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5 g Rz WUk A MRg®s, 10 9EEd Houe 909, IFRIET | 2021-22
B0 WEH Foerd A, goi<
eV |

6 REpgaRk WWs 7o Reas, 11 D Feeld Ao, gola e | 2021-22

Brafo HouTofA03TfAHRIT IRS |

2—39d 99 UIHd ATHR SRR T8I FR, HRHIIR-UATSG I U6 Feed Ac, Sovo,
RIS, DI IR BRI |

3—Sad UG STABIRIAT Bl SR UL AT Uled (RISTuf>d) HaTfadrdet!, 1993 AT HMferd
2001 AT SOU0 TGN ¥ad YR Fgamaedl, 2013 AATHNMRG, 2016 H UIfdenfa @qawen & Irid
HIIIR T8O &) &I A & <7 a9 @) :afy & forg aRdler W= <=@r SIrar 2|

4—3FT TaId JARBIRAT & FaT Tl THR0T IR U A UTeld (IoTuf3d) At asrdet,
1993 JT HENT Td ARIH gRT FHI-9AY TR Ffd Faurd eamesn 9 amesifad i |

SIS 9,
XTH {81d Jglad,
e Afea |
PN fawmT
JTTHTT-1
fergfar
04 STANI, 2022 0

HO 01,/ 96-3ATYY-1-2022-227 / 2020—XT 1YY fawafdency, IR Ucel S|, 2020 (Fern
FAMT 2021) B gRI-4(1) & UAEFET & =TI S0 JeRT AR 48, Feed vd gumEmEr, ey
Agdfad ASh Preiel Td fofbedrerd, g—R A& U< bl HR&N & TRG 31gy fawafderney,
TRYYR IR TS S YIH Feruld & wU H I ®u 2,10,000 (A dqT+37F 9l) H HREIIR T8I
B B AR A DT af @ el 71 RS 9 @Y ey urd B, S N Ut &, 9% @ forg e fag

ST BT & MU UeIggRT A8y Wil Uar &_d @ |

ST 4,
PRIES R EE
AR = |l |

07 STHdNI, 2022 0
Ho 4533 /96-3TgH-1-2021-231 / 20151010~ HaT 3N, [0Y0 WINRIST & UF H&Al-
76 /02 / SI0JTRO / UA-11 /2016-17 C100-4, fasid 29 Tells, 2021 §RT UQ¥ & RIS(DHR AT
HEIfIETed H Yaadl ool daell & Ug WR Wl 9ol & Aregd 9 9= &l G & 3R IR S0 HI0
3ReTR 3rell gF A1 Hio e o, um fAdbrad sfell [, 1S, Jeoall AT HeaR, SFUe oIaR], SRETS
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B IR YW I 3MYIE T AT ARIASTAT AP B |aT FIIATIeH, 1990 JATHLNT, 2008 &
=T gIET  dad Afgad & olddt-10 (UAIST olddl &I U2 BIGdl &I IR1) & =aiid fafdedm
Rietep A & ug W Hifeld wU A FEfARIT ordl gd ufderel & elie JRems wu A IS AT
AfSHel Pleiol U Rifdbearerd, YIRS d Yaadl el daal & U8 R Fgad /< 6 S &1 =0
SIUTd Hey Wiafd Ua™ &R o—

(1) Tfaa fafecr Riee ® IaR Ue I9g YA Ud AT FeTdenerd 3feTddh] &l dar

fRmTael, 1990 JATHIMRG, 2008 & fOH-19 & ol 02 a9 @1 URET TR WRET SRATT |

(2) Figaa el &1 S 99 @ ARIRA FHI-TH R SR AR & Il A
HETS Al T 39T 9l gaane 1 < 8 |

(3) O (M=) STIMNT-3 &I SIRRIT H&AT AI-3-379 / TH-2005-31(9) /2003, T 28 #T,
2005 §RT SN TaURATT e UM ArSHT Yged Bl |

(4) TRfFad el TR S@R USY 1Y e Ud AT HAeTeTeard ALqMIdl I HaT FIHraet,
1990 TATHLNIT 2008 # SfeaRad wifders oF] &1 |

(5) FrIfad I TR SRR T80T - =g [l UBR &7 IE-Ael 3nfe <F T8l B8R |
(6) aRa wUa Ruic # IfT BIg Ulddhad T2 T Sl & A FwIfed &l Fgfad seer o
PR =T SR |
(7) IRIMR T80T & & g G gl Bl =1 JAO-UE URdd R B
[1] 02 T IUBd SfBIRAl ST |fehd war # 8 iR S99 U wu o uRfd &, fhg
ITd FFET T B, W s ARS BT YHv-uF |
[2] SIS 9 TR S TAT 710 =TT §RT &fved 7 fhd S & e § 90e-ud |

[3] wRag fafecar o= gRyg (399 M IR fafeaa ggfa i smar) g1

T RIRT GSIIROT BT 02 FATOTT Fier |

[4] 3T 3P TelISTI=T &1 THIU-UH |

[5] YTl ST YHTOT-UF |

[6] Tt TAT 3Tdel A BT FHTI-U |

[7] TF & fSd gt /9fq Sifad 1 819 BT JHo-u |

[8] FFR eI IaaT & AT TR 9 M &1 I9-us b afe Serfors Jaar
Tl e Ted U S § Al Seal Fgfad FRed @1 < SR | 39 Hey § S% @l
amafed 8l BNl
(8) T=d el TRAR-7 H 3ifdhd I UATO-U YIMTER, MG AT ARSH Pletsl gd

FIfPeaTerd, TINRIST & |HET U HIE & 3Fax} Udd $Rd INTGM P ol <f | I Iad fafdy &

AR 9 1 T WIS R AN S G T8l od 8, dl SdT 3iede R $% IR 94T §k )
faarR faar SR |

(0) STR U ST I(Yds Ud AT AT JALqTUDI B a1 FRIAMEEA], 1990 JATHAET
2008 H Sad AT fAfhcar R @ aRSAr dre Har A™RT, I0U0 §RT U S7Sdl A & AR W
AT AR FiRa @t SReEf |

04 W, 2022 30
Ho 15461 / 96-31TYV-1-2022-S&-38 / 2022—S10 INR=T T Ul WG qER 378HE, (amiaei-
143 I, WIS TH JTRRAET BIAMI, BIAYR S, TRITS Pl ISP TbHTe Sfdd dletol Ua ferfdbeare,
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AETS H e SRIEd & Us R Fgad /d9a fhd S Sl Sy JIgHIT-1, S0U0 ATHA & BITeld
S HRRAT-1301 / 96-31Tg-1-2022€]-38 / 2022, faAI® 04 #g, 2022 & fI5-(9) & = fd=5-(10) &I =
a2

(10) “ST0 IRFRT T IS FWE TR IMEAE DI A UG W I Yfad, 7o ST <R,

solerere # Iifota Re IrfadT Wvar-u-835 /2022 S0 TdIAT 9419 S090 X15T 9 39 § UIiRd 89 drel
aifeqw oo & aref= s8Rt |

YT SFAN-1, J0U0 T & IadI BRI MY HAT-1301 / 96-3MTGT-1-2022-S-38 / 2022,
eI 04 7S, 2022 B T WA T FUMAT AHS T | &I HRATAI-SMT DI AY T JATI I8 |

3T 9,
e FAR,
Hge Afed |

24 T, 2022, 30
Ho 216511 / 96-31Tg-1-2022-231 / 2015CI0T0—Tdh  HdT 3ANT, FJ0U0 UYANRIGI & UF Al
80 /02 /S103MR0 / TH-11 /2018-19, &% 10 IR, 2021 ERT YR & ASTDHIA A HISH Hleall H
Ul ool AafdAT & 01 IFRIEM ga uR Al 9ol gRT =@ &l Wi B MR TR 10 I 3{SAIo
TG AHYe A 1 Adqe 37EAg, Al M IHAYR 916, UNe gfcaredia, RTar Muer & SaR Uael
IS 3Ygda Td AT HETAernerd ALh] ol a1 {HTael, 1990 JATHANRIT 2008 B =i JaIferd

Ja- Afga @ ofdd-10 (T oldal &I UUH DIGHT &1 AR & <avid fafhedr Regrd g & ug
R Hifers w0 A FEfRad ordl vd ufdewsl & orfiF Ry ®U ¥ IS Al AfSdHd Hlelol Ud
FIfheaTery, JANRIST ¥ Jaal $oqdl S&iddl & Us W Fgad /d9 fbd S @1 i rsaurel A8y
WHfd Ue  #d 8-
(1) wafaa fafecr Red $f SR Uew 5T Y] Ud AT Jeldeneld fatddml ol dar
fTaet, 1990 JATINT 2008 & FH-19 & 1T 02 9§ &I IR TR I@T STRATT |
(2) Frgaa el &1 S 99 @ AfIRTT FHI-THT R SN AFARE] & Td A
HEITS el 9T 39 vl saalfe ) < 8 |
(@) O (|WMT=) STgMIT-3 &I SERIET W&AT AI-3-379 / §H-2005-31(9) /2003, f&AI® 28 AT,
2005 §RT AR] FAURHINT P& UL JToT Uged BT |
(4) TRfad el TR SR USY 1Y 3RS Ud AT HeTdeTard ALAMIDl Bl HaT FaHraet,
1990 TATALNFIT 2008 # SfeatRad wifder oF] & |
(5) FIgfdT I TR HRMR TE0T B B fHHl THR &1 -9 IS I 781 811 |
(6) a7 FUa RuUE # afe o1 Ufdqa o urm ST & df gRfad & FRgfad seer w@a:
FRE =T SR |
(7) PRIMR T8V &R & Y FHId 3ngedi Bl =T JHIU-UF U BR BR—
[1] 02 VH oUd Af¥@mRAl S |fha dar § 8 iR 37 gof wu 9 uRfed &, fag
I Tl T Bl | e dARA BT YHI-U |
[2] IS 9 A SIM TAT A0 FRTAT §RT g0sd 9 fhd I & av- #§ 99e-UF |
[3] R fafecar o< uRye (A9F M IR Rafeer ggfa i omarn) grT A
T T SRl B 02 YOI TR |
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[4] 3MT 3B TeNSTI=T BT THIO-TH |

[5] TTU=IIAT BT GATI-UH |

[6] TcT TAT 3Tl FAHfd BT JHATI-TH |
[7] U ¥ 31fSd gt /ufd Sifad 9 89 &1 JHmor-u=

[8] TA¥a U&fOd IFIAT I FIalT T 9 I BT v9-UF b afe qeafore draan
[ AR TAd IR S © Al S9el Mg PR @1 @ IRl | 59 Heg H 9% @
arafed el Bl |
(8) wafd erwaefl TRaR-7 # sifbd W1 UAUI-UA YUETER, IGTad A AfSEH dletsl gd
FRIfPcTed, TIRRIST & 99 Udh A8 & ax Ugd d<a INEM &I gaaT <if | Jfe Iad @ &
AR 9 U IR T WR ANTEE B FAT el < 8, A1 ST 3P FRE B R AT R R
faarR faar SR |

(9) STR USW ¥ 31gde UG AT HEldeneld edudhl &l Hal FgHrdet], 1990 Jrawed
2008 # Sad A fafhcar Riegrd @ aR<SAr die War AR, J0U0 gRT U STSdl HH & AR W)
IR AR FEiRa &1 SR |

Ho 2165111 / 96-3MTJN-1-2022-231 / 2015CT00—lls  HaT SMTANT, JOU0 YANRIGI & UF H&Al-
232 /12 /10RO / TH-11 / 2014-15  E0HI0-2, &I 25 THaR), 2022 ERT U & S(dId  JAHI
AfSHeT Brefoll H Yaadl TeNIE Sol g+ & 01 IFRIEM Ug WR Wl Wl gRT 997 Bl GfAd & AR
TR 10 BRSET TG Gy &1 SHel 7gde il Tai$dn, Ahde TR, URS MMy el TR, Il
P IR U I ARdS Td JAMI FEIALST AP B Har FRHEEed], 1990 JATHANMET 2008 &
T g dad Higa & olddl-10 (FAIST ofdd &I U BHIGdl dl JIRRT) & orasid fafdedr
R1ete® A & ug W AIfeld wU 9 FEfaRad odl gd ufderl & el oRens wU 9 IS AT
AfSHe Plelel e fafbedrerd, YINRIS ¥ Yadd TINIE S 98- @ Ue WR gad /<4 fhd S @l
RIS HEIedl Hey WIqfd & Bl o—

N

(1) wafaa fafecr Red 3 SR Uew 5T Y] Ud AT Jeldeneld fatddml ol dar

forrHTael, 1990 JUTHINIT 2008 & fFIH-19 & efiF 02 99 &1 gRANET TR I}GT FRAT |

(2) Frgaa el &1 S 99 @ AfIRTT FHI-THT SN WX IHARE] & 3fd A
HETE 9l AT 3T 9 gedne W QBT |

(3) O (M=) STIMIT-3 &I SIRRIT HEAT AI-3-379 / TH-2005-31(9) /2003, T 28 #TH,
2005 §RT AR] FGURHINT 3e& UL Jro Uged BT |

(4) TRfad el TR SR USY 1Y JYde Ud AT HAeTeTeard ALqMIDl bl HaT FIHraet,
1990 JATHLNIT 2008 H IfeaRad wfdems @R i |

(5) FIgfdT I TR HRMR TE0T B B fHHl THR &1 -9 IS I &1 81T |
(6) aRa I RUE # I S Ufdida T urm ST & df FRfad & FRgfad seer w@a:

ERSSESEEIRCIDUIT
(7) PR T8V &R & Jd |ARId aefl Bl =1 THIO-us IRqd dRe Bil—

[1] 02 T MU SrBIRAT ST |ihd Har ¥ 8l iR S99 IO wu I uRfd &, fh=g
S FF= 9 8, 9 Y IR BT JHI0-uF |
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[2] 3IHAISTE 9 T STM QAT A0 ~IRITad g7 g0sd 9 fhd 99 & v § 99e-U7 |

N ON

[3] YR fafeea =g aRyg (@d@H 9 IR fafesar ggfa st smam) grr o
T TR USTIAROT BT 02 JHTOMT i |

[4] 3T 3P TelISTI=T &1 THIU-UH |

[5] TTU=IIAT BT GATI-UH |

[6] Tt TAT 3Tdel T BT THTI-UH |
[7] U ¥ 3Mfed gt /ufdy Sifad = 819 &1 JH1or-u5 |

[8] TFRa eI IaaT &1 AT TR 9 M &1 I9-us b afe Serfore dJaar
e AffeRg Terd U S © Al Sl Fgfda FRed @1 &) IRl | 59 ey H 9 @)
amufed =&l 8N |

(8) T=d el TRAR-7 H 3ifdhd I UAIU-U YIMTER, MG ATl ARSH dletsl gd
RIfPcTed, TIRRIST & 998 Udh A8 & ax Ugd d<a NG &I gaaT <if | Jfe Iad 3@ &
AR T 37U AT IS WR AN BT AT T8 <d 8, A1 Sl el fARET R IR AR HeR W)
faarR far SR |

(0) STR YR I YA YA YA Ay eqUD DI Aal FRETEe], 1990 JATHIET
2008 H Sad AT fAfhcar g @ aRSAr dre Har A™RT, I0U0 §RT U S1Sdl A & AR W
JIRHY AR FRIiRa &1 SRAT |

ST 4,

AT AR,
faery Afera |

ToTuH0Y0U0—36 &=l ToFe—HIT 1-2022 30 |
goh UG YDbIRIb—-1q2h, JEUT U4 E=-A94d1, S040, TN |




rees Fo-vodto-4
ATsA~ Fo-SsoUto-41
(@ATgA=s g T fgrse yiaw)

TOTRN, ¥AER, 03 R, 2022 $o (SR 12, 1944 ¥ Hdq)
AT 1-B
fafi=1 fawrTl @ sremer e oa aRyg = AR |

Sar @ gaieEed qf faiea @ fagiaat
(CrfSfTA @ gRT-19 & SYLRT (1) & 3T=<FIq)

