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

(a).No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency: 46-JHANDUTA (SC)
(B Total No=of contesting candidates: SEVEN (7)

() Stat{_ 1d District:

Himachal Pradesh, District: Bilaspur
(d) Date of declaration of result of election/bye-election:
(e) Last date of lodging accounts:
(f) Name of the elected candidate: Sh Jeet Ram Katwal (Bharatiya Janata Party)

07-01-2023

08-12-2022

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10. 11.
Sr.  {Name of the candidate Due date of Date of lodging Whether | Whether | Grand Total of the | Whether the Total expenses incurred by the Total expenses incurred by others/entities as Remarks
No. | and Party Affiliation lodging of of accounts by  [lodged in the] lodged in expenses DEO agrees Party ( As reported in Part-III of reported in Part-III of Abstract Statement of the.

account the candidate prescribed the incurred/ with the Abstract Statement ) Expenditu
format manner authorized by the amount Lump sum Amount in cash Grand total re
(Yes required candidate/agent shown by the Lump Sum Amount Grand / cheque given to the candidate of other Observer
or No) by law (as mentioned in candidate in cash or cheque Total of | (and mention names of donors) | expenses in
(Yesor | Part-Il of Abstract against all given to candidate by other kind
No) Statement) items of each Political Party expense incurred for
expenditure s in the
(should be kind by candidate
similar to the
point No. 22 Political
of DEOs Party
scrutiny
report i.e.
Annexure-C-
13)
1 (Sh Raj Kumar | 07-01-2023 | 03.01.2023 Yes Yes |528647/- -1 Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil -
Kaundal
(Independent)
2 ( Sh Sudhir 07-01-2023 | 03.01.2023 Yes Yes 381990/-/,« Yes Nil Nil Rs 300,000/- through Nil -
Kumar Suman NEFT by Sh Daya
(Aam Aadmi Ram
Party)
3 < Sh Jitender Pal | 07-01-2023 | 04.01.2023 Yes Yes | 39489/- / Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil -
(Independent)
4 | Sh Amar Nath | 07-01-2023 | 05.01.2023 Yes Yes | 67586/ Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil
< (Bahujan
Samaj Party)
5 | ShVivek 07-01-2023 | 07.01.2023 Yes Yes | 2894123/- Yes Rs 3000000/- Nil Rs 150000/- Nil
| kumar (Indian 1.PC Bansal : Rs
National 100000/-
Congress) 2.Sita Ram: Rs
50000/-




6 | ShJjeet Ram 07-01-2023 | 07.01.2023 | Yes Yes | 2583612/~ , Yes Rs 2500000/~ | Nil Nil Nil
% | Katwal / Rs 88500/-
s ABharatiya Total=2588500

3 Janata Party)

7 | &:Manoj 07-01-2023 | 07.01.2023 Yes Yes | 53000/- - Yes 53000/- Nil Nil Nil
Kumar 7
<| (Rashtriya
Devbhumi
Party)

istrict ion Officer(DC)
[4SpuF SR Q Bk fDCHP

ilaspur (H.P,)-17400)

Comments of the Expenditure Observer, if any; py, L

Date: 3 I[20L3 Signature of the Expenditure Observer
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Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO: 01
Name of the State: H.P. District: Bilaspur

Election: Vidhan Sabha Election-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
Name & address of the candidate Sh Raj Kumar Kaundal
1. S/o Rikhi Ram, Vill Jol,Po : Gharan, Sub Teh:
Kalol, Distt:Bilaspur HP 174030
5 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
ok No. and name of Assembly/ Parliamentary 46-Jhanduta (SC)
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
5 Date of declaration of result 08-12-2022
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03-01-2023
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had
been informed about the date of Account
Reconciliation Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the
meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the | Yes
candidate 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
Lk If the candidate has lodged the account, date 03-01-2023 (Original Account)
of lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(ii) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
R Yes
12. Whether account lodged in time
12 A. If not lodged in time, period of delay N.A
4 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, N:A
whether DEO called, for explanation from the
candidate.
[f not, reason thereof.
Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
14,
N.A
Lia Comments of the DEQO on the explanation if N.A
any, of the candidate
s Grand Total of all election expenses reported by Rs. 528647/-
the candidate in Part-I1 of the Abstract Statement
16. Yes

