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REVENUE DEPARTMENT
Section -14

In pursuance of the provisions of clause (3) of Article-348 of the Constitution, the Governor is
pleased to order the publication of the following English translation of Notification No. 227/1-14/2022,
dated April, 25, 2022.

NOTIFICATION
April 25, 2022

No. 227/1-14/2022-In exercise of the powers under sub-section (2) of section 43 of the Uttar
Pradesh Revenue Code, 2006 (U.P. Act no. 8 of 2012), the Governor is pleased to declare that the
337 Villages of District Santkabir Nagar specified in the Schedule below shall be placed under Svamitva
Yojna of Government of India for the purpose of Survey and Record Operation of the Village Abadi areas
with effect from the date of publication of this notification in the Gazette.

SCHEDULE
District Tehsil Village
1 2 3
Santkabir Menhdawal Pauni, Khajurkola, Khazuri, Manjharia Malaiya, Belrai, Bagadawa Mafi,
Nagar Kechuakhor, Bhir Khas, Jakhania, Sewha Babu, Madrahna, Singaha, Karhana,

Kachara Bari, Amarha, Phewsa, Parasa Sukul, Paratappur, Puraina, Jogibir,
Pasnara, Akolhia, Nighuri, Parasia, Banauli, Mahdewal, Panwara, Koil Bhar,
Mudila Kala, Amathari, Belawa Misra, Bariauna, bahera mafi, Kandharapar,
Sidharajhuri, Pawaria, Avarhiaman Jharia, Bharvalia Khurdh, Belwasengar,
Babhani, Bariha Vakala, Amar Dobha, Devaria, Belwa Thakurai, Jangal
Belhar, Deoria, Basdiha, Gajahara, Duhva, Pokhar Bhitva, Bardan, Gatukhor,
Gunakhor, Bhitwa, Dumaria, Ratnapar, Sunaura Guman Rai, Maina Dand,
Dewpur, Hansoojot, Kusmha, Nawachh, Sheikhapur, Tarwa, Arazi Newdari,
Amar Dobha, Khajura Khurd, Nachani, Godrihwa, Khajura Kala, Nagra Kala,
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1

2

3

Santkabir
Nagar

Do.

Menhdawal

Khalilabad

Dhanghata

Imildeeha, Chainpur, Aurahi, Terua, Daber, Jamuaria Khurd, Sarhari,
Jamuaria Kalan, Raksha, Chamar, Jorwa, Inderpur, Kusauna Kalan, Harpur,
Parsauna, Nagra Khurd, Kotia, Rajabari, Katela, Amha, Ahirauli, Sai Lagadi,
Chirihwa, Dhanej, Dharauli, Belauli, Chikaniadeh, Kolki Chamarsan,
Devalasa, Babhni, Kauria, Sidhauna, Mainahwa, Baurihar, Dadiya khurd,

Deoria Nasir, Parsohia, Dadwamali, Misraulia, Mnajhari, Bhagur Hirani,
Lauki Lala, Madarpur, Ghusura, Kathak Purwa, Dariabad, Jatedecha
Dubaulia, Chaguria Baguria, Chapia Anand Rai, Tekensi Tekensa, Madana,
Ahirauli, Kakrahia, Sukarauli, Pachtorwa, Pipra Hasanpur, Bharwalia Pandey,
Parsameer, Jujharpur, Bharwalia Chak, Bharwalia Budhan, Karza, Barhya
Mafi, Pachdeora, Hujur Suhawa, Parsadpur, Pipra Chak, Chhapia Mafi,
Pidwa, Deoria Bijaie, Harha, Saithwalia Sutehra, Chhapia Basie, Bharwalia
Mohar Ali, Wasin, Uchhara Khurd, Safiabad, Lalaua, Rajaganpur, Singarpur,
Asharafpur, Bhelwasi, Barela Pipra Kalan Kaththes, Basgaon, Inayatpur,
Chaie Khurd, Chharachh, Madarijot, Khutwa, Malikjot, Dihulia, Samadaha,
Nazirjot, Baraipar, Medhi Khurd, Santospur, Mahla, Chapia Auwal,
Gehudeela, Ghorisarh, Pihula Khor, Pachama, Shew Bakhari, Tenudand,
Parjudeeh, Chanani, Baghakol, Madhaupur, Bandhawa, Belva, Soopa,
Jamdih, Thodhiya, Badhawa, Chhachhapar, Gularihiya, Atraura, Kavita, Parsa
Jhakaria, Emilihwa, Sughara Mafi, Haidarpur, Bhitiya, Amawa, Uska Khurd,
Dubauli, Kusfer urf Urdahwa, Maszidia, Nauhat, Chamarhu, Mohammadpur
Kathar, Laximipur Nichaura, Manjharia Gulamrai, Sheo Shankarpur wurf
Budhsuar, Bisrapar, Dhamaraja, Jigina, Kirkiriya, Bhiura, Dharmaini, Naina
Jhala, Bardand,

Rampur, Pikaura, Deoria wrf Itahia, Agya wurf Sidhahi, Anhara Khadar,
Bharwalia, Bhin Khoini Kala, Basudha, Thathar, Kharwania Khurd, Khiri
Dand, Magaharipur, Parsa urf Fidaio, Muradpur, Belahi, Shree Nagar, Belwa,
Bhagwanpur, Deokali Kala, Marwatia, Kodara Bhual Patti, Jamuni Khurd,
Devapar, Chak Mahuwa urf Molnapur, Kadsar, Dumaria, Amrit Mahuwa,
Bankatia, Ojha Patti, Andhra Patti, Kursuri, Channapar, Amedwa, Chikani,
Mukhuspur, Baniadhar, Gopalpur, Sherpur, Gholwa, Chaura Khurd, Khirhwa,
Reethijot, Sanichara Pandey, Sanichara Chaubey, Paldahajot Rukmena,
Gajadharpur, Rainiajot, Deoria urf Banjaria, Daulatpur, Misraulia, Deeppur,
Loukiha, Baghi, Seo Bakhri Ehtmali, Amauli, Pauli, Pachra, Ghorhat,
Manjharia, Kalyan Patti, Bazaraha, Umaria, Kharagpur, Ajaw Khas, Purey
Sukhlal, Dudhara urf* Chakia, Majha Kharagpur, Shew Rampur, Chaparapuri,
Doolampur, Dihwa, Bhitha wurf Katha, Baghaura, Shanichara, Majhaura,
Padari, Chhitauni, Madhaupur, Karanpur, Gagar Garh, Mahthi, Nainahia Jot,
Naunjot, Chaksad, Harewa, Daulatpur, Chapara Mashraki, Ram Jangala Khas,
Kusiari, Belauri, Gopalpur, Sonari, Malauli, Parsa Khurd, Bhatpar, Chhapia,
Rustampur, Sihari, Parasir, Shah Patti, Dudhra urf Khaira, Ganeshpur,
Dudhra Khurd, Jamalpur, Bhikharipur, Bhauwapar, Gunwatia, Sarraiya,
Searam Adhin Singh, Dhamchia, Nagahara, Kondra, Chormara, Jakhauti,
Belma, Tama, Kushphera, Gaighat, Bhagta, Baranw, Vishnpur, Nakaha,

By order,
Manoj Kumar Singh,

Additional Chief Secretary.

qogH0PodI0—28 fE=al TSTe—9IT 1—2024 SO0 |
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
6™ March, 2024

New Delhi, dated
16™ Phalguna, 1945 (Saka)

NOTIFICATION

No. 82/UP-LA/10/2022(Alld.)-In pursuance of Section 106 of the Represenstation of the People
Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission of India hereby publishes the Judgement dated 22™
December, 2023 of the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad, Allahabad in Election Petition
No. 10 of 2022.

By order,
PAWAN DIWAN,
Secretary,

Election Commission of India.

By order,
NAVDEEP RINWA,
Principal Secretary.

Neutral Citation No. - 2023: AHC:243220
Judgement reserved on 04.08.2023
Judgment delivered on 22.12.2023
Court No. - 34 “AFR’

Case :- ELECTION PETITION No. - 10 of 2022
Petitioner :- Prashant Kumar Singh
Respondent :- Hakim Lal

Counsel for Petitioner :- In Person, Mithilesh Kumar Rai, Prashant Kumar Singh (In Person),Vijay Kumar
Singh

Counsel for Respondent :- Narendra Kumar Pandey, Piyush Shukla

Hon'ble Ajit Kumar, J.

1. Heard Sri Narendra Kumar Pandey, learned counsel for the respondent-returned candidate,
namely, Hakim Lal.

2. The election petition questions election to the constituency 58 Handia, district of
Prayagraj for the U.P. State legislative assembly. The returned candidate Mr. Hakim Lal has moved
application to reject election petitioner under Section 86(1) of the Representation of People Act, 1951 (for
short R.P. Act) and also under rule 11(a) of Order VII of CPC. There is another misc. application under
Order VI Rule 16 CPC.
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3. The election petition questions the election of returned candidate Mr. Hakim Lal for corrupt
practise at his end that led to his victory.

4. It was submitted by learned counsel appearing for the returned candidate that petitioner
was eligible to contest the election of the legislative assembly of the State and earned no disqualification
either under the R.P. Act, 1951 or under the Constitution of India vide its Article 173. It was further
submitted that affidavit that contained necessary information on a printed format prescribed for under
Rule 4-a read with Section 33 of the R.P. Act, 1951, is meant for display both on the conspicuous place by
returning officer, inasmuch as, uploaded on the official website of the State Election Officer. He submitted
that such an information continues to be available on the official website and anybody can have easy access
to the same. It was also argued that political parties are also required to publish such information regarding
theirrespective candidates and, therefore, every information is made available in the public domain before
the election is held and so nobody can be mislead as to credentials of a candidate in public election.

5. He submitted that Section 83(1) provided for an election petition to contain concise
statement of material facts upon which petitioner relies and then to set-forth the material particulars of any
corrupt practise that is alleged by the petitioner indicating the name of parties who committed such corrupt
practise, then date and place of commission of such practise, the petition to be verified and signed by the
petitioner and then proviso to Section 83(1), further required election petitioner to file an affidavit to
accompany the election petition in a prescribed format in support of allegations of such corrupt practise and
particulars thereof.

6. It was argued that subsection 2 of Section 83 provided that schedule or annexure appended
to the petition shall also be signed by the petitioner and in the event if any of these were found to be lacking
in an election petition it would deserve dismissal. He submitted that since affidavit was available in the
public domain, it ought to have been filed in support of the pleadings, that would have clarified the
allegations made as the pleadings, according to him, raised in the relevant paragraphs were quite vague. He
also argued that since manner in which pleadings had been raised appeared to be frivolous and vexatious for
want of specific and concise statement as to the corrupt practise and the Court even might strike down
such pleadings.

7. Now to examine the pleadings as to ground no. 8-a and the pleadings in respect thereof
made in paragraph 10 of the election petition, learned Advocate took the Court to the affidavit
accompanying election petition as required as per proviso to Section83-1 of the R.P. Act, 1951.

8. Arguing in support of miscellaneous applications Sri Pandey submitted that election petition
on the ground that nomination paper and affidavit on form 26 were not properly filled as per Section 33
and 33-A of the R.P. Act, itself was not maintainable for the reason that no such nomination form as filed
under Section 33 nor, form 26 accompanied it. He submitted that Section 33 of the R.P. Act, 1951
referred to nomination paper to be completed and filled on prescribed format. The form was prescribed
under Rule 4 of the 1961 Rules and nomination paper was given as form 2-b. He submitted that prior to the
Amending Act no. 72 of 2002 whereby Section 33-A was inserted after Section 33, further rule 4-a came to
be inserted after Rule 4 under Rules 1961 and then part III-A also came to be added. He submitted that
form 26 was altogether a different form prescribed for under Rule 4-a read with Section 33-A and the
column that were referred to in part ‘a’ and part ‘b’ of that form had nothing to do with Section 33. In so far
as information furnished by the candidate in form 26 was concerned, it was submitted that there was
description of criminal antecedents. He submitted that ground though talked of criminal antecedents not
having been disclosed, but this ground has not been developed in pleadings to be a "concise statement of
material facts" and ""full particulars of corrupt practise” so as to maintain election petition under Section 81
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of the R.P. Act, 1951. It was submitted that the ground was that description of criminal antecedents had
resulted in unduly influencing the voter in casting their votes in favour of the returned candidate being quite
vague and misleading.

9. It was submitted that in paragraph 10, it was stated that ‘part- a column 5°, dealt with
information of pending criminal cases and while in 5-i, the candidate had put mark "(\/)”. He had to argue
further in detail the pending criminal case in column 5 ii and then later on it was stated in paragraph 10 that
petitioner instead of referring to any first information report with details of criminal case number or year of
complaint case number had merely referred to range case number and this according to the election
petitioner was enough to misguide and mislead the voters inasmuch as informationso far furnished was also
fake one.

10. It was further submitted that statement in paragraphs were to the effect that in absence of
first information report number, case number, or year number, there was no possibility to trace out the
details of the case and resultantly no verification could have been done and so likewise since no registration
of the case number was disclosed in column 5-ii, he found on verification from the court of ACIM-5,
Prayagraj that at that time no such case was pending in the court’s record diary. Thus even this fact was
quite misleading, likewise other informations furnished in other sub columns of the column 5 had been
claimed to be misleading.

11. Learned counsel for the returned candidate submitted that furnishing of information as zero
in column 11(v) of part- b was not wrong as declaration was made by the respondent himself that three
criminal cases were pending. Learned counsel for the returned candidate, therefore argued that then in the
first instance if there was no pending case in the court of ACJM as is claimed by election petitioner as per
verification obtained by him, mentioning of zero in respect of any criminal case would certainly not be
misleading. He further submitted that if range case has been referred to in column 5-ii ka, it is because there
was no first information report lodged as such by any private person but it was forest department
which would register a as case referred to as a range case relating to a particular forest range.

12. Besides above, he argued that no details had been givenregarding particular case number or
regarding any particular incident that election petitioner had the knowledge or regarding which he
acquired the knowledge so as to suggest by way of pleading that information furnished by the
petitioner was misleading and that had caused undue influence upon the voters in their free exercise of
franchise in an open general election.

