Claim Petition No. 1231 of 2023
Vineet Malik Vs. State of U.P. &Others

ST AT |dT SMHRT, e 94, RIS, |
T H.—07
SURIT—AFAR 3l 3= AR RE, TS (eI )
fader arfereT H.—1231 /2023

fafva aferd, oMy T 33 9N, g3 w@o wHure s, e
3,/92, REATYRH HIAMI, AT T TR, AT FERAYR, I
AT SU Res /Al UM, RMYR ORTET, 9T BIWR,
ST BB, YoU=03110 133200025

LTI |
CRIt|

1. So¥0 Y ERT YHW 9AfYd /R g&¥ Aftd, g
Jodlo fafdeT Afrarerd, didh Ha- oRg-TS |

2. Yford SY Helf=Niersd, HeRIYR qRers WERAYN |
3. dR® Yferd 3ieflerh, AERAYR |

....fagefToT |

£ e Rig fagr siferahr, ar ar=h |
£ gaodio s, g agaear e, arct fquefiTor

ot
(W0 &t 3s HAR Rig AW (I2M0) FRT HdiRaa)

1. I gRT gaA (der i SR e e |4l
(arferxor) SMfiH, 1976 @ GRT 4 @ If<dd  fduel
A3, IS gfor Srfledd HeRAR §RT UIRd qUsSIesl
feTifhe 04.10.2022 T fquel x=g—2, Yford Su HelfRieTd
HAERAPR UREH WERAPR §RT UIRA Tl 3aer fasifeha




Claim Petition No. 1231 of 2023
Vineet Malik Vs. State of U.P. &Others

26.05.2023 BT FAIH <d gY ARIA &I T3 7 | e arfae
H I 7 FrEfeRad sdiy A fey &

"(i) To set aside the minor punishment

order No.Da-51/2022 (censor entry)

dated 04-10-2022 passed by the

opposite party No. 3 and the appellate

order dated 26-05-2023 passed by the

opposite party No. 2 contained as

Annexure No. 1 & 2 respectively to this
claim petition.

(ii) To direct the respondent authorities
not to read the impugned minor
punishment order No.Da-51/2022
(censor entry) dated 04-10-2022 passed
by the opposite party No. 3 and the
appellate order dated 26-05-2023
passed by the opposite party No. 2 to
deny the petitioner any service benefit.

2. AT ERT IUYh AN 3H MR W AT fby MY &
fh TS0 WRBHR g1 i emgATeer f&ifehd 16.03.2018 &
AR USE H Y WA B ABAM T @G Yo &
U Pls fauedr FE0 Bl B Jgdd WeRAYR  fSdre
HAERAR « gRYF faAifa 22.03.2018 Ffd &, gford S
A Rigd  HERAYR, ellger]  FERAR, IRS  gfe™
JefleTh  AERAYR / OThBRTR /i 3fEflefeh  THell ol
IR YRYF BT IAUTAT B vg MR fbar 7ar o f&
Oferd BRI T & AFl H WY e 9 &, R
U<l B9 UR ITORd JARHIRGT /ARRES & A1 SHR gferd
ERT gReT & gied Wedl T Ua fhar Sy | @+d &l
A G AT | &l 9l & IR FRAaR #9R 37898
@ JF BIIR o WA [THET | Al ol 3R G BT B
B PR QAT IR oy WA @ Hag H (Bl 9 Afh g
G fPRT A1 fHedl o favmT & a8 Rerd 78 @ 8 |
ST T RUe, F®1 Qe =1 a1 <= Ruic | faar 13
g 3R 7 8 I8 gar & T 2 & @ Sw e @,
S @ 918, Il Bl BIsHR, TR Flled dfed |/ gford
JAABIRAT BT s BIOR B o 1, S W qorfar & b
I 39 A § g 2| Afe ww | @is sifafddar urE
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ST 8, dr g9 RUId @99 fqunT gRT €1 o ®, ofee
WA QR 9 &3 # oy WEd & Wy § dls KUl A8
T MY W9 P A& H IR Bl bl SHBNI o o
SIfTy SBIH BT Ay W99 & Heg H Pl hNdls ol
@Y, ZAfTY AT BT I T TERWT T AhAT | GUSTRIBTRY
S IR B 9die d TP AT T R AR A8 fear iR arh
& oaid & fHAl T | W PIs BRI ey feu {9,
S=i I & Rgemw gRfar ufafte &1 amaer aiiRa faan .
AR GUH P g8 AT § 6 S dears &1 oud
T B U @ 9 8, 9 b S FHar) @ I < B
NMC ¥, 3R 9 d& bl iRy dHarl @ ol & a1
qh H WEHReT & bl | A1 QY BT IJedod gl
BT, 9 IF IS RIell® T WIoThy S ol el &l off
AHAT | A WA & T H BRATS 9 B b WS I B
Pls Td NG Aol o1, $Afolv Il &1 HM HEER DI
ol H el ST 3R U &M & folv S §vs &l faar o
ADhdT | Ul BRI 7 AP 2652023 B M A I
$ e B daadt ARg—aM (limitation)d MR R g
HEd gU GRS R e, 6 il ¥9—dmr 9 qieR
(time-barred) & @ifd 30 1991 & Al & 9 21 &
Jeeiae DR BU 4 o & < 9 TR b r o |

