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1. Hasina Fagal Dihani (Pharyndal Gizawani (2020))2. Naach Mary Rani (Fresh Arrivals (2020)3. Cai ni Carda (from Shalang) (Fresh Arrivals (2020)4. Orumanam (Druba Nachatiram (2020))5. Taran Ke Shehar (Taaron Ke Shehar (2020)) 6. Burjcalipa (Fresh Arrivals (2020)7. Maine Tuhara (Dil Bechara (2020)8. A. Meer dill (Fresh Arrivals (2020)) 9. Aabaad Barbaad (from Ludo)
(Fresh Arrivals (2020))10. Sawan Mein Ragay ag (Genie Wets Sunny (2020))11. Judeo-Yaan (Fresh Arrivals (2020))12. LOL (Jeannie Weds Sunny (2020)13. Blagundi Vaala (Srikaram (2020)14. EMI Title Song (Ee Ammayi (EMI) (2020)) 15. Evare Nubu (Krurashi (2020)16. Kalangalil Aval Basantam (Pom Paaba Manipu) (Nenzam Marapatilai - PBS Hits (2020)17. Pirchhala
(Ginny Weds Sunny (2020)18. Ponck Ponck (Genie Wezs Sunny (2020))19. Terry Hippazat (Fresh Arrivals (2020)20. Humpham (Fresh Arrivals (2020))21. Mirchi (Party Hits (2020)) 22. Fir WagonJege (Party Hits (2020)23. Nine Nien (Alazadi (2020))24. Thumb Tulal (Cobra (2020))25. Aang Con Main (Terry Aangcon Main (2020)26. Nine Nien (Nishavda (2020)27. Sridby Soda
Center (Theme Song) (Sridev Soda Center (2020))28. I Love You (Shukra (2020)29. PacitaoJu (Pacchataoge (2020)30. Nenjame (Doctor (2020))31. Cellamma (The Doctor (2020)32. Haan Main Galat (Love Azcal (2020)33. Ninaipastellaam Nathantu (Pom Nenil or Alayam) (Nenzam Marapatilai - PBS Hits (2020))34. Rubaru (Jeannie Weds Sunny (2020)35. Trarati Gardiner (Color
Photo (2020)36. Ennukhani (Tobubukulata (2020)37. Badan Pe Sitare Lapet Huye ('60s Dance Tamakaka (2020))38. Olu (Maniyarail Ashokan (2020)39. Leila (Fresh Arrivals (2020)40. Laban (Fresh Arrivals (2020)) petitioner belongs to the Lambada tribe, which is included in the schedule under a schedule shortage order, in 1976 he is under schedule in relation to the state of
Andhra Padeci. The primary respondent belongs to Banzara Caste. Herbumo is from The Laor Thanda Village, Kinwar Taluk, Nand District and Maharashtra. She was born and raised in Maharashtra state and was living in the village of Zaror until she married. They belong to Banzara Caste and are included in other back-ranked lists as far as maharashtra states are told.
According to the Maharashtra government's 1361-M resolution, the 1961 scheduled date on Maharashtra's Vimukta Zatis list, castebanjaras, appears as caste Reimann's name in Sl.No.7. She married Ramesh Ratod, a resident of the Tardihatnor Village, Narnour Mandal and Adilabad districts. Ramesh Rathod's family said it belongs to the Lambada Tribe, which includes schedules
under castes and schedule tribal orders (amendments) to the Act, 1976. First responders belong to Banzara Caste, who is included in other back-ranked lists, while her husband belongs to the Lambada tribe, which is included in the scheduled tribe. For the purposes of the Constitution As far as the state of Andhra Padeci, India, is concerning, first responders are not part of the
lack of schedules. The petitioner obtained a school entrance registration related to the primary respondent and found that it belonged to the Banjara Caste.A general provision. Therefore, if the election of a filer is declared invalid, there is no provision filed in this court's notice by the petitioner that the petitioner may request an additional declaration to declare that he or she has
been duly elected. In this respect, defense attorneys who learned about the 1 respondent relied on decisions reported in Prakash Candre V DR. VIJAY KUMAR KHANDRE AND THE OTHER 29 WERE ELECTED IN THIS WAY (FARAH 14), AND THERE IS NO SPECIFIC PROVISION FOR THE NEXT HIGHEST-VOTE SECURED PERSON TO BE ELECTED IN AN ELECTION IN
WHICH AN ELECTED CANDIDATE IS DECLARED DISQUALIFIED FROM THE ELECTION AND HAS MORE THAN ONE CANDIDATE CONTESTING THE ELECTION. Actis is silent at this point. It is also not estimated that the votes secured by disqualified elected candidates have been wasted or that the next candidate who has secured more votes will have secured them. If a
disqualified candidate is not able to contest the election, it will be questioned in the realm of predictability and prediction of whether voters will be able to vote yes to a candidate who has secured more votes than any other candidate. In such circumstances, he said that declaring the elimination of the nomination was not eligible for election by a member of the electoral office or any
other candidate. In light of the above decision, it is clear that relief declaring that a petitioner has been duly elected cannot be granted because it is silent on this law, unless it is a provision (a) or clause (b) of Section 101 of the Act of 1951. It is not true that petitioners received a majority of valid votes over returned candidates, or that votes obtained by corrupt candidates appeared
to be corrupt. Accordingly, this case does not attract Article 101 of 1951 and therefore cannot be declared further. .C 20092-11-2010 Ajmerahari naik Mansan Ratod and nine other petitioner defense attorneys: Mr. Trump. Boza Tarakham Counsel No. 1:K.Ramakrishna Reddy :Verdict: This petition is filed under Sections 81r/w (a) and (i) (i) to declare the election of 1951 (1951).
(S.T.) Congressional districts are annulled and the same thing aside, 006 Kanapur (S.T.) declared that he or she was duly elected as a member of the Congressional districts under Section 84 of the 1951 Act. 2. The brief facts required for the disposition of the current petition can be described as follows: Election Petitioner 006 Kanapur (S.T.) In contention candidates.
parliamentary constituency. In this election, petitioners were convened by the National Congress party in India, and first-level respondents were removed from the Telugudesam party. 16-04, 2009, these same constituency elections were held. Primary respondents polled 56,014 votes, she was 006Kanapur (S.T.) was declared a member of the. parliamentary constituency. The
petitioner won 29,582 votes and he came second in the election. Two to nine respondents are different candidates from different parties and independents. The election result was declared 16-05-2009. The petitioner belongs to the Lambada tribe, which was included in the 1976 Schedule Shortage Order, a schedule shortage associated with Andhra Padeci state. The primary
respondent belongs to Banzara Caste. Herbumo is from The Laor Thanda Village, Kinwar Taluk, Nand District and Maharashtra. She was born and raised in Maharashtra state and was living in the village of Zaror until she married. They belong to Banzara Caste and are included in other back-ranked lists as far as maharashtra states are told. According to the Maharashtra
government's 1361-M resolution, the 1961 scheduled date on Maharashtra's Vimukta Zatis list, castebanjaras, appears as caste Reimann's name in Sl.No.7. She married Ramesh Ratod, a resident of the Tardihatnor Village, Narnour Mandal and Adilabad districts. Ramesh Rathod's family said it belongs to the Lambada Tribe, which includes schedules under castes and schedule
tribal orders (amendments) to the Act, 1976. First responders belong to Banzara Caste, who is included in other back-ranked lists, while her husband belongs to the Lambada tribe, which is included in the scheduled tribe. For the purposes of the Indian Constitution, as far as the status of Andhra Padeci is concerning, first responders do not belong to a lack of schedule. The
petitioner got a school entrance registration related to the first respondent, which appeared to be that of a banzara caste. Under Article 5(a) of the 1951 Act, which was elected in 1951 to fill the legislature's seat in Andhra Pradesh, not any of the tribes in Andhra Pradesh are either dopas and are in contention for a seat reserved for lack of schedule. 006Khanapur (S.T.)
Parliamentary constituency in which she is disqualified from debate because she is declared to be elected as a member of the Legislature, her election was annulled Void. Article 366 (25) The lack of timeline of the Indian Constitution is explained by no. According to Lack of Schedule, it means a portion of such a tribe, tribal community, or group, as part of such a tribe or tribal
community or group is considered to have a lack of schedule for the purposes of this Constitution. Under Article 342 (Section 1) of the Constitution of India, the President may become a state after consultation with the state in this regard and then with the state, and according to the public notice may specify a tribe or tribal community or part within a tribal or tribal community that
should be considered a scheduled tribe in relation to that state for the purposes of this Constitution. Schedule Part-1 related to the State of Andhra Padeci in 1976 does not include caste banzara under the Schedule Caste and Under schedule order (revision) laws. In Annex-1 in accordance with the provisions of the Andhra Pradesi (SC, ST and BC) Community Certificate Act in
question, the list of schedule tribe communities will be expanded. This list does not include caste banzara. Therefore, caste banza can not be treated as a lack of schedule when it comes to Andhra Pladesi state. Therefore, first responders are not eligible to contest elections to andhra Padesch's legislative council in constituencies reserved for scheduled tribes. As such, 006
Kanapur (S.T.) The electoral parliamentary constituencies of primary respondents for are invalid and they are responsible for set aside the same constituencies. Primary respondents are the same Kanapur (S.T.) contested ahead of the elections held for. In 2008, congressional districts claimed themselves to belong to a scheduled tribe.Petitioners learned that some of the
candidates in contention in this election opposed his nomination on the basis that they did not belong to a scheduled tribe. But her nomination was accepted. The petitioner learned that there were several complaints from a local collector in the Adilabad district who asked for an investigation into the social status of primary respondents. One Sri Govind Naik, a former M.L.A.
