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T 1.—(1) T A F Y, (2) T wpal & ey,
(3) 31 A ¥ oW IR AfRgEA,
(4) T59 YA % G&ey, (5) WG A & 3T
3R ofygee, (6) fFafeA smEm, wRa @
e, (7) ST aRfe.

AR 2. — ¥ fehra &t sifergE,
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(@) (1) R, (2) TR U,
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(M) (1) wreq Fm, (2) sifaq fram.
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T I o 3MeIT

R fawm
e, aeaid vad, a9t
giud, feAfe 11 faawer 2018

®. TH-1-(T)108-1986-F-2-T.— 154 TTEA
A AferefwRor 1=, wigw, fadw gfem iR, (qfad
guR) Yfeaw gemed, Sue w1 foaiew 20 o 9
15 faam=R 2018 o waRd feow sifsia st w&idha
E2G I

(2) &t Aftefero 1w, ﬁg@,waﬂm A gEuy
i, ag@ afa. gfem weiRess, (gfoe gun) giew
A, e §R 3T wE % we-wry werfed fean
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(3) W A ool W ot Afdefyrer T, gy &
IRyt ®Y W ST IIRW g TrH o gferw
iR, (I guRr) Ifes gered, \rd & 98 |
ywﬁmm%

(4) &t AfefieRor 7w, WIqd g 9 FRYR T80
H W hfew (2) W fais wrivr 7y Fefe sy
AT FEAR | TH 2.

(5) ST H oY Bftreliero 7w, TqS T SRR
A T o SH YHR I TR S IR ISR W H K
qd fierar o

(6) v forem wman @ v afe st Afteiero 1w,
WA, 3% Y RV TG I A S ] W T T,

TRl F TS F A Y qAT ST,
sftare, 31X wf=E.

Fordisres, A RO 9O G IR, AT BRI W e gRuer, e ¥ A qun ik —2018.
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fafyr ot faurt == faum
e, feaiw 5 faawer 2018

HL. %. 4184-2018-Spr-§ (). —=1fah Hell i
gew et e e, yoq swaer =y ai-2 (&R
1) Forell STeeR TR % e st yem sifafis =R
g aftehen srafy &1 frde daeHs Td SwedagEs
T IR % SR S A, HEUeY g ymafs
afifa #t d3% feiw 7 evma 2018 e Fawe Wifdn d
o 1 Frota & srped o S ~fue aIfyeR) S 9
T (Discharge from Service) Y i T HIE 7.

3% Afae AU & oy § I e, TEuey
H I ¥ geHd B9 g TS oA A g o feamn
2 5 At nifen g, 9o owaeR =ty wi-2 (@
1) el SR % =IrETerd ot Jom Sifafis =
& ey feiih ¥ ¥arw (Discharge from Service)
T s,

a1 geagRy fafae dan (erifetor, freisor qar srdie),
fram 1994 & frem 11(Hf) S sierfa Taggr, T5T IR
siody i T, vom SFeaRR =y Fi-2 (i Si)
e TR & e ot yu stfafte —=mndi R
¥am® (Discharge from Service) Il L

e, feaie 14 faamsr 2018

W, ®. 4065-FFHE- (). —T ARA, R SR
A T ST WHEETE ARW %, 3809-3FBIE-A (J)
feiar 12 faawat 2017 SR HEIEET & WEY 9§ ALA9RY
3= e @uedis, 1R ¥ U weE it oK ¥ I
FQ ¥ Fge 4 e @ 96, el weifesr &
wRiFEE A T 11 faamex 2018 ¥ 31 SHad 2019 T
# gig w1 W}, 3% sty A A e T HiE A
¥ I7 diag aoa w0 % ol wd i,

9, feis 17 faas 2018

. . 3 (T) 2017-39R19- (TH) 3514.—HAI
I e N HEAUSY <At Qe e 2017 i WA
gt fertior 21 o 2017 | e =mEnd (Yo¥ ®R)
Tder 2017, 91 Q Wil ot F ug W wAfE vl gt
oS e (3wrEre) Gt At e wYT T (A . 39)
# fgfe & fod oo aw SM ¥ R, TS URH,
Taagr, S S T (enrEre) G At Hie W e
1 9 Tt e =y (JEY W) a) ¥ weft
Y g 99 g % ARe . 39 9 faeiia T S 99
1 HR TG Hl B

T %, 3 (T) 2017-5RE-9 (TH) 3518, —HEAI
I AR R HeAYY s |t e 2017 i =9I
gt fertian 21 e 2017 F foren =mndta (yew @)
qder 2017, 9% ¥ @t wdll F ug W waf@ snaed
# dEwEe el @ @, 8 g W el (At
#F. 37) # T & fod oo 9 SR % SR, T
TS, TAggRT, A R et g @, A T 6
et =1 =T Tt fren =mney (789 ®R) IR ¥ @i
et ot qEr 99 gt % Afe . 37 9 faeifyd w3
= %1 SITUHR THR HAT T

CHL W, 3 (T) 2017-3FRIG-9 (TH) 3522.—HEAGRN
I e R HEAYRY ~ATsh T e 2017 i 99
T i 21 FawR 2017 § e = (wE9 @)
e 2017, 9 @ Wef wdl & v W wAF@ e
o e Taar O ot u AR frard (AR . 55)
w1 Fgfe ¥ fod o @ SH % HRO, T WEH,
TaggN, A wrEd o faerd g A s e ferd 6
T FaftE e R (9 ®R) IR ¥ @ wdi w®
e =wF gl & e F. 55 9 faehfum w37 =
1 AfYFHR T FE <.

HEAYRY % THUA F A F 97 ARAER,

Ware, feie 18 faamr 2018

HLo®. 1 (W) 4041, 3681-TZITHSS-gFhIG-H
(A).—T e, rgfaa wifa ofit sy Ssta
(TR framer) sfufed, 1989 (. 33 ¥ 1989)
YR 14 ¥ it wenfia fod ~rare, fSen deen & fad
ST S 3R ST ST (R Frawer) Fram,
1995 % FEm 4(1) F siwfa it ok FHoarET, AfbEe
(AMiFA . T, 9./1621/04, fEAF 1 SR 2004) H
faftrs Sy arfugsn fige #@ §. 4 v w9,
sifyeran # I oy Ay sifvewn & w1 H e
TR feior @ 3 o =t 3rafy arean Skl 5w faf¥ fertien
12 SR 1979 % MUK T % g 62 9 &t A b
FA W T A S RS 7, F e wnht qwn = Fgfe
for A SR TAD TEE &t ST FHRT.
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S S Foawr, g, dea ® W fafe <y
sifraat % w9 § @ o) T yow onfk fafu ek
faurh = faam & oRw %Hiw 1(H) TfEd-swna-
T (), feiw 3 Taw 2014 F ET T T W W
ey § 1 el S AT YEA- 64— WWH-2225-(5171)
fodiy =maerdl ®) wuA-31-eadtas darsi ¥
STeTafiTT-003-3IRHTYeh! Y T F 3iia faskerta i,
foraent Yram 3 W ¥ Feifta fen T o= = gr
fepa A

A Gaw woawrl, oy WAy siftewa dea ®i oy
e Ifidiors @) eruftafa % feis W favy e
T o 39 7 w1 s g w6 fen Atz gm
ardfed feranm .

T F. 4042, 3450-IAAT-TFRA-A(F).— T
9, S faa Sfd e STgfe Ssifd (SR )
stfafram, 1989 (. 33 9 1989) &Y NI 14 & 3Hawia
wrifya fordw e, foen deER & fod 3% arfufm
FH oUW 15 & oiaia @ waw fdg Hiew, sifbe,
(AT . TH. §.-235-2000, f&Ai® 2 et 2000) =
stfeeaa = I fadm @l sifiess w5t T sew
feiwm @ 3 o @t safy srgen st w9 faf¥ feaiw 9
STERER 1972 % YR W 3% G0 62 o &Y 30 0
%, 78 A S 9 €, F ford it qun W Fyfe fam
I HRO TAF WA T ST R

At wEe fuig der, sifves, deERk i @ foem

dirs s % v f w1 ¥ ol 3 gew ek fafy
sk faurh w@ fauam F o wAiw 1(H) @ifeE-
THRE-9 (), feAt®s 3 TR 2014 F Y T T W
T4 day ¥ §R aren F Wi Gen-64-qe I-2225-
(5171) T =arerl S CO-31 - Hest
¥q eMAimEi-003-fyyeRl F1 W F Sfaria fasera
B, Forremt s S 3 waifta e v w wamia
B R SR

YR F TSI % A9 Y q¢7 SRR,
e siarad, gf=E.

iire, fediewn 7 faamsr 2018

WL F. 3060-2018-3FHIE-F (). —T4 WARH, el
sfafram 1952 (SR 53 T 1952) H 4 10 F TUE
(%) wEufsa el Frm 1956 % Fraw 13 % Suf-EH (12)
¥ @ve (W) % ITEvE (i) % ofwia Taggrr At efifde
e, A, fer TR B qohd YME ¥ I Al
A ¥ adam yem-ud &t fafaidy erafy stafq feiw
14 SEE 2021 @ W orafy ¥ A Al Ewm @
Freifara e 2.

H, F. 3060-2018-FFhIG-9 (). —T IRA, Tl
SR 1952 (SRHIH 53 T 1952) &I ¥R 10 &% @UE -
(%) weufsa el Frem 1956 3 Frm 13 % Sabrm (12)
F WS (W) % SI@US (ii) F iwla Taggrn 4t aeH
Yo oM, Feq, Tl wUEd, e IR w1 qehd
J9E Y 3T A1l SqeEd F gdaE FE-vs w5 i
srafy srafq feie 3 wd 2022 7 i swafy F o Al
waaE ¥ freifaa w2

FL. . 3060-2018-3FhIG-F (). —TA A, Tl
sfufrr 1952 (Wi 53 T 1952) &I ¥ 10 F GO
(=) weutsd el frag 1956 % Frm 13 % Ut (12)
¥F @ue (@) % S9@Eve (i) F siaia Taggrt A wyea
soe, Aed, fen T S qehe I9E ¥ ST el
e % FdqH ye-u= w1 oty safy st fee
21 STTE 2023 q% &I ety ¥ ¥ ARed =Ewm @
freifom =t ®.

A, feAiw 18 Taarsr 2018

. . 3976-3FRE-9 (N).—TLYRY I, YA
gy fawm % oftes wEie W@-3-3-1-3-08 Tl
11 3t 2006 BN, TS WEH % dieft st ot weifa @
R TN A TG FITH FATHR 6500—10500 B, I TSaBa
Qar Juit-<r wifia fFd oI & Terarsd, TS WeH, TaggR
wegyee T fafues Jan wifteor & eria fren fefues
TR U % U H UsutE dar Sui-d wifta
EZGIS

YR % ToA % AH § qA ARATTHR,
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HEP(A faem
T, qAd Werd, i
Hiare, fedis 31 P 2018 _
. TH-11-12-2018-d19. — T A F1 I W ¢ fop = & 78 srgepeh o fafide iRl ) wrei v, [

o6l q 3Ny &1 faeee Rl w1, aiftra ford o, aftefda ford oim, forsfa frd oM, g2l o/, fam-faer fovd Sm
A IAFT SR BN T R FE EF ©.

2. AEE TEAYRY TRIAR HRARY WS SEieiciad Uy e i TR, 1964 (FHF 12 T 1964) B
YR 3 Y SUYR (1) §R YEd il ) want § R g U9 Y, TAEgHI, S H1E UYEN S W SIRE 6 T
W TRE % w9 F Oifid FO F S0 SR R G SR

3. fopdt off U smufa W, S 39 day ¥ Saa U @RS 991 qUacd W iR ey § fiq e 9 foRet
S A 39 G % ARy Toras H yehifea B9 % iR § T A @ wemed 9e g1 % gl W €, T e
BRI fo=R fohan som .—

ST |
T fsren EERSI] LS| WEFAIA IS G &R wnfae fad
I KT HETH G Eiticn faaxw
L o § aifds
witnfera T
BT ¥ afe.
yfqafda
R
&) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
HeAYRY Bt et EGRU fopen 233 " 5264 H Y WEA -
e . ‘

F. THE-11-12-2013-F9. —HLAYRY T4 TIRE A Te a1 3G9 1 AU 1964 T 91 3 1 ST
(1) ¥ i ToT WA SAfgE H wHiR TE 11-12-2013-419, fEAiw 22 IR 2013 g FrAafafea sggE 9
fafifdy Wi TR A T W R i $0 F e S gEa 9 ® T ot e TER qeaiey TS
T fopan o

2. WIEE W I fugE ¥ day A fuifa wweafy § w8 o sufa wa =/ g R
3. 3@: USY WG GEAHeY WA THRe, QA T qe o9y i sifufram, 1964 (FHIF 12 T 1964) i

U 3 ) IEW (3) § wed wiwdl w W@ § R g e Frefafad WeH TRe | T S RE & 8
o wifog war & o—

v SR L
T fren GRS LD RH T @S 2P T I < | fa < enfife
H A w5 T &
Hegor § arefa
wftifea ?
Eacily 37
2.
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) - (8) (9)
i) STIFTR EEsil 0 e @. H. 775, 0.042, T Y. YRA T
AT 776/1, 777, 0.095,
Ers 778. 0.031,
SR 0.010
£
TEAYY % TSI & AH 9 STRER,

YT B, TR dfed.
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g1 faam
Ao, doddy Yo, HTaTe
ard, feie 1 faasR 2018

®. THE 9-2-2008--Hideg. —FHAR T &
arfufsem, 1948 (34 B9 1948) Ht HNT 87 G & Wferaall
F A H W Y, TS WA U 3§ fawm @t
TG . TH 9-2-99--16, f&Ai® 11 37T 2014 &
sy B Ao few aad wi-eaifea e fafhes,
ST ! 3 AR F T el faie 1 et
2018 & 30 faamR 2019 TF =t o7afy & faw 3@ o W
¥2 YoM il ¥ fr sl o demd g @ s @l
gfaurd wdar T st fem g & s glawsi @
0 gl erh, AraEd g adam J § o W/ glawed %
afafem +FHa wsa S fm g fean SR aren
TRfsfaey s~ 1 gfaw st g & S

TEAYRY & TU F AN G A STRIAER,
RISy, 3TEX gia.

Ser favm

TAeE, gty 9aH, idre

g, feaiew 12 faawsr 2018

%. TH-03-05-2018-T-SIdt.— U W&, TAgE,
neyey Sid Bgstd % frm 815(1) # yeT wiwdl #
I F Y HHA S el & A At oo st
@, A THYR AT, TFe S 211, WK 2, AR R,
ofiorer =1 ST i ol & fod srmwe Hedie fige
wT . T e SHfed W 39 Pl & feet o s
forT HROT AT PR #R e 2,

TEAYSY F TSI F A G qT STQIMTHR,
1Y T, 3TaN wfHa.

SeNfehl W& @R qE&hl faum

He™, deay Wad, Wiare
e, e 17 faasr 2018

%, TH-5-4-2012- 33, —ToF e, FuaRe & dry Joof (fafrer) erfufem, 2000 A R 8 (1) @ F
sFla WeT Wil 1 WA S gU weAwey wel-diy Juot (fafee) sifufrem, 2010 F etwEld SR HeAwew
wer-dy Juoit (fafrem) frm, 2011 % ded § doiiga wEw/fel &9 6t Juforl § faspa Rl SR e Freifesa
we-de # a9 2018-19 ¥ fow sifuean & Hiem wHiw (3) H <Y HUR Wy Fa Ti—

ETicy M FA-dY a9 2018-19 H T T
yfa wa-diy
(1) (2) 3 @
1 3| wert (Wt o) 52/- JREtsll STER
2 SRS 15/~ forra ad 2016-17 31FER
3 3mES & 34/- JIEST STTAR
4 RS AT 34/~ farma o 2016-17 AR
5 FHES WY 15/- fama ad 2016-17 SgER
6 sAEe fegsmest 48/- STRESTT 3TTAR
7 Hiq e 48/- SIS STIER
8 REEISH 30/- SRS STER
9 e fewgehe=R 48/~ forma = 2016-17
10 o I8 30/~ foma ad 2016-17
1 T 9T 30/~ REIST AR
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(M (2) (3) (4)

12 ETASACiSE 15/~ RN STTER

13 drarwa sfis] 15/- forma o 2016-17 TR
14 AR TR 30/- forma = 2016-17 ATER
15 3R RS 30/~ STREIRTT STTER

16 3R foey weat 30.90/- St AR

17 A &S] 15/~ forma a9 2016-17 FTEAR
18 RaEiiciSe 15/- forra & 2016-17 ITER
19 Weqd (BT HREM) 15/~ - fomra od 2016-17 TER
20 3ifaen de€ - 30/- fama ad 2016-17 SER
21 SICHICIE| 15/~ fama = 2016-17 3ER
22 =g (WRS) 50/~ SIHTS STTER

23 R Y 33/~ SNHTST STTER

24 Fe i 10/~ forma ad 2016-17 AR
25 Tdter dry o] (Wl A fRe) 15/- forma & 2016-17 AR
26 qitar e fRed slis 20/~ farma = 2016-17 SER
27 el H 10/~ fama ad 2016-17 T7ER
28 Fel feggme=R 15/- foma & 2016-17 TTER
29 o=t e 50/~ fama ad 2016-17 IFER
30 SR &2 HfT | 15/- ferma o 2016-17 TTER
31 TR TS 25/- famra o 2016-17 STER

IR & ST stfergE ST € ae gwmEsier |

HW%W%W@&?HMW,
W HHI HUEST, 37e) Hied,

TR fosr we ™ faum
e, docty Wa, e
s, feqie 14 faamx 2018

. TH-3-66-2018-3IBNE-5. —HEAYLY R a1 U Farer sifufrm, 1973 (hwish 23 ¥ 1973) &t 4T 23 Wed3d
g 19 N IMER (4) F A Wk g G I 8, 7R TS WER g 9o, TR a0 uH e s ogEe
FHiF 1806-Fa3. 496-2018, Hiuret fertier 31 Wl 2018 BRI wepiferd Tisrarreliar foahrer ST 2031 H IURAT &Y YEA
g fa FR TR SrER Tiserdier Ay & % o T Ao 2031 F Safator R @ STl % SR AeAuey
TR o wq Frawr stfufrem, 1973 @ R 19 (1) § srAifga fran e ¥ @ A &t ia @ Feefafaa weEterl
H wriea g & A o fe s s, stafq—

1. 3gE, WU, WHMT HI9E TRy
2. helae, fafeen foen fafgen weaww
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3. Yo TRUEH AfER, TRufdw afivg, TRl Heages
4. EEIE GuEs, TR a1 U FRw fen wataa, fafgn, e,

ST
. forenrd [EEat| ™ foawE A AR/ IR0 JEE I9fafd
EIEE EIEE] Eagksicuir Higehy Fiam FHHIE (5) W
(7R HymH Eatcen) FHicH Hiem HAE (6) H
HAM) . ST ELIED £l srfafiaa gemfaa wiga
e T i 3uEn
EXIED
) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
1 T faem wEsts ™ 6 AR 611 4 A SrRnfiEn
ST 2031. TG -TESIR ‘ TR yguueert SEm**
i 6 AR 6--11 07 T dEfE, R
YSHUHRT ¥, HiT
qq'z?{ 'gﬁ_’lm *® % % 'Qa

Tiem % W | T9
YR F ISR S
g AfYERl g

TET—
i ‘Wmﬁmﬁam%ﬁnwmwmwﬁmﬁmaﬁ%wﬁaﬁhmww.
iR yguueRr sEm @ ared ® TR wemy wgww femw Hed g ke Ioft § anfia e
iid ’;‘*?qu?iagﬁlm@amﬁ%%qmgﬁﬁmﬁwzmz%ﬁmw@) T aftla ER.

Aq—ITWHK | Wi % @IS 3G 9ET 9w <H iR 12.0 " e

o drsFr A fRa T Suiater AeayRy R adn urg e erfufem, 19733%%19#%@%(5)%%%
ITER TSI H YHRE & a@ 9§ yafdd g

o, feaie 17 faaer 2018 |

%. TH-3-01-2017-HSNE-5.—HeAgeY TR aen o Faw sifufem (denfua) 1973 (i 1 89 2012), 1 4R
23-"'%"" Y ITURT (2) BRI Yed VhaAl Bl WA H W g, ToF TR TaGgIT HTersh, TR a9l U Hawt 6t g1 shis
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2758-3ui-IH-TaAR-2017, f&iF 18 #E 2018 H nfera ford T 1gER yafda Sreerqe forsrma Ao, 2021 # i
F I HER . IuR FER wd W FEER -

. ST
ERic M TE . FIFA (FHRA H) o A YR T
¥ e 3vafa
J-IFRM -39
Q) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
1 foagd a8 SEag 200/1 30.106 Eak STaTE (31eE
IENIESERRS TRTHA Y 3NgF A TY).
2.00 TR
2 UM freEd 98, ST, 230 14.119 CaL| ARt (sred
e STereTqe. TRWRH G 3NFA A 7Y).
2.00 TR

FA Thell . . 4.0 TR

1. Tt oft YR HT STA-Aa Freprl a1 SR gefed | @t S,
2. T W g Y I 7.5 T dter 9ga art stavas g
3. IRIH IUCRY STTAR forehre AT, 2021 1 THiGa WHT BAT

%. Th-3-33-2018-373RE-5. —HEAY TR a1 U™ Faw srfufd, 1973 (pATH 23 9 1973) 1 91 23 Wgfed
4RI 19 Y IUURT (4) F 1 TaER g & St €, R U9 TR R SeeEeE, TR a9 a e w e
FhiE 918-FaA. 496-2018, Wrured feAish 20 W) 2018 NI YhITvG SHIE forshrd S 2031 # SuieRwr 3 YA 51
ifara fordl T SFER <die FAw &9 F R fawm disrn 2031 § Suiwr = 8 STHE % STTER HEWRy TR
aer um AW sifufEm, 1973 3 ur 19 (1) ¥ ergEifed fFen mn € aer A 6t ufa w Freafatea safe § wriaa
g % S e femn s o, etefq—

1. 3P, UPR, HYFT WFR HEAUSw
2. woe, qHie foer e AeEey
3. g TRuferR ifusr, TRufaw 9, s 7SRy
4. GY® GUEE, TR A 7 Few e s, avr aebew.
ST
. foreprar [EEIL] ™ forpra st AR/ IOl FEaE Ui
. _— s = |Rily ey HieH A (5) T
(TR gy gt FieH HieH FHiH (6) |
=1 ) YT SR el arfaftea weaifer w@iha
A ™ wieE s9E
EXIED
D) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
1 wE Ty w4 ARt 4-91-14 4 o SR,

ST 2031 C RS CRIEED L LEA ST 1T
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Q)] (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7
i 4 AT 4-1-14 07 AT JEAREEY, TR
: YWUIERT JM**, FHf

Tiem & WH W 99
YFHFR & HUSKI
T ARl BRI
w8,

ST —
i g Wt ¥ T € Teaude e g g e denfen favm et e o A aftfa sem o derd
i ST SEm e @ e e s FERe Hea g a Ah § i vEm |
i ***5fy wer glaw @ axed ¥ e ey gyt fowm fram 2012 % frm 17(F) F aftla g
A—sRa i Wi & J@ve 3G BT 9 Y <A ASE 12.0 HiX BIW.

T A o fRar o SuiaRer geagew TR qen um Fraw eifuftm, 1973 @Y URT 19 1 SUHW (5) % gEEH
IUR TSI H YHIYH Hi a@ ¥ yafdd g

. Th-3-37-2018-313RE -5, —HEAYW R qt 7 Frarer sifufrm, 1973 (i 23 ¥ 1973) w1 €1 23 Heufsd
g 19 W IMEN (4) F A Taggm g & St ¥, R T WER g HEered, TR a9 few st gEe
FHiH 1156-Ta.90. 496-2018, Wuret i 28 WA 2018 BRI YA TRRAA fohrel ASr 2021 H SUROT B Y1
BN oA 6 T orER wadH Faw & % ford fawere A 2021 H Ui A9 < T STHYE % SR TeAuey
TR wo- W PR sfufrm, 1973 @ ar 19 (1) F SrgEifea fFa e € wen At w wfa w1 frefafaa wafet
B wrEieE wHg % <R e e s wRm, srelq— .

1. ST, U W9E e qeEmey
2. weERY, U9 e vude memew
3. &I TRUfeH s, FROfaw qRug, Ta8A ALayey
4. GyFa S, TR g wm e fen wEfem, wEdh geye.
ST
. fasra fara L2 o faepra s qrf/ BRI ER I C AR IGIRGH
T AT Ht GROi/ EIECa] HieH HHF (5) T
(TR oy # et HicTH HieH FwHF (6) H
1 M) ELpinl EXIED Eal sifafaa wEarfod wieha
wWd @ W 3T
E2eico
M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
1 TR fowm @RISR T 6 RO 6-|1-14 4 gaT grenfien,

ST 2037. CEENIEEIREY LI L IS el
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&l T '

. 445-9-3TS-2018.—<feh, T AT ! 9 9
T & T R T A ) e ¥ wg (1) H oafvfa
4ty 3, g ¥ w8 (2) § sfeafaa aEtn yEeH
¥ ford omavawar ®. om: Y- fuftEw, 2013,
GYA (A% Th, T 2013) 1 U1 19 F Siwla, 9F
3N, uE e fean siran € fF S yfft &1 S5 WA
¥ ford sty B:— ‘

ST

(1) offa 1 IR—(A. 9. I @)

(%) foe—yan

(@) TEHT—IAR FTE
(M) TAH—Hal

() {TFA—0.063 TR

Y . aifsfa e
(¥R H)
M (2)
103/2 0.016
171/2 0.005

17211 : 0.002

(1 (2)
172/2 0.002
172/3 0.002
1007/1 0.036

fastt @ran 9ft a9 e . . 0.063

(2) wEwfe g fogs fod oA sawas
F—gam-Gan (50 fom.h. ) o€ Yo AR et
Ei

(3) yft F IW (@m) w1 Fdewr; wAER
(q-ef), fen wam & = 9 fem S
Tl ©.