13. Thus, it is submitted that since paragraphs that are in support of ground no. 8-A do not
contain the material particulars so as to hold there to be any specific material fact and contents of paragraph
are quite vague also and so it can be safely concluded that allegations do not meet parameters of clauses a
and b of sub section 1 of Section 83 of the Act, 1951.

14. On affidavit accompanying the election petition, counsel forthe respondent submits that
proviso to sub section 1 of Section 83, requires an affidavit of corrupt practice but the affidavit only refers to
certain criminal antecedents and non closure of movable or immovable properties only and there is no
reference to any ‘corrupt practice’ as such as has come to be referred to under section 23 of the R.P.
Act, 1951. So affidavit itself is not sufficient to meet requirement of law. He would take this argument
further by submitting that affidavit has been sworn on personal knowledge.

15. In so far as paragraph 10 to 19 are concerned it was submitted that what was personal
knowledge about non disclosureor concealment of material fact has not been detailed out. It was submitted
that personal knowledge of given case can be had so as to make a substantive allegation in support of the
ground raised in the petition but that personal knowledge must be specific and concise so as to refer to a
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particular criminal case or criminal antecedent. It was argued that in order to support this personal
knowledge, the affidavit ought to have formed part of the election petition or the affidavit as required under
proviso to sub section 1 and 2 of Section 83 of the Act, 1951 but that had not been done. It was submitted,
therefore, that affidavit being defective not supporting the election petition as such regarding corrupt
practise, grounds taken as 8A, 8B of the election petition, the petition deserved to be dismissed.

16. It is argued that criminal antecedents or declaration of criminal antecedents by itself would
not be a corrupt practise within definition as given thereof under section 123 of the Representation of
People Act, 1951.

17. Summarizing the argument, following points have been pressed regarding undue influence
in which grounds have been raised as ground nos. 8-A and 8-B, 8C and 8D.

(i) the pleadings raised in paragraph 10 and 11 in support thereofdo not contain concise
statement as to the material fact that may have resulted into corrupt practise of undue influence;

(ii) since allegations raised in the ground supported by pleadings vide paragraph 10 and 11
of the election petition referred to form 26 and the averments are based on personal knowledge, the
said form being the basis of the information disclosed and/ or not disclosed so as to suggest
suppression of material information, ought to have been annexed alongwith election petition as it
also forms integral part as per sub section 2 of Section 83 and in absence of this material in support
of pleadings based upon this document, electionpetition was liable to be rendered is incomplete and
having been supplied so also to the defendant respondent as per Section 81(3) ofthe R.P. Act, 1951.

(iii) The objection which has been raised for non compliance of proviso to Section
83(1) of the Act, 1951 as it ought to have expressly referred to corrupt practise as defined
under Section 123 of the R.P. Act, 1951 and mere words and expression suppression of material
information, would not by itself be a corrupt practise inasmuch as swearing of the paragraph
nos. 1,2,3,4,5 and 6 is the nature without specifying as to which part of it is based on personal
knowledge and which part is based on information and so is liable tobe rendered vague not within
the meaning of proviso to Section 83(1) of the Representation of People Act, 1951. Such details
therefore would not be sufficient within the meaning of Section 83(i) (b) of the Act, 1951.

(iv) There is no disclosure of the names of the person agents or representatives from
whom information has been received gua corrupt practise and, therefore, allegations are vague in
the affidavit. Taking the entire pleadings together and grounds raised the averments to not lead
to constitute a cause of action for vagueness and the nomination papers were wrongly and illegally
accepted by the Election Officer.

18. Yet another argument has been advanced that parties relying upon the documents in support
of the pleadings raised ought to have filed the same alongwith election petition, it being integral part,
as per Section Section 81(i)(3) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951.

19. In support of arguments advanced by learned learned Advocate Mr. N.K. Pandey and
authorities relied upon are M. Karunanidhi v. H.V. Handa and Others, AIR 1983 SC 558, U.S.
Sasidharan v. K. Karunakaran and Another, AIR 1990 SC 924, Mulayam Singh Yadav v. Dharampal
Yadav and Others, (2001) 7 SCC 98, Ram Sukh v. Dinesh Aggarwal (2009) 10 SCC 541,
V. Narayanaswamy v. C.P. Thirunavukkarasu (2000) 2 SCC 294 and Mayar (H.K.) Ltd. And
Others v. Owners and Parties, Vessel M. V. Fortune Express and Others (2006) 3SCC 100.

20. Meeting the argument, learned Senior Advocate Mr. Prasad appearing for the election
petitioner has argued that petition under Section 86(1) of the R.P. Act can only be dismissed if it does not
comply with the provisions as contained under Sections 81 and 82 and Section 117 of the R.P. Act. He
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submits that non-compliance of the Section 83 cannot be a ground for a dismissal of election petition under
Section 86(1). He submits that rules have been framed by the High Court in exercising the power under
Section 225 of the Constitution of India to laying down the procedure for presentation and disposal of the
election petition. According to him, this power has an overriding effect upon the provisions contained under
Order VI Rule 14 C.P.C. He argues that chapter 15(A) Rule 3 of the High Court rules provides the election
petition should be presented along with a list of documents. This according to him is a departure from the
procedure prescribed under Order VI Rule 14 where documents were required to be appended with the
plaint. He has argued that inthe case of Kailash Vs. Nanku 2005 law suit it has been held by the Supreme
Court vide paragraph 11 of the Allahabad High Court rules framed under chapter 15(A) consisting of
13 rules are special provisions relating to the trial of election petitions and there is no conflict between the
rules framed by the High Court and rules underthe R.P. Act and the C.P.C. It has been argued by learned
Senior Advocate that reference of the document in the paragraph by itself is sufficient and it is not
necessary to file those documents also. As according to him, placing reliance upon a document, if the
allegations are sufficiently made in the election petition, would be ofonly evidenciary value and that can
be filed at a later stage when the opportunity is afforded to file evidence.

21. Taking the argument further, learned Senior Advocate Mr.Manish Goel has submitted that if
the contents of a document have been detailed out in the pleadings then such document is not required to be
filed along with election petition and will be only of evidenciary value. He has drawn the attention of the
Court, towards paragraph 15 and 16 of the judgment in the case of U. S. Sashidharan Vs. K. Karunakaran
and anther AIR 1990 SC Page 424 wherein the legal principle has been discussed in detail and it has
been held that if the contents of the document are pleaded in the election petition. Then such
documents does not forman integral part of the election petition. Learned counsel for the petition submitted
that in that case the Court require the audio cassette in that case form also as to form an integral part of the
election petition because the audio cassette titled as Malayudi Purogathi because the contents of the audio
cassette were notpleaded in the election petition. Learned Senior Advocate has also relied upon the judgment
in the case of M. Karunanidhi Vs. H.P. Handa and others where the Supreme Court after discussing a
number of judgments had already held by paragraph 34 and 35 thatif the allegations as to the pamphlet could
be detailed in the pleadings and held that if the proper contents have been detailed out regarding a
document in the pleading part of the election petition then such a document would only be an evidence.
In proofof the averments so need not be filed with the election petition.

22. It is submitted that since where clauses and the details that were filled in by the returned
candidate in affidavit as per prescribed form 26 , the said affidavit was not required to be filled. In so far as
the allegations regarding verification of facts as to the criminal proceedings of which range case
number was given in column 5(ii) (a), a mere statement was sufficient that verification was made fromthe
Court record registered and no such case was found to be registered. However, he would admit that there is
no date given about the inspection/verification. Mr Manish Goel further submits that details of the form as
filled in have already been averred in the paragraph 10 and 11 and merely because one verification was
sought from the Court record was one verification was taken regarding one entry would not weaken other
allegations made according to wrong information given in the affidavit. He further argues that rest of the
paragraph had refer to various documents have demonstrated that they ought to have been declared as such
correctly in the form, have already been filed and referred to in the schedule appended 2 in the election
petition and complete set of thepaper book has been served upon the returned candidate and other contesting
respondents in the election petition.

23. The learned Senior Advocate Mr. Manish Goyal as well as Sri Ravi Shankar Prasad
appearing for the election petitioner have also relied upon some more authorities of the Supreme Court in the
case of Kanomizhi Karunanidhi v. A. Santhana Kumar and Others passed in Special Leave Petition
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(C) No. 28241 of 2019 and A. Manju v. Prajwal Revanna @ Prajwal R and Others, (2022) 3SCC 269,
Kantaru Rajeevaru (Sabarimala Temple Review-5J.) v. Indian Young Lawyers Association through
Its General Secretary and Others (2020) 2 SCC 1, Union of India v. Association for Democratic
Reforms and Another (2002) 5 SCC 294, Spencer & Company Ltd. And Another v. Vishwadarshan
Distributors Pvt. Ltd. And Others (1995) 1SCC 259, Satish Ukey v. Devndra Gangadharrao Fadnavis
and Another (2019) 9 SCC 1, Madiraj Venkata Ramana Raju v. Peddireddigari Ramachandra
Reddu and Others, AIR 2018 SC 3012 and Adesh Tyagi v. Mahesh Sharma 2020 SCC Online All 589.

24. Having heard learned counsel for the respective parties, noticing their arguments as above
and authorities cited by learned Advocates and having perused the record, I find that the basic grounds upon
which election petition is based, is of corrupt practice committed by returned candidate in getting elected in
public election for the legislative assembly, and therefore, question that arises for consideration at this stage
while I am dealing with miscellaneous applications are;

Whether the there has been concise statement of material facts regarding charge of corrupt practise
and statements as to material particulars of corrupt practise and whether nomination and affidavit on
form 26 would form an integral part of the election petition and not accompanying election paper, election
petition would be liable to be dismissed under Section 81(1) of R.P. Act, 1951, and the second aspect that is
required to be looked into; and

Whether clection petition discloses a cause of action to maintain it and that the statement of facts
are not so vexatious or vague so as to dismiss the petition at the very threshold under Order VII Rule
11 (a) of CPC.

25. In so far as first point that I need to address, relates to miscellaneous application moved by
the returned candidate to rejectthe petition having not been presented in the form as is prescribed for that it
not only lacks concise statement of material facts and material particular as to corrupt practise but is also not
accompaniedby document of nomination form and affidavit on form 26 which are claimed to be an integral
part, and therefore, petition is liable to be rejected under Section 86(1) of the Representatives of the People
Act, 1951.

26. The second point refers to miscellaneous application filed under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) of the
CPC and Order 6 Rule 16 of the CPC to reject the petition as it does not disclose the cause of action even if
it is taken in its entirety. The averments made in certain paragraphs in writ petition are alleged, to be quite
vexatious and vague and deserve to be struck off.

27. Now coming to the first point, I need to first take intoaccount the grounds upon which
challenge to election petition has been developed in this petition. The first ground no. 8A is to the effect that
material facts as to details of criminal cases that were required to be disclosed in affidavit on form-26
prescribed under the R.P. Act, were concealed and suppressed vide Column 5(ii) (a)(b) and (c) of part A of
the form and then false declaration in Column 5 (ii) (e)(g) and then further in Column 11(5) of part B of
form 26 of nomination form and Clause 6(A) and such practise would constitute corrupt practise of undue
influence in terms of Section 123 (2) of R.P. Actread with Section 100 (1) (b) of the R.P. Act, 1950.

28. This suppression of criminal antecedents, to the credit of the returned candidate was, it was
alleged deliberately done, in order to mislead public and such non disclosure or disclosure of misleading
particulars vitiated the mandate contained under Section 33-A of the R.P. Act and Clause 6(A) note 5 of
Form 26 a prescribed form of affidavit.

29. Similarly vide ground 8B, it is stated that Column7(A) (ii) (iii) (iv) (v), 7 (B) (i)(iii) and
Column 8(i) of nomination form were not complete qua liability towards bank loan. So there was a
deliberate attempt to suppress crucial facts relating to property, income and liability towards bank and has
counted to corrupt practise.
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30. Similar set of allegations have been made in ground no. 10 that relate to disclosure
regarding pending criminal cases and charge is that returned candidate had put (' ) mark in affirmative in
Column 5(ii) a-g and then details recording FIR number name of police station with address where criminal
cases have been registered, were not at all disclosed and only disclosure was ‘range case’ number in Column
5 (ii) (a) which amounted to a fakeinformation. Neither year, nor police station was disclosed and similarly
in Column 5 (ii) (b)(c) no registration number of the case was disclosed and when he enquired from the
court of ACJM vth, Prayagraj, then it was found that no such case was registered in thecourt’s diary that was
maintained to mention cases. Similarly, information was stated to be misleading in Column 5 (ii) (d).
Againin column 5 (ii) (e), the disclosure of date of charge was given whilethe Court had taken cognizance
upon the charge by summoning the returned candidate. Since there was no proper nomination paper
filed giving all those particulars required, of which verification was tobe done by the election officer as to
whether requisite form 26 was properly filled up or not as required under Section 33A of the R.P. Act and
the manner in which it was filled, it was intended to unduly influence the voter.

31. One of the grounds, therefore, is that acceptance of nomination paper of the returned candidate
was against provision of Section 33 of the Act read with Rule 4 of Conduct of Election Rules, 1961.

32. Sri Pandey, since has mainly attacked on these three grounds to be not only vague confusing
but lacking concise statement of material facts and also material particulars in relation to corrupt practise of
non disclosure of relevant case number and confusing declaration in affidavit that makes nomination form to
be defective and yet despite mentioning of these documents as item number 1 inthe schedule, they were not
made part of the election petition by appending them with to make election petition competent and further
that affidavit that was required to be filed indicating corrupt practise as such was not as mandated, I proceed
to examine these grounds and the facts stated in support thereof in the first place to answer the question
raised regarding maintainability of this petition.