4 FIFR, 2022 30

Ho  7326(i) / 3MTS-T0¥90310310-RIOTIR / JAf0HO / 2022-23—IU & AMYI=T,  HELARI / SIIReA,
1Y X Neld, IRER & gRI U AGifTd GAIeT JUT gexigd—Tallardrg 10 S0 Yl drgd &
T URASHT 7] TUG-NGRITR, dedid-ardl, WRI-aR X9, TW-TRel § Rerd 24374893
TICR YW & Ty H A 3o, gAarad &R gadaReE H Sfa ufaer ofR uReRiar @1 ifder
AfATTTH, 2013 BT GORT 11 BT IGIRT (1) B ST ol YRS AFRIAAT AT 6084 / 31T3-A0¥0310310
0 R /31090 / 2020-21 / &A1 27 TA, 2022 B i@ &I MY off ToT of~aH ®9 9 TR ol
3090 H faTdh 20 MR, 2022 BT YHIRT fHar A1 B | KEI Feldex /IRRS< Heldex RIgrRiAR &1
ORI gwIfdd aRART & Yaidd Td gy & Sgavd A U ygad w8l fbar war 8 aifd
A S & HRT B IRAR favenfoa =& & =T ¥

JRAFTH P gR1-15 B IWIRT (2) & WAEHN & AU H boldex JH Feamua yarerned
g R gRT wgd RUE faid 19 RyawR, 2022 WR fIARIR gR1-19(1) & 3f=d TadTel SIYoT
PR BT (&Y o B P IT IT wHEE B M ' P SggAl ‘w | aftia g &1 eEwd |rdsliie
YA B JMMAeId © AT Sgal @ H SfeatRad -G TR, dedid-akl), -4l §Rd, -
WA DI I 20 Y B faRenfud yRIRl & Yaaie Ud gedawenus g garad Ud JaiaRe &
& w9 H fafed fhar T g |

136 ©
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FqgA-b
(uearfaq srsis & sravia qfA)

w0 NEEE GESIG RATT pIE| 9-TUg A=A ST fard T
Ho CISIRAEE]
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

RN
1 g aredr CIRSIRRE| YA 129 0.1285978
2 130 0.1207098
3 142 0.0472425
4 138 0.0194221
5 124 0.0410057
6 144 0.2140371
7 145 0.1619808
8 217 0.1709041
9 237 0.1700385
10 238 0.0190
11 231 0.0200
12 230 0.0583227
13 212 0.0126841
14 240 0.1255053
15 241 0.1496538
16 245 0.6802376
17 265 0.1608703

A AT 2.3002122
FqgA-"
(faeenfia aRaRY & forg sraweus &5 @ w9 § fafga f)
-

z:g NEEE GESIG RATT PIE| E;;f gﬂdw;ﬁiﬁ%a
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

EEUN

1 RigrArR aredr CIRSIRRE| YERE] N N

Te:—FIRIT AR gRT FAMT AHIG FHET /a2 eI Sl [T §RT 37T BRI
T B o uRanfad i A fA ot @ BRYT BIE URAR faRenfyd T &1 JeT € qUT SremyH wal e
DI AT R IIE [IRIvE FE g 9 FHT ¥ TERISa—TellaEg 910510 Yl g RIS &
A g e W AmIfoe JHTerd / Yaved Ruic | He9d 8 gd JAaedd Y &I 36 b S
@ WG B TS B | AT TET B AR B AR W IS or favenfud g 8 @ 2

feofi—aa fH &1 relig Taen RIgRITR doldey & BRI H a@l 5 GahdT & |

(0) T,
Rrenfrer, RigreiTR |
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NOTIFICATION
November 4, 2022

[Under sub-section (1) of section 19 of the act]

No. 7326(1)/VIII/S.L.A.O.-Siddharthanagar/Notification/2022-23—Whereas preliminary notification
no. 6084/VIII-S.L.A.O.-SDR/Notification/2021 dated June 27, 2022 was issued under Sub-section (1) of
Section 11 of the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act,
2013, in respect of 2.4374893 hectares of land in Village-Khesrahi, Pargana-Baansi Purab, Tehsil-Baansi,
District-Siddharthnagar is required for public purpose, namely, project Bahraich-Khalilabad B. G. Rail Line
through Deputy Chief Engineer, General/Construction/Survey, North East Railway, Gorakhpur Mandal,
Gorakhpur and lastly published on 20" of August, 2022 in Government Gazette U.P. The Deputy
Collector/Assistant Collector was not appointed as Administrator for the purpose of rehabilitation and
resettlement of the project affected families, because no families are likely to be displaced due to land
acquisition.

After considering the report of the Collector for the purpose of land acquisition submitted in
pursuance to provision under sub-section (2) of the section 15 of the Act, the Governor is pleased to declare
under section 19(1) of the Act that he is satisfied that the area of the land mentioned in the given Schedule
"A" is needed for public purpose and the land to the extent of zero hect. in Village-Khesrahi, Pargana-Baansi
Purab, Tehsil-Baansi, District-Siddharthnagar as given in Schedule "B" has been identified as the
rehabilitation and resettlement area for the purpose of rehabilitation and resettlement of the displaced

families.
SCHEDULE-A
(Land under proposed acquisition)
:(1)" District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. Area
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
1  Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Khesrahi 129 0.1285978
2 130 0.1207098
3 142 0.0472425
4 138 0.0194221
5 124 0.0410057
6 144 0.2140371
7  Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Khesrahi 145 0.1619808
8 217 0.1709041
9 237 0.1700385
10 238 0.0190

11 231 0.0200
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
12 230 0.0583227
13 212 0.0126841
14 240 0.1255053
15 241 0.1496538
16 245 0.6802376
17 265 0.1608703
Total .. 2.3002122
SCHEDULE-B

(Land identified as settlement area for displaced families)

S1. Area earmarked
no. District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. for
Rehablitation
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
1 Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Khesrahi Zero Zero

NOTE : Social Impact Assessment study conducted by agency has been declared that No families are
likely to be displaced due to land acquisition. However multi-disciplinary expert group unanimously
recommends acquisition of necessary land by agreeing with social impact assessment report on land
acquisition for Bahraich-Khalilabad New Rail Line Project. Concern tehsil has been also submitted report

that no families are likely to be displaced due to land acquisition.

A plan of land may be inspected in the Office of the Collector for the purpose of acquisition.

(Sd.) ILLEGIBLE,
Collector, Siddharthnagar.

o 7327(i) / AT3-fd0Y0310310-RHOTIR / 3100 / 2022-23—U & AW, DI /SR,
1Y X Neld, IRER $ gRI U AGifTd G JUT gexigd—Tallargrg 10 S0 Yl drgd &
fFmromef aRASHT 8g SHUR-RIGRiTR, JEdid-aRl, R4l §Re, Ur-Harere § Rerd 2.9508209
TACR YW & Ty H A 3o, gAarad &R gadaReE H SfHa ufaer ofR uReRiar @1 ifder
AfATTTH, 2013 BT GIRT 11 BT IGIRT (1) & ST ol YRS AFRIAAT AT 6085 / 31T3-A0¥0310310
0 R /31090 / 2020-21 / &A1 27 T, 2022 B i@ &I MY ot ToT Sf~aH ®T 9 BRI ol
3090 H faTd 20 M, 2022 BT YHIRT fHar A1 B | KEI FHeldex /IRRS< Heldex RIgrRiAR &1
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RIS g1 IRERT & Y Ud JedaRellu & Sqavd | U gad el fbar 1ar € aife
A IS & HROT B IRAR fawenfia  =7Ei 81 =T 2|

JRAFTH B gRI-15 B IUERT (2) & UGG & IFUTel H Poldex Y AT garormed
g R gRT wgd RUE o 19 RAawR, 2022 WR [AEARIRINT gR-19(1) & 3f=ld IoAUTed |90
PR BT e < B P I g8 wHETE 8 A B P gl ‘w H aftia g &1 emwd |rdsiiie
TS B JMMAeId © AT Sgal @ H SfeatRad -G TR, dedid-akll, -4l §Rd, I-
FATETS @ IR 20 YA Bl fIvenfid uRaRi & gaaies 14 gaedaRenuy g YAdiad Ud gaedaverue
&3 & w9 A fafeq f&ar mar 2|

FFqA-D
(geafaa st & Iasta qf)
w0 KREE GENIE] ORATAT T 9-Tug A=A TSI fordt ST et
Ho APl
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
EEUN

1 frEreR areft EISIRE| SEISIS 157 0.0241724
2 159 0.0503846
3 163 0.0983116
4 165 0.0383726
5 166 0.0439996
6 167 0.053965
7 168 0.052564
8 169 0.1836679
9 170 0.2229946
10 171 02167113
11 172 04384514
12 173 0.2791024
13 174 0.1783354
14 175 0.1832994
15 176 0.2193255
16 177 0.1857909
17 178 04647573
18 189 0.016615

A dABd 2.9508209
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JqqgA-E
(faeenfia uRERT & forg =g &5 @ w9 4 fafga )

%0 -GS gard g fafed

NEEEt e OATAT qm™

Fo e Sl
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

EECUN

2 Rygre R areft EISIRRE] AqATSTS N Nl

Ae:—fId TRAR §RT IIMT AHINTS FHTE / a Ieda= Hal |l §RT 3TaITd HiT
T B o uRanfad i A fA ot @ BRYT BIE URAR faRenfyd T &1 JeT € qUT Sremu wal e
DI AT R IgAER AT B N 9 GG § dEsa-Tallaarg 41050 vl dfsd gRATS &
R g e W AmIfoe JHTErd / yaved RUic | Ae9d 8 gd JAaedd Y &I 36 b S
@ WG B TS B | AR TEAT B AR B AR W IS or favenfud g 8 @ 2

feuofi—Saa 4% &1 el Taen RIgRTR dodey & HEafad d <@ 9 96T & |

(80) U,
Rrener, RIgrRiATR |

NOTIFICATION
November 4, 2022

No. 7327()/VIII/S.L.A.O.-Siddharthanagar/Notification/2022-23—Whereas preliminary notification
no. 6085/VIII-S.L.A.O.-SDR/Notification/2021 dated June 27, 2022 was issued under sub-section (1) of
Section-11 of the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act,
2013, in respect of 2.9508209 hectares of land in Village-Swaadad, Pargana-Baansi Purab, Tehsil-Baansi,
District-Siddharthnagar is required for public purpose, namely, project Bahraich-Khalilabad B. G. Rail Line
through Deputy Chief Engineer, General/Construction/Survey, North East Railway, Gorakhpur Mandal,
Gorakhpur and lastly published on 20" of August, 2022 in Government Gazette U.P. The Deputy
Collector/Assistant Collector was not appointed as Administrator for the purpose of rehabilitation and
resettlement of the project affected families, because no families are likely to be displaced due to land
acquisition.

After considering the report of the Collector for the purpose of land acquisition submitted in
pursuance to provision under sub-section (2) of the section 15 of the Act, the Governor is pleased to declare
under section 19(1) of the Act that he is satisfied that the area of the land mentioned in the given Schedule
"A" is needed for public purpose and the land to the extent of zero hect. in Village-Swaadad, Pargana-Baansi
Purab, Tehsil-Baansi, District-Siddharthnagar as given in Schedule "B" has been identified as the
rehabilitation and resettlement area for the purpose of rehabilitation and resettlement of the displaced
families.

SCHEDULE-A
(Land under proposed acquisition)
SI.
District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. Area
no.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares

1 Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Swaadad 157 0.0241724
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
2 Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Swaadad 159 0.0503846
3 163 0.0983116
4 165 0.0383726
5 166 0.0439996
6 167 0.053965
7 168 0.052564
8 169 0.1836679
9 170 0.2229946
10 171 0.2167113
11 172 0.4384514
12 173 0.2791024
13 174 0.1783354
14 175 0.1832994
15 176 0.2193255
16 177 0.1857909
17 178 0.4647573
18 189 0.016615
Total .. 2.9508209
SCHEDULE-B
(Land identified as settlement area for displaced families)
SI. Area earmarked
no. District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. for
Rehablitation
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
1 Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Swaadad Zero Zero

NOTE : Social Impact Assessment study conducted by agency has been declared that No families are
likely to be displaced due to land acquisition. However multi-disciplinary expert group unanimously
recommends acquisition of necessary land by agreeing with social impact assessment report on land
acquisition for Bahraich-Khalilabad New Rail Line Project. Concern tehsil has been also submitted report
that no families are likely to be displaced due to land acquisition.

A plan of land may be inspected in the Office of the Collector for the purpose of acquisition.

(Sd.) ILLEGIBLE,
Collector, Siddharthnagar.
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Ho  7328(i) / 3MTS-Td0¥90310310-RIOTIR / JAf0HO / 2022-23—IU & AMYI=T,  HELARI / SIIReA,
1Y € Xd, TREYR S gRT (UM ATdSI~h YA JAT TexIga-Weilearg 410 S0 X drgd &
faiomel aRareE T 8g SAue-RigrRiR, dedid-aidl, Wil ®)e, gE-fafear § Rerd 1.9523544
TR YW & TRy H g 36, YT iR gAdaRuE H SfEd Ufde] iR uRERIAr &1 ffPeR
ATAFRA, 2013 BT GRT 11 B IWIRT (1) & I Sl URS AR FEAT 6093 / MTS-1A0¥0310370
0 TR /31090 / 2020-21 / &A1 27 TA, 2022 B i@ &I MY off ToT Sf~aH ®T 9 WRHRI ol
30%0 ¥ fedATd 27 SR, 2022 &I YHIR fHar T & | IE deiaex /JIRRET Poldex IR ®f
IRATST JHTTId aRaRT & gAaiad T JAiaReIe & IGaed ¥ URIS gad Fei fhar i § aifd
A 35 & BROT BIs uRaR fawenfog =1 &1 &1 € |

JAFTH B gRI-15 B TR (2) & WA & AU H dolgex Y reanfia yarermed
g R gRT wgd RUE i 19 RAawR, 2022 WR [IERIRINT gR-19(1) & 3f=Id ISqUTel B0
PR BT e o € P I g8 wHEE 8 A B P gl ‘w H aftia g &1 emwd |rdsiiie
TS B JMMAeId © AT Sgal @ H SfeatRad -G TR, dedid-aikll, -4l §Rd, I-
fofear @1 =1 2o & &1 favenfid uRaRl & Yaiad Ud gedeenus &q gdra- Ud Jaeiaveny &
&y ¥ fafed fdbar war 2|

FFqA-D
(uearfaq srsis & sravia qfA)

T g aedewm o ETS ang
0 e
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

TICIN
1 grRFAR i EISICRE] fafean 114 0.6887458
2 115 0.185118
3 130 0.6475025
4 126 0.0019915
5 127 0.3140
6 128 0.1089342

T 1.946292
A9Bel
JqqgA-E
(foenfa@ aRaRT @ fory suawenus &3 @ ©u 4 faftea 4f)

;5.0 SIS NG URAT DK qiw 3 &g
3o e Pl
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

TIIR
1 g R i EIGICRE] fafean Nl NG

Ae—AYRId ARGR §RT I AHINTEG FATETT / Y 3= dHall AT §RT JdT HRIAT
AT 5 IR Q1o & A 31 @ HIRYT B URaR favenfid & &1 TET & T JIewaE dhdl Ael
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D1 IR W IZIEN faRIvs W8 §RT 94 FHd 9 Jexga—QeldEarg 410510 ¥ dlsd aRIST &
e 9 o R ariSTe FHTER / yaeed RUIE 9 989d 8 84 3awdd fH &1 el b S
B WG B TS | AR T B IR & IR W BIS fhor favenfud € € vaT 2

feuofi—Saa 4% &1 wrelim Taen RIgRTR dodey & HEfad d <@l 91 96T & |

(80) INUTE,

forermferar, Rigrei R |
NOTIFICATION
November 4, 2022
No. 7328(I)/VIII/S.L.A.O.-Siddharthanagar/Notification/2022-23-Whereas Preliminary notification
no. 6093/VIII-S.L.A.O.-SDR/Notification/2021 dated June 27, 2022 was issued under sub-section (1) of
section-11 of the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act,
2013, in respect of 1.946292 hectares of land in Village-Pidhiya, Pargana-Baansi Purab, Tehsil-Baansi,
District-Siddharthnagar is required for public purpose, namely, project Bahraich-Khalilabad B. G. Rail Line
through Deputy Chief Engineer, General/Construction/Survey, North East Railway, Gorakhpur Mandal,
Gorakhpur and lastly published on 27" of August, 2022 in Government Gazette U.P. The Deputy
Collector/Assistant Collector was not appointed as Administrator for the purpose of rehabilitation and
resettlement of the project affected families, because no families are likely to be displaced due to land
acquisition.