. 446--3TSI-2018. —f, T TG 1 59 o 1
weEF B T R AR G T st % ue (1) A afvla
uftr Y, Iyl & ug (2) # Sfeafed e gEeH
F o omewhar R, o y-oiA sifuftad, 2013,
e (SFHI® T, T 2013) H °RT 19 % Sfrld, 9F
g, 8 st fRar san ¥ f s qff At S WA
¥ fod eTovasd §i—

STg
(1) qfF &1 FUA—(¥. 9. e/ @)
(F) TSen—aa
(@) TEHA—TAG SrEer
(M TRAE—E S
(F) STHA—0.249 TR
@9y A s el
(R H)
(M (2)
13 0.010
17/ 0.075
39 0.060
40/1 0.007
40/2 : 0.023
40/3 0.004
40/4 _ : 0.003
40/5 0.003
40/6 0.003
40/7 0.003
40/8 0.003
40/9 0.003
4471 0.030
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Q)] (2) (M (2)
4472 0.002 145/3/1/1/12 0.006
4473 0.008 145/3/1/1/13 0.006
451 0.004 145/3/1/1/14 0.006
: 145/3/1/2/ 0.0
45/2 0.008 ! 2
- 145/3/1/2/2 0.005
ot @rar yfs I Whem .. 0.249
7/2/@/3 0.002
(2) %”ds” 'a‘ﬁ;'d(' R 'ﬁ;‘;a)‘ agiam[ T STTERIh 71214 0.001
— Y- 50 fa. . AR
2 : 7/2/8/5 0.001
7127816 0.001
(3) yfm & IR (w@m) w1 e, waw 72787 0.001
(g-orf), foen s & e d fwar st S, 0.001
TEHdl B,
712789 0.001
. 447-%-3T511-2018.—f, T4 G 1 34 91 HI 71278110 0.001
TyaE B T R fF e @ 0 e % o (1) H afvla 7127811 0.001
o H, gy & W (2) F Sfefed Ay 7/2/@/2 0.001
¥ ford emavasar }. oma: oo stfufvm, 2013, )
e (FHIF TH, T 2013) FHI ORI 19 K Siaid, THF 71278013 0.001
g, % =fvd fre s ® fR ST off @ 39 WS 721814 0.001
¥ fold sravEsd §i— 7/27/@/15 0.001
ST 7/2/8/16 0.001
: 7/2/8/17 .00
(1) 9f #1 FoA—(A. 9. IR/ @) 0.001
7/2/8@/18 0.001
' () — ' 7/2/@/19 0.001
(@) TRHA—TSTR . )
(%) AAFA—2.374 THRI, ' 7/2/8/21 0.001
W 4 P p— 7/2r@/22 0.001
(Fax ) 45/2 0.13
m (2) 50 0.108
145/2 0.101 55/2/% 0.001
145/3/1/1/1 . 0.004 55/2/51 0.002
145/3/1/1/2 0.006 55/2/€ 0.002
145/3/1/1/3 0.006 5512/ ' 0.001
145/3/1/1/4 0.006 55/2/3 0.001
145/3/1/1/5 0.006 55/2/9 0.001
145/3/1/1/6 0.006 55/2/ 0.001
145/3/1/1/7 0.006 55/2/9 0.002
145/3/1/1/8 0.006 55/2/9 0.002
145/3/1/1/9 0.003 55/2/7/1 0.001
145/3/1/1/10 0.006 55/2/7/2 0.001

145/3/1/1/11 0.006 55/2/49/1 0.001
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(1)
55/2/9/2
55/2/71
55/2/72
55/2/@/7
55/2/%G/8
55/2/@/4
55/2/@/9
55/2/G/3
55/2/@/2
55/2/%/6
55/2/@/5
55/1/@/1
55/1/@/2
55/1/%G/3
55/1/@/4
55/1/@/5
55/1/%@/6
55/1/@/7
55/1/@/8
55/1/@/9
55/17/@/10
55/17/@/11
55/1/%/12
55/1/@/13
55/1/%@/14
55/1/@/15
55/174/16
55/1/@/17
55/1/@/18
60/1/%
60/2/%
60/1/71
60/1/8
60/17F
254/1/3
254/1/4
254/2
256/1/1/1

(2)
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.003
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.001
0.007
0.007
0.007
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001

0.02

0.02
0.004
0.004
0.004
0.008
0.012
0.005

0.03

M
256/1/1/2

256/1/1/3
256/1/2/1
256/1/2/2/1
256/1/2/2/2
256/1/2/3
256/1/2/4
257/1/1
257/1/2
257/1/3
257/1/4
257/1/5
257/1/6
257/1/7
257/1/8
257/1/9
257/1/10
257/1/11
257/1/12
257/1/13
258/1
258/2
258/3
258/4
259/1
259/2
259/3
259/4
259/5
259/6
259/7
259/8
260/1/2
260/1/4
260/1/5
260/1/6
260/1/7
260/1/8
263/1/1/1/1

(2)
0.005

0.005
0.034
0.003
0.003
0.004
0.004
0.001
0.004
0.004
0.002
0.002
0.004
0.004
0.004

0.004

0.004
0.004
0.004
0.004
0.008
0.002
0.002
0.004
0.004
0.002
0.004
0.004
0.003
0.003
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.004
0.003
0.003
0.002
0.002
0.040
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1 (2) (1) (2)
263/1/1/1/2 0.006 274/3/1/7 0.004
263/1/1/1/3 ’ 0.006 274/3/1/8 0.004
263/1/1/1/4 0.009 274131109 0.004
263/1/1/1/5 0.022 274/3/1/10 ' 0.004
263/1/1/1/6 0.006 276/1/1%/1 1 0.022
263/1/1/1/7 0.022 276/1/1%/2 . 0.031
263/1/1/2 0.009 276/1/1%/1/1 0.008
1266/1 0.16 276/1/1%/1/2 0.008
267/1 0.019 276/1/1%/1/3 , 0.008
273/1/2/1 0.012 v 276/1/1%/2/1 0.005
273/3 0.02 276/1/1%/2/2 0.005
274/1/2, 275/1/2 0.13 276/1/1%/2/3 0.005
274/3/1/1 0.028 276/1/1%/3/1 0.039
274/3/2 0.009 276/1/1%/3/2 ©0.007
274/3/3 0.009 276/2/1/%/1 0.004
274/3/4 0.009 276/2/1/%/2 0.012
274/3/5 0.004 276/2/1//3/1 0.046
274/3/6 : 0.004 276/2/1/%/3/2 0.004
274/3/7 0.006 276/2/1/%/3/3 0.004
274/3/8 0.006 276/2/1/%/4 0.048
274/3/9 0.006 277/11/1/%/ 0.006
274/3/10 0.006 277/1/1/%/2 0.006
274/3/11/1 0.003 27711/ /%/3 . 0.006
274/3/11/2 0.003 278/1/1 0.144
274/3/12 0.003 : 278/1/1/1 0.007
274/3/13 0.003 278/1/1/2 0.007
274/3/14 0.003 ' 278/1/1/3 0.007
274/3/15 0.003 278/1/1/4 0.007
274/3/16 0.003 278/1/1/5 0.007
274/3/17/1 0.003 278/1/1/6 0.007
274/3/1712 0.003 ' 278/1/1/7 0.006
274/3/18 0.004 278/1/1/8 0.006
274/3/19 0.004 278/1/1/9 0.006
274/3/20 0.006 279 0.008
274/3/1/2 0.004 fsft @ yifs =i W L L 2.374
274/3/1/3 0.004 (2) grdsfe gaeH e ol P EERICECED
274/3/1/4 0.004 T—gan-Gan (50 for. . ) =€ @ ARA SR
274/3/1/5 0.004 _ g,

274/3/1/6 0.004 ' (3) 4fm F T (W) w1 FRE, wEwRT
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(g-orsk), forem o & =re ¥ fwa st () (2)
EETURS 195/2 0.010
. 448-Y-3TS11-2018.—fh, T WG ! TH < I 195/3 0.010
e € # T A & g sy % e (1) # afvfa '
afy =, g & 1 (2) § sfeafan et wasH 195/4 0.010
¥ fod eravagar §. ofa: y-oeiw sifuftam, 2013, "195/5 0.010
|eieE (Ui T, T 2013) H AW 19 % S, TR 195/6 0.010
TN, 98 sifia fhan sman ¥ fR 33 i A S qaeH
% fori 5. - 195/7 0.010
198/2/1 0.005

I 198/2/2 0.010

(1) gfa = JoH—(H. 9. I/t @)

, 198/2/3 0.010

() foer—we 198/2/4 0.010
Ef)) m:—wﬁmﬂ o9 0.038
(9) AAHA—1.097 TR . 21071 0.003
S wfh T 210/2 0.001
(e ) 210/3 0.002

(1) (2) _ 210/4 0.001
1121% 0.072 - 210/5 0.001
113/1053/2/1 0.120 210/6 0.001
113/1053/2/2 0.008 210/7 0.001
113/1053/2/3 0.008 210/8 0.002
113/1053/2/4 0.008 _ 210/9 0.002
113/1053/2/5 0.008 | : 21111 0.025
113/1053/2/6 0.008 2111112 0.002
113/1053/2/7 0.008 211/1/1/3 0.002
113/1053/2/8 0.008 211/1/1/4 0.002
181/2%/1 0.130 2111/1/5 0.001
181/2%/3 0.050 211/1/1/6 0.003
194/1/1 0.013 2111117 0.018
194/172 0.003 2111721 0.016
194/1/3 0.004 211/1/2/4 0.006
194/1/4 0.003 211/1/2/5 0.006
194/1/5 0.003 211/1/2/211 0.006
194/1/6 0.004 211/1/212/2 0.006
19417 0.002 211/1/2/2/3 0.006
194/1/8 0.004 211/1/2/2/4 _ 0.006
194/1/9 " 0.004 211/1/2/31 ©0.012
194/1/10 0.004 211/1/2/3/2 0.006
194/1/11 0.004 _ 211/1/2/3/3 0.006

195/1 0.010 211/1/3/1 0.004
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€))
211/1/3/2
211/1/3/3
211/1/3/4
211/1/3/5
211/1/3/6
211/1/3/7
211/1/3/8
211/1/3/9
214/1
214/3
- 214/4
214/5
214/6
214/7
214/8
214/9
214/10
214/1
214/12/1
214/12/2
214/12/3
214/13/1
214/13/2
214/14
214/15
214/16
214/17
214/18
; . 214/19
! C 214/20
214/21
214/22
214/23
214/24
214/25
214/26
214/27
214/28

(2)
0.003
0.006
0.003
0.003

0.006 -

0.006
0.003
0.005
0.052
0.004
0.004
0.004
0.004
0.004
0.004
0.004
0.006
0.006
0.003
0.003
0.003
0.006
0.003
0.006
0.004
0.005
0.005
0.003
0.004
0.003
0.003
0.003
0.006
0.003
0.006
0.004
0.006
0.003

(M (2)
214/29 0.005
214/30 0.003
214/31 0.002
214/32 0.002
214/33 0.003
214/34 0.003
323/1 0004
323/3/1 0.004
323/3/2 0.004
323/3/3 0.004
323/3/4 0.004
323/4 0.016
323/5 0.008
323/6 0.008
323/7 0.016
323/8 0.006
323/9 0.006
323/10/1 0.003
3231102 0.006
323/10/3 0.003
323/11 0.012
fastt @rar yifs A9 W@ . 1.097

(2) gt gaee foas fad ssla sravas
—wan-a (50 for.. ) o1 Yot A el
A ‘

(3) 9fa & TR (@) w1 R, wFEER
(g-3rf), fSen wan & =maed § fean S
Hepall ¥ '

TeYSY % TSAU F T Y qA SRUMHR,

Taet, feqin 13 faamsr 2018

F. 4663-%-3511-2018.—{fh, T AR H TW 9
HT GEEE € T S e e @ ol g Fug (1) H
affa qf =, ST F W (2) § SeofEa qft A
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Frstfoes wEeE ¥ ) stereshdl &, 9 wvad 9
1 et Fmfor § freht oft ufter =t fazenfia &l fevan S
3, gafae 39 vt § sfufem @ e 19 (2) & ofa
Tate ok (TR TR & UK I ST T
3. a7a: fi-arst, graten oiR retasard & sfua o
sk ureffar @1 sifamr sifufrm 2013"" Y U 19 %
sifa To% gm0 g8 off fta fran ST §, R s fw
F s TS ¥ fod smawaswd §i—

ERLE]
(1) ofF = qUH—
(%) foen—faad
(@) wwda—fged, ufiH s
(1) TAE—AE-SEEE, 9.4.-526,
9. % H.—29. _
(=) afSta fopd M aren gxarfaa ITha—1.64
IR T YL AR W I At

Hufaat.
frett it =61 @han

ay e
TR (FR= W)

QD) (2)
324 0.06
372 0.40
364 0.02
365 0.16
347 0.04
50 0.02
108 ‘ 0.28
118 0.10
114 0.07
M9 0.04
17 0.14
363/3 0.03
363/2 0.07
363/1 0.08
367 0.09
238 0.04

9T .. 164

(2) afsfa & SR e Seafaa ffd % wEetTR
e @ faare T ford ft i sresaehdl
2. gad AR ® E-4 Iuferie T/
# T e ¥ Pt gq Felt 9ft % e &
ey H. :

(3) sIfdfa # <A ot Scafaa SRt fH 1 M
(w) &1 Freon, q-oA sfusT T
sfavmia ifuewrt (Tora), faer % =mme
# fpan w1 WAl T

(4) affa = v ol Seafea wafaa 9 &
T (W) H e, wEed s 99
Sqqeda ufEem et gum faE qede A,
fren fogarer A fwan ST waa 2.

%, 4664-Y-315H1-2018,—fh, T WEA HI TW I
1 AT B T S fR A @ i sggEh % e (1) 7
aftfa ufr =, eHEsh & w (2) # Sefew g W
st s 3 ol stewerhal €. Y9 Sved wiEsE
) w1ex Fmior § et oft afar ot faeenfuq =& fopan s
3 gafee oo v § sfufEm @ u 19 (2) % Sfd
Hate iR iR WA %GR I S T
3. a7a; yf-ort, gafer iR yrefaar § Sfm ufat
3R reRfar &1 sifusR sifufEm 20137 # W19 H
sirfa 3% g 9 off Sifia feen S R, 6 sad o
F IH YA F o3 STavaRd i

I
(1) gyfa =1 FuH—
(%) TSen—faad
(@) wedia—faad, i~
(1) TRAE—UM-UE, 94,368,
q. B. H.—43.
(=) afSia fd oM aren gEarfad The—3.38
IR TH FEITIT YIRS W A ATl

dufvai. v
frsft ufit &1 eRan
Thq T
TR (TRW H)
(1 (2)
253 0.56
248 0.15
249 0.02
260 0.14
261 0.10
262 0.22
238 0.04
237 0.10
108/4 0.04
254 0.22
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(1) (2) () TRAE—IM-TEd, 9.4.-281,
27412 0.12 . 8 H.—9.
27471 | 0.06 (W)  offa R ST Ten Sdfad TE—3.290
314 0.20 FFRA T FEIfad ATFA W AW AT
315/1 0.20 . wufai,
61 0.32
51 091 fsit 9fir &t ToRa
49/1 0.29 Eepsy] Tehll
50/1. 0.01 T ‘ (TR H)
47 0.08 (m (2)
49/2 0.07 364/1, 364/3 0.020
46 0.07 364/2 ' 0.090
4 0.14 389 0.830
43 0.02 382 0.150
| A . . 3.38 383 0.210
(2) afSfa =t s Tl Sefaa 4 % wEsh 38172 0.050
A w1 faawe fas fod yft =t srevaesa 384 0.330
T —Ua e afEsE 1 -4 Sufaae T8 2751 0.310
it R R & Fei ¥g Feft oqfi & e % 275/2 0.200
EECR: 276/1 0.150
(3) affa = <A @l Seeifaa yeafaa 4 & & 276/2 0.140
() w1 Freror of-arsia sifbeRrd we srfawrita 276/3 0.090
srfueprdt (o) faart & =mae § faan s 274/ 0.060
gl ©. 234/2 0.230
(4) @ffa F ST i SeoifEa W 9 & 241 0.200
TR0 (WF) w Frdeon, safem wrfwer 99 244/4 0.080
U IREHT TeT WE i e 9N, 236 0.010
foren fogarer & fvan s W B, 237 0.140
. 4665-4-3TIT-2018.— Ik, T WG H TW I A .. 3.290
=1 HYF € T R e S TR o R % e (1) H
aftfa gt #1, et & W (2) § Seifed yqf @t (2) affa # S Gl Seoifga g & wEsitER
g TS ¥ ol savaedr €. U Saugds i memﬁﬁiﬁaﬁw
%} et Frofor & frdt ot uftar Y focenfia & e ST .U et SrEsE B €i-2 fame el
%, sl 78 e A St B AR 19 (2) % st AT T 3 Frefor 2 Pl o & o %
e 3R eI W % AR F e ey A,
R, o7 yff-oreh, Freter Sl gredewenT # sfea wfaer (3) st =t ST et SeafEa weafam afH 1 e
3R ureffar w1 aifer sifuftm 2013" & U@ 19 % () 51 Pt vy-ar SRRl T srgferm
sterta <% g g A A fon o 2, 31 v () o % e d e
1 39 YA & o3 revasEar Ti— S
(1) yft &1 aoiE— (4) @ifSfa =t < el Seafaa wefaa Jfa =
(%) foen—faeht FRN (W) w1 e, wriem, HEueE i

e YRS Tel gHr T qede 91E,

(@) a%@ﬁ—fga’-ﬁ, .fH.-faadt w2, ren fcmen & o < <
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. 4666-Y-3FT-2018.—fh, T WM& I 36 9@
1 Ty g TR € R TR < R gt % we (1) |
gt gft =1, ot & W] (2) H Sewifed ofH w1
wrasfen ware % ford seavasar €. U9 svedd aftEst
w1 et Fmfor o ferelt oft uftaw ot forenfia & feman st
%, sufoe 39 e § aifufEm @ uwn 19 (2) & ofwia
ate 3R [IfaRegd whiA % WR H STavashdl el
2. 31 qfiy s, qaten ofR gredarer # Sfea wfae
st ureffar 0 sifuer aifuf@m 20137 &Y 9 19 &
sita o g0 98 o v fear S 3, B SR 9
H 9 YA A eI §i—

ST

(1) 4fy =1 auH—

(%) foen—faert

(@) eda—faer, u.fd-faa wm-2.

(M) TRAE—TE-SIYY, 9.4.-315,
' T. 8. H.—9%.
(a) afsla foFd ST aren JEarfad Wear—1.500

YR T FEAITId AABA R A el

wufai.
it ofn =61 e
T Tl
TR (BRI )
(1) (2)
12 0.150
1 0.100
21 0.010
14 0.130
15/1 0.030
17/1 0.070
1772 0.180
2072 0.120
27 0.010
23 0.470
26 0.030
25 0.190
98 0.010

I et i .. 1,500

(2) aifsfa = S arelt Seafed yfit % g
e 1 faare fSas ol yfi =it smavgesdr
T —U9 ogad afiEsE #Y -4 foaatd el F
fmfor ¥g Feit ft & omiw & dEy 4.

(3) arfsfa = 9™ areft Ieifaa wafard i =t =R
(wm) w1 e, oo sifywrd @@
srgfavmii s (Tsa), faerft % warmes
¥ fFa 1w €

(4) oifsfa # I ol Seafaa geafad g
TN (@) 1 frleon, wEfed wEYed U=
SuEdd U 7o gum fHv dedie 9,
e fogarsr § fovan <1 9t ©. '

F. 4667-Y-3TS7-2018,—fh, T A 1 39 91
1 gqEEE & T ¥ R S € R e % e (1) |
aftfa 9ft =, SR F w (2) H Seafem gyl =
rafsifes FESH % ford stravaehar . 9 saeda aitEsH
) ek frmfor # fopedt oft uftar 7 faeenfua 1€t fepan ST
2, sufae 58 wenew o sifufm @t uwn 19 (2) % Sfda
JHate iR GTTT Wh % UR 6 Sawehal el
. ra: i o, ater ik gefaserd # 3faa wfart

afk areffar %1 sifuer afufEm 2013 F U 19 F

sierta 39 g Iw o sifta far s B, fo6 e gfu
H IFd gASH & ford mavamar §i—

ST

(1) g =1 FviH—
(%) foen—feat
(@) aede—faa, wfid -
(M) TAE—TM-SEERI, 9.5.-216,
Y, B H.—45.
=) fsla e 9 aten Eafad @ar—1.47
YR T yEAad SR WA el

duftai.
st ufit &1 TRt

Fen el
TR (FRI F)

M (2)
171 0.12
183/2 0.25
184 0.14
186/1 0.15
188 0.22
189 0.04
191 0.07
190 0.08
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€D (2) =it ‘liﬁlilﬂ'{'aﬁﬁ
187/2 0.30 G Thdl
187/1 0.10 :(“*—”'; (%q(éq; o)
: 1 2
qm .. 147
166 0.230
(2) siffa =t SM Sl Seafed i & wEfE 167 0.200
T i faeem fore el oftn i stewrRar 155/2 0.450
T:—U9 =ged GRS @ €-4 Sufams T 14975 0.150
F TR T8 ¥ i ¥ Freit yfi ¥ ol ¥ ’
e B 149/1 0.210
: 97/4 0.250
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(@) dede—faad, i e -2
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Hufei,
frsit yfir 61 eRam
Eesnl THE
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(M) (2)
258 0.050
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263 0.150
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252/2 0.120
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202 0.016
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A Ghel . . 2,232

(2) wdsfe gEer faas o stawsa T—rg
wgadd Ao & oo ',

(3) sifir 1 RN () i Frdeor, srgfasmiir sifrr
(TSR Trelt Te wEareH F3f, Ster ST danT
uften, TRy % wEied § e s w9 €.

TEYRY % TSIUE & A9 Q99 U,




6248 ey USa, i 28 faamt 2018 [ 9r1

FHETH, FASRT, e TRTg, TLAUSIT Td U Sudfad, WeaueyT IITa,
T faumT

YhUUT . 07-31-82-2016-17 , ' Sepre, T 24 faawr 2018

ﬁwﬁwmmwﬁw%ﬁs%amﬂa‘ﬂﬁr$wmﬁ
aﬁhqﬁa&w%gagﬁﬁzﬁqa(z)ﬁwmﬁﬁaﬁwﬁaﬁtﬁmm%mmm%l
3 e Rt ¥ siftha W aRel @ Sifda A 9 EE @ O SaRE T ST e
Rren—Sewrg @& el § SEIgYIE e @ e Wi S TSNSy A, oRd T Jaer
" WITe @ B9 . 12-2/2014 /91 /2 ¢ A9 QAP 12 FeRR 2014 (@ad weAld §
w0 AR & d8a HT B W e fFar o @ 2 '

K T YT YR IORA T FATey gedd Wae I B SUE . 12-2/
2014/%/2q3ﬁmaf%"«m51233@?20146%%%%11(1)@(2)%%%%%@%1
g frar o ? & Al soo wwy A 50 afdm & 9 ok @ W@ & wey | o
T 81 O 98 @ Yer @ 15 Rew @ Wik (e sEerw REwl B Bisen)
-Wwﬁwﬁmmﬁamw%lmmwmw%ﬁvﬁ
vmwﬁﬂwﬁmml_

: A agEfa | 4 wa AR 3. 12—2 /2014 /41T / 28 At f&1iw 12,11 2014
ﬁaﬂ%mm@)@(z)ﬁmagaﬁﬁﬁﬁmm%%@mmz%%ﬁ

SATALIHT B | - .
1. aREieEr &AM — WWMWW
2. Hf @1 faavor —  Am-—ar, daedfla—deure Na-deure
fo _ afsfa 4f1 &1 d9%a— 0.141 R
I i ) % | <war i

’Ww@vzx sﬁwﬁwgﬁgzﬁuc—rﬁm - ' _
el a4 @I, TNRM, T RA LA 496 0.101 0.029
WAl EREE, fReE 99 g f&o1/2) .

mﬁru@wﬁmw

- 1 fpar 0.101 | 0.029

2 IR, R exaaTe o Mga R |
| 31 e Ay (B Reid 20.00.2017) Fam

AR, AT T TR 1,4 714/944 0.745 0.112
mﬁrmw@wﬁ , A : _
o 1 foar 0.745 0.112
@) WWW%@ﬁW%WWWESWW
H g

) @%W@WWWM@WM@G@W%&WW
, ,WM@WWWW&HWW%W#&WW
- AT 81

TEAYRY & T F A9 § qA ARVGHR,
ST SaTet, Ferded Td Ued Sydfad.



qrT 1 ] weyey U9y, feiw 28 faawaR 2018 6249

wETeE, HoeET, TeT USTE, ALyl Ud U SUdfed, HeaucyT e,
Tera faumT
erTe, feisr 20 TR 2018

aﬁtr'mnsz,/g-m/zma%gﬁmﬁw'wﬁagmﬁm%,ﬁsmw
o B @ (@) ¥ At o o SR @ W () ¥ IS WP R T e s
%%ﬁmm%awmwmmaﬂw%l
JERU GG 20T/ 359 /2018 G /31 /850 /el R 14.05.2018 b
Wwaﬁgﬂmzﬁrwﬁw%‘,ﬁ%anﬁwm1ﬁmﬁ
Wmﬂémmﬁvﬁzﬁmﬁﬁ%lmzﬁﬁmmeﬂ?
'ﬁmmmmmmmzm@mmmmﬁ
am—ﬂ%wﬁan%aﬁﬁﬁwm%ﬁsaﬁwmﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁmm
W%I@mﬁﬁmﬂwﬁﬁwm%wwmwﬁaﬁﬁa

Rufe &1 GR YHIa T8 fear o w1 81 A
— g (1) =
sl — RRETE Rrar—<eiTe
i g @ sty g9 & A qfiT BT -3 I,
D, o T B Al (BRI H)
ERRET aiTa fean < are
(1) (2) (3) {4)
1 gier wrfik  297.588 264.942
FAATT — -
297.588 264.942




6250 qeyey UsIgs, feais 28 faaek 2018 [ 9m 1

FH 728213151 /2018 b IS T B T Uyl B €, 5 swd o
B @ (1) ¥ affa oy A e @ @ 6) ¥ Sue wre Ry W adeie gae
& R amEwEm ¥ se@m omwem e @ w2

UPROT PEIG 22T /359 /2018 / CHNGH /31 /859 /0Tl RATE 14.05.2018 fb
ST AT PN G BTG & T R, A & S o e 1 ¥ o
qﬁmwaﬁﬁaammmzkmqﬁ?@z%@m%maﬁhwﬁm
'mﬁWWW2ﬁmﬁaﬁ%|aﬁ:ﬁﬁWWaﬁ?m
ﬁvﬁﬁqﬁweﬂ?qﬂ?ﬂﬁrwmaﬂmmw(asomzow)a%’ram—ﬂEf‘»
S ug Hifva fear ST ¥ 5 o 1 # oifva 4 B widee wiemrel snavaddr
g1 4% urddt aRareEr @1 fmfr gwaifg € 39 eRv AR wEER BuiRT Rufe @
AR USRI 81 foFar o &7 2

— PR (1) =
aediel — RRAETE N
urddt wRESTT @ errfa T <@ &9 9 Y BT ooty ywT,
UM GRS
. faavor 4 BT <hal (BaRR H)
el BT ARt fFar s aren
KRGl
(1) (2) (3) )
1 5918 2.588
BAART —
, 5.918 2.588




9T 1 ] ey ST, fEaie 28 faaw 2018 6251

YT . 7107-31-82-2017-18 T, s 14 faarr 2018

(aferfa eRI—19 4 3r6t, gra SR yAeiaReus # SR ufteR ok uRelfdr @
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CITEs 6 1.607 . 1.307
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473 0.283 0.283
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pICR GGG : 611 0.413 0.372
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617 0.047 0.047

620 0.021 0.021

624 0.203 0.006

YYAp- 7 1.071 0.833

66 [WoTAaTs ST fheM, UgaTs, AS9Ts fOar fber 426 0.100 0.100

Sify Jorgr fyard a9 w@rd 428 0.032 0.032

430 0.314 0.314

433 0.079 0.079

qrr— _ 4 0.525 0.525

67 [NTIRET | T o ufaf=ifer s a=ream mmT 139 2.276 0.683

gar a9 4 w@rd 435 0.101 0.101

: 436 0.101 0.101

437 0.076 0.076

438 0.076 0.076

441 0.050 0.050

442 0.050 0.050

445 0.084 0.084

446 0.084 0.084

451 0.068 0.068

454 0.068 0.068

470 0.084 0.084

471 0.086 0.086

474 0.283 0.283

475 0.282 0.282

392 0.683 0.478

590 1.012 0.202

594 0.411 0.206

598 0.423 0.296

599 0.421 0.336

194 2.024 0.304

~ 150/1 0.206 0.206

AT 8.949 4.204

22
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68 |Sreraerd fOar Mdterel oifa erl fFLam 160/1 0.226 0.226
- ’ 160/7/1 0.200 0.200
- — 2 0.426 0.426
69 |TFarerdl fUar Mdterrer onfe g+t A 160/2 0.225 0.225
el : 160/6/1 0.199 0.199
T 2 0.424 0.424
Gk 3 gIfda HYd B A GERT A WA THAT | YA RepaT
1 2 3 4 5
70 [T far 99l s e Fam -
- 160/3 0.451 0.451
GRT— 1 0.451 0.451
71 |RreaRraer fUar siere s <’ Aam 160/4 0.506 0.406
el 160/8 0.451 0.361
' AT i 0.957 0.767
72 [SRETara [Oar 99l onfa Rt (Ram ,
) 160/5 0.506 0.416
CIE 1 0.506 0.416
B AT~ 206 66.630 59.243

B R () ST P e S o, e e S (/i)

TGTTe 1T WonTe @ Bratard § fhar i awar
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TerTe, femiw 13 faars 2018

- BB,/ 7058 /73 /2018 YfH ST WIHT Pl 9% Whd B @, P
TP W gl B we (4) § affa 4y A g D wm ) § s wre R W
Wi waeE & R snavasar § suar JawEdl TS B WaE 81
| Y G,/ /3-82/2017—18 Wb TS UNH B §9 &G Bl
Y 8 T R, 5 AR D T o wHie 1 ¥ Aeayw gee Rimd wReorm asdia

- uore e wonte o I s & g s uw gew W 4 v aftla 9t R

. HYHIR WY FHAR fIaRor S 2 ¥ Soaifad B ) o Y o guaiw SR gl

¥ SRy gfter iR oReRf @1 feR affFw 2013 (¥ 30 W 2013) B gRI-11 B
ot g uE fhar oar § 6 e afa s 2 @ oy Y s 1 A aifea

- ARSI gAIS vl 2 e AieyRr gee Riwd uRdsr a1 A qd 9w
BT & U9 39 Bg i g @1 et fhar o ger ¥ &R 39 BR uRi—11(3) @ I8
W e FeiRa Rafe o1 @R welia 7€t fear o v )

— g (1) =~
3 Wwﬁﬂém%mmﬁﬁ
s mﬁhaﬁaﬁm&hﬁﬁmw%ﬁv
‘ [ g I@ar (84)
(1) (2) (3)
1 AT 0.355
B . FHaNT - 0355
=g (2) =
g8q RigrE aRAT @ sifa dsar g srew @
- ﬁaa)waasaﬂ@mﬁ—aﬁqawﬁa I —rar
a,s. ' _ YIRS BT AW TERT 4 ar (B34) st g‘ ;;W
1 2 3 ‘ 4 B
1 [ordter far Spr=mer nfy < R s-arh 153 0582 0110 /
T R 1 0.582 0.110
2 |defea fuar davene onf g fam sl -
_ 152/3/2 / 0.143 0.024 -
_ Rw _ 1 0.143 . 0.024
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3 lwm e vaverar snfay aeft R e 152/3/1 /] 0.143 0.024 -
foar 1 " 0.143 0.024
4  |REOEE 97 WFERAY, WIS, S [T - _
QTR SR G LT s 152/2 /| 0287 0.048 ¢
Rt 1 0.287 0.048
| ws. yHIRT 9% &1 M Ta AR w@ar (@H) g ul(gm;;m
7 P} 3 4 k;
5 |oneie Mar adidre Wi QR T - / '
, 152/1 0.287 . 0.048 < -
, Tt | 1 0.287 0.048
6 [adtere, o Rt Agar, 3, UrErs sar A .
1,/3 1] frar SR . 1/3, 919, WwwER far
wﬁ?ﬁ‘zﬂ T a%emni a7 RrEnieE, et
o sl A 3 & 175 oy 185 0038 | 0038
gl PAamT '
[ _ - far 1 0.038 0.038
7 |&dvore, dore Rar deamE, urgery §a1 dEd 1. '
1/ 4 &, TR Rar SeR . 1/2, 99, W |
fic erfdrer, drerear e W, e fial 186 0.013 0.013
HavaTd, aders dar davera B 1/2 Wi gl -
ERIEE G » '
R | | E 0.013 0.013 |
° ReN Wgﬂm.&_w@ 197 ~ 0.177 0.050 ~
R 1 0.177 0.050
T 8 1.670 0.355

»gﬁi%m(w)ammﬁﬁmeaﬁwﬁam ?dﬁ—mmr&m)m

‘-:mmakmﬁﬁmwwm%l

-



6262 [eggey TeTaH, feiw 28 faamr 2018 [ w1

TSRV SHID 705 7/ —82 / 2017—2018 ToTE, i 13 Taawe 2018
] (@it aRT—19 Y arfe, graie aiR grefaRenu ¥ SR uftex ok arehfar @
’ i SRR, 2013 (B30 W 2013) Yfd ST AR BT 3H AT BT G B TS, B Ay D
TS I ¥ AEga gee Riard uReer aeiiel skt Rien worTe @ M e @ e <@ §
AY yIfae A & sTavEw aftfa s Rreer gyear €9 GHIR ReRor sEeE § Seeiad 8
wﬁmﬁmg@mtﬁmw%lmﬁﬁhm gatad 3R gaeiaRemoe Sfra uftew ok
URERIAT &1 3R IDfaT 2013 (B30 T 2013) B gRI—19 & 3favla ag T frar omar & fp
for=1 aftfa gl ot qfa & siftsa wrdwife vl sravaear ¥

