, Post Guerhi, Tehsil

Teonthar, Distt. Rewa (M.P.}.

20.Pradeep Pandey, S/O Kailash
Prasad, Tehsil Teonthar, sttt
Rewa {M.P.}

21.Kailash Px"asaci, ' $/0

Jagannath, Village  Post
Sirmour, Distt. Rewa (M.P.).

 22.Govind Pd.  Kewat, S/O

Indrabhan Dihiya, Post

;  Badrawan, Tehsil ~ Sirmour,

Dzzstt Rewa (M.P.).

53, Kamta S/0 Pati, Village Post
..Barahula, Tehsil~ Teonthar
Distt, Rewa {(M.P.).

24.Buddhilal, 8/0 Golar, Village
Chaur, Post Patiyari, Tehsil
Teonthar, Distt. Rewa (M.P.}.

25.Rajendra . Prasad S/0 Sita
Prasad, Village Post Dohas,
Tehsil Sirmour, Distt. Rewa
(M.P.). , :

ELECTION PETITION UNDER SECTION 80 AND 81 OF THE
' REPRESENTATION OF PEOPLE ACT 1951

The petitioner is a cmzen of India He is regxstered as an
elector in the voter list of Mangawan Leg1slat1ve Assembly
Constltuency No. 73 and hls name finds mentlon ‘at serial . _
no.761 in Booth No.159 of the 73 Mangawan Legislative
Assembly Constxtuency in Rewa Distt.

The petitioner had been the Member of M P. Legmlatwe :
Assembly for Seven terms. He had also been the Speaker of
\‘t};e M.P. Legislative Assembly for two terms.

On 31/10/08, the Election -Commission of India issued

notification for election to- the 13" Legislative Assembly in
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'HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH : JABALPUR
Election Petition NQ.Q[ZQQQ ,
Shriniwas Tiwari, son of Late Mangaldeen Tiwari,
Aged about 82 years, Resident of Village Twam -
Tahsil Mangawan Distt, Rewa.
Present Address Amahiya Distt. Rewa: ...Petitioner
. : VS. '. o » . . -
1. Rajkumar Urmalia, son of Indrajeet Prasad
. Village Dabhaura, Tahsil Teonthar Distt. Rewa
2.  Pradeep Singh ‘Patana’, son of Bhagwat Singh

Village Mahmoodpur Tahsil Mangawan Distt. Rewa '

& ‘
23 others o Respondents

‘Shri Susheel Kumar Tiwari and Shri- Sanjay K. Agrawal
'Advocates for the petitioner. | '
" Shri Dileep Pandey, Advocate for respondent no.1.
Shri Neeraj Singh, Advocate for respondent no.2.
None for the respondent Nos.3 to 25, though served.

DateofHearing :12.22013
DateofJudgment  :03.5.2013

JUDGMENT

In this petmon etect:on of the returned candidate viz. the
respondent no.1 from M.P. Legislative Assembly Constltuency
Sirmour No. 68 (for short ‘the Constltuency') has been called in
question on the grounds mentioned in sub-clauses (iii) and (iv)
of Section 100(1)(d) of the Representation of People Act, 1951
(hereinafter referred to'as ‘the Act’). Act. The petitioner has

~further sought — ‘ | |
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3.

(H an order for re-inspectson/re—count of the votes

pol!ed in the constituency and on the basis of such re- .
mspectton/re*count of votes, a declaration that the’
election of respondent no.1 is void.

(i) a declaration that he himself has been duly elected .

from the Constituency.

Following facts are not in dispute -

The petitioner had contested the election as a

candidate spcnsored by Indian National Congrecs";.‘ .
whareas the respondent no.1 was set up as a candidate
of Bahujan Samaj Party and the other 24 respondents -

including - reSpondent no.2, the offi cial candtdate of

' Bhartiya Janta Party, the then ruling party in the State,

were also in the fray As per the calendar of events,
notified by Election Commission of India, on 08.12.2008,
counting of votes was done in the premises of Govt.
Engineering College, Rewa. The responﬂent no.l was

- declared elected, defeating  his nearest rival, the

petitioner here, by a margin of 309 votes.

ACcording to the petitioner, - upon conclusion of the

counting of votes, he had won the election by securing the

Jighest votes and,; accordingly, the offi cial websnte of Electlon

Commission of India. namely www.

also displayed that as the official candidate of {ndtan National

Congress, he had secu;,%cj 456 votes more than hxs nearest rival
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viz. the respondent no.l, who represented Bahujan Samaj

. Party. Similar result was broadcast on the National Channel of

Doordarshan* as well as in the regional news on Bhopal

. Doordarshan between 7.30 to 7.35 p.m. The release by Press *
Trust of India and the corresponding result uploaded on the
. offi gial website - of Web Duniya viz.

aléo contained the same information. HoweVér, at about 9

. pm, to his utter dismay, the Returnmg Officer informed that -
: he had lost election o respandent no.1 by a margin of 309
- -votes. Verification revealed that-(a) there was a considerable
difference of 16 in the number of votes polled lndudmg tender.

votes but excluding postal ballots & the npumber of votes
counted and (b) there was a difference -of 947 votes between
the final result sheet prepared originally in Form No.20 and
return of election in Form No.21-E. Suspecting that the relevant

‘records had been manipulated, he made complaints to the

Chief Electoral Officer, Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal and also
informed the Chief Election Commissioner of India, New Delhi
on 9.12.08 and 13.12.2008 respectively but no action was
taken.

4., In the light of these pleadings, the petitioner has asserted
that the result of the election, in so far as it concerned the

respondent no.1, was materially affected ~

(i) 'by the Improper reception, refusal or rejection of
votes and ™
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, (i) . by non-compliance with 'Ru,_le'54A and 56A of
' Conduct of Eiection Rules, 1961 (for brevity ‘the
- Election Rules’).

5. The respondent no.1, while denying the allegations asto

ilegalities in the counting of ballot papers, has submitted that

, the petition is based on forged and fabricated documents as -

well as on apparently wrong jnfor}mation _said to have been

disseminated through Website or Television or Radio. As furghér o

averred by him, even if’it is as_sumed that the petitioner was

precluded from - making representation in view of a wrong =
declaration of result o the website or on the television, hé was -

required to offer an eprnation as to why the facts pertaining |
to :improper acceptance of rejectiéh of voi;es or any

-mgnipulation in counting as;pieaded were not brought to the

notice of the Election Commission of India immediately after

official/formal declaration of the result. Attention has also been
invited to the fact that no prayer for recounting or re-inspection

of votes was made by the petitioner or his cfountingv agent
- before the Returning Officer as contemplated under Rule 63(2)
~ of the Election Rules or in any of the complaints referred to in

the petition.

-

6. The respondent no.2 has not preferred to file a written
sstatement. '

7. On these pleadings, the following issues have been
framed. Respective fipgir




3016

qeyey N9y, fediw 23 o1 2013

[ 911

. | Issues

Finding

Whether the records pertaining to the.
election were manipulated ?

No

Whether  any votes have been
improperly cast i favour of the
respondent no.1 ? ~

No

| Whether rasult of the election, ‘in so far

as it concerns the respondent no.1, was

“ | materially affected by the mproper

reception, refusal or rejection of any
vote or the reception of any vote which
is void ?

No’

Whether resuit of the election, in- so far

as it concerns the respondent no 1 was|
| materially affected due - ~ non-

compliance with the }prcivisions of the

- | Constitution or of the Representation of

the People Act, 1951 or if any rules or
orders made under the Act ?

No

‘| Whether the election of the respondent
no.1 to the constituency deserves to be|

set aside ?

No

Whether the petntloner was declared as
elected —

(l) on the official website Election
Commission of India. '

(i) in the news Broadcasted on the
National Channel of
Doordarshan.

(iii) in the release by Press Trust of

' India and }

(iv) in the correspondmg result
uploaded on the ofﬁcsal website
of Web Dunia.

If so the effect ?

. Yes, but
it had no
effect on the
actual result
of the
election

Whether the petitioner is entitled to get
the votes decoded and recounted ?

No

Whether the petitioner is entitled to be
| declared as elected ? :

No

e
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9 | Whether the petition Is based on forgea Only
- | fabricated and unauthenticated | (Ex.P/14-A
documents ? . | and P/18-C)

o . L documents
10 | Relief and Costs ? ] Ppetition -
, B L dusm|ssed

| aresuch. |

with no order, .

e | astocosts.