I BT SR I8 W HUF 8 b 9 BRI = 0!
S RUie o sWaey saret Adiy Irfl & A <Y v
o 3R S A1 o7y <vs faar war of e Racs S8id
I AP & THeT T qRR @& o, R ardeiy
JIPRT 7 WHR B foram o, oifhd I &1 U Bl

HeHayul dRi ¥ WIRS B & a1 7, S "fade $aAR
sfiard 99 Afad PWD 9 31" (2012 LABIC 2385) 3iR
“gea ReeN Us Uciaffed fofics 9 o= s9M
RRIer =g e ((2007) ACC 206) @& AMl H UG B
BT St B | TRME STid & IR Sfid MTHRI 9 7 ar
G [T & 6l ISRl &1 9= <o fdhar &R 7 &1
AR IAEHG & dC DR BT 9 fordn, ST HiAd 3y W+
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YUl 2| ofg queley # g RuE & frsesf a1 S H
Ul A, 9 IR H R AT A8 9™l WA 8, Sl
“SHTETe gTE g 99 SR USY I 9 I D JHe H
WU B $1 Jeadd & | Il & [dog qRa faTid
4102022 HI TV IR—BFHI, AFAMI, AR 91 fHdT 3™
HROT & AT 1T 7 |

3. Il & HYATAR SHHT YA Hed § 39 SR g fh
Y 2021 H S AT AT BIAdlell S8, STYE FERAYR H
Fg<h or d9 fadld 03.12.2021 BT &HEBNT HfRMETome i
R3] AIqH gRT SHIG & FHY 81 Y2 37ae T & qHe
H BT B R, R AT H AR AT & ™A g
UrT T, Hib TR 8—9 BIC TEN Mgs SioWlodlo | WIEHR
IR U U | S & SRME MY ®Y W bl Tl
SIF®RI & JFAR I8 a2 HelH § 3mar fd el AroYo
1759 FToYo HAA FHFAR FRT AN PIadiell a8ld TR IHAR
@ WU H BRI BT S BT AT| BRI Bl e PR S W)
gral B AT S AEGRT gRT &l S8’ OF & gfedrd
fquell derr—3 g1 i dRor qgaen Aifled  fe=ifad
25.04.2022 AT DI YT gz, D RT IR TS Sfefi=eer
3ol & gferd JSHIRAT (qus ud rdiel) rasraedl, 1991 &
e 14(2) @ eiavld uRfe==r ufdfie ue@m fdy S @t
ORI fhar AT | I | Sh BROT g AN BT favgd
TR0 QA 27.02.2021 DI UK B FT AR Bl
We Foed fhdr, qift I¥e WRIHI0 R fdaR fhy o
fquell Hear—3 o1 faAlb 04.10.2022 &I UyRF=T HfAfte &1
gUSTael YR R fAT| S<h qusiay & fdog Ire 1 o
14.01.2023 B 31 WA @I, A fa7id 26.05.2023 I
fFRed R fear war| =i sfqell & faf—fdvg, 9ad gy
I T aaA fder arferet A a1 T8 2 |