precinct supervisor and district collector who is also scheduled, filed a complaint before Adilabad against first responders in connection with her social status. Sri Soyam Bafu Rao, a former M.L.A. in the boat constituency reserved for scheduled tribes in the Adilabad district, also filed a complaint before district collectors about the same issue. District Collection has launched an inquestion of the social status of primary respondents, and investigations like this are pending. Therefore, petitions.3. Primary respondents submitted counter-declarations denying private office in election petitions. She raised preliminary objections to the possibility of maintaining an election petition on the grounds that the petitioner had raised certain necessary grounds under
Section 81 r/w 100 in 1951. In order to amend the Constitution in 1951, the materials required to amend the Constitution, facts, specifics and verifications, and the Declaration of The Election of 006 Kanapur (S.T.) candidates are invalid. 1951 is the enactment of a mandatory statute under Section 81 of the 1951 Safety Act, a condition line for submitting election petitions,
questioning the votes of candidates returned in 1951. In the case of no significant facts proving this foreground under Section 83r/w 100 of 1951, an election petition may be dismissed in Rimini. It is true that she belongs to Banzara Casteland, who denies that her parents, from the village of Yarair Thanda in the Badid district of Maharashtrastate, were born and raised in
Maharashtra. She married Ramesh Rathod, a relative of the family living in the Tardihatnor town of Adilabad district, at an early age in 1971. Given her marriage to Ramesi Ratod, she came to Tadihatnorma and grew up with her husband's family, so she grew up in her husband's family. It is true that Banzara Caste is included in the list of andhra padeci, the back ranks. However,
Banzara Caste was included in andhra Padesch's Section 29 of the 1950 Schedule Caste and Undersch Order Act (Amendment) Act (Section 10, 2003) in the Constitution (Lack of Schedule) Order. In light of this inclusion, Banzara Caste, a resident of Stateoff Andhra Padeci, was treated as a lack of schedule w.e.f.07-01-2003. Sugalis, Lambada, is a group of rank and schedule
tribes such as those synonymous in Andhra Pladesi state called Banza, and they were included in the Schedule Shortage Order, the 1950 Schedule Lack Order (Amendment) Act, 1976. Banzara is synonymous with Sugali and Lambada, and is the same as the lack of schedules in relation to the state of Andhra Pladesi. Accordingly, she is a member of the Banzara caste living in
Andhra Pladesi province, where she is perceived to belong to a lack of schedule in relation to Andhra Pradesh.It state, and that the village of Zarur Thanda in the Adilabad district and the village of Tadihatnour in the Adilabad region originally belong to the territory of Andrabad province. During the state reconstruction in 1956, the town of Laor Danda fell to Nanddistric in
Maharashtra province, while the town of Tadihatnour continued by the state government of Andhra Padeci. Therefore, Tadihatnour and the People of The Seror Tada village are border towns. Tribes, namely, banzara and lambada, practiced with the same tribal culture residing on both sides of the border town, and custom suffered the same disorders in society. After marrying
Ramesirathod, she was permanently residing as a permanent home in the village of Tadihatnou, and thus she became. In the case of Section 20 of the National Act on 1950, which was based on the 1950 1950, ordinary residents residing in the Legislative District of the St. Assembly in Kanapur. Therefore, she said that constituencies are eligible to register as electries. In
accordance, the electoral authorities registered their names as electors in the electoral college of Adilabad Guandra Padeci, a constituency of St. Council in Kanapur. She participated in elections and conducted votes. A member of Andhra Pradesi's schedule tribal community, she contested the election of the Kanapur Schedule Tribal Primary Legislative District in 2008 and won a
majority of votes in the 2009 general election, where she was elected as a return candidate for the constituency. Thus, she continued to be a member of the A.P. Legislative Council and, therefore, she is entitled to contest constituency seats that lack a schedule within the meaning of Article 5 (a) of the Act, 1951. In accordance with Act 10 of 2003, Andhra Padeci provinces are BC)
included Banja Lacas in the Community Certificate Act, and the law's competent authorities issued out-of-schedule certificates to members of the Banzara community. It is a notion that Banzara Caste cannot be treated as a lack of schedule when it comes to Andhra Padeci state. The petitioner filed this claim without consultation with the law and ignorance of Act 10 in 2003. Her
claim that she is ineligible to contest the election is inaccurate and therefore her election to the Kanapurst parliamentary constituency cannot be declared invalid. She also accepted her nomination after some political rivals opposed her in the election opposed her nomination for contesting the Kanapur ST reserve parliamentary district in front of a resupply officer in 2008 and 2009,
but she enacted the provisions of The 10 Act in 2003 and was part of a schedule shortage community in Andhra Pradesh state. Despite the above political rivals, her political rivals viz., Sri Govind Naik, a former MLA and others filed complaints about the cancellation of social status that lacked her schedule before that of the Andhra Pladesi government and local collectors such as
Adilabad, who passed an order revoking the ap certificate's social credentials, specifically ignoring its legal position under The Law of Act 10 (SC, Community of Communities), in 1993. She filed W.P.No.22590 in 2009 and is pleased that this court has suspended this order. Certificates issued under the AP (SC, ST, BC) Community Certificate Act are eligible for benefits only under
Articles 15(4) and 16(4) of the Indian Constitution of 1993, which Elections to fill reserved seats in the legislature to contest. Contesting elections to pre-congressional districts that lack schedule, the requirement of the law is that competing candidates must be members of the scheduling community in terms of schedule shortage order, 1950 states in relation to that. The petitioner
did not create any cause of action in terms of Section 100 of the 1951 Act. Therefore, she prays for the election petition to be dismissed.4. Based on the above pleas, the following issues are resolved for trial:1.Whether an election petition is subject to material facts and lack of detail, proper verification, on the basis of Section 100 required for Section 100, as required under
Sections 81 and 83 of 1951? 2. Whether the returned candidate is disqualified from contesting elections to the Kanapur Under-Scheduled Primary Constituency under Section 5(a) of the R.P. Election Day Act?3.Whether Banzara Caste will be included on the lack of schedule list in relation to Andhra Pladesi lawmakers, whether Banzara Padeci, is a member of the lack of schedule
on the election date of the returned candidate?4.Whether the returned candidate is a member of a lack of schedule in relation to Andhra Padeci's status on her election date? Issue 2 is re-enacted as follows: Whether the anti-candidate is not eligible to contest a public election in accordance with Paragraph 5 (a) on election day, as amended on election day. 5. On behalf of the
petitioner, P.Ws 1-to-3 and investigate exs.P1 to P19. One to five people who R.Ws on behalf of the primary respondent are examined and displayed from Exs.R1 to R15. 6. Mr. Boza Tarakham, the lead counsel who appeared as a petitioner, said that the first responders belonged to Banzara Caste, who was included on the list of other back ranks as far as the state of
Maharashtra was concerned, and that the first respondent, the Tadihatnoor Adilabad district, had been in the Radiabad district for 19 8 to 3 3 years. In accordance with the 1976 Schedule Rank and Lack of Schedule Order (Amendment) Act, As long as The State of Andhra Pradesh is concerned that the first responder is not in short schedule, and that her social status will not
change in light of her marriage to her husband, Rameshratotd, in accordance with Section 5(a) of 1951, the primary respondent is ineligible to fill a seat in the legislative session of the A.P., and the 006Khanapur (ST) Congressional District is reserved for schedule tripat candidates. Given the fact that primary respondents do not belong to the schedule-tric community, primary
respondents were eliminated from the 1099 election with 109 primary voters in the final election, and the primary respondents did not participate in the 1099 election. 1951 Act No. 100(1) (a) On the election date of the returned candidate, she is not eligible in terms of Article 5 (a) of the Law, 1951, which is the case of the first responders she married Ramesh Rathod in 1971, but
there is absolutely no documentary evidence to show that she normally resides in the town of Tardi hattor, the town of Adiladeh, the town of Adiladeh. Since 1989, she has generally resided in a place in the Adilabad district, only to show that her social status cannot be turned into a displacement class during her time, after being westerned by Banzara Caste and her rank-ranked
parents, as in Maharashtra. In terms of the 342(1) Indian Constitution, that a person's marriage or adoption will not change their social status, the President may be assigned to the state after specifying a lack of tribal communities for the purposes of the Constitution, considered a lack of schedule in relation to its status, and maharashtra's concern that the parent's banjara caste of
that 1 response is not marked as one of the national notices, therefore, she is considered a person in a minority community and she is not entitled to contest a seat reserved for a community that lacks a schedule. That, the word 'ordinary resident' is not defined in the law, in 1951, that phrase is not defined under the law,1951, the definition of 'resident in general' is not able to define
the law, 1950, The law cannot be defined, in 1950, 1951, or even in that case, the word ordinary resident referred to under Section 20 of the 1950 Act applies only to the purpose of registering a congressional district in 1950, and in addition to seeking a declaration that the election of a candidate returned under Paragraph 84 of 1951 is invalid, the petition seeks a declaration that
the petition has been elected on its own. Under Section 101 of the Act of 1951, the Court has the power to declare the election of a returned candidate invalid, then declare that the petitioner has been duly elected, and that the petitioner has been duly verified in the manner specified in the Civil Procedure Act (1908) with concise statements of material facts and petitions and
affidavits on the petition. 'Electoral commissioners should be allowed to declare the election of returned candidates invalid, and as a result, petitioners will be allowed to vote in the Legislature006 Kanapur (S.T.) may declare that he or she has been duly elected. Congressional districts.7. Meanwhile, K.Rma Krishna Reddy, a senior counsel who appeared in first-degree
respondents, argued that the election petition did not contain material facts to set aside the election of the returned candidate, and that even all the allegations of the election could not be known to all the suspicions of the election. Do not reveal a single material fact that the violation of an election petition is ambiguous and ambiguous, unless the amount of evidence is taken in a
particular plea, the amount of evidence is not in accordance with Section 83 of the Act, 1951, the verification of the petition is not in accordance with the procedures set out in the CPC, and the verification of the affidavit is not in accordance with the procedures set out in the CPC, and the verification of the affidavit is not properly verified in accordance with OrderXIX Rule 2 CPC.
The affidavit on behalf of the chief prosecutor does not include the appropriate verification required under Article 83(1) (c) of 1951, and if the petitioner's entire chief prosecutor is dismissed from consideration, the other petitioner's documents will not be dismissed. That the statutory clauses must be strictly complied with and followed is fatal in the case of petitioners, even though
one material fact has been omitted, and that the verification of the petitioner in the election petition is committed to his or her knowledge, that the verification has not been followed in terms of OrderVI Rule 15(2). , the law requires individual knowledge, and if there is no proper verification of election petitions and affidavits, it is stated that the re-qualified candidate is not eligible or
that the word 'unqualified' is not qualified, such as on Election Day. Paragraphs 5 of 1951, paragraphs 5 of 1951 deal with persons who are not eligible to be elected by the State Council, paragraph 8 of 1951 covers qualified persons in certain circumstances under certain circumstances listed in that provision, and Para 2 of the petition does not say that the first response did not
amount to a qualified election. In Para 3 of the petition, the primary respondent is disqualified from the complaint, while the primary respondent is stated to have been disqualified from the complaint, which is that the current facts of the case and the complaints against Farah 3 in the petition are very vague, and that there is no content required to be specified in accordance with
Sections 100 and 101r/w81 of the Act. The petitioner did not argue that there was no basis for declaring the election of the first respondent invalid in 1951, and that no case of Article 83(1) (a) of The Act of 1951 had been made. In light of the fact that the petition is not a significant fact and the cause of action does not indicate that a one-time appeal is not eligible, as on Election
Day, and that the petitioner did not specify the basis on which the election petition was filed, and that the election of the returned candidate was contested, it stated that it must strictly comply with the provisions under the 1951 Act and respond to the 1951 rash. The age of 1971 and the practice of early marriage have existed since then with the primary community, and since then,
she has been an ordinary resident of Andhra Pradesh marrying her husband until today, and Banzara Caste has not been included on the lack of schedule list in Andhra Pradesh state, and has the same evidence. During 1983, 1988, 1995, and 2009, we submitted verified copies of voter lists. Because she is a generally resident of Andhra Padeci, she is entitled to the social status
of Banjarakast, a tribe scheduled in connection with Andhra Padeci state, and the election petition also states that there is no claim that the first responder is not an ordinary resident of Andhra Padeci, as a list of Banjara Castein's 20-year schedule. Since 2003, we have judged it to be a regular tribal community recognized by the Presidential Decree, Ignorance of the law has
determined that the petitioner submitted an election petition in 20 years because of the fact that there was no reason to file an election petition for the primary constituency because the petitioner had filed an election petition against a misunderstanding that Banzara Caste was not a scheduled tribe in relation to the state of Andhra Pradesh, and that she had no cause to act on an
election petition that was recognized as a matter of 20 years of elections. The insanity of not disclosing concise statements of material facts required under the 1951 law prays to dismiss an election petition because the petitioner's prayer in Article 101 of 1951 cannot be considered.8 Both counsels relied on a number of decisions and will be mentioned at the appropriate time.9.
