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AMpdiAd Heoror A =RAd afshaar v sfre

SF Yot el
R{EE MPW Torfa e famr

I Aeed TR e After ATl FATR SR

frer o Sehaife TF & foIw AT ThaATT YR BT &, 798 W g% cliehdifaeh egaedr fedhr aid
el ARA o Th il IR &8 gATa Uh Aecayqul YR &1 HARAT SiadT HRAET g
TR P BHROT AT B TFIhRT & HUAT dic STl 8,91dfh SFAGaRT §RT 3e¢ FHTId AR
3UCTeY el Bls S| Seal T AT T AT URGTAAT a0 @ & fow =a1ffe afhaan
St fop =argurferer & teh 3rarof HfRET §, & ATCIA § PUCL ,ADR d 3Hed HEAI o Fdfed &
a6 STy & HHAGT STl HHI-HAY W AT URGRIAT &1 T I@AT H AgcadquT HfHepr s
Tl UEQd MY UF H STATRd ATTAehl &b AIH A FAd & &7 H I FAT T HEER & ATHA

W ~gruIfel gRT f&U 10 Fgcaqul fAvTat &1 3regge fRam S @& ®-Union of India v. Association

for Democratic Reforms (2002), People’s Union for Civil Liberties v. Union of India (2003), Lily Thomas
v. Union of India (2013),Subramanian Swamy v. Election Commission of India (2013), NOTA case

(PUCL v. Union of India, 2013), Public Interest Foundation v. Union of India (2018), & dTel ol °E;LC)
IUR Sfed ITAAT (Public Interest Litigation) 38T, A 31A ARG 3R HISAT Pl AhcifAh
IR & fou @Y =Argrerg db Uguel & IUHR |

Key Words: =a1iich |ishdd, wilhald, PIL, Iea FUR, NOTA
dlepdifach  Fedlehtor 3 =a1fch Hishaar i syferenr

freT oY ST T & ToT FATd ThATT YR BT 8,198 W a8 Sllehdiiath cgaedr fehr g
¢l AR T Th it I0RISY &, 78H gd Th FAgcayqol MUK ¢ fatusr a ureelt gama &
T Ueh AT b T &1 Ahrd THT A& &, HRA Th ACIH HIARAT drell, 3Ih F § HHASIR,
fafdy FEpfadt a gegansi @ gafoad g &, STal A9l H FaRdar HH @l & HRUT Ig TslidD
A= H U AP 3 3cpE &1 F Gl B UTd, Toicder fob faepfad qoif # d@a & fferdr &,
TR @ 3fAET F BROT A FAAT B AEATID HA H Y @ AT SFAGIRT & forw 3maEe @
ST &1 STAdT 3FHIGART &l bl 8HA S a1 ol JHTaed 3mardal W) faurd e fonar &l
A 3T aie & St &, oras uRomAraey I8 W FF aR SFAGART HY A gEHH, AT H
gierell g URESTAAT @ Bl AT &5 6 oNpditae MURTAST Pl FAAR gt &1 T
TSAAD ol AT & Ufd STarecdl IRl g SFAeR alid & gora # gidHmeT &Y, g I W
fAsuer ®U & St & Ra & amaa H NI w1 AAT0r X wh,zEs Qv maEs ¥, B gaa
AT g Fdied A6 I8 ARG Y, 6 garar uferam IRAT Stdar & fow gord ureeff
GO I B T AASTAI P TS SFAlCaRT I ARITAS Y8R 31T 7 Uiy Hr FaRIa
STABRY B, Soel HEl P AT A WA §U HAT-HHY W galea =g arerd & ga7eT Affea geamsid
g @t & gRT ~1Ad Afhadl & HATCIH H SAdTed JTMABT & gRT dIG oT ST I& ©,d «IIAUTTeldl
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gRT caiXd I1fd & 39 W A0 off 67 o @ ¥ R & Yarg guR & &F # Sefed dae (PIL)
& HAIIH ¥ P UHE IfhAl IR Faaal S Agcaqul HfFGT AHES &1 s Fa8 yHqE aH A
FAR s AR fIw &7 @ P e R afhal & §, S tafue R saAkhies Relad
(ADR) ¥ 33 & &1 30 €5 o 1999 H U Ufderidies Fafed anfawr grR 61, Sas uRumaeasy
SFHIGART & MRS Rpis, Af@d Joaar 3R gufd & FaRor o grae@e s fEa har
|

s AR dged gfawa R RBfde foads (PUCL) A ot Fecayel PIL g—R &1, Sras ded
Aderar3it @ oArern (NOTA — None of the Above) @l faded e fopam am=m|