4. faueivror &1 Wy H wod € & Il & fdog uiiRd
SUSTQY U4 Ul 3fTeel qoid: faferasid, faemdaer qer
Herd IR gRT UIRd fby U €| S5 JJHR a9 2021
H S/ IrEl AT DIAdTell Q8Md, SFUe FeRAYR H FRf<h o

d9 {3 03.12.2021 HI &AMGBRI AlRreromed= s =g
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MqH gRI ST & FAIY 8 Y8 3fde W+ & A= H
BT BT T, RUIE & STAR SHIAT 4T & U, qRI AT
§ WERer g b1 @E g Uil T Wi W89 Bic
TER TS Slo¥lodlo ¥ WEHR IR Y IR T | It W&
& T H G B W A & T H OSBRI Bl
T T BITR YA HYR FEHG b ST H0—21 Yhal 0.341 To
D g W B 500 TFTHICY Th FATATDBGRUT v IITAN ol
T 2| Slo WM Whd Afd, Solo IMNH & U AT
1542886—2020—153 (¥10) /2017 fa=ifdhd 08.09.2020 & ERI
AERY Al & @99 Ud qRaeT & HR § G I
fGen—der & e@elidd & %9 H MU+ Ud y9Nl ierd
PIdarell QBT =1 U &F AT H @A 8 W IFMHAS
SRR @ T, S & SR MU ®Y § B T SHEHR]
@ ATIR Ig a2 Al A= H AT & b 3Rell AoYo 1759
ATloYo WG HAR GRT AT DIdarell I8 TR SHAR b By
H B fban o 81 o1 | |y W § 6 Il & gRT 3uA
U Sl BT e WEl UeR W Fgl fhar T g | g9
UbR Il & Bodbl &3 H 8 X§ W 9 A IDR U
dded Ul & Ui OR ATURATE!, SSrdl §Rde @l
RIS 9 S & giedd Il &l faTidh 25.04.2022 I
DR gaRil Afed Frid fbar Tar| e WsSiaRor ar
gRT fadld 27.02.2021 I UEd fbar Tar| A< gRT Ud
T[RRIV U IYT If¥eldl Ud AEdl & ATedld H ARISD
IR &4 & U qUSIEeN WK Bl
JFAITSTD UTd gU fa¥gd wrRull |i2d {3 04.10.2022 6l
ORA=T &1 gvs ARG fhar| S ARy & fdog Il
ERT UK 30 R AT el iRl 1 Suae el
Td il H oIy Y 99 YRI W fdaR e faid
26.05.2023 DI HRURGTH 33 GRT 3fATel fFRET x| 37c:
farfed <Ml smeer fAfRT™d, HRYE Td  UHidd =g &
ITHY UIRT by U & q2r S ¥l UdR &1 uiharceAs
srerar faferes Ffe =2 7|

5. fqueiimor &1 ARk Ig N wod 2 fb uvaad Ay
AT ORT 4, SR U Ald HdT (JTfera=on) Srfef=as, 1976
3 T Uiy 981 8 Rife Il A el Sy
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fQAIfba 26052023 & f0¥g JTR U MY 0l &
gferd AHINAT (GUS Td 3Ulet) FgHmEet], 1991 & g\ 23
o AT U YRIET (Revision) & deTe SUAR &I
qereq fhu o e adam e arfrer R ar 41 g,
fST91 I8 ATl AAI9d (Premature) © | faUeiTor &7 I%
1 w1 g f& arl grr ke arfaer § e v wEd
RM™, ¥ H i ewR 9 fau SiM, Sffiei Suoe F
FRIY O, WIS I & Sootad, AR & 3G, USIQT
Td UG QT & @RI BF TAT Sgd ~ATId o
BT TASTdr Hedl weH afaford € FRER U e © |
I FTAR Il Bl IR BRIAE] & Jhd @R W
TIT 3TaR e fhar 1, SHd WEIHIU Ud il R
faforra faaR foar T den 99a eney wWdd fdde &
YA & ORI GIRT fbg 77| 3 Il foir A gy o
AR T8 7 IR e TfereT Teug, dasle a9y
o fu o9 g 2

6. IrAl o TR TUAUH UK B fIRgd wue H fhy Ty
WP BT WusH fbar qor e Aifydr § afofa dedi @l

JIREgHT & |

7. IrAl & fagr ifrachr e fauefiror @ ik 9§ IuRerd
g™ TRfaeal &GN &I g1 TAT| UAEel R IuA
HAKRT MMl BT e Ud Jeiierd fdar 13 |