Problem NOS. 1 to 4:006 Kanapur (S.T.) Not a dispute. Congressional districts are reserved for members who belong to a scheduled tribe. The petitioner is one of the candidates for the 2009 general election. Elections in these constituencies were held from 16-04-2009. It is indisposed that the petitioner is an ordinary resident of the villages of Ringapur, Dandeferry Mandal and
Adilabad districts. According to the petitioner, he belongs to the Lambada tribe and is recognized as a tribal class scheduled for 1976. Accordingly, he belongs to a tribal community scheduled in connection with the state of Andhra Padeci. It is also incontestable that the primary respondent belongs to the Banzara tribe, and the parents of the first-degree respondents are said to be
from the village of Laor Nida in the Nand district of Maharashtrastate. The Banzara tribe is not included in the list of scheduled tribes associated with Andhra Padeci state until 2003. Article 10 of 2003, the ScheduleKast and Lack of Schedule Orders Act (Amendment) Act, inserted into the 29part (Lack of Schedule) order of the 2002 Constitution, and in 1950, the tribe 'Banzara' is
included in the list as a scheduled tribe under Andhra Pradesh (Section 2). India. It is also undisputed that the current village of Zar Thanda in the Badid district of Andhra Pradesh's Adilabad district and Tadihatnour in the Adilabad district of Andhra Pradesh are originally within the territory of Hyderabad province. During the state reconstruction in 1956, the town of Laor Danda fell
into the Badid district of Maharashtra state, while the town of Tadihatnour continued in the Adilabad District of Andhra Pladesi province. Therefore, the towns of Tadihatnour and Zar Tada are on the lookout for border towns. During the 16-04-2009 election, primary respondents were 006 Kanapur (S.T.) it is also indis highly controversial that he was elected as a member of the
legislature. parliamentary constituency. 10. The word lack of schedule is defined in accordance with Article 366 (25) of the Constitution of India, which is considered to be stated for the purposes of this Constitution by these tribes, tribal communities, or some groups within these tribal communities. Article 342 (1) of the Indian Constitution for the purposes of this Constitution for the
purposes of this Constitution, specifying a tribal or tribal community or group within that tribal or tribal community for the purposes of this Constitution, after consultation with its governor, concerning the state or allied territories, and if it is a state, as is the case. The purpose of the above article is to provide additional protection to members of the Schedule Tribe regarding the
economic, social and educational laterality they suffer from. To specify a tribe, the President has the authority to limit the notices that apply to the inclusion or exclusion of certain tribes. Thus, a list of tribal or tribal communities is now included in the Constitutional (Lack of Schedule) order, and should be taken as a revised final from time to time in 1950. Once a tribe or tribal
community's name is included in the presidential decree after consultation with the governor, public notices specifying which tribal or tribal communities must be listed for the purposes of the Constitution are considered insufficient in relation to the state. If a particular tribe is included in a list of presidential orders and a law enacted by Congress, it is not open to all powers, including
courts or state governments, nor is it open to adding or subtracting the names of tribal or tribal communities from the list of tribes or tribal communities from the list of lack of presidential orders. In response, it was found that the council member for the primary respondent relied on a reported decision in maharashtra state, and accordingly (Para 9) establishes the principle of the law
that no authority except Congress can amend the presidential order. No state government, court, tribunal, or authority may grant jurisdiction. Castes or tribes or classes within a tribe or some or group are not explicitly included, but have evidence to declare that one item or another is included in the presidential order. The Court may not change or amend the President's order on
the grounds that it does not have the authority to do so within the meaning, content, and scope of Articles 341 and 342. You can say whether any investigation is allowed or evidence cannot be allowed in, and if it relates to a particular rank or tribe, whether it is included in the presidential order when a particular class or tribe or class or tribal group is not explicitly included11.
Similarly, he relied on another decision reported in another 2 in which another 2 was held with Palgatta Ila tandan Samudinhaya Samrakshima Samiti and another 2 held (Para 17): we can draw attention to this court's ruling in the useful Srish Kumar Choudhury v. The state of Tripura. The ruling considered the constitutional bench ruling of B. Vasavalingpa v. Di M munichnapa v.
Harikishan Singh and certain other rulings. Both constitutional bench rulings noted that amendments to presidential orders can only be made by legislation. The court may not assume jurisdiction and order an inquiry to determine whether the terms of the presidential order include a particular community. If the state was satisfied that a fix was needed and an appropriate
investigation was required, the authorities were entitled to launch an appropriate proposal for a fix if they were satisfied that it needed to be fixed, and they could make amendments as provided by the Constitution. Thus, in the above decision, it is clear that the tribal or tribal communities listed in the presidential order alone may be considered as members belonging to a certain
tribe in relation to it, and therefore are not open to court to add or decelerate interpretations of the list of tribes or tribal communities in the presidential order.12. The Banzara tribe was not originally included in the Constitution (lack of schedule) order, but by virtue of the amendment in 2002, the Banzara tribe was included in the list of reserve tribes in the Constitution (lack of
schedule), by inserting it into the 1950 entry and inserting it into the entry of the 29th part of Andhra Pladesi Week through the Sunday Schedule and schedule through tribal state I9 , 2002. In this opinion, members of the Anti-Zai people residing in the provinces of Andhra Pradesi should be treated as members of the 07-01-2003 schedule shortage. The husband of the first
responder belonged to the Lambada tribe, which was included on the schedule shortage list by virtue of the constitutional (lack of schedule) order,1950 schedule Order (Amendment) Act, 1976. 13. No elections shall be comforted except in the electoral commission presented in accordance with Article 80 of the Act of 1951, in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 2. Article 81
of 1951 presents an election petition that reads: The presentation of 81 petitions:-(1) The electoral petition in question may present the candidate or electoral petition within 40 days on one or more of the grounds set forth in Sections 100 and 101 (High Court) of Sections 100 and 101 (The High Court). Or earlier, if there is more than one returned candidate on the returned
candidate's election date, or the election and election date, the second half of those two dates is different. Article 82 of 1951 covers the parties to the electoral commission, while Section 83 of 1951 covers the contents of the Electoral Commissioner: 83 petitions:-(1) Election Commissioner-a) includes a concise statement of the grave facts on which the petitioner depends.b)
including the names of the parties claiming to have committed such corrupt acts and the date and place of each practice as fully as possible; c) Signed by the petitioner and announced in a manner set out in 1908 (five of the five years of 1908) to confirm the right to the right. If the petitioner claims corruption, the petition attaches an affidavit supporting the allegations of such
corrupt practices and their specific conduct. (2) The schedule or annex of the petition must also be confirmed in the same manner as the petitioner's signature and petition. The only grounds for challenging the election of a returned candidate are set out in sections 100 and 101 of the Act of 1951. The 1951 Article 83 Agenda (1) and (2) oblige petitioners to submit the details
necessary to notify the returned candidate of the details of the indictment, as well as the grave facts necessary to constitute the cause of the lawsuit. If an election petition is made with vague or bald statements, they do not meet the requirements of this provision. In other words, the argument must be clear, explicit, and clear.14. As can be seen in the arguments of the senior
counsel who appeared as petitioners, 100 (100) petitioners appeared under Section 100(a) (a) of the 100(a) Act of 1951. Cause of candidate's decision after a public election:-(1) Regulation (2) if the High Court does not qualify a candidate after returning on Election Day, or if a qualified candidate can be elected. seats under the Constitution or the law; If the above provisions show
that a candidate elected by the High Court is ineligible or disqualified under the Indian Constitution or under the 1951 Constitution under the 1951 Constitution, the election of a candidate after returning home in 1963 shall be declared invalid.15. The learned recommendations made to primary respondents argued that there was a clear distinction between the phrases 'unqualified'
and 'disqualified'. What was clearly pointed out by the learned recommendations for primary respondents should be a distinction between the words unqualified and disqualified. 5 and 5(a) of the Act of 1951 with persons with all qualifications prescribed to fill the seats of the Legislature. Section 8 of the 1951 Act deals with the disqualification of individuals in relation to the various
types of persons mentioned thereon. Given the petitioner's learned counsel's arguments, the issues resolved in the case are eligible for membership in the Legislature as necessary under Section 5(a) of the Act of 1951. A violation of the 1951 100(1) (a) Act shall be set as a condition line declaring the election of the returned candidate invalid.16. Counsel for primary respondents
relied on reported decisions regarding the publication of section 83 of 1951 on an election petition, which was enacted as follows: Sections are mandatory, and then concise statements of the material are essential, and then a resolution is required, and then a resolution is required. What is the difference between material facts and specifics? The word material shows that the facts
necessary to formulate a complete cause of action must be stated. Missing a single material fact causes incomplete behavior and bad statements of claim. Specifically, it is specific to provide additional information to understand the events that the other party is to meet. As mentioned in Jagan Nath v JaswalSingh, it is important to realize that the legal requirements of Indian
electoral law must be strictly adhered to. In this case, the electoral election is not an action against the law or litigation n equity, but rather a purely statutory process unknown to common law, pointing out that the court does not have common law powers. 17. He also relied on decisions reported in RAM SUKH V DINESH AGGARWAL 4 on the basis of what are important facts
regarding electoral law to appreciate the actual object and intent of the phrase material fact at this point (Para 15) that it was held so In accordance with the Electoral Code, it is appropriate to notify you of the distinction between the provisions (a) that appear in section (b) of Paragraph 83(1) and the phrases that appear in the details. As mentioned above, material facts are basic or
basic facts that petitioners must prove the cause of their actions and implore the accused to prove his or her defense. The details are the ones that support the material facts that the parties have pleaded for. They provide a unique touch to the basic contours of already painted paintings, enriching, refining and decorating material facts. Contrary to the material facts that lay the
basic foundation on which the entire building of the electoral commissioner was built, the details are to ensure that the opposition party is not alarmed. 18. He also states that the RPA's Section 83 (1) (a) 1951 election petition must contain a concise statement of the petition, in that he held this (Para 23) on the grave fact that the election petition should be included, relying on the
decision reported in Hari Shankar Jain V Sonia Gandhi 5. By this court's series of decisions, it is well edicted that the material facts required to make a statement are those that can be considered as supporting the claims made. In other words, it should be such a fact that it can lay the groundwork for the allegations brought in the petition and form the cause of the actions
understood in the Civil Litigation Act of 1908. The expression 'cause of action' is stipulated to mean all facts that need to be substantiated if passed by the plaintiff to support the court's own right to a ruling. The omission of a single material fact causes incomplete behavior, and the statement of claim is bad. The function of the Party is to provide more specific causes of action

through additional information specifically to help the other party understand the events that need to be met. Merely quoting the words in sections such as shouting a word does not make a statement of material facts. Material facts will also be included as positive statements of negative facts, if necessary. V. S. Achutanan vs. P. J.Francis and Anr. [jt 1999 (2) SC 347 = (1999) 3
SCC 737], this court has held the ona conclusion of a series of decisions of this court, these preliminary facts that must be demonstrated in the trial by the parties to establish the cause of action. Not acknowledging grave facts is fatal to an election petition, and it is not permitted to introduce such important facts after the time limit set out when submitting an election petition. 19. HE
ALSO PLACED A STRONG RELIANCE ON THE DECISIONS REPORTED IN DHARTIPAKAR MADAL AL AGARWAL V RAJIV GANDHI 6, HELD ACCORDINGLY (FARAH FARAH Before considering the various paras of election petitions to determine the accuracy of high court orders, we believe we should keep in mind the right to elect, elect, disputed elections, and the trial of
election commissioners. The right to contest an election or question an election through an election petition is not common law or fundamental rights, but instead a legal right regulated by the statutory provisions of the People's Representative Act 1951. There is no basic or common law in this matter. This is well settled by this court's Catenaf decision in N. P. Ponnuswamy v.