After considering the report of the Collector for the purpose of land acquisition submitted in
pursuance to provision under sub Section (2) of the section 15 of the Act, the Governor is pleased to declare
under section 19(1) of the Act that he is satisfied that the area of the land mentioned in the given Schedule
"A" is needed for public purpose and the land to the extent of zero hect. in Village-Pidhiya, Pargana-Baansi
Purab, Tehsil-Baansi, District-Siddharthnagar as given in Schedule "B" has been identified as the
rehabilitation and resettlement area for the purpose of rehabilitation and resettlement of the displaced

families.
SCHEDULE-A
(Land under proposed acquisition)
:(1)' District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. Area
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares

1  Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Pidhiya 114 0.6887458
2 115 0.185118
3 130 0.6475025
4 126 0.0019915
5 127 0.03140
6 128 0.1089342

Total . . 1.946292

137 9
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SCHEDULE-B
(Land identified as settliment area for displaced families)
SI. Area earmarked
no. District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. for
Rehablitation
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
1  Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Pidhiya Zero Zero

NOTE : Social Impact Assessment study conducted by agency has been declared that No families are
likely to be displaced due to land acquisition. However multi-disciplinary expert group unanimously
recommends acquisition of necessary land by agreeing with social impact assessment report on land
acquisition for Bahraich-Khalilabad New Rail Line Project. Concern tehsil has been also submitted report
that no families are likely to be displaced due to land acquisition.

A plan of land may be inspected in the Office of the Collector for the purpose of acquisition.

(Sd.) ILLEGIBLE,
Collector, Siddharthnagar.

Ho  7329(i) / 3AT3-fA040310310-RHOTTIR / 3f0Y0 / 2022-23—U  H&A AW,  HIgaRI / TR,
1Y X Neld, IRER & gRI U AGifTd GAIeT JT gexigd—Tallardrg 10 S0 Yl drgd &
fFmrome} aRASHT Bq SFUR-RIGRITR, deid-all, R4l IR, IM-RigRar § Rerd 25046856
TR YW & TRy H 9 36, YT iR gAdaRuE H SfEd Ufde] iR uRERIAr &1 AfPeR
ATAFRA, 2013 BT GRT 11 B IWIRT (1) & I Sl YRS AR FEAT 6081 / MS-1A0¥0310310
0 TR /311090 / 2020-21 / f&ATd 27 SH, 2022 &1 ffd &1 T off T oidH w7 9 IR TNl
30%0 ¥ fedATd 20 SR, 2022 &I YHIRT fHam AT & | IE Heiae /IR Peldex IR &I
RIS guTfad IRARI & Y- Ud JedaRellu & Sqavd | U gdd el fbar mar & aife
A S & HRT B IRAR faenfoa =& &1 =T § )

ARAFTH B gRI-15 B IUERT (2) & UG & IUTel H Poldex JH AT garormed
g R gRT wgd RUE faie 19 RAawR, 2022 WR [IEARIRINT gR-19(1) & 3f=Id ISauTel ©IYoT
PR BT e o € P I g wHETE 8 A B P gl ‘e d aftia g &1 emwd |rdsiiie
YA B JAMeId © AT el @ ¥ IfeaRad -G TR, Tedid-aikfl, RIE-4-l qRe, Ii-
fAERaT & T To YA DI fRenfia RIRT & gAaidd Td gAiaRe" g Hardd U gAeiaRelTe
&3 & w9 H fafted fear 8|

FFqA-D
(geafaa i & It qf)
0 _ Jfsta fd ST aret
o REES SRR ORATAT ™ q-gus HE&T \
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
EECUN
1 g R CIkI arfl gR9 RygRar 1 0.0910374

2 12 0.1043853
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1 3 4 5 6 7
IR
3 13 0.2380
4 14 0.1025341
5 8 0.2508367
6 33 0.0311876
7 29 0.1039845
8 32 0.0470
9 30 0.0456084
10 41 0.034089
11 42 0.2312417
12 53 0.0166789
13 54 0.0167347
14 55 0.001684
15 44 0.0446543
16 45 0.0327404
17 46 0.2306809
18 57 0.1181464
19 58 0.0768844
20 60 0.0811857
21 61 0.0249368
22 97 0.0321617
23 63 0.0384612
24 64 0.1445501
25 65 0.203256
26 66 0.1018556
27 67 0.0580303
A AT 2.5025461
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I
(foenfa@ aRaRT @ fory suawenus &3 @ ©u 4 faftea 4f)

%0 -GS gard g fafed

<o SRR SEIC] ORATAT pIE| e S
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TACA
(R EADERN areft EISIRRE] RigRar N Nl

qe:—fId TRHR §RT IIMT AHINTS FHTE / a Ieda= Hadl |l §RT 3aTd HiaT
AT 5 IR Q1o & A 31 @ HIRYT B URaR favenfid FE &1 TET & T 1ewa ddl ael
D1 AT W TG IRV A8 §RT 94 G ¥ TERISa-TallaEdg 050 v dg- aRare T &
R g oo W AmIfse JHTerd / Yaved Ruic | Ae9d 8 gd Aaedd Y &I 36 b S
B AT B TS | AR T B AR B IR W BIS or favenfud € € vaT 2

feqofi—Saa A &1 ey TR RIGRTR $olde & SR § Gxdl S Ja6hdl o |

(0) T,
remforer], Rigre R |

No. 7329(1)/VIII/S.L.A.O.-Siddharthanagar/Notification/2022-23—Whereas Preliminary notification no.
6081/VIII-S.L.A.O.-SDR/Notification/2021 dated June 27, 2022 was issued under sub-section (1) of Section
11 of the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013, in
respect of 2.5946856 hectare of land in Village-Singhorva, Pargana-Baansi Purab, Tehsil-Baansi, District-
Siddharthnagar is required for public purpose, namely, project Bahraich-Khalilabad B. G. Rail Line through
Deputy Chief Engineer, General/Construction/Survey, North East Railway, Gorakhpur Mandal, Gorakhpur
and lastly published on 20" of August, 2022 in Government Gazette U.P. The Deputy Collector/Assistant
Collector was not appointed as Administrator for the purpose of rehabilitation and resettlement of the project
affected families, because no families are likely to be displaced due to land acquisition.

After considering the report of the Collector for the purpose of land acquisition submitted in
pursuance to provision under sub-section (2) of the section 15 of the Act, the Governor is pleased to declare
under section 19(1) of the Act that he is satisfied that the area of the land mentioned in the given Schedule
"A" is needed for public purpose and the land to the extent of zero hect. in Village-Singhorva, Pargana-
Baansi Purab, Tehsil-Bansi, District-Siddharthnagar as given in Schedule "B" has been identified as the
rehabilitation and resettlement area for the purpose of rehabilitation and resettlement of the displaced

families.
SCHEDULE-A
(Land under proposed acquisition)
SI. o . .
District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. Area

no.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Hectares
1 Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Singhorva 1 0.0910374

2 12 0.1043853




YT 1-P] TR U TToie, 03 fawR, 2022 20 (JTUBTIVT 12, 1944 ¥H Haq) 993
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
3 Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Singhorva 13 0.2380
4 14 0.1025341
5 8 0.2508367
6 33 0.0311876
7 29 0.1039845
8 32 0.0470
9 30 0.0456084
10 41 0.034089
11 42 0.2312417
12 53 0.0166789
13 54 0.0167347
14 55 0.001684
15 44 0.0446543
16 45 0.0327404
17 46 0.2306809
18 57 0.1181464
19 58 0.0768844
20 60 0.0811857
21 61 0.0249368
22 97 0.0321617
23 63 0.0384612
24 64 0.1445501
25 65 0.203256
26 66 0.1018556
27 67 0.0580303
Total .. 2.5025461
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SCHEDULE-B

(Land identified as settlement area for displaced families)

SI. Area earmarked
no. District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot no. for
Rehablitation
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectares
1 Siddharthnagar Baansi Baansi Purab Singhorva Zero Zero

NOTE : Social Impact Assessment study conducted by agency has been declared that No families are
likely to be displaced due to land acquisition. However multi-disciplinary expert group unanimously
recommends acquisition of necessary land by agreeing with social impact assessment report on land
acquisition for Bahraich-Khalilabad New Rail Line Project. Concern tehsil has been also submitted report

that no families are likely to be displaced due to land acquisition.

A plan of land may be inspected in the Office of the Collector for the purpose of acquisition.

(Sd.) ILLEGIBLE,
Collector, Siddharthnagar.

Sar @ gAieEed i e @ fagita

22 FIRR, 2022 30
JTeY—19
(Fras—27 <1 Suf-=w (1))
Wfad WReR / Feldex gIRT AN
(arferferT @Y gRT-19 B SUERT (1) & Ir=avid)

Ho 770 / 316-f40¥030310  (FHOH0) / IRVAI—TEgw  Ugiferdd  draike  fafics,  armord,
TAOGIOST0 & BRI & §RT JfUfEd AdSI~d Ao Il SUe IRV H fegea UgiforaH

[N

FAReE ffice & Toloulosilo Ry §IF AT 8 UM $ERAR, URET HEAR I[6ll, dedld
RTSTTaTerd, Tl RO # 23780 BaCaR MA@ MaRAHhdT 2 | A & T H A 3o, gaarad iR
qIaRIYE ¥ 3 ufdar iR uRERMAT &1 Af¥deR ffad, 2013 @ aRT 11 @1 SUART (1)
® IR Sl URMPAS ARGAAT H0-372 / & 25 W, 2022 HI T HI AT off qor i<\ w9 |
WRBR Tole H gheE fidie 3 RiawR, 2022 & U @of T off| S8 delder /3iRe=<
Foldex, aRITA] BT IRATSHT H YATAT IRARI & AT Ud JAaRIE & IGavd 9 URIId (e
febar o |

JAFH B gRI-15 B IWIRT (2) & WIHRHI & U H Helde’ R Tqd RUle &
fIaRIRTT gRT-19(1) & ITFTd ToT9Tel TYOT B BT 9 <d & fb 9= I8 9Aee & T § &
IFTGA ‘P H altfd 4 &1 &Fhd FEsie T Bg Mavdd & dl SfedRad ST aRTordT,
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dedd TSI, TRl SR TSl TH AR B Iad 3gel H afofd 2.3780 30 YA SIEEI &
HeRdRd Pl IRAR fawenfia 8l 81 38T ¢ |

A0 ISgUTA AR R <d § M @ gR1-19 @1 SuwER-(2) @ rfd "menm &
YepTe B T ARPR fSTell Helder, aRIORY b1 &R $Rd g—

S
SIS GESIGH RAAT EIG| q-gue | Iffia fid S
CISIRAE L]
1 2 3 4 5 6
REUN
CINBK RISTTATATd HHAR TSI SHRAR 180 1.35
181 1.028
I 2.378
feuofi—sad g1 &1 -7 Felder, IRVRT & BT § AT ST AHhT & |
(80) 3T,
ISSUEEIRCINME]]

FORM-19
[Sub-rule (1) of rule 27]

Declaration by the appropriate government/collector
[UNDER SUB-SECTION (1) OF SECTION 19 OF THE ACT]
NOTIFICATION
November 22,2022

No. 770/VIII-S.L.A.O.(J.0.)-Varanasi—Whereas preliminary notification no. 372 dated August
25, 2022 was issued under sub-section (1) of section 11 of the Right to Fair Compensation and
Transparency in Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013, in respect of 2.3780 hectares of land in
Village-Isarwar, Pargana-Kaswar Raja, Tehsil-Rajatalab, District-Varanasi, is required for public purpose,
namely, Project-Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited Varanasi through LPG Regional Office and
lastly published on dated September 3, 2022. The Deputy Collector/Assistant Collector Varanasi was
appointed as Administrator for the purpose of rehabilitation and resettlement of the project affected
families.
After considering the report of the Collector submitted in pursuance to provision under sub-section
(2) of the section 15 of the Act, the Governor is pleased to declare under section 19(1) of the Act that he is
satisfied that the area of the land mentioned in the given Schedule "A" is needed for public purpose and no
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family is being displaced as a result of acquisition of 2.3780 hectares of land mentioned in the above
schedule of District-Varanasi, Tehsil-Rajatalab, Pargana-Kaswar Raja, Village-Isarwar.

The Governor further directs that the appropriate Government direct the District Collector, Varanasi

for publication of the declaration under sub-section (2) of section 19 of the Act.

SCHEDULE-A
(Land under proposed acquisition)
District Tehsil Pargana Village Plot No. Area
1 2 3 4 5 6
Hectares

Varanasi Rajatalab Kaswar Raja Isarwar 180 1.35
181 1.028

Total... 2378

NOTE-A plan of land may be inspected in the Office of the Collector for the purpose of
acquisition.

(Sd.) ILLEGIBLE,

Collector, Varanasi.

ToTHOFOU0—36 &I ToIe—HIT 1-6—2022 30 |
g UG YbIb—-1a3rh, U UG oRg=-HAH], S0H0, TN |




rees Fo-vodto-4
ATsA~ Fo-SsoUto-41
(@ATgA=s g T fgrse yiaw)

TITR, 9FATR, 03 e, 2022 3o (SRR 12, 1944 ¥ TIq)

HOT 3
T I fORT BT hle-U3, Wre-h—RAIfIdl aRYg, WUe-E— R U4,
WS- T-atee (AT fAdT) T Wvs-g—RTel tard |
Gus-g—fSTell garda
ST Y, faearad Avsd, HIRGIYR
17 TR, 2022 30
0o 1992 / TRATOfH0HO-SUfAE / 22-23—IR U< &7 U=myd oI e garaa SifSfead, 1961 @)

gRT 239 P U GRI-2 Uaad AGAAl BT YIRT B SFUG GG & IO &5 & Afedl a1 S99 dc |
qIe], AR XA AT I Wivioll RIeel, TR, dieey, R, AT, WRIAI, DIFell, ol @RI 9 Fdher arell
el oM, TEHd o aAT S 7ol @ 9eR Aaie Iqee 9 URagd & dalel wfdd @rferd ared
T UgETfed aT8d AT dex grell, ¢, el g, SR, daITsl, Wl TSI, SeTs], HISHe! AT A4
I bt I Suad @iel yRaes B- arel F=ferad e arel argi 9 Podb o+ Bg A wd
frafa s @ forv Sufafr a9 TN B, S fasfta dw=am-4329 / remofvowo-Sufafi-2018-19, fawid 28
BRAY), 2019 ¥ AN B, H faffie #&l &1 =0 4 Feeq /gfG don Sfaug o= 78 S Suygad Iufafer
|ftaferd 81 o, & Fffed fhd S gq 9ee uxanad &, 9 Saa i m &1 arT 242 (2) &
yarere  UHIR fhar Siar 21 I8 Henfda Sufafdy Toie | yerE g @ ffYr | or] weHsh o |
9 IURR & AN 8F & IR Yd AT Ul S fasie 08 WRaNl, 2019 ¥ @R &, &1 AIe
3fer PR 9= S

e foe
HHIH faeRor ] &R GNIBRECH
1 2 3 4
1 TRl §RT Il S aTetl ISt 15.00 TTI®HRI 18.00 TTI®HRI
2 BISCRCHRRICIC] 25.00 URTHT 29.00 UTHT
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2 3 4
TFR STl 60.00 T 70.00 Tfa®
e ¢& (dige T fAfdehex) 115.00 fHT 133.00 UfH!
T (crge Tsd fdfehed 06 =rab) 175.00 fTm! 202.00 UfTHT
IR oo (241 Js9 fAfdded 10 =a] 230.00 UfTHT 265.00 TfTHI
T 37fer)
TN ¢& (241 Ts9 fAftmed 14 =aa] 300.00 U 345.00 i
T D)
I ¢& (241 Is9 fAftwmed 18 aaa] 400.00 T 460.00 DT
T D)
80 (3RUC),
SMURER
favegTaa Josq,
ARG qX |

qogH0PodI0—36 fE=al TSTe—9T 3—2022 <0 |

g UG YbIAb—I-a3rh, U UG oRg=-HAd], Sk Yo, YATRIT |



rees Fo-vodto-4
ATsA~ Fo-SsoUto-41
(@ATgA=s g T fgrse yiaw)

TITR, 9FATR, 03 e, 2022 3o (SRR 12, 1944 ¥ TIq)

HIT 7-9
Solged HHIRM 3B S0SAT BT rffafed dorr oy e aweel fasifeaa |

ard fratas smar
73 focel), IR

20 JMAFTIR, 2022 30
28 IMMRI, 1944 (IH)

RIPCCE]]
J0 82 /30%0-f30%0 /10 /2017 (S0)—cAT UfIIfereT 3rfaf e, 1951 (1951 BT 43) B IRT 106 B

ARV H, YRA fHares MRNT a9 2017 &1 Farae 3ol W& 10 # AR ST IRy, SAREGE &
eI 12 RIdwR, 2022 & Ui &1 TAggRT YHTRIA Hxal & |

T 9,
AT HAR,
wafa,

o~ ¢
HRA THIEa ATINT |

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA

20" October, 2022

New Delhi, dated -
28" Asvina, 1944 (Saka).