8. gan fder Iifue o dearHe godd I8 & f& I
P BRU FARH Afcd fadi®d 25042022 (Feldd H.—3)
A &R T, oH Saa [dog FHfailRad Ry 3ifdd
far T ©:

2022

“q§ 2021 H 9 MY AT Biddlell I8Id, SIS
HeRAR A g 9, 99 fadie 03.12.2021 9
SGR ufeom s Ry waw gRT eHien
P FHIY B R AAY G b TR F AfbT B
T, RS & FgaR A T4 & U, R A=
# AR M€ @1 @99 8T U™ T Aie W)
8—9 WIT e} Tge odlodlo F WITHY F1Y §Y
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U | St G99 @ 99H § @Ed ey 9
IFART & T § IEHN DI T A DR G
AR STEHAG & el Ho—21 YHaT 0.341 o HI YA
W @A 500 FTHICY db FATAIDRY =Y STHfct
o T 21 STo AH Shd AfIG, So¥lo ANH &
U3 & 1542 /86—2020—153  (W10) /2017
feAifdd 08.09.2020 & RT WERY gl & &=+
vd gRae & R ¥ R faga fen—fder &
JAABT ® BH H AMUN TG YNNI e
PIdarell BT 9 IU &F AT H AT 89 9
IR SRR &1 T, S & SRE MU w4
A B T SFHRI & AR I8 a2 |l de A
amar ¥ f& el AoYo 1759 oo WEAH FAR
ERT T DIaarell K8 R ShER @ ©9 § B
frar o <& an| o W ' % e gwo
UM Uyod TRl @1 fAdew W ueR @ El
frar AT B 1 9 UPBR IMUD Todhl 8F H B |
G ¥ 3MME YEHR U9 Haed Ul & Ui
HR ATURATE, STl sRa- &7 IRI™® & 17

Ith DHRYN gaBl AfCH & YR | ATl g1 FegiiRd
AT & WIdR [IRd LA (Haedh F.—4) UK (b
AT | SUSIGRI gRT AR & TCIHIU DI JFATTSTAD
A BY SMEUd qUSTQel faifdhd 04.10.2022 (Helt=ids H.—1)
$ HEIH 9 Il W OURfRT gfafe &1 que SfeRIfud @R
T T S qveRY & f[9%g I gRT URd faWri
el dT M1 3Mdleliy 3mew feifdhd 26.05.2023 (Held—2)
gRT PRE &R e mr| el 9 I8 41 W 7§ fF
fgarfed szt & fdog @IS YKo e uikd =&l fbar
T B | Ih QUSIQY U4 IfUIClid e W && BIH] Il
ERT g e anferet AT & 78 2 |
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9. fauefvTor &1 3R A SuRerd fdg Ul 3ffEdRT =
Ay I QST AfrdT $1 giyofigdar &R RS mafRy
wﬁaaﬁﬁm%aﬁﬁ&mwﬁw&%ﬁzﬁm
JANBIRAT BT (Gve TG lel) foHmEell, 1991 & 9 23 &
I SUATE YIS & qUlfd IUAR DI et [y
o g gaam Ay afaer aifsa &1 g1 e ey
DT FAIYD Ud Jolo alldh T (31frehvon) 3ffSf=gH, 1976
D YURT 4 B T AU B |

s laare | Il & fAge Sffgahl o 9@ fear o
I gRT faarfed gvsey @ favg fovri sriie aifsra @
T o, 579 R 9 el WeeRT g§RT f&9Td 26.05.2023
®I 3ifaH ey yIkd fhar <1 gar &1 g9 23 & 3=
QRIETOT BT SUDR debiouds 8, 3ff-ard =8i, 7 ol FgHrae,
1991 TAT 7T B Jo¥o AP AT (IMEHRT) AfRIfTH, 1976 H
AT P SUSY B, N¥d SR gerr Aifia fey e
fder arferer avi = 81

S AR §RT UTHRI & Hig-al ddbi  qel
el &1 uRiery fhar| g Midarg d=g & fb ar=n &
9T 31l &1 MR 81 bl o7 3R IAD IURI &l
g fAder arferT ST &1 T8 | U.P. Subordinate Police
Officers (Punishment and Appeal) Rules, 1991, &1 =9
23(1) 39 UPR &