— SR -
mmm@uﬁma%@awwm@ T YR

G WA S BT A R A HA bl RISl
1 2 3 4 5
1 [<dend qdd G GTelTel STl warelt 1. 114 0.253 0253 .-
i 121 0.316 0316 -
123 0.139 0.139 '
IquT — 3 0.708 0.708
2 [ faar s ol SeeR 124/1 0.050 0.050
I — 1 ¢ 0.050 0.050
3 [asicna O SeTaTer Siifd weell 9dl 4. 9|
109/1/1 0.528 0.528 4
T - ' 1 0.528 0,528
4 [T T qegare oI wael adl . | 109/1/2 0.528 0.528
S L 235/2 0.158 0.158
T — 2 0.686 0.686
5 [dRm far W= iy warer . 110/1 0.337 0.337
. 116/1 0.046 0.046
117/1 0.021 0.021
_ 118/2/1 0.085 ~0.085
T 4 0.489 6.489
6 [NaRm™ faar SR ST sarar 110/2 0.337 0.337
116/2 0.047 0.047
117/2 0.021 0.021
118/2/2 0.084 0.084
T — 4 0.489 0.489
7 |goRM™ far Serrer o warer ____110/3 0.338 0.338
~ 116/3 0.046 0.046
117/3 0.021 0.021
. 118/2/3 70.084 0.084
g 4 0.489 0.489
8 [wmmETe &R fUar gerolt SeviaaTs dar gerent 111 0.114 0114
Y JoeR 112 0.038 0.038
1822 ~0.253 0.253
184/1 1.024 1.024
191/2 0.841 : 0.841

qnr o 3 2.270 2.27¢
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a1 ] Heyey ToH, feAiw 28 faaws) 2018
.. YA GHuH BT AM ORI R qe IBal BIRGRET
1 2 3 4 5
9 [Rewr far wruikig wirfa waren A.am 115 1.733 1.733
N - 1 1.733 1.733
10 [aRoifdE far agera onfd deer FIam 118/3/1 0.031 0.031
Y - H 0.031 0.031
1 rﬁc\aﬁ]g T aTqeTel S IRR LI 118/3/2 0.032 0.032
118/349/2/3 0.256 - 0.256
181/1/4 0.236 0.236
AN - 3 0.524 0.524
12 [HIARM T Sgerrer STy R AT 118/3/3 0.032 0.032
: 118/4/2 0.104 0.104
118/349/2/4 0.153 0.153
181/1/5 0.237 0.237
YNy o 4 0.526 0.526
13 |RroEre e Mdena wroRM A merre 118/3/4 0.047 0.047
wfy JeER A 7 181/1/1 0.354 0.354
T - 2 0.401 0.401
14 [RroErg e Midere, adve Aan fOar W W[ 1187375 0.048 0.048
WA T 4T S deem o 181/1/2 0.354 0.354
InT — 2 0.402 0.402
15 ' foan egersfl et mﬁ' 118/4/1 0.200 0.200
T
QT - 1 0.200 0.200
16 |RERRY, WaRkiE, TRde, fPHera fodr 118/347 0.468 0.468
o Sy g . g 204 0.316 0.316
qRT — , : 2 0.784 0.784
17 |fasraRig A #vor Riz iy Saren AamE 119 0.506 0.506
120 0.531 0.531
122 0.379 0.379
JNT i~ _ 3 1.416 1.416
18 |ugeng JSarg 3 fbyH Wifa seeR Aam 124/2 0.025 0.025
AT - 1 0.025 0.025
19 [HeTaTS Sa1 ARRIOT S, 9 37T, TR0 124/3 0.026 0.026
oifay degR fAam
QI - 1 0.026 0.026
20 | Rar wmag nfar soR [ 9™ 181/1/3 0.236 0.236
' AT - 1 0.236 0.236
21 [ymgsEre faar gfern S deqr [Iam 181/2 0.632 0.632
250 0.164 0.164
253 0.063 ©0.063
266 0.101 0.101
T - 4 0.960 0.960
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B, gIfd Hus & T Ga TR HA TBEl it Tt
1 2 3 4 5
22 | Y e wwyTe SIfa dererR I 182/1 0.291 0.291
183 0.253 0.253
AT - 2 0.544 0.544
23 [eraeamETg Uy YRaRiE Wifd soer AamM 184/2/1 0.283 0.283
T[T — 1 6.283 0.283
24 |9 foar gerehl A 184/2/2 0.741 0.741
. T 1 9.741 0.741
o5 |gdvg, AN, FoRaTs, SIEETS LAl (O] YRGS 6
T NS AT ARRYE Jo sraAErd 9ft W, 185 0.481 0.481
arRal¥iE, agena far Faer onfy dasR B 9w
‘ gur — 1 0.481 0.481
26 |4 SFETE o1 ST, qefterrer ST f. Srrere 186/1 1.075 1.075
ARU AT ST ST S Wifa derer .
Ty ’ 186/2 0.051 0.051
ANT 2 1.126 1.126
27 |BRIRM R e sfa warer . 9w 187 0.316 0316
: 188 1.770 1.770
274 0.620 0.130 -
qnT - 3 2.706 2.216
28 |Heaifli foar HIMR Wil Soer 1. 9™ 189/1 0.354 0.354
190/1 0.095 0.095
[T e 2 0.449 6.449
29 [Send R Hovarw R 24 U9, SRildE, wmoiNE, SN 189/2/1 0.080 0.080
foe argene R 76 39 Wk SeeR Fam 190/2 0.048 0.048
206/2 0.256 0.256
T 3 0.384 0.384
30 [gieTE gfed Aol onfa ddsR Aam 189/2/2 0.097 0.097
206/3/1 0.152 0.152
206/3/2 0.104 0.104
- 3 0.353 0.353
31 [GNERETE Ufd WRSH Wifd waren A, O™ 189/3 0.177 0.177
190/3 0.047 0.047
P 2 0.224 0224
32 [RgARI far foeriena snfa dereR fAam 191/1 0.841 0.841
t qqmr 1 0.841 0.841
33 |9eRe™ T AT, UHES 991 8 ieTel ST 194/1 0.240 0.240
SereR R 195/3/1 0.040 0.040
205/2 0.233 0.233
205/12 0.039 0.039
T - 4 0.552 0.552
34 | yorama, wemRiE R Sa=ry g9 en N 194/2 0.240 0.240
RIS W), AT ATETS 97 I, AT
aars far e oY Jaer A 195/2 0.080 0.080
(revaafieg) 200/1 0.316 0.316
arT — 3 0.636 0.636
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.®. wIfad $NS BT T GERT SR T Thal afota Tar

1 2 3 4 5

35 | I fuar METT ol ddGR LT 194/3 0.240 0.240

195/3/2 0.040 0.040

205/3 0.233 0.233

205/10 0.039 0.039

AN 4 0.552 0.552

36 |9 far mieer Sifa dereR .amE 195/1 0.080 0.080

200722 0.120 0.120

205/4 0.233 0.233

205/11 0.039 0.039

YRF - 4 0.472 0.472

37 [Yeva= Rig oo ¥% onfa 9o fAam 196/1 0.259 0.259

197/1/1 0.082 0.082

. 203/1/1 0.168 0.168

T - 3 0.509 0.509

38 [pAcETES Sar XERiE onfd deieR FLam 196/2 0.260 0.260

197/2 0.095 0.095

198/2 0.354 0.354

199/2 0.051 0.051

236/2 0.139 0.139

AT 5 0.899 0.899

» il 'aa{’% G"% SN ﬁﬁm s, 197/1/2 0.013 0.013

3 S o ) .

T - 1 0.013 0.013

40 |ggaig [T 9% onfd derer Aam 198/1/1 0.253 0.253

19971 0.050 0.050

203/1/2 0.142 0.142

B 3 0.445 0.445

41 [RmvTe, <exfig, sRRE fOar ool onfa 198/1/2 0.100 0.100

R A 201/1/2 0.014 0.014

g - 2 0.114 0.114

42 [rarer faar Tere oIl d9eR ™ 200/2/1 0.120 0.120

205/1 0.233 0.233

205/8 0.039 0.039

gy - 3 0.392 0.392

43[R e Mo Sirfay R Ram 201/1/1 0.044 0.044

202/1 0.209 0.209

QI - 2 0.253 0.253

44 |Ae9 TOar J9cvw o SeeR R 202/2 0.208 0.208

203/2 0.310 0.310

qny — 2 0.518 0.518

45 [fEgfre Rar Mo onfa Seer Fam 205/5 0.233 0.233

205/9 0.038 0.038

245/1 0.051 0.051

quT - 3 0.322 0.322

46 V91 qO® gF AT H0 EXHAg a4l 205/6 0.233 0.233

gnw G"-fa- WF\’ ﬁu—m 205/13 0.039 0.039

245)2 0.050 0.050

i — 3 0.322 0.322




ey 99, et 28 faamR 2018

[ 91

6266
5. T S & A R HaR T BT YT TepaT
1 .2 , 3 4 5
47 | IRATE, MPTTE, SRiaTd, ST, fEgRiE faen
T, Hadard A TR, W T@E g 205/7 0.013 0.013
AIYETE, TYHEIE qa1 g Wiy derar P
I} — 1 0.013 0.013
48 IR, AFIRTE, Baehie, sTFoh foer <
N R 206/1/1 0.013 0.013
IHT — 1 0.013 0.013
49 [wmRig fOar e Sl Jer 206/1/2 0.125 0.125
T - 1 0.125 0.125
50 [Aron faaT W Snfey derer M 206/1/4 0.162 0.162
AT 1 0.162 0.162
51 mgﬁﬂm N s f;mmmm 206/1/3 0.101 0.101
qT - 1 0.101 0.101
52 |waeRiE far I ofa soeR AW '206/1/5 0.125 0.125
T - 1 0.125 0.125
53 [aen, v fOaT U, eRaR qar 9 S 207/1 0.246 0.246
Te fam 208/1/2 0.442 0.442
221/1/1 0.512 0.512
226/1/2 0.538 0.538
228/1 0.310 0.310
qry - 5 2.048 2.048
54 [RMR¥E Mar 7= wifd -ic Aam 207/2/1 0.082 0.082
208/1/3/1 0.295 0.295
221/1/2/1 0.171 0.171
229/2/1 0.457 0.457
ey — 4 1.005 1.005
55 {Fificital a1 \e9 o we fAam 207/2/2 0.082 0.082
208/1/3/2/2 0.042 0.042
221/1/2/2/1 0.110 0.110
T - 3 0.234 0.234
56 |3/ far we= o 7e ™ 207/2/3 0.083 0.083
208/1/3/3/2 0.042 0.042
221/1/2/3 0.171 0171
226/1/1/1 0.445 0.445
227/2 0.013 0.013
_ T 0.754 0.754
57 [ e 971 wif e Lo 208/1/1 ©0.443 0443
227/1 0.012 0.012
229/1 0.499 0.499
AN - 3 0.954 0.954
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.. wfea GYP BT M ECHNIETH G IHa Jford I
1 2 3 4 5
58 |RTARYE, YPTEROT, GRE, NHATHR AANIE e 2082 0.721 0.721
e, ST T 220 0.164 0.164
! s SHRT Tﬁ? o 222 1.720 1.700
221/2 0.822 0.822
223 0.557 0.557
224 0.215 0.215
225 0.164 0.164
259/1 0.442 0.442
260/1 0.119 0.119
261/1 0.355 0.355
262/1 0.570 0.570
270/1/1 0.095 0.095
281 0.759 0.720
R : o g 13 6,703 5.924
59 [TemEars ufst RrawRrror iy weon fam  |_221/1/2/2/2 0,061 0.061
226/1/1/2 0.092 0.092
228/2 0.310 0.310
229/2/2 0.043 0.043
uT -~ 4 0.506 0.506
60 |qgATE, BHARNE, THIFE WH A ST 226/2 0.316 0.316
TR fyam 252/1/1 0.164 0.164
252/1/2 0.164 0.164
252/2/2 0.254 0.254
261/2 0.632 0.632
262/2 0.632 0.632
280 0.822 0.040
R 7 2.984 2.202
61 [Qaars fem | Siifa warell .91 230 0.190  0.190
231 2.086 2.086
Ry - 2 2.276 2.276
62 [AFNIeA Sad® g3 NI 2. 050 99 234 0.468 0.468
HeuH . B¥eTel 0.50 39 onfYy SeiegN fLam 243 0.759 0.759
247 0.848 0.848
192 0.721 0.721
193 0.329 0.329
QrT o~ 5 3.125 3.125
83 [adiena faam segene wiid warer f.gm 235/1 0.158 0.158
e - 1 0.158 0.158
684 |TmEIR, YeRRiE eRRYE faar gasi snfa -
N oo 236/1 0.139 0.139
YT - 1 0.139 0.139
65 |Rieevr, 9RaRie, $evRis Rar ymgara onfy | 351/282 0.468 0.468
e g 240 0.683 0.683
267 0.921 0.921
268 0974 0.974
269 0.089 0.089
AMT - 3,135 3.135




6268 qeyey ey, fiw 28 faarr 2018 [ 9m 1
q.P. wIfdT HYE BT A G A Hel bdl aifta el
1 2 3 4 5
IRRYE TRTENYT BIOd), HarT fodT s
66 o aﬁﬁﬁm ' 242 0.569 0.569
apr 1 0.569 0.569
67 | 31 AT JfARH e argeret i 244 1.733 1.733
warar M ' '
URT — 1 1.733 1.733
68 |Aigarig far aeRRiE Wi Bor A 246/1 0.202 0.202
248/1 0.045 0.045
254/1 0.835 0.835
GnT — 3 1.082 1.082
69 (e far 7R Sifd &R A 246/2 0.203 0.203
248/2 0.044 0.044
254/2 0.835 0.835
AR 3 1.082 1.082
70 feRrt el aterter go m””é ém e 249/1/1 0.620 0.620
sifa waren AW ' '
gur — 1 0.620 0.620
71 [appenel foar s Sifa waren Fam 249/2 0.202 0.202
I — 1 0.202 0.202
, ST, RS {PTETeTT 9o ATH «dT
72 mﬁa”“ o g;; e 3o IR 250/282 0.696 0.556
« Ty — 1 0.696 0.556
73 | Iy T Agae wifa warer  am 255 0.089 0.089
T 256 0.316 0.316
257 0.354 0.354
YT — 3 0.759 0.759
74 e By T 258 0.228 0.228
. YT - 1 0.228 0.228
75 [deeldiE Qo varRm wirfa waren A ™ 263/1/1 0.142 0.142
LLIc] 264/1/1 1 0.199 0.199
T — 2 0.341 0.341
76 [HIORF O YaR| A1 warer . o 263/1/2 0.142 0.142
T 264/1/2 0.200 0.200
Q- 2 0.342 0.342
77 |oede o sferer onfa waren A 1M 263/2 0.285 0.285
RRIE]] 264/2 '0.398 0.398
qeT - 2 0.683 0.683
78 R, HT; THATS PHIEIETs a1 Saed 40 265/1 0.709 0.709
a‘“"’"a'gﬁm@"ﬁ“‘_";‘—“ oY i A S 283 1.138 1.138
' 284 0.177 0.177
AN - 3 2.024 2.024
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.. T HYF BT AW eI T @A BT aifota Teat

1 2 . 3 4 5
79 [NORM, IIRIE, HROIRIE fOaT TER, J1Es 271 0.164 0.164
e e i T
270/2/1 0.172 0.172
Ay - 4 2.473 2473
80 |qTgeiTel fUaT Havoll Sf warem . w™ 285 0.051 0.030
A 287/1 0.290 0.140
286 0.405 0.100
QAT - 3 0.746 0.270
81 |gdiarer fan saveh S wdren A, u| 287/2 0.444 0.300
SR 205/1 0.025 0.025
. 296/1 0.108 0.050
AT 3 0577 0.375
82 [wwer far fhemena snfq waren . 7™ 288/1 0.790 0.790
STRITGNT | 289/1 0.285 0.285
IRy 2 1.075 1.075
83 |[MRYera e deTenal Sifa waren (. A 288/2 0.766 0.766
IR 289/2 0.102 0.102
293/1 0.030 0.030
294 0.177 0.177
U — l 1.075 1.075
84 |agerrel A URITaTd offa warar L amH 289/3 0.144 0.144
SIS 292/1 0.986 0.946
293/2 0.109 0.109
IRT - 3 1.239 1.199
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85 [¥He a1 Wawoll ofif warelm 1, I SMAqRT | 295/2 0.013 0013
' 296/2 0.485 0.285 -
T~ 2 0.498 0.298
g6 [WAYE T gsiara wfd ok (. 9 209/2/2 0.696 0.696
209/2/3 0.632 10632
N - 2 1.328 1.328
87 forem : 7 T 291/1/1 0.740 0.740
wR 1. W sftar ad ) '
M -~ 1 $.740 6.740
88 |URVINE T Prefers S e .9 208/1/3/2/1 0.253 0.253
iy ‘ /1/3/2/ : .
My 1 0.253 0.253
89 |3ENe R wuRig oifd A MU <
X 208/1/3/3/1 0.253 0.253
AT — 1 6.253 0.253
90 | T Fvev™ Wifd waten A
ql_m 109/2 1.056 1.056 e
Ger - 1 1.056 1.056
& AT - 228 73.338 70.229

IorTe Rrer Iore @ wrtay § fhar o dear 2

I & AR () anfe &1 Ferer sEfamfia sfties, vd sl it (Rror)

TEAYRY F TN o AW § qU1 ISR,
FHUAT I, Foreed Td U IudfaE.
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frafem amrT wra @t sifrgeFT
ey e, fafy (Fafem) =, faum

e, feqia 22 fgawr 2018

L. . 8. 0. 34-2014-9R-186.—NRA Fate SN it SRS FHIE 82-MP-LA(34-2014) -

2018 (319 feig faeg o whw fig) foai 10 faawer 2018 wd WMo @ SFeR 39 YHR[ &
ST .

THIT FHIN, ITHfa.

TRA A= T
faafes wew,
e s,
¢ fawi—110001
fotie — o Ryaww, 2018
\3 qIRUT, 1940 (I%)

ifeRgEET
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FLECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA

Nirvachan Sadan

Ashoka Road,

ew Delhi-110001

Dated:- \0 September, 2018
AQ Bhadrapada, 1940 (SAKA)

NOTIFICATION

No. 82/MP-L.A/(34/2014)/2018 :- 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 dated 27.07.2018 of thg Jabalpur
Bench of Honb’le High Court of Madhya Pradesh in Election Petition No. 34 of
2014 (Abhay Singh Vs. Shri Rakesh Singh) filed by Shri Abhay Singh.

'(HERE PRINT THE JUDGEMENT ATTACHED)

By Order,

AN

(ANUJ JAIPURIAR)
PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH
PRINCIPAL SEAT AT JABALPUR

ELECTION PETITIONNO. 2 ‘-/\/2014

Petitioner wf Abhay Singh son of late Shri Ashok Singh , aged
_ about 31 years resident of village and post
\% \,N’ Belkheda , Tahsil Shahpur Dist. Jabalpur
oA

e

espondent Q)é\\,Shn Rakesh Singh @ Ghanshyam Smgh son of Late

C})r’) Q(C\ \)x \(f*\ ,;*/ Shri Surendra’ Singh Thakur, aged aE\put 53 years,
\O

/\:ﬁ* drP\ resident of 578, South Civil Lines, Jablapur, Jabalpur

ﬂs<9y~l 1ON UNDER SECTION 81 OF THE REPRESENTATION OF
.

QB;(V*’JJ\ u)}% PEOPLES ACT, 1951 - )
\}*‘g pe‘Naﬁer named above begs to submit as under :- V

m{"’ J\P},\DNLQPQY Facts of the case

MDJ} 1.

That, the petitioner is elector from Jabalpur Parliamentary Constituency

-

/
qc/ \ no. 13. His name is recorded in Assembly Constituency no.96 Bargi, Jabalpur,

Tahsil and District Jabalpur. The petitioner is recorded in part No. 19 serial no.

S 454,
b
q\ 2. That, the petitioner is challenging the election of respondent no. 1 from

Member of Parliamentary Constituency No 13, Jahalpur under section 101-8,

That, the respondent submitted his ‘nomination form for the post of -
ber of Parliament, 13 Lok Sabha Jabalpur Constituency before the District
Returning Officer, Jabalpur_.

\ T .
\ - 5. That, the polling took place on 10.04.2014 and counting took place on

!9 JUN m 16 05. 2014 and on the same datfitt)e?y(e/ctlon result was declared: and
4)

¢ 1ABhay Singh, 508 of Late Bhn Ashok Bingh. 20ed sbout 31 years, rokident
ot Betkheda. Tahsd Shahpur, Dt Jabsipur do hersby vanly (hat the
comenis of this pars are krue 10 my personal knowledge and bake! and ihe
docuinema are he tnae copy of the ongmal documents. Hance signed and
kmu.’mﬂwrmzumu




6274 qeqyey Wy, feqie 28 faaway 2018 [ 1

H COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH : AT JABALPUR

Election Petition No: 34/2014

Abhay Singh S/o Late Ashok Singh,
Aged about 31 years, resident of Village
and Post- Belkheda, Tehsil-Shahpur
District-Jabalpur (M.P.).

.............. Petitioner

Vis
Rakesh Singh @ Ghanshyam Singh
Slo Late‘Sure"ndrziz Singh Thakur, aged )
about 53 years, resident of 578, South Civil
Lines, Jabalpur (M.P.). '
T e Respondent
Present: Hon'ble Shri Justice C.V. Sirpurkar

Shri P.D.Gupta, counsel for the petitioner.

Shri R.N. ‘Singh, Senior counsel with Shri Arpan J
Pawar, Shri‘Akshay Pawar,. Sushri: Aishwarya Singh and Sushri
Nidhi Padam, Advocates:for the -re}spondent.

JUDGMENT
(27/07/2018)

1. This election petition under Section 81 read with Section
:‘50 of The: Representation-of:the: Pcople Act, 1951, (heremafter

referred to in. this judgment as “the. Act”) has oeen prcfcrred

j} llengmg the. electmn of respondent Rakesh Singh on
' that .he adopted corrupt. practices durmg election

_ ; followmg facts in- thls election petmon are either
_»g_dml ed or ‘are. not speclﬁcally demed In all 15 candidates
oontested the ‘election.: for membershnp of Lok- Sabha from

Parhamentary Constltuency No.13-Jabalpur, including present
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respondent Rakesh Singh. vThe polling took place on
10‘04‘20i47 Counting was held on 16.05.2014. On the same
date, election result was declared and respondenf Rakesh
Singh was declared as the returned candidate on the ticket of
Bhartiya Janta Party by simple majority of votes poled.
Petitioner Abhay Singh was an elector from Jabalpur
Parliamentary Constituency. His name was recorded in the
electoral roll at Serial no.454 of Part no.19 of Assembly
Constituency No 96-Bargi, Jabalpur.

3 (a). Apart from aforesaid undxsputed facts the case of
the petitioner may be summarized as hereunder: The election
of the respondent is bad and void and it is liable to be declared
to be so by reason of the cdrrupt practices adopted by the
respondent and/or his election agent and/or by other persons
with his or his election agent's-consent. There has been callous
non-compliance with the provisions of the Act, Conduct of the
Election Rﬁleé, 1961 and‘the ::orders made thereunder by the
Election Commission. Thus, the conduct of respondent
squarely falls under the ambit §f corfupt practices as described
under Section 123 (2) (a) (i) and (7) (d) of the Act.

?;(b). The particulars of ‘the corrupt practices allegedly :
adopted by the respondent "ﬁwéére as follows: The respondent |

|
was guilty of corrupt practice of exercising undue influence by

g*hreatening the electdrs.:vand;injtimi_dating:athe voters of at:]east

2 out of ] Assembly Constituencies forming: Parliameﬁiari

Constituency No.13-Jabalpur, not to vote or to vote for him or :
to vote in a manner other than that provided by:the law. Those
2’-ass¢mbly' Constituencies. were Bafgi Assembly Constituency
No.96 and Jabalpur-Rsdy (SC) Assembly Constituency No.97.
At about 07:00 p.m. on 03.04.2014 at V111age~Mankhed1
(Tehsxl ‘Shahpur, sttrlct—Jabalpur), respondent‘ was seen-‘-"-iand
heard_ 'kmg Smt. Pranbha :Singh (BJP MLA from

Assem ly Constltuency), ‘her sons Golu Smgh and Neeraj '
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Singh to let ioose a reign terror in Bargi Assembly
Constituency. He asked them to use all means including unfair
to do so. They were assured by the respondent that he will see
to it that no action is taken against them and their associates
by the Police Authorities or the District Administration, so that
they would have free hand in terrorizing the voters. Thus, at
the ‘behest of the respondent, Golu Singh and Neeraj Singh
were seen roaming with their associates ermed with guns and
other arms terrerizing the Congress workers and voters in the
entire Bargi Assfembly Constituency. Despite complaints to the
police officers and District Adrninistration, nothing was done
due to pres-s'uremfrom" the respzondent. This attitude of the
Administration ulﬁmately resulted in firing by Golu Singh and
. Neeraj Singh and others at Village-Mankhedi; wherein, 5-_6
workers of Congress Party were grievously injured. In
aforesaid villages, electors were not able to exercise their
con'stituﬁonal right to vote freely and fairly due to undue
pressure, mtxmldatxon, threats and perils caused by the
workers/supporters of BJP at the behest of the respondent.
3 (c). At about 03:30 pm on 07.04.2014, Golu Singh
opened ﬁre upon the Congrcss workers at Vlllage-Mankhedl,

* P.S.-Belkheda. He was -accompamed by Neeraj Smgh Pushpraj

Singh, Yashpal Choudhary and Ramgopal Choudhary The™:

’ Congress workers namey Abhay Smgh (Petmoner) ‘Rakesh

Nt

A Iva’)alpuﬁf Sefgun:shot i mjurles
3@d
also guxlty of corrupt practlce of seeking assistance from the

Police Ofﬁc_ers, which was beyond the purview of what their

t has further been pleaded that the respondent was
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. parting with the memory card but this fact waé not withln' the

official duties entailed. « Respondent Rakesh Singh
accompanied by Shri Sharad Jain, Cabinet Minister in
Government of M.P. and BJP M.L.A. from Bargi Assembly
Constituency, Smt. Pratibha Singh, along with other supporters
staged a protest at P.S.-Belkheda on 8.4.2014. During
aforesaid protest, Additional S.P., Mahesh Jain was pressurized
by respondent Rakesh Singh, Cabinet Minister Sharad Jain
and M.L.A. Smt. Pratibha Singh to delete the name of accused
Neeraj Smgh from the FIR and also to lodge a counter FIR
agamst the v1ct1ms mcludmg the present petltloner Under
threat from the respondent, the Additional S.P., Mahesh Jain
decided that name of Neeraj Singh will be deleted from the
FIR and a counter FIR would be lodged against the victims.
The respondent also made the Addl. S.P. to talk with Neeraj "
Singh on mobile phone and assure him that his name would be
deleted from the FIR and a.counter FIR would be lndged
against the victims. The entire incident relating to the pr'otést
staged by the respondent and h"is supporters was video-graphed
by one Ajeet Tiwari. On the next day, Ajeet Tiwari was called
by Additional S.P., Mahesh Jain to his office. Addifional S.P.

insisted that Ajeet Tiwari handover the memory card; wherein, |

‘the incident was recorded, to the Additional S.P.. In spite of

resistance by Ajeet Tiwari, memory card containing the video I

- of the’incident, which has taken place on 08 4. 2014 was taken .

away by the Addmonal S.P. and was replaced by a blank
memory card in the camera of Ajeet Tiwari. However, AJeet

Tiwari had prepared a compact disc of the ;ncxdent_before ‘

knowledge of Additional S.P., Mahesh Jain. The petxtloner has J
filed unedited compact disc prepared by Shri Ajeet waa :w1th
the election petition and also gave transcrlpt of afo:. sald

conversatlon in the petition. Thus, the respondent ha

xllegal ass1stance ‘from the pohce officers for funherance of his
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prospects in the election. As such, he had indulged in corrupt:

practice; therefore, it has been prayed that the election of the
respondent Rakesh Singh from Parliamentary Constituency
No.13, Jabalpur be declared void on the ground of aforesaid
corrupt practices adopted by him.

4. In his reply, the respondent had objected to the
admissibility of the compact disc filed along with the election
petition purportedly containing the video of the incident
involving Additional S.P., Mahesh Jain on the ground that the
petitioner Had ilot complied with the provisions of Section 65-
B (4) of the Evidence Act, 1872. It has been specifically
denied that the ':i'espondent and/or his election agent resorted to
any corrupt pra;ﬁf}.ces in the elec;tion. It has been stated that the
respondent  was elected Mé;mber of Lok-Sabha from
Parliamentary C'onstitugqcy No.13, Jabalpur for the 3%
consecuti;re term by deféating his nearest rival Shri Vivek
Tankha, the Congress candidatﬁe, by a huge margin. It has
further been averred that the petitioner has not stated a single
instance of non—comphance with the provisions of the Act of
1951 or the Conduct of Electlon Rules, 1961 or the orders
made thereunder by the Elecnon Commxssmn It was

specifically denied that the respondent visited Vlllage-

Mankhedi on 03.04. 2014 and met Smt. Pratibha Singh and her .