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. . . N.A
If No, then please mention the following defects
with details
@) Whether Election Expenditure Register | N,A
comprising of Day to Day Account Register, Cash
Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has
been lodged
(ii) Whether duly swom in affidavit has N.A
been submitted by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items N.A
of election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened N.A
for election
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty N.A
expenditure) routed through bank account
18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to No
the candidate for rectifying the defect
(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the
defect
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.c.
whether the defect was rectified or not.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by Yes
the 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. Mention amount Amount as
expenditure of Shadow the per the Amount
Observation gshpgr account understated by
Register adow submitted by the candidate
Observation the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
NP - [ AP - NA- [-Np- [-INh- | —WA -
N~ | -WA - Nk - “Wh- |-NB- | -WNR -
~Nh~- | -NR - -~ \iyg -~ -~ NH - [-WN®§ - - NBW -
20. Yes
Did the candidate produce his Register of
Accounting 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 | N.A

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

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the | N.A
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 | N A
it is in regional language) and mention the date of
notice

(iif) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? | N.A

(iv)If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation | N,A
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 N.A
explanation




2 Whether the DEO agrees that the Yes

expenses are correctly reported by the
candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

Report of DEO)
Pankaj‘Raj/1AS
Bistticiteqon Officer(DWT)
Date: 3// 2023 Birkdpdilmisteict Bilaspur7 40 )
23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*- N f¥.
Date: »111202?" Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* if the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may

annex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEQ feels

like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.




Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO: 02

Name of the State: H.P.

District: Bilaspur

Election: Vidhan Sabha Election-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
Name & address of the candidate Sh. Sudhir Kumar Suman
S/o Shri Gurdas Singh,Vill Balh Seena,PO
1. Gandhir, Teh Jahndutta, Distt Bilaspur HP
174029
5 Political Party affiliation, if any Aam Aadmi Party
3 No. and name of Assembly/ Parliamentary 46- Jhanduta (SC)
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
5 Date of declaration of result 08-12-2022
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03-01-2023
Yes
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had
been informed about the date of Account
Reconciliation Meeting in writing
Yes
(i1) Whether he or his agent has attended the
meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the | Yes
candidate 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
H: If the candidate has lodged the account, date 03-01-2023 (Original Account)
of lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(ii) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
bl Yes
12: Whether account lodged in time
12 A. If not lodged in time, period of delay N.A
LS. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, N:A
whether DEO called, for explanation from the
candidate.
If not, reason thereof,
14 Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
§ N.A
e Comments of the DEO on the explanation if N.A
any, of the candidate
5. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by Rs. 381990/-
the candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement
15 Whether in the DEO' s opinion, the account of | Y€5




election expenses of the candidate has been
lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act,
1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961
17. . . N.A
If No, then please mention the following defects
with details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register | N,A
comprising of Day to Day Account Register, Cash
Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has
been lodged
(ii) Whether duly swom in affidavit has N.A
been submitted by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items N.A
of election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened N.A
for election
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty N.A
expenditure) routed through bank account
18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to No
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.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by Yes
the 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. Mention amount Amount  as
expenditure of Shadow the per the Amount
Observation ;shpgr account understated by
Register adow submitted by the candidate
Observation the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
-Np-|-NR - -NR - [-NH§- - \W§ - - N§ -
“WNR- |- Nh- “NH- [-NA-  [-NA- [-NB -
~NBh- [~ WNH - -N§A - -NB - -NK - R -~
~ — [ !
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes
Accounting 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 | N.A
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the | N.A
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 | N A
it is in regional language) and mention the date of
notice
(iii)Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? | N.A
(iv)If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation | N, A
received, (with English translation of the same, if it
is in regional language) and mention date of reply

o



(v) DEQ's comments/observations on the candidate's N.A
explanation

2= Whether the DEO agrees that the Yes

expenses are correctly reported by the
candidate.