REASONS FOR THE FINDINGS

§§QE N0§6m§gg)(u)§ Q( v) an gg

8. In support of his asserhon that on the websnte of Eiect;on,
Commlssxon of India and in the correspondmg news telecast on

Tetevssxon as well as in the Press Release, he was declared

. elected by securing a lead of 456 votes over his nearest rival,

petitioner Shriniwas Tiwari (PW1) not only examined himself

~ but also produced -

(a) Nagendra Mishra (PWS), a Computer Teacher, who

has claimed to have downloaded the information from the

Websites of ‘Election Commission of India’ and “Chief

‘~ Election Officer’ of the State and handed. over the printout

- (Ex.P-4) to the petitioner, while congratulating hlm on his
success.

~ () Umesh Dixit . (PWZ), the Editor and Publisher of

Da:ly Newspaper ‘Dainik Kirti Kranti’, whq came forward
to say that he had also. taken Pr%ntout (Ex. P-S) from
Website of "Web Duniya'.

Bmiee. oL
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-

- In his chief-examination, the betitioner has also made

- reference to the “contents of letters (Ex.P-5 to Ex.P-7),

respectively authored by .D. Prasad Rao, Director of

, Do'orda'rqhan Kendra, Bhopal, Sunil Kumar Tiwarl, the News -
. Editar and A.K. Sharma, In-c uarge of fhe Local Office of Press .

Trust of India at Bhopal lndlcatmg that, the news as to his win
in t_:t)e election was broadcast on the basis of the information
disseminated by the Election Commission of India on its

Website. Nothing could be elicited in his cross-examination so -
as to render his evidence unworthy of credence or to make any "~
of the aforesaid documents spurious. Incidentally, the

respondent no.l Rajkumar Urmalia (DW1) has only pleaded

ignorance about the information regarding petitioner’s win on
~ the website. Avadh Bihari Singh (DWS8), the District Information
Officer deputed by the National Informatics Centre to upload .

Results of each round of counting from- the counting centre

directly to the website of Election Commission of India, has also

admitted that the website created temporarily did not remain in
existence ‘after declaration of the election results. He has
further pointed out that every information in the form of
Progressive Flash Report uploaded by him was subject to

disclaimer.

10. No dispute was raised as to assertion made by

reépbndent_ no.1 Rajkumar Urmalia (DW1). that Progressive
Flash Report (Ex.P-4) also contaihed wrong information

regarding results of the election to Teonthar and Semariya
constituencies of Distt. figwa as- (i) the candadate sponsored by
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_Indian National Congress was declared elected from Teonthar .

constrtuency whereas the successful candldate belonged to
Bahu;an Samaj Party and (ii) margin of defeat in respect of

V'Semarrya constituency *was shown as 167 .votes as agamst
the actual difference of more than 5000 votes. Further as
: '"nghtly ‘pointed out by learned counse! for the respondent no 1 |
' the m|sleadmg information as to wm of the petitioner by a

margin of 456 votes appears to be based on the results of last
e 12" round of countmg, wherein the margin of votes

secured by ‘the petitioner (1681) and polled by the next hxghest L
candndate viz. respondent no.2 (1225) was 456 only. It is .
_ pex*ment to note that in the. Progressive Flash Report (Ex. P/4),

petitioner was shown to have won the glection by defeating his
nearest rival, the authorized candrdate of Bhartiya Janta Party
(not of Bahujan Samaj Party) by 456 votes. Thus, viewed from
any angle, it is not possible to say that the Progressive Flash
Report (Ex.P-4) was a forged and fabricated document.

»

11. Commg “to the other documents relied on by the
petrtloner, it may be obsewed that only genumeness of copies
of the result-sheet (Ex.P-14-A and £x.P-18-C) said to have been

‘made available to him by Rajendra Tawan (PW3), Sub Editor of
, ‘Satyaganga’, a daily newspaper pubhshed from- Sidhi and
;s\anjeev Mohan Gupta (DW2), the Local Editor of Dainik Jagran,

Rewa, has been called in question. Retummg Officer Mohd.

Fatahulla Khan (DW6) has been emphatic in stating that none '
of these documents ﬁas prepared or signed by him while
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which (Ex.D/18-D) was retained in.th_e Office.

- Horilal 'Choudhary (DW7), the then Deputy - Director,

Department of Public Relations, has clearly refuted the

suggestion . that the documents were made available by the
- Department to the correspondents of various newspapers. His -

reply (Ex.D—zj to the corresponding query made by respondent

-no,t vide letter-dated 24.10.2009 (Ex.D-1) has also been
~ brought on record. However, he has clearly admitted that the
“return of election containing relevant data in form ‘(Ex.P/21-E)

was forwarded by him to the correspondents of various news
papers along with the letter (Ex.P/18-E), amended draft: of

)
12. In view of ali this evidence, it can easily be concluded
that the information regarding win of the petitioner by a margin
of 456 votes over his nearest rival, who was wrongly shown as
the candidate belonging to Bhartiya Janta Party, was displayed
on the official website of Election Commission of India as well
as on Web Dunia and was flashed through news channel of
Doordarsh‘an and Press Trust of India, a news agency. Still; it
hac[ no effect whatsoever on the actual result of the 'election.

Further, amongst the documents produced by the petitioner in |

support of his allegations as to-the illegalities in the counting

process, only copies of the so-called result-sheets (Ex.P/14-A |

and P/18-C) are apparently not genuine documents. The issues

-are answered accordingly.
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I§§UE Ng§.1, 2,3 g

13. As per statement of the petitioner Shrinivas Tiwarl (PW1), -

a.number of illegalities were committed and records pertaining

o the counting of votes were tampered with at the mstance of"
- party in pbwer. In support of the aHegatnons hahas hfghhghced )
 the following facts - B

(i) In the subsequent notiﬁcatidn issued on 12.12.2008

by the Publication Department and published in various
+-local news papers, it was admitted that the data reﬂected .
in the earfier notification issued on 10.12, 2008 were

~

found to be incorrect.

(i) Returning Officer had opened on!y 60 postal ballot
papers and noticing that 30 were given to him, did not
proceed to Qpen the remaining 305 postal ballots.
Moreover, initially, all the 30 votes were shown in the
account of respondent no.1.

(i) In the 9™ round of countmg, as many as 1000

votes, which were polled in his favour wére credited to'

the account of resporident no.2.

14. For the sake of convenience, these allegations may be
discussed under the followin’g heads -

COUNT IN§ QF PQ§TAL ﬁALLQ!S

L

15: Rule 54-A of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 (for
shor_t ‘the Rules’), that prescribes the procedure for counting of
postal ballots, reads as&\ggerr-
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- The retum/ng officer sha’/ ﬁrst c/ea/ | wzth the
.. postal baliot papers in the manner here/nd&er'
,arowded .

.. (2} No cover in Form 13C received by the retum/ng .
. officer after the expiry of the time fixed in that
- behalf shall be opened &nd no vote contained in any

" such cover shall be counter,

(3) Ihe other covers _shall_be opened one after

" another and.as each cover is opened, the returning
- officer shall first_scrutinise ‘the dec/aratfon in Form

" 13A coptained therein.

. (4) If the said declaration /s ot fougd, or has not _
~ been du/y._.,zlg_/zg_q‘ and aztested, or is cherwzs ,:

the ballot paper as entered in it dfﬁ‘ers from the

serial_number end n the cover in Form 1
that r shall not be _opened; and after making

an appropriste_endorsement thereo. n,_the returning

officer__shall _refect _the . ba//ot paper _therein

_ contained.

(5) Each cover so endorsed and the declaration
recefved with it shall be replaced in the cover in
Form 13C and all such covers in Form 13C shall be

 kept in a separate packet which shall be sealed and -

on which shall be recorded the name of the

constituency, the date of counting and a brief
description of its content.

(6) The returning officer shall then p/ace all the
declarations in Form 134 which he has found to be

in order in a separate packet which shall be sealed

beforé any cover in Form 13B Is opened and on
which shall be recorded the particulars referred to

in sub-rufe (5).
(7) The covers in Form 138 not a/ready dealt thh

under the foregoing provisions of this ruje shafl then
be opened “ong.after another and the returning
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officer shall scrutinise each ballot paper-and decide
the validity of the vote record thereon. -

(8) A postal baliot paper shall be rejected-

(a) ifit bears any mark (other than mark to record
the vote) or writing by which the elector can be- -

identified; or
(aa) If no vote is recorded thereon; or

) i noted are given on it in favour of more
*‘candidatesthan one; < - g o '

or
(c) if it is a spurious ballot paper; or |
(d) ifit is so damaged or mutilated that its identity

as a genuine ballot paper cannot be established; or .

(e} ifit i not returned in the cover sent along with -
it to the elector by the returning officer.

(9) A vote recorded on a postal ballot paper shall

be rejected if the mark indicating the vote is placed

on the ballot paper in such manner as to make it

doubtful to which candidate the vote has been

given..