Jsons NeeraJ Smgh and Golu Smgh or at any other place in
Bargi Assembly Constxtuency It was also specifically denied

that he asked aforesald persons to let loose their terror in Bargi

Bhedag : 't ‘area, whlch was. approx1mately 40- 45 kms. away

“from \fi‘ lage Mankhed1 on the relevant date. He ! mever visited

i or any other v1llage falling under the' ‘Bargi

ﬁssembiy Constituency on  03.04. 2014,  04.04.2014,

05.04.2014 or 06.04.2014. 1t has been specxﬁcally denied that _
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at the behest of the respondent, Golu Singh and Neeraj Singh
and their associates roamed free with guns and other arms
terrorizing the Congress workers in Village-Mankhedi. In fact,
during election campaign, respondent had no business with
Neeraj Singh and Golu Singh. They were neither instructed nor
told by the respondent even to campaign for him or for his
political party. It has further been specifically denied that the
alleged incidént of firing by Golu Singh and Neeraj Singh and
their assoclates, which is said to have taken place at Mankhed1
on 07.4.2014, was at the behest or instance of the respondent
It has also been denied that the respondent pressurized the
District Administration and Police Authorities in any maunner
whatsoever, to remain inactive in respect of the alleged
incident of firing. It has also been denied that respondent
interfered with free and fair exercise of the constitutional right
of the voters of Bargi and Jabalpur Assembly Conétituencies,
to vote. No such complaint was made by any voter, candidate
or election agents to Election Commission, any authority or
the police. It has also beeh denied that 6n 08:04.2014,
respondent along with Shri Sharad Jain, Smt. Pratibha Singh

and their supporters staged a?p_rotest at F.S.-B»élkheda,‘ where
they pressurized the Additional S.P., Mahesh Jain to delete the ,
name of Neeraj Singh from the FIR and register a'countei’ FIR
against alleged victims of the mcxdent It ‘has also been: demed
that any compact discs of any such incident was prepared by .
one Ajeet Tiwari. The transcnpt of the convers_at;on, which is ‘
alleged to have taken place between the responden;c :Shri :
Sharad Jain .and Smt. Pratibha Smgh on one hand and
Additional S.P., Mahesh Jam_ on the other, has . been

specifically denied. It has also been denied that for want of

knowledge that the memory card contammg the video of such

incident:was taken away from Shiri Ajeet Tmarl by: Addls"'onal

_ S P., Mahesh Jam, as such, ‘the tespondent neVer mdulg?d in
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any corrupt practices. The election petition is false and
frivolous; therefore, it has been prayed that the petition be
dismissed. .

5. On the basis of pleadings of the parties and docuiments
filed by them, following issues were framed. The conclusions
of the Court are recorded against each of them.

Issues

Issues : Findings
(1) (a) Whether on 7-4-2014, at ‘the behest, Not proved.
instigation and assurance of protection from the ’
respondent, Galu angh and Neeraj, sons of Bargi
M.L.A. Pratibha Singh and others.roamed around
in Village-Mankhedi, Badcheri, Chargawan and
Chatiaghat of the Constituency and opened fire on
workers of Indian National Congress and
grievously injured; them, resulting in denial of
constitutional right of voters of that party to vote
freely and fairly?

(b} Whether the respondent M.L.A. Not proved.
Sushree Pratibha Smgh and Minister ;in the State - :
Cabinet, Shri Sharad Jain had pressurized ‘or
illegally influenced Additional S.P., Shri Mahesh
Chandra Jain to delete the name of aforesaid
Neeraj and register counter F.I.LR. against victims
including the petitioner?

(c) Whether at the behest of the Not proved.
respondent, Shri Mahesh Chandra Jain had
illegally obtained memory card. containing video-

recording of. conversation..between_Shri- Mahesh
Chandra Jam, Shri Sharad Jain and the respondent

from Shri Ajeet Tiwari? . -
(2). - Whether all or .any of the aforesaid | Actsand conduct not
acts and conducts on the part of the tespondent or proved. i

other persons with the consent of respondent, falls
’f under the purview of corrupt practices? : :
: (3)Relief and costs? Petition dismissed
Wwith costs.:

\

R

, gWevousiy m_;ured :hem, resullmg in denial of consmunonal right
of voters of that party to vote freely and fairly?

7. The burden of proving this issue was upon the §etitioner.
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Before adverting to evidence,adduced by the parties on this
issue, it would be. appropriate to refer to relevant part of
Section 123 of the Act, which reads as hereunder:

Corrupt Practices '
123. Corrupt practices.—The following shall be deemed to be corrupt
practices for the purposes of this Act:—

(I) ERKEE
( A) b &t b g
(a) kR
2L 2 L]

(" FhgHk
(" ,') gk
( B) Wwkkkk
(a) ek .

) hdudd -
(2) Undue influence, that is to say, any direct or indirect interference or attempt
to interfere on the:part of the candidate: or his agent, or of any ather person with
the consent of the candidate or his eIecnon agent, with the free exercise of any
electoral right:

Provided that—

(a) without pmjudzce to the generality of the provisions of this clause any such
person as is referred to thereinwho—
(i) threatens any candidate or any elector, or any person in whom a ‘candidate or
an elector interested, with injury of any kind including social ostracism and ex-

communication or expulsion from any caste or community; or
(il) L2 ot 2]

ﬂ,)#**ﬁ*
3A ko
3Btt#‘*
(4)**‘**
(5)‘****

(6) *kknk

(7) The obtaining:or-procuring or- abemng or attempting to obtain or procure by
a candidate or his dgent or, by any other person with the consent of a candidate
or his election ageni, any assistance: (other than ‘the giving of vote) for the

* furtherance of the prospects of that candidate s election, from any'person in the

service of.the Government-and: belonging to any . of the: faIIowmg classes,

namely;-
(@ AR

L st 2
(C)*‘***

(d) members of the pahce Jorces;

(e) .t*tll
#t#**

EIT L]
')*Maﬁ* :

(8) Aok

8. T he pleadings of the petitioner with regard to issue'no.1

:in:two parts. In the first part, there is mcxdent whlch is
alleged to have taken place at-about 07:00 p.m.: 0*1 03 04 2014
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at Village-Mankhedi where the respondent is said to have
asked Smt. Pratibha Singh and her sons Neeraj Singh and Golu
Singh to let loose their reign of terror in Bargi Assembly
Constituency and to use all means to that end including unfair
means. We may note that there is only oral evidence of the
petitioner’s witnesses to support the aforesaid incident.
Petitioner Abnay Singh has stated in this regard that at about
07:00 p.m. on 03.04.2014, he was at the bus-stand in Village-
Mankhedi and were canvasshtg for the Indian National
Congress. He v{ras accompan'ied by other workers namely
Durjan Patel, Raltesh Patel, Vimal Vishwakarma, Neelesh Patel
and other persons: At that 'time, respondem Rakesh Singh
reached the spot. He was accompanied by Smt. Pratibha Singh
and her sons Golu Singh and Neeraj Singh. Other workers of
their party namely Yashpal Singh, Ramgopal Choudhary and
Pushpraj Singh etc. were also present with them. Neeraj Singh
was the Chairman of Shahpura Mandi. At that place,
respondent Rakesh Smgh said that these Congress workers are
canvassmg They must somehow be stopped, no matter how.
He would manage whatever happens in- future. Respondent
Rakesh Smgh told ‘sons of Smt. Pratibha Singh that you let

loose your terror. See that this_election is not spmlt These

éeople must somehow be stopped He would manage the -

police. Abhay Singh (PW-I) has further stated that they
overlooked - aforesaid extortation by the respondent " This

'alogue was delivered in such a manner, so that Congress

&rs would hear that The statement of Abhay . angh (PW-
th is regard is corroborated by Durjan Patel (PW-2). He
ed that at aforesald nme, date ‘and place; and in the
es £ e of aforesard persons, respondent Rakesh Singh asked
—«}én{’of Smt Pratlbha Smgh as to what are they domg ? These
' Congress men are spo:lmg theu' game. Stop them at any cost?

He will manage whatever happens. Stop them, no matter what
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is required to be doné, spend money, beat them up but stop
them. Durjan Patel (PW-2) has also stated that respohdent
Rakesh Singh said that he would speak to the police, they are
their people. After delivering aforesaid dialogue, the
respondent went away.

9. Respondent Rakesh Singh (DW—I) has stated that all his

public meetings were peaceful and no untoward situation arose

" in any of his public meetings and programmes. He cannot state

AU

anything with regard to any dialogue that is said to have taken
place on 03.04.2014, without any context. He dbqs not
remember whether he had gone to Village-Mankhedi on
03.04.2014 or not. He was not acquainted with Neeraj Singh
and Golu Singh since before the election. Petitioner Abhay
Singh (PW-1) has further statéd that for next 2-3 days, Golu
and Neeraj Siﬁgh etc. roamed about in the villages armed with
weépons. They used to terrorize the workers and used to stop
the Congress workers from campaigning. They used to
pressurize public so that the public would vote for BJP. They
used to terrorize and intimidate the voters by saying that they
bave the government and they have the power. He complained
about the matter to Town Inspector of P.S.-Belkhed_é. He
assured that he would look int& the matter but he did nbthing
In this regard, Durjan Patel (PW-2) has stated that they had
complamed about ‘the matter to Town Inspector of P.S.-
Belkheda' however, he made light of the matter and saxd that
this is nothing, this is election and such things do happen in
elections. - '

10. Second part of the incident is alleged to have taken place
on 07.04.2014. Petitioner Abhay Singh (PW—I) states in this
regard ithat at about 01:00 .p.m. on 07.04.2014, he was
campalgnmg in Village-Baseri along with other party workers

At that :time, Golu Singh and Neeraj Smgh accompamed by ‘

other BJ P. workers arrived.” Golu Singh etc. blocked their
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vehicles; whereon, he informed the Congress candidate Shri
Vivek Tankha, who assured him that he will speak to S.P.. Shri
Tankha asked his workers to wait. About 20-25 minutes later,
Belkheda police reached the spot. The police separated the
vehicles of Golu Singh and Neeraj Singh etc. from those of
Congress workers. Thereafter, the Congress workers left the
spot and reached Mankhedi via Sunderdehx Durjan Patel (PW-
2) has stated in this regard that at aforesaid time, date and
place, they wer;’: sitting in the house of former Sarpanch. They
were told by ;feople that Golu. Singh and Neeraj Singh and
others have blocked their vehicles in such a manner that there
was no way le‘ftjf. g}bhay Singh informed regarding the matter to
Shri Vivek Taﬁi(ha, who assured that he would speak to S.P.
About half an hour later, Belkheda police reached the spot and
separated the vehicles of two sides.

11. Abhay Siﬁgh (PW-1) submits that at about 03:30 p.m.,
the same day, he was with Durjan Patel, Rakesh Patel, Neelesh
Patel, Vinod Nayék and other i)ersons. No sooner they got
down from their vehicles, Golu Singh, Neeraj Singh and
Pushpraj Singh came from. behind armed with guns. They were
accompamed by Yashpal Choudhary and Ramgopal Choudhary.

Golu Smgh fired from behind. Only one gun shot was fired;

which contained pellets. He, Durjan Patel, Rakesh Patel, v

Vﬁhansmgh and Neelesh. Patel _received pellet mjurles . The

sxtuatlon tumed chaot:c Aforesand part of the statements of

’s:a result his clothes were stained with blood Golu
Smgh had ﬁred upon them due to electoral enmnty ‘They did

not want that anyone should campaign for Congress in that

-~
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area. In this regard Sarvesh Singh (PW-3) has stated that 3
about 2-3 p.m. on 7.4.2014 he was at Mankhedi. At that time
Golu Singh and Niraj Singh, sons of MLA Pratibha Singh had
fired upon Congress men including Abhay Singh. Thereafter,
they had taken Abhay Singh toMedical College.

12.  Abhay Singh (PW-1) and Durjan Patel (PW-2) have
further stated that they were taken by t'heir companions to

* Medical College, Jabalpur where they were admitted. The

police had reached the Medical College, Jabalpur. He had
lodged FIR (Ex.P/?»). (The original FIR has been placed b)(Am the

- record of S.T. No.600/2014 %pending in the Court of V ASJ,
Jabalpur). Durjan Patel (PW-2) has further stated that the
effect of aforesaid incident was that all voters were terrified
and respondént Rakesh Singh'é won the election
13. Now, tile question that% arises for consideration is, how
much credence should be ‘attached to the statements of
petitioner Abhay Singh (PWQI) and Durjan Patel (PW-2) and
Sarvesh Singh (PW-). In this regard, learned counsel for the
;;etitioner submits that there is no rule of law o.r' prudence that:
oral evidence has to be discar;ied in all cases involving corrupt :
practices in election matters.. To buttress aforesaid contéfxtion,
he has invited attention of thé Court to the judgment rendered :
by the Supreme Court in fhe case of Pratap Singh Vs.:
Rajindér Singh and anr. AIR 1975 SC 1045;. wherein, it has

i/been held that: A { ' '
10. The fifth ground of objection set out aboye Seems 0 proceed on the erroneous

assumption that oral testimony cannot be accepted when a corrupt practice is set up -
to assail an election unless it is corroborated by other kinds of ‘evidence in.moterial

Act in every type of case if it is, after proper scrutiny, found to be reliable or worthy of
acceptance. There is no presumption, either in.this country or anywhere else. that g
witness, deposing on oath in the witness box, is untruthful unless he is shown.1o be,
indubitably, speaking the truth, (n the other hand, the ordinary presumptionis‘that 6
witness deposing solemnly on oath before g Judicial tribunal is.a - witness of truth;unless

the contrary is shown. i,

1L It is ;;nbt':fiequired by owi law of evidence that a withess must be p)'o'vedj to bea
perjurerbefore his evidence is discarded. 1t may be enough if his evidence appeurs to be
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quite improbable or to spring from such tainted or biased or dubious a source as to be
unsafe to be acted upon without corroboration from evidence other than that of the

witness himself. The evidence of every witness in an election case cannot be dubbed as .

intrinsically suspect or defective. It cannot be equated with that of an accomplice in a
criminal case whose testimony has. according to a rule of practice though not of law to
be corroborated in material particulars before it is relied upon.

14. };er contra, learned senior counsel for the respondent has

“placed reliance upon the judgment rendéred by the Supreme
Court in the cases of M.J.Zakharia Sait Vs. T.M.
Mohammed (1990) 3 SCC 396,  Thakur Sen Negi Vs, Dev
Raj Negl, 1993 (suppl) 3 SCC 645 and Narender Singh Vs.
Mala Ram (1999) 8 SCC 198. Learned senior counsel for the
respondent ,_has, contended that the Supreme Court has
repeatedly cauti?ped against acceptance of uncorroborated oral
e\(idence in eie;tion matters, especially those involving
corrupt practices. In the case of i\»I.J .Zakharia Sait (supra), the
Supreme Court has held as follows:

70. Time and again, the couris have uttered a warning against the acceptance
of a non-corroborated oral testimony in an election matter because it is not
only difficult to.get a non-partisan witness but is also easy to procure partisan
witnesses. in such disputes. The courts  have, therefore, insisted upon some
contemporaneous dacumentary-evidence to corroborate the oral testimony when
in particular such -evidence. could ‘have been maintained. ‘The dangers of
accepting only the oral testimony are illustrated by this witness.”

15. It has been held by the Supreme Court in the case of
Thakur Sen Negi (supra) that:

How an election court should evaluate the evidence in such a situation has
been stated time and again by this Court. It would be. Sufficient if we extract a

passage froni:this Courls decmon in Rahim Khan v. Iﬂmrshxd Ahmed which
reads thus; . .

g “We must emplwstzz the danger of beheving at its face value oral
evidence in an election éase without the backing of sure circumstances or

o mdubttable documents. It must be remembered that corrupt practices may
: hap.r bé proved by hiring half-a-dozen witnesses apparently respectable
idisinterested, to speak to short and simple episodes such as that a:small
g¢ meeting took place where the:candidate accused his rival of personal
vices\AThere is- no X-ray:‘whereby. the dishonesty of the story can be

}

dnd alidate elections, a new menace to our electoral system would have
Finvented through the judicial :apparatus. We regard, it asiextremely
5 jé in'_the present cltmate of Kilkenny-cat election éompeunons and
Spartisan; witnesses wearing robes of veracity, 1o upturn a hard won electoral
vtctot:y merely because lip service to a corrupt practice has been rendered by
some sanctimonious witnesses. The court must look for serious assurance,

estab hed and, if the court were guilible enough to gulp such oral versions .
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un-lying circumstances or unimpeachable documents to uphold grave

charges of corrupt practices which might not merely cancel the election

result, but extinguish many a man's public life.” '

4. Since allegations in regard to corrupt practice are quasi-criminal in
nature and entail the penalty of disqualification, the court would be-justified in
looking for strong and dependable evidence and its refusal to base its decision
on oral evidence alone would not be unjustified if the said evidence is not
supported by strong, reliable and trustworthy corroboration.

16. Likewise, in the case of Narender Singh (supra), the
Supreme Court has held as follows: '

15. In the matter of appreciation of evidence in election disputes certain
principles have been stated by this Court. The generel principle is that the onus
to prove-the ‘essential facts ‘which-Constitute the cavse of action'in’ an election
petition is upon the person making it, namely, the election petitioner. What
evidence would be sufficient to prove a particular fact depends upon the
circumstances of each case. When the evidence adduced is capable of drawing
an inference either way, the view that is favourable to the returned candidate

will have to be preferred. In Ram Singh v. Col. Ram Sz‘nghl the principle set out
by this Court, by majority, is as follows; (SCC p. 616, para 3)
“[IJn borderline cases the courts have to undertake the onerous task of,

‘disengaging the truth from falsehood, to separate the chaff from the grain’.
In our opinion, all said and done, iftwo views are reasonably possible — one
in favour of the elected candidate and the other against him — courts should
not interfere with the expensive electoral process.and instead of setting at
naught the election of the winning candidate should uphold his election
giving him the benefit of doubt. This is more so where allegations of fraud or
undue influence are made. "

16. In election disputes emotions af the public are raised and opinions are
sharply divided between groups. In such circumstances oral testimony in
Javour of one or the other party is easy to be adduced but the same will have to
be critically examined and,. lherqfare, oral evidence is to be assessed: thh a
Sh208great deal of care.

17. From aforesaid pronouncements following legal posmon
may be culled out. There is no general mﬂexxble rule of law or

practlce which permits wholesale rejection of oral evidence

Swhlch is otherwise legally admissible under the provisions of -

the Evidence Act. However, as a matter of cautlon, the Court
should ‘look for contemporaneous documentary evidence or
sure cifcumstances to lend assurance to jts ﬁndmgs Such oral
evidence must be closely scrutmlzed to see whether 1t sprmgs
from partlsan sources7 Such. testlmony hes tOs be scrutxmzed

i

with utmost care and caution,_

18. Leamed counsel for" the petltloner has also submltted in
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this regard that the respondent has not specifically denied the
incident that is said to have taken place at about 7:00 p.m. on
3.04.2014; wherein, he is said to have exhorted Golu Singh
and Neeraj Singh and their cohorts to let loose their reign of
terror in Bargi Assembly Constituency. He submits that all that
respondent has stated in rebuttal is that he does not remember
whether he had gone to Mankhedi on 03.04.2014. He has also
meekly stated that without any context, he cannot tell about
any conversation involvirig him at Mankhedi on 03.04.2014;
therefore, it imé been prayed that the oral testimony of
witnesses Abhay Singh (PW-1) and Ddrjan Patel (PW-2)
should .be acoep_ted; In suppdrt of this contention, learned
counsel for the petitioner hes placed reliance upon the
judgment rendered by the Sdpreme Court in the cases of
Kalamata Mohar Rao v. Ndrayana Rao Dharmana and
others, AIR 1996 SC 535; wherein it has been observed that :

Moreover, there is no evidence in- rebuttal thereof, inasmuch as even the
appellant did not enter the witness box 16 deny the allegations-made agdinst him.
The unrebutted evidence led in support. of the election petition is sufficient to
prove that the -act of putting. up- these posters at different places in the
consmuency as alleged has been duly proved.

19. He has also mvnted attentlon of the Court to the
Judgment rendered by this ngh Court in the case of MLP.

 Badalkar vs. Smt. Shamta: Saropm Badalkar and another,

_AIR. 1988 .MP.319, Paragraph No 4 of the Judgment reads as

\_4 Aﬁer havmg heard the Iearned counsel for the petitioner and on examination
At 'ord We are satisfied that the decree nisi for dissolution of marriage has
rigiuinpassed by the trial Cowrt, “There is no reason why. the statements of
oue>Nnd his son should not be accepted. The evidence so recorded on

eopNitioner has: gone umbulted and there is no evidence to the
ardYilso satisfied.that there is no collusion between the parties. As

B <Lalit v “Lavina, AIR 1979 Madh Pra 70 (FB) the only
) | prove the * case. .bythe petitioner iis by preponderance of
A the degree:of probability depends on:the gravity of-the offence.
that the petllxoner -has been able to prove his case. -

:1.20. In g-this regard, learned counsel for the 'respondent
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submits that the alleged exhortation by the respondent at
Mankhedi on 03.04.2014, has been specifically denied in the
written statement of the respondent. He further contends that
the Supreme Court in the cases of F.A. Sapa vs Singora and
others, ATIR 1991 SC 1557, Pratap Singh (supra) and a
catena of other has held that allegation of corrupt practice
being quasi-criminal in nature, has to be proved beyond
reasonable doubt and not merely by a preponderance of
probabxhtles Invntmg attention of the Court to the judgment
rendered by the. Supreme Court in the cases of Ram Smgh Vs.
Col. Ram_Singh 1985 Supp. SCC 611 and Narendra Singh
(supra), it has been contended by learned counsel for the
respondent that when evndence adduced is capable of drawing
an inference _:exther-way, the ylew that is favourable to the
returned candidate, will have td'be preferred.

21. When we examine the evidence available on record in
respect of Issue No.1(a), we find that there is no documentary
evidence to support the incident that is said to have taken
place on 03.04.2014 at village Mankhedi. Only testimony of
petitioner's witnesses Abhay Smgh (PW-1) and Durjan Patel
(PW-2) is available. Abhay Smgh is petitioner himself. He has
admitted in paragraph no.2 of the deposition that he is a
worker -of the Congress Party and on 03.04.2014 he was

campaxgnmg for Indian_ I\atmnal Conpgress at/! \/Iankhedl ‘bus .

stand on the directions of the- Congress candxdate with others.
Durjan Patel (PW-2) has stated that he is acquainted: with
petitioner Abhay Singh because he is social and polmcal
worker 'of Congress Party. He has also admltted in patagraph

no.7 that he was also a Congrcss worker. Thus both of. these

w1tnesses, who are sajd to have wnmessed the mcxdent

mvolvmg exhortatxon by respondent, sprmg from the part
if not tainted source. Abhay Smgh (PW-l) admlts in

: aragraph,
no. 11 that he did not lodge a written report of the mcxdent '
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dated 3.4.2014. either with Congress candidate or Election
Authorities or to the police. It is very easy to procure oral

evidence of such witnesses to allege a corrupt practice.

Moreover, it appears highly improbable that in this age of

easily available video-recording equipment like mobile
phones, an experienced campaigner like the respondenf, who
had already won two Lok Sabha Elections, would openly
indulge in such ‘talk so as to create evidence against himself
| and provide.a regdy—made tool to his adversaries to assail him.
It may be also ébe noted that ni) written report of any such
incident made to any of the authorities has been proved By the
petitioner. In these circumstances, oral testimony of
petmoners thnesses Abhay Singh (PW-1) and Durjan Patel
(PW—2) is not worthy of credence. Thus, the petitioner has
failed to prove that the respondent had exhorted Golu Singh
and Neeraj Singh and their supporters to terrorize the Congress
workers and voters of Bargi Assembly Constituency to vote for
Bharatiya Janta Party candidate.
22. The second _part relates to:firing of a gun-shot by Golu
Singh upon Corggress;workers .Abhay Singh, Durjan Patel etc.
In aféresaid iﬁbident; apart from petitioner Abhay Singh,
Congress Workers Durjan Patel, Rakesh Patel, Dhan Singh and

Neelesh Patel were said to have. sustained pellet .injuries. The
‘injured were taken to:Medicali College and ﬁrst information.

’greport (Ex P/3) was lodged by petitioner Abhay Smgh which -

was reglstered in respect of aforesaid 1nc1dent A Sessions
'ng from the incident being S.T. No: 600/2014, is
Yhe Court of V Additional Sessions Judge Jabalpur.

O tjan, Patel (PW—2) has admitted m his cross-
1‘ \ at there:is.a.counter-case also pendmg in the
;\ whif h one- Tehsildar-Singh is said to have: siiffered

He is also an accused in aforesaid case and has

been released on bail. Thus, from the evidence: ava;lable on "
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record, it is clear that an inoident involving firing had taken
place on 07.04.2014 in village Mankhedi. In respect of
aforesaid incident, two counter cases are pending before the
Court of Session lodged by rival parties. However, respondent
Rakesh Singh was not said to have been present on the spot;
therefore, thié by itself, is not sufficient to establish
complicity of the respondent in the incident of firing. The
respdndent is sought to be implicated in the aforesaid incident
on the basis of undue mﬂuence ‘he is said to have exercised
along w1th Shr1 Sharad Jam, Cabmet Minister and, Sushri
Pratibha Singh, Bargi MLA upon Additional SP Shri Mahesh
Chandra Jain. Therefore, this incident would be. considered
along with Iss“ue No.1(b).
23.  Issue Nd’.l(b)

Whether the respondent, M.L.A. Sushri Pratibha Singh and

Mmlsler in the State Cabinet Shri Sharad Jain had pressurized or-

illegally influencéd Addl. S.P. Shri Mahesh Chandra Jain to delete the
name of aforesaid Neeraj and register counter FLR. against victims
including the petitioner ?

The burden of proving this issue was also upon the
petitioner. In this regard, Sarvesh Singh Thakur (PW-3) has
submitted that he is a student. Cn 08.04.2014, police station at
Belkheda was gheraoed (surrounded) by the: supporters of
Bhartiya Janta Party. Ajeet T-iWari (PW-5) subnﬁtted that ‘he is

. an mdependent videographer.  He learnt at about 3:00° p m. on

7. 04.2014 that P.S. Belkheda is proposed to be gherioed;

therefore, he reached the spot. Both of aforesaid withesses

have stated that respondent Rakesh Singh, Minister Sharad =

Jain and MLA Sushri Pratibha Sinéh were present and

f)articipated in aforesaid gherao. Sarvesh Singh Thakur (PW—3)

has stated that at that time respondent Rakesh Slngh was;
asking, Mxmsler Sharad Jain as.to what kind of pohcemen were

these” They had registered cases against thexr own people
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Rakesh Singh had asked Sharad Jain to tell the policemen to
remove certain sections from the caee. About an hour later, one
Superintendent of Police Jain arrived. He heard Minister
Sharad Jain telling Superintendent. of Police Shri Jain to
remove the names of Golu Singh and Neeraj Singh; whereon,
Minister Sharad Jain asked Superintendent of Police Shri Jain
to assure Golu Singh that he would delete sections. The
Minister also asked Shri Jain to register a case against the
Congressmen. Ajeet Tiwari (PW—S) has stated in this regard
that respondent i{akesh Singh had asked Minister Sharad Jain
to tell Additionhl SP to hush up, whatever the matter was
(Mamie jo bhi hq_, rafa-dafa karo). Respondent RakeshvSingh
called Neeraj Smgh on phone. Thereafter, respondent Rakesh
Singh told Additional SP that Neeraj Singh is afraid. After that
respondent Rakesh Singh handed over mobile phone to the

Additional SP,_who spoke on phene and said that whatever be

the case, the staff would manage. The matter would be hushed
up. Pratibha Singh asked Additional SP to register a case
against petitioner Abhay Singh of the other party as well. Ajeet
Tiwari (PW—S) has further ',statedgf that he was equipped with a

video camera and had'recorded: the entire incident that had

taken place at 3:00 p.m. on 08. 04 2014. After reiulining‘ from .

the pohce statlon, he prepared a compact disc of the recordmg

Thereafter ‘at about & 00 or 9:00 p.m. on 08. 04 2014, he |

orecelved a phone call from petltloner Abhay Smgh askmg
) about the CD Abhay Smgh told A_;eet Tiwari that he wanted to
GD. Thereafter, he went to Abhay Smgh,thh the CD

e pollce to delete the ‘names of Golu and Neeraj
mformatlon report He- has also demed the fact
' results were matenally altered because he had

pressurized the police authorities.
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25. At the outset, it may be noted that the compact disc
allegedly prepared by Ajeet Tiwari (PW-5) recording the
incident that had taken place at P.S. Belkheda on 08.04.2014,
was not admitted in evidence because it did not comply with
the provisions of Sectiort 65-B (4) of the Evidence Act;
therefore, only oral evidence with regard to aforesaid incident
is available. It consists of the statements of aforesaid two
witnesses.nar’nely Sarvesh Singh (PW-3) and Ajeet‘Tiwari
(PW-5). As has been observed in precedmg paragraphs, the
testlmony of aforesaid two witnesses is required " to be
m_ettculously scrutinized before placing reliance thereon. Both
of the witnesses claimed that they were present on the spot and
heard the convers'ation between respondent Rakesh Singh,
Cabinet Minister Sharad Jain and Bargi MLA Pratibha Singh
on onc hand and Additional SP Mahesh Chandra Jain on the
other. A comparative reading; of the deposition of aforesaid
two witnesses reveals that thelr statements with regard to the
actual conversation that had taken place differ materially. They
are said to have heard the conversation clearly in spite of

presence of 400-500 people, who were shouting slogans on the

spot. As per Sarvesh Singh (PW-3) the conversation related to -
lament by respondent Rakesh Singh ‘that policemen had :
registered cases agamst their own people, therefore, at least
some sections should be deleted whereas, Ajeet Tiwari (PW-S)

Shas stated that the respondent had asked the Additional SP 10 :

assure Neeraj Singh that the matter would be sorted out.