33. As to first point above to which ground no. 8A, 8B and 8C and paragraph nos. 10 and 1 are
relevant, these grounds and paragraphs are being reproduced hereunder:

“8A Because returned candidate while delivering the nomination form interm of section 33 of
the Act deliberately not disclosed and suppressed of facts regarding criminal antecedents in entirety
with full details in part A Column 5 (ii) (ka) (kha) (ga) and made a false declaration in part A
Column 5 (ii) (ng) (chha) as well as in Part B column 11 (5) of form 26 of nomination form which
constitute a corrupt practice of undue influence in terms of section 123 (2) and covered under
section 100 91)(b) of the Act, especially where the returned candidate has special knowledge of the
pending cases in which the court has taken cognizance upon the charge. Deliberate attempt to
suppress the criminal antecedents required to be inform as mandated by section 33 A of the Act
and clause 6(ka) note 5 of form 26 would effort to misguide and keep the people/voter in
dark; thus it is undue influence and its amounts to corrupt practice in terms of section 123(2) of
the Act as the section 33 A of the Act and rule 4-A creates impediment upon the candidates to
disclose information in free exercise of electoral right.

8B. Because returned candidate while delivered the nomination form in term of section 33 of
the Act deliberately not disclosed and suppressed the material facts regarding the movable,
immovable property and liability towards banks loan, the account shown in part A column 7 (a)
(i) (iii)(iv) (v) column 7 (b), (i)(iii) and column 8 (I) in entirety is incomplete and the full detail of
bank accounts, property, share in joint family property and proprietorship business has been
suppressed by the returned candidate which constitute corrupt practise of undue influence covered
under section 100 (1)(b) of the Act, especially where the returned candidate has special knowledge
of the transition. Deliberate attempt to suppress the property, income and liability of the bank
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required to be furnishing as mandated by section 33-A of the Act would effort to misguide and keep
the people in dark, Ttus it is undue influence. The act of returned candidate amounts to corrupt
practise under section 12(2), thereby covered under section 100 (i)(b) of the Act.

8C. Because returning officer improperly accepted the nomination paper of Returned
Candidate against the provision of section 33 of the Act read with rule 4 of the conduct of election
Rule 1961 and failed to adhere with the provision of section 36 of the Act thus the election of the
returned candidate from 258 legislative assembly constituencies is required to be declared void.

10. That the returned candidate delivered his nomination from accompanying with form 26 in
terms of section 33 of the Act read with Rule 4 of the conduct of election Rules 1961 on 05.02.2022.
The form 26 contains in two parts, Part “A” column 1 to 4 was filled up by the returned candidate
where the personal details of himself, spouse and his dependents were furnished. Part “A” column 5
deals with the information of pending criminal cases. This column further divided into two parts;
first part 5(i) requires that if there is no criminal case pending against the candidate he puts the
mark *“ * against the column 5(i) and it further says that if there is a criminal case pending against
the candidate he put the mark * * against column 5(ii) and furnish the details of pending criminal
cases in later part of column 5(ii) ka-chha. The returned candidate put the mark * * against column
5 (ii) and declared that criminal case was pending against him Column 5 (ii) (ka) mandate the
information of FIR number and the name of the police station with the address where the criminal
case has registered. The returned candidate instead of furnishing the FIR No. or case crime no. and
year or complaint case no. and year with the name and address of the police station or court filled
up the column 5 (ii) (ka) as “range caseno.” and year to misguide the voters. In fact this was a fake
information and the some sections were also not in-existence moreover the criminal or complaint
case are being identified in the State of U.P. from the FIR no./case crime no. with the particular
years and police station. In each police station there is separate register maintain permanently for
the registration of each crime known as FIR Register and in absence of the FIR no. , date and year
or case crime no., date year or complaint case no. and year or details of court it could not be
possible to trace out the detail of case. Since each police station thereis separate numbers allotted
to the crime and in complaint case separate no. of complaint and year has been registered by the
concerned court. Therefore in absence of FIR no. year or name of the police station and its address
or complaint case no. year, or details of court description the information of case could not be
possible. Likewise the return candidate to misguide and keep the people /voterin dark in order to
make undue influence upon them irrelevant and fake information has furnished in part A column
5(ii)(ka), likewise in column 5(ii) (kha) (ga) the return candidate id not disclose the registration of
case no., year registered in court. The returned candidate further given a false declaration that
criminal case is pending in the court of ACJM 5 Prayagraj while at the time of declaration i.e.
05.02.2022 no such case was found in the court record diary maintain for the functioning of court.
The false declaration is made to misguide and keep people in dark. In column 5(ii) (gha) the return
candidate did not describe the details of offence while against column no. 5 (ii) (ng) declared as
“no” while in his case the court has taken the cognizance on filling a charge and summoned the
return candidate. In column 5 (ii) (cha) mentioned that disclosure of the date of charge is not
applicable while in fact the court had taken the cognizance on the charge and summoned the return

’

candidate.’

34, Upon bare reading of these above grounds as quoted above three questions basically emerge
for consideration to meet firstpoint, as follow:

28 o131
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a. whether there is concise statement of material facts and material particulars have been
setforth as to criminal antecedents referred in paragraphs so as to a arrive at conclusion that there
was to suppression or concealment of fact;

b. whether facts detailed in paragraphs amount to concise statement as to the misleading
facts in the nomination paper/formso as to arrive at conclusion that these things have mislead the
electorate; and

c. whether facts referred to in paragraph are concise and specific statement detailed in the
nomination form and the affidavit referable to form 26 so as to reduce these documents of an
evidenciary value only and not an integral part of the election petition.

35. In order to appreciate the above, one must keep in mind that election laws that provide for
an opportunity to losing candidate to question election petition is not a common law remedy and being a
statutory remedy, it is always to be ensured that petition presented must conform to the requirements of
election law and this is why itis stated that provisions of the statute dealing with election laws that
provided statutory remedy, must be strictly construed (FA Sapa v. Singoria) 1991 SCC 375. Still further
while election Tribunal is dealing with an election petition on the ground of corruptpractise then allegations
are not only to be specific but very clear so as to form a view that if statement of fact made, if proved, it
will lead to irresistible conclusion of unseating an elected candidate on such charge. Thus it is clear that any
fraudulent practise if taken as a ground and does not give a concise material fact statement leading two
equal inferences, then pleadings deserve to be dismissed. (Daulatram Chauhan v. Anand Sharma (1984)
2 SCC 64.

36. Making a distinction between material facts and particulars, speaking for the bench of
C.K.Thakur, J in the case of Virendra Nath Gautam v. Satpal Singh and Others, (2007) 3 SCC 617 have
observed vide paragraph 50 thus:

“50. There is distinction between facta probanda (the facts required to be proved i.e.
material facts) and facta probantia (the facts by means of which they are proved i.e. particulars or
evidence). It is settled law that pleadings must contain only facta probanda and not facta probantia.
The material facts on which the party relies for his claim are called facta probanda and they must
be stated in the pleadings. But the facts or facts by means of which facta probanda (material facts)
are proved and which are in the nature of facta probantia (particulars or evidence) need not be set
out in the pleadings. They are not facts in issue, but only relevant facts required to be proved at the
trial in order to establish the fact in issue.”

37. Now when one refers to material facts, the Courts have also held that particulars have
evidenciary value if material facts are very specific and detail out particulars which may not be then
necessary for the document to accompany the election petition. In the case of M. Karunanidhi (supra) the
Court had referred to its earlier judgment of the Supreme Court in the case of Sahodrabai Rai v. Ram
Singh Aharwar (1968)3 SCR 13 (AIR 1968 SC 1) to draw conclusion as to when particular document
would not require to accompany election petition, as in that case details published in the pamphlet were
reproduced in the election petition itself which led tothe court to conclude that pamphlet would not be an
integral part of the election petition and would be only evidence of what has been averred, as a proof thereof
and that is why the Court observed that “it follows as a necessary corollary that if pamphlet had not been
incorporated in the body of the election petition, decision of the Court in Sahodrabai Rai’s case
(supra), would have beenotherwise...”
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38. These above legal propositions regarding statement of material facts and document to
accompany petition or not, as discussed above, have been repeatedly followed in various authorities of
Supreme Court and this Court but it is equally clear asto what particular given in a document referable to
grounds would amount to an integral part of the election petition, would depend upon case to case. So every
election petition has to be examined in respect of statement of facts made and particulars of corrupt practise
referred to, so as to arrive to an answer to the question whether there is concise statement of material facts
and material particulars to maintain election petition and that every document referred to therein would only
be of an evidenciary value only and not an integral part thereof.

39. Now examining the grounds raised in the grounds 8A , 8B & 8C, I find that they
particularly indicate to certain details given in the affidavit as prescribed on form 26 under the R.P. Act.
Column 5 of the form relates to pending criminal cases and clause (i) thereof prescribes for various columns
for details of pending cases. Clause ii of the form prescribes for cases in which conviction has been done.
Now reverting to the grounds as quoted above, I find that in ground 8A the only concise statement, if at all
to be referred to, is to the suppression of material facts regarding criminal antecedents and then a false
declaration. In the column referred to hereinabove so asto develop ground of corrupt practise in terms of
Section 100 (1) (b) and Section 123 (2), what are the criminal antecedents, what kind of misleading
statements have been made, what kind of material particulars have been suppressed, has not been referred to
at all. In paragraphs 10 and 11, the defects are cited in form 26 which is required to be furnished and which
is in two part referable to information in pending criminal cases, and the cases in which it is alleged that
charges have been framed. The only particular fact thatoccurs in paragraph 10 is with regard to ‘Range Case
Number’ given in column number 5 (ii) (a) of the form, but again at the strength of some information
obtained from the Court of ACIM- V, Prayagraj, it is alleged that no such case was mentioned in the courts’
diary. It is alleged that though there is mention not in front of Column 5 (ii) (e)but Court in that case, it is
alleged, had taken cognizance on filing ofchargesheet and had summoned the returned candidate. This is all
vague for want of date of access to court’s diary, sanction letter for inspection of court’s diary etc.

40. Having discussed these above details, I find that the allegations are as to the suppression of
material fact and misleading / mis-statement of facts as to the some particular criminal cases pending or
registered against the returned candidate and allegations are that by this act, he created confusion in mind
of electorate and got them unduly influenced to vote in his favour. So all this has been stated to make out a
case of corrupt practise and corrupt practise of undue influence as well, referable to Section 123(2). This
cannot be said to be a concise statement of material facts for want of material particular details as to the
corrupt practise. They are quite vague as to words and expression “Suppression and mis statement”. These
statements of facts in the ground cannot be said to be the concise statement of material facts and particulars
as to the corrupt practice to meet mandatory requirement of Section 83 (1)(a) and (b).

41. In the case of Ram Sukh (supra) cited by learned counsel for the applicant, it has been
clearly held vide paragraph 24 thus: “It needs little reiteration that for the purpose of Section 100 (1)

(d) (iv), it was necessary for the election petitioner to aver specifically in what manner the
result of the election insofar as it concerned the first respondent was materially affected due to the
said omission on the part of the Returning Officer. Unfortunately, such averment is missingin the

“«“

election petition.

42. Whenever it comes to entertain an election petition on the charge of corrupt practise, it is to
be taken as serious issue because it does not question the election but if election is held void it may lead
to debarring a candidate for future election upto 6 years and, therefore, it is held that “an election petition in
which corrupt practise is alleged stands on a different footing from election petition which does not to
carry such allegation. The legislature has special care to ensure that the ordinary verification will not



194 SR U< IS, 12 4T, 2024 30 (MMRTT 20, 1946 TH Haq) [T 7-9

suffice” and the Court therefore, rightly held that the person making an allegation of corrupt practise must
bear in mind seriousness of such charge, and therefore, he has to be very precise and specific in making
allegations giving concise statement of material facts and then material particulars as required under Section
83(1) (a) (b). The allegations must be so clear and specific that inference ofcorrupt practise will irresistibly
admit no doubt or question (Daulatram Chauhan v. Anand Sharma (1984) 2 SCC 64) Vide paragraph 18 the
Supreme Court in the case of K. M. Mani v P. J. Antony And Others, 1979 2 SCC 221 has observed thus:.

“23. An allegation regarding the commission of a corrupt practice at an election is a very
serious matter not only for the candidate but for the public at large as it relates to the purity of the
electoral process. Where therefore the allegation relates to the charge that a candidate obtainedthe
assistance of a police officer for the purpose of addressing a meeting on the eve of the poll and
exhorting those present to work for his victory, it is reasonable to expect that, wherever possible, a
transcript of his speech shall be made available to the Court in support of the allegation. Besides
furnishing the precise material relating to the allegation to the Court, it has the advantage of
giving the respondentan opportunity of meeting a precise allegation. But it may be that this may not
be possible in a given situation. In that case it will be reasonable and fair to expect that the election
petitioner will produce a contemporaneous record of the points that were made in the speech, orat

’

least its substance. But no such record has been made available in this case ...’

43. In the case of U.S. Sasidharan (supra), it was very categorically held vide paragraph 12
“it is apparent from clauses (a) and (b) of S. 83 that an election petition shall contain a concise statement
of the material facts and also set forth full particulars of any corrupt practice. These two requirements are
also mandatory innature. So, whenever there is an allegation of corrupt practice, the election petition shall
contain a concise statement as, to the material fact on which the petitioner relies and also must set forth
full particulars of the corrupt practice alleged by the petitioner.”

44, Thus question (a) is answered in negative and so in favour of returned candidate.

45. Now if the allegations, therefore, upon bare reading of the statement of facts and statement
of particulars are found related to particular document as in this case nomination paper and affidavitdo
not lead to definite conclusion to form a view of such corrupt practise, it would be necessary that such
document accompanied the election petition as it would be forming an integral part thereof in such
circumstances.

