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. fierdal HI0 Tgeell MO WM ERT IE BIER] U 03100
01,/2008, A€ W0 366 /2022, XIS §IH oI9 UTGd UG 3, fHd

YRT 353,341 WI0G0W0 U9 ©RT 7 fdocliovovde, ol Bufeie, forel
WIEEE, 4 FRd TR AW g G Ao, B [ 04,

ARIGEE R1 IR U9 3e¥ f30 13022023 W fager g
NG @ T €, N g R e §RT Uiaddl &l
qIRIg fhar T 21 Wy & erfieddl @ R W IRE faEwo
QA 3T, IdAddl &I SHMA Yed @xd U4 U QNG
ol 9 IueRw R0 13022023 @ fharaad @1 fd @
(et fbdl ST &1 STeRT UIRA bl oI aiell urefar o 7d1 7.
9 F 81 YR febal TRT B |

. e H 98 7 R MER W URFAT uF 74l UKd [Bar T g
39 TR 2 & rdicTadl SRM faarer fagH foareiy =y &
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faffa SMMT ® o der yea el wiRd BW @ e
Jfieddl Bl g 389 (3) <oNoHo @ ded fdgm fauwofw
AT §RT ST Y& &) T 2 | idictdal &1 I8 A1 a g {6
YR H Bl T e Iyl @ T fde HEl qedl W T aRe
et B S Td 9gMAE SR B MR W IR Har
IuTe & o T ) ardiedd! U6 YRR Ioifas © ae
SR UCY ¥ FHNAE] Ul B 9e © IR WR e @
gA1d Sid gl g Ud MU U9 e uilkd {6 OfF @ Ud
& ueard &1 faurTaWr |iyared gRI ey Seadloll @ §U
g XISl gyargul XagT AR U Gl 15.02.2023 Bl 34—WR
[quTTeT & 1 R "Iiyd &) foam T 2 3iR g fafdy @1 wenfia
RIgid g & 9T 8 @ SUURT 1,2 T4 3 JROWOTFT, 1951 & dedl
FRIFTAT Gadl By MY $Ud M0[F Td SfQ¥ & WA SWId

T el YR W fb AFMY Swad el N1 "Lok
Prahari Vs. Election Commission of India (W.P.(C) No.

330/2016" ¥ 3auRa fhar mar & fb —

"Therefore, the disqualification under sub-section (1), (2) or

(3) of Section 8 of the Act will not operate from the date of
order of Stay of conviction passed by the Appellate Court
under Section 389 of the code or the High Court under Section
482 of the Code.....Upon the disqualification under section 8

will not operate."

g T MU Ud SRR SeW S ORT 353,341
WI0G0%0 U oRT 7 fHociiovovde I Wied dl [daR H ol uIve
fom T & O oY oFER wew # ey T8 € gufer wea
Mg 7 ey Y vd dedl & fawug € ok @ived fod oM A
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% 3R 3TUleidhal SARIUT RN & dgd N (I T I g 7R
AU & R & SRM Yo QNG @ o & fEared
W QY UIRA el fhar Wil € @ SWIgaR Adiciddl ol
WR AU &7 @ AT I T /AT Bl AT YT
& SR SR & # SUYA 1T SR SR 3 Tdieted! @l
AU & FING BT IR AT TUIcdall & A1 ASAH! Bl Ad
BRT | 3dictard! / WRHTTS <11 &1 48 41 0@ 2 & 39 AWl
T ARBR GRT ERT 321 TOHOH0 & dad AFel @l arud for S
gq WA w0 e w7, R srdierddl / TRl /T @
o o= oI R 8| Srdieddt / e < @ I ff 9F ©
fob I rlfer JSTeT /2T & SR AR heal § 3ol Bl
feam T 2| Jrfieddl / WS QI @7 A8 M 96 @ fb A

Ixell Sod Rl R "Sayed Mohammad Noorul Ameer

Versus U.T. Administration of Lakshadweep Represented
by the Its Standing Counsel, High Court of Karala,
Ernakulam" # TIRT foig a0 25012023 # aff¥ged, ol fb o1

