SUMMARY REPORT OF DEO FOR EACH CONSTITUENCY ON LODGING OF ELECTION EXPENSES ACCOUNTS BY C‘ANDIDATES
(a) No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency: 8-Fatehpur
(¢) State and District: Himachal Pradesh, Kangra

(e) Last date of lodging accounts: 07/01/2023

(b) Total No. of contesting candidates: 08

(d) Date of declaration of result of election 08/12/2022
(f) Name of the elected candidate: Bhawani Singh Pathania

Prem

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Sl. |[Name of the Due Date of|Date of Whether (Whether |Grand Total of | Whether the DEO|Total expenses incurred by |Total expenses incurred by |Remarks of the
o |candidate and lodging of |lodging of [lodged in|lodged |the expenses agrees with the  |the Party (As reported in other/entities as reported in |Expenditure

Party Affiliation account accounts |[the in the incurred/autho |amount shown by |Part-11l of Abstract Part-1ll of Abstract Observer
by the prescrib |manner |rized by the the candidate Statement) Statement
candidate |ed required |candidate/age |against all items
format |[bylaw [nt( as of expenditure Lump Sum Grand Total|Lump sum Grand total
(Yes/No) |(Yes/No |mentioned in  |(Should be Amount in of other  |Amountin of other
) Part-Il of similar to point  [cash or expenses in|cash/cheque |expenses in
Abstract No. 22 of DEQ's |cheque given |kind by the |given to the kind
Statement) Scrutiny Report  |tc candidate |Political candidate (and|incurred for
i.e. Annexure- by cash Party Mention the
C13) Political Party names of candidate
donors)
1|Tikal Raj (Bahujan [07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes |15250/- Yes - - Nil Nil Nil
Samaj Party)

2|Bhawani Singh 07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes |25,73,155.44/- Yes 30,00,000/- Nil Nil Nil
Pathania (Indian e
National Congress)

3|Rakesh Pathania [07.01.2023 |05.01.2023| Yes Yes |(25,19,779/- Yes 10,00,000/- Nil Nil Nil
(Bharatiya Janata =
Party)

4|Dr. Rajan Sushant |07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes |5,59,788/- Yes - Nil 45000/- Nil
(Aam Aadmi Party) Dimple




Dr. Ashok‘ Kumar

5 07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes |5,15,072.42/- Yes NII 3,30,130/- Nil
Somal Aruna Kumari
(Independent) Abhinav

Somal
Anjali Somal

6|Kripal Parmar 07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes 9,07,000/- " Yes Nil 5,13,200/- Nil

(Independent) ' Beant Parmar
SS Parmar

7|Vijay Koundal 07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes 10,834/- Yes Nil Nil Nil
(Independent)

8|Adv. Sanjay 07.01.2023 |03.01.2023| Yes Yes 1,16,050/- Yes Nil 18,000/-

Sharma
(Independent)

istrict Elgction Officer (DC),
Kangra\at Dharamshala

Comments if any, by the Expenditure Observer

Date: Q»"‘ January, 2023

Signature of enditure Qbserver



' Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO —(1)

Name of the State Himachal Pradesh District Kangra Election to the State Legislative Assembly

DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF C.E.
RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
: Tilak Raj, Village Chhabar, Post Office Sathana,
: Dl oo ot bo o Tehsil Fatehpur, District Kangra HP- 176025
2. Political Party affiliation, if any BAtUjan oanal Bany
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Schaichpur
Constituency
Ly Name of the elected candidate Sh. Bhawani Singh Pathania
i i .
5% Date of declaration of result fhiia 082
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03.01:2023
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
- informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
; Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Ves
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
a3 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 07.01.2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 03.01.202
lodging of account by the candidate: 0 it ) [3
(i) original account AL
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
i2A If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. [f account not Judged or not lodged in time, whether NA
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
. If not, reason thereof,
! |
!14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate | ¥
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of ' =
the candidate ;




Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the
candidate in Part-II of the Abstract Statement

15250 /-

Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election
expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects with
details

NA

(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged

Yes

(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted
by candidate

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of
election expenditure submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure)
routed through bank account

Yes

(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the
candidate for rectifying the defect

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether
the defect was rectified or not.