Returning Officer 1952 SCR218: (AIR 1952 SC 14), Jaganas v. Jaswand Singh AIR 1954 SC 210, Yoti Basu v. Debbie Ghosal (1982) 318 these decisions resolved the legal position that there is no right to contest elections outside the court provisions. Representation of the National Law is a complete and independent code that must seek all rights claimed in connection with an
election or electoral dispute. The provisions of the Civil Procedure Act are applicable within the scope of the S. 87 Act. Article 83 Paragraph 100 states in the Electoral Commission a mandatory clause that contains concise statements of facts of great substance and states all details of corrupt conduct. The plea is regulated by S. 83 and must provide election petitioners with exactly
the essentials, details, and details of each corrupt act. If an election petition fails to make land under the S. 100 of the law, it must fail at the threshold. Allegations of corruption are in the nature of criminal charges, and there should be no ambiguity in the allegations so that the returned candidates know what events they are to meet. If the allegations are vague and common, and
the details of the corruption act are not specified in the plea, the election petition trial cannot proceed for the cause of action. The emphasis of the law is to avoid fishing and roving inquiries. Therefore, it is necessary for the court to strictly scrutinize conduct related to corruption, and the election petition must contain material statements on which the petitioner depends, and if the
appeal is vague and general, there is no argument against the apex court's suggestion that it does not comply adequately or sufficiently within the meaning of section 83. , 1951.20. SIMILARLY, HE RELIED ON CHARAN LAL SAHU V GIANI ZAIL SINGH AND ANOTHER 7, ANOTHER DECISION THAT WAS HELD LIKE THIS (PARA 24): THESE ARE JUST THE PROVISIONS
OF THE LAW THAT COULD BE THE ELECTION OF A RETURNING CANDIDATE. It raises the question that the candidate who serves as president has nothing to do with the purpose of the petition for this election. This court may not ask whether the returned candidate is able for the office in which he or she was elected while processing an election petition filed under the S. 14
Act. The rights that arise in an election, including the right to contest or challenge an election, are not common legal rights. They are creatures of statutes that grant or limit such rights. Therefore, for all charges brought around the court, the provisions of the law on a particular election must be consulted to determine whether an election can be set aside. They must function within
the framework of that law and cannot travel beyond itWee's decision is not related to the purpose of determining the matter in this petition as a provision of the Law, which will govern whether the election of a 1951 returned candidate is declared invalid. A key issue for the petition is whether the returned candidate is eligible to appeal as a member of the Legislative Council in the
scheduled tribal primary district.21. THE DECISION RELIES ON A LEARNED COUNSEL FOR THE FIRST RESPONDENT REPORTED IN MANOHAR JOSHI V NITIN BHAURAO PATIL AND ANOTHER 8 HAVE NO APPLICATION IN TERMS OF FACTS, IF THAT CASE IS DECLARED AS INVALID SECTION 100 (1) (B) OF THE ACT 1951, BUT NOT SECTION 100 (1) OR
LESS IN 199.19(1) 1.19. L.R.SHIVARAMAGOWDA and other VTs. M.CHANDRASEKHAR (DEAD) LRS AND OTHER 9, KAMALNATH V SUDESH VERMA 10 AND HARMOHINDER SINGH PRADHAN V RANJEET SINGH TALWADI AND OTHER DECISIONS RELIED ON BY LEARNED COUNSEL FOR THE FIRST RESPONDER IN 11 HAVE NO APPLICATION BECAUSE OF
THE ELECTORAL CHALLENGE IN 2 TO 3 CASES. He also relied on the decision reported in JABAR SINGH V GENDA LAL 12, which was not based on the fact that, as a result, the election of candidates returned in favor of appellate and appropriate rejection of election petitioners was unfairly rejected.24. With the principle of decency in mind in this decision, we should look at
whether the election petition contains material facts so that the election respondent's election can be declared invalid and declared elected. It belongs to the Banzara tribe, which was not included in the scheduletray community list included in the 1950 Constitution (lack of schedule) order. Originally, the parents of the first responders hail from the village of Laor Thanda, Kinwar
Taluk, in the Nand district of Maharashtra state. It is indiscont contentious that the parents of primary respondents belong to the Banzara tribe. As you can see in Ex.P2, As far as maharashtra is said, the central list of the later orders will reveal the tribal community of Banzara, and half-digit appears in Sl.9 as one of the other later orders. Although subject to appeal, it is a copy to
dispute, but ex.P11, the original of ex.P2, did not challenge it. When P.W.1 specifically said that the lack of primary investigations was included in the ranks of other later ranks, especially when it came to the state of Maharashtra, it is not denied or controversial even under cross-examination. Similarly, the evidence of P.W.1 shows a community of 1 respondents with ex.P6
transfer certificates and 1 student registration certificate banzara of Ila Farihad Elementary School that will go on to show more. Similarly, the Ex.P7, named Eswar Kuwar Singh, is an admissions certificate on the student admissions register at the same school associated with the brother of the first grader. Ex.P8 relates to another brother in the primary respondent who said the
primary respondent's brother community appeared to be half-ja. The Exs.P7 and P8 are subject to an object because they are photostat copies, but P.W.1 has been recalled and certified copies of Exs.P16 and P17 have been displayed. No concerns have been taken against Exs.P2, P10, and P12 and P17.25. Similarly, evidence from P.W.2 will go to show that the Banzara tribe is
included in the list of later ranks in Maharashtra state, that he belongs to the Banzara tribe and that his ancestors and the families of first-degree respondents are related. He also revealed that the first responders belonged to the Banzara tribe,practically, and the evidence of P.W.2 did not challenge. Nothing was induced to discredit his evidence except for an omnibus suggestion
from the chief prosecutor that his evidence was inaccurate.26. Similarly, P.W.3, who brought the entrance registration form for the village of Laor Thanda and the school's senior master of Ila Farihad Elementary School, made it clear that he had issued an Ex.P15 and had ties to Sindhu Tai Kuwarsing Chauhan. According to records, the community of students told Banzara is
recorded. He also issued an Ex.P16 for Chauhan Eswar Kuwar Singh other than the brother of one respondent. His community is called Banza. Similarly, Ex.P17 is associated with another brother in the primary respondent. It is indiscere that Chauhan Eswar Kuwar Singh and Chauhan Prakash Kuwar Singh are the brothers of the primary respondents. Evidence from P.W.3 and a
recital on P17 showed that the first responder's counsel did not report the cross.27. Even first responders who were tested with R.W.1 acknowledged that she was born to parents of the Banzara tribe in the village of Laor Tada, Maharashtra. Despite cross-examination, she acknowledged that her father's community was semi-manan Exs.P7 and that P8 was related to her
brother.28. So, from the above evidence, it is established beyond all reasonable doubt that the parents Respondents belong to the Banzara tribe and are included in a central list of other later ranks when it concerns maharashtra state. It is also clear from the record that the Banzara Tribe Constitution (the intended tribe) is not included as one of the tribes in the order not argued
before this court, in 1950 in relation to the state of Maharashtra. 29. There can be no argument that the primary or basic facts should be destroyed so that the election declaration of the minister of resources can be annulled. As seen in the election petition, a specific plea has been made that the first respondent belongs to the Banzara tribe, her parents come from the town of Laor
Thanda, Kinwar Taluk, Nand District Maharashtra State, and she grew up in Maharashtra until her marriage, with the parents of one respondent belonging to the Banzara tribe, which belongs to another Macara. In addition, the husband of a primary respondent belonging to the Lambada tribe included in the schedule is particularly recognized under the 1976 Schedule Rank and
Schedule Order (Revision) Act. It also specifically states that as far as Stateof Andhra Padesh is concerning, for the purposes of the Constitution, the first responders do not belong to the schedule tribe. It is not specifically stated that the 2002 Banzara tribe is included in Section 29 of the Act under the Schedule Caste and Schedule Shortage Order Act (Amendments) under Article
10 of 2003. Since the schedule of the Constitution (scheduled tribal) order included banzara trifatan, amendments that came into force in 2003 may be filed at any time. The non-petitioning of an election cannot be called a lack of material facts to throw out a petitioner's case. 30. Meanwhile, a positive case was set by Andhra Padesh, the second-in-1950 statement that the Banzara
tribe was included in the Constitution (scheduled tribal) order. It can be found that a member of the Banzara tribe in Andhra Pladesi can be treated with the scheduled tribe w.e.e.e.f. 07-01-2003, is a member of the Banzara tribe residing in Andhra Pladesi state, and belongs to the 100-week schedule in relation to Andhra Pladesi State. She has the right to contest in prospective
legislative congressional districts for her scheduled shortfall. Also she 006 Kanapur (S.T.) generally stated that you have become a resident of. Districts under Section 20 of the 1950 Act and the provision that electoral authorities registered their names as electoral electors. He is also stated to have participated in the election. exercised her vote. Being an electr and a member of a
scheduled tribe under Andhra Padesh, she contested the sector's elections in the late 2008 and 2009 general elections, so she was elected as a return candidate in the constituency. These aspects were specifically testified to by the returning candidate, R.W.1, who also submitted certified copies of Ex.R2, a voter list in the town of Tadihatnor in 1983 and 1995, and Ex.R3, an
authorized copy of the same town's 1983 voter list. Ex.R4 is a certified copy of the 1998 voter list of the same town, Ex.R5 is a certified copy of the extraction of the 1995 voter list, Ex.R6 is a voter list of Utnoor.So 2009 in this document combined with evidence of R.W.1, it is clear that sheis06 is a registered voter of Kanpur (S.T.T).31. The defense attorney's argument against the
primary defendant is that the electoral commission was set out under Article 83 in 1951 and was not verified in the manner prescribed by the CPC during the verification process of the petition. As the election petition shows, the verification reads: I, Ajameera Hari Naik, s/o Faker Das Naik, Occ;agriculturist, about 43 years, R/o Ringapur Village and Post, Dandepalli Mandal,
AdilabadDistrict declares by this that the facts referred to in paragraphs 1 are the best of my knowledge, the content mentioned in paragraphs 2 and 6 is accurate to the best of my information and the content mentioned in paragraphs 3 to 7 and 12 is based on legal advice and therefore the same confirmation on 29th and Hydra 29th 29th. Order VI Rule 15 reads as follows: 15. (1)
Where otherwise enforced under current law, all pleas shall be confirmed at his or her feet by the parties or by parties proven by the parties or other parties who have demonstrated knowledge of the facts of the court.2) The confirmer shall acknowledge the facts of the case.2) The numbered paragraph of the plea, confirming his or her knowledge and confirming the information he
has received and confirming his or her facts,3) the verification shall specify the place where the person making it is signed and signed. The purpose of these provisions is to cement party verification that they are responsible for the statements they contain, and to ensure that the parties have full knowledge of the statements of facts set forth in the plea. This section prevents false
claims from being made unsolicited or willful. These claims are verified with due care. Sub-Rule 2 of order VI CPC Rule 15 provides the parties, in all cases, of verification of pleas You must state what facts he is checking for his personal knowledge and what facts he believes to be true. Verification of pleas is a matter of great significance or importance in owning a fortress made
