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

(a) No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency: 14-Sullah

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

(b) Total No. of contesting candidates: 09

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

1

2

3

4

5

6 T 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
No |candidate and Party [lodging of |lodging of |lodged in|lodged in |the expenses |agrees with the the Party (As reported in  |other/entities as reported in  |the
Affiliation account accounts |the the incurred/autho {amount shown by |Part-1I| of Abstract Part-1ll of Abstract Statement |Expenditure
by the prescrib |manner |rized by the the candidate Statement) Observer
candidate |ed required |candidate/age |against all items of
format [bylaw [nt(as expenditure Lump Sum Grand Total|Lump sum Grand total
(Yes/No) |(Yes/No) [mentioned in |(Should be similar |[Amountin  [of other  |Amount in of other
Part-Il of to point No. 22 of |cash or expenses in|cash/cheque expenses in
Abstract DEO’s Scrutiny cheque given |kind by the |given to the kind
Statement) Report i.e. to candidate [Political candidate (and |incurred for
Annexure-C13) by cash Party Mention names |the
Political Party of donors) candidate
1|Jagdish Chand 07.01.2023 [05.01.2023 | Yes Yes |1586984/- Yes 10,00,000/- Nil 2,94,995/- Nil
Sapehia (Indian Gaurav
National Congress) Chauhan
Digvijay Singh
Rana
Prittana
2|Vipin Singh Parmar |07.01.2023 |05.01.2023| Yes Yes [3636912/- Yes 25,00,000/- Nil Nil Nil
(Bharatiya Janata -
Party)
3|Suresh Kumar 07.01.2023 |03.01.2023| Yes Yes |68720/- Yes - Nil Nil Nil
(Bahujan Samaj
Party)
4|Ravinder Singh Ravi |07.01.2023 [05.01.2023| Yes Yes [742901/- Yes - NII 3,20,000/- Nil
(Aam Aadmi Party) 7 Surjit Singh

Sarvan Kumar

Surinder Kumar

Others




(53]

Chander Bhan 07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes |5900/- Yes - NI Nil Nil
(Independent)

Jagjiwan Paul 07.01.2023 |05.01.2023| Yes Yes |[850912/- Yes - NII 6,00,000/- Nil
(Independent) Self,

Guleria &

Guleria

Consultant
Rehka Rani 07.01.2023 |03.01.2023| Yes Yes [131686/- Yes - NIl Nil Nil

(Independent)

Dr. Swaroop Singh 07.01.2023 (03.01.2023 Yes Yes |90445/- Yes - NII Nil Nil
Rana (Independent) :

Suman Kumar Nath [07.01.2023 |05.01.2023| Yes Yes |56550/- Yes - NII 31500/- Nil
(Inddependent) Bhartiya Rajnitik(
Vikalap Party [~—_

tion Officer(DE)C)

[ Sl iy i Qe Sy s )

K =Kangraiat Bharamshala

Comments if any, by the Expenditure Observer

O
Date: 7" January, 2023 Signature of Expenditure Observer




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
. Jagdish Chand Sapehia, Village Chanjehar, PO & Sub
L. Name & address of the candidate Tehsil Bhawarna, District Kangra 176083
2; Political Party affiliation, if any s NeondlConges:
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary sieilal
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate SHEdiplaginehitarma
5, Date of declaration of result 2o 0a2
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03010z
(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 Qb
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
il If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 05.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: Ofizinal
(i) original account mging
(ii) 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 :
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of E
the candidate




15.

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

1586984/-

J16.

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.

.Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against

details:-




,_f:
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the RE
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
.. ; i )
(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? No
: 4 ; =™ e
(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
. o
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation
22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are C‘@S
correctly reported by the candidate. et
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary ’-)
Report of DEO .
P ) LA
Signgture

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

DiciNameaf the PE@or (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

Date: -\~ 2z

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

07-01 W¥?

Signature of Expenditure Observer




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

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
y - Vipin Singh Parmar, VPO Nanaon Sub Tehsil Sullah,
1. Name & address of the candidate District Kangra HP 176085
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Bleiv oLl
31 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary MEsullal
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate S PSSRt
5. Date of declaration of result i
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 031012023
(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 071012024
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
11, If the candidate has lodged the account, date of BRI
lodging of account by the candidate: e
(i) original account Original
(ii) 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 3
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of A




15.

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

3636912/-

L16.

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

[tems 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
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? 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 e
(v) DEQO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation
92, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. e
(Should be similar to Column no. § of Summary '_‘)
Report of DEQ) ‘\} ar
Sighature

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS
Disthome oftha\RE@ker (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

Date: 7§ -2

~de

o 1o\ ot

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 Election to the State Legislative Assembly

| DEO’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
! Suresh Kumar, Vill. Garla Sarkari, PO Garla Dei,
L Hariofaildress of i tancicate Tehsil Palampur, District Kangra (HP) 176085
2: Political Party affiliation, if any LD G
3z No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary LGSR
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate biVipin Singh Raombr
¥
5. Date of declaration of result U§:12:2022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting Usint a0z
(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)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account Jriteys
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
118 If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 03,01.2023
lgdgang (_)f account by the candidate: Orizinal
(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 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 3
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

68720/- .