307 WI0G0W0 & ded QIVNIG [hdl T o, & NN & Mg g
qoeey & wWfid fear a1, dovda fRd A Seadd
AT gRT ATforel 0 85 /2023, ol fe0 27.012023 & gRI
AT SRl Iod AR & AT Bl [ vd d2al & 3wy urd
gU SOl BARTR G AFHIE Bl Iod IR & FQAER
PRIAE B v (RRE fhar mar) gaferd enfieredt / el
I B TD & 6 o fdog UING Ted (07F U4 3oLyl @
AT / fraftaa fdar S |aadr & | sriiaddl / WIS 1T &l I8
W d® ¢ [ AFHg STadd T gRT "Ashok Versus State

of Madhya Pradesh" # ¥8 f¥gid ufauiea fear & &




4

PR Rl Fadl g ag H f’ll W "R WSS o
AHAT § U4 AMHY STadd e g1 Mared Rifdd s <o
104 (2220) # WRA fvig R0 07.11.2022 # 3rrcAdha / MATA STl
P ST 01.01.1993 T T B 3R 3rdietddl /WA ST §
RT 39 ol ® ol =fafdr 30.09.1990 aml T B | TRIAR
ARM fdaRY e, Jdidddl ®I SHMG YSH IR U4 YRId
[ 131 = e ARG B e B 7o e o i MO S o e | )
e UIRG fhd S @1 HiTT & T4 &

g B AR W ey ifda S afver war Rig wd fage e
ANOI ARTI BIOGN] §RT SWIAGd RFF AT W& 761 @
fovg foRed w89 260 Teqd a~d g0 &H foar mm g f%
SdieTehd! gIRT SRS YR 3Tdiel =TI YAl T SHUANT & 3R
T o8 e 90 8 © a1 WIRS B AN B AW I g
RT I8 0 T Wd [Ba1 7 2 & goqm andied, sndierdha! &l 3R
| qUe UiGaT Afed, 1973; AN BINGN] MW@ wd sifwaaH
o URMe gl & Raems & w®ife oilid @ e o andierdal
Bl IR W WY BT AU U YW 7 B (Bl Tl UETSR Bl A0
79 3IRgS fhar a1 8 S 6 999 BioeR ol ¥ uegeR el
%, Sdfd fagm foawig <Jmare 4 sdieddl /e @I S090¥0
P gRT 389 & B OMMd sWiel Yo @ T 7 6 a8
FTAR qdicld <ryrerd ¥ Wl a7Edil qol dRdl §U ofdiel <IRgel
R qh 3R YT R UrRIAT UF U4 Ifdlel &l FR& fbd S &l
T8 WA YR YA | A BIoreR! 3idlel FeuIaIged IR
T @ T g, dfed T W@ W AN B T T A @R ey
ST I T | idierddt & 3R ¥ it # ford T R ol &
| TDheH & U Wepidd Id & Riglal & faueid @ | adie H form
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T YU 3R 3dietd! /I @1 JfaIRbdl & | H E,
Tdics et / WIS <IaT gIRT 30 d) H el A faRre ik
R AR AUERI B & e H DIg AN dI AT Tal b T 7
AR T Bl YIA AU SH & IR H IIRAA R T 7| AT D
AR A Ig N T UKA fbar 77 8 & A S ATerd §
RT "Abuzar Hussain Versus State of W.B. (2012) 10 SCC
489" % Iz fgla yfaufed fomar w8 fob —

"Claim of juvenility lacking in credibility or frivolous

claim of juvenility or patently absurd or inherently
improbable claim of junenility must be rejected by the
court at the threshold whenever raised."

AT I BT AR W IT W1 T UK [Ba1 T 2 & A"
STdH ATl g1 "Hema Versus State (2013) 10 SCC
192" ¥ I8 Rigia ufured foar r 5 & —

"In Dayal Singh Versus State of Uttaranchal {(2012) 8

SCC 263}, while reiterating the principles rendered in C.
Muniappan {(2010) 9 SCC 567}, this court held thus :
....Merely because PW 3 and PW 6 have failed to perform
their duties in accordance with the requirements of law, and
there has been some defect in the investigation, it will not be
to the benefit of the accused persons to the extent that they
would be entitled to an order of acquittal on this ground."