under the sanctions of a solemn declaration. Therefore, anyone who makes a false check will be responsible for prosecution if the act or omission is punished. Defect verification is not just illegal, it's just denial. If the defect is not displayed, it can be treated. Dismissing a complaint or petition on the ground is not so deadly. The new Sub-Rule 4 is added by the Civil Procedure
(Amendment) Act, which took effect in 1999, which took effect in 1992 and requires a person to confirm the plea to submit an affidavit supporting his plea. That affidavit was filed with the petition. 33. According to the learned recommendations of the first respondent, it is believed that the statement of counsel is not included except to state that the content referred to in paragraphs
1 is best for his knowledge, based on his or her full-fledged advice of the contents referred to in paragraphs 2 and 3. No doubt, the verification affidavit does not contain the same pleas that were lost on the election petition, but in this court's considered opinion, it is only a duplicate or unnecessary repetition in the affidavit. Since the affidavit is part of the petition, there is no reason
to repeat the plea again in the affidavit. Therefore, the verification of the petition is not in accordance with the way provided to the CPC. Despite the insertion of the new rules, it does not put down that the contents of the petition must be re-incorporated into the affidavit. Because in verification, the petitioner stated clearly that certain paragraphs are based on his knowledge and
that other paragraphs are accurate to the best of other paragraphs based on his information and legal advice. It does the best of the word myknowledge and claims that it does not conform to ORDER VI Rule 15 of the CPC as stated in The Best Of My Information. According to a senior adviser to the primary respondent, verification was about staying true to the personal
knowledge and how he received the best verification of his information. Order VI Rule 15 CPC believes that the confirmation confirms the information he receives and believes to be true, with reference to a number paragraph pleading for the confirmer to verify his knowledge. Therefore, ORDER VI is compliant within the meaning of Rule 15 CPC. 34. An affidavit filed by the
counsel for the first defendant on behalf of the chief prosecutor Therefore, in order to read XIXRule 3 with the CPC: the affidavit shall be limited to his knowledge of his knowledge to prove, except for the audacity application in which statements of his beliefs can be acknowledged. In light of the fact that the affidavit does not conform to order XIXRule 3 CPC, the contention of the
learned counsel against the primary respondent is that the entire chief prosecutor should be taken out of consideration. An affidavit is a voluntary written or printed declaration or statement of fact, confirmed before the person authorized to enforce the confirmation. In other words, it is a solemn argument or declaration that can be substituted instead of sworn or profanity. The
Affidavit requires the provisions (3) of Paragraph 3 of the General Provisions Act of 1897 to include affirmations and declarations in the case of persons under law so that they can affirm or declare instead of profanity. Thus, the essential component of an anaphidabit is that in an unreasonable relationship to a subject or declaration to add sanctity to it, he swears or affirms the truth
of statements made in the presence of a person authorized to administer oaths or accept affirmations. Verification of affidavits is necessary to allow the court to test the veracity and authenticity of the sea view so that it can act safely in these affidavits. Sub-Rule 1 in Rule 3 declares what should be included in the statement. It is necessary to state such facts in an affidavit within his
knowledge that he can prove it. Order XVIII Rule 4 of the Revised Amendments Act 2002 indicates that the evidence (the chief prosecutor of the witness) is a cross-examination statement before the court or a court-appointed commissioner. 35. The learning counsel for the petitioner stated that certain model forms added to Appendix E in Appendix E in the form of Form 16-A
(Order XXI Rule 41(2) of the CPC; the form I ... Of, the status in the oath/solemn affirmation is as follows.... Similarly Appendix B Form 11 CPC shows: Theaffidavit... Son of ... Make an oath/affirmation and swear/affirm at the end of the affidavit. IN RESPONSE, THE COUNSEL FOR THE FIRST ANSWER WAS HELD THIS WAY, RELYING ON THE DECISION REPORTED IN
JEET MOHINDER SINGH V HARMINDER SINGH JASSI 13 (PARA 51): HERE ITSELF, ACCORDING TO AN AFFIDAVIT SUPPORTING THE ELECTION PETITION. The win-win made in sub-para (a) and (b) and (e) para 10 is stated to be faithful to the appellate's personal knowledge while the contents of ivory para (a), (d), (f) and (g) are based on information received from
Pratipal Singh Bhindal and are believed by the appellate. Weaknesses in the election petition are suffered by claims that the poster's date was distributed, In constituencies, it is not mentioned in election petitions. It cannot be deduced that the expenditure on the posters raised by the accused in the saboment in the petition was too good between the date of the nomination and the
declaration of the election results. If the respondent does not make a positive claim about the alleged costs incurred between the date of nomination and the resulting report, the application of subsection (3) in paragraph 77 will not be attractive. The above decision has no application to the current facts of the case, as the current elections are not being challenged by corrupt
practices. Provision 83 of the Act, 1951, states that if a petitioner alleges corruption, if the petitioner has claimed corruption, the petition must submit an affidavit with an affidavit of such alleged corruption and details, and includes the name of the person who receives confirmation of the affidavit in the case of corruption. In this case, in the case of Section 5 (a) of the 1951 Act, the
returned candidate is challenged to the election as much as he or she is not eligible. As can be seen in Esffidavit instead of the chief prosecutor, it reads as follows: I, Ajameera Hari Naik, s/o faker das Naik, about 43 years Occ;agriculturist, R/o Ringapur village and post, Dandeferry Mandal, Adilabadis, came to Hyderabad and temporarily came to Haderabad and accordingly
signed a sign before swearing and reading in front of me in Hyderabad on July 20, at the end of a senior prosecutor's affidavit that strictly affirmed and carried out the state wholeheartedly in the below line. Andhra Padeci Civil Rules and Orders of Circulation Rule 38, 1980 Transactions before the affidavit reads like this: An affidavit for use in judicial proceedings may be sworn
before any court or magistrate or member of Nyaya Panchayat, a member of A.P. Gramchayat, 19 4. Panchayatts, Sub Abert, 194 Najir or Najir deputy or state parliament or lawmakers, city councillors or Zhila Farishad members or members of the state government or federal government or notary, 1952, or retired gadget officers receiving pensions from the government or
commissioned military officers or defense attorneys, or retired gadget officers receiving pensions from them, or officials or defense attorneys who receive pensions from them, or members of hindu religious institutions and charities. The above provisions make it clear that affidavits may swear before advocates other than those involved in such proceedings. In the case of the
primary defendant, the defense attorney is not sworn in. The affidavit is the same advocate who conducts the case. Rule of Rule 39 states that officers date before an affidavit is sworn or confirmed, and sign their name description at the same end as in Form No.14 with the same oath or confirmed place, otherwise the same or unreadable for any matter without court leave. Read
Form No.14: Rule 39-Affidavit on Solemn Affirmation. (Cause title) I, Madura Ramaswamifilai, s/o A.B Hinduism....... Of..... Years of age, solemn and sincere affirmation (or taking an oath and saying) as follows:1.2.Solemnly confirmed (or sworn) in the office of the local Munsif Court ... On this day... 37. Therefore, the model of affidavit format will go to show that it must be solemn
and necessarily affirmed before acknowledging a complaint of oath, and at the end of the affidavit, it must state that the deponent solemnly confirmed or swore in office on such a date. In this case, on behalf of the chief prosecutor, the affidavit will go before defense attorneys in Hyderabad on July 09, 2009, to show that he was solemnly identified, sincerely stated and signed
against the oath and oath. Therefore, the chief prosecutor's office's order filed by the Electoral Office is in accordance with the law.38. COUNSEL FOR THE FIRST RESPONDERS RELIED ON R.P.MOIDUTTY V P.T.KUNJU MOHAMMAD AND ANOTHER 14 DECISIONS. Held accordingly (Paras 33, 35): An affidavit filed by the petitioner supporting the election petition required
by Rule 94a also does not meet the voting requirements for subsecon (1) of Section 83 of the Act, and number 25 was added to the rule. A number of violations relating to the commission of corrupt conduct by the original defendants contained in sections 4-12 and 16 of the petition have been confirmed to be true to the best of my knowledge and information - based on the
information of the petitioner, which is true to the petitioner's personal knowledge and which charges are true. The confirmation or affidavit of the petition does not indicate the petitioner's source of information about the same facts as he or she did not have his or her knowledge. All boxers created in Petition 1-17 are stated to be faithful to the petitioner's personal knowledge, and in
the next breath such a service was stated on the basis of the petitioner's information. The source of the information is not disclosed. F. A. Sapa v. Supreme Court observed in Singora, AIR 1991 SC 1557: (1991 AIR SCW 1492) The purpose of requiring the verification of election petitions is to clearly fix liability for savo moments and allegations in petitions against anyone who
signs verification, while at the same time discouraging allegations of rough and irresponsible. by the fact. However, flaws in verification are not fatal to petitions. Flaws in verification were noted in written statements by raising that point in that regard as it may be treated. The appeal was pursued by the court and pressured and pursued. However, the petitioner continued to pursue
the petition without proper verification, which the petitioner should not allow. In our opinion, unless a flaw in the verification was set, the petition could not be tried. If you want an affidavit that lacks the form and detail you need, you may not have been tried to bury allegations of corrupt conduct at all. In fact, the current law is a suitable case39 in which a petition must be rejected for
violating the mandatory provisions of the law. HE ALSO RELIED ON REPORTED DECISIONS FROM REGU MAHESH ALIAS REGU MAHESWAR RAO V RAJENDRA PRATAP BHANJ DEV AND ANOTHER15, WHERE IT SETTLED IN LAW TO ALLOW DEFECTS TO BE TREATED IN SO-HELD (PARAS 12 RECEIVING BEANS). But the further question is what happens when
the defect is not cured. There is a flaw between treatable defects and defects. F. A. Sapa's case (supra) argued that flawed verification can generally be treated and may not be fatal if the evidence is not disclosed, but if it is not recorded immediately, it can ultimately lead the court in a given case to doubt the veracity of the proven evidence. R. P. Moidutty vs. P. T. Kunju momad
and Another (2000 (1) SCC 481) It was interalia, held as follows: All beavers made in Para 1 to 17 of the petition were stated to be highly factual based on the petitioner's personal knowledge and the next breath stated based on the information true by him. The source of the information is not disclosed. The court's call for verification of election petitions is to clearly fix the petition's
aggravating and accountability for the allegations against the person who signed the verification, while at the same time discouraging tough and irresponsible allegations that are not supported by facts. However, the flaw in the verification is not fatal to the petition, it can be cured (see Muraka Radsham Ram Kumar v.Roop Singh Rattor (AIR 1964 SC 1545 and A. S. Subbaraj v.M.
Muthiah (5 ELR 21). In the case of this inn, a written statement pointed to a flaw in the verification by entering a petition in that regard; the appeal was pursued under pressure by equally insisting in court; however, the petitioner continued to proceed with the petition without proper verification, which the petitioner should not allow. , In verification, the petition could not be tried. 40.