' (1 0) A vote recorded on a postal ballot paper shall
not be rejected merely on the ground that the mark -

indicating the vote is indistinct or made more than
once, if the intention that the vote shall be for, a

particular candidate clearly appears from,_ the way

the paper Is marked. ,

(11) The returning officer spall count alf the valid
votes given by postal ballot in favour of each
candidate, record the total thereof in the result
sheet in Form 20 and announce the same. )

(12) Thereafter, all the valid ballot papers and a]l
the rejected ballot papers shall be separately

bundled and kggt. together in a packet which
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. shall be sealed with the seals of the returning
officer and of such of the candidates, their efection
_agents or counting agents as may desire to affix. '
. their seals thereor: ‘and on the packet so sealed .
. shall be recorded the name of the constituency, the .
" date of counting and a brief description. of its
contents, :

(Emphasis .éuab/jed) :

16.. . Admittedly, -petitioner - Shriniwas  Tiwari (PW1) did not -

remain present during the entire process of couhting and had

'appomted as. many as 13 counting agents includmg ‘
Ramashankar Msshra, examined as PW6. It is relevant to note_.,'
that the petttiowu ‘has not preferred to summon the Returning

Offiter to prove the correspondmg pleadings in Paragraphs 15

to 17 of the petition or to summon relevant account of votes

recorded by the countmg supervisor in Part II of Form 17-C,

“which is required to be signed by the candidates or their

representatives. As such the case of the petitioner hmges on
testimony of Ramashankar Mishra and relevant contents of
complaints made to the Chief E!ectoral Officer, Madhya

* Pradesh, Bhopal and Electlon Comm;ss&on of India (Ex P-9 and
Ex.P-10 respectively). ' ‘

17. Ramashankar Mishra (PW6) has candidly admitted that -

~ {a) - First of all, the postal ballots, 365 in number, were
taken up for counting at the Returning Officer’s table,

(b) He did not raise any objection as to non-inclusion of
305 postal bal!o&
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(¢) He had not moved any application for recounting of .
the postal ballots. P

18. Thus, Ramashankar Mishra, the petltloners key thness, )
‘hiis not been able to highlight violation of any Rule or Guxdelme
relating to counting of postal ballots On the cont:rary, Mohd
Fahatulla Khan (DW6), the “Returning Offi icer, has also
' catégdri‘céﬂy"statéd‘ that all the 365 postal- balléts were-opened - - -
and were scrutinized in presence of the counting agents and

the observers deputed by the Election Commission and as
many as 1305 postal baliots were dedared invalid for these ST
_reasons — ' a : LT

(i) “Absence of sxgnature and attestation by any
Gazetted Officer on the voter’s declaratlon avallab!e on
the envelope.

(i) Attestation of such a declaration by an officer, who
- was not competent to do so.

I 4

(iii) - Non-availability of the declaration.

Apparently, the reasons were valid in view of sub-rule (4)
of Rule 54-A, as highlighted above. Moreover, Mohd. Fahatullah
Khan (DWS)' has been emphatic in deposing that at the
relevant point of time, all the electton agents were duly

‘*apprised of the reasons for rejecting 305 postal ballots. He has
been cross~examined at length but nothmg has tumed out to
establish that any postal ballot was discarded without “any

. basis. He also denied m&gqggestion that initially, the number
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~of postal baHoLs cast in favour of the petitioner was shown as
'zero Thus, in_absence of any objection raised by the counting
' agent,_:t was not possible to accept the allegation that 305

~ postal ballots were not even opened for counting.

ANIP ION OF R ’D,f

19.  Assertion made by petutaoner Shriniwas Tiwari (PW1) that
, i the mnth round of counting, 1000 votes were added to the
) value of votes pol!ed by the respondent no.2, did not find place -

in the comp!amts (Ex.P-9 and Ex.P—lO) It also did not gather

support from evidence of counting. agent Ramashankar Mistira

(PW6) Slmnarly, he did not prefer to substantiate the pleadmgs
_ to the effect that in all 947 votes had remalned unaccounted

for. This apart, the complamt (_Ex.P~9) made by the petitioner
to the Chief Electoral Officer, Madhya Pradesh contained the
grie\iani:e'that 887 votes were excluded from counting wheréas
in thé ,complaint (Ex.P-10) .made to Election Coi'nmission of

: Indla; it was aueged that in all 887 missing votes were added to
the account of BJP candidate l.e. respondent no.2. However,

the allegation concerning the missing votes has not been
corroborated by Ramashankar Mishra.

20. Further, as admitted by Ramashankar Mishra, -

(a) He had not preserved the plain paper whereon
- round-wise statement of the votes se_cured by the
petitioner and @@\candidates was recorded by him only.



ST 1] ey TS, o 23 31 2013 3027

(b) He had not raised any objection as to counting ,qf .
votes in the ninth round. ' '

21, Petitioner Shriniwas Tiwari has clearly acknvo‘w§ed.gé'c,i that *
the information fﬁéﬁﬁ“a‘!lf8933‘5~voters~had~exéicised;theiE;.hﬂ
franchise is based on the newspaper report (Ex.P—l?_')- published
" in Dainik Kirti Kranti. Horllal Choudhary (DW?7), the then Deputy
' Director, - Department - of . Pubﬁc'-.-_Re!ations,. ~has candidly
acknowledged the fact that he had forwarded the final data to B
~ the ;represgntatives of various newspapers -along ;-With' the
notification (Ex.P-18E). As revealed by Rajendra Tiwari (PWB),
the Sub’iEdifbr of Satyaganga’, the Press Note (Ex.P-16), which,.,
corresponds to the notification (Ex.P-1,8E') as well as the _earlier
Press Note (Ex.P-15), was received by him on 10.12.2008, The
news item (Ex.P-13) published in the newspaper ‘Dainik Kirti
Kranti’ on 11.12.2008 is apparently based on the notification
(Ex.P-18E). Sanjeev Mohan Gupta (DW2), the Editor of ‘Dainik
Jagran’, Rewa, has also substantiated the fact that a news item
(Ex.P-19) with the heading that “the Election Commission had
requisitioned the orig‘inal data r.etating'to the resuits of the
election”, ‘was published in the newspaper on 11.12.2008
whereas Jitendra Mishra (PW4), the Managing Editor of
Vindhya Bharat’, has also ar_:knowledged that news captioned
“During counting, how 887 .votes were found reduced from
“sirmour” published in the newspaper (Ex.P-17) on 12.12.2008,
was based on the analysis of data supplied by the Department'
of Public Relations on, 10.12.2008 only. In the light ‘of these
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. f’acts the assert*on made by the petlttoner that the final’ data'-'

- could be issued on 12.12. 2008 is not acceptable

2? As. explamed by the Supreme Court in L,

__;_&_,tg_gﬁlgmL_u__gg AIR 1988 SC 1274 and re-aﬂ'”rmed

" reports. Accordingly, petitioner’s statement as to inconsistency

..+ in the. data relating to the number of votes actually cast, does:'
Hot. assume any sxgmﬁcance as it was primdraly based “on
"fnewspaper reports ‘ ‘

23 Counting of votes is. regulated by Rule 56A whrch may be

| extracted below ~

g

- Rules 564, Counting of votes -

(1) The ballot papers taken out of each ba/lat bax shall be
arranged In convenient bundles and scrutinised,
- (2)  The returning oﬁ" qcer shall reject a ballot paper-
(a) ifit bears any mark orwriting by which the
~ elector can be identified, or
(b)  Ifits a spurious ballot paper, or -
() ifitis so damaged or mutitated that its identity
as a genuine ballot paper cannot be established, or
(d) If It bears a serial number, or Is of désign, _
different from the serial numbers or, as the case
_ may be, design, of the ballot papers authorised
~ . foruse agfhe particular polling station; or .

in. &&_&b@n___ﬁh,_ﬁhajﬂn_j.ﬁ_ (1993) 3 SCC 15‘1 and ‘
- 3571, no- presumption, under Sect:lon 81 of the Indran’
‘Evrdence Act, is attached to genumeness of the: newspaper‘
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) Aft_eff":‘_,fhé' _ ers contained
“all ?f,ve- ballot ;b(jXE‘:’si-»L_f.SteGr’at“-_a polling.. station' has_ been -
completed= e

(e) If it does not bear both the mark and the
signature which it should have borne under the
~ provisions of sub-rule (1) of rule 38:

Provided that where the returning officer /'5>satisﬁed that
any such defect as is-mentioned in clause (d) or clause
(e) has been caused by any mistake or failure on the part -

" of a presiding officer or polling officer,. the ballot paper
shall riot ke rejected merely on the ground of such. defect. .
(3) Before rejecting any- ballot paper under sub-rule (2), .,
the returning officer shall allow the counting .agents
present a reasonable opportunity to. inspect the ballot .
. paper but skali not allow them to handle it or any gther.: -

pallot paper. v

(4) The returning 0ﬁ‘7cef sha//__:':'record | 0“ every baliot .,
~ paper which he rejects the letter 'R" and the _rounds of

rejection in abbreviated form either in his.gwizhand or. ;.
by-means of.a,rubL o

| "'(5;'}' _’A‘//,béﬁOf papé@

._«_t s .‘,:-; o,

| ,fﬁakéCfEK1'LhO(ﬁEMg tfhﬁ‘;;lh@E.ﬁnﬁgyU [mg /713‘ﬁ9'/?7ﬁ?5éﬁpéﬂiﬁﬁ?ﬁaifﬁj
bundle. - S . o T .
j6) " Every ballot paper which is not féféf«,!“‘ﬁ‘ _Z{njder this

rule shali be counted as one valid vote:. . .