46. Besides the above in context of material facts/ material particulars relating to corrupt
practise may be contained in a document without pleadings material facts, the Court observed: “We have
already referred to section 83 relating to the contents of an election petition. The election petition shall
contain a concise statement of material facts and also set forth full particulars of any corrupt practice. The
material facts or particulars relating to any corrupt practice may be contained in a document and the
election petitioner, without pleading the material facts or particulars of corrupt practice, may refer to the
document. When such a referenceis made in the election petition, a copy of the document must be supplied
inasmuch as by making a reference to the document and without pleading its contents in the election
petition, the document becomes incorporated in the election petition by reference. In other words, it forms
an integral part of the election petition. Section 81(3) pro- vides for giving a true copy of the election
petition. Whena document forms an integral part of the election petition and acopy of such document
is not furnished to the respond- ent along with a copy of the election petition, the copy of the election
petition will not be a true copy within the meaning of section 81(3) and, as such, the court has to dismiss the
election petition under section 86(1) for non- compliance with section 81(3).”
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47. Again in the case of Mulayam Singh Yadav (supra) where video cassettes contained
videograpy with regard to practise of booth capturing etc. was not filed in original and copies were meant
only for the contesting respondents, it was held to be an integral part of the election petition as videography
details upon not discussed and referred to in the grounds and that having not been filed, the High Court had
dismissed the election petition being not presented in the form it required under Section 81 Vide paragraphs
11, 12, 13 and 14, the Court observed thus:

11. Whether or not Schedule 14 is an integral part of the election petition does not depend on
whether or not the drafisman of the election petition has so averred. It has to be decided objectively,
takinginto account all relevant facts and circumstances. Schedule 14 is one of 25 schedules which is,
as a matter of fact, part of the bound election petition. In respect of each of these schedules, except
Schedule 14, itis averred that it is a part of the election petition. Each of these schedules, other than
Schedule 14, mentions, verifies and contains some paper or document which can be placed between
the leaves of paper that comprise that schedule and be bound with the election petition. Schedule 14
mentions and verifies a video cassette which cannot be placed between two leaves and be bound
with the election petition. This is the explanation for the difference in the manner in which the
averments relating to Schedule 14 and the other schedules are made in the election petition. Clearly,
the video cassette mentioned and verified in Schedule 14 is as much an integral part of the election
petition as the papers and documents mentioned and verified in the other schedules. Further, that
the video cassette mentioned and verified in Schedule 14 is a part of the election petition and was
intended to be such is evident from the affidavit of the first respondent verifying the allegations of
corrupt practice made in the election petition. Therein, the first respondent has verified the
correctness of what is stated in para 83 of the election petition, which refers to Schedule 14 and
which has been quoted above, and to Schedule 14 itself. Yet again, that the video cassette mentioned
and verified in Schedule 14 is and was intended to be a part of the election petition is shown by the
fact that 15 video cassettes which were copies of the video cassette mentioned and verified in
Schedule 14 were filed in the High Court along with the election petition for being served upon the
respondents thereto.

12. Ordinarily, what is shown upon the video cassette that is mentioned and verified in
Schedule 14 would have been set out in the election petition and then that video cassette could have
been said to be evidence of the allegations made in the election petition. As this election petition is
drafted, there is no description of what is shown on this video cassette except to say that it shows
booth-capturing, violence and arson. As to booth-capturing, there are particulars contained in the
other schedules but even in that regard the later paragraphs of the election petition make reference
to Schedule 14 so that even in regard to booth-capturing the particulars shown in the video cassette
mentioned and verified in Schedule 14 are relied upon. So far as the allegations of violence and
arson are concerned, there are no particulars in the election petition absent the video cassette
mentioned and verified in Schedule 14.

13. We are, therefore, satisfied that the video cassette mentioned and verified in Schedule 14
is an integral part of the election petition and that it should have been filed in court along with
copies thereof for service upon the respondents to the election petition. Whereas 15 copies thereof
were filed for service upon the respondents, the video cassette itself was not filed. The election
petition as filed was, therefore, not complete.

14. Section 81 contemplates the presentation of an election petition that is complete and
satisfies the requirements of Section 83. An election petition that is not complete must, having due
regard to the imperative mandate of Section 86, be dismissed. The present election petition must,
therefore, be dismissed.
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48. It is true that in the case of A. Manju (supra), it was stated thatappropriate affidavit if not
filed, it would be only a technical defect and it would not be a ground to defeat the election petition at the
very threshhold and in this regard, the Constitution Bench of the Supreme Court in Murarka Radhey
Shyam Ram Kumar v. Roop Singh Rathore, AIR 1964 SC 1545 was referred to arrive at such conclusion
vide paragraph 25 and 26 the Division Bench of the Supreme Court has observed thus:

25. We may take note of the Constitution Bench judgment of this Courtin Murarka Radhey
Shyam Ram Kumar v. Roop Singh Rathore [Murarka Radhey Shyam Ram Kumar v. Roop Singh
Rathore, (1964) 3 SCR 573 : AIR 1964 SC 1545] which opined that the defect in verification of an
affidavit cannot be a sufficient ground for dismissal of the petitioner's petition summarily and such
an affidavit can be permitted to be filed later. This Constitution Bench judgment was also referred to
in G.M. Siddeshwar case [G.M. Siddeshwar v. Prasanna Kumar, (2013) 4 SCC 776 : (2013) 2 SCC
(Civ) 715] to come to a conclusion that non- compliance with the proviso to Section 83(1) of the
RP Act was notfatal to the maintainability of an election petition and the defect could be remedied
i.e. even in the absence of compliance, the petition would still be called an election petition. We
cannot say that the High Courtfell into an error while considering the election petition as a whole
to come to the conclusion that the allegations of the appellant were not confined only to Section
33-A of the RP Act, but were larger in ambit as undue influence and improper acceptance of
nomination of Respondent 1 were also pleaded as violation of the mandate under Sections 123
and 100 of the RP Act.

26. However, we are not persuaded to agree with the conclusion arrived at by the
High Court that the non-submission of Form 25 would lead to the dismissal of the election petition.
We say so because, in our view, the observations made in Ponnala Lakshmaiah case [Ponnala
Lakshmaiah v. Kommuri Pratap Reddy, (2012) 7 SCC 788] which have received the imprimatur of
the three-Judge Bench in G.M. Siddeshwar case [G.M. Siddeshwar v. Prasanna Kumar, (2013) 4
SCC 776 : (2013)2 SCC (Civ) 715] appear not to have been appreciated in the correct perspective.
In fact, G.M. Siddeshwar case [G.M. Siddeshwar v. Prasanna Kumar, (2013) 4 SCC 776 :
(2013) 2 SCC (Civ) 715] has been cited by the learned Judge to dismiss the petition. If we look at
the election petition, the prayer clause is followed by a verification. There is also a verifying
affidavit in support of the election petition. Thus, factually it would not be appropriate to say that
there is no affidavit in support of the petition, albeit not in Form 25. This was a curable defect and
the learned Judge trying the election petition ought to have granted an opportunity to the appellant
to file an affidavit in support of the petition in Form 25 in addition to the already existing affidavit
filed with the election petition. In fact, a consideration of both the judgments of the Supreme Court
referred to by the learned Judge i.e. Ponnala Lakshmaiah [Ponnala Lakshmaiah v. Kommuri
Pratap Reddy, (2012) 7 SCC 788] as well as G.M. Siddeshwar [G.M. Siddeshwar v. Prasanna
Kumar, (2013) 4 SCC 776 : (2013) 2 SCC (Civ) 715] , ought to have resulted in a conclusion that
the correct ratio in view of these facts was to permit the appellant to cure this defect by filing an
affidavit in the prescribed form.”

49. I have carefully gone through the entire judgment of the Supreme Court in the case of
A. Manju (supra), and have found that the division bench though has referred to the Constitution bench
judgement in the case of Murarka Radhey Shyam Ram Kumar (supra) but did not refer to the judgment of
the three judges benchin the case of V. Narayanswamy (supra) wherein Supreme Court had referred to
and discussed the constitution bench judgment inthe case of Murarka Radhey Shyam Ram Kumar
(supra). Since affidavit was not in a prescribed form as an inexperienced Oath Commissioner made a
mistake in verification of portion of affidavit, the Court held that to be not such a defect which could be be
said to be fatal to the election petition and then the Court referred to the judgment of the Constitution
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bench. Thus on facts the judgment in A. Manju (supra) is distinguishable and principles of law laid down
inby the Supreme Court in the case of M. Karunanidhi (supra) and V. Narayanswamy (supra) and U.S.
Sashidharan (supra) have yet not been diluted in subsequent judgments.

50. One of the arguments advanced by learned Senior Advocate appearing for the respondent
Sri Manish Goyal was that ingredients as to the grounds questioning the election that are required to be
furnished alongwith affidavit, in compliance to section 33-A is in the nature of a mere information.
Whether such information is misleading or suppressing one so as to amount to an act of undue influence
within the meaning of ‘corrupt practise’ would require a trial to be established after parties lead their
respective evidence, and therefore, it would not be ground to dismiss the petition in limine.

51. In support of this above argument, reliance has been placed upon judgment of Supreme
Court in the case of Satish Ukey (supra). Factually, I find that to be a case arising out of a criminal
complaint lodged under Section 125A of the R.P. Act as details oftwo cases in which the cognizance
had been taken against returned candidate were not mentioned despite returned candidate having due
knowledge of the date of submission of nomination form. The Court in that circumstances rejected the
complaint to be not maintainable. The District Judge had reversed the order of Magistrate which led to
filing of appeal before the High Court. The High Court maintained the order of Magistrate and thus returned
candidate, who had become Chief Minister preferred SLP before the Supreme Court. It is in background
of that case, that Supreme Court had held that the details given in the affidavit were in response to the
voter’s right to information as contemplated under Section 33 A of the R.P. Act. Thus the Court while
dealing with information part of the provision interpreted it as a mere informationas is required in terms of
affidavit on a prescribed format. The Court returned a finding that it was a mere information and vide
paragraph 24, 25 and 26 held thus:

24. A cumulative reading of Section 33-A of the 1951 Act and Rule 4-A of the 1961 Rules
and Form 26 along with the letters dated 24-8-2012, 26-9-2012 and 26-4-2014, in our considered
view, make it amply clear that the information to be furnished under Section 33-A of the 1951 Act
includes not only information mentioned in clauses (i) and (ii) of Section 33-A(l), but also
information, that the candidate is required to furnish, under the Act or the Rules made thereunder
and such information should be furnished in Form 26, which includes information concerning cases
in which a competent court has taken cognizance [Entry 5(ii) of Form 26]. This is apart from and in
addition to cases in which charges have been framed for an offence punishable with imprisonment
for two years or more or cases in which conviction has been recorded and sentence of imprisonment
for a period of one year or more has been imposed [Entries 5(i ) and 6 of Form 26 respectively].

25. In the light of the view that we have taken and in view of the clear averment made in the
complaint to the effect that the first respondent had knowledge of the two cases against him which
had not been mentioned in the affidavit filed by the first respondent along with his nomination
papers, we unhesitatingly arrive at the conclusion that the order of the learned trial court upheld by
the High Court by the impugned judgment and order dated 3-5-2018 [Devendra Gangadharrao
Fadnavis v. Satish Ukey, 2018 SCC OnLine Bom 924 : 2018 Cri LJ 2582] is legally not tenable and
the same deserves to be set aside which we hereby do. The complaint of the appellant will be
considered afresh by the learned trial court from the stage where it was interdicted by the order
dated 30-5-2016.

26. Our view as above is in consonance with a similar view expressed by this Court in para
75 of the Report in Krishnamoorthy v. Sivakumar [Krishnamoorthy v. Sivakumar, (2015) 3 SCC 467
:(2015) 2 SCC (Cri) 359] . Para 75 of the Report in Krishnamoorthy [Krishnamoorthy v.
Sivakumar, (2015) 3 SCC 467 : (2015) 2 SCC (Cri) 359] reads as under: (SCC p. 514)
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“75. On a perusal of the aforesaid format, it is clear as crystal that the details of certain
categories of the offences in respect of which cognizance has been taken or charges have been
framed must be given/furnished. This Rule is in consonance with Section 33-A of the 1951 Act.
Section 33(1) envisages that information has to be given in accordance with the Rules. This is in
addition to the information to be provided as per Sections 33(1)(i) and (ii). The affidavit that is
required to be filed by the candidate stipulates mentioning of cases pending against the candidate in
which charges have been framed by the Court for the offences punishable with imprisonment for two
years or more and also the cases which are pending against him in which cognizance has been taken
by the court other than the cases which have been mentioned in Clause (5)(i) of Form 26. Apart
from the aforesaid, Clause (6) of Form 26 deals with conviction.”

52. In the case of Adesh Tyagi v. Mahesh Sharma (2020) SCC Online All 589, the Court
proceeded to hold that a mere non compliance of Section 83(1) of the R.P. Act, 1951 would not result in

dismissal of the election petition at the very outset and in forming such a view reliance has been placed upon
an authority of Supreme Court in the case of T. M. Jacob v C. Poulose and others, (1999) 4 SCC 274.

53. In Adesh Tyagi’s case the question was as to the true copy of the election petition and where
Court held may not be ‘exact copy’ meant to be served upon the respondent. It was observed that when a
reasonable person can understand a copy which is reasonably trueto the original one, there can not be said
any violation of Section 81(3). But here there is no such case. Hence the issue of concise statement of facts
and material particulars, in my considered view, if petition lacks concise statement of facts and fails to detail
material particulars in respect therefor, thus would lead a reasonable person to draw only one reference
that election petitioner himself is not sure of the ground to question election and that he is
confused about material particulars as to corrupt practise. Once one finds it tonot be sure enough, than for
this the concerned document becomes an integral part. A vague or confused statement of facts by itself
cannot make an election petition maintainable, otherwise every election can be challenged in a routine
manner. It is not common law suit but statutory remedy and so statute needs to be strictly followed. The
learned Judge himself has referred to the judgment of Supreme Court in the case of F.A.Sapa that
“maintainability of an election petition, in the context will depend on whether schedule or annexure to

petition constituting on integral part, it must satisfy the requirements of Section 81(3) and further in that
behalf would be fatal.”

54. In the case of Harkirat Singh v. Amrinder Singh (2005) 13 SCC 511, putting
emphasis on the words and expression material facts which an election petition must contain with common
details of particular, Supreme Court vide paragraph 51 and 52 has held thus

“51. A distinction between ‘“material facts” and “particulars”, however, must not be
overlooked. “Material facts” are primary or basic facts which must be pleaded by the plaintiff or by the
defendant in support of the case set up by him either to prove his cause of action or defence. “Particulars”,
on the other hand, are details in support of material facts pleaded by the party. They amplify, refine and
embellish material facts by giving distinctive touch to the basic contours of a picture already drawn so as to
make it full, more clear and more informative. “Particulars” thus ensure conduct of fair trial and would not
take the opposite party by surprise.