NA

NA

NA

Whether the items of election expenses reported by the
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of
expenditure

Date

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Mention amount
as per the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder of
evidence

Amount as
per the
account
submitted by
the candidate

Amount understated by the
candidate

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting

Election

Expenditure

for

Observer/RO/Authorized  persons

campaign period

inspection by

the

3 times during

Yes

215

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following

details:-




£

correctly reported by the candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the Rt
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? o
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation B
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the e
candidate’s explanation

20 Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are tfs

[DatNipdrgindan Asicer (DC)
angra at Dharamshala.
(ﬁﬂnffe of the DEO):

Date: "S-\~ =%

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

V-

Signature of




Annexure-C13

Political Party affiliation, ifany
N

0. and name of Assemb!y/Par!iamentary
Constituency

Name of the elected candidate Sh. Bhawani Singh Pathania

Date of declaration of result 08.12.2022

Date of Account Reconciljation Meeting 03.01.2023
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been

informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in Wwriting

Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not pe reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

. ; 03.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: Ot ainal
(i) original account &

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
DEO called for explanation from the candidate,

If not, reason thereof,




Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the
candidate in Part-II of the Abstract Statement

—

2573155.44/-

| Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election

expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects with
details

Yes

NA

(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged

Yes

(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted
by candidate

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of
election expenditure submitted

Yes

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure)
routed through bank account

Yes

18.

19.

(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the
candidate for rectifying the defect

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether
the defect was rectified or not.

NA

NA

Whether the items of election expenses reported by the
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of
expenditure

Date

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Mention amount
as per the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder of
evidence

Amount as
per the
account
submitted by
the candidate

Amount understated by the
candidate

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expenditure for inspection by  the
Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period

Yes

21.

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following
details:-




[y
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the o)
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? wo
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation SR
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the S
candidate’s explanation
29, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. St
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEQ) A
-——""-’-.—'--'-——-—_-_._
<_—Sighature
P iadh Bficer (DC)
(Naiméof the DEG)S 13-

Date: 3} —\~=.%

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

(e

Signature of Expenditure Observer




!

Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO —(3)

Name of the State Himachal Pradesh District Kangra Elections to the State Legislative Assembly, 2022

i il
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF C.E.
RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
[ ; Rakesh Pathania, Village & Post Office Bassa
L. Name & address of the candidate Baziran, Tehsil Nurpur, District Kangra HP- 176201
e, haratiya Janata Part
2. Political Party affiliation, ifany Phiaratiya Janat Party
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary S:KatsHpUE
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sh Bhaiani Singh Pathania
5¢ Date of declaration of result REdzaze
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 02112023
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
: Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting | Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate ves
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account [ 07.01.2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ( Yes
11, If the candidate has lod ged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 05'0.[ 2023
(i) original account Original
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12 Whether account lodged in time
12 A, If not lodged in time, period of delay
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate J 3
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of )
the candidate




Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following
details:-

. 2519779/-
i5. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the
candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election Yes
15/ expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961
- : ; NA
17. If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Yes
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted ves
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of Yes
election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election ves
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) Yes
routed through bank account
18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the NA
candidate for rectifying the defect
NA
(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether NA
the defect was rectified or not.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by the Yes
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following;
Items of Date [Page No.of | Mention amount AHouyLas Amo.unt lndestated by the
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow | Per the candidate
Observation Observation account
Register Register/folder of | submitted by
evidence the candidate
i NA NA NA NA NA NA
(e NA NA NA NA NA NA
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Yes
Election  Expenditure for inspection by the
Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against T




(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued e
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? o
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation
22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes =
correctly reported by the candidate. b
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signatyre

MRetNipundindal) ASficer (DC)

angra.at Dharamshzala.
(NGW & the DEV):

Date: 3 -\—2 =

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

N

Signature of

enditure @bserver







1 4

Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO —(4)

Name of the State Himachal Pradesh District Kangra Elections to the State Legislative Assembly, 2022

the candidate

poi |
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF C.E.
RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
: Dr. Rajan Sushant, Village & Post Office Manoh

L. Name & address of the candidate Sihal Tehsil Fatehpur, District Kangra HP- 176053
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Afm SadmUEaHy
B3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary SsEtelipur

Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sh. Bhawani Singh Pathania
5. Date of declaration of result (g elas
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03.01.2023

(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation

: Meeting in writing

(i1) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting | Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes

after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).