Sl UPR PiAT il AR e Tl S HIoar o i AT IRERIT, SFgart & Sfarecer 3R
HTAR & f&eTh 3 Sdfed AMTUDIU GRIR 6 |=aTd ARhIdl =aTIuieid! & T 70T HfHET
©.ToTEehT B3N HRA #1980 & axh & 3, 58d iciia = arerd HiaUr Hr e Hr @i A
gv faufsr iR sRwfam—ar smavaar g Rl @ ddfaa v v aiea afder e
¢ISEd ded Hdted =AETed A Wil &e1$ (locus standi) # 3ERCT &1 FHAAA A U IS
gaEr & T Nt g aRg a91 & 3R T S i GIroa AT AP Safed dig(PIL) ol =aTATer
& HHAST 3T Hhdl &

3H emE & —aHfa dh.od. Joradr 3R d3R. $0T I T Agcaqor HiFd J, S w3
3R FaAraR Ruret @ o Fife & §U # FHR B - dh g Dl el T dTIPILHT aarRon
=T FihTdl ¥ ufdsdl ¥ ST g5 &,518dh gRT U UReehrS & AIH ¥ ST & THET dle;
AT ST Hebel &, SI08 =010 &7 F U AR T TN i U TATAROT TIETOT, oAfdteh
&4, 3raATEaT, igdt F JRBR, T 317 RAfF aTyd Fafed & A= P AT & FHET PIL
& ACIH ¥ & o1 37| URIAD ATHG F GY3T FAigyl, PREN FUR, 3R arel s SQ {2l A
3O IT| AR WicleT a1 IR UsT d Ha$ BN ;N S dlG SHT &g e ST Hebol
©11980 31 1990 & a2l # PIL & FAFAR UATeRor EET0T (S 919 wguon), Afeen PR, 3R
URERIAT gofra gur A BAfor S &6 d& g3l adAe wHg #A Sdfed AR & Aead @
AT & &F H I@ FAEAHT g HEEAR & AHG W Ui d Agcayqol Ao f&w E-Union

of India v. Association for Democratic Reforms (2002), People’s Union for Civil Liberties v. Union of
India (2003), Lily Thomas v. Union of India (2013),Subramanian Swamy v. Election Commission of
India (2013), NOTA case (PUCL v. Union of India, 2013), Public Interest Foundation v. Union of India

(2018), 31 dTal &1 UAW YR Fdfed Arradr (Public Interest Litigation) T&T, foda 3md AmrRep!
3R FIrSAr B Aepdite IR & o dY =ames d6 ugad @ 3fReR A 59 i@ ael

&1 faegd 3ee@ 3H UAR § —

Union of India v. Association for Democratic Reforms (2002)

g8 dIg &1 YT Association for Democratic Reforms §RT SRR STefed I & g‘é Sad I
AT FY 75 A, [ I T2 arel SFAGART i 3muiAen guHfH, Aarfores degar R gula/grficdt
HI SATAPRT AIGTATHT Pl ST PG SIT| JTABIRATIT BT db AT fF Td db FAAGAT 3FHIGART
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& IR A QI AP A& AN, TI deb I TaGT AR FRd [A0TT GE o Fehd, THd Sehdd H
I[UTIT FTIad BT &

AHAT Ugal Reall & PIE & I, ol e o 3FAeart & v auaus & Agsw § 50w
SHABRY ST HiFard &Y 1| s8b [Weh e WHR WA HIE 3 i3ar ggar 3R o T,
fF 39 UpR & fAEU a1 =TT &l BRI dal ¢, died I [AUT¥er IR R Gaa
3T 7 AT &) Goer hIE A THR & FH b Pl IEADR A §U hel fob ATl HT 0T
&1 ARABRO g6 19(1)(a) & Fa9a 3ifHcahs H Faaaar &1 3iffe eear &1 e a8 I
g fRAT fh oiehdd # Hel UAAfY I & v AGSA3t @ 3flgarl & IR #H 3aTh
SRR e Jfaard §1 safow erea J Ader G 6 it seeficart & asea T & a1y
T AUYUF &1 F19m, s 3 3uids gsHfA (dfdd 3R g 3mwmy), gufn 3k daeifar,
aur Aeifores Jegdr &1 faaor gem|

3H AU &1 YA SATUd || FHD a1G AT Tfhar H URGIIAT R Faracer a7 a2 Adarar
Bl HAP TR ISA-GT AT

People’s Union for Civil Liberties v. Union of India (2003)

ZH d1g &1 g8HfA Union of India v. Association for Democratic Reforms (2002) & %&el & 3T &,
fSad sFficart 1 Sl Adstice S Afdard fhar 7 ATl 3HS dg g AR o
STufaieitcd AT, 1951 # HATYA Hleh URT 33B ST, o dod SFAGART @l hael HITHAT
STABRY 34 & areadr A 3R AU Gord ¥ P &l &1 YA fehar |