NOTIFICATION

No. 82/UP-LA/10/2017 (Alld.)-In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representatin of the People Act,
1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the Judgement dated 12th September,
2022 of the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in Election Petition No. 10 of 2017.
By order,
AMIT KUMAR,
Secretary,
Election Commission of India.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
Election Petition No. 10 of 2017

(Under Section 80/810of Representation of the People Act, 1951)

District : Allahabad.
Anugrah Narayan Singh, son of Late S.B. Singh,
Resident of 439, New Mumfordganj, Allahabad,
District — Allahabad.

... Petitioner
Versus
Harsh Vardhan Bajpayee, son of Sri. Ashok Kumar, Bajpayee,
Resident of 109, Rambagh, Allahabad,
District — Allahabad.
... Respondent
Reserved on 29.07.2022

Delivered on 12.09.2022
Court No. - 73
Case :- ELECTION PETITION No. - 10 of 2017
Petitioner :- Anugrah Narayan Singh
Respondent :- Harsh Vardhan Bajpayee
Counsel for Petitioner :- In Person, Anugrah Narayan Singh (In Person), Ravindra Singh, Shiv Sagar Singh

Counsel for Respondent :- Manish Goyal, Amit Sharma, K. R. Singh, Mithilesh Kumar Rai, Prabath
Kumar Bajpai, Ravi Shankar Prasad

Hon'ble Raj Beer Singh, J.

Order on Application Nos. 19 of 2022 and 20 of 2022 filed in Election Petition No. 10 of 2017 (Anugrah
Narayan Singh v. Harsh Vardhan Bajpayee)

1. The Civil Misc. Application No. 19 of 2022 has been filed by the respondent with prayer to
dismiss the election petition as infructuous, whereas, the Civil Misc. Application No. 20 of 2022 has been
filed by the Petitioner raising objections against that application.

2. The facts in brief of the matter are that in the month of February, 2017 general elections were held
to elect the Members of the State Legislative Assembly, U.P. The petitioner as well as the respondent
contested election from the 262 Allahabad City North Constituency. The last date of nomination for this
constituency was 06.02.2017. After election, as per declaration of Returning Officer, the respondent has
received 89191 votes whereas the petitioner has received 54166 votes and thus, the respondent was declared
elected. The petitioner filed this election petition under section 80/81 of the Representation of the People Act
(hereinafter after refereed as 'R.P. Act') challenging the election of the respondent/returned candidate and
seeking following relief :
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(A) Declare the election of respondent as Member of Legislative Assembly from 262
Allahabad City North Assembly Constituency, District Allahabad, as null and void and set aside the
same.

(B) Pass such other order or direction which the Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper in the
facts of the case.

(C) Award costs to the petitioner.

3. During pendency of the election petition, the Legislative Assembly came to be dissolved in the
month of February/ March, 2022 after the term of five years was over. In view of the above-stated fatual
background, the respondent has filed the above-stated Civil Misc. Application No. 19 of 2022 with prayer
that the election petition may be dismissed as infructuous.

4. Heard Sri Sailendra Kumar, learned Senior Advocate assisted by Sri Shiv Sagar Singh, learned
counsel for the petitioner, Sri Ravi Shankar Prasad, learned Senior Advocate assisted by Sri Mithilesh
Kumar, learned counsel for the respondent, Sri Manish Goel, learned Senior Advocate/AAG and perused the
record.

5. Learned senior counsel for the petitioner argued that though the term of assembly is over and the
Assembly has already been dissolved but as the election of the respondent was being challenged inter-alia on
the ground of corrupt practice and thus, the instant election petition is still maintainable, as in case this
election petition succeeds, it entails several disqualification including a bar on the respondent to contest the
election for a period of six years and thus, the election petition can not be dismissed as infructuous. It was
submitted that the respondent has committed corrupt practice under Section 123(2) of the R.P. Act by
interfering in free exercise of electoral rights of the electors by not disclosing his liabilities and his correct
educational qualification in his affidavit of nomination paper. Further, the respondent committed the corrupt
practice under Section 123(4) of the R.P. Act by publishing a false statement of fact, which he believed to be
false, and did not believe to be true, regarding his own personal character and conduct. It was submitted that
the election of the respondent is liable to be declared void, due to improper acceptance of his nomination
paper and also due to commission of corrupt practice by him.

6. Elaborating his arguments, it was submitted by learned Senior counsel for the petitioner that the
respondent has also contested election of Legislative Assembly from the same constituency in the year 2007,
wherein he has shown his educational qualification as B.Tech. from University of Shefield, England passed
in the year 2003 and the highest degree was shown "Master of Finance and Control' from Delhi University in
the year 2006. The respondent again contested election from the said constituency in the year 2012, wherein,
same qualification and degrees were shown but while filing his nomination for election from same
constituency in the year 2017, he has shown his qualification and highest degree as B.Tech. from Seferred
University, England, passed in the year 2007. It was submitted that as a matter of fact, there is no university
by the name of "Seferred' in England. There is university of Shefield in England but it awards degree of B.E.
in Chemical Engineering and not the degree of B.Tech. Further, in his nomination paper in the year 2007
and 2012 he has shown that he has degree of M.B.A. from Delhi University in the year 2006, whereas in the
nomination paper of 2017, he has shown his B.Tech. degree passed in the year 2007 and thus if he has
passed the degree of M.B.A. from University of Delhi in the year 2006, how he can pass B.Tech.
examination from said University in U.K., in the year 2007, which is a two years course. In fact, the
respondent has not cleared the M.B.A. degree from University of Delhi. Further, in the year 2007 and 2012
in his affidavit of nomination paper, he has claimed that he passed B.Tech. degree in the year 2003 from
Shefield University, England but his name does not find place in Alumni of 2003 of the said University and
all these facts go to show that the respondent did not obtain the alleged degree from University of Shefield,
England and he has given false information in his affidavit/nomination paper.
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7. Another ground pressed by learned senior counsel is that in his nomination paper, the respondent
has shown his address as 109, Rambagh, Allahabad and this property was also mentioned by him in his
nomination paper as one of the asset. There is an electricity connection in the said premises against which
there were arrears of electricity dues of Rs. 3,00,050/- and that a recovery certificate was issued on
05.10.2016 and that amount was not paid till the filing of the nomination paper by the respondent but in
respect of the same, the respondent has shown in his affidavit that there were no electricity dues against any
of his asset. Further, the respondent has taken a housing loan from P.N.B., Civil Lines, Allahabad through
account number 001200NC00801166 in respect of %2 part of house no. 2, Minto Park House, Kydganj,
Allahabad and said loan amount was shown by respondent in his affidavit of 2012 but in 2017 he has
concealed the said loan amount, whereas said loan has not been paid/cleared till the date of filing of
nomination paper, by the respondent. It was submitted that the respondent was under legal obligation to
disclose the correct facts in his affidavit filed along with the nomination paper as it was for the information
of electors to know the personal character and conduct of the candidate and thus, there was substantial defect
in his nomination paper and accordingly his nomination paper was liable to be rejected.

8. It was further argued that during campaign in the election, the respondent got printed pamphlets
and hand bills in which he mentioned his name as Er. Harsh Vardhan Bajpayee and he posed himself as a
qualified Engineer and as referred above, he did not disclose his educational qualifications correctly and
thus, it amounts to corrupt practice of undue influence.

9. It was next argued by learned senior counsel that a candidate is required to disclose facts about his
educational qualification and government dues in the affidavit so that before casting their votes, the electors
of the constituency would know about educational qualification as well as liabilities and personal character
of candidate. The respondent has deliberately, in full knowledge of the facts, concealed and suppressed the
truth and did not provide full and correct facts about his educational qualification and government dues and
thereby he published incorrect and false statement of facts about his personal character and conduct which
favourably prejudiced the prospects of his election and thus, he committed corrupt practice as defined under
Section 123(4) of R. P. Act.

10. Referring to the provisions of Section 123 of R.P. Act and facts of the matter, learned senior
counsel submitted that as there is a case to show that the respondent has committed corrupt practice within
the meaning of section 123(2) and 123(4) of R. P. Act and thus this election petition must be proceeded
further, as the respondent may entails several disqualifications including a bar for contesting an election for
a period of six years. In support of his contentions, learned senior counsel has referred following case laws :-

(a) Shaligram Shrivastava v. Naresh Singh Patel, SCC 2 (2003), 176

(b) People's Union For Civil Liberties (PUCL) and Anr. v. Union of India And Anr., SCC 4
(2003) 399

(c) Mairembam Prithviraj alias Prithviraj Singh v. Pukhrem Sharatchandra Singh, SCC 2
(2017) 887

(d) Kisan Shankar Kathore v. Arun Dattatray Sawant And Ors., SCC 14 (2014) 162
(e) Resurgence India v. Election Commission of India And Anr., SCC 14 (2014) 189

(f) Madiraju Venkata Ramana Raju v. Peddireddigari Ramachandra Reddy And Ors., SCC 14
(2018) 1

(g) Sheodan Singh v. Mohan Lal Gautam, AIR 1969 SC 1024
(h) Loknath Padhan v. Birendra Kumar Sahu, AIR 1974 SC 505
(i) P.H. Pandian v. P Veldurai, SCC 2013 (14) 685
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(j) Dhartipakar Madan Lal Agarwal v. Shri Rajiv Gandhi, AIR 1987 SC 1577

(k) Prem Pal Singh v. Satya Pal Singh Baghel And 10 Ors., [Election petition no. 12 of 2017,
decided on 03.03.2020]

(1) Bhikaji Keshao Joshi And Anr. v. Brijlal Nandlal Biyani And Ors., AIR 1955 SC 610

11. Sri Ravi Shankar Prasad, learned senior Advocate for the respondent as well as Sri Manish Goel,
learned senior Advocate/ Additional Advocate General have argued that the petitioner is challenging the
election of respondent to the State Legislative Assembly, Uttar Pradesh, wherein the respondent was elected
as Member of State Assembly in the month of February / March 2017 and after its full term, that the said
assembly has already been dissolved and thereafter fresh election to elect the members of State Assembly
have already been held in the month of February/ March, 2022 and thus, the instant election petition has
become infructuous, as the relief claimed by the petitioner cannot be granted. It was submitted that in the
election petition, the petitioner has made averments regarding corrupt practice, allegedly committed by the
respondent, but there is absolutely no material to substantiate the said averments and that no case of corrupt
practice is made out. Learned senior counsel submitted that even if in the affidavit of respondent there was
some incorrect information regarding educational qualifications of the respondent/returned candidate on the
points like name of University or the year, in which he has passed the degree, it can hardly be fall within the
purview of corrupt practices. Mere inaccuracy in the name of University like 'Seferred University', or
inconsistency regarding the year, in which he has passed the said B.Tech degree cannot be considered as a
material concealment or false information. The claim of petitioner that the respondent/returned candidate did
not pass the degree of B.Tech. is not supported by any credible material. Merely because in list of alumni of
the year 2003 of Shefield University (U.K.) the name of respondent/returned candidate does not find place, it
can hardly be sufficient to controvert the information furnished by respondent/returned candidate. Similarly
the contention of learned senior counsel for the petitioner that the respondent did not pass M.B.A. from
Delhi University is also not supported by any cogent and unimpeachable document. Further, in his affidavit,
filed in support of his nomination paper in the year 2017, the respondent/returned candidate has not
mentioned his M.B.A. degree. It was submitted that even if there was some inaccuracy or incorrect
information regarding educational qualification of respondent/returned candidate in the affidavit filed along
with the nomination paper, the said act may be punishable under Section 125-A of R.P. Act but it cannot be
a basis to contend that it is a corrupt practice. Regarding the case of petitioner that there were electricity
dues against the electricity connection of premises no. 109, Rambagh, Allahabad, it was submitted that there
is nothing to show that the said arrears were against the respondent/returned candidate. No such document
could be brought on record that the said electricity connection was in the name of respondent or that the
alleged recovery certificate was issued against the respondent/returned candidate. It was submitted that by
learned senior counsel that in the similar way, there is no material to support the averments that the
respondent/returned candidate has concealed the fact of housing loan availed by him. It was submitted that
even if the allegations made by the petitioner are taken as such, no case of corrupt practice is made out. In
support of his contentions, learned senior counsel has referred following case laws :-

(a) Podipireddy Atchuta Desai v. Chinnam Joga Rao & Ors., 1987 (Supp) SCC 42
(b) State of U.P. And Ors v. Netrapal Singh And Ors., 2004 (4) SCC 748

(c) Dhartipakar v. Rajiv Gandhi, AIR 1987 SC 1577

(d) Suresh Seth v. Commr. Indore Municipal Corpn., 2005 (13) SCC 287

(e) P.H. Pandian v. P. Veldurai, 2013(14) SCC 685

(f) Kashi Nath Mishra v. Vikdramaditya Pandey, 1998 (8) SCC 735
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(g) Mundrika Singh Yadav v. Shiv Bachan Yadav, 2005 (12) SCC 211

(h) C.M. Arunugam v. S. Raj Gopal, 1976 (1) SCC 863

(i) Prem Pal Singh And Ors. v. Rakesh Babu, Manu/UP 0569/2020, decided 03.03.2020
(j) Chandra Mohan Shukla v. Anil Dhirubhai Ambani And Ors., 2010 (10) ADJ 63

(k) Union of India v. Association for Democratic Reforms And Anr., AIR 2002 SC 2112
(1) Peoples Union for Civil Liberties (PUCL) v. Union of India, AIR 2003 SC 2363

(m) Kuldeep Nayar And Ors. v. Union of India And Ors., 2006(7) SCC 1

12. I have considered rival submissions and perused the record as well as case laws referred by
learned counsel for the parties.

13. Before proceeding further it would be pertinent to mention that the election of the respondent is
being challenged by the petitioner on the following grounds:-

A. Because the result of the election, insofar as it concerns the returned candidate, has been
materially affected by improper acceptance of nomination paper of respondent in non-compliance of
the provisions of Section 33 of the Act.

B. Because the respondent committed corrupt practice under Section 123(2) of the said Act by
interfering in free exercise of the electoral rights of the electors by not disclosing his liabilities as
well as correct educational qualification in his affidavit of nomination paper.

C. Because the respondent committed the corrupt practice under Section 123(4) of the said Act
by publishing a false statement of fact, which he believed to be false, and did not believe to be true,
regarding his own personal character and conduct, such statement being a statement reasonably
calculated to prejudice the prospects of the respondent's own election.