Though, both have claimed that Additional SP was pressori»zed.w
to register case against petitioner Abhay Singh, as well but

Sarvesh Singh has maintained that this pressureiwas exerte'd by f

Minister Sharad. Jain whereas Ajeet Tiwari has stated that this

pressure ‘was exerted by MLA Pratibha Smgh Pleadmgs of the

petmoner in this regard tell a different story In sparagraph

no. 13 the transénpt of convetsation between aforesald persons
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26. It has been alleged in the pleadings that Additional SP

has said that though Neeraj Singh has been implicated in the

case, the Town Inspector was present on the spot and he has

asserted that Neeraj Singh was not present; therefore, they

would not register a case against Neeraj Singh. Thereafter, at

the instance of Rakesh Singh, Additional SP spoke on mobile !
phone with Neeraj Singh and assured him that polidemen
would depose that Neeraj Singh was not present on the épot. In
aforesaid transcript, there is nothing which suggests that either

" of three persons namely Rakesh Singh, Sharad Jain and
Pratibha Sinéh-l.:pressurized the Additional SP to also register
counter-case a_gainst Congress;nen.

27. In aforesaid circumstances, it is obvious that the

statement of neither Ajeet Tiwari (PW-5) nor the statement of
Sarvesh Singh (PW-3) are reliable. Even if it is assumed for
the sake of arguments that the conversation as alleged in

paragraph no.13 of the pleadings took place, it is clear that no

undue pressure was exerted upon the Additional SP. He merely
apprised the respondent regarding the factual situation as seen

on the spot by the Town Inspector. He also reassured a person

on mobile phone, who he ihought to be innocent, at the i;
ﬁ/ﬁnstance of the respondent. Thus, the incident that is said to
have taken place at P.S. Belkheda at 3:00 p.m. on 08.04.2014-
has also not been proved beyond reasonable doubt, in the
manner alleged in the pleadings of the petitionér. :
28. Issue No.1(c) ' ,'
Whether at the behest of the respondent, Shrii Mahesh Chandra
Jain had illegally obia}ned membry card conta_ining‘;zidea-recafding of
conversation between Shri Mahesh Chandra Jain, Shri Sharad Jain and

the respondent, from Shri 4jeet Tiwari ?
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The burden of proving this issue was also on the
petitioner. The only witness that has been produced in this
fegard is videographer Ajeet Tiwari (PW-5). He stated that on
09.04.2015, a police constable came to him and told him that
Additional SP has called him; whereon, he went to Additional
SP with his camera. The Additional SP asked him whether he
had videographed the incident of gherao of police station on
eighth? He replied in affirmative. The Additional SP again
asked whethef he had videographed the incident by the same
camera? He agam rephed in® affirmative. Thereafter, the
Additional SP took the camera _from him and took out the
memory card which contained video recording of the incident
and replaced it wifh a new one. 'fhereaﬁer, he returned.

29. Now the quéstion that arisés for consideration is whether

oral statement of Ajeet Tiwari (PW-5) is reliable ?

30. It may be noted that he is a professional independent

videographer who did video recording for Congress candidate :

Shri Tankha as well as BIP candidate respondent Rakesh
Singh, yet he allowed the Additional SP to remove such
important memory card from the camera without any protest or
resistance. He neither reported the incident to police nor to the

Election Commission. He did not complain to media either. He

did not give the CD of the incident he had prepared to anyone -
other than the. present - pet’iti'dﬁer Theréfbrc, his statement

(carmot be relied upon. Even if it is assumed for the sake of

arguments that Addltlonal SP Mahesh Jain had mdeed replaced

d in aforesaxd manner, there is nothing on record to

;_ Nhe did so at the instance of, at the %behest of or
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‘&dgment to the Electwn Commlsslon and Speaker of: Lok

also not been established beyond reasonable doubt. Thus, the
petitioner has also failed to prove Issue No.1(b)(c).
31. Issue No.2

Whether all or any of aforesaid acts and conduct on the part of
the respondent or other persons with the consent of respondent, falls

under the purview of corrupt practices ?

Since, this issue has been considered along with Issue
Nos.l(a)(b)(c)f, no separate discussion on this issue is
necessary. . .

32. As such; the petitioner has failed to prove any of the
issues involved in this election petitioner; therefore, this
election petition deserves to be dismissed.

33. Relief axxid.costs :

) Cox{seqtfe’r'itly, this election petition preferred by Elector
Abhay Si'nghi -challenging bellect:wn of returned candidate !
respondent Rakesh Singh as a member of Parliament from |
Parliamentary Constitﬁency No.13-Jabalpur is hereby |
dismissed. )

(2) The Election petitioner shall bear his own costs and that
of the respondent of this clectlon petition.

(3) The petltloncr s fee shall be payable as per Schedule, if
precemﬁed

The office is dlrected to transmit a certlﬁed copy of this

kel
(C.V. Sirpurkar)
Judge
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
Nirvachan Sadan, Ashoka Road, New Delhi—110 001

New Delhi, Dated 10th September, 2018—19 Bhadrapada, 1940 (Saka)
NOTIFICATION

No. 82/1\’IP-LA/(04/2014)/2018 :- 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 dated 12.07.2018 of the Jabalpur
Bench of Honb’le High Court of Madhya Pradesh in Election Petition No. 04 of

2014 (Dr. Vivek Tiwari Vs. Divyaraj Singh & Ors.) filed by Dr. Vivek Tiwari.
' " By order,

Sd./-
(ANUJ JAIPURIAR)
Principal Secretary
Election Commission of India.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH
PRINCIPAL SEAT AT JABALPUR.

ELECTION PETITION NO, l’, _ /201‘4

PETITIONER : . Dr. Vivek leai'i
S/o Late Arun Kumar Tiwari,
.Aged about 40 years, -
R/o. Amahiya Mohalla, -
Rewa, M.P. —_—

Versus

RESPONDENTS, : 1. Divyaraj Singh, -
% ;ﬁ‘ N S/o Shri Pushpraj Singh,
< ‘V\& W\ d \,\GQ Aged about 27 years,
N N \Q’):'ﬁ%;’ M R/o Fort Rewa, District Rewa
Q#(W'4Mw’\' o | ~
SN Y D’\'f (::xtﬁ‘ Election Commission of India, -

0

. v.( 4‘3}) ) MVKN( ® ,N/rwachan Sadan,
A\l % “(IJ‘ av(j‘;d)eb

Ashoka Road, New Delhi- 1100(})1
Through the Secretary i |

6\( < ! _‘z
MX 3, The State Election Commission ' \\
; & / through its Secretary, Madhya. - .
Pradesh Nirvachan Sadan, 17 Arera |
Hills, Bhopal, M.P. |

A ~7Smt. Vimlesh Singh, v
‘f““ g-\l\\ SDM/SDO, Sirmour, /
ANy

Returning Officer of - o
68, Sirmour Vidhan Sabha _
State of M.P., | » )

¥ \
’ N,

\\

Electlon Petition under Sectnons 80, 80-A 81 and Sectmn 100, .

101 (d) (iv of the Representation of People Act '1951.,

‘)v The petitioner seeks to call in question the election of the
L~ 7 .'respondent no.l as a member of the M.P. State Legislative
7’ ’ Assembly from 68, Sirmour Vidhan Sabha Constltuency, District
ML.P. inter-alia on the following facts:-
A
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HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH AT JABALPUR
if ELECTION PETITION NO. 4/ 2014

Dr. Vivek Tiwari
Vs,
.. Divyaraj Singh & Ors., -

Present: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Atul Sreedharan

| Mr. R.P Agarwal Sr. Advocate ‘with Mr. Anuj Agarwal Ld.
Counsel for the Petitioner.

Mr. Sanjay K. Agarwal Ld. Counsel for the Respondent No. 1. .

ORDER
12/07/2018

The elécﬁon peﬁﬁon under judgement has been filed
by the Petitioner Dr. Vivek Tiwari against the Respondent
Mr. Divyaraj Singh and three others. The contesting
Respondent is the Respondent No.1 Mr. Divyaraj Si,ngh(.
The Respondent No.2 is the Election Commiséion of India,
Respondent No.3 is the State Election Cdmmission and the

Respondent No. 4 is the Returning Officer of Consﬁtuency

No. 68, Sirmour. I.LA No. '49/2016' was moved by the
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Respondent in this case. The Respondent No.1 is the
returned candidate having being declared elected from the
68, Sirmour Vidhan Sabha Consﬁmehéj, District Rewa of
the State of Madhya Pradesh {(hereinafter referred to as
“Consﬁﬁlency 68”). The Respondent No.1 secured 40, 018
{forty thousand and eighteen) votes, defeating his peafest

rival candidate, i.e., the Petitioner, by a margin of 5288

(five thousand two hundred and eighty-eight) votes. The |

'Petitioner had secured 34, 730 (thirty four thousand seven

hundred and M) votes. The Petitioner was the
candidaté of the politicalA party the Indian National
Congress and the Respondent No.1 was a candidate from
the political party the Bhartiya Janata Party. The

Petitioner is a voter of village Tiwni in 73 Mangawan

constituency and his name is registered against serial

no0.85. The Governor of Madhya Pradesh by a notification

_publishéd in the official gazette of the State on 1et

November 2013 under Sub-section (2) of section 15 of fhe

| Representation of People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to

as “the Act”). By the said notification elections were to be
held to all Assembly Constituencies in the State of Madhya

Pradesh for the -election of members of the legislative

..,assembly for the State of Madhya Pradesh. 8.11.2013 was

set as a last date for filing nomination set by the Election

Commission of India. 9.11.2013 was the last date for the

ol




6302 Hegyey USaT, feqies 28 faawr 2018

[ 91

(T
scrutiny of the nomination, 11.112013 was the last date

for the withdrawal of the candidature. 25.11.2013 was the

the elections shall be completed.

e D ottt R MG S e

2. The election of the Respondent No.l as- the successful
candidat‘e has been challengcd under section 100 (1) (d)
(iv) of the Representation of Peoples Act, 1950 (hereinafter
referred to as the “Act”) which reads as hereunder;
100. Grounds for declaring election to be
void.- (1) Subject to the provisions of sub-

section (2), if [the High Court] is of opinion-
£} N

(d) that the result of the election, msofar as it
concerns a returned candidate, has been
materially affected -

(iv) by any non-compliance with the provisions
of the Constitution or of this Act or of any rules
or orders made under this Act.

[the High Court] shall declare the eléection of the

returned candidate. to be void.]
3. The crux of the Pctmoners case is centred around Rule

49—S and 49-T of the Conduct of Elcct,;on Rules, 1961

. (hereinafter referred to as the “Rules of 1961%). Rule 49_-S

39-S. Account of votes recorded.- (1) The
sgiding officer shall at the close of the poll
eare an account of votes recorded m Form
rds “Account ~of Votes Recorded”

" date fixed for filing and 11.12.2013 was the date by which -
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(2) The presiding officer shall furnish to every
polling agent present at the close of the poll a
true copy of the entries made in Form 17-C after
obtaining a receipt from the said polling agent
therefor and shall attest it as a true copy.

In paragraph 10 of the petition, the Petitioner states that
‘the Returning Officer (hereinafter referred to as the “RO”),
who is the Respondmt No.4 to this petition, issued a
document on 06/11/13 titled “Assembly wise CU and BU
List with the polling staﬁons after RO level randomisation at
District Rewa The Petitioner has filed the copy of the list
dated 06,1 1/ 13 in respect of Constituency 68 as

Annexure P/6 to the petition. In paragraph 11 of the

 petition, the Petitioner has elaborated that the acronynis

CU and BU mean “Control Unit” and “Balloting Unit”
‘respectively. The CU remains with the Presiding Officer of
the polling booth. It used for monitoring and regulating the

casting of vote through the BU. In the same paragraph, the |

Petitioner explains that one BU can be used for up to.

sixteen candidates and if there are more than sixteené
candidates in the fray per constituency, then each polling
booth would require more than one BU. It is further stated
by the Petitioner that as there were twenty seven
,c_andidat'es contesting from Constituency 68, two BU’s
were used fg}‘ polling. |

" that he had made a complaint in writing t.o the Ch1ef State |-

§

Mparagraph 12 of the petition, the Petitioner has averred '
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Election Oﬂicer; Rewa on 05/12/13 that the signature of
the Petitioner’s polling agenit was not taken in statement
of the Account of Vote Recorded in Form 17-C as
mandated under rule 49-S of the Rules of 1961. Secondly,
it was also averred tiaat the information regarding the votes

polled in the prescribed format in Form 17-C was not

furnished and instead some information was supplied in

scraps of plain paper, which accordihg to the Petitiorier
was totally incomplete and of doubtful authenticity. The
objection dated 05/12/13 is annexed to the peﬁﬁon as
Annexure P/7 and a copy of that is stated to have been

faxed to the Chief El'eétion Commissioner. The Petitioner

states that he did not receive any reply to the complaint

dated 05/12/13 from either the State Election

* Commissioner o the Election Commission of India.

Subsequently, the record of the election was summoned

by this Court and it was submitted by the Returning

Qfﬁcer. The Form 17-C’s, which were a part of that fecord

was admittedly filled in properly. This the Ld. Counsel for

the Petitioner alleges has béen filled up after the elections

paragraph 14 of the petition, the Petitioner has alleged

that the CU’s and the BU’s which were sent to nineteen

¢
T
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polling. booths did not matcﬁ or. correspond with the
.details of the CU’s and the BU’s given in ihe document
dated 06/11/13 (Annexure P/6) issued by the Election
Commission.AThese nineteen booths were booth Nos. 3, 5,
15,20, 21, 26, 38, 46, 54, 65, 91, 100, 107, 117, 134, 139,
146, 154 and 161. The Petitioner has elaborated the
alleged discrepancy in relatién to each of the booths
me'ntionéd fabove and has alleged that the effect of using

of CU’s and BU’s different from those notified in Annexure

‘P/6 h_ad led to false and fabricated voting at the instance
of the; Respondent No.1 and that there remained no checksb
and balances in place to ascertain that the correct CU and
BU were actually used as set put in Annexure | P/6. |
However, as per the pleadings m the EP, the discrepancy
does not relate to the non-compliance of either Rule 49S
or 49T of the Rules of 1961. If is also relevant to state héi'e
that no separate issue has been drawn up by this Court to
require- a finding whether discrepancies mentioned in
paragraph 14 of the EP, had any role in materially affecting
the outcome of the election m favour of thé Respondent

No.1.

R

- In paragraph 16 of the petition, the Petitioner has aileged

' \Ehat information in respect of twelve polling booths which

Was\’ required to be furnished in Form 17-C as provided

T
upde_:r Rude 49-S of the Rules of 1961, was naot so provided

L
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and instead, information was given on blank pabers which
were incomplete in many respects. resulting in non-

compliance of rule 49-S of the Rules of 1961. These twelve

153, 158, 165 and 169. According to the Petitioner, the
.only information with regard to these polling booths were
provided oﬁ pla-fn paper which gave detail:-oh-ly of the total
number of voters, the total number of votes polled and the
distribution of votes pblléd between males and females
individually. The Petitioner has lamented that apart from
this, othef information as mandatorily required ﬁndér
Form 17 -Cv”was not provided. Informatioh with regard to

- the polling in 'the abovesaid booths.,‘ supplied to the
Petitionei‘,_ did not contain infbrmation as against items at

serial no. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 of Form 17-C. Thus,

~according to the Petitioner, the authenticity, integrity and

" credibility of the information given to the Petitioner
- through l:us agent, was highly suspect. Snmlar allegahons
‘were levelled vnth‘regard to seven other polling booths
beanng Nos. 44 64,78, 90,98, 117 and 143, that the only

ormation prov:ded was the total number of voters, the

number of votes polled, the individual breakup of the
ber of male and female voters and the numbers of the
U’s and the CU’s. Identical is the situation with regard to

polling booths Nos. 36, 38, 58, 61, 88, 111, 119, 123, 124,
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127, 129, 136, 139, 156 and 174. The Petitioner’s concern
is that it cannot be ascertained as to which machines were

used and what seals were used for securing the machinés

after the polhng Under the circumstances, according to|

the Petitioner, the results received from the polling booths

‘mentioned above were amenable to manipulation, which

accorcung to the Petitioner has been done thus aﬁ"ectmg

the resuit of the returned candidate.

- In paragraph 170of the petition, the Petitioner has averred

that Rule 49-T of the Rules of 1961 have not been complied

with. Rule 49-T reads as hereunder;

- 49-T. sealing of voting machine after poll.- -
(1) As soon as practicable after the closing of the
poll, the presiding officer shall close the control
unit to ensure that no further votes can be
recorded and shall detach the balloting unit
from the control unit [and from the printer,
where printer is also used, so however, that the
paper slips contained in the drop box of the
printer shall remain intact.]

(2) [The control unit, the balloting unit and the
printer, where it is used, shall] thereafter be
sealed, and secured separately in such manner
as the Election Commission may direct and the
seal used for securing them shall be so affixed
that it will not be possible to open the units
without breaking the seals.

(3) The polling agents present at the polling
statiofi, who desire to affix their seals, shall also
be perrmtted to do so.

In paragraph 20 of the petition, the Petxuoner has alleged

that the information supphed to him on plain paper, in

‘ .& contr_avex_ltlon of the prescribed format under Form 17 -C,

" “there is no mention of the use of seals put on the CU’s at

iy
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the end of polling, The Petitioner has said that the non-
mention of this fact in the information given to the

Petitioner by way of plain paper entries at the end of

polling is suggestive of the inescapable fact that the

machines were not sealed at all as the seal paper numbers

. were not supplied to the Petitioner despite his demand in

_writing, Under the circumstances, the Petitioner has

stated that all tﬁe Electronic Voting Machines (hereinafter

referred to as “EVM’s"), in respect of which the seal

numbers were not provided to the Petitioner, were suspect _

and their use has materia]ly affected the outcome of the

~ election in favour of the Respondent No.1

Paragraph 21 of the election petition speaks at large about

the purported unreliability of EVM’s. The Petitioner has |-

~ alleged that the voter is never certain if his vote has been

actually counted in favour of the person he has voted By

pressing the button against the candidate’s

name/ixﬁagé/ symbol. However, this paragraph has been

struck out from the petition by the order of this Court
dated 12/09/14. This Court, while allowing in part the I.A

. 31/2014, filed by the Respondent No.1, held “So far

the Election Commission of India where it has been
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specifically shown that there is no possibility to vote| ,
more than once by pressing button again and again.
‘Since the Petitioner has raised doubts in regard to
Jairness or impartiality of the officials engaged iﬁ the
counting' process, he is under an obligation to
demonstrate as to how the EVMs could be tampered

with to get the desired result. However, no expert
opinion has been placed on record regarding the
chances of misalignment of EVMs. On the Other hand,
correctness of all the techrnical aspects of the matter, |
.as reflected in FAQs and the Press Note issued and
uploaded on its website by the Election Commission
of Iﬁdia, has ab'éady‘ been verified on the judicial site
(sic) in Michael B. Fernandes Vs. C.K. Jaffer Sharief,

| AIR 2004 Kanmtaka 289. Thus the EVMs are full (sic)

proof device for counting, therqfore, the allegation

madeinParagraphZIinmgardtoEVMsare
" absolutely unnecessary and baseless, same are tiable
- to be struck-off”. Thus, the allegations levelled by the
.Petitiongl_' with regard to the unreliability of the EVMs was
gone into and struck off from the pleadings by the order of |

this Court dated 12/09/14. It is also necessary to record,

that the order dated 12/09/14 was never challenged and

piY \
-
~.

. therefore attained finality.
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Finally, the Petitioner has prayed inter alia for a
declaration from this Court that the election of the

Respondent No.1 from Constituency 68 as void.

The Resiaondent No.1 filed his written statement to the
petition and has denigd the allegations in the petiti;)n. The
admitted facts in this case which need not be proved, are
‘(a) that the hotiﬁcation for election frg ‘the Assembly
Constituencies m the State of Madhya Pradeéh was on
01/11/13. (b) Pursuant to the natification, 'the Election
Commission of India set 08 / 11/13 (Friday) as the last -date
for filing nominations. (c) The last date for scrutiny of the
nominations was 09/11/13. (d) .The lést_ date for

withdrawal of candidature was 11/11/13. (d) The polling

shall take place on 25/11/13 if need be and (e) the election

shall be completed by 11/12/13. It was also admitted as
averred in Paragraph 5 of the petition that the Respondent
No.1 filed his nomination ; paper on a ticket of the
Bharatiya Janata Party (hereinafter referred to as the
“BJP") along with twenty-five other candidates for the
office of the M.P State Legisiative Assembly: from

Constituency 68. The contents of parag;aphb and 7 of the

P jtion also have been admitted by the Respondent No.1
~ \ '

same appears to be a matter of record. Besides

t"

there are no other admitted facts in this case.
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12. On 18/09/ 14, issues were framed by this Court which are

as under:

S.No.

Issues Framed on
18/09/14

Finding of the Court

1

Whether Presiding

Officer has failed to
comply the Rule 49-S of

| the Conduct of Election

Rules, 1961? (if yes),
Effect.

NO

Whether Presiding
Officer has failed to
comply with Rule 49-T
of the Conduct of
Election Rules, 1961?
Effect?

NO

Whether the Petitioner

has levelled |

insignificant,
inconsequential ~ and
baseless allegations
against the officials of
the Election
Commission?

Relief and Costs?

Petition is dismissed,
parties to bear their own
costs.

S.No

Additional Issue
framed on 05/10/15

Finding of the Court

e

Whether the result of
the election, in so far as
it concerns the
Respondent No.l, has
been matenally affected
by;

(i) improper reception,
refusal  or rejection of
any vote; or

(i) any non-compliance

.| with provisions of rules

49-S and 49-T of the
onduct of Election

‘ JRules 1961.

NO

B
o
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13. This Court now embarks on a detailed examination of the
election petition, the written statement and the evidence
adduced so as to conclude whether the Petitioner has
established his case or not.

EVIDENCE BY WAY OF | DEPOSITION ON BEHALF OF
PETTTIONER:-

" 14. The statemenf of the PW1, the Petitioner Dr. Vivek Tiwari
was recorded before this Court on 21/01/15 and
12/04/16. The long delay of almost on:e”yéar and three
months to complete the deposiﬁon of PW 1 was on account
of the adjudication of several 1.A’s filed by the parties and
the delay caused in the production of the origi.n_al record
pertaining to the plection which was in the custody of the

| Retuming'. Ofﬁcer., Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the deposiﬁon

are introductory in nature. In paragraph 3, the witness

says that the election commission released a notification |

on 06/11/13 giving the description of the CU’s and the
BU’s to be used in the constituency. The details were given

to all the candidates. He further states, that after polling,

he was giveri form 17-C in which details relating to the use

" of BU’s and CU’s did not match the description given to

~the candidates before the polls.

R
1ess has prepared and filed a cdmparative chart .of
‘the GJf’s and BU’s which showed the polling booth wise

.. alication of the CU’s and the BU’s. The witness states that
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there is a mismatch in the information ‘given to the;

candidates before the polls and the details f the CU’s and |

BU’s used in certain polling boothg. The} witness has got

this document proved as Ex-P/4. Upon the discrepancy

coming to the notice of the Petiﬁoner,'hc is Stated to have
complained to the District Election Officer, Rewa, Chief
Election Officer, Madhya Pradesh at Bhopal and the
Election Commission at New Delhi and also to the
returning officer of Constituency 68. As regards the

complaint made to the Election Commission by fax, the

Petitioner has proved the fax report as Ex-P/5. In |

paragraph 7 of his deposition, this witness states that the

po]hng officer at the booth level had given his election

agenf the entries made in Form 17-C which were not true

- copies of Form 17-C. He further states that the polling |

officer gave receipts of the seals placed on the CU and the.

BU, to the polling agent of the Petitioner, but did not take
his signature on the seals and so contends that the polliﬁg
officer did not comply with the provisions of Rule 49-T of

the Rules of 1961. The crux of the Petitioner’s evidence is

that there was a difference with regard to some CU’s and

BU’s -whose details given to the candidates before the

EERN election and some CU’s and BU’s that were actually used

\‘m\ the polls. That the information with regard to votes

polled were given to the Petitioner’s polhng agent in Form
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16.

- 17-C with ;égard to some polling booths and even in those |

forms, not all the requisite information was given aﬁd
there were several places ﬁ;vhere information ought to have
been given, but which were left blank. With regard to some
of the polling booths,.only information relating to the votes
polled was given to the election agent of the Petitioner and
a true copy of Form 17-C, with the information, was not
given. It is also alleged that the polling officer did not. take

the signature of the polling agents of the Petitioner on the

‘sealing slips used to seal the CU’s and the BU’s after the

polling process.

In cross examination, PW 1 has stated that the copies of

' Form-17C that were given to him by the polling officer were

incomplete. The witness has got these forms exhibited as

" Ex-P/7 to P/22. In paragraph 13, the witness states that

the entries of some of the Form-17C were given to the
polling agent of tﬁe Petitioner, bwrittenbon plain paper and
that all the details which ought to have been given 1n
Form-17C were not given in the plain paper slips. He
further states that the identification slips of all the voting

ines were not given to the Petitioner but the ones that

witness has also stated thét the number on

J ‘ ‘
d the BU’s that were given to the Petitioner on

o him, he has exhibited the same as Ex-P/38 |
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Form-17C, did not match the numbers of the machihés

g’veﬁ before the polling.

17. In paragraph 22 of his deposition, PW 1 says that he lost
the eleqt_;i_cnon account of the green paper seal not being
given to him. He also says that he had repeatedly objected

to the green paper seals not being given to him during the

course of the election through representations, which he
.says were not accepted from him. Counsel for the
Respondent argued that no document has been produéed
by ﬁe witness to establish that he had ever made a
representation .to the authorities or raised the objections
before the counting of the votes. The witness also does not
say as to how the refusal to give the green paper slips to
the Petitioner materially affected the outcome of the

election.

18. ‘In parégraph 23 of his deposition, £he witness states that
as per intelligence reports, the Respondent No.1 had won
the electiéaé on account of the ifreg\ﬂaﬁties in the

~ electoral process. In cross examination by the Counsel for
-the Respondent No.1, to a speciﬁc query thét the Petitioner
has not levelled any _specific allegation m the election

... petition against the Respondent No.;lA of havmg indulged

‘‘‘‘‘

any electoral malpractice, the Peﬁﬁbhe; lias-'reﬁlicd that

¢ election commission has committed the irregularities
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so that the Respondent No.1 could win. In paragraph 28

of the deposition, the Petitioner says that it is correct to
. suggest that it was his polling agent who was engaged for
receiving the documents from the election officers at the

polling booth. The witness gives a voluntary statement

that the signature of his polling agent was never taken oﬁ
any of the green paper seals. The witness does not say that
that his poling agent-had demanded that he be allowed to
sign the green paper seals and that the same was refused
by the officers at the polhng booth. T

EVIDENCE BY WAY OF DEPOSITION OF PW 2 SANTOSH
KUMAR DWIVEDI.

19. PW 2 is Santosh Kumar Dwivedi. He says that he is a
supporter and §vorker of the Congress Party. He is the '

polling agent of the Petitioner. He was at the polling station

from 7am. Hé says that besides him at the polling station,
there were polling agents from other political parties like
ihe Bahugan Samaj Party and the Samajwadi Party. The
process of polling was explained to all of thém by the
Presiding Officer of the polling station. The voting went on

till 5 pm at the polling station as stated by this witness. In

2 of his statement, this witness states that after
e to an end, he was given the details

votes polled on a plain slip “of paper. He

/61 and Says that the said document only



T 1 ]

Heyew eed, feAin 28 faamr 2018

6317

21.

S

o
L d
,‘f' IS 3

gave details of the total number of votes polled. He sa;, s |

that the said slip of paper had the description of the 717

votes polled and the slip was signed by the presiding.‘

officer. He :lsays that the slip of paper did not provide the
.other ihformatioﬁ that was to be providéd as per the
printed format of Form 17-C. He further says that he and
the ofher polling agents asked the presiding 6fficer for the
details relating to the polling as per format to Which, the
polling officer is stated to have informed them that it woﬁld

be given to them later, but never was.

In' paragraph 7 of his deposition, PW 2 states that he had
himself maintained a record of the total votes polled, which
was 717. He further admits that ﬁumber of votes polled
which were given to him by the presiding officer in Ex-P / 61
were -.also 717.. There is an admission that there is no

conflict in the number of voters who had voted as per the

private voters list maintained by PW 2 and in the Ex-P/61

which was given to the witness.

In paragraph 10 of his depoéition, this witness states that
he had made a written representation that he be given the
details of Ex-P/61 in the appropriate format. He further

expresses ignorance whether the copy of such

7-:;,5§Presentation has been annexed to the election petition

:;j;, . .
oripot. It is relevant to note here that this witness.does not

E
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say that he had ever demanded from the presiding officer

that he be allowed to sign on the green slip used to seal |

the voting machines and that such permission was denied

to him. This witness also does not say that there was any

" irregularity in the process of sealing of the BU and the CU

and that he had protested about it to the presiding officer.

EVIDENCE B BY WAY OF DEPOSITION ON BEHALF OF
RESPONDENT NO. 1.

22. DW 1 is Divya Raj Singh; the Respondent No.1. He states

that he had stood for elections to the State Assembly from
the Sirmour Assembly Seat No. 68 as a candidate of the
Bharatxya Janata Party and he had polled 40018 votes in
his favour with his closest rival, being the Petitioner,
having polled 34730 votes in his favour and so the witness
says that he was elected with a margin of 5288 votes. In
paragraph 3 ot’ hxs éxaminaﬁon in chief, this v&‘ritness states
that all the requirements under Rule 49-S was complied
with and that the information relating to the votes polled
as per form 17-C was given to the candidates or their
polling agents. In paragraph 4, this witness says that the
procedure followed after the polling is that the BU and CtJ

are disconnected and they are sealed in the presence of

s“
\\cand1dates or their agents He further says that there

vyér no complaints by the candidates or their agents with
J :

ing the BU’s and
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24.
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N

CU’s. In paragraph 7 the witness denies that there was any

collusion between him and the election authorities or that

they had wq_rkéd in such a manner in order to benefit him.

In cross examination, in ﬁaragraph 10, the witness states

that in his reply to paragraph 14 of the election petition,

he had averred that the kind of errors pointed out by the

Petitioner are common. He volunteers a statement saying |

that some errors are clerical in nature. The witness has

stated that he has not seen form 17-C that was given to

his election agent and that all the 17-C forms or th_e plain |

- paper slips were handed over by the witness to his lawyer.