 Provided that no C{)vér_Conté‘_ining*tendefed ballot papers
shall. be opened and no such ballot paper shall be

counted,

;u,'iit/;hg of all e_béllo}t pa;béfs c,onta)h'e,_jd‘,{/'hl

" (a) the counting supervisor shal fill in and sign.
~ Part II- Result of Counting in. . 4[Form 16 which

shél! also be signed by the. retufning'*oﬁ‘icefg and

- (b) the retUmfﬁ’g-@ﬁ‘?cef shall make the -entr)‘es in

a- result sheet in- Form 20 “and - announce the

- particulars.

taken out of any one ballot box and
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24. Returning Officer Mohd. Fahatulla Khan (DWe), while

- making reference to return of election In Forrn 21-E (Ex.P-3),
. has pointed out that total number of votes polled including 365

postal ballots was 89697 and . apparently, there was no

discrepancy between the data as reﬂected in the return and ihe |
final result-sheet (Ex P-2). ‘ '

25, As concluded already,v the copies of the resplt-éheét .

(Ex.P-14-A) and (Ex.P-18- C) said to have been made available

to him Qy Rajendra Tiwari (PW3) and SanJeev Mohan Gupta__’

(DWZ) are false documents

26. Moh_d. Fahatulla Khan (DW6) has vividly described the
entire process of counting of votes. As per his statement -

(a) .In the counting area, 14 countlng tables excludmg
his table were placed and the counting was done in as

" many as 12 rounds.

(b) After completion of each round of counting, the
result -was announced on the mike only after its
verification by the counting supervisor on the basis of the
record available in Part II of Form 17-C and thereafter,

. satisfaction certificate was obtained from gach one of the

countmg agents

() None of the countlng agents had raused any-

objection as to counting process in any round of counting.

(d) The last round of counting was conciuded on’

. 8.12.2008 betwe%évo to 4.45 PM and the observer Shri
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Pramod ‘Saxena, while expressing satisfaction regarding

veracity of the counting process, had lssued a cert;fncate ',

and had authorized the Returning Ofﬂcer to declare the
result

(ej On8.12. 2008 at about 5.20 P.M,, the election resu!t

‘" was declared and respondent no.1 was declared eleete;dﬂ;

_by a margin of 309 votes.

27.  While ‘refuting the charge that she was .instrumental in

}tampermg ‘with the result of the election under political
mﬂt.ence, Dr. M. Geeta (DWS5), the then Collectar, and District

Election Ofﬁcer, has stated that the procedure prescribed for

counting of votes and guldehnes ‘Jaid by the  Election

Comiission of India in this regard were scrupulous!y followed.

According to her, after 1ssuance of verificatiori report by the

observers deputed by the Commission to supervise the
counting . process, no’ altercatton in the number of votes

obtained by a particular candidate was possible. ”

28. Evidence of Dr. M. Geeta (DW5) and Mohd. Fahatulla
Khan (DW6) reflected a completely dispassionate attitude
towards the counting process. The relevant rules provide an
elaborate procedure for counting .of votes and it -contains so

@any effective safeguards against trickery, mistakes and fraud

in. counting. Indisputably, petitioner’s - - counting  agent
Ramashankar Mishra, who had not only recorded the figures of

- round-wise counting butl_b.ad also appended his signature on
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Part-II of Form 17+C., did not make any demand for re-totaling -

or re-counting of votes.

'29.  For these veasons, it is held that neither there was any
. manipulation in the records pertaining to the election nor any
vote was &mproperlv mcluded in the account of respondent _

no. 1 All the- dforesaid issues deserve to be answered in favou.

of respondent no.1.

.30. Learned counsel has contended thai the instances

highlighted by the petttloner are sufﬁcxent to justify an order of

. '"f'i"‘recount/re"HSPe‘:t'on of the votes particularly in view of the

fact that the margin of defeat was confined to 309 votes For
this, he has made reference to the following observations made

by the Apex Court in ngngg §ingh v. Shiv Ram Varma AIR
1975 SC 403 -

If the lead is relatively little and/or other
- legal infirmities or factval flaws hover around
recount is proper, not otherwise. In short, where
the difference Is microscopic, the stage is set for &
 recount given some plus point of clear stispicion or
Jegal lacuna militating against  the - regularity,
accuracy, impartiality or objectivity bearing on the
- original counting. Of course, even If the difference
~ be more than microscopic, if there is a serious flaw
or travesty of the rules or gross interference a
liberal repeat or recount exercise, to check on
possible mistake is a fair exercise of power”

However, as explainggd further —
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“Rule 63 of the Conduct of Elections Rules =
1961 obligates the candidate io state ‘the grounds
- on which be demands such recount’. It is plain-that
a mere doubt or small lead or unspecified, blemish in
" the manner of the counting falls short of the needs
of the said rule, Under the rule the demand for
recount may be rejected if It appears to the -
 Returning Qfficer to be frivolous or unreasonable.
- Whap: s -not reasonably grounded or seriously

supported is unreasonable or frivolous. Suspicions of =+~ o

" possible mischief in the process or likely:errors in. ..
counting-always linger in the mind of the defeated
candidate when he is shocked by an unexpected
resuft” - s

“On all hands, it is now agreed that the importance
of the secrecy of the ballot must not be lost sight of;
‘material facts to back the prayer for inspection must
‘be bona fide, clear and cogent and - must be.

‘. supported by good evidence. We would only like to
stress that in the whole process the secrecy Is
sacrosanct and inviolable except where strong prima
facie circumstances to suspect the purity, propriety
and legality in the counting is made out by definite
factual averments credible probative material and
good faith in the very prayer” .

31. Adverting to the facts of the instant case, it may be
observed that even if it is assumed that all the 305 postal

- ballots, not included in the ',counting, were cast in favour of the

petitioner, the result of election would remain unaffected as the

margin of win was that of 305 votes.
e ' - _
32. Besides this, none of the respondents has come forward
to file recrimination. Needless to say that the right to file a

recrimination accrues to &9 returned candidate or any other
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party to the pefition the moment an election petition s
presented containing a claim for a further declaration that the

pettttoner hlmself or any other candldate has been duly elected

(lnam.a._.,m.__ appa Basappa V. Deggn Basgvgrg] yy_a_gg
' AIR 1958 SC 698 referred to).

His Lordsh:p then was), whule analyzing the majority view on

) the point of recount, as taken by a Constitu“non Bench in Qg ar

S__mg____x,_ggnga_ Lal AIR 1964 SC 1200, proceeded to .
explain and elucidate the legal position in the following terms -

(1) Inan e/ec:aon petition where/n the limited relief
. sought for is the declaration that the election of the
returned candidate is void on the ground under
Section 100(1)(d)(iii) of the Act, the scope of enquiry
shall remain confined to two questions: (a) finding.
out any votes having been improperly cast in favour
of the returned candidate, and (b) any votes having
been impropertly refused or rejected in regard to any
other candidate. In such a case an enquiry cannot be
-held into and. the election petition decided on the
* finding (a) that any votes have been improperly cast
in favour of a candidate other than the returned
candidate, or (b) any emvoles were improperly
refused or refected In regard to the retumed
candidate.

2) A recrimination by the returned candidate or
any other party can be filed under Section 97(1) in a
case where in an election petition an additional

" declaration is claimed that any candidate other than
the returned candidate has been duly elected.

(3) For the purpose of enabling an enquiry that any
. voles have been 1%@511)' cast in favour of any

: . { Kabeer v. A.A. Azez (2003) 5 scc",
’ 650 a two-Judge Bench speaking through R.C. Lahotl, 3. (asv
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candjidate other than the returned candidate or any
votes have been improperly refused or rejected in

- regard to the returned candidate the ‘Election Court

shall acquire jurisdiction to do so only on.two

conditions being satisfied: (i) the. élection petition .
seeks a declaration that any candidate other than the . .
returned candidate has been duly elected over and. .
above . the declaration that the election of the
retu,rned candidate is void; and (i) a recnmmatlon

petition under Section 97(1) is filed.