D. Because the election of the respondent is void, and is liable to be declared void, due to
improper acceptance of his nomination paper and also due to commission of corrupt practice by
him, as defined under Sections 123(2) and 123(4) of the said Act."

14. In case of Sheodhan Singh v. Mohan Lal (supra) Hon'ble Apex Court held that the decision of
the question whether corrupt practice was committed by the respondent or not, would not be academic and
the court would have to decide the same and thus, where allegations of corrupt practices are involved the
petition can not be dismissed as infructuous. In case of Loknath Padhan v. Birendra Kumar Sahu (supra),
Hon'ble Apex Court observed that a Court should not undertake to decide an issue, unless it is a living issue
between the parties and pointed out that if an issue is purely academic in that its decision one way or the
other would have no impact on the position of the parties, it would be waste of public time and indeed not
proper exercise of authority for the Court to engage itself in deciding it. It was held that an academic
question, the answer to which cannot affect the position of one party or the other or which has no bearing on
some right or liability in controversy between the parties, will be unnecessary and inexpedient to be decided
and the Court would properly decline to decide. With reference to the election dispute before it in that case
involving alleged disqualification of the returned candidate due to subsistence of five Government contracts
with the Government of Orissa, the Apex Court held that even if it is found that the candidate was so
disqualified, it would have no factual consequence, as invalidation of election after dissolution of the House
would be meaningless and ineffectual and as it would have no consequences operating in future, as it is the
only facts existing on the date of nomination that would have relevance. However, Hon'ble Apex Court
distinguished the cases in which allegations of corrupt practices are involved in view of Section §-A of R. P.
Act under which a person found guilty of corrupt practices by an order under Section 99 R.P. Act will incur
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electoral disqualification up to six years from the date of the order in that regard. It was observed by the
Hon'ble Apex Court that the position might be different if the allegation against the respondent were of
corrupt practice. If the respondent is found guilty of corrupt practice during the election, not only his
election would be declared void, but he would also incur certain electoral disqualifications. Section 8A R.P.
Act provides that a person found guilty of a corrupt practice by an order under Section 99 R.P. Act shall be
disqualified for a period of six years from the date on which, that order takes effect. The purity of elections
is of utmost importance in a democratic set up and the law, has, therefore, taken serious note of corrupt
practice in elections and laid down a disqualification for a period of six years on an order being made by the
High Court recording a finding of corrupt practice at the time of disposing of the election petition. It is,
therefore, obvious that when a corrupt practice is charged against the respondent in an election petition, the
trial of the election petition must proceed to its logical end but the principle was held by the Apex Court to
be not applicable to disqualification, which has no other consequence than that of making the particular
election void and which does not entail any electoral disqualification for the future. In that case, in view of
the dissolution of the Legislative Assembly, the Apex Court considered the question of disqualification to be
purely academic and dismissed the appeal against the decision in the election petition as futile. In case of
PremPal Singh Vs Vs Satyapal Singh (supra), this Court has reiterated the position that an academic
question, the answer to which cannot affect the position of one party or the other or which has no bearing on
some right or liability in controversy between the parties, will be unnecessary and inexpedient to be decided
and the Court must decline to decide the same. However, the cases in which allegations of corrupt practices
are involved in view of Section 8-A of R. P. Act under which a person found guilty of corrupt practices by
an order under Section 99 will incur electoral disqualification, the trial of an election petition must proceed
to its logical end.

15. In case of Sohan Lal Vs Asha Ram and Ors (1981) 1 SCC 106, the Apex Court disposed of an
election appeal without adjudication due to dissolution of the Assembly, fresh elections having taken place
and a fresh House coming into existence notwithstanding any substantial grievance for the election
petitioner, as the subsequent events rendered the litigation wholly unreal making it waste of the Court's time
to consider the issues.

16. In Podipireddy Atchuta Desai vs. Chinnam Joga Rao and others (supra), the Apex Court has held
as under:-

"The question raised in this election appeal are of some importance. We also see the force of
the submissions urged on behalf of the appellant. All the same, having regard to the fact that fresh
elections have already taken place and the appeal has become redundant in that sense, we will be
undertaking a futile exercise if we examine the validity or otherwise of the view taken by the High
Court in dismissing the election petition. Under the circumstances without expressing any views,
one way or the other, on the validity or otherwise of the decision of the High Court, we direct that
this appeal shall stand disposed of with no order as to costs."

17. In Kashi Nath Mishra vs. Vikramaditya Pandey and others, (supra) an appeal was filed before
the Apex Court from the Election Petition No.4 of 1991 filed under Section 81 of Representation of the
People Act, 1951. The appellant had challenged the election of the second respondent to the U.P. Legislative
Assembly from the 227 Ballia Assembly Constituency in District Ballia. That petition was dismissed. The
term of the assembly has expired by efflux of time and thereafter, another election has been held and another
Assembly constituted. Under these circumstances, the appeal was dismissed having become infructuous.
Similar was the decision of another three-Judge Bench of the Apex Court in Romesh v. Ramesh K. Rana and
others (2000) 9 Supreme Court Cases 265, wherein the request was for recount of votes without any
allegations of commission of any corrupt practice and in the meanwhile the Assembly itself was dissolved.
The Apex Court considered that nothing further survives for consideration and dismissed the election appeal.



168 TR U TToie, 03 fawR, 2022 20 (JTUBTIVT 12, 1944 ¥H Haq) [YTT 7-9

18. In the case of Dhartipakar Vs Rajiv Gandhi (supra), wherein the allegation with regard to corrupt
practice was raised, Hon'ble Supreme Court observed that since allegation was with regard to corrupt
practice and the matter is stale and academic but it may be heard. It was observed that "in fact, during the
course of hearing the appellant himself stated before us more than once, that it would now every difficult for
him to produce evidence to substantiate the allegations of corrupt practice but nonetheless he insisted for the
appeal being heard on merit. Though the matter is stale and academic yet having regard to the present state
of law, we had to hear the appeal at length." It was further observed by the Hon'ble Apex Court as under:

"The aforesaid allegations do not amount to any corrupt practice as contemplated by Section
123 of the Act. At best these allegations raise a grievance that the Presiding Officers did not perform
their duties in accordance with law in as much as they failed in their duty to remove the post- ers
and other propaganda material from the polling booth and the hand which was the election symbol
of Rajiv Gandhi and the same was displayed within 100 meters of the polling booth in violation of
the rules. The allegations do not make out any charge of corrupt practice. If at all the allegations
could be a ground under Section 100(1)(d)(iv) of the Act for setting aside election on the ground of
its being materially affected but no such plea was raised. Paragraphs 54 to 58 do not deal with any
corrupt practice. The above scanning of the election petition would show that the appellant failed to
plead complete details of corrupt practice which could constitute a cause of action as contemplated
by Section 100 of the Act and he further failed to give the material facts and other details of the
alleged corrupt practices. The allegations relating to corrupt practice, even if assumed to be true as
stated in the various paragraphs of the election petition do not constitute any corrupt practice."

From above referred case it is clear that the when the term of disputed election has expired and
thereafter fresh election have taken place and if the allegations made by the petitioner do not amount to any
corrupt practice as contemplated by Section 123 of the Act, the petition could be dismissed. It was observed
that at best these allegations raise a grievance that the Presiding Officers did not perform their duties in
accordance with law. In the said case Apex Court had dismissed the appeal holding that the appellant cannot
be permitted to waste the court time with permission to amend the appeal.

19. In Mundrika Singh Yadav vs. Shiv Bachan Yadav and others ((2005) 12 SCC 211), an election
petition under Sections 80 and 80-A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 filed by the appellant was
dismissed by the High Court. In the above said election petition, the appellant had sought for the relief of
recount of ballot papers. The High Court on trial found a case in that regard having not been made out. The
election to the Bihar State Assembly forming subject-matter of the election petition was held in the year
2000. The term of the Legislative Assembly was over. Fresh elections were being held. Under these
circumstances, the Apex Court has held that no relief could be allowed to the appellant in this appeal even if
this appeal is allowed. The appeal was rendered infructuous and was dismissed accordingly.

20. Thus, it clearly emerges from the above referred cases that the well settled practice is that a
Court should not undertake to decide an issue, unless it is a living issue between the parties. If an issue is
purely academic in that its decision one way or the other would have no impact on the position of the parties,
it would be waste of public time and indeed not proper exercise of authority for the Court to engage itself in
deciding it. However, the Hon'ble Apex Court has distinguished the cases in which allegations of corrupt
practices are involved in view of Section 8-A of R. P. Act under which a person found guilty of corrupt
practices by an order under Section 99 will incur electoral disqualification up to six years from the date of
the order in that regard. In such a case the trial of an election petition must reach to its logical end but that
principle was also held by the Hon'ble Apex Court to be not applicable to disqualification, which has no
other consequence than that of making the particular election void and which does not entail any electoral
disqualification for the future. In that case, in view of the dissolution of the Legislative Assembly, the
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question of disqualification to be purely academic and the decision in the election petition would be futile.
Thus, in cases where the allegations of corrupt practices are involved in view of Section 8-A of R. P. Act
under which a person found guilty of corrupt practices by an order under Section 99 will incur electoral
disqualification for future up like bar to contest election for six years from the date of the order, the election
petition may proceed further despite the fact that the term of the returned candidate, for which he was
elected, is over and the Assembly has been dissolved and fresh election have also been held.

21. Coming to the facts of the present case, it may be mentioned that so far the ground 'A' mentioned
in the election petition to the effect that the election of the returned candidate, has been materially affected
by improper acceptance of nomination paper of respondent in non-compliance of the provisions of Section
33 of the R. P. Act, is concerned, on dissolution of the Assembly, the relief sought on ground of improper
acceptance of nomination paper has been rendered infructuous, Thus, that aspect needs no consideration.

22. Now the matter is to be examined only regarding the grounds mentioned in petition as "B' and
"C' and the question is whether the allegations made in the petition would constitute a case of corrupt
practice. It is well settled that charge of corrupt practice is in the nature of a criminal charge and has got to
be proved beyond doubt and it must be backed by unimpeachable and incontrovertible documentary
evidence. The Court must look for serious assurance, unlaying circumstances or unimpeachable documents
to uphold the charges of corrupt practices. The pleadings of the election petitioner in his petition should be
absolutely precise and clear containing all necessary details and particulars as required by law (vide
Dhartipakar Madan Lal Agarwal v. Rajiv Gandhi (1987) Supp. SCC 93 and Kona Prabhakara Rao v. M.
Seshagiri Rao (1982) 1 SCC 442). The allegations in the election petition should not be vague, general in
nature or lacking of materials or frivolous or vexatious. In this connection a reference may also be made to
the case of case of Pradip Buragohain Versus Pranati Phukan (2010) 11 SCC 108, where the Hon'ble Apex
Court has reiterated the law regarding corrupt practice.

23. Keeping the aforesaid position of law in view, in the instant case it may seen that the first charge
regarding alleged corrupt practice against the respondent is that by not disclosing his liabilities as well as
correct educational qualification in his affidavit of nomination, he has interfered in free exercise of the
electoral rights of the electors. Regarding the alleged liabilities, it was alleged that there were arrears of
electricity dues of Rs. 3,00,050/- against the electricity connection installed in the premises of the
respondent and a recovery certificate was also issued on 05.10.2016 against that connection and that amount
was not paid till the filing of nomination paper by the respondent but in his affidavit of nomination the
respondent has stated that there were no electricity dues against him. It would be pertinent to mention that
there are no such averment that the said electricity connection is in the name of the respondent or that the
alleged recovery certificate was issued against the respondent. Merely because the said electricity
connection is installed in the property owned by the respondent, it would not be sufficient to show that the
respondent has concealed the alleged liability. No such document could be shown that recovery certificate
was issued against the respondent. It was further alleged that the respondent has taken a housing loan from
P.N.B., Civil Lines, Allahabad through account number 001200NC00801166 in respect of 'z part of house
no. 2, Minto Park House, Kydganj, Allahabad and said loan amount was shown by respondent in his
affidavit of nomination in the year 2012 but in nomination in question in the year 2017 he has concealed the
said loan amount, whereas said loan has not been paid/cleared till the date of filing of nomination paper by
the respondent. In this connection it would be pertinent to mention that no such incontrovertible document of
the Bank could be brought on record to show that the alleged loan has not been paid till the date of
nomination. Merely a vague statement has been made that the respondent has not cleared his loan.
Here it would be pertinent to mention that in case of Kisan Shankar Kathore (supra), Hon'ble Apex Court
held as under :

25 313
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"Insofar as non-disclosure of the electricity dues is concerned, in the given facts of the case, we
are of the opinion that it may not be a serious lapse. No doubt, the dues were outstanding, at the
same time, there was a bona fide dispute about the outstanding dues in respect of the first electricity
meter. It would have been better on the part of the appellant to give the information along with a
note about the dispute, as suggested by the High Court, we still feel that when the appellant nurtured
belief in a bona fide manner that because of the said dispute he is not to give the information about
the outstanding amount, as it had not become 'payable’, this should not be treated as a material lapse.
Likewise, as far as the second electricity meter is concerned, it was in the premises which was
rented out to the tenants and the dues were payable by the tenants in the first instance. Again, in
such circumstances, one can bona fide believe that the tenants would pay the outstanding amount.
No doubt, if the tenants do not pay the amount the liability would have been that of the owner, i.e.
the appellant. However, at the time of filing the nomination, the appellant could not presume that the
tenants would not pay the amount and, therefore, it had become his liability. Same is the position
with regard to non-payment of a sum of Rs.1,783/- as outstanding municipal dues, where there was a
genuine dispute as to revaluation and reassessment for the purpose of assessing the taxes was yet to
be undertaken. Having said so, we may clarify that it would depend in the facts and circumstances of
each case as to whether such a non-disclosure would amount to material lapse or not. We are, thus,
clarifying that our aforesaid observation in the facts of the present case should not be treated as
having general application.

In the above referred case the returned candidate has not disclosed his several assets and dues and
one of them was regarding concealment of electricity dues. Hon'ble Apex Court has clarified that it would
depend in the facts and circumstances of each case as to whether such a non-disclosure would amount to
material lapse or not. In the present case there is no documentary evidence that the said electricity
connection was in the name of the respondent or that the alleged recovery certificate was issued against the
applicant. Further, in the above refereed case no issue of corrupt practice was involved. There is no such
finding that concealment of electricity dues would amount to corrupt practice contemplated under section
123 of the R. P. Act. Even on the premises of the said case law the allegation regarding non-disclosure of
electricity dues and loan amount would not amount to corrupt practice. It would be relevant to mention here
that in case of Kuldip Nayar V UOI (supra), Hon'ble Apex has referred case of Union of India V" Assn. for
Democratic Reforms (2002) 5 SCC 294, wherein it was held that holding of any asset (immoveable or
moveable) or any educational qualification is not the eligibility criteria to contest election. Considering the
said legal position and peculiar facts and circumstances of the case, the said allegations, regarding
concealment of electricity dues or housing loan, made by the petitioner can hardly be termed as corrupt
practice within the meaning of section 123 of the R.P. Act.

24. So far the allegations regarding false information about the educational qualification in the
affidavit the respondent, filed along with nomination form is concerned, it was alleged that earlier the
respondent has contested election of Legislative Assembly from the same constituency in the year 2007,
wherein he has shown his educational qualification as B.Tech. from University of Shefield, England passed
in the year 2003 and the highest degree was shown "Master of Finance and Control' from Delhi University in
the year 2006. The respondent again contested election from the said Assembly Constituency in the year
2012, wherein same educational qualifications and degrees were shown but while filing his nomination for
election from same constituency in the year 2017, the respondent has shown his qualification and highest
degree as B.Tech. from Seferred University, England, passed in the year 2007, whereas there is no university
by the name of "Seferred' in England. It was stated that there is university of Shefield in England, which
awards degree of B.E. in Chemical Engineering and not the degree of B.Tech. Further, in his nomination
paper in the year 2007 and 2012 he has mentioned that he has degree of M.B.A. from Delhi University
passed in the year 2006, whereas in the nomination paper of 2017 he has shown his B.Tech. degree in the
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year 2007 and thus if he has passed the degree of M.B.A. from University of Delhi in the year 2006, he can
not pass B.Tech. examination from England in the year 2007, which is a two years course. It was submitted
that in fact, the respondent has not cleared the alleged M.B.A. degree from University of Delhi. Further, in
the year 2007 and 2012 in his affidavit/nomination paper, he has claimed that he passed B.Tech. degree in
the year 2003 from Shefield University, England but his name has not been shown in the Alumni of 2003 of
the said University and all these facts go to show that respondent did not obtain the alleged degree of B.Tech
from University of Shefield, England and he has given false information in his affidavit/nomination paper. It
was submitted that respondent was under legal obligation to disclose correct facts in his affidavit filed along
with nomination form as it was for the information of electors to know personal character and conduct of the
candidate and thus there was substantial defect in his nomination paper.