(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be

shown in Column No, 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account ' 07.01.2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ' Yes
11, Ifth{_a candidate has lodged the.acco.unt, date of l 03.01.2023

lodging of account by the candidate: Original

(i) original account HEla

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation

Meeting
=t EIAIET) e AN R
]2 Whether account lodged in time l Yes
12 A, If not lodged in time, period of delay ]‘ NA
]

13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether NA

DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof,
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate { ;
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of .







15.

Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the
candidate in Part-11 of the Abstract Statement

5,59,788/- ~

16.

Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election
expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects with
details

NA

(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged

Yes

~ (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted

by candidate

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of
election expenditure submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure)
routed through bank account :

Yes

18.

(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the
candidate for rectifying the defect

(if) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether
the defect was rectified or not.

NA

NA

NA

19.

Whether the items of election expenses reported by the
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of Date |Page No. of | Mention amount
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow
Observation Observation
Register Register/folder of
evidence

Amount as
per the
account
submitted by
the candidate

Amount understated by the
candidate

NA NA NA NA

NA

NA

NA NA NA NA

NA

NA

Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expenditure for inspection by the
Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period

Yes

21.

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following
details:-




(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice?

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply

(v) DEQ’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation

225

Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are
correctly reported by the candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)

Ignat

DA Mﬂdﬂs‘»(mm r (DC)
b of e BEGIS ala.

Date: "J-\~=.2

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

We—o

Signature of}




Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO —(5)

Name of the State Himachal Pradesh District Kangra Elections to the State Legislative Assem bly, 2022

RULES, 1961

DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF C.E.

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
¥ Dr. Ashok Kumar Somal, Village Junat Post Office
L. Name & address of the candidate Baroona Tehsil Fatehpur, District Kangra HP
f | t
2% Political Party affiliation, if any Acsenden
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Frtelipds
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sh. Bhawani Singh Pathania
5. Date of declaration of result goetakles
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 0304202
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
i Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate ves
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 07012025
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
1315 If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 03.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: 0 o |
(i) original account et
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether NA
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate :
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of X




Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following
details:-

L L
t{ 5. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 515072.42/-
candidate in Part-11 of the Abstract Statement
6 Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election Yes
19 expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961
; ; . NA
17. If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of ves
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted ves
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of ves
election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) Yes
routed through bank account
18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the NA
candidate for rectifying the defect
NA
(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether NA
the defect was rectified or not.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by the ves
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No.of | Mention amount Allountas Amovunt HNgeistit-d by the
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow | Per the candidate
Observation Observation account
Register Register/folder of | submitted by
evidence the candidate
g NA NA NA NA NA NA
i . NA NA NA NA NA NA
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Yes
Election  Expenditure for inspection by the
Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
218 If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against s




(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice

o

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice?

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply

(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation

22.

Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are
correctly reported by the candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)

DRrtrNiptindindal, ASicer (DC)

Kar 1aramshala.,
(a5 Fine RS

Date: "} -\—= =2

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

)




Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO -(6)

Name of the State Himachal Pradesh District Kangra Elections to the State Legislative Assembly, 2022

RULES, 1961

DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF C.E.

To be filled up by the DEO

S.No. Description
iy Kripal Parmar, Village & Post Office Bhaleta, Tehsil
| Name & address of the candidate Nurpur, District Kangra (HP)- 17620
2. Political Party affiliation, if any {dependont
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Sifatipur
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate S0 Bligwantsingli Pathania
51 Date of declaration of result Q8122022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03012023
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
i Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate ves
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 07.01.2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. Ifthe candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 03'0.] '.2023
(i) original account Original
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether NA
DEOQ called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate L

14A

Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of

the candidate




Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following

details:-

15. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 907000/
candidate in Part-11 of the Abstract Statement
16 Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election| Yes
’ expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner]
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961
17. If No, then please mention the following defects with NA
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Yes
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted Yes
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of ves
election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election ves
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) ves
routed through bank account
18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the NA
candidate for rectifying the defect
NA
(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether NA
the defect was rectified or not.
19. Whether the items of election expenses repotted by the ves
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No.of | Mention amount Amount as Amo'unt understated by the
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow | Per the _candidate
Observation | Observation account
Register Register/folder of | submitted by
evidence the candidate
; NA NA NA NA NA NA
..... NA NA NA NA NA NA
ii, iii ......
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting ves
Election Expenditure for inspection by the
Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against -




(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(ii) If yes, then annex copics of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice?