HE WAS ALSO HELD IN THIS WAY, RELYING ON THE DECISION REPORTED IN RAJENDRA PRATAP BHANJ DEO V REGU MAHESH 16 (PARA 32): VERIFICATION OF THE AFFIRMATION OF A PLEA OR AFFIDAVIT HAS A CLEAR PURPOSE TO SERVE. It binds the party to the amnesty created in it. In addition to place the other party on clear notice, it circumcises the
parties to the shindo, so that they cannot expand or decorate the same later. Unconfirmed pleas or unconfirmed affidavits are not permitted at all by law. Certain defects for verification or affirmation are treatable, while others are not. It was held by the Supreme Court in Shipra v. Shantiral Khoiwal, AIR 1996 SC1691, 'Defective parts can strike off, and other independent issues can
be tried. In light of the above decision, it is clear that petitions must be verified against allegations based on the petitioner's knowledge of the information and content, but in this case, as pointed out earlier, the petition depends on the provisions of the CPC. In addition, the chief prosecutor's affidavit filed by the petitioner is fully in line with the CPC's requirements and the rules set
out below. Therefore, the petitioner's claim that his/her former position statement is not recognized is wholly defamatorable and unsustainable and cannot be accepted.41. pleas and evidence filed by the petitioner and the senior counsel appearing for the first-degree defendant, In contention, the two sides have the right to claim the privileges and benefits permitted to a person who
belongs to a scheduled tribe in the state of Andhra Pradesh, whether the same contradictions of tribal or tribal communities are specified in the established tribal class class in relation to the state of Andhra Padesh, by first responders belonging to the class community in relation to the state of Maharashtra for the purposes of the ruling Viz., 1) Constitution. , 2) If the Constitution
(Scheduled Tribes) Order, the 2002 Periodic Caste and Scheduled Tribal Orders Act (Amendment) Act of 1950, and the Constitution of 2002, which included parts of the Banjarra tribe in 2002, were included, it would apply to the case of 1strespondent.42, which came into force in 1950, 07-01-2003. The principles relating to reservations under Articles 15(4) and 16(4) of the Indian
Constitution as set out by the Apex Court shall be extended to the tribal constitutions scheduled in accordance with Article 332 of the Legislative Council. The reason for the reservation, or the constitutional reservation to benefit the underinflying class, must also be made. ON THIS SIDE, LEARNED COUNSEL FOR PETITIONERS RELIES ON REPORTED DECISIONS FROM
MEERA KANWARIA V SUNITA AND OTHERS17, IF IT WAS HELD (Para 30): Nevertheless, this court has clearly stipulated that the recognition of a female Asa member of the later community in consideration of her marriage is irrelevant for the purpose of being able to book under Constitution 16 (4) on the grounds that she will not be given her lateral rights as a member of the
forward ranks, a sonic beginning in life and a marriage to a man in the later ranks. The High Court has applied this decision to seats reserved for elections in terms of Article 332 of the Constitution. Articles 15 (4) and 16(4) Articles 15 and 16 (4) There is no reason why the schedule of the Constitutional Court should not be extended to the constitutional amendment of the seat in
the house of the people or in the legislative session in accordance with Article 332. He also said there are constitutional reservations that can benefit the really disadvantaged, not those who come to the group through marriage. 43. On the side of the first point, V DUDH NATH PRASAD18, which relied on the decisions reported in the Union of India and others V DUDH NATH
PRASAD18, held accordingly (Paras 14 and 18): the word 'residence' resides permanently in the Oxford Dictionary for a 'considerable time;' to settle or have the usual place of residence; I live in an orator in a certain place'. Therefore, the meaning translates not only to places with permanent residency, but also places where personalities live for 'considerable time'. Given the facts
of this case in light of the statutory provisions contained in Article 20 of the National Law of 1950, the provisions contained in Para5 in the 'Directive' state that because the respondent's parents had been residing in the Haura district for more than 30 years, they would be treated as 'generally resident' in that district and that they had some property in the village of Siwan in the
province of Bihar, the problem raised in the above case was that the primary response was part of the Allied forces. He was named a part of the 'Nuniya' community in 1968, where vacancies were designated and declared a regular caste community in West Bengal, not bihar, where respondents were born and studied to graduate level. In that decision, those respondents held that
they were generally treated as residing in the state of West Bengal and the state of West Bengal, and the President, exercising his power under Article 341 (1) r/w 366 (24), declared the already scheduled Castro 'Nuniya' rank and, therefore, the response to it was treated as a straight vacancy. In that decision, the positivity of the caste The reserved castes and scheduled tribes
include notes that read to be produced by candidates: terms commonly used here will have meaning as in Section 20 of the Residency Act in general, 1950. In this case, however, the word residing in the province should apply, as seen in the Constitution (scheduled tribal) order. Therefore, the above decision does not have an application for the current facts of the case.44. He
relied on another decision reported on Benny Prasad and another V Narvada Prasad19. We also discovered in previous proceedings after an elaborate inquiry by RW1 that his family had generally resided in the Shadol district in 1952 after he moved to the neighboring Narsingh district where the respondent was born and then respondents had entered Shadolgu on 199 99's voters
had been residing there since 1985, and he disputed it early in the election to show that he was an ordinary resident of that constituency. The fact that he was Kumhar was not a problem, and as mentioned earlier, he concluded in favor of the respondent. If he was a Gold har in the Narsinghpur region, he would benefit from belonging to the Kumhar community in the Shadol region.
It did not specify the requirement to be recognized as Kumhar in the Shadol district, but it argued that it should have been Goldhar in the Shadol district when the presidential notice was announced in 1950. That argument doesn't seem to be accurate because those born after the president's notice deserve to be considered to belong to the scheduled ranks, and that respondent's
family was found to be regular residents of the Shadol district until 1952 and later moved to another district. This decision does not benefit primary respondents.45. He relied on another decision reported on the SAI KUSUM V status of Maharashtra and others 20, if it was held like this (Para 16): It is one thing to say that she, not a permanent resident of the country, would not be
eligible to contest any election. If she is awarded, she will receive all the benefits that members of the caste are entitled to, but may also receive other benefits, though alone disputed in the reserved category of Panchayat's election, as well as other benefits. In this decision, the percentage of cases in Dudnas Prasad followed.46. HE RELIED ON ANOTHER DECISION
REPORTED ON THE L.USHADEVI V COALITION AND OTHERS IN INDIA AND OTHERS21, IF IT WAS HELD LIKE THIS (PARA 12): THE LAW IS A COMPLETE CODE IN ITSELF. Public service appointments are defined in Section 2 (a) of the Act, which means service or post under a state or central government. in the post of national or central government business. A
community certificate is defined as a certificate issued by a competent authority in a prescribed form that represents the rank or tribe to which he belongs. Section 2 (l) of this Act gives the same meaning to the scheduled classes and scheduled tribes assigned to articles (24) and (24) of Article 366 of the Constitution of India, respectively. In it, the problem was related to the issuing
of caste certificates by the Caste Investigative Committee. The relevant considerations for the purpose of issuing a certificate of social status are completely different. Therefore, the above decision does not have an application for the current facts of the case.47. HE RELIED ON BHAGAWAN DASS AND ANOTHER V KAMAL ABROL AND ANOTHER DECISION REPORTED ON
OTHERS22, IF IT WAS HELD LIKE THIS (PARA 6): THE WORD 'RESIDENT' RESIDED PERMANENTLY FOR A CONSIDERABLE TIME AS DEFINED IN THE OXFORD DICTIONARY, HAS ONE STAY OR USUAL ABEDE, RESIDES, OR LIVES IN A PARTICULAR PLACE. Similarly, Webster's dictionary is permanently and defined as Todwell for a length of time and words like
residential place orabode are held synonymously. It is clear from above that the term 'residence' includes two types of temporary residence: 1) permanent residency and 2) the word 'resident'. The first type of residence forms all permanent dwellings, which means that a person has settled in a particular place permanently and regularly for some purpose. The second type is a
situation in which a person does not live in a place and lives in the place temporarily or for a considerable amount of time. This also refers to temporary living in place. Therefore, the word residence in one place is interpreted in a strict sense that includes permanent life only in places that can be called dwellings, and in the second place it is interpreted with a flexible sense to show
temporary or provisional residence. This is an example related to the distribution/distribution of LP gas through a disclosure. The question for the Supreme Court is whether the eligibility criteria for residents of the Gangla District should be interpreted as permanent or de facto residences, or as temporary or judicial residences. Accordingly, the decision may not apply to the facts of
this case.48. He's smt. Relying on another decision reported in AJEETA KHEDLE V STATE OF M.P. and ANOTHER23, it was held this way (Para 14): From the aforesary point of view, we are of the consideration that the appellate is entitled to caste the certificate as an ancestor. They were born and educated in the Sewajo, and thus because of their father's movements for
several years, they bedde residents of Sehor in light of the fact that they did not lose their ranks. The ratio put down to (18 supra) in the case of Dudnas Prasad, the aDivision bench, stated that the nouns were entitled to caste certificates because their ancestors were dobbies in the Sehor district. Based on the above decision, it is generally the primary response to the Constitution
(S.T.) Order, 1950 w.e.f. 07-01-2003, is stated in light of the fact that the town of Tadi Hart noor in the Adilabad district has been generally inhabited for the past 30 years before the inclusion of the Banzara tribe, in 1950 w.e.f. 07-01-2003, and she should be treated as a reserved tribal community. 49. On the other hand, it is the Constitutional Bench of the Supreme Court (Para
35) that has learned of the position of the senior counsel to the petitioner for the reported verdict in Maharashtra V Milind and others in the state: in light of the above, the following positions appear:-1. 1950.2 No evidence is permitted to determine or declare that any tribe, tribal community, or part of a tribal community or group is included in the general name, even if it is not
specifically referred to in the Constitution (Periodic) Order. The scheduled shortage order should be read as it is today. Tribes, sub-tribes, some or some tribes or groups of tribal communities are also not allowed to be synonymous with what is mentioned in the reserved tribal order if they are not so specifically mentioned in it.3. Notices issued in accordance with Section 342(1),
which specifies scheduled tribs, may only be amended by law that can be made by Congress. This means that any tribe or tribal community or part or group within any tribe may be included or excluded from the list of reserved tribes issued under section (1) of Section 342 (1) only to stand by Parliament by law.4. No state government or court or tribunal or any other authority to
modify, modify or alter the list of reserved tribes set forth in notices issued under Section 342 (1) will not be disclosed. Consideration for the Supreme Court is whether 'the rank of The Shabaab Koshti is a sub-tribe within the meaning of Item 19 (15/1bi) of a scheduled tribal order relating to the state of Maharashtra.50, if not specifically mentioned. He also relied on a reported
decision from the Commission on Action on the Issue of Caste Certificates, a scheduled shortage for another V coalition in Maharashtra state and India and another 25 scheduled tribes, In connection with the Commission on Conduct on the Issuance of Caste and Scheduled Tribe's Caste Certificate scheduled in maharashtra state, the Constitutional Bench of the Supreme Court
thus held (Para 16), we may add considerations to specify a particular rank or tribe or class included in the list of constant caste/schedule tribes or back ranks in a given state, suffering depending on the nature and difficulty of income for a given country. In that state, the rank may be completely non-est in other states where a person belonging to that state can migrate. Notably, a
class or tribe with the same nucleus may be stated in two states, but considerations based on the specified may be completely different. Therefore, the disadvantages of the various elements that make up the input to the specification can also be completely different. Therefore, because a given rank is designated in a constant Cassro State A does not necessarily mean that a
person belonging to the former may receive the rights, privileges and benefits granted to members of the reserved caste of the latter state if there are other classes bearing the same nomenclast in other states for the purposes of this Constitution. As the language selection of Articles 341 and 342 of the Constitution shows, it is an aspect that is very much on the minds of the
constitutional system. So in response to Jamie Singh's question, Dr. Ambedkar responded: Assuming a member of a scheduled tribe residing in a tribal area is moving to another part of Indian territory that is outside both the scheduled and tribal areas, can he claim from the local government within the jurisdiction of the same privileges he is entitled to when living in a scheduled or
tribal area? What I'm answering is a tough question. If decisions on issues like this are agitated in quarters that would lie, we would certainly be able to provide answers to questions in the form of some provisions in this Constitution. But as far as the current constitution states, a member of a scheduled tribe outside a scheduled or tribal area is not entitled to carry the privileges he is
entitled to when he resides in the scheduled regional Aura tribal area. As far as I can see, it would be impossible to enforce tribal areas or provisions that apply to reserved areas, in areas other than those covered by them.... The constitutional court, which relied on this statement, ruled that the petitioner was not eligible for admission to medical school on the basis that he belonged