' (4) A recrimination petition must satisfy the same: - -

requirements as that of an election petition in the
matter of pleadings, signing and verification as an

~election petition is required to fulfil within the

meaning of Section 83 of the Act and must be

‘accompanied by the security or the further aecum‘y

referred to in Sections 117 and 118 of the Act.-
(5) The bar on- mqu/nf enacted by Section 97 read

with Section -100(1)(d)(iii) of the Act Is attracted

when the. validily of the votes is to be gone into and
adjudged or in other words the question of improper

reception, refusal or rejection of any vote or

reception of any vote which is void is to be gone into.
The bar is not attracted to a case where it is merely a
question of correct counting of the votes without
entering into adjudication as to pmpr/ety, “impropriety
or validity of acceptance, rejection or reception of
sny vote. In other words, where on a re-count the
Flection Judge finds the result of re-count to be.
different from the one arrived at by the Returning
Officer or when the Election Judge finds that there
was an error of counting the bar is not attracted
because the court in a pure and simple counting
carried out by it or under its directions is not
adjudicating upon any issue as to improper reception,
refusal or rejection of any vote or the reception of
any vote which is void but is performing mechanical

- process of counting or re-counting by placing the

vote at the place where it ought to have been p/aced
fall .
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purview of sub-clause (iv), and not sub-clause (iii) of
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 100 of the

/4 sz.// ’ ‘
[ £Emphasis supplied)]

34. In an election trial, it is niot permissible to Court to permit
a party to seek a roving inquiry and therefore, ‘a-pérty_ must

. plead nlgte(igl facts and adduce evidence to substantiata she

same so that the Court may proceed to adjudicate upon that

issue (See. Kalyan Singh Chouhan v. C.P, Joshi (2011) 11
SCC 786). The petitioner must not OnIY give the figures of the
_votes. which, actording to him, were improperly 'a;cepted or
. rejected, but the basis of the allegation must be disciosed,' ‘the -
serial. number of ballot papers must be set‘out, names of the
. counting agent, number of counting tables, names of the

counting supervisor, round number, details of objection, if any,
made to the counting staff, details of the notes, if any, kept by
the counting agent and the basis of information must be

disclosed (N. Narayanan'v. S. Semmalai AIR 1980 SC 206

relied on).

35. However, in the present case, there is not even an

averment that the petitioner’s counting agent has challenged
correctness of contents of Part II of Form 17-C before the

Retirning Officer. F'urthér, upon appreciation of the evidence
led by the petitioner, alleg'ations "made by him as regards
irrebulaﬁties and illegalities during the counting process of
votes have been found ig.he totally baseless and frivolous. In
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such a's.itu}fation, even a prima facie case for ordering recount of _ .

votes is not made out.

36. Turning to the prayer of ve-inspection of Votes, it may ‘b'e’
‘pointed out that in paragraphs 15 to 17 of the petition wherein -
averiments pertaining to- so-called improbér 'r~ejectio'n'550‘f 305
'postai allot - papers have been made, matenal facts . suc?“: as - -
*serial numbers of the postal ballot papers not -opened. and the_,j_, .
precise objection with regard to each of such ballot papers, if
- any, raised by the counting agent, have not been stated In
 abéence of such an information, which the setnttfmpr alone
“should  have known or should be deemed to Kriow, any
inspection of the ballot papér would amount to a roving ahd i
' fishing inquiry. For this, reference may be made to the
guudehnes laid down by a Constitution Bench in Ram Sewak

a_ggv v. ﬂgsggn Kamil l_gigng AIR 1964 SC 1249.
Accordmgly,

“an order for tnspectlon of ballot papers
cannot be granted to support vague p/eas made in
the petition not substantiated by material facts or
to fish out evidence to support such pleas. The
case of the petitioner must be set out with
precision supported by averments of material facts.
To establish a case so pleaded an aqrder for
inspection may undoubtedly, If the interests of
- Justice require, be granted. But a mere aflegation
that the petitioner suspecls or believes that there

S~ vias been an improper reception, refusal or

rejection of votes w1// not be sufficient to suppoﬁ
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37. In Bhabhi v. Sheo Govind AIR 1975 SC 2117, it was
laid down' that before the Court can order inspection of ballot
papers, in an election petition, the following conditions are

_mperatxve -

L{1) That it is important to n*a/nta/n the secrecy of
'the ballot which is sacrosanct and should not be .
allowed to be violated on fl’lVO/OU.S‘, vague and
- dndefinite allegations; . L g
" (2) That before inspection is a/fowed the ‘

- allegations made against the elected candidate

e must-be-clear-abd-specific-and-must-be-supported————
: by adequate statements of material facts : .

~oo o (3) The Court must be prima facie satisfied on thp .
. -« materials produced before the Court regarding the -
truth of the allegations made for a recount;

(4) That the court must come to the conclusion that

in order to grant prayer for inspection it is

- necessary and imperative to do full Just/ce bebtween
" the parties;

~ (5) That the discretion conferred on the Coun‘

- should not be exercised in such away so as to
enable the applicant to indulge in a roving inquiry
with a view to fish materials for declaring the
election to be void; and
(6) That on the special facts of a given case sample
inspection maybe ordered to lend further assurance

T to the prims facle satisfaction of the Court
regarding the truth of the allegations made for a
recount. and not for the purpose of fishing out
materials. ,

If all these circumstances enter into the mind

.of the Judge and he is satisfied that these

- conditions are fulfilled in a given case, the exercise
~ of the discretiongould undoubtedly be proper.
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38. ‘Again In.Fulepa Singh v, Vijay Kumar Sinha AIR ..

2009 SC 2247, it has been re-affirmed that inspection of

election papers mentioned in detail in Rulg 93 (a) to (é) is also
'not' a malter of course. Inspectioﬁ of those papers Cannot be
orde:'red and parties cannot be permitted to insbect t‘ne sanﬁe .
~for the purposes of makmg a roving enquiry in order to fssh out
_ the matenals ‘and to derive support to one's own case A clear_":
| case is, therefore, required to be made out for ordermg the |

productlon and mspectuon of election papers by the partles

39, To sum up, an order either fO!"iﬂSpﬁCﬁQWQf reecqunt,pf. '
- the votes’affects the secrecy of ballot, which is, undoubtedly,
sacrosanct and inviolable except where 'strong prima facie case -

issmade out. (Kaxx__g_kku_ajml__uﬂmils_\’@ﬁ!ﬂﬂﬁm
' gggw;ra Ra AIR 2010 SC 24 referred to)

40. Taking into consideration the factual aspects of the
matter as brought on record and the well settled position of law.
on the subject, as discussed above, the petitioner Is not entitled
to get the votes decoded or recounted. Accordingly, issve no.7
is answered in the negative. ' =

ISSUE Nos.5 and 8

Q. In view of the adverse findings of issue nos.1 to 4 and 7,
no interference is called for with the result of the election in

- question. The issues are, therefore, decided in favour of the .

respondent no.1.
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42. For the foregoing reasons, none of the grounds
questionmg the validity of the election stands estabhshed and
therefore ‘the petition, bemg devoid of- m@rit deserves to be \

dxsmlsaed

_43. Accordmgly, ‘the electton petltzon is hereby dlsmlssed
There shall be no order as to costs. '

4., A cbpy of this judgmen'f be- forwarded to the Electibn-

- Commission as well as to the Speaker of tha State l.f‘égis!atyr'e."‘ .

Petition dismissed.

(R. C. MISHRA)
Judge
3-5-2013
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
Nirvachan Sadan, Ashoka Road, New Delhi-110 001

New Delhi, Dated 29th July, 2013— 7 Shravana, 1935 (SAKA)
NOTIFICATION

No. 82-MP-LA-(07-2009)-2013.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951
(43 of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the judgement/order of the High Court of Madhya
Pradesh of Jabalpur Bench dated 18th April 2013 in Election Petition No. 07/2009 filed by Shri Rajesh Kumar
Challenging the election of Shri Devendra Singh to the Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 143-Silwani
Assembly Constituency,

By Order,

Sd./-
(BERNARD JOHN)
Secretary,

Election Commission of India.
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HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH : JABALPUR

ELECTION PETITION No,7/2009

Rajesh Kumar, son of Sitaram,

aged about 29 years, resident of Ward No.3, ,

Udaipura, Distt. Raisen ... Petitioner
VvS.

