SUMMAPRY REPORT OF DEO FOR EACH CONSTITUENCY ON LODGING OF ELECTION EXPENSES ACCOUNTS BY CANDIDATES

{a) No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency: 6-Nurpur

(c; State and District: Himachal Pradesh, Kangra
{¢) Last date of lodging accounts: 07/01/2023

(b) Total No. of contesting candidates: 05

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

I ll_ 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9 10 11
Si'[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
. jcaraidate and lodging of  [lodging of |lodged in|lodged in |the expenses agrees with the  |the Party (As reported in  |other/entities as reported in |Expenditure
N [Party Affiliation  |account accounts  |the the incurred/autho [amount shown by |Part-lIl of Abstract Part-lIl of Abstract Observer
o by the prescrib [manner |rized by the the candidate Statement) Statement

candidate |ed required |candidate/age |against all items
format |by law nt( as of expenditure Lump Sum Grand Total[Lump sum Grand total
(Yes/No) |(Yes/No) |mentioned in [(Should be Amount in of other Amount in 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  [to candidate |Political candidate (and|incurred for
i.e. Annexure- by cash Party Mention the
C13) Political Party names of candidate
donors)
1|Ajay Mahajan 07.01.2023 |03.01.2023 Yes Yes 32,71,787/- Yes 20,00,000/- Nil 14,00,000/- Nil
(Indian National s - Amita
Congress) Mahajan
Hotel Mao
Fort, Raja Ka
Bagh
2|Ranbir Singh 07.01.2023 [04.01.2023| Yes Yes |32,24,550/- Yes 25,00,000/- Nil 20,00,000/- Nil
(Nikka) Bharatiya Dharamvir
Janata Party) Singh
Sourabh
Verma
Anjli Rana
Amit Rana
Jaswinder
Singh
Namita
Sharma
3|Sali Ram 07.01.2023 |03.01.2023| Yes Yes |3,20,360/- Yes - Nil Nil Nil
(Bahujan Samaj
Party)




4|Manisha Kumari [07.01.2023 [04.01.2023| Yes Yes |3,57,550/- Yes - Nil Nil Nil
(Aam Aadmi
Party) ~

5|Subhash Singh [07.01.2023 |03.01.2023 Yes Yes 1,56463/- Yes NII Nil Nil
Dhadwal _ (
(Independent) £ il

istEtcromc 5e),0C
KanuuacatRATamsRas =

Comments if any, by the Expenditure Observer

Date: ':F“"January, 2023




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

RULES, 1961

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

To be filled up by the DEO

the candidate

S.No, Description
‘ : Ajay Mahajan, Ward No. 2 Nurpur, Tehsil Nurpur,
i Name & address of the candidate District Kangra
R Indian National Congress

2 Political Party affiliation, if any i e s
5 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary gL

Constituency

; ir Singh (Nikk

4, Name of the elected candidate Sh. Ranbir Sineh (Nikka)
G Date of declaration of result L
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting LRk o

(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
1413 If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate: 03'0.1'.2023

(i) original account Original

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation

Meeting

12; Whether account lodged in time ves
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 A
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of i




15.

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

3271787/-

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

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

(i1) 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

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

248

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™% .

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the No
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued Ro
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? N
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation N
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

22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Q-Ygs_____
correctly reported by the candidate. T
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary 2
Report of DEO) N s s

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS
e S ABR) pfficer (DC)
\anqra ‘]'t hdiqu\nl" 28

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

i

Date: .:T-—-\-—-E_B Signature of Expenditure Qpserver




[

4

Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO —(2)

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

RULES, 1961

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

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
] ir Si ikka), dwal, Tehsil N ;
N Namie & address afthe candidats Ralmbllr Singh (Nikka), VPO Kandwal, Tehsil Nurpur
IDistrict Kangra
R A iya Janata Part

93 Political Party affiliation, if any it Jan dta bty
35 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 6-Nurpur

Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate el (kaka)
5 Date of declaration of result D8 i a0
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03012022

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

i Meeting in writing

(if) 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, If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 04.01.2023

lodging of account by the candidate: Ly

(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

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 3

the candidate




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

T 2
15. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 3224550/
candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement
6 Whether in the DEQ’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
; : ; 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 Yes
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of Yes
election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(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 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 Gnoint e Amo.unt LICCRiateg bYiLe
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow | P¢T the candidate
Observation Observation account
Register Register/folder of | submitted by
evidence the candidate
: 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 R




(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

203

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)

(_.-/
Signature

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

aisieldF ietiseog fficer (DC)
Kangra at Dharamshala.

Date: ™ —\— 2=z

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

NI




Annexure-C13

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

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

DEQ’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
L Nathie & address'of the vandidate Sali Ram, _Vll.lage Kadroh, PO Kheriyan, Tehsil
Nurpur, District Kangra
0% Political Party affiliation, if any Behujan Samaj Party
Sx No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary GNHrpu
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate ShoREnbIES it (Nikka)
5. Date of declaration of result 08'12'2022.
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03012022
(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)
7 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 0701 eled
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: 0%0.1 '.202’3
(i) original account nalea
(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 i
the candidate




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

320360/-

Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election|
expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manne
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

(i) 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 DEQ 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

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Items of
expenditure

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
Election Expenditure for inspection by the
Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period

Yes

2

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

correctly reported by the candidate.

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

(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? Do
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation r=e
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEOQO’s comments/observations on the S
candidate’s explanation

22 Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are CYES

)
Mymiess

(__—Signiture
Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS
(Nameofthebeo o fficer (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

Date: :T‘*\"‘ Dz Signature

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

(N

Expenditure Observer




Annexure-C13

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

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

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

RULES, 1961

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1 Name & address of the candidate Mam.sha Kumarl,‘ Vllllage Tanan, PO Khushi Nagar,
Tehsil Nurpur, District Kangra
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Agm aadi Barty
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary T
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sh. Ranbir Singh (Nikka)
5. Date of declaration of result UBileio0ce
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 05.01:2023
(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 Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
0. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 07.01.2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. Ifthe_: candidate has lodged the 'accolun!, date of 04.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: Oricinal
(i) original account eI
(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
DEQ called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate X
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of £




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

357550/-

16.

Whether in the DEQO’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 Date [Page No. of | Mention amount

expenditure

Shadow
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

Election

Expenditure  for

Observer/RO/Authorized  persons

campaign period

inspection by the

3 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)

_—Signafure

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

Iisstist Edastiop Officer (DC
(Ngre é:fttﬁé VA (DC)

gra at Dharamshala.

Date: ':,-" ~\-2=

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

N




Annexure-C13

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

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

RULES, 1961

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

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
0 Name & address of the cand:date Subh.ash Singh D.aclhwa!, Village Aghar, PO Panjahra,
Tehsil Nurpur, District Kangra
2 Political Party affiliation, if any aam asdm! Farty
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary O Nlipur
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate SRR RIS (NI kR)
53 Date of declaration of result nesl e
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting $301.202
(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)
0. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 020132023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
108 If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 03.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: O s I‘
(i) original account Hena
(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 =

the candidate




Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following

details:-

15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 156463/-
candidate in Part-1I 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 N
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 Yes
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of Yes
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

(i) 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 Amountes Amo‘unt inderstied bythe
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

o NA NA NA NA NA NA

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 ip




(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 g
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 RS
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 Yei

correctly reported by the candidate.

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

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS
(Name-ofthe-REQ) Hicor (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

Date: 3} v\~ 23

-’N VA

Signature

Expenditure Observer