to a tribe reserved for the state of his origin. The point of belonging to the decision in the above case is whether a person belonging to a class or tribe designated for the purposes of the Constitution can be of a certain rank or lack of schedule in relation to State A, and if, for the purposes of the Constitution, the rank or tribe migrates to a state B designated as a constant caste or
constant tribe, that person has the right to claim the privileges and benefits permitted to a person belonging to a reserved caseand/scheduled tribe. B. Given the same points, it is difficult to understand how the statement is treated as a specification in relation to another state not consulted by the President in relation to the state when the President assigns a rank after consulting
with the Governor of State A. There is no debate about the proposition. 51. HE ALSO RELIED ON ANOTHER CONSTITUTIONAL BENCH DECISION BY THE SUPREME COURT TO LOOK AT MARRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR RAO V DEAN G.S. MEDICAL SCHOOL AND OTHER 26 CASES HELD ACCORDINGLY (PARA 23): HAVING INTERPRETED THE PROVISIONS OF
THE CONSTITUTION IN THE WAY WE DID, THE NEXT QUESTION THAT FALLS INTO CONSIDERATION IS, THE QUESTION OF THE FATE OF THE SCHEDULED CLASS AND TRIBAL STUDENTS TO OBTAIN PROTECTIONS THAT ARE CLASSIFIED AS SCHEDULED. Castes or scheduled shortages go to other countries due to voluntary (sic involuntary) previous
problems due to the transfer or transfer of the father's business or services, part of their origin when they are entitled to some sort of protective treatment so that they can continue or seek education. Taking into account the facts and circumstances of these circumstances, if a move from one state to another is involuntary, in the case of employment or occupation, the student may
be eligible for any facilities or protections for continuity of study or admission without affecting the prejudices of the reserved rank or reserved tribe in that state or region. It is desirable to make it on the ground. Therefore, it would be necessary and desirable for the Legislature or Parliament to grant appropriate effect to the rights given to the scheduled embroidery and periodic
members thanks to the provisions of Articles 341 and 342 of the Constitution. This is an issue that can be properly considered by the state or congressional districts. The question the Supreme Court should consider in this case is whether a person from their country of origin and who is recognized for a scheduled shortage in their birth state continues to have benefits, privileges or
rights in the state of migration, or where they will go later. In that context, it should be eddy in mind that a person does not cease to belong to his ranks by migrating to a better or more socially free and free atmosphere, in which the petitioner must bear in mind that he is not eligible for medical school on the basis that he belongs to the intended tribe of Andhra Padeci.52. He also
relied on decisions reported at Balsamma Paul V Cochin University and other 27, it was held so (Para 34): From Mumhar Dayandeo Kesekar vs. Vishwanath Pandu, (1995) 3 JT (SC) 563: (1995): (1995) SCW 2224); And R. Chandevarapa v. Karnataka State, (1995)7 JT (SC) 93, the court ruled that economic empowerment is a fundamental right for the poor, and that the state is
joined under sections 15 (3), 46, and 39 to give them opportunities. Therefore, education, employment, and economic empowerment are some programs, and the state has developed and also provided admission reservations to educational institutions, and in the case of other economic benefits under Articles 15 (4) and 46, or in accordance with State Government No. 16 (4), they
are appointed to offices or posts. Therefore, when a member is implanted into Dalits, the tribe and obc must also suffer the same disability and suffer the same disability, disadvantage, anger or distress, which makes the candidate's use of the booking facility. In the future, candidates who were born in castes and transplanted to the back ranks by adoption or marriage transition,
but who are not covered by reservation benefits by voluntary shifting, may frustrate constitutional policies that are misconducted under Constitution 15 (Constitution 46). 53. HE WAS ALSO HELD THIS WAY, RELYING ON DECISIONS REPORTED IN SOBHA HAIMAVATI DEVI V SETTI GANGAGADHARA SWAMY AND OTHER 28: OTHERWISE, TRIBES NOT MARRYING
TRIBES HAVE DIFFICULTY ACCEPTING THE POSITION THAT TRIBES CAN CONTEST SEATS RESERVED FOR TRIBES. Article 332 of the Constitution says about scheduling tribal seats in legislative sessions. The purpose is to make clear the legislature's representation to scheduled tribal candidates who are deemed eligible for such special protections. Under the cover of
marriage, he said, tribes tend to defeat the object of such reservations. In the above decision, it is clear that when a president is designated by a tribe after consultation with the governor in relation to the state, the same tribe cannot be treated as a lack of schedule in relation to other states. Article 342(1) clearly states that after consulting with the governor of the state for the
purposes of the Constitution, a tribe or tribal community may be specified in relation to each state or allied territory. Even if the tribal name is synonymous with all of the United States, the Constitution (S.T.) you cannot claim tribal status unless specifically mentioned in . Order, 1950. 54. In this case, in the case of the petitioner, the Banzara tribe is recognized as a different rank in
relation to the state of Maharashtra. Primary respondents also do not dispute it. Admittedly, the Banzara tribe is not included in the A tribe scheduled for one of the items in the Constitution (Scheduled Tribal) Order from 1950 to 07-01-2003 in connection with the state of Andhra Padeci. Given that banjara trivis has been included as one of the tribes included in the presidential
decree since 2003, a primary investigative unit can claim its status as a tribe in relation to the state of Andhra Pradesh. In light of the Constitutional Bench decision in the case of the Commission of Conduct, sections 341 and 342 of the Indian Constitution and the Constitution (Scheduled Tribes) Order, the issue of caste certificates while processing the 1950 Constitution
(Scheduled Tribes) Order, are considered unqualified by tribal persons scheduled to migrate from their country of origin to some other countries for purposes such as education and employment, and are not originating from the state. in the state where he emigrated. The case also found that in 1983, according to petitioners, first responders who moved to Andhra Padeci married
tribes in the Adilabad district, rather than claiming benefits under the provisions of the law. For marriage, adoption, or other purposes, a person's community will not change. She has to carry out the community for the rest of her life. Even people in her husband's community have accepted her as a member of the tribe, but she cannot be treated as a scheduled tribe in Andhra
Padeci state for the purpose of the Constitution. It is not a dispute before this court that the principles of the community are created and not expelled. To determine whether a particular person is lacking in schedule within the meaning of Article 342, one should look at the public notices issued on behalf of the President. Accordingly, this court has no hedstacy in holding that first
responders to the state of Andhra Padeci do not belong to a reserved tribe, in light of the fact that her community is rightfully perceived as a different backclass in maharashtra state, which is included in the central list of other later classes. 55. The second point is whether she can marry a person in Andhra Padeci state and live with him for a long time, and she can acquire the state
of the tribe scheduled under the Law of 10 in 2003. Article 332 reserves the rank and regular tribal seats scheduled for the U.S. Congress. This is really to benefit the disadvantaged. Scheduled tribes constitute a protected class under the Constitution, independent of other backed states. The schedule tribe is defined in Article 365 (25) of India's Constitution. The President will
notify you in accordance with Section 342 of the Indian Constitution. The purpose of Article 342 of the Indian Constitution is to provide protection for members of a scheduled tribe concerning economic and social inde They suffer. The Constitution (Regular) Order, 1950, reads as follows: In the event of authority granted by Article 342,342(1) of the Indian Constitution, the President
is pleased to consult with the Governor and Raj Pramuk of the relevant states and to grant the following order: This order can be called the Constitution (Scheduled Tribes) Order, 1950.2. Any part of a tribe or tribal community or tribal community specified in or in a tribal community (Part I) (XXII) is considered a reserved tribe in relation to the inhabitants of the provinces specified
in each part of the schedule, in relation to the country in which they relate to that part. References to state districts or other territorial sections prescribed on the first day of May 1976 should be interpreted as references to state districts or other territorial sections. 56. In this 1950 class, the Banzara tribe was not included in the tribe's list. Under the Scheduled Rank and Scheduled
Tribes (Amendments) Act, Act 10 of 2002 and 2003 came into force in 07-01-2003: a law that provides inclusion on the list of regular tribes, Impose zone restrictions on certain classes within a tribe or tribal community, or within a certain class within that tribe or community, the equivalent, name or synonym, removal of local restrictions and groups, removal of local restrictions and
wool, list of scheduled castes, and exclude certain classes and tribes from the list of scheduled caste intended tribes in connection with the A.P. and so on. 1. This law may be called the Regular Rank and Scheduled Tribes (Amendments) Act of 2002.2. In this act, the 1950 Order of The President(1950) a scheduled tribal order .b) is a constitutional (scheduled rank) order, unless
the scheduled order means the Constitution (the scheduled order of rank), Constitution (Uttar Pradesh) Regular Tribal Orders of 1967 and Constitution (Sicchim), and Periodic Tribal Orders set by the President under Article 342 of the 1978 Constitution3.. Revision of the scheduled caste command - The revision of the scheduled rank command is amended accordingly. it is set out
in the first day.4. Revision of scheduled tribal orders - Scheduled tribal orders are then revised within the scope and scope specified in the secondary schedule. The law did not specifically specify who the amended law applies to. Therefore, one must find a major constitution (S.T.) order, 1950. Therefore, in the above verse (2) The order applies to local residents, each stated in
that part of that itinerary. So what does the phrase 'locals' mean with reference to the Constitution (scheduled tribal) order, 1950? It was the commencement day of the Constitution of Andhra Padeci (S.T.) Residing in n of that would mean a tribe (S.T.) order, 1950.57. The defense attorney's argument against the first defendant is that without foreseeing that the law would be
passed on 10 May 2003, the primary respondent married a person in the state of Andhra Padeci and a newlywed in 1973 and had permanently resided with her husband, thus living in a local residence (T Constitution). Order, 1950. Therefore, Article 10 of 2003 applies to first responders.58. Meanwhile, defense attorneys for the petitioner vehemently argued that under The 10 act
of 2003, it would apply only to people belonging to the Banzara tribe who were born in Andhra Padeci state and live in Andhra Padeci state. No doubt, first responders have taken the plea since her wedding date from 1973, when she has permanently resided in the village of Tadihat Noor within the Kanapur parliamentary constituency. With the exception of her oral evidence, there
is no other evidence to show that she has been residing in the state of Andhra Padeci since 1973. She submitted certain documents to R9, which went to show that she had been living in the village of Tadihatnor since 1987. In the specific case of a petitioner who married her husband in 1983, the primary respondent then gave birth to three children. You can see the admissions of
primary respondents who have lived in Andhra Padeci since 1983. The husband of the primary respondent is surveyed as R.W.2. He revealed that although marriages were made to primary respondents in 1971 or 1972, elders learned through elders that they had no personal knowledge of marriage and that the first-degree respondent's date of birth was 30-08-1966. His eldest
son was born in 1985. Sarpanci in the village is investigated as R.W.3. He said R.W.2 marriages with R.W.1 were conducted in 1971 or 1972. He is also closely associated with R.W.2. He insisted that there was no compulsory custom for getting married early in the community. He is about 60 years old by the day he gives evidence in this courtroom. R.Ws 1-3 people did not say
which places and people were married at the time of their marriage. Therefore, without convincing evidence, R.W.2's marriage to R.W.1 could not be said to have been conducted in 1971. Meanwhile, the petitioner's version seems likely in light of the fact that he has a son. Born in 1984, the marriage of a first responder in 1983 took place in 1983, so it is determined that she should
have married her husband in 1982 or 1983, as the petitioner's counsel argued. If marriage is not related to the purpose of determining the point, the question is whether the parents of the primary or primary respondents reside in the province of Andhra Padeci within the meaning of the Constitution (S.T.) Order,1950.59. Defense attorneys for primary respondents rely on The Case
of Dud Nas Prasad (18supra) to advise the 10th respondent to show that he has lived in Andhra Pradesh for more than 30 years and therefore permanently resides in Law 10 of the Amended Act of 2003. In the case of Dudh Nath Prasad (18 supra), respondents submitted caste certificates according to the prescribed proforma. In Para5 of the guidelines for candidates included in
booklets etc. issued for administrative services and so on, the memo was added in the form of a caste certificate, where the term 'generally residing' used in it states that it has the same meaning as in Section 20 of the Act, in 1950. Similarly, it contains similar notes in the form of certificates to be generated by candidates belonging to reserved castes or reserved tribes. The phrase
normal was interpreted by the Supreme Court as a reference to the 1950 law. Because the respondent in it has lived there for more than 30 years, he will generally be treated as residing in the Haura district, but the Constitution (S.T.) In , the word 'generally inhabited' is u definition. Order, 1950 or Reserved Rank and Scheduled Tribal Order (Amendment) Act, 2002 Act 10 of Act
103. However, the Constitution (S.T.) The word 'resident of the municipality' was found in the order, 1950. 60. The Central Government issued an indestrusted statement on the issuance of caste certificates for rank and scheduled tribes scheduled for 22-03-1977. The relevant section reads: Therefore, the residence of a specific person in a particular area has a special meaning.