25. It may be stated that the error in spelling of Shefield University is hardly a matter of
consideration. Similarly the error or inconsistency regarding the issue whether the respondent passed the
degree of B. Tech in the year 2003 or 2007 would not be a material concealment unless and until it is shown
that the respondent does not hold the said degree of B. Tech. from that University at all. In this connection
only it was alleged that Shefield University does not awards degree of B. Tech., rather it awards the degree
of B.E. and that the name of respondent has not been shown in the list of Alumni of the said University.
These allegations are hardly sufficient to doubt the degree of B. Tech., which the respondent claims to hold
and mentioned in the affidavit filed along with nomination form. No authoritative document issued by the
said university or any other unimpeachable document was filed to show that the respondent did not pass the
alleged degree from that university.

26. There is no doubt in preposition that every candidate has to disclose the relevant information in
his affidavit. In Resurgence India v. Election Commission of India and Anr. (supra), the Apex Court held
that every candidate is obligated to file an affidavit with relevant information with regard to their criminal
antecedents, assets and liabilities and educational qualification. The fundamental right under Article 19 (1)
(a) of the voter was reiterated in the said judgment and it was held that filing of affidavit with blank
particulars would render the affidavit as nugatory. Similarly in Kisan Shankar Kathore v. Arun Dattatray
Sawant (supra), the Hon'ble Apex Court considered the question as to whether it was incumbent upon the
Appellant to have disclose the information sought for in the nomination form and whether the non-
disclosure thereof render the nomination invalid and void. It was observed as under :

"When the information is given by a candidate in the affidavit filed along with the nomination
paper and objections are raised thereto questioning the correctness of the information or alleging
that there is non-disclosure of certain important information, it may not be possible for the returning
officer at that time to conduct a detailed examination. Summary enquiry may not suffice. Present
case is itself an example which loudly demonstrates this. At the same time, it would not be possible
for the Returning Officer to reject the nomination for want of verification about the allegations made
by the objector. In such a case, when ultimately it is proved that it was a case of non-disclosure and
either the affidavit was false or it did not contain complete information leading to suppression, it can
be held at that stage that the nomination was improperly accepted. Ms. Meenakshi Arora, learned
senior counsel appearing for the Election Commission, right argued that such an enquiry can be only
at a later stage and the appropriate stage would be in an election petition as in the instant case, when
the election is challenged. The grounds stated in Section 36(2) are those which can be examined
there and then and on that basis the Returning Officer would be in a position to reject the
nomination. Likewise, where the blanks are left in an affidavit, nomination can be rejected there and
then. In other cases where detailed enquiry is needed, it would depend upon the outcome thereof, in
an election petition, as to whether the nomination was properly accepted or it was a case of improper
acceptance. Once it is found that it was a case of improper acceptance, as there was misinformation
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or suppression of material information, one can state that question of rejection in such a case was
only deferred to a later date."

In the said case there were several concealments and non-disclosure about assets and liabilities of
the returned candidate and his nomination was improperly accepted by the Returning Officer and thus his
election was set aside by the High Court on the grounds contemplated in section 100(1)(d) of R.P. Act and
appeal was dismissed by the Apex Court. However in the instant case the relief sought on ground of
improper acceptance of nomination papers has already been rendered as infructuous. Further, in view of
attending facts and circumstances of the case it appears that the alleged inaccuracy or inconsistency in the
affidavit regarding educational qualification of the respondent / returned candidate were not of substantial
character. As observed earlier, the petitioner has not filed any such authoritative document of said the
University or any other unimpeachable document, which could show that the respondent did not pass the
alleged degree of B. Tech.. In view of these facts and circumstances the defects in disclosure, alleged by the
petitioner, can not be considered to be of substantial character, so as to be termed as a corrupt practice within
the meaning of Section 123 of the Representation of People Act.

27. In case of Bhikaji Keshao Joshi (supra), the election petition, having inter-alia allegations of
corrupt practice, was dismissed by the Tribunal on technical grounds including the infirmity in verification
of pleadings but in appeal, the Hon'ble Apex Court referred back the case to the Tribunal for due enquiry
and it was observed as under :

"Having regard to the nature of the alleged disqualification, which is substantially to the effect
that the returned candidate had interest in contracts with the Government at the relevant dates, it was
very necessary that the matters should have been cleared up in the enquiry before the Election
Tribunal. It is not in the interest of purity of elections that such allegations of disqualification should
be completely ignored without enquiry and it appears rather surprising that the Tribunal should have
ignored them and exercised its power to dismiss the petition. However reluctant we might be to
interfere in a matter like this after the lapse of three years and four months and with only an year and
eight months before the general elections, we feel constrained to send this matter back for due
enquiry. But before doing so and in view of the delay and other circumstances that have already
happened, we, in exercise of the powers which the Tribunal in the normal course might itself have
exercised, direct the striking out of all the items of alleged corrupt practices set out in Schedule A
excepting the one covered by paragraph I of item 1"

In the above referred case the petition was dismissed on technical grounds and the term of the
returned candidate as member of Assembly was still subsisting and thus, the issue between the parties was
quite alive.

28. Here it would be pertinent to mention that in case of Peoples Union for Civil Liberties V UOI
(supra), the Apex Court held as under:

"The last item left for discussion is about educational qualifications. In my view, the disclosure
of information regarding educational qualifications of a candidate is not an essential component of
the right to information flowing from Article 19(1)(a). By not providing for disclosure of
educational qualifications, it cannot be said that the Parliament violated the guarantee of Article
19(1)(a). Consistent with the principle of adult suffrage, the Constitution has not prescribed any
educational qualification for being Member of the House of the People or Legislative Assembly.
That apart, I am inclined to think that the information relating to educational qualifications of
contesting candidates does not serve any useful purpose in the present context and scenario. It is a
well known fact that barring a few exceptions, most of the candidates elected to Parliament or the
State Legislatures are fairly educated even if they are not Graduates or Post-Graduates. To think of
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illiterate candidates is based on a factually incorrect assumption. To say that well educated persons
such as those having graduate and postgraduate qualifications will be able to serve the people better
and conduct themselves in a better way inside and outside the House is nothing but overlooking the
stark realities. The experience and events in public life and the Legislatures have demonstrated that
the dividing line between the well educated and less educated from the point of view of his/her
calibre and culture is rather thin. Much depends on the character of the individual, the sense of
devotion to duty and the sense of concern to the welfare of the people. These characteristics are not
the monopoly of well educated persons. I do not think that it is necessary to supply information to
the voter to facilitate him to indulge in an infructuous exercise of comparing the educational
qualifications of the candidates. It may be that certain candidates having exceptionally high
qualifications in specialized field may prove useful to the society, but it is natural to expect that such
candidates would voluntarily come forward with an account of their own academic and other talents
as a part of their election programme. Viewed from any angle, the information regarding educational
qualifications is not a vital and useful piece of information to the voter, in ultimate analysis. At any
rate, two views are reasonably possible. Therefore, it is not possible to hold that the Parliament
should have necessarily made the provision for disclosure of information regarding educational
qualifications of the candidates".

From the above referred case it appears that the information regarding educational qualifications of a
candidate is not a vital and useful piece of information to the voter, in ultimate analysis. Considering the
ratio of the said case law, it cannot be said that any inconsistency or error in the affidavit of a candidate
regarding his educational qualification would amount to corrupt practice.

29. In case of Mairembam Prithviraj (supra), Hon'ble Apex Court held that every voter has a
fundamental right to know about the educational qualification of a candidate. It is also clear from the
provisions of the Act, Rules and Form 26 that there is a duty cast on the candidates to give correct
information about their educational qualifications. In that case it was not in dispute that the Appellant did
not study MBA in the Mysore University. It was the case of the Appellant that reference to MBA from
Mysore University was a clerical error. It was contended by the Appellant that he always thought of doing
MBA by correspondence course from Mysore University but actually he did not do the course. The
Appellant contested election to the same constituency in 2008 and in the affidavit filed by him in Form 26 he
declared that he passed MBA from Mysore University in 2004. It was held that the false declaration relating
to his educational qualification cannot be stated to be not of a substantial character. It is no more res integra
that every candidate has to disclose his educational qualification to subserve the right to information of the
voter. It was held that having made a false declaration relating to his educational qualification, the Appellant
cannot be permitted to contend that the declaration is not of a substantial character. However, in the instant
case, as observed earlier, the petitioner could not produce any such cogent material or unimpeachable
document that the respondent does not hold alleged B.Tech. degree or that the respondent did not pass the
said degree at all. Further, in the instant matter the material question is whether a case of corrupt practice is
made out against the respondent and the issue of corrupt practice was not discussed in that case. As held in
case of Pradip Burgohain (supra) the onus of proof of the allegations made in the election petition is
undoubtedly on the person who assails an election. A charge of corrupt practice is in the nature of a criminal
charge and the pleadings of the election petitioner in his petition should be absolutely precise and clear
containing all necessary details and particulars as required by law but in the instant case the petitioner could
not produce any such unimpeachable document, which could show that the respondent did not pass the
alleged degree. Further, even in the case of Mairembam Prithviraj (supra), no such preposition was laid
down that the defect in disclosure of information regarding education of the candidate would amount to
corrupt practice.
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30. In case of Kisan Shankar Kathore (supra) the election of the returned candidate was successfully
challenged on the ground of non-disclosure of material information. The appeal filed by the returned
candidate was dismissed by the Court by observing as follows:

"Once it is found that it was a case of improper acceptance, as there was misinformation or
suppression of material information, one can state that question of rejection in such a case was only
deferred to a later date. When the Court gives such a finding, which would have resulted in
rejection, the effect would be same, namely, such a candidate was not entitled to contest and the
election is void."

However, in the present case, as discussed above, due to dissolution of the Assembly, the relief of
declaration of election as void, has become infructuous and thus can not be granted. The issue whether any
incorrect or false information regarding education of candidate would amount to corrupt practice was not
discussed in the said case. Thus, the above referred case also does not help the petitioner.

31. Learned Senior Counsel for the petitioner has also referred case of Shaligram Shrivasatava
(supra), wherein the nomination of one of the candidate was rejected on ground of non-submission of the
required declaration and it was held by the Hon'ble Apex Court since such information is necessary and
relevant for the purpose of scrutiny of the nomination paper under Section 36(2), in the light of Section 8 of
the Act, it can well be furnished on a format provided to the candidate by the Returning Officer and it
becomes his duty to furnish such information so that a Returning Officer may discharge its statutory duty to
scrutinize the nomination paper effectively, properly and in consonance with the provisions of law. In that
case the candidate had failed to furnish such information as sought on the proforma given to him and had
also failed to be present personally or through his representative at the time of scrutiny and thereby the
statutory duty/power of Returning Officer for holding proper scrutiny of nomination paper was rendered
nugatory and thus, upholding the rejection of nomination of said candidate, appeal was dismissed. However,
in that case too, no issue relating to corrupt practice was involved. Thus, said case has no relevance for
deciding the issue involved in the present case.

32. In the instant case, as discussed above, the question for consideration is whether a case of
corrupt practice is made out, as for other purposes the petition has been rendered infructuous. None of the
case law relied by learned Senior counsel for the petitioner addresses the issue that any incorrect or even the
false information in the affidavit regarding education of the candidate would fall within the ambit of "corrupt
practice'. As stated earlier, the petitioner also could not show any such unimpeachable and incontrovertible
document that the respondent does not holds the alleged degree of B.Tech. at all. Considering the ratio of
law laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of Peoples Union for Civil Liberties V UOI (supra) as
well as Kuldip Nayar (supra), the anomalies regarding educational qualification shown in affidavit of
respondent or to say even false information regarding education of the respondent, can hardly be termed as
"corrupt practice' within the meaning of sub section (2) or (4) of section 123 R.P. Act. Further, for the sake
of argument even if it is assumed that the respondent does not hold the degree of MBA, which was shown by
him in his affidavit filed in nomination of election to the said constituency in the year 2012, it can not be a
ground hold that it would constitute a corrupt practice in respect of next election in the year 2017. In his
affidavit filed along with his nomination form for election in the year 2017, the respondent has not
mentioned the degree of M.B.A. Some false information regarding education of the respondent in his
nomination form in some earlier election, can not be a ground to hold that respondent committed corrupt
practice in the subsequent election.

33. Another ground taken in the petition is that during campaign in the election, the respondent got
printed pamphlets and hand bills, in which he mentioned his name as Er. Harsh Vardhan Bajpayee and he
posed himself as qualified Engineer, where as he did not hold degree in Engineering and thus, it amounts to
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corrupt practice of undue influence. It was submitted that in the constituency in question most of the electors
are well educated and comprise a numbers of doctors, engineers, professors and advocates etc. and the voters
want to elect a well educated person to represent them and thus, incorrect disclosure of educational
qualification and non-disclosure of government dues would constitute corrupt practice of undue influence.

34. As observed earlier, the petitioner could not show any such unimpeachable and incontrovertible
document that the respondent did not pass the said degree of B. Tech. from the alleged University and that
the inaccuracy or inconsistency regarding the educational qualification of respondent in his affidavit are not
of substantial character. Further, the allegations made by the petitioner are vague and general. No specific
details have been mentioned that when and where and in what manner the respondent represented himself as
an educated Engineer or that the electors have voted in his favour due to that reason and thereby respondent
employed corrupt practice of undue influence. Only general averments have been made that during
campaigning in the election, the respondent got printed pamphlets and hand bills mentioning himself as
Engineer and that as the most of the electors in the constituency are well educated and comprise a numbers
of doctors, engineers, professors and advocates etc. and thus, the false representation of the respondent as
Engineer acted favourably to him and adversely prejudiced the prospects of the petitioner. In the absence of
any specific averments, the said allegation appears hypothetical. As stated earlier, the allegations of corrupt
practice are in the nature of criminal charge and there should be no any vagueness in the allegations so that
the returned candidate may know the case he has to meet. If the allegations are vague and general and the
particulars of corrupt practice are not stated in the pleadings, the trial of the election petition cannot proceed
for want of cause of action. The emphasis of law is to avoid a fishing and roving inquiry. The pleadings of
the election petitioner in his petition should be precise and clear containing all necessary details and
particulars as required by law (Dhartipakar Madan Lal Agarwal v. Rajiv Gandhi (1987) Supp. SCC 93 and
Kona Prabhakara Rao v. M. Seshagiri Rao (1982) 1 SCC 442). In the case in hand, neither there is any such
incontrovertible and unimpeachable document, which could show that the respondent did not hold the
alleged degree in Engineering/Technology nor there are specific allegations that how alleged incorrect and
false statement of facts favourably prejudiced the prospects of his election. Considering all these facts of the
matter, the inaccuracy or concealment regarding educational qualification of the respondent did not amount
to unduly influencing the voters, as the defect in disclosure was not of substantial character that could have
materially prejudiced the prospects of the election, for it to be termed as a corrupt practice within the
meaning of Section 123 of the Representation of People Act.