"any authority subordinate to the Government
is entitled to submit an application for revision
to the superior authority next to the authority
which has rejected his appeal within three
months from the date of rejection of appeal.”

| & M Ig | PEr T B

"On such an application the powers of revision
may be exercised only when, in consequence
of flagrant irregularity, there appears to have
been material injustice or miscarriage of
justice."
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| & M Ig | Per T B

"Provided that the revising authority may on
its own motion call for and examine the
records of any order passed in appeal against
which no revision has been preferred."

9 23 BT EAIHT B ¥ I8 WK § b ARIe
®H WidaE ddbfedd ©, 9 & 3fFar | gRT 4, Jo¥o AH
T (@rfrepxvr) e, 1976 # off O B gd wd E @
{5 gRIeToT & QT STfARvl &7 IR & 3avg &l oy |
A dadl YANIEN BT IUAR UG B AF H qAHHA
e e Uiyoiy 81 SEIS Sl el | TRUTMHERAY,
fqueinor @1 URfe emufkl fRed &I Sl § 9o I%
fafeiRa farar Sirar @ 5 adwm e anferer Sodo ofid
HAT (@IEHRon) AR, 1976 B GRT 4 B AL YOI
ayofir 8 oiR o<y R AT fha o= O 7

10. I/ & I8 Afdah! & g d@ I8 & & I WaR
gRT fid oY fadifba 16.03.2018 & JAWUR Yol H
Y G DI ABA B AT Yol & Urq dls [dervsiar
T8l B T IYPad WERAYR Ao WeRAR A uRum
foifha 22032018 fifd @xe W R fbar war o f&
gferd SR @9 & Al ¥ WY gXdey 7 &Y | 37 Il
R g ARIY T b TReN Arad HAR gRT AT bicdred!
B W SHAR & WU H B fHAT 1 T o 39 FRE H
I gRT DIg HRAE! 81 DI T IfId T8 & |

sAe g fawelmmor &1 oIk 9 SuRed  fag™
JRIAddl SMEBR §RT I8 3fWde fhar a1 fb So eH
S fTd, Solo N @& UF G 1542 / 86—2020—153
(410) /2017 faAifdha 08.09.2020 & ERT ARV fAEl & W=
U Raes & W § ORI fawd feen—eer & sraelidd &
&9 H I 7 @A B W SRSl SR @ TR o swfery
A DI N U O W) gfisd fdhar |

S99 G H Yol BT 3Mdelih ®xd o fafed gar g
& @9 @1 Al @9 3R | & IRl 7 SR TR
R 3EHe ® YA HITR F WA U A Sgafd der e
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BT BTH BT TAT| 3dY T4 & FegI § fodl N ukh g
W9 faurT a1 fft o= fawmr & @1 fRrerd @) 8 U
Rrerad g=rgell § SUel T8 | Bid e R o S
fPas &1 VAT UAdell B Ifadlhy W W T8l § | UAhadl B
IAATH | Jg Al W T b Sig & 9rg, I B Bre@y,
gIRT ieres |fdd a1 gferd SfErapTRAl &l drg+ BIoR &R
e T o o W 98 g BT © 6 Il 59 9o |
STy o7 | g=Taell @ Iacdied | U8 Wl Wt 8ar & fb @@=
fOUTT gRT 1 31dYy WHT & 9N ¥ Big RUlc o R T8l
& Y ol AP IR W IR DI BRIAE] dRal| gAY
YO H ATl Bl ST SexHT Siad Udid A8l 81T 2 |

1. I & fag™ AfEaadT &1 1 d& I8 © & Javor H
T SE BT T uReg Sad | ST Rure o i g
H U & B T, S fF ugpfas = @ Rigial @
IR o | Boawu g8 U fdog Suclel WMl & yurdl
gfrdre eI+ 9§ dfd I8 T |

9 faRia fage ugasdl SMEeRT &1 @ & (b
M 14(2) @ ofAvd ®dd BRI FARH A T
TSGR UT H_AT Juferd 7, raadr ot fdar T &,
PR FARN e & AT AT B S AT & gfa Y
SUCRT BRI AT ofl, 31 "F MU Siid &l Ui Suae
T PHRIT S | BRIGTET e F8) 81 Sl | I & YhoT H
FoAMER S wwred o T, e QN 9 S W
Sd fdwg T3 a guseyl uiRd fdar 3 |