52. All “material facts” must be pleaded by the party in support of the case set up by him.
Since the object and purpose is to enable the opposite party to know the case he has to meet with, in the
absence of pleading, a party cannot be allowed to lead evidence. Failure to state even a single
material fact, hence, will entail dismissal of the suit or petition. Particulars, on the other hand, are the
details of the case which is in the nature of evidence a party would be leading at the timeof trial.”
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55. In T.M.Jacob’s case (supra) the Court had affirmed the judgment of the High Court that had
rejected election petition filed on the ground of suppression of material facts gua two criminal cases; one in
which appeal had been allowed and other one in whichsentence imposed was of less than a year. The Court
took this view that there could not be any influential regarding first criminal case and connection showed set
aside and the other case being an award of sentence of less than one year, it would not have disqualified.

56. As 1 have already discussed above and has been held that in matters of election petition
where election of returned candidate is being questioned then every provision of the election law/ statute has
to be interpreted literally and strictly and petition filed questioning the election under such statute, has also
to be seen strictly falling within four corners of the relevant provisions of law that require election petition to
be presented in a definite form.

57. In the finding of part of the judgment in Ram Sukh, Supreme Court has held the provisions
as contained Section 83 to be mandatory and if election petition is not presented in that form thenit deserves
to be dismissed. Vide paragraph 10,11,12,13,14 and 15 interpreting the provisions the Court held thus:

10. Section 83, the pivotal provision for the present case, requires that: (a) the election
petition must contain a concise statement of “material facts” on which the petitioner relies and (b)
he should also set forth ‘full particulars” of any corrupt practices which the petitioner alleges.
Proviso to clause (c) of sub-section (1) of Section 83 also provides that where the petitioner alleges
any corrupt practice, the election petition shall also be accompanied by an affidavit in the
prescribed form in support of the allegation of such corrupt practice and the particulars thereof. It
is plain that the requirement of disclosure of “material facts” and “full particulars” as stipulated
in the section is mandatory.

11. Section 86 mandates that where the election petition does not comply with the
provisions of Section 81 or Section 82 or Section 117 of the Act, the High Court should dismiss the
election petition. Section 87 which lays down the procedure required to be followed by the High
Court while trying an election petition, requires that every election petition shall be tried, as nearly
as may be, in accordance with the procedure applicable under the Code to the trial of the suits,
subject of course to the provisions of the Act and of any requirement made thereunder.

12. It is evident that the controversy in this appeal lies in a narrow compass. It revolves
around the ambit of Section 83 of the Act. The point for consideration is whether the election
petition lacked “material facts” required to be stated in the election petition in terms of Section
83(1) of the Act and if so, could it be dismissed summarily without trial? As already noted, it is
mandatory that all “material facts” are set out in an election petition and it is also trite that if
material facts arenot stated in the petition, the same is liable to be dismissed on that ground alone.
Therefore, the question is as to whether the election petitioner had set out “material facts” in his
petition?

13. The phrase “material facts” has neither been defined in the Act norin the Code and,
therefore, it has been understood by the courts in general terms to mean the entire bundle of facts
which would constitute a complete cause of action. In other words, “material facts” are facts upon
which the plaintiff’s cause of action or the defendant's defence depends. (See Mahadeorao
Sukaji Shivankar v. Ramaratan Bapu[(2004) 7 SCC 181] .) Broadly speaking, all primary
or basic facts which are necessary either to prove the cause of action by the plaintiff or
defence by the defendant are “material facts”. Material facts are facts which, if established,
would give the petitioner the relief asked for. But again, what could be said to be material
facts would depend upon the facts of each case and no rule of universal application can be
laid down.

29 31
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14. The requirement in an election petition as to the statement of material facts and the
consequences of lack of such disclosure with reference to Sections 81, 83 and 86 of the Act came up
for consideration before a three-Judge Bench of this Court in Samant N. Balkrishna v. George
Fernandez [(1969) 3 SCC 238] . Speaking for the three-Judge Bench, M. Hidayatullah, C.J., inter
alia, laid down that:

(i) Section 83 of the Act is mandatory and requires first a concise statement of material
facts and then the fullest possible particulars;

(ii) omission of even a single material fact leads to an incomplete cause of action and
statement of claim becomes bad;

(iii) the function of particulars is to present in full a picture of the causeof action and to
make the opposite party understand the case he will have to meet,

(iv) material facts and particulars are distinct matters—material facts will mention
statements of fact and particulars will set out the names of persons with date, time and place;
and

(v) in stating the material facts it will not do merely to quote the words of the section
because then the efficacy of the material facts will be lost.

15. At this juncture, in order to appreciate the real object and purport of the phrase “material
facts”, particularly with reference to election law, it would be appropriate to notice the distinction
between the phrases “material facts” as appearing in clause (a) and “particulars” as appearing in
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of Section 83. As stated above, “material facts” are primary or basic
facts which have to be pleaded by the petitioner to prove his cause of action and by the defendant to
prove his defence. “Particulars”, on the other hand, are details in support of the material facts,
pleaded by the parties. They amplify, refine and embellish material facts by giving distinctive touch
to the basic contours of a picture already drawn so as to make it full, more clear and more
informative. Unlike “material facts” which provide the basic foundation on which the entire edifice
of the election petition is built, “particulars” are to be stated to ensure that the opposite party is not
taken by surprise.

58. The ground 8C would only be entertainable if ground 8 A, 8B, 8D are made out prima facie.
Section 33 (A) the R.P. Act was incorporated by amendment Act, 1972. It prescribed an affidavit ona
format verifying information contained in Section 1 of Section 33 (1)(a). For ready reference. Section 33 A
(1) of R.P. Act, reproduced hereunder:”

“33A. Right to information.—

(1) A candidate shall, apart from any information which he is required to furnish, under
this Act or the rules made thereunder, in his nomination paper delivered under sub-section (1) of
section 33, also furnish the information as to whether—

(i) he is accused of any offence punishable with imprisonment for two years or more in
a pending case in which a charge has been framed by the court of competent jurisdiction;

(ii) he has been convicted of an offence [other than any offence referred to in sub-
section (1) or sub-section (2), or covered in sub- section (3), of section 8] and sentenced to
imprisonment for one year or more.”

59. Going by bare reading of aforesaid provisions two types of information an electorate has a
right to know about the candidate:
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(1). whether a candidate is an accused of a punishable offence for 2 years or more in a
pending case in which charge has been framedby the Court of competent jurisdiction; and (ii) the
other one is whether he has been convicted for an offence with an exception given therein.

60. Now when a candidate is required to furnish these two details, either he does not furnish it or
furnishes it by suppressing material particulars or gives confusing particulars so as to unduly influence
voters. Such details or particulars are to be mentioned in the groundby way of not only concise statement of
fact but statement of particulars regarding such suppressed facts and if this is not done, the only statement of
fact has been made then such affidavit wherein such particulars have been either suppressed or disclosed
or is presented in confusing form, has to compulsorily accompany the election petition as integral part of
election petition on the ground of corrupt practise.

61. Prior to 2002 only document on which affidavit was required tobe furnished was form 25
but now since form 26 prescribed for an affidavit to contain statement of facts and regarding statement and
particulars of criminal cases which are pending and also there in which a candidate has been convicted
previously. Allegations regarding non proper disclosure of the same, amounted to a reference directly to the
affidavit, and therefore, affidavit ought to have been filed alongwith an election petition. Even on the other
grounds that are mentioned in 8B, which is also claimed to be a corrupt practise that returned candidate did
not deliberately disclose the correct facts and suppressed material facts gua movable and immovable
properties and other bank loans, I find that the grounds are abosluely silent as to what kind of misleading
statement has been made or what kind of material facts have been suppressed. This also relates to
nomination papers and affidavit filed in support thereof and since no nomination paper nor, affidavit has
been filed, in my considered view these two documents being integral part of the election petition, election
petition is liable to be rejected on this count also.

62. Coming to the argument advanced by learned counsel for election petitioner regarding
presentation of election petition special provision relating to trial of election petition vide chapter XV-A of
the High Court Rules, 1952 I find that definition clause or Rule 2 thereof provides for election petitions
means “an election petition presented under Section 81 of the Act” and the Act vide definition Rule 2(i)
means representation of the People Act, 1951”. Now Rule 3 provides for presentation of election petition
before Registrar and further provides that petition shall bear office report regarding court fee and
compliance with Section 81, 82 and 83 and 117 of the Act. It also requires petitioner to file a list of
documents whether in his possession or not upon which he realizes as evidence in support of his claim. The
question, therefore, comes to same as to what is to be led in evidence and what is an integral part of
petition to be filed to make it a complete presentation within meaning of Section 83 and 81 of the R.P.
Act. The High Court has simply referred to the presentation of petition for the purposes of trial as
contemplated under the R.P. Act, 1951. Rules are procedural but rules do not in any manner dilute the
provisions of the R.P. Act, 1951. What it requires is that list of documents to be submitted alongwith
election petition which petitioner wants to rely upon, whether in possession or not. The question is, mere
mention of list of documents in any manner as prescribed would dilute the format of the election petition.
Now if the format has not been prescribed and whichnaturally would not be there under High Court rules.
While interprating Rule 3 of Chapter 15-a of the Rules of the High Court, 1952, one has to keep in mind that
it talks of presentation only as per R.P. Act which is substantive law on the subject. When the Courtrefers to
the presentation of petition under Section 81, and requires registry to submit a report as to compliance of
Section 81, then it is very much clear that format prescribed under Section 81 has not been diluted at all. It is
by way of abandoned precaution that Rule 3 further provides that whatever documents being relied upon, a
list inthat regard may also be appended with petition. I do not see that provision as prescribed under Rule 2
of the High Court Rules to provide a list of document as an evidence to rely upon affidavit doesin any
manner dilute any proposition of law regarding presentation of election petition. Thus argument advanced
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by learned counsel appearing for the respondents that election petition was presented as per rules of the
Court, and therefore, even if documents that formed an integral part if were not filed, it would not lead to
rejection of election petition is unsustainable. The election petitioner in the present case has annexed a
schedule alongwith election petition as prescribed for and though has referred to the nomination paper and
affidavit on form 26 but these two documents do accompany it, does not consist of that.

63. Thus the questions (b) and (c) are answered in affirmative and so against the election petitioner.

64. Since I have already held that election petition was not presented as it was not accompanied
by nomination form and the affidavit, it would mean that it has not been presented in terms of Section 81 to
hold trial under Section 86 of the R.P. Act.

65. In view of the above first point is decided against the election petitioner and in favour of
returned candidate/ respondent no. 1.

66. Besides the above, on the point of affidavit of corrupt practise to be not meeting the
requirements of law, I find that the affidavit refers to various paragraphs and form 26 regarding suppression
of criminal antecedents and non disclosure of movable and immovable properties. Affidavit as such would
have been good enough if the concise statement of fact and particulars of any corrupt practise as required
under Section 83(1) (a) and (b) were disclosed in those grounds and paragraphs. Since I have held that in
those paragraphs particularly regarding criminal antecedents, no particulars as such have been disclosed, the
affidavit of corrupt practise automatically fall as it also does not refer to any particular corrupt
practise. Amere reference to paragraphs which itself vague and sketchy, wouldnot make it sufficient enough
to hold that to be legally acceptable affidavit within definition of law gua presentation of election petition.

67. Now coming to second point, I am reminded of a recent decision of the Supreme Court in
the case of Kanimozhi Karunanidh (supra) in which proposition of law has been discussed relating to legal
aspects herein involved in the present case and the Court having discussed various authorities proceeded to
hold that if the election petition does not contain a concise statement of facts upon which petitioner relies
and if such material facts also are not stated and particulars are not disclosed, then election petition would be
liable to be dismissed not only under 86(i) of R.P. Act, 1951 also on the ground of Rule 11 (a) of Order
VII of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908.

68. After discussing a great deal, authorities of the Supreme Courtdelivered from time to time
vide 28 the Court summarize the law as under:

“28. The legal position enunciated in afore-stated cases may be summed up as under:-

i. Section 83(1)(a) of RP Act, 1951 mandates that an Election petition shall contain a
concise statement of material facts on which the petitioner relies. If material facts are not stated in

an Election petition, the same is liable to be dismissed on that ground alone, as the case would be
covered by Clause (a) of Rule 11 of Order 7 of the Code.

ii. The material facts must be such facts as would afford a basis for the allegations made in
the petition and would constitute the cause of action, that is every fact which it would be necessary
for the plaintiff/petitioner to prove, if traversed in order to support his right to the judgement of
court. Omission of a single material fact would lead to an incomplete cause of action and the
statement of plaint would become bad.

iii. Material facts mean the entire bundle of facts which would constitute a complete cause
of action. Material facts would include positive statement of facts as also positive averment of a
negative fact, if necessary.
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iv. In order to get an election declared as void under Section 100(1)(d)(iv) of the RP Act, the
Election petitioner must aver that on account of non-compliance with the provisions of the
Constitution or of the Act or any rules or orders made under the Act, the result of the election,
in so far as it concerned the returned candidate, was materially affected.

v. The Election petition is a serious matter and it cannot be treated lightly or in a fanciful
manner nov is it given to a person who uses it as a handle for vexatious purpose.

vi. An Election petition can be summarily dismissed on the omission of a single material
fact leading to an incomplete cause of action, or omission to contain a concise statement of material
facts on which the petitioner relies for establishing a cause of action, in exercise of the powers
under Clause (a) of Rule 11 of Order VII CPC read with the mandatory requirements enjoined by
Section 83 of the RP Act.”