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply

(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation

22

Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are
correctly reported by the candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)

r“ﬁamupmmm @Aicer (DC)

ngra at Dharamshzala.
an’i;e the DEO): 5

Date: -\ - =2 2

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

M

Signature of

nditure O¥server




Ay

Anne)gure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO —(7)

Name of the State Himachal Pradesh District Kangra Elections to the State Legislative Assembly, 2022

,jEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF C.E.
RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
: Vijay Kaundal, Vill. & Post Office Raja Ka Talab,
I Name & address of the candidate Tehsil Fatehpur, District Kangra (HP)-17605
2, Political Party affiliation, if any {dchedet
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary HIIE
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sh. Bhawani Singh Pathania
5. Date of declaration of result P
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 42.01,2023
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
: Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting’ Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account I 07.01.2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account [ Yes
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 03'0.] '.2023
Original

(i) original account

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

et S NN e NS e

Whether account lodged in time

If not lodged in time, period of delay

13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of
the candidate




Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the
candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement

10834/-

16.

Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election|
expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects with
details

NA

(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged

Yes

(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted
by candidate

Yes

(iiil) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of
election expenditure submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure)
routed through bank account

Yes

18.

(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the
candidate for rectifying the defect

(if) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether
the defect was rectified or not.

NA

NA

NA

19.

Whether the items of election expenses reported by the
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of
expenditure

Date

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Mention amount
as per the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder of
evidence

Amount as
per the
account
submitted by
the candidate

Amount understated by the

candidate

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expenditure for inspection by the
Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period

Yes

21.

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following
details:-




=
[ (i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the e
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
{ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? o
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEQO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation
22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary -~
Report of DEO)
) o e (B
DisNipurimdinAstiicer (DC)
I\l’»‘\faﬁqra gt Dharamshala.
(Name of the DEQ):

Date: "} -\~2. 2

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

M‘——

Signature of Expenditure Olfserver




Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO —(8)

Name of the State Himachal Pradesh District Kangra Elections to the State Legislative Assembly, 2022

DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF C.E.
RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
. i Adv. Sanjay Sharma, Vill. Samkar, PO Dhameta
I Name & address of the candidate Tehsil Fatehpur, District Kangra (HP)-176025
T Ind dent
2. Political Party affiliation, if any A RECR
: , -Fateh
3. No. and name of Assembly!Parhamentary s=Hatcipur
Constituency
: i Singh P i
4, Name of the elected candidate ot BriduanSingh Pethania
12,2022
5 Date of declaration of result (8 2ea2
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting o0l 20
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconci liation
. Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 07.01.2023
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
18] If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 0?)'0.1 '.20?3
(i) original account HEid
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
e e i
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether NA
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof,
14, EXplanation, if any, given by the candidate r &
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of -
the candidate




Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the
candidate in Part-11 of the Abstract Statement

116050/-

Whether in the DEQ’s opinion, the account of election
expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner]
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects with
details

NA

(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged

Yes

(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted
by candidate

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of
election expenditure submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure)
routed through bank account

Yes

(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the
candidate for rectifying the defect

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether
the defect was rectified or not.

NA

NA

NA

19.

Whether the items of election expenses reported by the
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of Date |Page No. of Mention amount

Shadow

expenditure

Observation
Register

as per the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder of
evidence

Amount as
per the
account
submitted by
the candidate

candidate

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
inspection by the

Election

Expenditure  for

Observer/RO/Authorized persons

campaign period

times during

Yes

21.

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following

details:-

Amount understated by the




(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice?

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply

(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation

22;

Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are
correctly reported by the candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEQ)

Signatu
DrsiVipub lindalniAsficer (DC)
c aramshala.
(Kiime ot e DD

Date: ”;’_'\,3_3

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

N

Signature

xpenditure Observer