$H HATA & People’s Union for Civil Liberties (PUCL) & galdr &1 3R d& Gar & g Aderansi
& Ao HUPRT T gdad &1 ATRABIBATNT PT Pedl AT 6 FAdSAT P 3FHCIR &F TR
o " |

WA PIC J 30 AHG H WHR MG &l IrFdenfaes aifda o &ar 3R wer & oo &
HAPRO 3g=SE 19(1)(a) b ded FTHRD H TIddT H FEA &1 FAR—ET J Ig T fha1 6
Alehdd hdel HAdGI &I HUPR 6l &, dieh Fiad Adeld (informed voting) &I AARR Y T
gHfeIv 3FAIGART &l U RIS gBHH (difdd a g A), dud 3R A&A01d Aaadr &
g faaRor gar rfAar gemize Aoy & qremedt uwa ustl sHd W gRT g uRefRar @
AT e T T el 37 3R WRA FaTaer 3T & A& @rer & ag sesficart @ quyus
& HEIH @ QO SR AT | 3 dlg J HRAT SehcdT # USRI, Stargee! 3R Aderdr
gerftheror dr a5 feom &l

Lily Thomas v. Union of India (2013)

Ig HATFAT JARAT Tolalid & TUHNAor W AuTTe UgR #a arell Uah Ufaerae Ao &, s
giie e 36 3f3T1 A =a1Rch ARRIAT &l TRTT < §U STAUAATIAT &l 3Taar & Hefd
el Y Gaurfadar & Faliem | 38 arg & ggHfA Faufafafica sfdfazar, 1951 & arT 8(4)
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T S N, TEd IqER I A T 1 Aurs Rl 3nufs aAere 3§ afy s s o,
ar 38 3dd A & T 3 JAES & IF7T Herar a1 3R 39 319 # ag 37U Jeegdr aav @
Hehcll UT| ATihIhal Lily Thomas Hied 300 & 30 YU & gl & §U o e, &6 Ie
AT ATt 3R Faufafafaat & ST 3geaar U aar & gur IR & gaaar & [gia
& faeg ¥ 3@ Fear a1, 5 I A afe adt &g & Jrar 8, af 38 a3 aida fear
ST TIRU, =gAT 38Y ol # O I TET0T fHerar &l

glier HIE A 3§ I D TR B §U GRT 8(4) B IHHAUTAD BT T feaT| =ararery o el
fp Gfaura & ged FHg AT TS TAUTAHSS Pl FGET Iefad HI oI 3R 3r3eTdr &1 fauior
Oy ¥ & forar 3m §, 3R Qwfafg & aig cafh Tad: 39 & Sar €1 3ered A I o Ty
frar o o feet Qv ool (S e/ faura®) o 38 yar & Al e a8 ¢ Fahdrl

=g AT & URUEEaRy 319 Ife HS gihe a1 [auraes ol 3mufe Jads & ol s Jran
t 3R 38 A A B 2 IV A AT AT §, A 3D FSEIAT dchlel JATH & ST &, ol & 3qa
3T ST H W R X &1 @ 38 $hEe 8 HRAT ToEia # Saees 3R Afdddr &
qoTar AT JAT FIRTUIAIUT W P oalled & G H Teh Holgl cheed Al g3

Subramanian Swamy v. Election Commission of India (2013)

IE ATHAT ARAI FATd gorel Y uRERar 3R Faadigar & §dfid th 3cdd AscagoT Aok
¢, orad gite e 3% sfean a saacifas aifda #Ma (EVM) & a1y 3ifafe deamaa a3 &
IR T TAIHRAT T THPR fhaATI 38 arg H ATfABIpdl Subramanian Swamy & Ig dd &ar &6
had EVM & AIH 8 Adeld H ufehar @l a¥e ureelf a8t Al S dehdl, #ifes FAderdr &
U Ig cATd il Bl Pis TadT FIUT 6] oidl b 3HAT dic aad & 38T 3Fcar & uel
3 gof gam ¥ o 58 g B