69. The court in that case was dealing with ground as contemplated under Section 100 (1) (d)
(iv) of the R.P. Act to declare election of the returned candidate void. The bone of contention was, as the
Court observed, with regard to certain financial issues relating to income tax dues of her spouse where she
had mentioned ‘No’ and then she stated that her spouse had bank accounts in Singapore with deposits in
dollar in further columns prescribed for under form 26 but status of income tax was not disclosed. The Court
held election petition carried bald allegations asto the statement of facts. The concise statement of facts and
setting-forth of particular was absolutely vague so much so that no prima facie view could be formed as to
the allegations made so to hold that there was complete cause of action to maintain election petition. Vide
31, 32 and 33 the Court held :

“31. Mere bald and vague allegations without any basis would not be sufficient compliance of
the requirement of stating material facts in the Election Petition. As well settled not only positive statement
of facts, even a positive statement of negative fact is also required to be stated, as it would be a material fact
constituting a cause of action. The material facts which are primary and basic facts have to be pleaded by
the Election petitioner in support of the case set up by him to show his cause of action and omission of a
single material fact would lead to an incomplete cause of action, entitling the returned candidate to pray for
dismissal of Election petition under Order VII Rule 11(a) CPC read with Section 83(1)(a) of the RP Act.

32. It is also significant to note that an affidavit in Form 26 along with the nomination paper,
is required to be furnished by the candidate as per Rule 44 of the said Rules read with Section 33 of the said
Act. The Returning Officer is empowered either on the objections made to any nomination or on his own
motion, to reject any nomination on the grounds mentioned in Section 36(2), including on the ground that
therehas been a failure to comply with any of the provisions of Section 33 of the Act. However, at the time of
scrutiny of the nomination paper and the affidavit in the Form 26 furnished by the Appellant-returned
candidate, neither any objection was raised, nor the Returning Officer had found any lapse or non-
compliance of Section 33 or Rule 44 of the Rules. Assuming that the election petitioner did not have the
opportunity to see the Form No. 26 filled in by the Appellant-returned candidate, when she submitted the
same to the Returning Olfficer, and assuming that the Returning Officer had not properly scrutinized the
nomination paper of the appellant, and assuming that the election petitioner had a right to question the
same by filing the Election petition under Section 100(1)(d)(iv) of the said Act, then also there are no
material facts stated in the petition constituting cause of action under Section 100(1)(d)(iv) of the RP Act. In
absence of material facts constituting cause of action for filing Election petition under Section 100(1)(d)(iv)
of the said Act, the Election petition is required to be dismissed under Order VII Rule 11(a) CPC read with
Section 13(1)(a) of the RP Act.
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33. As elaborately discussed earlier, Section 83(1)(a) of RP Act mandates that an Election
petition shall contain a concise statement of material facts on which petitioner relies, and which facts
constitute a cause of action. Such facts would include positive statement of facts as also positive averment of
negative fact. Omission of a singular fact would lead to incomplete cause of action. So far as the present
petition is concerned, there is no averment made as to how there was non-compliance with provisions of the
Constitution or of RP Act or of the Rules or Order made thereunder and as to how such non-compliance had
materially affected the result of the election, so as to attract the ground under Section 100(1)(d)(iv) of the RP
Act, for declaring the election to be void. The omission to state such vital and basic facts has rendered the
petition liable to be dismissed under rder VII, Rule 11(a) CPC read with Section 83(i)(a) of the RP Act, 1951.”

70. Applying the above principle to the facts stated in various paragraph in support of the ground
on the aspects of movable and immovable property running from ground to paragraph 12,13,14,15,16 and 17
in the present election petition, I find that those details though have already been given, of returned
candidate of statement of accounts etc. but in the absence of affidavit filed in support of nomination paper
and the affidavit on form 26 as well, it could not be concluded even prima facie that there was any
concealment of material facts and particular details indicating corrupt practise in question so as to hold the
election petitiondisclosed a substantial ground to entertain it. Entire bundle of facts that have been stated in
paragraphs of the petition, even if are examined very minutely with microscopic eyes, would only lead to a
conclusion then that certain statements of facts made regarding criminal antecedents with certain particulars
and details regarding immovable properties but what kind of concealment, what kind of misleading
statement of suppressed material accounted to in the nomination papers are absolutely vague.

71. One of the arguments could be that, even if material facts are disclosed and material
particulars are lacking to some extent then material facts that constitute cause of action would hold petition
maintainable. This argument was also advanced by learned counsel appearing for the election petitioner in
the case of petitioner V. Narayanswami (supra) as were referred to, which is reproduced hereunder:

“27. It is contended by Mr Bhandare that all the material facts have been stated in the election
petition and that for lack of material particulars, the petition could not have been thrown out at the
threshold. He said opportunity should have been given to the appellant to supply the material particulars. It
is really a strange proposition to advance. Till the date of the impugned judgment, the appellant had
persisted that the petition did not lack material particulars and that the verification was in accordance with
the Code and the affidavit in support of the corrupt practice in the form prescribed. Admittedly, the petition
lacked material particulars, the verification to the petition was not in accordance with the Code and the
affidavit did not conform to the form prescribed. At the first opportunity, the respondent raised objection
that the petition lacked both material facts and the material particulars and that the verification to the
petition and the affidavit were not in accordance with law. This was repeated in the miscellaneous
application (Original Application No. 298 of 1998). In the counter-affidavit and in the reply to the
miscellaneous application, the appellant persisted in his stand and termed the objections raised by the
respondent as irrelevant. It is not that the appellant did not have the opportunity to correct his mistake
which he could have easily done in the rejoinder filed by him to the counter-affidavit of the respondent or
even his reply to the miscellaneous application (OA No. 298 of 1998). He had every opportunity even at that
stage to supply the material particulars which admittedly were lacking and also to amend the verification
and to file the affidavit in the form prescribed but for reasons best known to him, he failed to do so. The
existence of material facts, material particulars, correct verification and the affidavit are relevant and
important when the petition is based on the allegation of corrupt practice and in the absence of those, the
court has jurisdiction to dismiss the petition. The High Court has undoubtedly the power to permit
amendment of the petition for supply of better material particulars and also to require amendment of the
verification and filing of the required affidavit but there is no duty cast on the High Court to direct suo motu
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the furnishing of better particulars and requiring amendment of the petition for the purpose of verification
and filing of proper affidavit. In a matter of this kind the primary responsibility for furnishing full
particulars of the alleged corrupt practices and to file a petition in full compliance with the provisions of
law is on the petitioner. (See in this connection the Constitution Bench decision in Bhikaji Keshao Joshi v.
Brijlal Nandlal Biyani [AIR 1955 SC 610 : (1955) 2 SCR 428] SCR at p. 144.)”

72. However, the Court in that case after going through every details discussed in the petition
came to finally hold that petition not only lacked material facts but also lack material particulars with the
effect that there was defective verification and affidavit was alsonot in the form prescribed order and hence
confirmed the order of the High Court rejected the election petition vide paragraph 30 and 31 thus:

“30. It will thus be seen that the election petition not only lacked the material facts, it lacked
material particulars, defective verification and the affidavit filed was not in the form prescribed.
Moreover, the ingredients of corrupt practices, as defined in Section 123(1)(B) and 123(2) of the
Act are also lacking. It is also not the case of the appellant that any MLA whom the appellant could
not meet, received any gratification, as defined, whether as a motive or a reward for voting or
refraining from voting, or there was any inducement or attempt to induce any such MLA to vote or
refrain from voting. Also itis not the case of the appellant that any undue influence was exercised
with the free exercise of any electoral right of any MLA which right, as noted above, has been
defined in clause (d) of Section 79 of the Act. There is no allegation if any particular MLA was
induced to vote or not to vote in a particular way because he was entertained or otherwise. The
allegation is that the appellant himself could not meet the MLAs and he believed that if he had
been given a chance to meet them he would have influenced their vote in his favour and against
their party of affiliations. There is no allegation that the MLAs were prevented or influenced from
freely exercising their electoral right. As stated earlier the appellant did not show as to why he
could not meet the MLAs on 2.10.1997 when they were available in Pondicherry. The material fact
must be that the appellant was prevented from meeting the MLAs which he did not allege and
as to how he was so prevented would constitute material particulars.

31. The election petition read as a whole did not disclose any cause of action or triable issue.
Considering the facts of the case and the principles of law applicable, the election petition was
rightly dismissed by the High Court in limine”

73. In the considered view of the Court, therefore, in the total circumspect of the facts stated in
the election petition, they do not constitute cause of action as such to maintain election petition. Thus second
point stands answered in favour of returned candidate and against the election petitioner.

74. The grounds that have been raised as ground no. 8 A, 8B and8D, in so far as they relate to
suppression of material facts regarding criminal antecedents, in nomination papers and affidavit filed on the
form 26, do not clarify specifically as to what kind of exact concealment of material particulars have taken
place which necessitated election petitioner to question election on the ground ofalleged corrupt practise.
The material facts not only very sketchy but material particulars as to corrupt practise are not quite
specific and are also not detailed therein in the relevant paragraphs. The nomination papers including
affidavit referred to in the schedule as one of the documents are liable to be held as integral part of the
election petition as proper construction of grounds raised relating to the statement facts and particulars
would not be possible in the absence of these two documents and so the election petition, election petitioner
is liable to be held as not maintainable as proper election petition and its presentation as such within
meaning of Section 83 (1) 83 (a), and therefore, such election petition deservesrejection under Section 86(1)
of R.P. Act on this count alone. There is no further clarity as to how ground 8D is made out.
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75. In the present case as I have already discussed that no such definite particulars have been
setforth in the election petition so as to form a view qua corrupt practise for such suppression or misleading
facts and since such detailed information was required to be made on an affidavit prescribed then such an
affidavit which has also been referred to in the schedule ought to have been filed alongwith election petition.

76. In view of above and having discussed various authorities on the point and since I have held
that election petition not only lacks concise statement of material facts but has failed to set-forth material
particulars which are mandatorily required under Section 83 (1)(a),(b) and both the documents, namely
nomination form andaffidavit mentioned in the scheduled appended to the election petition being an integral
part of it and yet having not been filed, theinstant election petition deserves rejection under Section 86(1) of
the R.P. Act, 1951. Further averments being vague and confusing in totality in various paragraphs, petition
also fails to disclose cause of action as such to maintain it. Accordingly, miscellaneous application filed
under Section 86(1) of the R.P. Act, 1951 being no. 7 of 2022 moved by the returned candidate and
miscellaneous application being no. 4 of 2022 filed under Order VII Rule 11(a) of the CPC are hereby
allowed.

77. Election petition is dismissed.
78. Parties to bear their own cost.
Order Date: 22.12.2023.
Sanjeev (Sd) Ajit Kumar, J.
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P UM T ORIAT T G A& Byl gRI-28 & o 9 gR1-31 @
o dediel 9 T gFGA I o gRT AN SESHN

G| EBASIES 3o o RITTId

B APl B

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

RN TACAW TACA EECUN

1 AR BT 640 3.5400 0.2530 0 0.2530
1 INCISIREK 1 6.9520 6.9520 0 6.9520
2 3 7.7180 7.4660 0 7.4660
3 4 1.2650 1.2650 0 1.2650
4 5 0.8980 0.8980 0.0015 0.8965
5 6 0.8060 0.8060 0 0.8060
6 7 0.9760 0.9760 0 0.9760
7 8 0.3950 0.3950 0 0.3950
8 10 0.6320 0.4900 0 0.4900
9 14 0.7340 0.2880 0 0.2880
10 19 0.6960 0.2320 0 0.2320
11 20 0.2810 0.2810 0 0.2810
12 21 0.5030 0.5030 0 05030
13 22 0.3070 0.3070 0 0.3070
14 25 0.6260 0.3130 0.0112 0.3018
15 26 0.6080 0.6080 0 0.6080
16 84 0.0250 0.0250 0.0054 0.0196
17 85 0.0240 0.0240 0 0.0240
18 86 0.0250 0.0250 0 0.0250
19 87 0.2560 0.2560 0.0093 0.2467
20 88 0.3271 0.3271 0 0.3271
21 92 0.8110 0.8110 0 0.8110
IISET 2 J¥aIfdd G da%bd 28.4051 23.5011 0.0274 23.4737
Sfo gaTaR g,

SICIECIDGRE
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U. P. HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT BOARD
Land Acquisition Section, Head Quarters
Under Section 32 (1) of U.P. Housing and Development Board Act, 1965 (U.P. Act-1 of 1966)
NOTICE
August 24, 2024

No. 803/ LAC-HQ-1(¥HTT-1)—"Notification is hereby issued under Section 32(1) of the Uttar
Pradesh Housing and Development Board Act, 1965 (Act-1, 1966) that, in exercise of the powers conferred
by Section 31(2) of the said Act, the scheme named 'New Jail Road Bhoomi Vikas Evam Grihasthan Yojana,
Mohanlalganj, Lucknow Phase-II, which was first published under Section 28 of the said Act in Part Eight
on pages 337-338 of the Uttar Pradesh Gazette dated 22.07.2023, and for which approval under Section
31(1) of the Act was granted by the Honorable Board in its 266" meeting dated 12.06.2024 under item
number 266/25 has been approved by the Governor as informed by the Uttar Pradesh State Government's
Housing and Urban Planning Section-2 through letter number 1107/8-2-24-01HB/2024 Lucknow dated
02.08.2024, in relation to the Villages of Moharikala and Sithaulikurd included in the said scheme.

The details of the land proposed for acquisition under the 'New Jail Road Bhoomi Vikas Evam
Grihasthan Yojana, Mohanlalganj, Lucknow phase-II in the Villages of Moharikala and Sithaulikurd,
Pargana and Tehsil Mohanlalganj, District Lucknow are as follows-

S1. No. Village, Gata No. Total Proposed Adjusted area Area of land
Pargana, Tehsil Area Area in recommended by to be
& District Section-28 the planning acquired in
committee and section 31

the board meeting

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectare Hectare Hectare Hectare
1 Mohari Kala 640 3.5400 0.2530 0 0.2530
1 Sithouli Kurd 1 6.9520 6.9520 0 6.9520
2 3 7.7180 7.4660 0 7.4660
3 4 1.2650 1.2650 0 1.2650
4 5 0.8980 0.8980 0.0015 0.8965
5 6 0.8060 0.8060 0 0.8060
6 7 0.9760 0.9760 0 0.9760
7 8 0.3950 0.3950 0 0.3950
8 10 0.6320 0.4900 0 0.4900
9 14 0.7340 0.2880 0 0.2880
10 19 0.6960 0.2320 0 0.2320
11 20 0.2810 0.2810 0 0.2810
12 21 0.5030 0.5030 0 0.5030
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Hectare Hectare Hectare Hectare
13 Sithouli Kurd 22 0.3070 0.3070 0 0.3070
14 25 0.6260 0.3130 0.0112 0.3018
15 26 0.6080 0.6080 0 0.6080
16 84 0.0250 0.0250 0.0054 0.0196
17 85 0.0240 0.0240 0 0.0240
18 86 0.0250 0.0250 0 0.0250
19 87 0.2560 0.2560 0.0093 0.2467
20 88 0.3271 0.3271 0 0.3271
21 92 0.8110 0.8110 0 0.8110
Total Proposed Area for Scheme 28.4051 23.5011 0.0274 23.4737

Dr. Balkar Singh,
Housing Commissioner.