SHI Uell B 3R I UK ddl Ud Al & g
H UE W § & Il B Sl U S @ IR MuH
Sie RUIE &l g9/ T § R AWerdl TR UET Dls aied
U el & a9 I8 g 8 & I Moy sira Rard
JqAT I GRId AT AN DI SUAY hNIg T AT |
AEART Fdied <IMTed o State of Uttar Pradesh v. Saroj
Kumar Sinha, (2010) 2 SCC 772 ¥ ufqurfed fear g fo:

"An employee must have a reasonable
opportunity to defend himself."
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Sl ghR Managing Director, ECIL v. B. Karunakar,
(1993) 4 SCC 727 H U8 Ragid nfua fear & 549
A R e WRGRY omue v @1 emuR §HTar g,
IGD! Ul FT HHART DI IUST HIAT (WeT GAars ol
M= 3T | 31 NGl & 3Tl | MBI & 7d & b
IR S Ufdded Ul dRIY 97 S IR SMEIRa
PRIArel 3N 9 M1 I & U9l UfReT & SMfdR &l
gfdhel U I J4qIfdd BIal 2 | YROTHd: UeTd BRIATE!
Tefde =g & frgal o sad w® At T8 o8
NI

12. I & fAgM AT &1 eFTell ddb & & o=
JABRT = (AT i RUIE H sWaex garsl Y I DY
A1 T SERIT o7 3R Id fdwg Wl oY ISy uiRkd
foar T o1, e Rael S| 31Ul SMYSHRT & aHel
I SRR B oY, [ ordlely AfeRl 4 WeR o forn
off, Wlfb IrAl DI SIS bl HSHEYD dXib A WIRST DY
fear war g, o "faie HAR sNaaa 999 |fRd PWD g
39" (2012 LABIC 2385) 3R “qimgma ReEN TS
UgpAed fofics 9 oM 99 e @ig ™1 (2007) ACC
206) & ATl ¥ T HTA BT Ieorad fHar a1 2|

o fomda fQueimor @ ok ¥ SuRea fagm
JEIIHd] ARTBRI gRT I YA fbar 11 b afvrd =i
o i o =TT @ MR W) I/l & AWl § aF] 718
BT © o1k Il Iad vl & MR R SUSRY & AT
# DI A U BT ARG Tl B |

S 9 # Mf¥aRer gRT &1 fRietd oY Harw
It & Frg | uiRd erdTel 3maer fedifdd 20.03.2023
gRefieq fhar a1 Sae adie ¥ I8 W 8idr 8 f&
gferd JU HElPRIeTd WERAYR UReS, HeRAQR H Gy
M @ il WHR HRd g Sd [dog UIRd GUSIeeT
feifhd 04.102022 @7 FFRET X eI 8| 31 FAH UHRoT
4 3 U T g AT AR Bl A QT SERET S
Sfad udid T8 81T 81 Rife URMe S @ SRE S
IHRY 7 A @4 T & Bl IfSdRY &1 999 &of
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fhar 3R 9 & #¥YR AEAS & d¢ DIIR DI 94 foran,
DI AdY WA BT el QT o1, sHY Fegul IRMD
S RUE & R R I & fdvg 9IRT 93 d quses
e frd o= O 2

13. A & fIg™ SIEahl 9 3FTel dd I8 UKqd fhar &
YT T YUl URMS SIiE AT & AR IR UTRA GUSTQE]
e sfe & It em & oru fva g oM 3 2
Jg Al Wed fhar T e Il gRT U fawgd
WEIHRUT R TUSIUBN 1 Dlg Wad [daR qa A
ah el fhar, e sRur faarfed qveeyr & IaRu Ud
IR AT el el S Weball | 39 W o fdgr srferawhr 7
Raj Kumar Mehrotra v. State of Bihar & Others, 2006 SCC
(L&S) 679 Jd™AT Union of India v. Mohan Lal Kapoor, (1973) 2