The witness states that he is unable to state as to when he

went to a specific polling booth on the date of the election. |

He also states that he had gone to some polling booths for

as short a time as two minutes and that he was not

personally present when the CU’s and the BU’s were being

sealed after polling. He further states that he has no

personal knowledge that there were any objections taken

with regard to the sealing of the CU’s and BU’s.

In paragraph 18 of his cross examination, this witness has
stated that he is unable to say as to how many EVM

machines were changed in the course of voting on account

“of, them malfunctioning. He was asked whethe_r -he was
\‘. ";\ i .

.‘ \ ~ _'
' 3aw‘}re that the six EVM machines that were changed
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during the electoral proceés, were changed bet\;veen 1 and
2 pm to which, the witness has answered that though he
knows that machines were changed, he does not know the
time at which the said machines were éhanged. He has

also stated that he doesn’t know that at the time when the

machines were changed about 50% of the voting had|

already taken place. Ld. Counsel for the Respondent No.1
submits that this part of the witness’s stétement cannot
be taken into reckoning as there is no specific pleading in
the election petition to this effect. A specific suggestion was
given to this witness tixat ihe polling booths_;in which th;:
machine has malfunctioned, there two. machines were
used but at the time of counting, vote‘s_pblled onlyin one
machines were taken into account and that, the same was

done with the intention of giving a benefit to the

Respondent No.1. The suggestion has been denied by the |
~ witness. The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent No.1 has

- taken an objection at this stage that the question

ought not to be taken into consideration as there were

no pleading in support of the same in the election

petition. This Court had reserved a decision on tine
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agent and handed over to his counsel. The Ld. Counsel for
the Petitioner has argued that this is an admission on the
part of the Respondent No.1 that such documents were in
his knowledge and that he admits to the contents of the

same. Ld. Counsel for the Respondent No.1 on the other

hand has submitted that the doéuments, though filed by
.the Respdndent No.1 along with his .reply is not -an
admission of any fact on the part of the Respondent No.1,
he further says that the case of the Petitioner ought to be .
proved 6n the basis of the evidence led by the Petitioner~
and not on ‘the basis of unadmitted 'ciocuments filed by the
Respondent No.1. |

EVIDENCE BY WAY OF DEPOSITION OF DW2 VIMLESH
SINGH:-

26. D.W.2 is Vimlesh Singh. The witness was poste(i as Sub-
Divisional Magistrate, Sirmour, District Réwa, during the
Vidhan Sabha election in December 2015. The witness
was the Returning Officer. The witness has testified that
the Electronic Voting Machines (EVMs) were used in the
election and that 175 polling booths were set up. Before
the EVMs were allocated to the different polling booths,
they were subjected to prior randomization. During the

randomization, the observer, the Collector and the
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in-chief, this witness has explained that the randomization

process involved the maintenance of the records in which

details relating to the EVMs allocated to particular polling
booths were noted. The numbers of such machines, which
were being used in specific polling booths, were noted.
Thereafter, thrdugh an online method, the machines used
to be distributed to their respective polling booths. The
reco;'d of randomization has been produced before ttﬁs

court as Ex.P1 (which is the same as Ex-P/95). Before the

- polling, the Presiding Officers in the 'presencé of the

candidates or their representatives used to conduct a
mock-poll. During the mock-poll if there was any
error/malfunctioning noted in any machine, the Returning
Officer would be informed and the machine would be

changed. After the election, Form-17C and the entries in

~ the diary were to be collated and handed over to the

‘Presidi.ng Officers. The Presiding Officers were given Form

17C’s and they were directed to inform the candidates or
their agents about it: During the course of arguments, the
Ld. Senior Courisel appearing on behalf of the Petitioner has

raised a question that if Form 17C’s were given to the

Preszdmg Officer, why were the details relating to part 1 of

pp———
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27‘

to the notice of the Returning Officer that they were not

provided information relating to the polling in the

- prescribed format.

In paragraph 6, this witness has stated that the Presiding
Officers, after the conclusion of the polling process, would

submit the records at the Office of the Returning Officer.

The witness further states that the said records have been 'v

produced before this court by her successor in office after
the witness’s transfer. After seeing the records, the witness

has adm_ttted that it is the same records that have been

“submitted by the various Presiding Officers and the same

have been marked as Exhibits. D2 to D176. The witness
further states that the witness never réceived any kind of
complaint that the Presiding Officers have not given the
information in the appropriate format. The witness further
states that as per Rule 49 (s) of the Election Rules, the
Presiding Oﬂice;s were to give the information in the

prescribed format which the witness assumes was done by

‘them. Thereafter, the witness states that Rule 49T of the

Election Rules provides for the sealing of the EVMs whii:h,

accofding to the witness, was scrupulously followed by the

Presiding Officers. The sealing procedure is done at the
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28. In cross-examination, this witness has stated that the
witness’s responsibility during the elections was to ensure
that the ¢1ecﬁons took place in ‘accordanqe with law and
the officers acted in a manner in accordance with the
training that was imparted to them. The witness states
that the witness has not given latitude to any of the officers
associated with the electoral prdcess to act in derogation
of the rules. The witness states that the witness had seen
the Form 17-C but is unable to reca]l as to how many
pages the said form consisted of. The witness states that
the said 17-C fqrms were ﬁlled by the Presiding Officers.

The same are filled up immediately aftel_' the po]]irig

process. Upon being: asked whether ihe witness had

énquired' if the 17-C forms were given completély filled up
in the format prescribed to the candidates or their agents,
the witness replied that such instructions were given to
the Polling Officers and they nﬁght have acted accordingly.
The witness admits that the witness did. not enﬁuir‘e
whethér the 17-C Forms were given to the candidates or
their agents in the prescribed format completely filled ﬁp.

w1tness volunteers a statement to the effect that this

¥ aragraph 12 that the w1tness dld not carry out

check of the Presiding Officers with regard to the -

ibution of Form 17-C. In_pa.ragrap_h 13 the witness
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has s'tated!iﬁat Part Il of Form 17-C is filled up aﬁer 'ﬁﬁe
counting process is coxﬁplete. The witness has further
clarified this aspect in paragraph 14 of her statement that
the first part of Form 17-C is filled up before the polling
process commences and the second part of Form 17-C is
filled up after the polling process. The witness further

states that it is correct to suggest that it is the duty of the

Presiding Officer to fill up all columns of Form 17-C. The

witness has also admitted as correct the suggestion that
after the Form 17-Cis ﬁlled up by the Presiding Officer, he

affixes his signature to Form 17-C and then gives the same

to the candidates. The witness further admits as correct _

that the witness did not go to enquire, after the conclusion

of the polling process, to find out whether the polling
process his been done’ in accordance with law. The

.witness volunteers a statement to the effect that in every -

polling booth, it is the duty of the Presiding Officer ale_ng
with .ﬁve or six Polling Officers, who in conjunction with
the SectoriMagistrate who is an Executive Magistrate, tour
every polling booth and keeﬁ a watch on the polling

process. In paragraph 15, this witness states that it is the

~witness’s duty to be present in the election office and look
> . after the overall conduct of the election and if the witness
receives any kind of complaint then the witness wouldgo:r

to the site. : ;
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29. The witness was shown the copies of Form 17-C annexed

to the petition, upon which she has stated that that it has
not been filled up completely. She volunteers that the said
documents are to be filled up byv the Presiding Officer. In
paragraph 18, this witness was confronted with Ex—D'/ 2 t‘o
Ex. D/177, which are the original Form 17-C’s produc_'ed
by this witness and proved by her before this Court. She

has admitted after seeing the said exhibits that most of the

Form 17-C’s were not filled up completely and that most

of them did not bear the signature of the election agént. .In
paragraph 18, this witness has stated_ that she does not
have knowledge whether there is any provision m form 17-
C for enteriﬁg the numbers given to the grégn paper seal
(which are used to seal the ballot machine after the polling
process). In paragraph 19, this witness has speciﬁceillj
denied that the absence of the number given to the green

paper seal has materially affected the outcome of the

election. In paragraﬁh 20 of her cross-examination this

witness says that it is correct to suggest that EX—D/ 2 to
Ex-D/177, which are Form 17-C’s, there Part-II, which is

filled up after the electoral process have not been filled up

< il e
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beforé the counting of the votes, secures the Form 17-C o
in a strong room and thereafter without the designated

officers permission or the courts direction they are not

“taken out. The learned counsel for the Petitioner has

referred to this part of the statement in the course of

~  the submission in order to establish that the details

relating to the votes polled, which ought to have been
entered in PartII of Form 17-C, by its omission in the
said Part-II of Form 17-C, has materiallyl affected the
election process. The said point has been countered
by the learﬁéd counsel for the Respondent who has
argued that there is no legal sanctity to this part of the
witness’s statement in the cross-examination as fact#
relating to the absence of details relating to the votes |
polled in Part-ll of the Form 17-C and how they have
materially affected the election process are not|

averred in the election petition.

30. In paragraph_ 22, this witness has admitted that Part-II
of Form 17-C should have been filled up. In paragraph 25
~of her cross-examination she states that Ex. D/179 to Ex-
D/355, which were produced by this witness before tlns
Court were filled up after the electoral process. In

,‘;‘&f\paragraph 34, this witness has stated that the green paper

e 's’c‘al is used for saving the EVM from manipulation and to

o enéme transparency in the electoral process. She says
7
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31.

that it is corrected to suggest that the numbers which are
given to the greén paper seal are to be entered in Form 1177-
C. In paragraphs 35 and 36 she has stated that it is
correct to suggest that the green paper seal is used to seal
the balloting unit and the control unit after the end of the
pollmg process. She Mer states that it is correct to
suggest that in 68 Sirmour constituency about 7-8 EVM

machines had malfunctioned.

Issue No.l Whether the Presiding Officer has failed to| .

comply with the Rule 49-8 of the Conduct of Election

Rules, 19617 If ves, its Effect?:- | |

P.W.1, the Petitioner'Dr.AVivek Tiwari, cieposed before this
Court on 21.1.2015 and 12.4.2016. He stated that the
Election Commission had released a "n:g)tiﬁcation on
6.11.2013 giving the description of CU’s and 'BU’s to be
used in the const_:ituq’:ncy. This notiﬁcaiion was given to all
the candidates. He has further stated that after the polling,
he was given Form 17-C in which details relating to the
CU’s and BU’s did not match the description given in the
notification. A comparative chart of the -CU’s and BU’s

showing the polling booth wise allocation of the CU’s and

lier, has been filed. The documents giving the

¥ e
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comparison between CU’s and BU’s proposed to be used
in the said constituency and the CU’s and BU’s actually
;Jsed during the poll, is Ex-P/4. This witness is stated to
have complained to the District Election Oﬁicér, Rewa, the

Chief Election Officer, Madhya Pradesh at Bhopai, the

 Election Commission at New Delhi and also to the

Returning Officer of constituency No. 68. The said

discrepancy, at the risk of repetition, was not framed as

‘an issue by this Court and the same does not have any

direct bearing on Rule 49(s} or 49(d) of the Rules of 1961.

Based upon this, the Petitioner has questioned the election

- of Respondent No. 1. As the same was never an issue before

this Court and no objection was ever raised by the
Petitioner with regard to the same not having being framed
as an issue, this Court considers it unnecessary to go into

the controversy in depth. However, upon bare perusal of

.Ex-P/4, some of the discrepancies‘ are clerical in nature.

This aspect has also been stated by the Respondent Nb. 1

in his evidence before this Court at paragraph 10 of his

- deposition before the Court. The Petitioner has also not led

any evidence to establish as to how the discrepancies

raised a suspicion with regard to the sanctity and accuracy

r. »:of the control unit or the ballot unit which were actually

LY

;

i-ised in the electoral process. Bald allegations in the

j,’betition, to the effect that the said changes in the ballot

.ow
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" units and the control uinits were made, to surreptitiously
assiét thé Respondent No..l, is only an allegation without
substantiation. The Petitioner has not led any evidence
from his side by calling an officer of the ele'ctio;z

commission as a witness and asking for an-explanation

from him as to how the. said discrepancies arose in the
control units and ballot units which were -proposed to be
used in the Constituency No.68 and the ones that were
actually used. The variation in the numbers on the CU’s
and the BU’s, which were earlier proposed to be used and
the ones that were ultimately used for polling, could be for
several bonafide reasohs ranging from the propoéed' CU’s
and BU’s found to be malfunctioning or simply on account
of clerical error in noting down the numbers of CU’s a;ld
BU'’s. Itis also relevant to mention here that the Petitioner

" has not cross-examined D.W.2 Vimlesh Singh, who was

the Returning Oﬂice;' on this aSpect. No explanation has
been sought by the Peﬁtioner from D.W.2 with regard to
the discrepancies in the numbers given in the CU’s and

Ny ‘BU’s prior to the election and those which were actually

used in polling process. No suggestion has also been given

th\this witness that the discrepancies in the CU’s and BU’s

Fo

L .
xﬁ‘p sed to be used and the ones which were actually

polling was done with the intent of assisting the

ndent No.1. Under the circumstances, the cloud of
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32.

.

doubt sought to be raised by the Petitioner in paragraph
14 of this petition with regard to the CU’s and BU’s which
were sent to 19 polling booths cannot be said to have

materially affect the outcome of the election.

‘As regards the violation of Rule 49(s) on account of the

improper preparation of Form 17-C and on account of the
votes recorded not been handed over to the polling agents
of t.he. candidate in the format prescribed, ' having
materiaﬂy affected the outcome of the election, the
Petitionerhas. stated that the copies of the Form 17-C that
was given to him by the polling officer was incomplete. The

Petitioner has got these forms exhibited as exhibits P7 to

P17. In paragraph 13 of his deposition, the Petitioner

states that the entries of some of the Form 17-C’s were

given to the polling agent of the Petitioner written on plain

paper. It was also stated that all details which ought to

have been given in Form 17-C were not on the plain paper!
slips. In paragraph 22 of his deposition, the Petitioner

states that he lost the election on account of the green

paper seal not been given to him. In paragraph 23 of his

deposition the Petitioner states that the Respondent No.1

had won the elections on account of the irregularities in

electoral process. He states that the election

commission had committed the irregularities so that the

- -"»'R:e's_é;)ndent No.l could win. é,
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33. P.W.2 Santosh .Kumar Dwivedi, was the Eolling agent_()f
‘the Peﬁﬁoner. He states that aftgr the polling concludéd, '
he was given the details of votes polled on a plain slip of
paper. He refers to Ex-P/61 to show that the documents
gave details of the total number of votes bolled and that
the same was not in the prescribed »f?rmat. Tﬁis witness

states that he had maintained a record personally of the

total votes polled, which according to him was 717. He
admits that the details of the numbér of votes polled, as
given to him by the Presiding Officer in Ex-P/61, were also
717. There is an admission by this witness that there is
no conflict in the number of votes polled as per the list
maintained by him and Ex-P/61, which was the slip giving
the details of the votes polled which was given to the
witness by the polhng officer aftéf the poll.‘ This w?tnésS
also states that ﬁe had given a request m wntmg to th.e
Presiding Officer that the details of Form 17-C be given to
him in the preséribed'format. However, he says that he
does not know whether such a copy of the request has

' been annexed to the election petition.

34. As regards the question whether there was any failure to

e,

s sxcomply with Rule 49(s) of the Rules of 1961, it is essential

2RI

preciate the purpose sought to be achieved by Rule

. Ry b
4 t

"' 49(§). The rule relates to the accounting of votes recorded.

SN |
T ,jéper the rule, the Presiding Officer, at the close of the
e s )
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poll, was to prepare an acc.ount of votes recorded in Form
' .17 -C .and furnish every polling agent present at the close
| of the poll a true copy of the entries made in Form 17-C
after obtaining a receipt from the polling agent and shall

attest it as a true copy. Form 17-C has been exhibited by

the Petitioner. In all there are details to be filled up for ten
queries‘ in Part-I of Form 17-C. The question that arise_:s‘
for consideration is~whethe.r it is mandatory that.each and
evéry query in serial number 1 to 10 ought to be filled up
by the | Presiding Officer, so that it may be said to be
‘compliant of Rule 49(s)?. Sub-rule (1) of Rule 49(s)
mandates that the Presiding Officer shall prepare an
account of the votes recorded in Form 17-C at the close
of the polls. The mandatory re'quirement of Rule 49(s) is

to prepare an account of the votes recorded in Form 17-C.

In parf—l of Form 17-C thg total number of votes polled is
to be entéred at serial no.6. Thus, for compliance with Rule
“49(s), there should be an entry of the votes polled, recorded
at serial no.6 of Form 17-C. If the total votes polled is not
recorded in seriai no.6 of Part-1 of Form 17-C, then it can
be said without any doubt that there has b;sen non-

compliance of Rule 49(s). As regards the contention of the

:*f.‘lj:gtitioner that the Presiding Officer ought to have provided |

5,

""_:;éxact copy of Form 17-C to every poﬂing agent at the |
E .

B éiosé‘?f the poll, this court begs to differ. Sub-Rule (2) of
o o
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Rule 49(s) only mandates that the Presiding Officer shall

furnish to every polling agent present at the close of
poll, a true copy of the entries made in Form 17-C. The

said rule does not lay down as an indelible proposition that

‘a facsimile of Form 17-C is to be given to every polling

agent present. It only provides for the entries made in the
said form to be given to the polling agent. | Thus, if those
entries relating to total votes polled which is mandated
under Rule 49(s) (1), is proﬁded to the polling agent
pres_ént, the same would effectively satisfy the requirement

of Sub-Rule (2) of Rule 49(s).

The learned counéel for the Petitioner has relied upon the
judgments of the Sﬁpmm’e Court reported in (2001) 4 SCC
9 Dhananjay Reddy Vs. State of Karnataka;, (2014) 3 SCC
502 Deepak _Baparia and ar;other Vs. State;Qf Gujarat and
others, in support of his proposition on a principle of

statutory interpretation that where under the Statute, the

" law requires a thing to be done in a certain manner, it has

to be done in that manner only or not at all. In other
words, a power must be exerc;ised only in the manner

provided by the statute. There can be no grievance with

said rule. The rule is limited to providgi;w.bg an accoﬁnt

i



g 1]

Heyeyl UoidH, f&iw 28 faam=r 2018

6335

5

” Wo 1, that there was no failure on the part of the Presiding
Lo \\Efs‘

- ,t‘fdfécer to comply with Rule 49(s) of the Rules of 1961 and,

of votes recorded in Form 17-C. The manner in which the
é.ccount of votes recorded is to' be supplied to the polling
agent of the candidate is by giving a copy of the entries as
per the format of Form 17-C. Sub-Rule (1) of Rule 49(s) as
stated hereinabove, i'elates only t§ the supply éf accounts
of votes recorded in Form 17-C and not the other details
which are also ﬁcorded in Form 17-C invaddiﬁon to the

accounts of votes recorded. Thus, as per Rule 49(s), all

that the Presiding Officer has to provide to the polling |

agent of the candidate is the account of votes recorded or |

polled as entered in serial no. 6 of Part-I of Form 17-C.

The manner in which the said information can be provided

need not only be by providing an exact copy of Form 17-C,
but it can also be done by providing the entry at serial no.6
‘of Form 17-C, related to the account of votes re'cordgd.

Besides, this information also is to be given to the polling

- agent of the candidate provided, he is present before the

‘Presiding Officer. D.W.2 has stated in her deposition that
there was compliance with Rule 49(s) as accounts of votes
recorded was handed over to the polling agents of the

candidates. Thus, this Court holds with regard to issue

‘ "f_l;je)refore, Issue No. 1 is answered in the 'negative..

e

o
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36. Issue No.2: Whether the Presiding Officer has failed to

comply with Rule 49(D) of the Rules of 196 1, if ves, its

effect. Rule 49(D) of the rules of 1961 provide for the

sealing of the voting machine after poll.
The rule requires that as soon as practicable, after the

closing of the poll, the Presiding Officer shall 'closé the
control unit and ensure that no further votes can be
recorded and shall detach the balloting unit from fhg
con_trol unit and also from the printer, where a printer is
used. Sub-Rule (2) of Rule 49(D) provides for the control
unit and the ba]ioﬁx'1g qnit and the printer (where‘it is
used), to be sealed and secured separately in such a
manner as the election commission may direct. The seal
used in securing them shall be so affixed that it would not
be possible to oéen thev units without bmaﬁng the seal.
Sub-rule (3) of Rule 49(D) provides that the polling agents
pfesent é,t the polhng station who desir'e.' th affix their seal
also, be permitted to do so. The said rule postulé.tes (a)
that .the Presiding Officer after the close of the polls to
ensure that no further votes can be recorded would de_tach
the balloting unit from the control unit. Thereafter, (b) the
control unit and the balloting unit would be sealed and

red separately by affixing seals in such a manner that

ere the polling agents are present at the polling

its cannot be opened without breaking the seals and |
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station, they shall be allowed to affix their seals if they so

desire. The Petitioner has stated in his evidence that the

'seal numbers not being mentioned in some of the Form

17-C only goes to show that such sealing was not done at
all. In paragraph 22 of his deposition, the Petitioner sé.ys
that he lost the election on account of thgz green paper seal
not being given to him. He also states that he had
repeatedly objected to the gx'een paper seal not Being given

to him through representations, which were not accepted

from him by the Commission. No such evidence has been

‘brought ori'recorded by the Petitioner to show that he had

preferred such a complaint and that the same was not

_accepted from him. Even otherwise, Rule 49(D) does not |

require the green paper seal being given to any candidate

or the election agent. The limited role that the candidate

has through his election agent with regard to sealing of the |

control unit and ballot unit, is as provided under Sub-Rule
(3) of Rule 49(D) where the election agent, if present and if

so desirous, may be allowed to put the candidates seal on

the green paper seal used to secure the control unit and

the ballot unit. In this regard, it would also be relevant to

refer to the statement of P.W.2, who is the election agent

:::.X\qf the Petitioner states in paragraph 2 “8/f¢er @a# g %
NN '

LY
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It is the contention of the Petitioner’s witness itself, who is

‘also his election agent, that immediately after the polling

concluded the Presiding Officer commenced the seal.ing of
the control unit and the ba]lonng unit. There is no reason
to doubt the -veracity of this witness as he bemg the
election agent of the Petitioner, was present at the office of

the Presiding Officer and was privy to the sealing of the

control unit and the balloting unit as so stated by this

witness in his examination-in-chief itself. Only because
certain 17-C forms did not have the seal numbers of the
green paper seal used to seal the control unit and the
balloting unit is inadequate to infer that there was any
tampenng or that any additional votes were recorded after
the pollmg concluded, such a conclusion cannot be

inferred w1thout specific evidence being led to that effect.

* Such has not ‘been alleged and nelther has it been

established. The apprehensmn of the Petitioner to that

effect is purely conjectural and is devoid of any material to

establish the same. D.W.2 in paragraph 19 of her
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37. Itis also relevant to refer to Ex.P.6, which is a letter written
| by the Pefitioner to the Chief Election Commissioner

Madhya Pfadesh received by the office of the Collector and

the District Election Officer District Rewa on 5.12.2013.
In this letter in which the Petitioner has raiséd a grievance
.that the Px;esiding Officer is not takfng the signature of the
election agent on the record of votes polled and that the
‘record of votes »po‘lled with regard to certain polling booths
were not in the format prescribed under Form 17-C and
that the same was given on plain paper. Tile only relief
prayed for m the said letter was that in"the annexed list,
the Presi&ing Officer be directed_ to give a clear description
with regard to the votes recorded in the polling-booths
mentioned in the list and the same be provided to the

Petitioner. In this letter to the election commission there

isno gxievance made to the effect thét there was no sealing
of some of the CU’s and BU’s or that there was improi:er
sealing or that the details of those seals were not entered
in Form 17-C. The Petitioner itself stands contradicted by

'its own witness P.W.2, his election agent, who has stated

that the Presiding Officer commenced sealing process of
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49(D) of the Rules of 1961 and, therefore, the Issue No.2

is also answered in the negative.

38. Issue no.5 (additional issﬁe]: The result of the election,

in so far as it concerns the Resmndenf No.1, has 'been‘

material effected by (i) improper reception, refusal or
rejection of any vote or (ii) any non-compliance of the
provisions of Rules 49(S) and 49(D).

39. As regards issﬁe no.5(i), it has never been the case of the
Petitioner that there was any improper reception, réfusal
‘or rejection of any vote. No averment has been made to the
effect in the petition and no evidencé has been led by the
Petitioner to establish im;}roper\ reception, refusal or

| rejection of any vote and neitﬁer has that been brought out _
in the cross examination of either D.W.1 or D.W.2. It Hés
be held by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in a catena of

. decisions that where a pleading has not b¢¢n taken in the
plaint, evidence with regard to that point cannot be lead
as the same would take the | opposite side by surprise.
Further, if evidence is even led with regard to a point not

raised in the pleadings the same cannot be looked in'to

: agraph 24 supra, that in the course of evidence; those

I 4

e T

= statemmts of the Petitioner, which are not supported by
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pleadings, ought not to be looked into and appreciated by
this Court, stands answered accordingly in favour of the

Respondent No.1.

40. The Petitioner has in paragraph 14 at page 13 of his

petition alleged that, “the effect of using the control units
and balloting units different from those notified in
Annexure PS5 has led to false énd fabricated voting at the
instance of the Respondent No.1 Which'took the Petitioner
by gteat_sﬁrpﬁse and there remains no check and balance
to ascertain the correct -control and balloting units as
already mentioned and informed to the Petitioner were
‘actually sent and uséd”. The Petitioner hés made a bald
allegation to the effect that use of some control units and
balloting units being different from those notified before
the polls had led to fake and fabricated votiixg. But for
stating thus, the Petitioner has miserably failed to adduce
any evidence to estabiish the same. An inference whether
false and fabricated voting has taken place cari only be
based upon evidence and the same cannot be drawn in

‘ {es . : .
vacuum. The Petitioner himself does not state in his

T \taf:g place and his own election agent examined as P.W.2
) :\i_ . '_ Y
: ",.-_- s g’o jpletely silent about any kind of false and fabricated

- - » . i .Ai
answered in the negative. ﬁ
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41. ]Issue No. 5{(ii): any noﬁ-comg‘lianc.e- with provisions of
rules 49-8 and 49-T of the Conduct of Election Rules,

1961.

As regards Issue no.5 (ii), the same stands anSWered in the

T o R

' negative in view of the findings given by this Court regard
to issue nos. 1 and 3.
' 42. Issue no.3: Whether the Petitioner has levelled

insignifican t, ineonseguential and baseless alleggtions
against the oiﬁcials of the election commission.

'In his deposition before the Court, the Petitioner who has
examined himself as P.W.1, has statéd in paragraph 21
that the election coimm’ssion ga_vé him blank Form 17-C’s
and inooinplete information on plain paper and most
1mportant1y, concealing the. paper seal numbgr from the
Petitioner w1th a delibérate intent of ensuring his defeat in

N the election. In paragraph 22, this witness has stated that
he lost the election on account of the green paper seal not

~ given to hxm He has also repeatedly ochcted to the green

paper seal not being given to him during the course of the

election through rcpresentations, which were not accepted

T the elecuon commission was Ex-P/6, wh;ch D.W.2 also

‘ bove i#sue has been placed on record and proved by the

i /! |
N Pet:ltmner The only representation that he ever made to
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admits having received from the Petitioner. In paragraph
23 of his deposition, the witness states that as per
intelligence report, the Respondent No.1 had won the
elections on account of the irregularities in the election
process. In cross-examination by the counsel for the
Respondent no. 1, to a specific query after pai‘agraph No.25
that the Petitioner in his entire petitioh has not alleged any

kind of corrupt practice or irregularities against the

'Respondent No.1, the Petitioner has answered that the

election commission has committed the irregularities in

~ order to ensure the victory -of Respondent No.1. Another

question that was asked to the Petitioner was whether the
Petitioner in his petition has anywhere alleged that the
election commission has committed all the irregﬁlariﬁes in

order to ensure the victory of the Respondent No.1, the

Petitioner replied that the eentire petition has been drawn
‘up in such a manner which would reflect that the election

. commission had ensured the victory of Respondent No.1.

against the officials of the election commission.

) £ : .
bek}:ﬁ" citerated hereinabgve, Issue No.3 has to be
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Issue No. 4: Relief and Costs: In view of the aforesaid

findings of this Court, based upon the pleadings and
evidence on record, the election petition fails and is
dismissed. The parties ‘s'hall bear their own costs as

even though the election petition does not succeed, it

cannot be said that the petition filed by the Petitioner

was ﬁ-ivoldus, vexatious and an abuse of the process of

the court.

The office is requested to return the original records to

departments concerned.

A copy of this order be sent to the Election Commission

and the State Election Commission.
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HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH_ |
BENCH AT GWALIOR
(SB : VIVEK AGARWAL, J.)

Election Petition No.28/2014
Laxmikant Sharma
Vs,
Govardhan Upadhyaya & Others.

Shri 1.P. Mishra, learned senior counsel with Shri R.S. Bansal,
counsel for the petitioner. :
Shri K. N. Gupta, leamned senior counsel with Shri R, K. Shakya,
counsel for respondent no.1.
- ShriK. L. Tiwari, leamed counsel for respondent no.9.
-Shri Sanjay Dwivedi, learned counsel for respondent no.10.
Date of hearing : 26.03.2018.