35. Learned senior counsel for both the parties have referred the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme
Court in the case of P. H. Pandian v. P.Veldurai and another, (supra), where an appeal under Section 116-A
of the R. P. Act of 1951 was filed questioning the judgment made in the election petition, it was observed by
the Hon'ble Supreme Court that though fresh elections have since been held to Tamil Nadu Legislative
Assembly and to an extent the appeal has been rendered infructuous, the manner in which the election
petition was dealt with by the High Court causes concern and necessitates. In the said case, Hon'ble Apex
Court made reference to some salient facts but it was observed that it is settled practice of Supreme Court
not to pronounce upon matters which are only of an academic interest. Once the charge of corrupt practice
fails, rest of the appeal would be rendered infructuous because fresh elections have already taken place and
the old assembly is no longer in existence. It was further observed that even if the appellant therein was to
succeed on the issue that the returned candidate had a subsisting contract with the Panchayat Union and the
State Government and was, therefore, disqualified to be chosen for the seat under Section 9-A of the Act of
1951, it would only be of an academic interest. It was observed that appeal for all intent and purposes has
been rendered infructuous and thus, appeal was disposed of. It is apparent that this case law hardly supports
the case of petitioner.
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36. After considering all relevant facts of the matter and the law applicable thereto it clearly emerges
that the averments contained the election petition do not amount to any corrupt practice and at the most the
same relate to irregularities and illegalities alleged to have been committed by the respondent, which would
at best be relevant if there was further allegation that it materially affected the result of the election. The
averments contained in paras 32 to 38 and 40 to 46 containing narration of facts about corrupt practice do
not make out any corrupt practice so as require any further adjudication on merits of the matter. These
allegations even if assumed to be true do not make out any case of commission of corrupt practice as
enshrined in subsection (2) or (4) of section 123 of R. P. Act. From the law laid down in case of Dhartipakar
Vs Rajiv Gandhi (supra) it is clear that if the allegations made by the petitioner do not amount to any corrupt
practice as contemplated by Section 123 of the R. P. Act and the period for which the respondent was
elected is already over and fresh elections have taken place, the petition could be dismissed.

37. It may be pointed out that the petitioner has sought the relief to declare the election of
respondent as Member of Legislative Assembly from 262 Allahabad City North Assembly Constituency,
District Allahabad, as null and void and set aside the same. The term of the Assembly, for which the
respondent was elected, is already over and the Assembly has been dissolved by efflux of time and that fresh
Legislative Assembly has been constituted. Though allegations of corrupt practice were levelled against the
respondent but the same are not supported by material facts and unimpeachable documents, apart from the
fact that the said allegations do not amount to corrupt practice as contemplated by section 123 of the R. P.
Act. In view of these facts the relief claimed by the petitioner has been rendered infructuous. As observed
earlier, it is the consistent view of the Hon'ble Supreme Court that the time of the Court is precious one and
academic exercise is not warranted unless still some relief may be granted to petitioner may be followed.
Therefore, this Court finds that there is no impediment or obstacle in dismissing the election petition, as the
prayer itself has become infructuous. In view of the aforesaid discussion and in the light of the settled law of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court, this Court is of the considered view that nothing further survives in this matter.
Accordingly, the election petition is liable to be dismissed as having been rendered infructuous.

38. In view of aforesaid, the application No. 19 of 2022 filed by the respondent is allowed and the
objections/application No. 20 of 2022 filed by the petitioner stand rejected. The election petition is
dismissed as infructuous. No order as to costs.

(Sd.) RAJ BEER SINGH, J.
Order Date :- 12.09.2022.
Anand
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
21 October, 2022

New Delhi, dated —
29" Asvina, 1944 (Saka).

NOTIFICATION

No. 82/UP-HP/13/2019 (Alld.)-In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representatin of the People Act,
1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the Judgement dated 9th September,
2022 of the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in Election Petition No. 13 of 2019.
By order,
AMIT KUMAR,
Secretary,
Election Commission of India.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
Election Petition No. 13 of 2019

(Under Sections 80, 80-A/810of Representation of the People Act, 1951)

District : Badaun.
Sri Dinesh Kumar, S/o Bhukan Singh,
Resident of A-26, Awas Vikas Colony,

District — Badaun.
... Election Petitioner

Versus
Dr. Sanghmitra Maurya D/o Shri Swami Prasad Maurya,
Resident of 6/237, E-Vipul Khand, Gomti Nagar,
District — Lucknow-226010.

... Respondent

Court No. -3

Case :- ELECTION PETITION No. 13 of 2019

Petitioner :- Shri Dinesh Kumar

Respondent :- Sanghmitra Maurya

Counsel for Petitioner :- Saurabh Yadav, Dinesh Kumar (In Person)

Counsel for Respondent :- Udayan Nandan, Chandan Sharma,Vinod Kumar Kushwaha
Hon'ble Surya Prakash Kesarwani, J.

Heard Sri Saurabh Yadav, learned counsel for the Election Petitioner and Sri Udayan Nandan,
learned counsel for the respondent.

Election petitioner has filed a Withdrawal Application No. 26 of 2022, praying that the Election
Petition may be dismissed as withdrawn.

On the aforesaid withdrawal application this Court passed the following order on 20.05.2022:-

26 3131
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"Heard Sri Shivam Yadav alongwith Sri Saurabh Yadav, learned counsel for the Election
Petitioner and Sri Udayan Nandan, learned counsel for the respondent - winning candidate. The
Election Petitioner has filed a Civil Misc. Withdrawal Application No. 26 of 2022 dated 11.05.2022.
In paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of the withdrawal Application the Election Petitioner has stated as under :-

"2. That the above noted petition has been filed by the petitioner challenging the Election of
the respondent on various grounds mentioned in the petition itself, however, the petition is pending
since year 2019 and with the change of political circumstances and scenario, the petitioner do not
wish to pursue the present petition any further, the aforesaid decision has been taken by the
petitioner without any pressure or coercion upon him and it is out of free will the present affidavit is
being filed before this Hon'ble Court.

3. That it is for this reason the petitioner want to withdraw the election petition, the present
election petition therefore be allowed to be withdrawn and the same may be dismissed as withdrawn
so that justice be made.

4. That it is therefore most respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to dismiss
the aforesaid Election Petition No. 13 of 2019, as withdrawn without prejudice to the rights of
respondents in the interest of justice, otherwise, the applicant shall suffer irreparable loss and injury."

Section 109 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 provides as under :-
"109 Withdrawal of election petitions -
(1) An election petition may be withdrawn only by leave of the High Court.

(2) Where an application for withdrawal is made under sub-section (1), notice thereof fixing a
date for the hearing of the application shall be given to all other parties to the petition and shall be
published in the Official Gazette."

Issue notice fixing 15.07.2022 for hearing on the withdrawal application, which may also be
published in the official gazette.

Steps be taken by the Election Petitioner within a week."

In compliance to the aforesaid order, notices were issued and publication has also been made in the

Government Gazette Uttar Pradesh on 04.06.2022. Copy of the Gazette has been filed by the Election -
Petitioner alongwith compliance affidavit dated 26.07.2022 being paper No. A - 49.

None has filed any application to oppose the aforesaid withdrawal application.
In view of the aforesaid, the Election Petition is dismissed as withdrawn.
Withdrawal Application No. 26 of 2022 is disposed of.
(Sd.) SURYA PRAKASH KESARWANI, J.

Order Date :- 9.9.2022/vkg
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
21 October, 2022

New Delhi, dated —
29" Asvina, 1944 (Saka).

NOTIFICATION

No. 82/UP-HP/14/2019 (Alld.)-In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representatin of the People Act,
1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the Judgement dated 9th September,
2022 of the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in Election Petition No. 14 of 2019.
By order,
AMIT KUMAR,
Secretary,
Election Commission of India.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
Election Petition No. 14 of 2019

(Under Sections 80, 80-A/810of Representation of the People Act, 1951)

District : Badaun.
Dharmendra Yadav S/o Shri Abhay Ram,
R/o Village and Post Saifai,
District — Etawah.

... Election Petitioner

Versus
Dr. Sanghmitra Maurya D/o Shri Swami Prasad Maurya,
R/o 6/237, E-Vipul Khand, Gomti Nagar,
District — Lucknow-226010.

... Respondent

Court No. -3
Case :- ELECTION PETITION No. - 14 of 2019
Petitioner :- Dharmendera Yadav
Respondent :- Sanghmitra Maurya
Counsel for Petitioner :- Shivam Yadav, Dharmendra Yadav (In Person), Narendra Kumar Pandey
Counsel for Respondent :- Udayan Nandan,Chandan Sharma,Vinod Kumar Kushwaha
Hon'ble Surya Prakash Kesarwani, J.
Heard Sri Shivam Yadav learned counsel for the Election Petitioner and Sri Udayan Nandan,
learned counsel for the respondent.

Election petitioner has filed a withdrawal application No. 25 of 2022, praying that the Election
Petition may be dismissed as withdrawn.

On the aforesaid withdrawal application this Court passed the following order on 20.05.2022:-

"Heard Sri Shivam Yadav alongwith Sri Saurabh Yadav, learned counsel for the Election
Petitioner and Sri Udayan Nandan, learned counsel for the respondent - winning candidate. The
Election Petitioner has filed a Civil Misc. Withdrawal Application No. 25 of 2022 dated 11.05.2022.
In paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of the withdrawal Application the Election Petitioner has stated as under :-
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"2. That the above noted petition has been filed by the petitioner challenging the Election of
the respondent on various grounds mentioned in the petition itself, however, the petition is pending
since year 2019 and with the change of political circumstances and scenario, the petitioner do not
wish to pursue the present petition any further, the aforesaid decision has been taken by the
petitioner without any pressure or coercion upon him and it is out of free will the present affidavit is
being filed before this Hon'ble Court.

3. That it is for this reason the petitioner want to withdraw the election petition, the present
election petition therefore be allowed to be withdrawn and the same may be dismissed as withdrawn
so that justice be made.

4. That it is therefore most respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to
dismiss the aforesaid Election Petition No.14 of 2019, as withdrawn without prejudice to the rights
of respondents in the interest of justice, otherwise, the applicant shall suffer irreparable loss and

injury."

Section 109 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 provides as under :-
"109 Withdrawal of election petitions -
(1) An election petition may be withdrawn only by leave of the High Court.

(2) Where an application for withdrawal is made under sub-section (1), notice thereof fixing a
date for the hearing of the application shall be given to all other parties to the petition and shall be
published in the Official Gazette."

Issue notice fixing 15.07.2022 for hearing on the withdrawal application, which may also be
published in the official gazette.

Steps be taken by the Election Petitioner within a week."

In compliance to the aforesaid order, notices were issued and publication has also been made in the
Government Gazette, Uttar Pradesh on 04.06.2022. Copy of the Gazette has been filed by the Election -
Petitioner alongwith compliance affidavit dated 03.08.2022 being paper No. A - 58.

None has filed any application to oppose the aforesaid withdrawal application.
In view of the aforesaid, the Election Petition is dismissed as withdrawn.

Withdrawal Application No. 25 of 2022 is disposed of.
(Sd.) SURYA PRAKASH KESARWANI, J.
Order Date :- 9.9.2022/vkg
By order,
AMIT KUMAR,
Sectretary,
Election Commission of India.
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GoTH0JOUI0—170 Fafer—02.12.202—75 iR (S10<10G0 / ITHIT) |




rees Fo-vodto-4
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HIT 8
TGN BRT-UF, TdIg §s ©8 DI Mol BT [JaRU-UF, TH-ARU & 3fhs, UK 81 dTall 3iR
TR ATl B Albs, HHA AR g Tl RUle, IRR-9E, a1, e+ s |

W-ox fgier fremach

18 TdFN, 2022 S0
fg-ua

W0 / 1148 / F0UIOUOCUSHAT / 2022—23—TRUTfeldhl URNG cuscll, fhrIaeare sffafad, 1916 &1
gRT 298(1) & AW Td TRUITHT & UYSATH 1053 /F0UT0U0 VST /2022—23 3G 12 AWK, 2022
D1 RIS 0 1018 /FOUOUO TS H FHIRIT & Sl FfEYol & eIl ARPRI Tole & Y Ho 527 W
Afed fee fasfa o1 g o Joaw gfad & & dar 2|

3 HH AT 3 (]) & UL G AT Pl Siisd 8¢ Y& ©U F UeT 9 A 1Y |

04—FEIfRT =A1RYe fPRmT &% | @rde YRAT & A/T B IOM B TAT 12 | O IR W aivad

fhRTIT TS BT |

05—3TeBTfGd & Fhd & SMIR WR &, Hric YRAT &7 80 Ufrerd &N |

06—9a9 Wl §RT Ha= ¥ 3 M/ o)1 W 1 fRam (YoamRodio) H 741 B &I Jeri—

(@) &9 99 DI MY dTel WA=l § (YO3MROEN0) BT (—) 25 Ufrerd |

(@) <9 a9 | f¥® foeg 919 99 9§ HH MY dTel WAl H (YO3TROSI0) Bl (—) 0.3 Ufoerd |

(M) 99 a9 | f¥EH MY dTel WAl H (TOSMROSI0) BT (—) 0.40 Ufyerd |

(@) ARG Wai /Gl BT [EHX T STABR ARUTTIDT §RT AfTdHad FgiRd & &1 05 AT
gerar fTATEeR! gRT FEiRT Afba Y 3fEr aRafded [ & AR e waai H $ls ¥e
AT &l B |

07— /a9 fhRRI WR IBRT AT & Sl FRAAAR faerRd arfie (TosTRod!) # &S |

(@) <9 a9 9§ 31frd YR BT AT 25 Uferd S1f¥re 8T | (T0aMRodI0+25) Ufrerd |

89 ¢
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(@) 9 99 9 (0% fb=g I a4 ¥ HH R 81 I 12,5 YR 3ffee 811 | (YOSTROI0+12.5)
gfcrerd |
(M) 999 a9 | f¥d YR B I JATI FHST SR |
08—¥aei H Ps ARTA BN B T H YD AT BT df¥e PR Joa IWIaq Ay & & =
foar SRR |
et e TRuTfa®T uRvg, gvesar g1 FafRa sRue tRar gfved we wifie
ford o X (Fud W)
I BT Ui T HBT 3g UIFDT HBIH Fedl A qH/
(amRo¥0¥0 /R.B.B. B (§c/UeR /<l5ed Td (el /TeeR 3-wvs
3¢ /U@R /TIRd T A I aR) T d @

dre A 91 daR) CRIRCIEIN e
#
%Y BT TR TSP DI UeR /Tlecd/ el YRR /CTI3ed/ Sl
EISIE] TGHT / B BY UFHI/ Y B
gugd qugd
F—(15 T | Af¥H drel 1.00 0.50 0.80 0.30 0.30 0.20
TSP R R HaH)
G—(15 S H 10 B dls! 0.80 0.40 0.60 0.25 0.20 0.15
IS W) Rera waH)
T—-(10 BT H HH dlSl 050 0.25 0.20 0.10 0.05 0.05

ISP R R HaH)

qe—

1—gfq P BREAT §RT SAdR g [edR fdwig gy # o1 =80 fhar ofrar 2 @ gor” W
1 gfoera uforg @1 &% ¥ TS 9l SR |

2—GIAdR, eIk & JAARE YD Siel FAGT Yo B0 111500 9 SIa¥ed (AeR dmoi) WR
UferHTE B0 50.00 T &R H AT SR Sl STADBR H FARIISTT BT |

3—R R 2g FeiRd @rue gRar ufdad ke A1iie AR &1 <X g”s 5 av @ s@fer gof
M @ yvEd dRUT TRAT uftat fe A1fie fem @t <=1 # 10 ufowrad afg & sl

4—R fAgiRoT I™RER § AR |

B0 (3RU),
RIBNIE RN

[N
O TUQ THXISTET |

PRI TR Gard, 9% (3999)
17 FTIHR, 2022 50
T0 214 /F0UOTAR / SUFTIH / 2022-23—30%0 RUTfTHT ARATH, 1916 BT a1 298(1)(F)(S)
Fervtd & T wfdl ® SR TR UERIE, d99R, OFUE AR Ul T P R Bq
e /Sufafeai a9 R €1 RH TR Yurd, 9aR @1 9IS 9odh fodie 4 IR, 2022 b YR
AT 01 WAEHd W UG WIHR Hd gd UIRG B T 71 dgI9R didd & U e
203 / F0U0TER / SUFIH / 2022-23 &I 13 STACAR, 2022 DT I (A QD 14 WK, 2022 HI HAM: fa=dl
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e THTER-UF 3R ol g fergw fewdl Qe o ¥ 15 fagw # aufed /geira s B
T o g MRS o/@fe § #1$ amufcd vd germa ura 181 g | Tohd § UM BT Toie BRI S 2g
U TR UGG 9% 91 & qAeT U (a1 S 2 | S fh e g