TifRApThal & TE N FeT 6 e d B HoT AT T 3R fAvusr gara §, 3R s@d Qv rags
¢ 5 Aderar @ U die & gi¥ (verification) A H1 HRABR Al 38 T # #Rg Ada
AT A W Feheleh! URT T FHTIAT FNBR P, Afhed T8 AUS FT § ] A H AT
HfSATSIT BT garel CATIGNA BIE A 30 AT # g A 6 gama ufesar & famaadaarn
Sehcdd T 3TURTAGT &, 3R IS AT & 3ua e W A A& g, ar gt yomel ) gsifg
T hdT &1 AT =T a fAder & 6 EVM & @1y VVPAT (Voter Verifiable Paper Audit
Trail) UoTTell @I SIST SATT| 3H dhellh & ded od FAJGIAT die 3ladl &, dl T PHETel Ui (paper
slip) $& @ebs & v YR eidl &, foHd a5 I8 GATa & FehdT & 1 3@ dic #E 35figar
& UeT H ol g3 TR 3 Ig o el fh VVPAT Jurell 0% 3R fosuet gm0 (free and
fair elections) 1 FIUTfAS HTAIRAT B AT Il & IR TE A3 & AT A gga &
fow 3maas ¥ 8% a1 ARG fAatad M & ot dld d G o1 F VVPAT @) R, S
37T TR AT GOl o1 31 e a8 I &
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NOTA case (PUCL v. Union of India, 2013)

TE ATHA AR dlihdd H AJGIAIHT & I3 ¢ RAdel P ATAAT &4 dTell Ueh HAgcdqu! ATy
% 8 gie $Ic 3 32T A =aRe afhadr & ded f&arl 36 aig # People’s Union for Civil
Liberties (PUCL) & @& feam fp afe g Aderdr gara & @S @ef seaficart & Iqe ¢ &, ar 38
Iog ITENPR P BT FAPR AT afev| Ugel 049-O” & ded TeATA gof il &l cTadTAT
o, Afhed 30 AdErar 1 MuAFar gIiara @ edr A

AT & I A [ 3ffAcafh & Fadaar dhael e o g g @fAa a8 &, dfesd fre
B T AT P AABR W FHA MAA &, I FJeoa 19(1)(a) F IJdId 30T &1 T IR W
3creld o Seldeifde aifesr #AMA (EVM) A ONone of the Above (NOTA)” faded el e &l
fader e, a8 Aderar AU FFeAfd @ [T FT A TH B Tb|

3q fAvg & qg AR fAdaa 3 F @ garat d NOTA faweu omef fhan| sa hae & gama
ufehar o1 31 uReRlf 3R Adear-hied Ta=™T JAT TSAdd ol W I’ 3FHCIR 3R &l
A carg i [Aefa frar §1

3H UPR HRAT cidhcd & GeollanoT g JaATdr URGRIAT ol 3 ATuTiorhl $hr died e
D=1 Afhadil &1 HAscaqoT ANEE &1 3U0® G dal o aAeTiest & HAiferd 3SR A 3R
3G AEAR Ueid da & Y- ASTAIdh Gall & bedi b off qAuRaa frar 8, adf
SFAICART g TSTAIAD Gell & HAAA U Vb J9s & AT & 3 Aot F g glafa fear
¢ 5 ARg fr ApailHe gaedr § JFa87d & AR &, 59 6 off yer afda a@& fear &
FHAT| Ucddh ARG & 04 3FAGAR & TIY # FARA JAFHR & AWAR &, @8 a8
fI8wor &Y 31U A @1 AUROT A Gb, TE FS HA & Fel olfehed AT (NOTA) & ¥4 H HH 4
HH TS fRY B o A BT AR “ARTT o Yl fhdT &SI &b RTefiaor WX oft A
ot ® e #fasy # HRAT oliehdd A & Feharl|

Public Interest Foundation v. Union of India (2018),

e ATH AR T & urheor &t AR e aur gardt aRefdar @ gea @ gdafia
T Agcaqul AU ¥ 30 ag # RGBT F e ¥ @ &, 5 a9 cateat & g
MR RIfAe AHS @fdd &, 306 A a3 & Udl 1T, FAifh 38H cliepdd & YRar AR
ST @ oA gaTad giar g

WA I 3 AT F A b TS 1 IUURNAIOT Wb & faw 7R @ 8, g Fae
HRIUT & ITYR W fhdl eafth P AT ozl § afId A6l har ST Hebdr, @ilfer Tg Ofaivar &
gRoMD & Rgd & [a%g Tl =ared o &el 6 39 v d Fee g faurf@ar & T §

glellfeh, ST & AT URGIAAT ARG A & fov Fgcager gy sl fhel serea a &
o 3MuRIfAe AEEl arel 3Ficar U YA & @ RAaRor Uy # &) @y & Jerifad et
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B W ZFAICART B INMRAS SATAPRT 30T dadse, AR A3 3R FARR gdf d garfrd
HLAT BN TAT Ig Id1=TT e fob 3¢ fehe &t G =)

8 AU a ATt F 09 & HRABR0 B Ao fhar AR gara ufear d Sameedr qur
UREfRYAT & dgerar fem|
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