ORDER .
(Passed on 29th June, 2018)
This election petition has been filed by petitioner Laxmikant
Sharma under the provisions of Sections 80 and 81 of the
 Representation of People Act, 1951 (hereinafter for short ‘Act of
- 1951") being aggrieved by result of the election for the Legislative
Assembly. Constituency Sironj (General) No.147, to which the
elections were held on 25,11.2013 and in which respondent no.1-
Govardhan Upadhyéy has been declared as a winning candidate.
2. It is petitloner's contention that the petitioner was a sitting
MLA and Minister of the State of Madhya Pradesh at the time
when nominations were filled, for which last date .was
08.11.2013. The last date for wamdrawal of the nomination was
13.11.2013 and after such last date of wrthdrawal there were 12 -
candidates in the’ fmy who contested the elections for the
-Legislative Assembly Constituency No.147 of the Madhya Pradesh
Vidhan Sabha. Out of these 12 contestmg candidates, 11 have
been arrayed as respondents and besides them, the petitnoner

was also a candidate.
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"§. It is submitted that the petitioner was given a ticket to

contest the electnon on the party symbol of Bhartiya Janata Party,
whereas respondent no.1-Govardhan Upadhyay contested the

'electlon on the symbol and ticket of Indian National ‘Congress.
'Slmllarly, respondent no.2-Mubaraq Ali contested the electidn ‘on

ticket of Bahujan Samaj Party, respondent no.3-Mohammad Iiazn;
Khan contested the election as a candidate of Hindustan Jenl,ta
Party, respondent no.4-Sameena Bai contested the election as a
candidate of Bahujan SangharSh' Dal, respondent no.5—Smt.
Shobna Yadav was a candidate of Samajwadi Party and the other
respondents eontested the election as independent candidates.
4, It is petitioner's contention that there were ebdut 182000
voters in the Sironj (General) Legislative Assembly Constituency
No.147 and the total number of votes polled as per Form 20 of
the Conduct of Election Rules were 142173, |
5.  According to the petitioner, when the results were declared,
the petitioner had secured 63713 votes whereas respondent
no.1-Govardhan Upadhyay had secured 65297 votes, therefore,
the total difference of votes between the two main contesting
candidates was only 1584 votes, i.e, the margin of win of
respondent no.1-Govardhan Upadhyay' was a very slender; that
was only 1584 votes.
6. It is petitioner's allegation that the petitioner was having a
clear edge in the Constituency because of the composition of the
voters and also because of his past association with the
Cbnstituenql, which he had nurtured very hard with all his'effofts
both as a Member of Legislative Assembly and as a Minister
holding important portfolio in the Ministry of State of Madhya
Pradesh. He submits that just few days before the election; a
mala fide campaign was lodged against him so as to tarnish his
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image and this | campaign was suspectedly launched by
respondent no.1 and his supporters, which resulted in his defeat
and such campaign was in violation of the provisions of the Model
Code of Conduct and Constituted Corrupt Practices as mentioned
in Section 100 (1) (b) (d) (iv), Section 123 (3-A) and Section 123
(4) of the Act of 1951.

7. It is submitted that on 23.11.2013 at about 1.00-1.30 PM

at Village Lateri, a newspaper in- the form of pamphlet was .
~ dirculated in the name and style 'Karara Jawab' (Ex.P/28), which

does not bear the names of Editor, Printer and Publisher. This
pamphlet only makes a locétion of place and date and it was
circulated by one Toran Ahirwar son of Dev Chand Ahirwar
resident of Ward No.5, Lateri, District Vidisha with consent and
under directions of respondent no.1 so also his election agent
and supporters. It is submltted that this newspaper published in
the form of pamphlet, as was circulated on 23.11. 2013, was

followed by another pamphiet under the title 'Batao Main Kaun

Hoon'. This was followed by a third handbill under the title Jo

Moda To Bigad Gayo'.
8. Itis submitted that 'Karara Jawab' was circulated to various

residents of Village Lateri and was read by several persons

including PW6 Vinod Kumar Jain son of Chandmal Jain, resident
of Muraiya, Tahsil Lateri, District Vidisha and PWS5 Vinod Kumar

‘Baghel son of Sardar Singh Baghel, resident of Village Later,

District Vidisha. It is also averred that subsequently PW6 Vinod
Kumar Jain and PWS Vinod Kumar Baghel had informed the
petitioner about circulation of the alleged newspaper on the very
same day and thereafter on behalf of the p_eti_tioner, one Suresh
Kumar Jain, President of Bhartiya Janata Party, Village Lateri, had

~lodged a complaint about the alleged dirculation of newspaper
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before the Sub-DMs:onal Maglstrate, Laten, District Vidisha. It is
submltted that on the same day on 23. 11 2013, this newspaper
was also arculated in Sironj, District VidISha by one Shri Vishal
Rawal son of Shri Surendra Narayan Rawal, resident of Patwa
Tola, Sironj at about 11.00 AM to 12.00 AM with consent and

under direction of respondent no.1. At Sironj, it was read by PWZ ‘

Munim Gourie son of Shri Kallu Khan, resident of Ward No4

~-Rakab Ganj and PW1 Pappu Sahu son of Shri K.L. Sahu, reSIdent

of Ward No.1, Govardhan Sahu Wali Gali, Sironj, District Vidisha.
It is further submntted that they had conveyed such information
to Shri Ramesh Yadav, President of Bhartiya Janata Party, Sironj,
who had lodged a complaint about alleged circulation to the
Returning Officer.

9. On 24.11.2013, one Sunil son of Rajendra Yadav, resident

of Nishad Talkies, Sironj and Mukesh son of Shri Nandkishore
Sen, resident of Patwa Tola, Sironj circulated pamphlet 'Batao

Mein Kaun Hoon' and ‘Jo Moda To Bigad Gayo'. Immediately
_information was furnished by the peﬁtioner's agent PW7 Om

Prakash Sharma to the concemed Police Statton, the aforesaid
two persons Sunil and Mukesh were arrested and the
proceedmgs were initiated against them under the provisions of
Section 127 of the Act of 1951. It is submitted that all these
exercise were undertaken to lower the Aimage of the petitioner
and divert the mindset of the voters of the Constituency. The said
act done by respondent no.1 or at his behest is contrary to the
provisions contained in Section 123  (3-A) and 4 of the Act of
1951.

10. It is submitted that since the petitioner lost the election by

a thin margin, respondent no.l was dedared as elected on
08.12.2013, therefore, the present election petition has been
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filed. :

11. ' In the election petition, relief has been sought that the
election of respondent no.l from Sironj (General) Legislative
Assembly Constituency No.147 of the Madhya Pradesh Vidhan
Sabha be declared as void and the same be set aside. It is also
prayed that the petitioner be declared as a returned candidate
from Sironj (General) Legislative Assembly Constituency No.147

‘of the Madhya Pradesh Vidhan Sabha. It is also prayed that

suitable puhishment be awarded to those found to be involved in

" corrupt practices and in addition suitable costs be also awarded

in favour of the petitioner. .

12, Respondent no.l had filed a written statement so also

respondent no.10-Mahendra Pratap Singh through - their
respective counsel. Reply was also filed on behalf of respondent
no.6. As far as reply is concerned, respondent no.1 is the main
contesting candidate and he ih his reply raised preliminary

ob]ectlon that the peutlon does not contain material facts and

particulars for constttunng the ground of corrupt practices. He

~ also took objection that the petition should be dismissed as
affidavit annexed with the petition is not in terms of the

reqmrements under Rule 94-A of the Conduct of Election Rules in
Form No.25. Further objection was taken that the petition is not

properly verified as required under Order 6 Rule 15 of the Code

of Civil Procedure and prayed for dusmlssal
13. He admitted the loss of election by the petitioner in the

| hands of respondent no. 1, but denied that respondent no.l

vitiated any of the provisions contamed in Sectlon 123 (3-A) and
123 (4) of the RP Act. He denied the allegahon that respondent
no.1 was grossly invoived in oorrupt pracuces enumerated under
Section 100 (1) (b) (d) (w) of ‘the Act of . 1951 He denied
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distribution of newspaper in the form of pamphlet, i.e.,, 'Karara
Jawab' on 23.11.2013 between 1.00 to 1 30 PM at Village Lateri
and submitted that this pamphlet does not bear the names of the
Ed:tor, Printer and Publisher. He further denied distribution of
such pamphlet in the hands of Toran Ahirwar. He denied thear
bemg any consént of respondent no.1 behind such distribution of
pamphlet or that of his election agent or his supporters. He
denied that pamphlet was received by Vinod Kumar Jain and
Vinod Kumar Baghel. He further denied that they had informed
the petitioner about circulation on the very same day and also
denied another complaint being lodged by Sudesh Kumar Jain,
President Bhartiya Janta Party, Lateri before SDM Lateri. '
14. He denied the contents of paragraph 7 of the petition.

15. Respondent no.l similarly denied the allegation of
dirculation of 'Karara Jawab' in Vllagé Sironj by Vishal Rawal at
about 11 00 AM to 12.00 AM with consent of respondent no.1 or
his electlon agent or his supporters He also denied reading over

‘of such newspaper by Munim Gourie son of Shri Kallu Khan and

Pappu Sahu resident of Sironj. He denied any information being

-conveyed to Shri Ramesh Yadav President of Bhartiya Janta Party,

Sironj, District Vidisha. He also denied any complaint being
lodged by such Ramesh Yadav before the Returning Officer on
the same day. He, however, mentioned that the complaint was
found meritless. D ‘
16. In paragraph 9, he denied distribution of pamphlets 'Batao
Main Kaun Hoon' and 'Jo Moda To Bigad Gayo' on 24.11.2013
between 10.00 AM to 12.00 AM. He also denied their circulation
by Sunil son of Rajendra Yadav and Mukesh son of Nandkishore
Sen. He submitted that no such pamphlets were printed and
circulated by them and he also denied arrest of Sunil and
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Mukesh. He also denied any act being done by Sunil and Mukesh
at his instance or at the instance of his agent or supporters. He
denied any attempt on his own part or his agent or supporters in

abetting and attempting to procure assistance to defeat the -

petitioner, a sitting Minister of the ruling party. He further
submitted that the documents are not duly verified and,
therefore, made a prayer that the petitioner is not entitled to the
relief prayed for.in the petition. “

17. Respondent no.6 also denled circulation or publication of

any such newspaper or pamphlets in the Constituency and almost -

similar stand was taken by respondent no.10.
18. In this backdrop, the following issues were framed :-
~ (1)Whether respondent no.l adopted corrupt practice as
enumerated in Section 100 (1) (b), (d) (iv), 123 (3-A) and
Section 123 (4) of the Representation of People Act, 1951
in the election in question? '
(2)Whether the contents of the newspaper/pamphlet Karara
Jawab attempted to assassinate the character of the
petltloner by pro)ectmg him to be involved in killing of cows

and amassing black money and other socially not

acceptable activities dlrectly effechng the result of the
election by circulating the said newspaper/pamphlet in

Tahsil Sironj on 23.11. 2013 on the directions of respondent

no.1? i, ;f
(3)Whether the petition is filed within the prescnbed period of

hmitation7

(4)Whether the petitioner has deposated appropnate Court fee <

and if not its effect?
(5)Whether the election petition is hable to be dismissed on

any of the following reasons :- i
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(i) That, the complaint filed on behalf of the petitioner
' was found meritless. | |
(i) That, the documents/pamphlet annexed with petition
. are not admissible in evidence.
(i) That, the petition was not duly verified as per Order
" 6 Rule 15 CPC? ’
(IV) That, the affidavit dated 22.1.14 as per Form 25 of
" Rule 94-A is not valid and also not duly verified.
(6)Whether the petition is frivolous and vexatious and hence
the same can be dlsmlssed imposing exemplary cost under
Section 35-A CPC?

(7)Relief and costs?
19, For the sake of convenience, issues no.3 and 4, namely,
whether the petition is filed within the prescribed period of

limitation and whether the petitioner has deposited appropriate
Court fee and if not its effect, are being dealt with first as they '
~ will have material bearing as to whether the other issues are to

be decided on merits or not.
20. This election petition was presented before the Registrar
(J-II), High Court of Madhya Pradesh Jabalpur on 22.01.2014.

21. Section 81 (1) of the Act of 1951 provides that an election |

pet:tlon calling in question any election may be presented to on
one. or more of the grounds specified in sub-Section (1) of
Section 100 and Section 101 of the Act of 1951 to the High Court
by any candidate at such election or any elector within 45 days,
but not earlier than the date of election of the returned candidate
or if there are more than one returned candidate at the election
and the dates of their election are different, the later of those
two dates.

22, Reliance has been placed on the judgment of the Hon'ble
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“Supreme Court in the case of Tarun Prasad Chatterjee v.

Dinanath Sharma as reported in (2001) AIR (SC) 36,
wherein it is said that the day of declaration of the result is to be
excluded for the purpose of computing 45 days' Iifnitation.
Therefore, the petition is within limitation.

23. In the present case, it is an admitted position that counting
had taken place on 08.12.2013 and the result was declared on
08.12.2013, therefore, the election petition filed on 22.01.2014
will be deemed to be withivn'the prescribed period of limitation
and, therefOre, this issue of limitation is to be answered in
affirmative that the election petition has been filed within the
prescribed period of limitation, |

24. Similarly, Section 117 (1) of the Act of 1951 provides that
at the time of presenting an election petition, the petitioner shall
deposit in the High Court in accordance with the Rules of the
High Court a sum of two thousand rupees as security for the
costs of the petition. In view of such provisionsv contained in

~ Section 117 (1) of the Act of 1951, it is apparent from the
petition itself that the petitioner had deposited a sum of

Rs.2,000/-, it cannot be said that the petitioner had not

'deposited appropriate fee as secunty at the tnme of filing of the

election petition. Therefore, issue no.4 is also required to be

" decided in affirmative and is decided as such that the petitioner
_ has deposited appropriate Court fee and, therefore, the election .

petition cannot be thrown out on such premlse
25. Issue No.5 : As far as the pleading of respondent no.l

"that the petition is liable to be dismissed for being not duly
verified as per Order 6 Rule 15, CPC i is conoemed the petitioner

has placed reliance on the judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme
Court in the case of G.M. Siddeshwar v. Prasanna Kumar as
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| reported in (2013) AIR (SC) 1549, wherein it has been held
Tthat Sectlon 83 (1) (c) of the Act of 1951 does not require an

afﬁdawt in support of the pleadmgs in an election petition. There

: |s no requurement of election petitioner also of filing an affidavit

m support of averments made in election petition except when
the allegations of corrupt practice made. *

26. Learned counsel for the petitioner has also placed reliance
on the judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of
Chandrakant Uttam Chodankar v. Shri Dayanand Rayu
Mandrakar & Others as reported in (2005) AIR (SC) 547,
wherein the ratio is that a defective affidavit would not entail in
l'e-mine dismissal of election petition. Reliance has also been
placed on the judgments of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the
cases of Dr. Vijay Laxmi Sadho v. Jagdish as reported in

(2001) 2 SCC 247; G. Mallikarjunappa & Another v. ’
' Shamanur Shivashankarappa & Others as reported in
~ AIR 2001 SC 1829 and Kamalnath v. Sudesh Verma as

reported in AIR 2002 SC 599.

27. In view of such judgments of the Hon'ble Supreme Court,
the election petition cannot be dismissed for technical objections
like it being not duly verified or available being not as per Form
25 of Rule 94-A or for the reason that the complaint filed by the
petitioner was found to be meritless by the administrative
authorities. In fact, such material requires exhaustive
appreciation of evidence and that could have been done only by
an Election Tribunal after giving opportunity of hearing to rival

_ parties. All these matters have been brought to the notice of the

Court and rival parties have led their evidence.
28. After appreciating the evidence led by the rival parties, this
Court is of the opinion that the election petition cannot be
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dismissed on technicalities and the Court is obliged to advert to

the merits of the case, look into the gravity of the allegations of -
_corrupt practice, swift the evidence led by the rival parties to

come to a conclusion as to whether such practices as have been
alleged were found to be attributable to the rival party or not and
whether there is evidence to hold that rival party is ‘guilty of

“adopting such corrupt practices as are enumerated and alleged

as per the provisions contained in the Act of 1951. Therefore, this
Court is of the opinion that issue no.5 needs to be answered in

negative to the effect that the election petition is not liable to be

dismissed on any of the reasons mentioned in issue no.5.
29. Now, issues no.1 and 2 are taken up simultaneously.

Issue no.l deals with adoption of corrupt practices as

enumerated in Sections 100 (1) (b) and (d) (), 123 (3-A) and
123 (4) of the Act of 1951. Before adverting to the records and
evidence, which have been produced by the rival parties, it will
be appropriate to reproduce the relevant provisions :~ '
*100. Grounds for declaring election to be void.—
(1) Subject to the provisions of sub-section (2) if the High
court is of opinion— | |
(a) xox ' V »
(b) that any corrupt practice has been committed
by a returned candidate or his election agent or by

‘any other person with the consent of a returned
candidate or his election agent; or

(€) 2000 .

(d) that the result of the election, in so far as it
concerns a returned candidate, has been materially

affected—
(i) »ox
(i) xxx
(i) o
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* (i) by any non-compliance with the provisions of
the Constitution or of this Act or of any rules or
orders made under this Act, the High Court shall
declare the election of the returned candidate to

- be void. ?
123. Corrupt Practice : The following shall be
' deemed to be corrupt practices for the purposes of this

Act :- :
(3A) The promotion of, or attempt to promote,
feelings of enmity of hatred between different
dasses of the citizens of India on grounds of
religion, race, caste, community, or language, by a
candidate or his agent or any other person with the

- consent of a candidate or his election agent for the

furtherance of the prospects of the election of that
candidate or for prejudicially affecting the election

of any candidate.

(4) The publication by a candidate or his agent or
by any other person with the consent of a candidate
or his election agent, of any statement of fact which
is false, and which he either believes to 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, of any
candidate, being a statement reasonably calculated
to prejudice the prospects of that candidate’s
election.”

30. Itis the contention of the learned counsel for the petitioner
that circulation of pamphlets ‘karara Jawab’, ‘Batao Main Kaun
Hun’ and “Jo moda to Bigad Gayo’ amounted to character
assassinétion of the petitioner and they were published to
otherwise tarnish brilliant image of the petitioner. In support of
these charges, the petitioner examined PW1 Pappu Sahu, PW2
Muneem Khan, PW3 Dr. Rakesh Sharma, PW4 Vijay Sharma, PW5
Vinod Baghel, PW6 Vinod Jain, PW7 O.P. Sharma, PW8 Ramesh
Yadav, PW9 Swadesh Jain and PW10 petitioner himself.

31. PW1 Pappu Sahu deposed that the pamphlet ‘Yeh moda
Bigad Gayo’ was distributed by Prakash and Vishal Rawal. He had
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read material 2-3 days prior to the date of voting. However, in
cross-examination, he admitted that he is not aware as to
whether Vishal Rawal is a BIP worker or not. Ashok Rawal is
uncle of Vishal Rawal and Ashok Rawal is distributing mid-day
meals through self-help groups. He also admitted that he is not
aware that as to which party, Vishal Rawal belong§. He further

‘admitted that he had not seen Govind Upadhyay in his colony on

the date of distribution of pamphlet., His brother Suresh

‘Upadhyay was also not present at the time of distribution of the

pamphlet. He further admitted that his wife was a Councilor for
the local body. ' ' ‘

32, Similarly, PW2 Muneem Khan in his examination-in-chief
admitted that he is not adequately educated, therefore, he had
not read the pamphlet, however, he alleged that such pamphlets
were distributed by Sunil and Mukesh at the instance of Congress

Party. However, in cross-examination, he admntted that his wife

contested the election for ‘Councilor on the ticket of BIP. He

further admitted in his cross-examination that Ashok Rawal is

uncle of Vishal Rawal and Ashok Rawal is a senior worker of BIP.
He also -admitted that he is not aware as to what was written in

. the pamphiet. He also admitted that desprte knowmg the

contents of the pamphlet, he had. not changed his mind and had

casted his vote in favour of the petitioner. He could not read any

cogent evidence to point out that the persons, who allegedly
distributed the pamphlets have any nexus or relatlonshup with

respondent no.1.
33. PW3 Dr Rakesh Sharma and PW4 Vjay Sharma are

ofﬂaals, who were called with the original records. PW3 Dr.
Rakesh Sharma categorically deposed that Om Prakash Sharma

had lodged a complaint on 27.11.2013 and that complaint was
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' found to be baseless. He further deposed that another complaint

was made by Swadesh Kumar Jain of BJP Mandal Lateri, which

too was investigated and it was found that no cognizable offence

“was committed.
,34. Similarly, so far as PW4 Vijay Sharma, SDM Sironj is

concerned, he only deposed about available record.

35. PWS5 Vinod Baghel deposed that he is a worker of BIP for
last 06 years. He is Vice-President of Youth Wing of BIP and
further deposed that Toran had distributed pamphlets, but he has
not been able to identify said Toran because though he submitted
in his affidavit under Order 18 Rule 8, CPC that the said material

~ was distributed by Toran Singh son of Deo Chand Ahirwar, who is

a ‘worker of respondent no.l, but in cross-examination,. he
admitted that he does not know the name of father of Toran and
at the time of preparation of affidavit under Order 18 Rule 4,
CPC, he had not given the name of father of Toran to the counsel
who prepared the affidavit.

36. PW6 Vinod Jain has admitted in para 15 of his cross-

.examination that he had not asked Toran as to who got this
‘material distributed; whereas in the affidavit under Order 18 Rule

4, CPC, it is mentioned that Toran had distributed such pamphlets
at the instance of respondent no.1-Govardhan Upadhyay and his
agent. In para 6 of the affidavit, it is mentioned that such illegal
material was distributed in Sironj by Vishal Rawal and other
workers of the Congress Party at the instance of respondent
ho.l, but in cross-examination in para 14, this witness has

‘admitted that Vikas Rawal and Vishal Rawal are two different

persans and he had given the name of Vikas Rawal in his affidavit
and the same has been mentioned in the affidavit; whereas in
para 6 of the affidavit, the name of Vishal Rawal is mentioned
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and not that of Vikas Rawal.

37. PW7 O.P. Sharma has admitted that on 24.11.2013, he had
made a complaint at the instance of his workers and prior'to
making of such complaint, he had seen Ashish Bhrugu, Ashok
Jain son of Nathulal Jain, Kanhaiyaram Yadav and Rakesh Sharma
distributing the pamphlets. However, when he was asked whether
such names were mentioned in the election petition or not, then
after going through the election petition, he admitted that such
names were not mentioned in the e_lection petition. In para 20,

he admitted that respondent no.1-Govardhan Upadhyay won

election because he had a good image and there were no
allegations or charges on him, In para 17, he admitted that in
Ex.P/25 he did not make any mention about effect of such

‘material on election because the election was far away; whereas

the fact is that the election took place only a day after the date
on which Ex.P/25 complaint was lodged.

- 38. PW8 Ramesh Yadav admitted that at the time of mcrdence

of distribution of pamphlets, Govardhan Upadhyay was not

| present. He admitted that he is not aware as to who was the
election agent of respondent no.1; whereas in his affidavit in para
- 7, he has made an allegation against respondent no.1-Govardhan

Upadhyay that he had distributed such pamphlets and material.

39. PW9 Swadesh Jain admrtted that on 08.01.2014, a
complaint was made to the SDM He admrtted in his cross-
examination that he had not made any complamt as to collusion
between respondent no.1l and Mahendra Singh Pawar. He also

admitted that in Ex. D/1, no person was named in the complaint.

He also admitted that alongwith his complaint (Ex. D/1), no

pamphlet or newspaper was attached,
40. PW10 Laxmikant Sharma has though in para 6 mentioned
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that such illegal material to effect election was distributed
between 20.11.2013 and 24.11.2013 by Toran Singh, Vishal
Rawal Ashok Jam, Kanhaiyalal Yadav, Rakesh Sharma, Ashish
Bhrugu and other Congress workers at the instance of Govardhan
Upadhyay, but admitted in his cross-examination that he is aware
of the fact that registration of newspapers takes place with
Publicity Department. He was Minister of Publicity Department.
He had not made any complaint to the Publicity Department in
regard to a newspaper being distributed without any registration

number. He also admitted that the Police had found his complaint .,

to be baseless, but such information was received by him after
getting reply to the election petition. He also admitted that
Govardhan Upadhyay was not présent at the time of distribution
of such pamphlets.

41. In this backdrop, the learned counsel for the respondents
submits that the consent of candidate or election agent is
matérial and mere distribution of some material is not sufficient
to form corfrupt practice in terms of the provisions contained in
Section 100 (1) (d) (ii) of the Act of 1951. Similarly, requirement
of Section 123 (4) of the Act of 1951 provides for publication by a
candidate or his agent or by any other pérson with the consent of
a candidate or his électio_n agent to constitute a corrupt practice
has not been 'proved. It is submitted that adverse inference
should be drawn when petitioner’s two cited witnesses, namély,
Sunil son of Rajendra Yadav and Mukesh son of Nandkishore Sen

against whom there was allegation in regard to distribution of

pamphlets were given up on 08.05.2017 by the learned counsel
for the election petitioner. Once the witnesses were cited and
they have been given up, then adverse inference is to be drawn
in the light of the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in
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the case of Vidyadhar v. Manikrao & Another as reported
in AIR 1999 SC 1441, wherein the law is that where a party to
the suit does not step into the witness-box and states his own
case on oath and does not offer himself to be cross-examined by
other side, a presumption would arise that the case set up by him

is not correct.
42. Similarly, in the case of M.J. Jacob v. A. Narayanan &
Others as reported in (2009) 14 SCC 318 in para 26, it has

been held as under :-

%26, It is now well settied that the five ingredients
‘required to establish a corrupt practice under
Sectian. 123(4) of the Act are:

() there should be a publication by the
candidate or his agent, or by any other person,
with the consent of a candidate or his election
agent;

(i) the said pubhcatton should contam a
statement of fact which is false; -

(iii) the person making such publication should
either believe such statement to be false or not
believe it to be true;

(i) such false statement should be in relation
to the personal character or conduct of any
candidate; and

: (V) such false statement should reasonably be
calculated to prejudice the prospects of that
candidate’s election. -

- There is thus no doubt that any false
accusation relating to the personal character or
conduct of any candidate calculated ;to prejudice
the prospect of his election would amount to a
corrupt practice. But what is crudatl is that the
false statement should relate to the personal
character or conduct of a defeated candidate.
Where the false statement was about someone
other than the candidate, this Court has refused to
consider the publication to be a corrupt practice

under Section 123(4). ~
40, As already stated above election results
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should not be lightly set aside and the will of the

1 electorate should ordinarily be respected. Setting

! aside an election is a serious matter, and should

~1* i+ not have been done lightly. We regret to say that in

this case the election of the returned candidate has
been set aside by the High Court, though no doubt
i . by a rather elaborate judgment, by . observing,
. according to us unwarrantedly, that Para 2 in Ext. «
P-1 amounts to a false statement affecting the
personal character and conduct of Shri T.M. Jacob.” -

43. Therefore, the onus was on the petitioner to have pointed
out that such publication was by the candidate or his agent or by
any other person with the consent of a candidate or his election
agent. It has been admitted that vishal Rawal is nephew of
Ashok Rawal, who is a senior BIP leader. Petitioner gave up two
of his witnesses against whom allegations were made that they
distributed pamphlets at the instance of respondent no.l. PW3
Dr. Rakesh Sharma, SDM deposed that the complaint was
examined and‘ was found to be frivolous. PW7 Om Prakash
Sharma admitted that he had not made any follow up action after

making the complaint. PW10 Laxmikant Sharma election

petitioner admitted that he had discovered the outcome of the
complaint only from the written statement filed in the election
petition. No appeal or revision was filed against dismissal of the
complaint. PW6 Vinod Jain in para 12 admitted that Toran did not
disclose the source of original newspaper. Similarly, affidavit of

‘PW5 Vinod Baghel and PW6 Vinod Jain are identical from para 3

to para 8. PWS5 Vinod Baghel in para 7 alleged that respondent
no.l had distributed the pamphlets, which is contrary to the
pleadings in the petition. PW5 Vinod Baghel has been cited as a
witness for the incidént, which took place in Lateri. He is resident
of Tahsil Lateri. In para 6 of the election petition, it is mentioned
that ‘Karara Jawab’ was distributed on 23.11.2013 between 1.00
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to 1.30 PM and election petitioner cites Toran Ahirwar as a
distributor; whereas contrary to this, PW5 Vinod Baghel has
narrated that it was Vishal Rawal and Govardhan Upadhyay who
distributed such pamphlets. Similarly, there is another material
omission that though in the affidavit Vinod Baghel has given
name of father of Toran Ahirwar, but in para 14 of his cross-
examination, he admits that he had not given the name of father
of Toran Ahirwar to his lawyer, which demonstrates that the

affidavit under Order 18 Rule 4, CPC was not prepared as per his -

instructions, but was a brain child of the lawyer and such
evidence is not sufficient to set aside the election. He is also an
interested witness being a worker of Bhartiya Janata Party.

44. PWS5 Vinod Baghel admitted that Toran had distributed the
pamphlets between 1.00 to 1.30 PM whereas PW6 Vinod Jain
deposed that such pamphlets were distributed at night. There is
also contradiction inasmuch as in the affidavit, the name of Vishal

Rawal is mentioned whereas in cross-examination, he admits that -

he had given name of Vikas and not of Vishal. It has also come
on record that Toran had not disclosed the name of any person at
whose instance he had distributed such',pa,mphlets. In fact, it has
come in the deposition that he is not aware of the fact that such
pamphlets were distributed at the instance of respondent no.6.
He also admitted that he is a BIP. worker and had come to
depose at the instance of the election pehtuoner.
45. PW8 Ramesh Yadav has glven certain names in paragraphs
10 and 15, which are not mentionied in the election petition
though they are mentioned in Ex P/25. Afﬁdawts of PW8 Ramesh
Yadav and PW9 Swadesh Jain are verbattm adenticzl from para 3
to para 8. Reasons for such omussions are not explamed as to
when names of perpetrators of alleged m:schuef were known to
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. them why th'éy were not mentioned in the election petition. In
' para’9 of the election petition, there is a mention that papers

were distributed between 10.00 AM to 12,00 Noon on 24.11.2013
and such intimation was given to PW8 Ramesh Yadav, who in
para 16 has given timing of distribution of phamplets as 12.00
and 1.00 PM. In para 19, he admits that such news will impact or
influence the election if it is correct. He also admitted in para 20
of his cross-examination that respondent no.1 won the election
as he had a better image. PW9 Swadesh Jain admitted that he
had only made one complaint (Ex.D/1) and there are ho names
mentioned in Ex.D/1 as to who distributed the pamphlets. There
were admittedly no enclosures and the word used in Ex.D/1 is
‘candidates’ and there is no specific allegation in regard to
respondent no.1, the returned candidate.