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

Date: 3] 2023

23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*- N A+

Date: 1] 20 Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* if the Expenditure Observer has some mare facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may

annex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEO feels

like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO : 03
Name of the State: H.P. District: Bilaspur

Election: Vidhan Sabha Election-2022

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
Name & address of the candidate Sh Jitender Pal
1. S/o Kirlu Ram,Vill Badgaon,Po Badgaon, Teh
Jhandutta , Bilaspur HP 174029
5 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/ Parliamentary 46- Jhanduta (SC)
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
5 Date of declaration of result 08-12-2022
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03-01-2023
Yes
/i (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had
been informed about the date of Account
Reconciliation Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the
meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the | Yes
candidate 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
e If the candidate has lodged the account, date 04-01-2023 (Original Account)
of lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(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 N.A
15 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, 2
whether DEO called, for explanation from the
candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
14,
N.A
144 Comments of the DEO on the explanation if N.A
any, of the candidate
15. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by Rs. 39489/-
the candidate in Part-II of the Abstract Statement
16. Yes

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

N.A

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

N.A

(i) Whether duly swom in affidavit has
been submitted by candidate

N.A

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

N.A

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened

for election

N.A

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

N.A

18.

(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.

No

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

-Nh- | -WH -

_WHh -

~WR ~

- [-WR-

~NiR -

BN
“NW -

-

-N§ -
- N#A

B\

~-NNp- | -

NA
- N# - ~ R -

-

-Np -

“-WA -

g

-

20.

Did the candidate produce his Register of
Expenditure for
/RO /
3 times during

Accounting election
inspection by
Authorized persons
campaign period

the Observer

Yes

21

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

following details:-

N.A

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the | N.A

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 | N A

it is in regional language) and mention the date of

notice

(iii)Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? | N.A

(iv)If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation | N.A
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 | N,A

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)

Date: ) /202>

Yes

Panka
{Dastriet! EdeptiorDTficer(DC)

23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*- M#-

Date; el 2005

Signature of tfic Expenditure Observer

* if the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may

annex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEQ feels

like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.




Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO: 04
Name of the State: H.P. District: Bilaspur

Election: Vidhan Sabha Election-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
Name & address of the candidate Sh Amar Nath
1t S/o Sh Daulat Ram
R/o Vill Manva Teh Sadar,Distt Bilaspur HP
5 Political Party affiliation, if any Bahujan Samaj Party
3. No. and name of Assembly/ Parliamentary 46- Jhanduta (SC)
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
s Date of declaration of result 08-12-2022
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03-01-2023
Yes
% (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had
been informed about the date of Account
Reconciliation Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the
meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the | Yes
candidate 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 05-01-2023 (Original Account)
of lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(ii) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
Folks Yes
12. Whether account lodged in time
12 A. If not lodged in time, period of delay N.A
ik If account not lodged or not lodged in time, N.A
whether DEO called, for explanation from the
candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
14.
N.A
A4 Comments of the DEO on the explanation if N.A
any, of the candidate
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by Rs. 67586/- -
the candidate in Part-11 of the Abstract Statement
16. Yes

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
17. . . N.A
If No, then please mention the following defects
with details
@) Whether Election Expenditure Register | N.A
comprising of Day to Day Account Register, Cash
Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has
been lodged
(ii) Whether duly swom in affidavit has N.A
been submitted by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items N.A
of election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened N.A
for election
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty N.A
expenditure) routed through bank account
18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to No
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.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by Yes
the 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. Mention amount Amount  as
expenditure of Shadow the per the Amount
Observation ;igg(r)w account understated by
Register submitted by the candidate
Observation the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
“WA-| ~NA- _ |-wp- |WhR-_ [-NW- [ -WNa-
-~ NR - —‘\\f}‘%’ -Np - [~[VR - -WNhA - - Np -
- WH - g - -Np - [ -Nb - “WNR - | ~WNW -
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes
Accounting 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 | N.A
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the | N.A
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 | N A
it is in regional language) and mention the date of
notice
(i) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? | N.A
(iv)If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation | N.A
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 N.A
explanation




2 Whether the DEO agrees that the Yes

expenses are correctly reported by the
candidate.