Devendra Smgh son of Ram Prasad
aged about 33 years,
resident of Khanpur, Post Office Chandbad

- Begumganj, Distt. Raisen ...Respondent

Shri Manoj Sharma with Rajmam Mishra, Advocates for
the petitioner.
| Shri Imtlyaz Husaan with Shri R. B Patel, Advocates for the
respondent

 DateofHearing _: 22/1/2013
Dabe of Judgment 18/4/2013

- JUDGMENT

In this petition, election of the returned candidate viz. the
respondent to the M.F. Legislative Assembly Constituency

'No.143, Silwani has been called in question on the ground of

improper rejectxon of the nommatton paper, as contemplated in
clause (c) of sub-section (1) of 8.100 of the Representation of
the People Act, 1951 (for short ‘the Act’). The petitioner has
sought ‘declarations to the effect that (a) the order dated
8.12.2008 passéd by the Assistant Returning Officer was illegal
and (b) election of the respondent to the Constitf.:en’cy is void.

2. The correspondmg calendar was notlfted as under -

G)) Last date for filing of nommatlon papers . 07.11.2008
(2) Scrutiny of nomination papers : . 08.11.2008
(3)  Withdrawal of nomination papers ) 10.11.2008
4) Date of election : ) 27.11.2008
(5) Declaratié?}?ﬁf'feswts . - 08122008

RS A ‘r"
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3. vind'i's*put'ably, on 11.8.2008, the petitioner's nomination
paper,;: a copy of which has been tendered in evidence as
Exhibit P-1, was rejected for the reason that he, being an
elector. of a different cbnstituency ‘namely M.P. Legislative
Assembly Constituency Udaipura No.140, had failed to submit
a copy‘ of the electoral roll of that constituency or certification

from ERO of thaf constituency, as per requrrement of subo '

section (5) of Section 33 of the Act.

A ‘According to the petitionér, rejection of the nomination |

pape:r was wholly arbitrary, illegal and against the relevant
provisions of the Act, as contained in Sections 33(4), 33(5),
36(2)(b), 36(4) and 39(2)(c) thereof. In support of the assertion,
he has further pieaded that -

- (A) the nomination form, in the prescribed format, filed
in support of his candidature as an indepehdent
. candidate, was - ' ) | | . -
(i)  duly completed by him in all respects and
(i) signed by himself

(iiify  subscribed by 10 proposers, who are electors

~ of the constituency as required by Section 33(1) of
the Act. *

(B) S8ince he was an elector of a different constituency,

he had also filed a copy of the relevant part of the
electoral roll of that constituency as required by sub-
- section (5) of Section 33 of the Act.

: '(C) Letter of Tahsildar (Annexure P-2) clearly reflected
that he had annexed a copy of the relevant part of the
electoral roll immgliance with provision of sub-section
- R A 2
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(5) of the S.33 of the Act and even otherwise, in view of

the decision in Rakesh Kumar v. Sunii Kumar AIR 1999

SC 935, the Assistant Returning Officer should have

afforded an opportunity of hearing to him before rejecting

the nomination paper.

5. While raising preliminary objections to the effect thét the .

petition deserves to be dismissed at the threshold for —

“(a) want of compliance with the provision of Section

81(3) of the Act.

(b} non-compliance with the requ:rements of Sectnon
83(1)(c) of the Act.

.(c) absence of a common authorshlp in signatures on
the nomlnation paper as well as on the petmon

- the respondent in his written statement, has submitted

that rejection of the petitioner's nomination paper was justnfted

in view of the facts that despite grant of opportunity, he did not-

furnish certified copy of the electoral roll of the constituency
which he belonged to and that the photodopy of the electoral
rolt submittednon his behalf, was not sufiicient ic establish his
identity. According to him, the nomination forn};was liable to be

rejected for other reasons also namely —

(iy  Itdid not bear signature of the petitioner.
(i)  Provision of Article 173(a) of Constitution of india
~ was not complied with. |
(i) The: petitioner had made contradictory statements
regardnfzg,hJs caste.

Uy = .
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8. In the light of these pleadings, the following issues have
béen framed and amongst them, issue nos.3(a) and 3(b),
based on legal objections, have already been decided vide
order dated 11.1.2010 as preliminary issues -

No. [ lssues Fmdmg

1 [Whether the nomination of the petitoner was| | No |
- | improperly rejecied.

—

rejection for the reasons that=’ _ .
(|) it d!d not bear s&gnature of the petmoner 1. - No

(i) for want of compliance thh Article 173(a) of | - No
the Constitution of india. '

(iii) the petitioner has made contradlctory No
statemenh: regardmg his caste

Whethar the petition is fiable fo be dismissed
at the threshold for- :

(8) want of compliance with the provision of | No
Section 81(3) of the Representation of the
People Act, 1951 (for short ‘the Act’).

(b) non-compliance with the requirements of |
$.83 (1) (c) of the Act.

(¢€) absence of a common authorship in
signatures on the nomination paper as well as No ¢
on the petition.

4 | Whether the eloctior, of the returned candidate

No

deserves to be set aside on the ground| No
mentioned in Section 100(1)(c) of the Act. . :
5 | Reliefs and costs? Petition
: ' dismissed
with no order
as to costs

AU SN

ISSUE Nos. 2{!) and 3{c)

7. The petitioner (PW2) has clearly asserted that the
nomination paper (Bﬁ{;&4 )?_‘though filled by Neeraj Shrivastava
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(PW3), an Advocate practicing at Udaipura, bears his
signatures only. His statement has drawn ample support nof
only from evidence of Neeraj Shrivastava but also from a
candid admission made by respondent Devendra Smgh (DW1)
in his chief examination recorded on 2.2.2012 to the effect that
the form was submitted before the Returning Ofﬁc_ef by the

petitioner ohlyﬁ From the tenor of his deposition it is evident -
- that his objection to the genumeness -of signatures of the
g pe’cmoner on the nomination form is based on the allegation that

the same are dissimilar to his admitted signatures on the
petmon In such a situation, his application, under Section 45 of
the Evidence Act for summoning an, handwriting expert to
compare the signature was rejected vsd_e.order~dated 20.6.2012
while endorsing the contention raised by the petitioner that it is

not uncommon to find difference in the signatures of the same

person even after a short interval of time. The relevant excerpt

of the order may be reproduced as under -

20. - However, fact of the matter is 'that in

- accordance with Section 81(1) of the Act, an
election petition has to be presented in person
before the Registrar of the Court and the
corresponding report of the Registry raises a
presumption, though rebuttable, that the petition
was filed by the petitioner himself. Moreover, for
establishing that while filing the nomination paper,
someone else has impersonated himself as the
petitioner, the Returning Officer would be the.best
witness. The well-settled position of law on the
compar/son of disputed signaturetwriting” with the
admitted  signature/writing  has already been
dl?CUSSG%IhIS apart, it is trite that the effect of an

o PG,
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. alleged admission depends upon the circumstances
in which it was made. For this, the following
lluminating observations made by the Supreme
‘Court in Nagubai Ammal v. B. Shama Rao AIR
1956 SC 583 may usefully be quoted -

“an admission is not conclusive as to the .
truth of the matters started therein. It is only a
piece of evidence, the weight to be attached to
which must depend on the circumstances under
~which it is made. It can be shown to be
-erroneous or untrue, so long as the person to
_ whom it was made has not acted upon it to his
- detriment, when it might become conclusive by
way of estoppel.”

21. To sum up, it is neither éﬁcbedient in the
interests of justice nor desirable to summon the
Handwriting Expert for opinion on the aforesaid
point. This I.A. also deserves rejection with costs. -

-~

8. It is ré!evant to note that for the reasons recorded in the
same | orde.r,' respondent's yet another appiication for
summoning the Retuming Officer as a Court Witness was
dismissed with liberty to call the officer in evidence as his own
witness. But, the respandent has not preferred to do sd.’

Q. In the light of the oral evidence brought on record as well

as the presumption attached to the correctness of the report of
the Registry, it is not possible to hold that signatures of the
petitioner either on the nomination form or on the- election

- petition were not genuine. Both the issues, therefore, deserve

to be and are anﬁwgred inthe favour of the petitioner.
’W\‘ Rl
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ISSUE No.2(ii} AND 2(iii)

10. Even though, respondent Devendra Singh (DW1) has

been emphatic in stating that d.uring his presence from 1 p.nt. to |

2 p.m in‘the election office, the petitioner, despite being asked
by the Returning Officer tc do so, had failed to make and

subscribe the requisite oath, as enjqihed by_ Article 173(a) of the&"

Ccnstitution of India yet, he has not ’oeen able to explain his

- own. conduct.in not making any complainrtl_beforé,the Returning -~

Officer as well as in not incorporating the corresponding

" pleading in the written statement. Moreover ‘as concluded
already, none of the signatures on_ the nomination form

purporting to be appended by the petn;loner including the one
available on the form of oath can be treated as an ingenuine
one,' Thus, there is nothing on record to doubt' correctness of
the contents of the form of oath, duly signed by the authorized
person, suggesﬁng that the petitioner had_sUbscribed the oaih
on 7.11.2008 at 1.20 p.m.