46. Referring to all such decisions and the judgment of the
case of MJ. Jacob (supra), attention is invited to para 40 of
the judgment, which says that election results should not be

.Ilghtiy set aside and the will of the electorate should ordinarily be

respected Setting aside the election is a serious matter and
should not have been done lightly.

47. Similarly, reliance has been placed on the judgment of the

Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of R.P. Moidutty v. P.T.

Kunju Mohammad & Another as reported in AIR 2000 SC ‘

388, wherein in para 14, the Honble Supreme Court has
observed that it is basic to the law of elections and election
petntlons that in a democracy, the mandate of the people as
expressed at the hustings must prevail and be respected by the
Courts and that is why the election of a successful candidate is
not to be set aside lightly. Heavy onus lies on the eiecti'on
petitioner seeking setting aside of the election of a successful
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candldate to make out a clear case for such relief both in the
pleadmgs and at the trial.

48. Reliance has also been placed on the Judgment of the
Honble Supreme Court in the case of Ravinder Kumar

. Sharma v. State of Assam & Others as reported in AIR

1999 SC 3571, wherein the ratio of the judgment in para 25 is
that the presumption of genuineness attached under Section 81
of the Evidence Aet to. newspaper reports cannot be treated as
proof of the facts stated therein.

49, Reliance has also been placed on the Judgment of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Laxmi Raj Shetty &
Another v. State of Tamil Nadu as reported in AIR 1988
SC 1274, wherein the ratio is that in terms of the provisions

| contained in Sections 57, 78(2) and 81 of the Evidence Act, facts

stated in a newspaper are hearsay in nature and inadmissible
unless maker of statement is examined. Judicial notice of facts
stated in the newspaper cannot also be taken.

50. Reliance has also been placed on the J'udgment, of this
Court in the case of Radheshyam Dhakad .v. Jalwardhan -

Singh & Others E.P.No.oslzom decided on 12.09.2017,

| wherein in para 44 it has been held that a newspaper report

\mthout any further proof of what had actually happened to
witnesses is of no value. It is at best: second in secondary

I H

' evudence

51. Reliance has been placed on n the Judgment of the Honble
Supreme Court in the case of P.C. Thomas v. P.M. Ismail &

' Others as reported in (2009) 10 SCC 239 wherein in para

42 it has been held that it is well settled that‘ if after balancing
the evidence adduced, there still remams llttle doubt in proving
the charge, its benefit must go to the retumed candidate.
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" {However, it Is equally well settled that while insisting upon the

standard of proof beyond a reasonable doubt the Courts are not
requared to extend or stretch the doctrine to such an extreme
extent as to make it well-nigh lmposssble to prove any allegation
of corrupt practice.

52. It is also well settled law that evidence beyond pleadings
needs to be ignored as has been held by the Hon'ble Supreme
Court in para 24 in the case of Kattinokkula Murali Krishna v,
Veeramalla Koteswara Rao & Others_as reported in
(2010) 1 SCC 466.

53. Learned counsel for the petitioner, on the other hand, has
placed refiance on the judgment of Delhi High Court in the case
of M/s. Rudnap Export-Import v. Eastern Associates Co. & Others
as reported in AIR (1984) Delhi 20, wherein relying on Section 61
of the Evidence Act, it has been held that the document filed by
one party, other party can rely upon it without any proof. Where
a document is filed by one party, it can be looked into at the
instance of opposition party. In such a case, there is no need of
proof of such a document.

54, - Reliance has been placed on the judgment of the Hon'ble |

Supreme Court in the case of Prabhu Narayan v. A. K.
Srivastava as reported in (1975) AIR (SC) 968, wherein in
para 13, the Hon'ble Supreme Court has held that relying on the
evidence of PW66 and PW67 about the part played by the
respondent with regard to the pamphlets printed in Chhabi
Printing Press and of Kailash Chandra Nakra with regard to the
pamphlets printed in Kailash Press holding that the Supreme
Court was convinced beyond reasonable doubt that the
respondent was the guiding brain and hand behind all of them.

55. Placing reliance on such judgments, the learned counsel for
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the petitioner has tried to emphasis that in the present case
guiding hand behind the pamphlets, namely, 'Karara Jawab’,
'‘Batao Mein Kau Hoon' and 'Jo Moda To Bigad Gayo', was of
respondent no.1 alone and, therefore, his election should be set
aside as it amounted to correct practice. '

56. As far as the corrupt practice as narrated in 'Section 100
(1) (b), (d) (iv), 123 (3-A) and 123 (4) of the Act of 1951 is
concerned, the onus was on the petitioner to have shown direct
nexus between publications and respondent no.l1. After going
through the evidence of the rival parties, which has been
discussed above and for the sake of brevity, is not being repeated
again, the petitioner has failed to discherge the burden that such
material was either published or distributed at the instance of

“respondent no.1. :
57. As far as the law laid down in the case of M/s. Rudnap

Export-nhport (supra) is concerned, Section 61 of the

Evidence Act only provides for proving of contents of documents
_either by primary or by secondary evidence. Production of

document in the hands of the respondents only proves that such

document exists. Learned counsel for the respondents has
submitted that such documents were obtamed ‘by him under the -

Right to Informatlon Act and they are not of his own making.

Therefore, the onus to prove such documents was still on the

pebt!oner by examimng the concerned editor, pubhsher or author
of such publication. PW7 Om Prakash Sharma has categorically
admltted that pubhc accepts only what is perceived to be correct.

‘Witnesses from the pehtloner‘s side have admltted that despite

publication of such material, they had casted their vote in favour
or the pebt:oner Coupled with this fact that the petitioner at the

relevant point of time was Minister for Publucnty Department and
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did ‘riot make any complaint or did not take any pains to verify

whether such ‘newspaper is reglstered with the Department or

f’ the Reglstrar of Newspapers and who are the persons behind
" such newspaper and from where such newspaper was published,

has ; ;utterly - failed to discharge the burden that such

| newspaper/pamphlet was published and circulated at the
instance of respondent no.1. In fact, in the light of the law laid

down in the case of Laxmi Raj Shetty (supra), it was incumbent
upon the petitioner to have examined maker of statement.

58. In fact, the allegations were initially against Toran Ahirwar
and the petitioner's witnesses, namely, PW5 Vinod Baghel and
PW6 Vinod Jain have mechanically mentioned the name of the
father of Toran Ahirwar in their affidavits. In cross-examination,
ihey both have admitted of not disclosing the name of father of
Toran Ahirwar to their counsel. Such kind of mechanical drafting
of affidavits demonstrates that the affidavits in lieu of oral
evndence under Order 18 Rule 4, CPC were prepared not under
the instructions of the deponents, but the deponents were made
to sign on it.

5. It has also come on record that two of the persons, namely,
Shml and Mukesh, against whom allegations were made, were
cited as petitioner's witnesses,but were given up vide order dated
08.05.2017. It has also come on record that Vishal Rawal's undle
is senior worker of BIP. Allegations have been made against

Vishal Rawal of distributing certain pamphlets at the instance of

respondent no.1. One of the witnesses has categorically admitted
that he had given name of Vikas Rawal and not of Vishal Rawal.
This again demonstrates that there is lack of coherence in the

allégaﬁons, pleadings and evidence which has been brought on

record. Petitioner cannot be permitted to take the advantage of
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his own shortcomings and mistakes and, therefore, the evidence
of his witnesses, which is contrary to the pleadings, contradictory
and admittedly not as per their instructions, cannot be made a
basis to hold that corrupt practice was performed by respondent
no.1. Therefore, it is apparent that there is inadequacy of
evidence produced by the election petltroner in order to discharge

" the onus to prove the corrupt practice alleged. In fact, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of M. J. Jacob (supra) in
para 40 has laid down that the election result should not be
lightly set aside and the will of the electorate should ordinarily be
respected, Setting aside the election is a serious matter and
should not have been: done lvghtly Even five Ingredients

-ment:oned in the case of M.J. Jacob (supra) have not been

proved. Merely, the margin of victory between the petitioner and
respondent no.1 being thin is not- sufficient ground to hold that
certain material brought on record was published and dirculated
at the instance of respondent no.1. In absence of any such nexus
between the material publrshed and distributed and respondent
no.1, the onus of which was on the petitioner to establish, it

cannot be held that respondent no.1 adopted corrupt practice as

narrated in Section 100 (1) (b) (d) (iv), Secbon 123 (3-A) and
Section 123 (4) of the Act of 1951. Slmllariy, smce this Court has
held that such petitioner has since: fanled to show that such
matenal was circulated in Tahsil Sironj on 23.11. 2013 on the
drrectzons of respondent no.l, it cannot be held that such
material amounted to character assassunation of the petitioner. In
fact in the light of the Judgment in the ‘case of P.C. Thomas

| (supra), the benefit is to be given to the Retumed Candidate.

Therefore, issues no. 1 and 2 are to be decided in negative and
are decided as such. !
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;60. Issue no.6 is whether the petition is frivolous and
| vexatious and hence the same can be dismissed imposing
: ‘exemplary cost under Section 35-A CPC Section 35-A of CPC
: 'deals with compensatory costs in respect of false or vexatious
clanms or defences. It reads as under :-

"35-A. Compensatory costs in respect of
false or vexatious claims or defences.- (1) If
in any suit or other proceeding, including an
execution proceeding but excluding an appeal or a
revision, any party objects to the claim or defence
on the ground that the claim or dénce or any part
of it is, as against the objector, false or vexatious
to the knowledge of the party by whom it has
been put forward, and if thereafter, as against the
objector, such claim or defence is disallowed,
abandoned or withdrawn in whole or in part, the
Court, if it so thinks fit, may, after recording its
reasons for holding such claim or defence to be
false or vexatious, make an order for the payment
to the objector by the party by whom such daim
or defence has been put forward, of costs by way
of compensation.”

61. Reading of Section 35-A of CPC in consonance with the
pleadings in the petition leads to a pﬁmary impression that
though the petitioner has failed to prove corrupt practices as
narrated under  Section 100 (1) (b) (d) (iv), Section 123 (3-A)
and Section 123 (4) of the Act of 1951, but at the same time,
before awarding costs, the Court is to satisfy itself that the dlaim
was false or vexatious to the knowledge of the party, the interest
of justice require awarding of such costs; but where evidence on
record is merely found insufficient to prove a corrupt practice, it
cannot be said that the plea raised by the petitioner were false or
vexatious in totality and did not provide initial impetus to contest
on the basis of such material. Neither any vexatious motive has
been pfoved nor the respondent has proved that the pleadings of
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the petitioner were altogether groundless. Therefore, in viéw_ of
such existing facts, grant of compensatory costs will not be
within the domain of the provisions of Section 35-A, CPC.
Therefore, this Court has decided issues no.1 and 2 against the
election petitioner, but at the séme time it is of the opinion that
there is no sufficient material to hold the election petition to be

frivolous and vexatious resulting in grant of compensatory costs
as envisaged under Section 35-A, CPC, therefore, this issue is

answered in negative and plea for payment of compensatory

costs is negatived.

62. Relief and costs : In view of the aforesaid discussions,
this election petition deserves to be dismissed for the reasons
that the petitioner has failed to prove _inyolvement of respondent
no.1 in corrupt practices as defined in the Representation of the
People Act, 1951. The petitioner has filed to prove consent of
respondent no.1 as is envisaged under Section 100 (1) (b) or 100
(1) (d) (iv) of the Act of 1951. Similarly, no case is made out
under Section 123 (3-A) of the Act of 1951 of attempting to
‘promote, feelings of enmity or hatred between different classes

of the dtizens of India on grounds of religion, race, caste,
community, or language. Even on the g_roUnds fhnder Section 123 -

(4) of the Act of 1951 showing that there was any publication by
respondent no.1 or his agent or by any _,'ot_he'r person with the
consent of a candidate or his election agent materially affecting

the result of the election, the petitioner has failed to prove his

case against respondent no.1 or any other respondents. Thus,
the petition is dismissed. However, the parties shall bear their

own costs.
Sd/-
(VIVEK AGRAWAL)
Judge
29-06-2018
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Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

No. F 1-2/2017/VII/6-—- In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of
Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters
the limits of Tehsil Biaora of District Rajgarh from the date of publication of this order in the official
Gazette by excludmg therefrom Patwari Halka No. 41 to 71 of Revenue Circle Suthaliya and 72 to 75,
78 and 100 1o, 111 of Revenue Circle Malawar and creates a new Tehsil Suthaliya by comprising of
Patwari Halka No. 41 to 71 of Revenue Circle Suthaliya and 72 to 75, 78 and 100 to 111 of Revenue
_ Circle M'alawar, which shall be comprised of 48 Patwari Halkas and 131 villages.The headquarter of

the said Tehsik shall be at Suthaliya.

-'_h

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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faum & MR HHEH TH-1-4-2017-9A-3.-6, ﬁﬂmzsmﬂmzmsrﬂaﬁaﬁmwﬁ
WA R ¥ g YehIfv fopan S 2.

TEAYRY & TSI o AW o q°1 ARIMER,

Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

'No. F 1-4/2017/V11/6-—- In#exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of
Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters
the lmits of Teﬁsll Rajgarh of Distrlchajgarh from the date of publicatlon of this order in the official
Gazette by excludmg therefrom Patwari Halka No. 63 to 103 of Revenue Circle Khujner and creates
a new Tehsil Khujner by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 63 to 103 of Revenue Circle Khujner, which
shall be comprised‘of 41 Patwari Halkas and 97 villages.The headquarter of the said Tehsil shall be at
Khujner.

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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a9, T 28 faawsr 2018

FHIG T, 15 /2018 /€ /9. 6 ——— FEAWAY Y—IIoTed HiEaT, 1959 (BAID 20
T 1959) B URT 13 P SUURNI (2) T Ve Wil B WA § a1 §Y W
WER, TAgEN, §9 AT & IO0d § YHEH # TN ¥, o Rra @ aede
TR B g ST ¥ gogowo 01 ¥ 48 Ud 52 W 54 HY Huaffd FRA g, uRafid
Tt & ok T08070 01 W 48 U 52§ 54 WART FRA g AT qEAA B BT
o I B, memﬁﬁ@vwzmwﬁm@ﬁ;waﬂam
g@mmﬁﬁ%"ﬂm

TEYRY % ToIUe & A G qA STRIIR,
= S e, v afea
e, feis 28 faamsi 2018

. TH-1-5-2018-HA-3M.—-6.—HNd & GaUH & =g 348 F @US (3) & W #H, 9
faum ¥ TR FHI® TH-1-5-2018-Wd-9.~6, &l 28 faamr 2018 1 SIS SarE AT F
TfehR & AR WY fea Sl 2,
‘ TEAYRY % TIUIA & A § a0 ARIMIER,

gt T e, wy@ afe.

Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

No. F 1-5/2018/Vii/6—- In exercise.of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of
Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters
the limits of Tehsil Tarana of District Ujjain from the date of publication of this order in the official
Gazette by excluding therefrom Patwari Halka No. 01 to 48 and 52 to 54 and creates a new Tehsil
Makdon by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 01 to 48 and 52 to 54 which shall be comprised of 51
Patwari Halkas and 102 villages. The headquarter of the said Tehsil shall be at Makdon. :

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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e, T 28 faamr 2018

: BHD Th. 17 /2013 7 /A, 6 ———— FATY YOI Wi, 1059 (HAIH 20
| ] 1959) MBI €RT 13 &I SUWRT (2) BN Yo WA @ 9T # & gL, T
R, TIGERT, T AR & W00y § Yoo & aikg Q, Fed R @) asdia
e v7 drRaier @ 9N, S ¥ aedie sEeT @ iofiodo whEEETE B
U080 55 ¥ 79 TPd PHA 25 TAT TedA dMREST B WofioHo SHRETIH B
qo%'0¢fo1ﬁ1oa$?m1o T UHR gel 35 USIRT o fOrH 81 W BN
maﬁfamazﬁ?mﬁﬁagmwﬁwwﬁwﬁqﬁﬁmlwmm
AR TeNwAETE ¥ B |

HeAYRY & TSI % AT F qA IR,
R & wa, ygE gfe.
frarer, feAie 28 faarr 2018

%, ThH-1-7-2013-TA-T.-6.— KA & GAUM % B 348 F @S (3) & U ¥, T
faum & Y HHiE TH-1-7-2013-9d-9.-6, f‘aﬂmzsfaamzmsaﬂamﬁﬁaﬁamﬂ—mm%
WRHR ¥ TASERT YR foRa i .

TEAYSY &% TIU b AW W qAT IR,
R = v, wE e,

Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

No. F 1-7/2013/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 Gosernment, hereby, alter the limits of Tehsil Bahoriband and Dhimarkheda of

District :Katni from the date of publication of this order in the official Gazette by

excluding therefrom 25 Patwari Halkas of Revenue Circle Sleemnabad and 10
Patwari Halkas of Revenue Circle Umariyapan and create a new Tehsil Sleemnabad

by comprising of 1 to 10 total 10 Patwari Halkas of Revenue Cercle Umariyapan and~
total 35 arid-Yillage shall be 81. The headquarter of the said Tehsil shall be at
Sleemnabad.

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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W, ferie 28 faamt 2018

FHIE TP, 1-8,/2017 /¥ /. 6 ———n AL g——w wfger, 1959 (9iE 20

_vﬁ1959)3%%133%@%(2)§mmmaﬁm#m§q St
WOR, TISEN, §9 IRy & w9y -F. ywem @ ok 9§, g e # wsda
I B WG, SEH W 0E070 40 W 42 T W0R0S0 45 W 69 FY aRia B

¢, gRaffa Pt & 3R qog0si0 40 W 42 T 0800 45 § 69 WA B §Y T
Wﬁaﬁmwmﬁ’r%ﬁmﬁ 28@@3&#311773%%%@?&1

nm&e%w%w@amm,
g o a, e ufe

"sfrcm, i 28 faar 2018
TH-1-8-2017-TA-T.-6.—YRA & GAHH & TT=¢ 348 & WUE (3) & W #, 39 faum

¥ STV FHHH Th-1-8-2017-9M-W.-6, f&AH 28 TR 2018 F ST AR oAU o TIfEshR
q TaggRT YR TR < 2.

TG % TSI &% AW | qUT SQUTTHR,
R W wa, @ i,

Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

. Nb' F 1-8/2017Nll/6--- In exereise' of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of
: Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No..20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters

the limits of Tehsll Udalpura of District Raisen from the date of publication of this order in-the
‘officlal Gazette by excluding therefrom Patwarl Halka No. 40 to 42 and Patrarl Halka No. 45 to 69"_

“and creates a new Tehsil Deori by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 40 to 42 and Patrari Halka No. 45
.to 69. which shall be comprised of 28 Patwarl Halkas and 73 villages The headquarter of the sald:-
',Tehsnl shall beatDeori. : : CLh

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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THF TP, 1—10 /2016 /AT /AT, 6 ———— FEATRY [ IR, 1959 (FHIB 20
m1959)a%am13ﬁwm(z)§mmsmaﬂmﬁaﬁ§q I
WER, TIEERI, 39 A2 & Woigd § THRE & a9 9, IR el 3 g 8w
-3 A, sad 9 wofioso wTeTeT Td WRIR @ Y0800 46 X 49, 56 9 73 T4 78 &
86 P SN FRY §Y, IRARKT FRl & iR RmoffioHo ATeeT U WY % Hog0o 46
‘¥ 40,56 W 73 TF 76 W 86 TARE F=A Y 4N edier QMR FT Go F! 8,
ﬁmﬁwaaqamﬂz&%@vmmwxﬁw@ﬁtwaﬁamwﬁw
q B

HEAYY & TIIA & A9 § AT AR,
iarer, feie 28 faws 2018
%, Th-1-10-2016-TA-TM.—-6.— XA & HAYM & TS 348 & WS (3) F W H, 39
fasT ¥ ST FHIF TH-1-10-2016-H@-¥.-6, F&iF 28 Famar 2018 %1 SHST TN ToawIA F
TAR Q TaRE TR e < g,

Ty % TSI & A W qUT TRUFER,
R o wa, ygE wfea.

Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

No, F 1-10/2016/VIl/6--— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of
Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters
the limits of Tehsil Dhar of District Dhar from the date of publication of this order in the official
GaZette by eé(élﬁding therefrom Patwari Halka No. 46 to 49, 56 to 73 and 76 to 86 of Revenue Circle
Nalchha and §agore and creates a new Tehsil Pithampur by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 46 to
49, 56 to 73 and 76 to 86 of Revenue Circle Nalchha and Sagore, which shall be comprised of 33
Patwari Halkas and 213 villages.The headquarter of the said Tehsil shall be at Pithampur.

Tlem

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.



6378 qegyey TNy, faAie 28 faawsk 2018 R

Wiure, feaie 28 faawr 2018

FHIS 6. 1-12,/2017 /6 /WM. 6 ——— TRAUIY YIS Wi, 1959 (HHIF 20
| 1959) B UNT 13 & SUMNT (2) ERT Uaw WRRAD @ W@ § W g, e
WRBR, TAERI, $6 ARY & o9F § THRE o TG ¥, JMHTR oy @
qEdlel Haell B WA, S | 908070 01 ¥ 30, 33, 36 W 39 BT JwART FN
gu, uRRafcfy el @ siiv 908070 01 ¥ 30, 33, 36 W 39 WHIRE BRI TY T TR
TEIGRYR BT Ford I 8, Wmsswﬁmaﬁvgomwﬁemlw
azﬁamﬁmmwﬁml_ |

YR & TSI o 91 9 qAT STITER,
R = we, yqE gide.
e, feqie 28 faaraiy 2018

%, TH-1-12-2017-9F-3M.-6.— IR & Glaam éﬁaﬁ—a@z 348 % WUS (3) & ST H, W
faamT ¥ 3 FHH TH-1-12-2017-WE@-9.-6, i 28 Faawr 2018 H1 IS AR T F
TRHR ¥ TaggRr yeeifera fen S ®.

qeAYRY & TSI &6 H & q91 IR,
TR = |, v@ gt

Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

No. F 1-12/2017/Vii/6---- In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of
'Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters
the limits of Tehsil Mungaoli of District Ashoknagar from the date of publication of this order in the
official Gazette by excluding therefrom Patwari Halka No. 01 to 30, 33, 36 to 39 and creates a new
Tehsil Bahadurpur by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 01 to 30, 33, 36 to 39 which shall be -
comprised of 35 Patwari Halkas and 90 vnllages The headquarter of the said Tehsil shall be at '
Bahadurpur.

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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Wure, feaie 28 faam=rR 2018

BB T, 1—14,/2017 /6 /9. 6 ———— FEAYSY Y-WI0d T, 1950 (D 20
T 1959) H ORI 43 B SWN (2) T e WK P @ ¥ o g O
TR, TIREN], S Y B oS § YR B A § S e 3 awie
ARTR o A, S & Tear) g1 BHIG 23 W 50, 52 ¥ 68, 91 W 102 Td 105 &
107 BT SERia B 5, YRaRia Bl # IR Teard &6 BHIG 23 | 50, 52 ¥ 68,
o1 W 102 TF 105 T 107N TR gY, T qEEe st BT gor wut ¥, o
aomlﬂ%?:%sﬂ?mmwﬁﬁtﬁﬁlmﬂmwg@mmﬁml

TR F TSI & AF 9 AT SRR,
B & wE, T wfEE.
fiurer, fedies 28 faamar 2018
% UH-1-14-2017-TA-.-6.—9RG % WEAUH & =9 348 % @US (3) & o H, 39
faam % ARY FHH Th-1-14-2017-UE-W.~6, TAiw 28 o 2018 1 flsh e ToAUA
WRHR A TaegRT wehIfva e S <.

TEAYRY & TSI o AW H JU1 ARITAR,
=R A wE, vE afeE.

Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

No. F 1-14/2017/Vil/6--- In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of
Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters
the limits of Tehsil Mahidpur of District Ujjain from the date of publication of this order in the
official Gazette by excluding therefrom Patwari Halka No. 23 to 50, 52 to 68, 91 to 102 and 105 to
107 and creates a new Tehsil Jharda by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 23 to 50, 52 to 68, 91 10 102
and 105 to 107 which shall be comprised of 60 Patwari Halkas and 113 villages.The headquarter of
the said Tehsil shall be at Jharda. ’

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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Wiard, feqie 28 faam 2018

FHG Th. 1—2,/2018 /A /W, 6 ——— AU Y-NIGRI G, 1950 (FHIG 20
T 1959) B ORI 13 P SUYRT (2) FRT YS1 wfaqdl PF WANT § & Y, o4
PR, TRERT, T6 ARY & o0 § yareH & i ¥, Ragd Rt 3 qswial
. 9eRa B GEIY, SEd & Y0B00 34 W 67 P A wRa gY, gRaffa B ©
- 3R og0ri0 34 W 67 WHIRT FRA §U O TEdd vHE BT gord &Rl §, o
Tl 34 TSI T SR 63 UH WA B | S qEwlel B JeArerd wIg 7 8|

TEAYY & TSI o A § qU1 SRIMIIR,
R o e, TE uiea.
fire, feisr 28 faawr 2018
%, TH-1-2-2018-TA-TM.~6.— WA & WU ¥ =IE 348 & @US (3) & IV H, 34
9T % SIRW IR TH-1-2-2018-WA-W.-6, Tk 28 faamr 2018 1 TS TIaTE TSaUet &
R ¥ TagH o foran S .

YR % [T & A 9 qUl SRR,
TR & wa, wE ataa.

‘Bhopal, the 28th September 2018

No. F 1-2/2018/VIi/6— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 13 of -
Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Code, 1959 (No. 20 of 1959), the State Government, hereby, alters
the limits of Tehsil Badarwas of District Shivpuri from the date of publication of this order in the
official Gazette by excluding therefrom Patwari Halka No. 34 to 67 and creates a new Tehsil Rannod
by comprising of Patwari Halka No. 34 to 67 which shall be comprised of 34 Patwari Halkas and 63
villages.The headquarter of the said Tehsil shall be at Rannod. ‘ B

By order and in the name of the Governor of Madhya Pradesh,
' HARI RANJAN RAO, Principal Secy.
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TR faehm Td e faur
TG, geAv Hed, Hiuel
fiare, et 27 e 2018

U T 3-84/18/18—5 — TeAUSY R qAT I fRawr A 1973
(@Hi% 23 W 1973) Bl URT 23 AEUST URT 19 & SULRT (4) & I T
ERT GET € ol B, b \IS¥ WRBR gRT HaATAed, TR qe 9 e @

GE BHiE 4459—T3 A~ IT—2017 AU &S 06.09.2017 FRT R
MNurer fIerg AT 2005 § SURET ¥ I N MR fBA T AR
Mot e &3 & R R Ao 2005 § SgieRer N & wE A @
FTAR AAYRY TR aur g e smifRm 1973 @ AT 19 (1) # AT
frar Tam & e AT @ ufy o1 FefaRaa srfedl § srfe w1y @ dRE
frieror s o @, i —

1. AR, WIS HIT AT AEgueT

2. HergeR, VAT KT AuTer Aeavew

3. amgdd, R uifre T e qeEve

4. YR <D, TR Ut g e e sritaa W s

SR
1. e Ao AT 2005 § g “SReR” & BR@T 4.1 S IR
for1 e uferenfg @ ol &—

4113 ALDAR (e Saamive 1) ERIRI AP ARER 3
gy ¥ oy e gRT o @Y e graue @Fg Y 9 8, 98
fa®r Ao @& WIT 81 |

411—9 AN, (@ifvre AiRgves IJgaric) @ T=y § T WA §RT ST
A e wrauE ar 53 o €, a8 Re I @ Wr 89|

2. ATe RGN AT 2005 B FHRBT 422 B ARV BAG—4—GT—3 |
SUTRI B T§ WHEIR® dvw § “Hodaew qen wifi we St
ST B |

3. BRI FHIP—430 B UREE P Bie@T @nfi| B o |

430—3 P /W TTHA @ AFKUS
MNa b /IR o9 B ford g @ |

o YWUS BT YAH &TBI—1000 TTHIEX
o fIHAH TE IATURT—1:0.40
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o 3ffiramoH Affa &= 40 ufdrera
o YETS B WA AT B RTAH dlere— 120 Wew
o AT Tl &F — 6.0 WX AN AR

4 arel Qe AT 2005 B BIOPT 452 2)(E) B fIfa e S

gmmﬁ4—w—zﬁﬁu?’$mmﬁmﬁ1@a'@w@a%mm
l |

T AR 4——2 D Do BHIB—1 B WA BFAH—10 F 14 D AR

wguel # ARET 89 vd Aurel BT AT 2005 S SUTERT Bl SHERGET

e 25.01.13 @ NIOIUH IFAR MAGATT B HvsHT 14 Yo AIferedr

4—T—2 (31) T§ 4—a1—2 () P IR TRy 7 S&ifaa @l &

wert Bl |

(@) EUS BT YA AHR 372 THICR (4000 TIHIT) BT |

b) vEvs P TEE AFf B L drerg 12.00 AR BRI

C(c) ifdrmaw oo &3 U (F.AR.) dia gar &5 (M.O.S.) T4
e q—amesifed &= (Ground Coverage) — 3itfiay Hurel
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) uifeT ufty 750 afier it wr— 1 2. WL ww. (E.C.S.) 38
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e auR B AfRY | wduie e o) i @l @awer
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T ¥ 39 Wit &3 W o™ AT 3 BREHT 4.26 BT ITGETE
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) s, vear fIdsar 9R=at 8, (Single Specialty Nursing),
ot Y sy METE W Bad I W 25 GRILT a1 50 FIHHIRY
S w9 B A% & el gl

(@) wfX faemm waw SwRgw fraw # A T Avevs Q@ Fwar &,
AT vterR waw AferieT uRade @ ford v R g
gy gegea AftriT uRady Yo vd aifvies gReds god

wR fafdrear gfaer wenfia e & sl & Fo|
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