(Should be similar to Column fo. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)

Date: 3}1]2025 DiBilagp

23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*- N A-

Date: ')4'['%‘ Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* if the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may

annex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEQ feels

like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO: 05
Name of the State: H.P. District: Bilaspur

Election: Vidhan Sabha Election-2022

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
Name & address of the candidate Sh Vivek Kumar
] S/o Sh Sita Ram,Vill & Po Malhot, Sub Teh:
Kalol, Distt: Bilaspur HP
’ Political Party affiliation, if any Indian National Congress
3. No. and name of Assembly/ Parliamentary 46- Jhanduta (SC)
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
5 Date of declaration of result 08-12-2022
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03-01-2023
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had
been informed about the date of Account
Reconciliation Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the
meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the | Yes
candidate 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
Al If the candidate has lodged the account, date 07-01-2023 (Original Account)
of lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(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 N.A
EE If account not lodged or not lodged in time, N:a
whether DEO called, for explanation from the
candidate,
If not, reason thereof.
Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
14.
N.A
Lia Comments of the DEO on the explanation if N.A
any, of the candidate
5. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by Rs. 2894123/-
the candidate in Part-II of the Abstract Statement
b Whether in the DEO' s opinion, the account of Yes
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

N.A

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

N.A

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

N.A

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

N.A

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened

for election

N.A

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

N.A

18.

(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.

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

1

-

- N¢g -

-NR -

- INR -

B - -
B

- -

- NR ~

_NY -

~NH -

)
444
ZZZ’
ZZZ

]
P -
B -

H,

t

-N§ -

-NR -

- H,/

— ——

——

Accounting election
inspection by
Authorized persons
campaign period

Expenditure

Did the candidate produce his Register of

the Observer
3 times during

Yes

for
/RO /

21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned | N.A

following details:-

against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the | N.A
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 | N A
it is in regional language) and mention the date of

notice
(iii)Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? | N.A
(iv)If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation | N, A
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 N.A

explanation




A2, Whether the DEO agrees that the Yes

expenses are correctly reported by the
candidate.

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

Divisiaatiepion o R Bt &qu
Date: ¥ 1/ 2023 Digsi1abplas wstkide BiladgaPdp

23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*- M-

Date: 1] 202 Signature o: the Expenditure Observer

* if the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may
annex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEQ feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.




Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO: 06
Name of the State: H.P. District: Bilaspur

Election: Vidhan Sabha Election-2022

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
Name & address of the candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
. S/o Sh Rohli Ram Katwal
Vill: Ropri PO Jhandutta, Distt Bilaspur HP
5 Political Party affiliation, if any Bharatiya Janata Party
g No. and name of Assembly/ Parliamentary 46- Jhanduta (SC)
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
5 Date of declaration of result 08-12-2022
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03-01-2023
Yes
i (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had
been informed about the date of Account
Reconciliation Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the
meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the | Yes
candidate 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
1 If the candidate has lodged the account, date 07-01-2023 (Original Account)
of lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(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 N.A
L] If account not lodged or not lodged in time, Ded
whether DEO called, for explanation from the
candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
14.
N.A
L Comments of the DEO on the explanation if N.A
any, of the candidate
15. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by Rs. 2583612/-
the candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement
1o Whether in the DEO' s opinion, the account of Yes
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 N.A

with details

@) Whether Election Expenditure Register | N.A
comprising of Day to Day Account Register, Cash
Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has
been lodged

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

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

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened N.A

for election

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

18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to No

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.

19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by Yes

the 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. Mention amount Amount  as
expenditure of Shadow per the Amount
Observation as per the account understated b
. Shadow . € oy
Register submitted by the candidate
Observation the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
WA- |-NFE- [-NA- [-Nn. |[-NA- [-NB-
N~ | -NA - ~Np -~ | -IN§ - —NY- | -Np -
~WHA - | ~\N¥§ - -NR-~ | -N®- [~INp - | ~-WNp -
- i —
20. . . . . Yes
Did the candidate produce his Register of
Accounting 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 | N.A

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

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the | N.A
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 | N A
it is in regional language) and mention the date of
notice

(i) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? | N.A

(iv)If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation | N.A
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 N.A
explanation




)'u

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)

Date: ) |202%

Yes

Pankaj Rai,
DDRistrictElectioff Officet[BT))
DBilaspuls Pistict Bildspog goR

23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer®- AJA=

Date: Z(i | 205

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* if the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO's report, he may

annex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEO feels

like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Annexure-C13

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO: 07
Name of the State: H.P. District: Bilaspur