This residence was not understood literally or in the sense of an ordinary word. On the other hand, it means a notification date for the presidential order. Therefore, a person who is temporarily away from the permanent place of a place of a place of a place of a place of a place of a place of a place of temporary use at the time of notice of a presidential decree applicable to his
case, for example, obtaining a living or pursuing an education, may also be considered a certain tribe, if his rank/tribe is specified in that order in relation to his country/U.T. However, despite the fact that his name is his, he can not be treated as a relationship, such as a temporary residence. It said any presidential order was scheduled in relation to the area. 61. This is not
applicable because the electoral law must be followed meticulously. The main body does not specifically specify the meaning of the term normal used in the (S.T.) command, Section 10 of the 1950 or 2003 Amendments, and section 20 of the 1950 Act. Therefore, the Constitution (S.T.) order, 19.5 million, shall be considered for the person to which that order will apply. The statute
must be interpreted in plain language and nothing should be added or deducted as long as there is no proper basis to justify it. Section 2 of the Constitution (S.T.) indicates that the 1950 order will apply to members of tribal or tribal communities residing in the region of Andhra Padeci State. Therefore, there is no need to observe that tribes residing in certain localities or
descendants or proprogenies of the community will also come into the category of lack of schedule by virtue of the law 10 of the Act of 10. Banzara is included as one of the tribal communities on the Constitution (S.T.) list. By virtue of the order, Law 10 of 1950 2003. No doubt, while interpreting the Constitution it should be interpreted literally in harmony. While harassing a word
while there is no definition, it should give the same meaning that people who co-house in a general term or sub-material receive in the sense of understanding it. In Act 10 of 2003, what stands out from the phrase locals indicates that the revised law will apply to the corresponding tribes and necessary descendants residing in Andhra Padeci State. Order, 1950 fermentation. In my
opinion, the Amendment Act will not apply to the Banzara community, which emigrated after 1950 and generally resides in Andhra Pladesi or enacts Act 10, 2003. 10 or the Constitution (S.T.) unless specified in the 2003 Act. the 1950 Constitution (S.T.) You may want to consider the purpose of determining a particular tribe or tribal community residing in this particular state.
Order, come 1950 to work. Therefore, in the consideration of this Court, Amendment Act 10 of 2003 is the date of the Constitution (S.T.) In any part of Andhra Pladesi, the ancestors or descendants of the locals apply only to Banzaras, as in . Order, 1950 fermentation. In such cases, the parents of the first responders are constitutional (S.T.) It is clearly not a resident in some parts
of Andhra Padeci state. Order, 1950 Section 10 of the 2003 Amendment Act does not apply for primary respondents. Therefore, she is 006 Kanapur (S.T.) is not eligible to challenge. Parliamentary districts in Andhra Padeci state. Primary respondents' elections must be declared invalid because they are not eligible to contest the 2009 election.62. Petitioner now 006 Kanapur
(S.T.) to see whether he should be duly elected as a member of the Legislature. Congressional districts under Section 84 of the Law of 1951 or less. Article 84 of 1951 provides relief for petitioners to claim. The above provisions provide relief for election petitioners to pursue. The question is whether the petitioner is entitled to pursue further declarations that he or she has been
duly elected. Section 101 of the 1951 Act said: 101. Grounds to declare that a candidate other than the returned candidate has been elected:- If the person who filed the petition claims to be the elected candidate who has been returned, he or she or another candidate is duly elected and the high court has effectively claimed that the petitioner or another candidate has won a
majority of the votes. () The petitioner or other candidate may have won a majority of valid votes for votes obtained by corrupt candidates, and the High Court of Labor may duly elect the petitioner or other candidate after declaring the election of the returned candidate. If you read the above provisions unequivocally, it is clear that in both circumstances only the High Court can
make a declaration in favor of the petitioner or other candidate. Therefore, if the election of a filer is declared invalid, there is no provision filed in this court's notice by the petitioner that the petitioner may request an additional declaration to declare that he or she has been duly elected. In this respect, defense attorneys who learned about the 1 respondent relied on decisions
reported in Prakash Candre V DR. VIJAY KUMAR KHANDRE AND THE OTHER 29 WERE ELECTED IN THIS WAY (FARAH 14), AND THERE IS NO SPECIFIC PROVISION FOR THE NEXT HIGHEST-VOTE SECURED PERSON TO BE ELECTED IN AN ELECTION IN WHICH AN ELECTED CANDIDATE IS DECLARED DISQUALIFIED FROM THE ELECTION AND HAS
MORE THAN ONE CANDIDATE CONTESTING THE ELECTION. Actis is silent at this point. In addition, it cannot be estimated The votes secured by disqualified elected candidates would have been wasted or the next candidate with more votes would have secured them. If a disqualified candidate is not able to contest the election, it will be questioned in the realm of predictability
and prediction of whether voters will be able to vote yes to a candidate who has secured more votes than any other candidate. In such circumstances, he said that declaring the elimination of the nomination was not eligible for election by a member of the electoral office or any other candidate. In light of the above decision, it is clear that relief declaring that a petitioner has been
duly elected cannot be granted because it is silent on this law, unless it is a provision (a) or clause (b) of Section 101 of the Act of 1951. It is not true that petitioners received a majority of valid votes over returned candidates, or that votes obtained by corrupt candidates appeared to be corrupt. Therefore, this case does not attract Article 101 of 1951 and therefore cannot be
declared further.64. In accordance with this, the electoral commissioner has a primary respondent of 006 Canapur (S.T.) may salvage a declaration that you are not entitled to appeal the parliamentary constituency. 006 Kanapur (S.T.) in connection with the second prayer elected by the Petitioner shall declare duly. The national election district cannot be legally granted. The cost -----------------------.------------------------. C.BHANU, JDATED:22 Nov, 2010 HsdAted: 22-11-2010: After the declaration of the ruling, the learned chief counsel for the primary respondent verbally asked for the operation of the People's Act 116-B order clause in 1951 to allow him to favor an appeal before the Supreme Court of Hon'ble in 1951. In view of the fact that the Constitution
(Scheduled Tribes) Order, the Periodic Rank and Periodic Tribal Orders Act of 1950 (Amendment) Act (Amendment) Act (Amendment) Act of 2002) should be interpreted, the court is of the view that it may consider the request of the counsel of the first defendant. Accordingly, there will be a provisional body of judgment, and the period of stay will be for the operation and
subordinates (K.BHANU) for six weeks from the date of the ---------------------.C.BHANU, J Appendix Prosecutor Petitioner of Evidence WitnessesP.W.1: Ajmeera Hari Naik P.W.2:Abhay Govind Rao Chauhan P.W.3:Chauhan Narayan Laxman Rao 1st ResponderR.W.2 1: Tensan Ratod R.W.2: Ramesh Ratod R.W.3: Ratod Madukar R.W.4: Zadav Barbu R.W.5:Bano Zalam Singh
Exhibition PetitionerEx.P1 : The result of the election petition (disputes regarding the possibility of entry and evidence). Ex.P2: A Central List of Backs in the state of Maharashtra. (You can appeal in relation to permitting and evidence). Ex.P2 (A): Related items in the Banzara community when entering sl.no.9 in Ex.P2. (You can appeal in relation to permitting and evidence).
Ex.P3: The Maharashtra Government's Resolution to Book Vimukta Zatis List #1. (You can appeal in relation to permitting and evidence). Ex.P4: Circular 18.2.1965 issued by the Maharasra government. (You can appeal in relation to permitting and evidence). Ex.P5: Another circular published by the Maharashtra government in 18.8.1977 (with regard to permitting and evidence of
the case). Ex.P6: Certified copy of certificate issued by Head Master, Z.P. Primary Vidiyandir, Zaor Thanda, Nand District. (You can appeal in relation to permitting and evidence). Ex.P7: Certified copy of certificate issued by Head Master, Z.P. PrimaryVedia Mandir, Yaror Thanda, Nand District, Maharasra. (Subject to a right to object to the permitting and evidence). Ex.P8:
Certified copy of certificate issued by Head Master, Z.P. PrimaryVidea Mandir, Zaor Thanda, Nand District, Maharasra. (Subject to a right to object to the permitting and evidence). Ex.P9: Jury, District Council, Adilabad Date 9.10.2009. (You can appeal in relation to permitting and evidence). Ex.P10: Original from Ex.P1. The Ex.P11 is the original of ex.P2. Ex.P12:Ex.P3 Original.
Ex.P13: Ex.P4, text. Ex.P14: Ex.P5's Original. Ex.P15: A copy of ex.P6 certification. Ex.P16: Ex.P7 Ex.P17 Certified Copy: Ex.P8.Ex.P18 Certified Copy: 2008 R1, Nomination: Tasilda to 11 First Class RespondentEx.R1:Scheduled Tribal List (Constitutional Calendar) 1950, The Banzara community was included in the submission of a certified copy of the extraction of voter lists of
29 w.e.f. 7.1.2003: Letters, director of the A.P. National Archives 16-08-2010 date 1983 and 1995 by Act 10 of the 2003.Ex.R2. Regarding the registration of 1 asvoter. Ex.R3: An authorized copy of the 1983 Voter List's Tadihatnur (v) notation in the Kanapur (ST) precinct relates to registering respondent -1 as an elector. R4: Certified coy of Tadihatnur (v) notation (Sl.No.204) in
the Kanapur (ST) constituency on the 1988 voter list. Ex.R5: An authorized copy of an extract from the Tardihatnur (v) Kanapur (ST) constituency of the 1995 Voter List relates to registering Respondent-1 as an elector (Sl.No.69). Ex.R6: Photo Voter List 2009 Kanapur (ST) Precinct Respondent-1 (Sl.No.666)Ex.R7: Resident Certificate of Res.1 for 1977-1999, Tasildar, Revenue
Department, Government Ownership of A.P. Ex.R.R.: Ownership: Ownership: Ownership: Res.1 A.P. Ex.R9 Government of Utnor (v), issued by Secretary Panchayat since 1987: Govt of A.P.Ex.R10, Secretary Utnor (v) Panchayat, after Res.1's home ownership certificate since 1999. : Custom copy of WP No.22590's 2009 WP No.29332. Ex.R11: A memo issued by the collector's
office relating to the general residence of Rattod Vasanta Rao. Ex.R12: Affidavit Certified Copy of Rathod Vansatha Rao.Ex.R13: Affidavit Copy Certification of Rathod Vasantha Rao.Ex.R14: Order of the Region Collector. Ex.R15: Certified copy of the strip collector's type order.? 1 2006 (4) SCC 98 2 1994 (1) SCC 359 3 1969 (3) SCC 238 4 (2009) 10 SCC 541 10 5 (2001) 8 SCC
233 6 1987 (SUPP) SCC 93 7 1984 (1) SCC 19 (1) SCC 3984 (1) SCC 3CC 199 (1) SCC 398 (1) SCC 39 1999) 1 SCC 666 10 (2002) 2 SCC 410 11 (2005) 5 SCC 46 12 AIR 1964 SC 1200 13 (1999) 9 SCC 386 14 (2000) 1 SCC 481 15 (2004) 1CC 4CC 15 (2004) 1CC 4CC 1CC (2004) 1CC 26 (2004) 1CC 4CC 1CC 20 (2004) 1CC 4CC 1CC (2004) 1CC 1CC 4CC 1CC 20 (2004)
1CC 4CC 1CC 20 (2004) 1CC 4CC 1CC 20 (2004) 1CC 4CC 1CC 20 (2004) 1CC 481 15 (2004) 1CC 481 15 (20000) 1 SCC 481 15 (20004) 1CC 4CC 1CC 20 (2004) 1CC 4CC 1CC 26 (26) 2004) 1CC 481 15 (20004) 1CC 481 15 (20004) 1CC 481 15 (20004) 1CC 4CC 1 17 (2006) 1 SCC 344 18 (2000) 2 SCC 20 19 (1997) 9 SCC 631 20 (2009) 2 SCC 109 21 (2007) 14 SCC 491
22 (2005) 11 SCC 66 23 (20100) (201000) ) 1 MPH 177 24 AIR 2001 SC 393 25 (1994) 5 SCC 244 26 1990 (3) SCC 13 0 27 (1996) 3 SCC 545 28 (2005) 2 SCC 244 29 (2002) 5 SCC 5688. .
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