AT / 8l / y<ei- Sufafer / sufs

SR Uee TRUTferdT aRyg Sifafa & aRT 1916 @1 ORT 208(1)(3)(S) & o9 wrfaqal &t
TN PRe TR A, 9aR, HAYR) HeAT / BTC / U&ei / Sufafdr / Sufas, 2022 |

vaggRT ffaRaa fm qareh €, srerfa—
Sufafer —

1—I8 HAT Ud Blc, USRI UMD, 2022 TR UARIT O HEARI] |
2—39 UMD & Iy TR UaRId, JaR B AT H AR BT |
3—JE I TTore | g @ f[f § g9rdl grfl |

4—T 1 9T H BIS 91d Ulddhd T 8 WR 9 FsEel H—

(®) iffaa @1 aread FRuTferaT ifdifem, 1916 & 7|
(@) TR 9=ad &1 el TR g9, R 9 2
(1) IR BRI /AR AHRNT /3 & A TR UGEd, R ® GHRI

RBTRY / 1ot 3rfrpr) /31eger I 2 |

(&) "Fer @R H TR TR UERE, 99 DI WAl H O dldl A TR B
AT /TS &Y afy & 2|

() IM1 & A9 TR UEd, 9a) @ W W g aT vias H SR dme W saH
|ftafera s |

@) "®rE" T A FAT AA H TR T B P R A 2
(8) "@da-auren" & ae Jer AT # T T W qAen 9 g
(@) "3 RES)" BT AT FHeT A H T el STl (Be) W B | R -9 6 i X 4 Bl |

(1) FHIR HT THd TR UEEd, R B HHAN W § Ol Yod dGell og ST
3T FRT 2Afdred fd o 2 |

(1) e @1 Tl SRRl feRY AT T HHAN W ' RNl TR U, daR
feror 2] fdraa N |

5—TR TR 9aR AT Yoo T el 3 HHANI IT SHER §RT HRa $HT gof I 2 |

6—\AY] fadTal &1 =g &3 HAYY H BN |

7—®I d1e-fdarg SO B WR 31 &1 vl sif<a 8rm |

8—HeT dy # T fhaArfiey &1 g b Pls AlK TSA-TARMN, AICH], ST, AHd, ARTH o
MG TR U=mdd, daRk Bl JFART oy = 81 T | |

9—HeT A H TR Uargd 3ru+ A W Wi Brf gof o™ & ford wads grfy |

10—SHaR GRT AT & Soeiad TR SHT B FRET BT P SIMBR 3Te] BT 8RN 3R SHaR gRT S
B T SRR ST AR SIRAT | g O®T SO Bl AMPR TR UaRId, Jav BT 8 |

11—plg W Al 95 gHM, (a1 AT ) B HAT AHAT § 1 Wiel AT | JfQ R GHER
HE TR IGHR W BT 9@ FRar & 1 I AT Yob <A BRI |
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12—He ¥ T a1l R, 99, dAlcal Jf5e w1, ST uTel offe gRT AMSIRSG Wiahd
oAt Bl RSN /AR AfIGRI | W ol B8R, T U1 2T o FabdT |

13—HST BN a9l Hal gRT Yob ST DI TR YR §RT TR WG g <11 811 |

14—37eeT / TTARITAT STEBRNT FART Hell Tl averiell &1 FaAdhe dral w1 FReor faer
I R PR qDH |

15—3haR DI WY AU W IR HYIT 100.00 Ufd TR R el WRHRI <R[ I W (Fgad-
UH) B ST HRAT BT |

16—Hcl & X GReTl Bl 3R I o dlel AT Jferd, XS, SN Wiefl IR § TR Uarid &/ g
e ¥ agell ¥ gad el | AP T T gRIed 1 Teer agell | g I8 |

17—fafd fovg afta aTfdrsT wven, FHRSH Td |ikgide YR e 981 R SIRiT |

18—HET T dTell AAKT HAEIRIG A3 B TR YR §RT HAdE d graxal 3l gfe
FETRT o W= e SIRAT |

19-ged o X F=faRad grft S guf Aar oafyr d& o] 29 |

$H0H0 Hel &1 faavon gxarfad < quf A« srafer
%0

1 R, Fd, A, siqure], FRfsarer gfa gm 20000.00 Uil URITH
2 AT gfe gapr ufd U 45000.00

3 EGICS 50000.00

4 GSTell Ui gapTd 40000.00

5 S[eT BT 20000.00

6 HAT BIeS B 3G 7 arell g 10 X 10 |e 1500.00

7 T ST NEs! 50.00 Ufcr g1
8 ST ST &S 50.00 UfT g
9 FIAd R BN ared 20.00 UfT g
10 TS BT GbI T 30000.00

11 [T gl aret 30000.00

12 et a4 @1 ga Ul gHE 1000.00

qUg

IR YU TRUMIdT STfAFEH, 1916 B GRT 299(1) §RT Ua IMTHRI BT YART TR I8
e fear omar 2 6 g9 fawEet | Y o 6 ft sfdf s &1 qen wifdems &1 Seoes a/A
qIel Afdd 312l qUs BT 9FT 2T e A &l AHT /0 300000 (A9 8GR) d® 8 AHdl © | 3R
af Ieetee HRA el FAfdd Seotas HRAT 2 df U IR & e 9 W uda 9 & oy aifaRaa
AT far S wehdT 2 S w0 50.00 U & f2Ee | g

Ueyd AT IuErd & Ryary a8 SufIfy Toie # yaiRa fed 9 & fiFie 9 AR 2R |
80 (3RU),
RIERIKIEGIBEANE
TR 4aad da7, #9990 |
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NGEL

FAAERY BT Grod fhar S 2 b BH W ged, 236 SAERYE el 981, SR UQw

RTA®! USIBRYT HO-B-12418 &, I& SWRIGT BH P 26 TIRR, 2010 A FR<R Far® wI A BRI IR

RE 8, SWIGd BH ¥ Qi 26 TIRR, 2010 Pl 19 AEER &1 YAIG HAR Gl Y3 GRY a5 @1 G
wd g g3 o Mfba Rz vd om M R g3 50 @ o (i o R fde) aserl o8 @
UR™ T, SWRiad B4 H {310 01 0, 2012 B FORA fbar 11 e AR Io71 W (e g3
£ ¥ e RiE WeeT ¥ Hari-ga 8 T g faqd 01 SEaR), 2019 Bl SThT WA Bl A1, TaIURI
HH # @ a1 FERR A THIE AR T I R T Gl 9 w9 [ g7 8 Mfea Rig w W 3w
b SURIeT ®H H fa7P 01 1, 2019 BT Y- AN fbar a1 o faies 01 ¥, 2019 I AISER
WA e g3 i Mfdd Riz W1 ¥ g 81 T 96! S8 Udh 737 ARER 4 3%id FAR g3
A A AHR BT BH H W F AftAfrd frar AT iR S 919 ®BH H ol <7 WEER XE T 1-UHIE
AR T I3 &1 Yo I [T G 3RATb HAR Y 501 (I TR I8 T, I8 6 IWad BH H 316 01
few R, 2020 T 3ENF FAR Y &0 Ad AR T WBT | AAIged 8l T T 05 =R, 2020 Bl
3eMNPp FAR BT MMHRAD e 8 A7 RTADT BH gR1 FAEA fHI1 71 3R BH S9P! S8 01 AU,
2019 % ReRR gU A=ER w4 RiE @I faie 01 fawwR, 2020 | |fwford f&am | o9 w4 H go aT
AIEER JHIE AR a1 93 1 JRY a5 1 9 w4 (g g3 20 Miba [HE 8 T, I8 & ISWad 54
e 04 31¥ier, 2021 @I R A fbar AT SR &1 T ARIER 1-HTedT G G 3H Gbrer P
2-f 1 AR g3 o QU T Y B Afaferd fFar L o wH H g IR 9EIRR 81 T HES
1-981E {AR Tl I3 =7 QI g [« 2-%9 g g A Mibd Rig 3-Harerdn qar g2 e e

Tl 4-f970 FAR YF 2N YR T8 W B T | I8 b SWIad B H AP 01 JATg, 2021 B G-
e fhar 1 e |1 ARER 1-dE GAR Qe g3 s G g gl 2-%9 R{iE g3 s e
g fai 01 JeIrs, 2021 &I Wl A Haga (RERR) 8 T, 3@ IWIFd BH H IqA H ot &l

AISER AL 1-HaTa Tl el g i 9 gabrer el i 233, Sa’g e 98R], SR uey

2-fa7 AR gF A YR T Twr Fardl 242, STAERy e 98, SR 999 B g |

HTeTAT T[T,
WTEER,

39 ¥, 236 STATERYR],

fSTeT—aaR], IR U |
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AT
FAERY B Jfua A srar g fe urii
® Ho ere Aferdl F fUar &1 AW ard G
ured Sfbd © W fb wEl €1 Ffeaw wi &
§o RfEe Aferdl § fOdT &1 9 9 {1 Ud
IRWT Ured 3Afdbd &1 W AT B |qEl AW ad
FUT U6 © | 9fasg # W A 3 9 {7 e
@ A ¥ ST Ud gger 9 |

BT Yreh Y3l &1 dTel BT U3,

YR Sad 9HER] ®BH W AT B M| IAE
IAPT $F BH & oF-ad g AUNRD Bl A Dl
e el 2 |

SUEINESICE )
qOG—2N SRTSHET Tl UUs 3igel i,
qT$ U S, YRERI,

RoTett $HITYR Eld, 30U |

NiGhll
H99 2 BN 9fdd Wex udT dRu™ RIS

TR I ABTT, U0 SIS,

SERIGRSISASE RTe JdiaiTe |

LiGhll

AR B Gfad fear S 7 b W
TSRS 98 F YHIU-UF IHHIG 5093527 H HI
AT BT A Anita 51 & Sl b Tad © A AR
HI A&l A Anita Mishra 8| SWRigqd gH 4
W AT BT B 2| 9T H AR AT B S A
™ Anita Mishra 9=l Pushpraj Mishra @& =
A M1 9 ygar o |

ICHISREEIR
Td—UTH 9 URe SNl dhledl,
SIS, YIRS |

KiGhLl

ARIRROT ®T Gfad far s 2 6 ) a9

YeAfOres TAIOL-UAT H W1 M RNET I sifdha 7

3R W R HT M f2ARN gaen § | Sad A1 A W

& 2| e # g Rl goer & R R =W

g & TH A SHT UgEM Ud UGl S | T

Yl YA 2 GEIR HAR Y U364 /14 /1,
AR SNOEIOEN0 TR dNell HINRTS |

Vb1 FeFell,
g3 21 R /AR YT,
TAT—36d1 / 14 / 1-9TaTYR SOSIOF0,

TR B, TIRR |

KiGhLl

O 8 SRIeHT i Us e fA| udm
IIUE A€ IR HEYR <@ ol b Ud
SRR B € S fb 30 SaR), 1991 H RfRES
g Al 9 e &N @1 iR 43 9dS
IR el Ul Y@RIET BTYR S8Td Ud 3T Sere
yATE Wl YF qdP val ofldd Udl @RI HIYR
<8ld &I UlewR o | fadie 31 JeIrs, 2022 P I
BH BT Yo gofl forad i Selw @{ER @
A Agg HAR fwArs vd IRg Qe g3 TS
SITETeT UTE ol Farfl geRl AreieR 99 gl
£ qARV APR YF Fdb WREN AT

RRRT HHER B & o & Th TeRRm % &
Gﬁ%wamea’\r 2004 ¥ WS g oA RoraH
AER SN IAQWT R G A WET Alel Il
Ul ¥R 98 TR YERET BMYR SEd d s
SHTEIET U1 I« YA 9% Bal el el g ATy
TR YERMA BFYR <8 & IR 9 dfdb 31
e, 2022 BT S AR AR G Jad WREN
STl T $¥R g TR YERTT, HHYR S8 Al B
H AT B MY T SR ST WM R AT T aER
M M 2 T A Al WAels FAR Y &N wEs
FAR fdgs vd IRT fdeag g3 T S u¥AE
T IaqT G TR BT &R HER <8 2 |

STTSTeT TTe T[T,
AR 47 S Afdd 9wy,
HRITAI—TATE H0 142,
g5 U TS, YERR],

foTe $ITYR GEld, 30UO0 |

o
g fear smar 2 fe a9 uvs
P BN gar Al Farg gRar g1e aRietS
A g B U FHA AT AT
fAefgR &8 T 8 FA & QT UeR aRHIe
T g T AR I <@ B B AR R
UG I P 4G 8 gl © | (4 FAR a9
93 A9 el arad arRi 7070 1528 /6916 0 9
TRE ucel, fifde ag=, foren fofgR |

fd AR G |

e
IR B Gfad fbar Siar 8 & aR g

Hﬁﬁaﬁﬁfaﬁw%‘lwﬁaﬂaﬁﬂm
Tl sy # W gF @1 AW e 6
I A b 99 q ST 9 UgaET 9 |

BT T H,
R YR Mem =RTET,
TRYR, U0 FART TR,
T AIRTE, SIS YATRI |
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AT

AR BT Gfad fhar orar g & R R
HT AW Touiad g g3 W@o Hog R{fE 2 oafe
R e rfieral MR TS, U\dre, H AT M
e Rig g7 Wodsia {8 § | SWigd g1 74
OB Tl Feaw vdoamsodio dI Uil o
231212790 H AT X H AW 3ifkd = AT T
qfqsr 3 Teefia Rig g3 o doilg g & 9@ 9
SISICECECI IR e

e g,

SI-1 /801 Tfosdl e,
TIT-RIIYRAT, HIYR |

KiGhLl

FAATIRYT BT Fod fhar Smar & 6 3= ==
P A AR e g A Gl AR Yl & W
3ifeTen ifieral JMER &rs, U9 @re, § fid I

s GgAd HAR e sifkd 7 Ffeaw
T0aTg0I0 UTfeRIT Ho 231211562 H #RT BRI
M Aifed T SHfbd 8 T & SuRIad &l M
W E B 9 d g9 T e gF GHld BAR
T & A ¥ ST g 98 o |

R [T g 3N gl AR W,
o S0 =T, 609,
faeade axi, HER TR |

o

AR B gfed fear siar 2 6 &= 98
9 LAXMI NARAYAN (cfel IR/ g3 =
Td T Feaw dar gRdaadr/PPO # WRT AM
LAXAMI NARAYAN 3ifha & &7 8| SWRIad
SEL AW AT & R s # g9 W |d 9
LAXMI NARAYAN (d&l 9RME0) 3 oI5 &
@ A A ST SR UgEET O |

FAeH ARG,
93 I% &,
frarfi-faem R, fAerme,
TGS, B0Y0-226002

NGHL

AR Bl Frad fear Sar © & g6y
B A RS SR 999 Hio 35 Td W
36  JOUIOUHOSMSOSIOM0  SeRgadd  QRAT, =+
TINRIG-211010 H 36 31 AME, 2021 d& g
WENER, Yo 3 arele fAcde g3+ gR&T I
it 5, @S, TR U4 fgdg s s
FAR W3 YA Al W GO Ao Farf 1324 /1

dlogH0godI0—36 fE=al TSTe—HT 8—2022 0 |

AT, YATRIST o | UR=g &l 01 3e, 2021
A IF qF ARl B AfRed a1 &R AERER
£ N g #1 sEle fd a5,
@IS, YANRIS Ud o1 $Adh Ao A 401 A
FIR W3 AR 1324 /1 S@NEN, TINRIS
Aftaferd 8 T € | 9 YBR R AR WIEIER
Iqd BH H T |

e e |

NGEL
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