Election: Vidhan Sabha Election-2022

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

Whether in the DEQ' s opinion, the account of

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
Name & address of the candidate Sh Manoj Kumar
S/o Sh Ram Dass
1. Vill: Mehan PO Chandpur Distt Bilaspur HP
174004
5 Political Party affiliation, if any Rashtriya Devbhumi Party
3 No. and name of Assembly/ Parliamentary 46- Jhanduta (SC)
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sh Jeet Ram Katwal
s Date of declaration of result 08-12-2022
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03-01-2023
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had
been informed about the date of Account
Reconciliation Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the
meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the | Yes
candidate 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 07-01-2023 (Original Account)
of lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(ii) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time rer
12 A. If not lodged in time, period of delay N.A
i If account not lodged or not lodged in time, DA
whether DEO called, for explanation from the
candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
Explanation, if any, given by the candidate
14,
N.A
L84 Comments of the DEO on the explanation if N.A
any, of the candidate
15, Grand Total of all election expenses reported by Rs. 53000/-
the candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement
16. Yes




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

N.A

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

N.A

(i) Whether duly swom in affidavit has
been submitted by candidate

N.A

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

N.A

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened

for election

N.A

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

N.A

18.

(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.

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 foilowing:

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-

Y —

vp—

Ny

ANV~

"‘“"\'\m.r-\\r%—“

——

——

20.

Did the
Accounting election
inspection by
Authorized persons
campaign period

candidate produce his Register

the Observer

of

Expenditure for
/RO /
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:-

N.A

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

during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

N.A

(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

N.A

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

N.A

(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

N.A




expenses are correctly reported by the
candidate.

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

Date: 31} 2027

-
(v) DEO's comments/observations on the candidate's N.A

explanation
2 Whether the DEO agrees that the Yes

{31 Distfice Eleotibn Office D)
DiRlagpins Pistier BiaspuodiP

23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-  NHA »

Date: ?h 2023 .

Signatufe of the Expenditure Observer

* if the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may

annex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEQ feels

like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Summary of DEQ’s Scrutiny Report from the State of Himachal Pradesh General Elections to State Legislative Assembly Year -2022.

Category-1-Candidates where no defecis pointed out by the DEQ in the DEO's Scrutiny Report

Sl District No. & Name of AC Name of Candidate Returned or Non- | Party Affiliation/Independent Remarks

No. retumed

1 Bilaspur 46-Jhanduta (SC) Amar Nath Non-Returned Bahujan Samaj Party

2 Bilaspur 46-Jhanduta (SC) Jeet Ram Katwal Returned Bharatiya Janata Party

3 Bilaspur 46-Jhanduta (SC) Vivek Kumar Non-Returned Indian National Congress

4 Bilaspur 46-Jhanduta (SC) Manoj Kumar Non-Returned Rashtriya Devbhumi Party

5 Bilaspur 46-Jhanduta (SC) Sudhir Kumar Suman Non-Returned Aam Aadmi Party

] Bilaspur 46-Jhanduta (SC) Jitender Pal Non-Returned Independent -

7 Bilaspur 46-Jhanduta (SC) Raj Kumar Kaundal Non-Retumned Independent

Category-2-Candidates who failed to lodge their accounts of election expenses

Sl No. District No. & Name of Name of Refurned or Non- | Party Affiliation/Independent Remarks

AC Candidate retumed
-NIL-
Category-3-Candidates who failed to lodge their accounts within prescribed time of 30 days of declaration of results
Sl. No. District No. & Name of | Name of Returned or Non- | Party Remarks
AC Candidate returned Affiliation/Independent | (mention (i) last date for
submission of accounts, (ii) date
of submission of accounts and
the number of days delayed, (jii)
reason for late submission, if
obtained by the DEQ)
-NIL-

Category-4-Candidates who failed to lodge their accounts of election expenses in the manner required under law ( cases other than Category 2 & 3)

Sl. No. District No. & Name Name of Returned or Party Remarks
of AC Candidate Non-retumed Affiliation/Inde | (mention the deficiencies found and amount of
pendent understatement, if any)
-NIL-

Category-5-Candidates who failed to lodge their accounts in time and manner (cases other than Category 2, 3 & 4)

Sl. No. | District

No. & Name of
AC

Name of

Candidate returned

Returned or Non-

Party Affiliation/
Independent

Remarks ( mention (i0 last date for submission of
accounts, (ii) date of submission of accounts and
the number of days delayed, (iii) reason for late
submission, if obtained by the DEO, (iv) the
deficiencies found and amount of
understatement, if any)

-NIL-

Date: +[/ /2213

{
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