1. Coming to the issue no.2(iii), it-may be observed that,
admltted!y Snlwam Seat in the Legislative Assembly

Constttuency was declared reserved for the Scheduled Castes

of the State. The nomination form (Ex.P-1) read as a whole

clearly reflects that the petitioner had sought to contest the -

election as a member of Scheduled Caste ‘Mehraf. As such, the
error crept in showing him as a candidate belonging to General
Category on one of the pages of the form was not “sufficient to

reject the same on the ground of dxsquahﬁcanon

12. For these reasons, both the issues are decided in the -

negative.
ne
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ISSUE No.1

13. At the outset, it may be observed that in absence of
corresponding pleadings, the statement on oath made by
petitioner Rajesh Kumar to the effect that neither at the time of

‘presentation nor at the time of scrutiny, _he was informed about
. any defect in the nominaticn form cannot be accepted. Further,
~ -contents of the letter (Ex.P-2) dated 12.1.2009 authored by
' 'Adztya Sharma the t‘he_nv_.'[ahslldar,,_ Begumganj, ___c!ea,r,,ly.j;

mdtcates that the petitioner had filed only a photocopy of the
relevant extract of electoral roll of Udaipura Constituency.

14. As pleaded by the pét'itioner,fth«'e has substantially

compiled with the requirement of sub-section (5) of Section 33
of the Act by annexing copy of the relevant part of the electoral
roll. In order to show that copy [Ex.P- -1A] is a true copy of the
relevant extract of the electoral roll, the petitioner, while placmg
reliance on decision of the Punjab High Court in Bansn Ram v.

Jit Ram AIR 1964 PUNJAB 231, has sought to brmg on record

a certified copy_of the electoral -roll (Ex.P-3). The objecti on
taken by the respondent on the ground that the covering page
of the certified copy containing description of the document to
be copied, was not filed along with the e!ec‘tibn petition, was
kept reserved for being decided on merits. '

15.  To fortify the objection that the document (Ex. P- ) cannot
be taken into consideration, reliance has been placed to the
following observations made by a Constitution Bench in Ranijit

‘Singh v. m»

gh AIR 1966 SC 1626 -



3050

qeyeyl TS9d, fEAied 23 ST 2013

{ 9w

16.
to the relevant provisions as ccntamed in sub-section (5) of
Sectnon 33 and sub-sectlons (1) and (4) of Sectlon 36 of the

“Section 33 (5) requires that it is the copy
produced by the candidate which should show

‘whether he is qualified or not and for that purpose a

copy produced by the candidate should be complete
whether it is of the roll or of the relevant part
thereof. To such a case S.36 (4) has no application.

Before proceeding further, it would be necessary to advert

Act. The prochtons read -

Section 33. Presentatton of nomination paper and
requirements for a valid nomination

(5) Where the candidate is an elgctor of a different
constituency, a copy of the elecforal relf of that
constituency or of the relevant part thereof or a
certified copy of the relevant entries in such roll shall,
unless it has been filed along with the nomination
paper, be produced before the returning officer at the
time of scrutin V. '

Section 36. Scrutiny of nommattons

36. Scrutiny of nominations.—(1) On the- date fixed

for the scrutiny of nominations under Section 30, the
cand:dates their election agents, one proposer of

each candidate, and one other person duly

aythorised in wntmg by each candidate, but no other
person, may attend at such time and- place as the
returning officer may appoint; and the returning
officer shall give them all reasonable facilities for
exammmg the nomination papers of all eandidates
which have been delivered within the time and in the
manner laid down in Séction 33. N

(@) .

(3) -

(4) The returning officer shall not reject any
nomination paper on the ground of any defect whtch
is not of a sifi@texliglcharacter.
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17. A bare perusal of the judgment rendered inv”Ban:s,i Ram’s
case (ibid) would reveal that it is based on a three-judge Bench

decision of the Supreme Court in N. T, Veluswami Thevar v.

G. Raja Nainar AIR 1959 SC 422 propounding that -

“.evidence can be adduced before  the

Election Tribunal on the point of the nomination

. paper having been improperly rejected;
-Election Tribunal. is not confined only to the
material actually placed before . the Returning
. Officer, Section 36 unequ/vocally fays. down that
the Retuming Officer has only to hold such
summary enquiry as he thinks necessary. The
. statute does not lay down anywhere that the
Elect/on Tribunal trying the /ssue relating fto
Improper rejection of a. nommat/on paper in an
election petition is bound to confine itself only to
the material available to the Returning Officer at

the time of scrutiny. Keeping in view the paramount .
importance of the election of the representatives of
the people to our Legislatures the right to seek
election could not have been intended by the
Parliament to depend on summary enquiry of the
‘Returning Officer as contemplated by Section 386.
The Election Tribunal is therefore well within its
power in considering the question of the propristy
and Iegallty of the order of rejection of Homination
papers on the evidence produced in the course of

the trial of the election petition.

18. Accordingly, the objection is overruled and the document -
(Ex.P-3) is admitted in evidence. However, the fact remains that
the copy (Ex.P-1A) is’ an incomplete copy of the part of the
electoral roll- of which Ex.P-3 is a certified copy. Apparent

defects are -
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(i it is a photocopy and, as such, there was no

possibility of the document being compared with

original, which, at the relevant point of time, was in '

~ the office of Returning = Officer for U,dai'pu.ra
- Constituency. | :
(i) it not atte:.ted evzn by the petmoner himself

(i) copy of the cevermg_p,age containing description or
the receipt 4comprising particulars of copying

~@pplication, If any, made by. the petitioner is not

annexed thereto.

(iv) details of'the part of the electoral roll are not

_ reflected. 4
. (v) it included details of most ¢f.the other voters as

mentioned in the electoral roll along with his/her
photograph but the space for photograph of the .

petitioner is left blank.

19. In‘Raniit Singh v. Pritam Singh AIR 1966 SC 1626, a
Constitution Bench had the occasion to consider the purport

and object of sub-section (5) of Section 33 of the Act. K.N.

‘Wanchoo, J. (as his Lordship then was), speaking for theCOurt,

observed —

7.  The object of this provision obviously is. to
enable the returning officer to check whether the
person standing for election is quahﬁed for the .
- purpose. The electoral roll of the constituency for
which the returning officer is making scrutiny would
be with him, and it is not necessary for a candidate
to produce the copy of the roll of that constituency.
‘But where the candidate belongs to another
,constltuency the returning officer would not have the

roll of thgfmotbgz; constituency with him and therefore -
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the provision contained in'S. 33 (5) has been made
by the legislature to enable the retumning officer to
check that the candidate is qualified for standing for

- election. For that purpose the candidate is given the
choice either to produce a copy of the electoral rol!

~of that other constituency, or of the relevant entries
in such rolf before the rei‘urn/'ng officer at the time of

. the scrutiny, if he has not already filed such copy
with the nom/nauon paper.........

".12.. ... That provision [sub-section (4) of S:36]-is-to -

the effect that the returning officer shall not reject
any nomination paper on the ground of any defect
which is not of a substantial charagter. But the non-
production of a complete copy of !tre relevant part in
our opinion is & defect of a substantial character for
it makes it impossible for the returning officer to

- decide whether the candidate is qualified or not.
Qualification for standing for election is a matter of
substantial character”. .

20. - Still, making extensive reference to Paragraphs 19 to 21

of a three-judge Bench decision in Rakesh Kumar's case,

learned counsel for the petitioner has strenuously contended
that principles of natural justice could not be exc!uded from the

| ‘election process. Accordmg to him, non- grant of opportunity of

hearing by the returning officer to meet the objectidn before

rejecting the nomination form, by itself, is sufficient to render‘

the rejection as illegal.