S} U< AT U fasa uRkeg
weanfSae seiifaR afdfw wpee 1973 (FamEwifem)
GG
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SOFFART Afd eler=T 1973 (JUTANET) & 9M—4 & fafga—8 # =Aaqq g & | A
SfeaRaa sl § oo {50 S Td emaesr SR&T-18 /2 / 81—&—2—2012, & 6 S, 2012 H
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EREIERCIRRE

Fenfa fafaas

A candidate for recruitment to the Service
must have attained the age of 18 years and
must not have attained the age of 30 years on
the Ist day of January next following the year
in which the vacancies are notified under
sub-regulation (2) of regulation 13 :

A candidate for recruitment to the Service
must have attained the age of 18 years and
must not have attained the age of 40 years on
the 1st day of January of the year in which the
vacancies are notified under sub-regulation (2)
of regulation 13 :
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19— Fyaa affal @ fay YRETSU™E-— 19 4 @aR sKAE 8F dd 9-fecaer, -
AR, GRET IUBRYT, AT Riefex & A1 ATRINSTH-ARD AR Wi FRfhedr dfeq ofe & g
Afed T GReT SU qAT WffIeE offh Traiide Uol Aeid Whdurd Us IR Refdferce™ vae, 2013
# fAfde U9 3 SU SUdel B & folU gy ffaRer fT=erR 8nm |

20— BIPHd W (9 A4S & FHeare—
(@) ATSHAALR! 3HTUNER TRUTTHT URYE TRIMYR §RT AHI-ITHY UR ARG Il R &

HIhel Felol Uq S Bl IR AT |

(@) a3 gRI IifRex 34 Ul & i 3 # MuiRa At sxaeRd wied Wil d
IS FaRAT iR FaRor &, S faftrad w9 9 =7 a7 &R et 2, srfegfad el &R widal
Sl U4 IS U &RA & forv T1ffd e & ifderl & ur o o (GRRre-6 <) |

(M) BRE Juatdl A FHAREd HT B IuEAR GIAET R JUAd! FoReR T UH Yargd Bl
GoTIghd SITURER &1 Widhel Folol U4 Heol &l IRl &Y |

21— e/ (SuarR |fder ad) & AffaR-

(@) o fod o & e a1 u™ dEredl & 91 wEEiar S (@) (RN 7,
Bi¥-4) TR FXIER B R gD 80 de R SUAL SUIR JAGT TR Bldbd ool Td AL D GRIE
IR @1 3rgHfcr <7 & foU 8ive guetd! 99 ST |

(@) TRUfRT RYg MR BRE JUAdl H IS JUaldl FolRex o dMT & 3R HH
PR qrel (Sl /TRBRI) AUl DI IU=R FlAem & IReEre Fae, Farer ufshan, T geb iR
ffefse srafer @ <R wfdafEd fbu 7g faaRer qr & aR H R DR |

(1) TRUIfAST URYE TEHYR dagH CHR DI U AR IE@RETG B FRIE0T BT 3HR
JAR FHRIF0T T |
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(@) FUEa fer S gt iR STER JRET W AV I dT Bidd ool U6 HeS al
T[oTeRT b1 RRIET0T bt &1 M, gIRT fhar Sirg |

(8) BT YU I FolRex JUAG! IT I TARIG Bl BIihed Iool U4 Aol dl I
er A1 & aR H TSR 1 R STaR gl # fraiRa far o1 daar 2

@) THY Sy & fell il 97y, I “BRT JUadl” B o & Forvex Juatdl /T
AT ¥ A dTel BIdhd ¥efol U Heol bl FRAIRG el fhar S dhar &, df Vo1 Refd o | ugel
ERE JUeAd] BH 9 HH 15 QT Ugel s FIT |

22— Froma (91 Su=aR gfdwn aran) & ada—

(@) e a1 am dara e o™ STaR giaen T8 7 99 e &1 9m, gRe Juad!
S A FHSIAT 09 (THIAY) TR BWIER YT 3R BRE JUTdl & UK SUTe] IUAR JGfAeT TR Blbed
TS T4 WS & GRIEW FRARY & Y FoRer Juetd! BT R a7 |

@) frer a1 9w dad (e o SuaR 939 81 8) U9 UINIAh &5 H BH BRd
arel (P51 /ARBRY) SATRERT B IUAR GIAeT B BRI qae), FaRer ufshan, U g (@l @18 7))
e g1 FaiRa Afde gei @ IR faftee amyfd arf & SHaER <)

(M I MR BRE JUAAT & FoReR Ul &I W JMT § T8 8, d Feg SR &
g e @ i & foU g @ U Ugd Al § 3R Blbd Wiel Ud dee @ U Us 3fdRA
R Yret fasfid e |JHar B |

(&) TRUTfereT aRye oRGHYR fafifdse aret ol uraer iR Y@RErd o1 FR1eTor B 3R
T TR FRIAT I |

(S) ERE Jguerd!l HUB by oM iR Mfide Fare Wa d@ QY S arel Bl et
Td WS B IOTAT BT IRIETOT X |

(@) I "BRE JUAL!" Pl &HAT Foleex JUAd! B BIdhel Folol Ud Aol Bl HaeH & forg
P TS A1 B, Al TRUMID! URYE TEMYR Bl U 7Y “8RC JUdl” DI @Il HRA a1fey AT Y
"IUER Gagr & FEor & oy o5 & Ry SgRig Ao ARy |

23— wffal o1 UREIUT— AT U TR Bihd Woiol Ud IS d Bidbd Tl hrl,
galTs 3R FRARYT a1 SHanRal & \raftie ufieor & oy Sorerl 8rm |

24— ST @ Frafa w@re Sia— I8 e o &1 IR dsdaur sifwex. &1
BT b U FRIFd 41 &1 A1 § BH A BH Udh aR WA g 81 A12Y iR SAdT Rafe Har
B! fear S =nfey, fad e Y8 IR ArgA|gR 3ifiRex bl FHI-9g WR ARG g8 BT YIdH
HAT TS G ¢ |

25— dHT— ASIAYRI AR gRT B W [ MU HHAT &7 WRITH s trargdie vl
g Whdod Us @R Refdferced vae, 2013 iR 2003 &I Re A1fIedr W1 583 (AHIS HHART
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AT TAT T I WRA FH TAT ) H Bldhel Tl Ud Aol DI Mo, golrg 3R AR a1
afshar & SR geHeAT o Refd o Haled =Iraerdy & Qe 27 A/, 2014 & AR & d8d GISal ferdar
STd DI STRMABIRGT BT QY S aTel J3maol I Hak B & oy FH1 fbar Srgam |

26— s g fhar SH1— 39 Sufafy |fkd 81 9 Hell @ d1al & ©U § AoHIR ANy @R
IFHT A Tae, 2013 @ B W UaU & Sooied @ AW H, oAlHd g SfINeR FHI-THI W
JERIET §€ @ YA dRA BT 91 BT, fORT g™ e fhar S &Ik FwresT TR &7 oUeR e
g S w8 WEdl | (CSC) st faffds sifer (sfdeRal) o RymiRer & garfds grm|

IATI-VI
Blhd ¥9 U4 A< $T IUAR AR g: 39T/ Frearen
27— SUYAR / R I &) ygdar—

(@) TRUMRT URYE TREMYR 6 e (RIell) & Yga dT 3R gRd &I Sfe
AT IS SRS T TRUTART URYE AEHYR & URIRT Ahlg Bl §RT Bidhel ToTol Ud A<l Bl

SUAR / fARaRer fear s |

(@) SU=R GAaT & 31a H (MH BT 9M), 39 U & s8R JUad! [oH gars SuaR
Jfawr g1, S A1 FESIAT A0 B S JAET BT FRATA ST (BH 4 IR 7)

(M) Wi T Ud AeS @GR FRAORT 8 TRUToldT URYg TREAMYR & AU &
&3 H "FoRe} JuAdl” B uRAfT @ Rerfa #, Su=R & g e[ (Fs 28) @ AT 9@ TH
JFARA FRARYT AT BT fdhed g1 ST Havell © |

28— WIhd ool Ud A U &)+ @ foay @aadr &1 fwf— TRuiferer aReg
AEMYR SR ARG SIaT IR BT (A Sy 81 dl el SUaR I3 &l gavel 84 b
FIRA SUER g @ W) SR USlipd dredl §RT @Y MU Bibe ISl U4 ARS B
SUAR / FRAReT &1 G & oy Ry e a1 Al WR 3Maedd IUHROT YT BT |

29— BIPHd W T4 9 U &1 @ fog wd=amiar a1 fgfaa—

(@) Bide TSl U6 HCol T $HR AR 30 Hatd SUaR Giaem # wIFaRd &3 & oy
TRUTTHT URYE AEHYR §RT Td AR WoId WR Ui §&d1 H dHaral (foiv dexer) ol Hygad
o Sem | (A} Mm@ o SUeER gl & A gRe Juadl]

() Wi w1 Ud WS UKl $HR 3R 59 fARA "SU=R Jiaer” H wEaRd &= a1
S BRE QU & [UER Giawr # wor & foy e g7 itgfed wre R uaf| e (fof
dexe) e o | (3R e & U STaR gidem T8 € I Y Feve’ Juad! & R 2

30— Bihd ool Ud Ao U &3 & 99— [Aara@En R afe arg 81 a ere guad))]

gRT FYad SHaIRAl gRT IS ORI wId R §R3-990 R [a™ (A1 8Re Juadl ar] 81)] 8RT
AEGT 37al & IR Blhdd ool Td A UK {HIT QT |
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31— sftEfe suf¥re fomer sgafa 7€ 2— IRgfed wd w efie sulte T
BIhd Flol Gd Aol & [FRAROT T 3IgAfT 81 &1 SITgd] |

32— Widhd ool (9 9 R AR TRUfGdE aRYg MR gR1 Fgad Sl &
JMERIFET RIe TR Bidhel Folol Yd Heol U< de 3R TR / FRARY & & forg fdifara fsar s |

33— SUAIRT Bibd ool §d 4 &I FIRT SWATA— FHR Al &1 srguaRa widd
TSl T4 ACH & HY TR & WReF T4 afareiig g9l & R # STHd T R I SUaR

Jiaar ¥ IUART Bibd Flol Td S FRIAT BRI Bl HIAISd B |

JTI-VII
U 3R yad=
34— WM 3R Yad-—

(@) 9 Al @1 wemEe 3R Uadd il [FR Tga / ARl TfRIdRI] 31 TR
IR / AT ISR gRT fAffad srfrpd Mo & ififzd it & urd 2T |

() TRUTTHT URYG AEHYR Bidhdl Folol bl MBI, TS T ITAR B JaTY IS BR
& fou g9 R iR iR IR SwrTaEdl Yoo (JoR ®IN) o Fdhdl 2 | N a¥gell
e & & oy, ITIRTHAist &1 59 Jail & oy JIrde HRA1 81 |

(1) M@ & M e Weedl AAfd (CSC) & e dn Sl Mar e a9 |
T BIhd ool Ud Aol Bl Rderor iR R gHfied & |

(&) TRUTfoIT URYE AEHYR Bidhd ool U4 Hol & MeRIl gars & fofy JRfed d¥ie
FHea &= & forg U ool Reuie dfced e (SemRue) fFgad & |

35— ofid @ foru faeiy wfda— s SuffRl & gwrdt a8e & o &= &R dadd @& 3ee
q, TRUMHT IRYG AGHYR & Ui BT T g {6l ot uReR 4, uRaed arsl iR ®idbd wiol gd
A ITAR G & Feror o afdd 8rf |

36— FRIT Seaies 3R AT

(@) 37 U=l & B A vaer &1 Socted &) R Afdd I =99 e & forg
AT | ST |

@) fo=i ff Sfdd R 39 F9Hl & d8d SSIAd W or] 86, afe v afdd— (@) 39
SUfaferl & fasdl ft UTae &1 Seeied &Rl ® AT SHET Ul B+ § fAvd v8dr ®, (@) 9 fafrst
% ded Bl Y wfdd & wRIRT A1 (6l S e 3 M & U AAfagd AReRT AT 3 TR
@ B H GRIT STeldl &, 1 eed $Ral 7, (1) fhdl f ioaed /AaR @ 81 9 Widd ool ey
@1 fehar Hanferd e 2 |

139 €
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(1) 39 SUfaffrll & uguEl @ Soolgd & I YUY WM 9Tl JAfdd b gRkfie-s #
JeeiRad RIRT @7 AMT & ST fBar Sgm &R S drd & d8d JbaAT Il SIg AR SrEr
AT 8, Sl gTv o @ Rerfay § th vy v Rl /39 @ dred W S 81 HoaT 2 |

@) < B N, =l N AT 7 RO < uRite-s # e w5 9§ ue T8 far T g, <y
IR ST B, WA W ARUIIDT URYG FEMQR §RT 09 fbT ST dTel S & Arf g8+ 8T |
(S) 9T R B @ o1y, Ig A fhar Sran & & 9 Iufdferl &1 ois |1 ard faer
I DI IH FAI AN fH¥l 31 Uil SIfd a7 391 Sufdfel & d8d Se4 @5 &1 & forg ar
qd @ oIy IAD Ted JhaAl g, ST B A T8I DT |
37— Adid— MR & e AP & Fvi | e bz |l @fdd s U™l & d8d
Srferem=d AT & U 39 ke @ vl & favg ot R wad 2 |