Juf, oo o Sl &1 35 oM Afged & T2 fear o
AT | 3T IT I8 41 Td & b Tl /MY B STaawahal
BT TR AFHIE Ied IRTerd, Jollerars & Fael [aRee 8H &

HRY 3 U™ gNT ffafad & fear o 9ear g1 S
aifrer ol & ey & off ok 9ad fuiRa g o fo fafe=
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Td WA G TdTetehdl / WIiAIUS STl Ui 9y TG T AT SHefal
eI | ST SdT ¥T A1 d0 © b Riig &1 Mol aid B @
SWRIT AR B Fadl Jffaed JUelly =IRer H afid & &R
R T8 SOl Wl Wahdl| i H qdicrddl gRI foram T 3
FER Ffeqor fadzmr fbar ST SR fbar T & & W@ AU
A1 ¥ Segfad H1 A AUR TE 8 ol (e e § AL
Jeadq AT §RT "C. Muniappan Versus State of T.N.
(2010) 9 SCC 567" ¥ J@uIRd A1 o M7 7 & <wgel faam
@1 BIg ¥ MY DI I e fbar S Fobell | 157 T AR W
faery sifdgad v fagm e e sifdgadl Biserl & ad 8
f ardieraal /W OSSO & Wy H ORI 321 S0¥0H0 & Ied
YR WA UF WING BAT O gd 8 SR SHeT Bl oM
AR /WA S B Te) Qa1 S FdhaT| 99 @I 3R A
Sdietene! / THTT STAT 3fegeetl 3o WM & fdg 51 JbaH! Bl
fovga SRR gfoerT f TRA fobur W 2| 39 UBR SWIad
IR W W 0 79 foRwd f o @ A @ T 2

. IRl /WIS ST & fdgM Sifadar den g @l 3R |
ey s £ sl wea Rig Ug fAg ot Irrer sifeae
BISTER §RT WA b T4 IWIGd Tbl & Melld § WA g3
qied cifed Iiid T4 fgM SR RIe™ @ U@l @l
TRAYded URelTer o |

. T & ORI | W g fob fhuR quErl g el @iy
fafiree Ay STl / WIIATTS I gRT AN ST Geild el
2T 21 39 ey & ardficled! /Ui ST Bl 6o 2 fb g
I AT g1 Hated Jdiel § SHa! SHIAY 01.01.1993 el
T g, 3 I BRIk A gU UEIG e¥ gRT UG v
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TUSICY Bl AR AR i (afad fhar o | Safd s &l
AR W IRy 3ifdgedr vd g el A ASddd hioarl ol
d® © b g Idicidrdl /WIS ST RT3 I9 6 1990 39
ag H 3ifbd @ T g TAT AFHG SAREIG ST ATl g
g1 Il 0 8,/2017 "Nawab Kazim Ali Khan V. M.
Abdullah Azam Khan" # 3diciddl /WHTH AT §RT 30!
S 99 1990 R @ T 7 &R fRRIR JuErl Weehl i faRme
&l ardreredl / WieHIOE ST gRT 908 &9 H el off T 81 7
g fRIR SUERY B BT Ay Al B 1 7 &R 9 & fGuR
AN B & Gag H Plg U & <RI foba T 7 | 599 fawy
Jfaad va fagM el Ia aad Bivier! &1 SWRiad ad
AY SeaH el N1 "Abuzar Hussain Versus State
of W.B. (2012) 10 SCC 489" ¥ wfuuifed Rigid & aai® H 39
WR W WHR 89 A7 2 & FUR omer) 89 & |y | g
faRre aFA sdieddl §RT 39 @9 ¥ <8l AN T © 3R 7 g9
He4Y H Bly U9 /Whel YA UF e YA (b1 AT 7 | glerd
[HIR AR B @ [T H Plg MRy YRETH 74 & MR @
WR W el fear o wddl, 4ih didddl & SH & Hey H
ST faare ugel § faermm vd faareie & SeRa fear T
gl

- il /WIS ST & g St @1 9@ § fb R
yepRol H BI T fader gl e fddEer el dedl W F a¥e
Jfdd B 3PS T GAER ARW B MR W NG
RIS gYAIg GER O & S9qaed 9 & 741 g o Ay &
JITIS Wl H Ul el fhar mm g wafe fage
AT BN FT 39 Hag H dd § & 3did § rdiarddl gRI
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forar T Ffeqol fademT @1 AUR, WI U MY H SIegfad @I
qE R e 8 gadr| fred ey sifted v fogm o
ADY ARTRT IRl Bl SR db 36 TR W WIDR
B MY § R{ife 39 Feg H AN Swad el §RTC.
Muniappan Versus State of T.N. (2010) 9 SCC 567" # 3fqTRd
fepar T 7 fob Ffeqol sverar ryyel fade T &1 ®ig oW WA o
74l & RNV & WR W AT Bl UG el (b1 ST Fehll, I8
il & URIY b FRARY & GHI 3fH 989 & IWId 8l [9aR
4 formm < wehd B |