21. '_Howe\)er, a close analysis of the factualqaspects in
Rakesh Kumar's case (supra) would show that —




3054

qegyey TSI, feien 23 v 2013

[ 9

(a) the last date of filing nominations was 20-1-1997
and the date of polling was 6-2-1997 and, therefore, the
case related to a period prior to the amendment of the
Symbols Order on 20-5-1999 by which para 13-A has
been added: Two persons, namely, Sunil Kumét and Veer
Abhimanyu had supmitted Forms A and B claiming to be

cand:dates of the Bhartiya Janta Party. At the ttme of
scrutmy, the Returning Officer suo motu raised an'

" objection to ihe effect that since BJP had set up more

22.
 Court proceeded to hold that the Returmng Officer ought to

than one candidate, none could be treated as a candidate
of the said political party and rejected the ndmination
papers of both Sunil Kumar and Veer Abhimanyu. Sunil
Kumar made an application s’satlng that he was the official
candidate of the party and he requested for twenty—four

“hours' time to produce an Ofﬁcial confirmation of his

candidature but the application was rejected and no time
was given, though no other candidate (mcludmg Veer
Abhimanyu) had raised any objection. -

(b) Since the political party in question had nbt
‘rescin'ded the earlier Form B notice, the Returning Officer

after. declining the request made by one of the candidates
for time to produce the ofﬁcsal conﬁrmatlon of his
candidature . by the party, proceeded to reject the

homination of both the candidates set up by the party as
‘well as the nomination of the substitute candidates.

o~

it was in the context of the aforesaid féé'ts that the Apex

have granted him time to meet the objectlon in the interest of -

justice and fair play as he was not expected to reject
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nomination paper without giving an opporttin'izty to the candidate
or his representative present at the time of scrutiny to meet an
objection capable of being ‘made, particularly, where such an
opportunity is sought for by the candidate or his representative.
For a réady reference, the relevant observations may be

reproduced thus -

. The legislature in its supreme wisdum did not amend
the proviso to Section 36 (5) of the Act after Section 33
(1) was amended in 1996, thereby clearly exhibiting its-
~ intention that the sald prowso was reqwred to.be. given
- its full effect, more pamculaﬂy because the duty which
a. returning officer performs while scrutinising the .
nomination papers is quasi judicial in character, even
after Section 33 (1) had been amended

The proviso to Section 36(5) of the Act Iays down :

Provided that in case (an objection is raised by the
returning officer or is made by any other person) the
candidate concerned may be allowed fime to rebut it
not later than the next day but one following the date

- fixéd for scrutiny, and the returning officer shall record
his decision on the date to which the pmceedmgs have
been adjoumed

< .. Through the proviso, the _Iegis/atUre has provided
that in case an objection is raised during the scrutiny,
 {o the validity of a nomination paper of a candjdate, the
Returning Officer, may, give an opportunfty fo the
concerned candidate to rebut the. objection by givihg
him time "not later than the next day". This is in accord
with the principles of natural justice also. Since, no
other candidate had raised any objection to the claim
of the respondent of being the official candidaté of
BJP, and the objection had been raised by the
Returning Officer suo motu, the mandate of the proviso
- to Section 36 (5) of the Act warranted the holding of a
- summary genquiry, to determine the validity of the
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nomination paper by the returning officer, while
exercising his quasi-judicial function. In the present
- case, the respondent had sought an dp,bortunity o
meet the objection, but even if he had not sought such
an opportunity, the returning officer ought to have
granted him time to meet the objection in the interest of N
justice and fair play. '

23.  This apart, as pointed out further —

= o “The. Returning Officer would have been justified.

in rejecting the nomination paper of the respondent,
had the respondent either not sought an opportunity to
rebut the objection raised by the Retuming Officer or A
was unable to rebut the objection within the time
allowed by the returning officer.c..

Having raised the objéc'tion suo motu, the
request of the respondent who was present and sought
time in writing to seek clarification from.the BJP as to
who was its oficial candidate, the Returning Officer in '

: all faimess was obliged to grant time to the respondent .
as prayed for by him and postponed the $crutiny to the
next day but he ought not fo have rejected his
nomination paper in hot haste. The Returning Officer,
obviously, failed to exercise -his jurisdiction under
Section 36(5) of the Act properly and thereby fell into a

- grave error in réjecting the nominaﬁoh paper of the
respondent.” " '

24. However, the facts of the instant case are distinguishable'
 as it has nowhere been pleaded by the petitionér that he or his

authorized representative had remained present at the time of
scrutiny of the ncmination paper and had “requested for
postponing the sbrutiny to the next day so as to enable him to
file a} complete copy of the relevant extract of the electoral rpll.
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25. It is trite that if an election petitioner wants to put forth a

~ plea that a nomination was improperly rejected to declare an

election to be void it is necessary to set out the averments for

making out th'e said ground. The reason given by the Returning

' Ofﬂcer for refusal to accept the nomination and the facts

necessary to show that the refusal was |mproper is reqmred to
be set out in the election petition. In the absence of the

necessary. a'verments it cannot be said that the election petntion, -

contains the material facts to make out-a cause of action (See

Nandiesha Reddy v. Kavitha Mahesh, (2011) 7 SCC 721). In

this view of the matter, the petitioner's assertion that he himself

- had remained present at the time'of scrutiny, not being in line or
comlstent with the pleadmgs cannot be looked into or relied ’
.~ upen and as an obvious consequence the pnnc;ple laid down

in Rakesh Kumar's case is of no avail to the petitioner.

26. The other provisions relevant to the present diseussion

j and contained in sub-sections (6), (7) & (8) of Sectibn 36 of the

Act, may also be extracted thus:-

(6) The returning officer shall endorse on each
nomination paper his decision accepting or rejecting
the same and, if the nomination paper is rejected, -
shall record in writing a birief statement of his
feasons for such refection. '

(7) For the purposes of this section, a certified
copy of an entry in the electoral roll for the ‘time
being in force of a constituency shall be conclusive
evidence of the fact that the person referred 16 in
that entry is an elector for that constituency, unless
it is proved that he is subject to a disqualification
mentioned in Section 18 of the Representation of
the People.Act, 1950 (43 of 1950):
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(8) Immediately after all the nomination papers
have been scrutinized and decisions accepting or
" _rejecting the same have been recordéd, the
returning officer shall prepare a list of validly
nominated candidates, that is to say, candidates
whose nominations have been found valid, and affix
- it to his notice board. :

27. As indicated airéédy, the so called copy of relevant part of

»the electoral roll (Ex PHA) pertammg to Udaipura Constituency
'was not a complete copy and in terms of Sub-Section (5) of

Section 33, the requisite copy of the Electoral Roll could be

' produced only either with the nommat:on paper or at the time of
scrutmy “While pointing out that the statute does not

contemplate any other time for productxon of such copy, a three
Judge Bench of the Supreme Court in Jeet Mohinder Singh v.

'Harminder_Singh Jassi AIR 2000 SC 256, following to the

Constitution Bench judgment in Raniit Singh's case (above)
has restated the settled legal position in the foquin"é words -

“......Where the candidate is an elector of a
different constituency, Section 33(5) prescribes the
‘manner’ of proving the factum of the candidate
being an elector of a different constituenoy in one of
the three modes :@ (i) by producmg a copy of the
electoral roll of that constituency or (ii} a copy of the
relevant part thereof or (iii). a certified copy of the
relevant entries in such roll. Any other mode of

 proof is excluded. This has been explamed by- the
Constitution Bench of this Court in Ranjit Smgh V.

" Pritam Singh, AIR 1966 SC 1626. So far as the time
is concerned, as we will deal with shortly hereinafter
the earliest and outer limits of time are prescribed.

-



AT 1]

Yy ISIY, fedien 23 SFRE 2013

3059

The requisite document has to be produced either
with the nomination paper which is the earliest point
of commencement of time limit or at the scrutiny of
the nomination papers which is the outer limit. It is -
pertinent to note that Section 33(5) does.- not

- specifically proVide who shall p'rod'uce the requisite
document before the returning officer. All that it -
provides for is that one of the thrze the documents
must be produced.”

28, Takmg mto consxderatlon all these: factual and legal o
aspects of the matter, it is also not possmle to hold that the

Returning Officer had committed any impropriety in rejectmg
the  petitioner's nomination form. The conclusion -can be
summed up in no better words than the’ ‘followmg used by the

'. Apex Court in Narbada Prasad v. Chhagan Lal AIR 1969 SC

395 ~

““There was no compliance with the prowsxons of
Séation 33 (5) of the Representation of the People
Act and there was no power in the court to dispense
with this requirement. It is a well-understood rule of
law that if a thing is to be done in a particular
manner it must be done in that fnanner or not at all.
Others modes of compliance are excluded,

ceeviinenn.... nON-COmpliance with Sec. 33 (5) is a
defect of a substantial charac_:tef and is not covered
by Section 36 (4) of the Act. The Returning Officer
in this case rightly rejected the nomination paper of
Jivabhai and the rejection cannot be held to be
lmproper ” '

According{l;, the issue nQ-.’l is decided in févour of the
respondent.
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ISSUE No.4

29.. ' In the light of the findings of issue nos.(1), (2) and (3), no
case is made out for inte_rference with the resuit of the election
in question. The issue is, accordingly, answered .in the

negative.
ISSUE No.5

30. Consequently, the election petition' is dismissed. There

shall be no order as to costs.

"~ 31. A copy of this ;udgment be forward«ad to the Election

Commission as well as to the Speaker of the State Legislative

~ Assembly.

(R. C. MISHRA)

Judge

18-4-2013
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