38— faare guEme Sufaf— 9 SufdftRl & fharaas & Wed § S fbsdl ot faare &1 gamm=
Sadl TR (MR o1 ) & SIEHR &5 dTel Fed ~ATerd §RT RAR Bl & ded [har SIg |

39— BIdHd ¥l U4 4o SUfAfrl # Wenes— A ufhar &1 ured &_d gY AagIdhdl
e W Fe™ & U Bidhd Folol Ud Heol SUARRT # | &1 &1 &R 8N |

gRf¥rse-1
(&S 2 (23), 3(7) 3MX 5 (B) IH)
Adftcd S &1 feuza— dfed <o nfid =1 & forv fensyw ot dfear ue™ oxar ®
(3TTST™ 2470 [WIT 1] 1985) | Mficd Cdb & AT & oY Ig §{B ARICRI & IR R [EWs9 AFGS

TERIG BRAT 21 Bic iR ¢ &3 & foly I8 IMardl Bl &I H @[ gy ol g¥eieled &l fdarul
UG BRAT & | Dald Aol -dh WReF Ud UITaRY JRIIHD! FIS, THIAGERY & AU T9RT §RT

IR HaRSl 3R Aeloldl SUAR WX A3l & 9RT U H 30 R UG S Adb 3T Y 7 |
TrEferd iR YRS ATge Weodl & oY 39 Ws H dd-iidl & AME ($Slled aa1g Y 8 | 1T &I, 9Rd
H Hfted SH Pl AMAR TR Blel Ul & Y & sgalse fbar S © |

dftcd o & fafada—

1— JAATDR: g 3R ATy Bl AU 2 | 4
2— TERTS 1.0 9 25 AL & =

3— 31 HeT: Ul B R oldls BT 2,/3

4— T BET: TEAT BET fol widIg DI e

5— HeF— BT (Hed) UAd $HeT & HW

6— ffdare, Rere iR ReRr <
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dficd S &1 IgEiia ImeR—

SUATHAT B G&T oS EIIE Tq D RIS (WBTS HaTdA)
1 2 3 4
Hrex Hrex Hrex
5 15 0.75 1.05
10 2 0.90 1.40
15 2 0.90 2.00
20 23 1.10 1.80

AT 1— Afled P FT MBR B AFAMI (AR YdT8) R ARG BT 2, Afed SH B FMHR
BT TIT PR TG FD MUAET B S ARG | 36 aR § SHHRI & fofY, $Udl dIasyd 2470 (A1
1), 1985 <% |

e 2— W dIs & forv 300 A &1 Urau WA TnfRu |

AT WA 3R Aeoldl IUAR IR HIAT-A1T T SO | Adgasgall, 2012

Aftcd T B gudl— I B &A1 Bl Tl HHRI BT @i BT TEs H IuInY Bl B,
Afteds b B ear Ao H FfeaRaa wiw figd 28—

1— I[aATEH (M) %0 Feifdd o uerif & uaiw sawres & fov u’a 10 o /e &t
fip o) ¥ Ya18 B for 0.92 o7 Hex &5hel &1 AMqUHdT Bidl 2 | 3MH dR W, Jadre &5 Pl Texrs
0.3 Hiex B 2|

2— BYhol ToTol SISOe: SUGIYHE S &1 &adr ufd $fier 0,032 g a1y

3— BIhd Tl 3R Tl YSRUT: Blihel IoTol AHhls b 1 ATl & IaxTel & folT, Th Bibdl olol
YSNUT &T9dT 0.0002'365 = 0.073 m3/HUTT BT MaIIhdl Bl ¢ |

4— BT 9IS B0 HH I HH 0.3 Ho

gRf¥rse-2
(@S 14 (@) 3R 5 (1) )

TR UIferdT IRYE MR 3§ BIdhd ool MHRI 3R JCSl @l galls Hal & fold IuINTaHdl
Yo (IO BI) BT A (SrgATI)
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H0%0 syofy geh &1 AT @ fu 3000 efer a)
1 2 3
ey
1 AT 1,500
2 EIERIDEY 2,000
3 RGN el / BIero] 1,500
4 ol ¥amet / Hrers 2,000
5 TRERI BT 1,500
6 gled, Werwe, ol srudara 2,000
7 9 e /3= e g sienfie gvermq 2,500

Uid— Ao Jaud & folu SRS 19T Wlelhld 2022 9 Uh Gay forar am 2|

e 1— STWRTHA! Yob (JoR D) DI 39 ARl § NORgRT GHa-9g 1) ArA fbar o
AT B

2— SWRIGT SR 9y 3000 <fiex Wibel Tiol Td Weol WS &1 el W menlRd 2|
IS P SR AT W IR HRAT AT ST 3 HaR (WlAldT &) Soa e, FRAORT fhy T dus,
e U, SR, deM, WIRed BT dlddl, 3T Hox) ® W ATUd d¥id d STl 74T & |

gRRf¥rse-3
(@s 7 (B) <W@)

IA1d IUXHR IR GRAT SUGI— BRI W R FHfIRad g97d IuwdR IR el IuHRT

SUTe B9 fau—

(@) TRR & YRT 9 &I U ¥ Uifelgeex ¥ 99 84 8, 9 Ruaifdeg g € ok e
iR W IR BT e B B

() TRR B IeAT Hooll / GReET dee
@) aitme & ARG /NI S ¢, gu, gy 3R Siampi onfe & qarar 2
(@) 99T <
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(8) IR THRA IR SN ST Iif¥e 9919 3R EoRAe Al & Bdd e R 9
JfaRad Jrefm < 8 R Yerlgel & a4 8ld ©

(@) e TarRll Br JARAT H ST A A & ol IRIMSG SIS SIel Bl &AdT dTel WISl 7o
(B) T & T & HIC! TelIe (Hies) Ol R # HM T & foY AR BT &

(V) TART SKHTA BF a1l SARE, Sl U il d8 9 38l g el 8/l © o
SRRT A BM WR A @ IRl AR TAT Sl Fahal ¢ | I e & a9 81 A1ty iR dagd Saxl &
JTAURT SUARM BT € STl ofiId e WR 85dBa I 9% Bl ©

gRfdrse-4
(@< 6 (1) 3R 8 W)
TR grferel uRee aEfiyR

Registration form for Private Desludging Operator

B 1— e (Mer &1 9M) § Bied ol U6 9es & GU8y, aRaed (iR fAuem & forg arses

3Mae I | Bibel Telol Tq
et AdTe

S| Tl B s 1) T SIRER /
SHERI BT TH

2 Tttt ettt et st b st bR et a s et a s e A bbb es et en b s et s s e bt en s s et s e santanaees RISEICAGIER |

BT Bl

.................................................................................................................................................................................... .

3— UOHPT BIITTTT BT T oo

xR a1 B R Gl R 2 ) oS
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Al-dblIas AT B dict g

el T faawor

N

PH qre- bl aredi bl bR PINESL)

JH dmr few ool

do IRREIE dR (aer-ASes a1 (Aisd)

SRl /TR B ARG db

TH HISCS) T

AT (eflex ) du 7

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1
2
3
4
6— ATSHA Bl URIRT BT & AT BT TTGROT, TBGT— oo (RHre =)
7— W ol & gl (- uf) (81 /78—
ISl @ UBR - 8 /8 WA & UBR 8 /78] TS & UHR gl /el
EEEIERRIN TdT gHToT HHATRAT DI AT
GSITehROT FHTOTY fhetd Aféfhae T SR diferdl Il &
T UF
GYOT JHIOTS SIS asdd qredie A1gSl Hiel
ATDT DI Fel FT—

H /89 U0 o)d & 6 /TR GRT dicaiq 1 9 8 § o T3 IHGRI o Fakd 34 &R
fIears & AR 9 & | § I8 A yEId wRar g #9 e FHl &k wral & ug iR st form

g 3R IH! el IR & oy |ead g1 § wend § &

I W gRT & TS BIs 9 AHBRI TTd T

S € dF o9y & foIv amde fhdl ff 99 Rg o) & folv SaReril 8 |

s ik o d—

Jdeh B BEER

1— BIhd ol U I P DHac Udh QQGIE{I gRT SN SIESSRSIEILY JARER gRT & AUBd

B ST iR gare & ST |
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2— Ffde ITaR 97 0P BIhd WSl U4 A< & GUB 3R gals & (oY Yob Juerdl gRI
Iy R FEiRT fear S| @18 A sreiaen sifuver R /|uiky & Arfors 3 RgiRa ged 4
e drs RN TET TG |

3— WIdhel ¥olol Ud Aol oI gells JUedl gRT 9 WA & forg Srgifed arest gRT & fasar e |

4— TRHEERI e I8 gHRFd o & dE wa 9 Ffide SR 993 0@ gar &
SR BIdhd FoIol Ud Aol &1 Dls RAE 7 & |

5— Pl Tofol Ud WSl o S dTell dre- Idoid & SR fhdl 9T hRTd BIdid & BRI

TR & fog fsl +ff @R & 99 & oy v wu | gafoord 8F1 912y |
6— IJIATIRT Dael Ffde wee FI= H & Blbe ol Td AL BT U & |

7— BIhd w9l U4 IS & URIeT & folv SUINT fhy SH drel I8+ IR As9d & Uah Ufd
T ¥ Ui Bl ST |

8— qTE /CHR B BT Ul 7 | Ue fhar o 19 o ATeRT § ATaem & A1 "septic tank
waste" (ST #) 3R "Adge smuftre" (Fd #) forar grm|

o— Ffde STaR du3 9«E # xy A W x: am A y: pm T& Bidhd ool (d Aol U

BT | ATIRER] DI TGTAR 307 SRATHT HATAT DI JToTT I ALY |

10— Y9I |HIS AATG YT PR AR Ffdard GRem SUBRVN BT SuANT JAREd o+ & forg
AT HHETRAT & AT g @ oy dArseRy RER 8 |

11— IR f[dgell # | 0 & Sooied @ A H, JAEHd € IR D foly IR 86,
AGUAIRS PI GREAT S B ol QI 3R 98 39 Al & Iociad & oy MgiRa g€ &1 =
A & forg ff STRERN BN |

gRR¥rse-5
s 6 (31) AR 8 ;F
s UT™y
TR uiferst aRee aEfigR

License for Private Desludging Operator

B 2— Wihd el QEI' ST B AU, G‘aC’Ilsc CIFEESIEY C'Hﬁﬂ‘l.ﬁ Ue™ &A1 e TR
S
qrfeldT URYE TRIHUR ¥ Wihd el Qa. NN ‘:IE'I-C’(;\I‘CI\?S IR VT B HYB, <fw(*||$c IR RO @
S

e T Y o o

qrel 3ifavex /
SH® §IT AT &1 Sl 3— Sar 1 R

1= STTATD BT AT (/G sttt m%ﬁ

Hel gy




ATSHY, AU gR® gRT 0Bl U # 9d1g g WA & I7qureld & 3fef= 81 |
O A gt UIeTY @ e
SR ol —

1— BIhd TIol U4 WSl P dhad (H JUdl §RT SIRI AlgHd U Sifuvex gRT & |yl
far ST 3R gl @l ST |

2— Ffde ITaR 97 0P BIhd Wl U4 <o & GUB 3R gals & (oY Yob Juerdl gRI
Y- R FEiR fbar S| 18 A1 sreiaan sifRer eR/|uiky & Arfors & FMgiRa god A
e drs RN BT TG |

3— WIdhd T U4 9o & galls JUadl gRT 59 Ao & ol JrgAIfad aresi gr1 & fdar
ST |

4— TRHEERI e I8 gHRFd o & e wd 9 Ffide SR 993 0@ gar &
SRTT BIdd wofol Ud Ao &l $lg RG1d 7 8 |

5— Pl Tofol Ud WSl o S dTell dreg- ddoid & SR fhdl 9T 3hRTd BIdid & BRI

el & forg fell i IR 9§ 99 & oy qaid w9 | gaAfsord 8FT1 =112y |

6— ISR dHad (i e I # & Widhd ool Ud Heol &I MUeH & |

7— BIhd w9l Ud IS & IRIeT & folv SUINT fhy SH drel a8+ IR As9d & Uah Ufd
T ¥ TR @l ST |

8— a1« /CHR B Wiel 7 | e fhar Se RO W ATeRT H A @ AT "septic tank
waste" (3T #) iR "Herge sl (fFd) #) forar g1 |

o— ffde STaR w93 9« # 07 &A1 9 08 am ¥ 06 pm TH Bidd Fool Ud AT IS

BT | ATIRER] DI TGTAR 307 ST HATAT DI AT I AR |
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10— Y9I |HIS AATG JaT PR AR Ffdard GRem STHRVN BT SUANT JAREd o+ & forg
AT PEERAl @ i g & forg arsdde RTHER B |

11— IR f[dgell # | 0 & Sooied @ A H, JAEHd € IR D foly IR 86,
TGRS PI GREAT Sl IR ol QI 3R 98 39 Al & Iociad & oy FgiRa g€ &1 =
A & forg ff ITRER BRI

gRidree-6
(Es 13 (@), 20 (@) <)
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NOTICE

It is generally informed that my correct name
is SAILJA YADAYV wife of late Subhash Chandra,
which is mentioned in my educational records and
Aadhaar Card. In my son's (SWAPNIL YADAYV)
high school 2022 mark certificate (Roll number-
23250989) and intermediate 2024 mark certificate
(Roll number-23698591) my name has been
mentioned as SAILJA DEVI which is wrong.

Sailja Yadav,
Vill-Pannoi, Post-Mahgaon,
Dist.- Kaushambi.

NOTICE

I, ASHOK NARAIN S/O SHRI RAM
SANEHI TIWARI, Residing at Quarter No-350 A,
Rail Gaon Colony, Subedarganj, Prayagraj, U.P.-
211015 have change my name to ASHOK NARAIN
TIWARI vide affidavit date Olst June 2024 at
Prayagraj

ASHOK NARAIN.

goh UG YhIRIb—(-q¥dh, U Ud IG--AHl, SR Yo, YIRS |