7. Jdictdbdl /WS T & fdgM ffadm @ de T (S
FdIcThd Th RAN RIS & G2 Ik Jo¥ | GHears! urcl
BT WeW © AR WR e F gAE Sid gar @ | Y
oy vd amew wiRd 6 OM & e o uwEr g g
Af@rerd gRT JAABY Seadroll fa@ §Y U4 [oiad gyaryul
AT AT TY Qi 15.02.2023 DT 34—FIR [AGTTT &5 dl e
G o) a1 A7 &, I [SFifded gY@ BRYT S[oT Bl T
2| Al AT Ue I 39 Wag ¥ q@ 8 % rierddl o g
AR S @1 Py AER el RN AT & 6id sydieqddl @
g BT THT ARG 3N & IR SUD fdwg 51 ITRIGS
| fa9y et vd fagr e IRe Sifdae Bioe’l @
SR 6 30 TR W WoHR 81 MG & i iierdd &
fd%g 51 SIS Al Bl fa&]d AR gider I o
AR ¥ YA a1 T & SR AT B Dig g AdbIcd e
Al ogd el @ T |

8. JUeTahdl /YIS AT & fdgM Afeaaar &1 0@ @ & i @
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faRer & SRM YT il & M0E & fhargad W e
AT TIRT Tl fdhar S 8 aF Jrdierdd! & WR Qe &5 &
AT ¥ T / IRTIAT BT MY YTl 8 SR o<t &3
SUGAE TREAT WRAM AR FH Wod @ g e ud gew
SdieTehel Dl YU &ffd HING Bl | Safd A el &1 59
ey § d@ & o o afi/ e & W g & W @
TE1 el Ol Fhdl, dfed Ig &FAMNIIT B 1 TAH B BI 20 §
| fauy sffgedr vd fagr forell aria sifdgadl BISary @
SRITT dh 39 WR R WHR g4 INg © ifep <l Afdd o
Fedl ARE B9 31dT S9a g it g &l SHd 91 39
WR R TS BT AT SN YU & g Wl el g |
g B AR W AR sifegad v fag e e st
BINERI &1 3 T® & b AMHG Iwaad <Ured R "Lok

Prahary through its secretary V. Election Commission of

India and Others (2018) 18 Supreme Court Cases 114"
Td 3F9 WMl # I8 SruiRd fn war ® 5 afwed @ fawg
yRd Qg @ ooy ol @ Mered 9gd @ fauw
gRRefCRl & gefw | getwam AWal | & a1 S Ay | I
B AR ATl /WIS a1 & fdog Bl favgd 51 Al
PT MR gfagr 21 1 IgRd far T g1 =9 @ 3R ¥
ferery Sftaaar wd fagm e are ffaedr Biver & d@ @
fo amdietadl /WIFTTS ST & Way H ORT 321 SOW0W0 & dgd
TRd WA u wING fhar 1 g@r © ok SHdr dly M
3T / TS ST & el a1 off Aaar|  faey sifdaear g
fagr e Iarg SAfRadT BIveR! @1 IWd dd SIRIdd [
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IR B 3MAd H U4 G IGRT a2l & JRUeT H 39 TR W
WHR 9 7Y 2 R g099 AW srdiddd! /s S &
faog fad MRIDS Jhaal & &F H Y@ 8¢ 390 &R W
Qe AMel H BT T8l Ydid Bl g |

10. JTeAhdl / WIIHTTA IT SR fdaR el 39 1T & i
{30 20022023 | THMA W & | TIFER fdierddl / WA0H hl
B AR F YR W U 74l Y f0fd 30 13.02.2023 TH
TuSIey 30 13022023 @ AT 6 SM & dda & v fovd
SRS

I
STl / UrIFTIS 1T A0 Jfegeet 3 WM @l AR | YK
AT U3 7d), Y qiilg Mo vd querey Qo 13.022023 @
AT 53 9 & Hdy ¥ fFRed foan S 2|
SdieT UATdell I AW [AaTs faid 15.03.2023 I UL & |

e 28-02-2023 (gt AR )
(3010 o oo 6114)
IR T3 IR B Fo 02 /
foRry =mmdier (@AW, /TH.Udn)
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