SCC 836 @ Uil R fRaT @b @ | Raj Kumar Mehrotra H
A Hded Wt | gfouified fear f dRor garen
qfed & TR | FoIY MY yfcrer fdwgan R fdeR fdhy fa=
qAT HRT JWfRIT Ty {991 qverewr fAfea=1a A8 AT S
Hhdl | $HI UhR Mohan Lal Capoor # wg ufaurfed fear =
fop:

"Reasons are links between the materials on
which certain conclusions are based and the
actual conclusions-"

e JUseel & W ¥ URdRd B © fb
SUSIEGN o IrEl & fIRgd WA Bl dhadl "Hdlyol-Th

fbar f S by ufcRel fd=g @1 fHH IER W IRATDHR
frar 1| foRiy wu 9w werr 981 fhar 5 uRfae
g @& SR ST SR 1 @94 [d9rT & bl iferary &1
T &6l I T8l fHAT AT, B YR JEAS b dC BIIR Pl
I A} el forn, S BT o1de - & 3Tl sl of | 39
| AEyUl UfeReT fdgell R qUSIEeN §RT dls W&,

T HRUGTh epy afferigd el fhar war| wer:
JE We T b f[Gared vy Il & qd ufoRer &
IRdfad gieroT fhw fo=r wiRa feam T |

13. iy ey feAifhd 26.052023 & WRIGOT & 1 Ig
gREd B 7 6 S9H qa TveRY @ wpul @l @l
gRERT @ TS 2| A @1 venfia Rigia ® 5 ey
MEBN B T DHad ol 3Ma bl e HIA1 81, dfcd
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S H IS MYy Aeqyul fdvg IR w@dd Ud BRI
fIaR &A1 71 IR o1 SveRel WA FHRY UG JaRd gl
g, O A3 @ e o) S A 9 HA S BT FRIER0T T
Bl hdl| 3 99 ol QUSIQel Il bl T HfRersii Bl
T gRIeror By o T aiRd urm T3 ', 99 9 W STETRd
ATl afeer W S fAfdres 19 & ywifdd AMT SO | S|
dey ¥ fafy &1 geefud Rgid "Sublato fundamento cadit
opus" YUl AF] BT 7, ! MU © 1 o9 IR &l
A B ST ©, A 99 UR TR HYOT FREAT W &
ERSISIE

querey feAIfhd 04.10.2022 (Heldd—1) TAT AU M
faifdhd 26.05.2023 (Fem-id—2) fafr gRT sMufed AHRUT Ud
AERT QY DI HARC] UR TR T8l I | 3fd: Irdfzd H
Tl Meel H ¥ gwe ufed g ew Jifudr Wier
fhy S Iy 2 |

SICN|

15. URUIRGRY, I &I a9 Jnfaer dw=ar 1231 /2023
WHR & ol 2 | degar =feRad smqer wiRa fRa i

g -

@) fauell ¥=—3 gRT wiRkd I=1 & fdog
R gfafe ARG ox=1 arelm Ja qvsey
faifhd 04.10.2022 (Fer-h Heegi—1) dr fauel
Fo—2 BRI UIRA  3Mieig  3mew  fedAifdha
26.05.2023 (Hel™d W&—2) YagdRl R 5
S % |

(i) gvsRer feAifhd—04.102022 (Fev=a—1), &
JUTA H I B ARA Uit H sifhd uRfear
gfafte &7 faenfud foy Sq &1 e fear mar @
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der Ig A W fh Sk uRfaer ufdfee @t
I B WaT, aRssdr, e JREr 3 fdhwr
HANTA JATBR R Dlg Ulddhel YA HH Iq~
&l g3l |

(iii) I ST 3TN o FRENHT & Heedwy,
O & IR IUSH FHAK URUFT HaT oM,
Ife T=IT T B, YT HR Bl BRI BT |

(iv) 39 IS BT JUTA, SH AT I FHIU
gfd oad fby o9 @ faf 9 39 98 & fiax

I b ST |

16. IHT U&T 3MTA—3Y dTg I I da+ dNiT |

80/ —
(@<= HAR RiB)
LN CHISEIR))

Forg arel Yol =rarerd # g, feeifed vd Squfia faar
TR |

80/ —
(emT<= HAR RiB)
LS RCHIGEID))

feAie: 20.08.2026
fasrg / dovo