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

(1i) 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

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

S

. . o
(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? 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

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)

(;__f_-
Signgture

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

DistiName ofithe REG)ier (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

Date: ";t,_\,. Loyl

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

o
';f.QbW’V(]

Signature of 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

'| 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
; Ravinder Singh Ravi, Village Kohlru PO Paniali,
L Name & adress ofithe canididare Tehsil Dheera District Kangra (HP) 176101
2 Political Party affiliation, if any & B dnhRY
35 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary A4:sullgh
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate ShiVIpin singl ket
5, Date of declaration of result 03122022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 0230202
(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 07 0120%2
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 05.01
lodging of account by the candidate: % : '.20?3
(i) original account figing
(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 i
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of E
the candidate




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

742901/-

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

(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
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

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

=

22.

(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
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 TN
candidate’s explanation

Yes

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)

Dr. Nipun Jindal, 1AS

DidName pfithe PERicer (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

Date: 3 A-2 3

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

AL
4,0\-1/0"/7

Signature of Expenditure Observer




Annexure-C13

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

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

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
; Chander Bhan, Village Mangher PO Boda Tehsil

b Mame & addeess obthe candicate Palampur, District Kangra (HP) 176083
2 Political Party affiliation, if any R R
25 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary L

Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate SRR
5. Date of declaration of result Uil
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

(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 04012023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
11. Ifthf: candidate has lodged the‘ar.:co‘unt, date of 03.01.2023

lodging of account by the candidate: Original

(i) original account Hela

(ii) 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

DEQO 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 Z




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

5900/-

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

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

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

Items of
expenditure

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
(Observation
Register

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

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

(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued b
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
’ N o
(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. S

(Should be similar to Column no. 8§ of Summary )
Report of DEQO) =

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

Dis@f meakhe PEQ)-cr (DO)

Kangra at Dharamshaia.

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

it

Date: 3 -\—2.3 Signature of Expenditure Observer




Annexure-C13

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

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
; Uagjiwan Paul, Village Upper Khera PO Khera Tehsil
L Name scatdics= ofthvoandidate Palampur, District Kangra (HP)-176086
% Political Party affiliation, if any ltependent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Leaatilal
Constituency
4. Nx;me of the elected candidate Sl Singn Sain
5, Date of declaration of result halceli
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 050 Lelzs
(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 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 07.012023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
Jile Iftl didate has | h
e candidate has odged t e.acco.unt, date of 05.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: Original
(i) original account flglia
(it) 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 _
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-1I of the Abstract Statement

850912/-

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

18.

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

(i) 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)

Signatyre

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

DilVameat the-PESiicer (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

Date: 3 -\-2x

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

18

;;.D\-me)

Signature of Expenditure Observer




Annexure-C13

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

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

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
X Sl Rekha Rani, Village Lahru PO Naura Tehsil Dheera
1. Name & address of the candidate District Kangra (HP) 176084
24 Political Party affiliation, if any lite b il
49 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary LI
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate SEPLEIN  e
5, Date of declaration of result 08 12,2022
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
(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
15 If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 0?80.] '.20%3
(i) original account HiRILA
(ii) 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 5
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of }




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

131686/-

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

18.

(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 DEQO 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:-




(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 s
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
; ! : St
(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
o

(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)

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

pidNameofthe PEQicer (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

e
'-7-'0" ‘U)‘W

Date: P23 Signature of Expenditure Observer




A Annexure-C13

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

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
: Dr. Swaroop Singh Rana, Village & PO Raipur Tea
i ‘ Name S addresptihe Candidals Estate, Thakurdwara Tehsil Palampur District Kangra
(HP) :
2, Political Party affiliation, if any ndependent
af No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Lyl
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate RIS SpEt ERcia
5. Date of declaration of result 081212022
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
(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 07012023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
1. lftht_: candidate has lodged the.accolunt, date of 03.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: Otininal
(i) original account ALt
(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

90445/-

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

(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

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

correctly reported by the candidate.

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

. : S ™ O
(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? N
. [ ==
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation WA
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is in
regional language) and mention date of reply
. o0
(v) DEQO’s comments/observations on the S
candidate’s explanation
22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses ate YQ,__

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS

DidNameaftheRED)icer (DC)
Kangra at Dharamshala.

Date: F . \-232

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

Ml ot

"201 Lowy

Signature of Expenditure Observer




Annexure-C13

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

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

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
: Suman Kumar Nath, Vill. Padhehr, PO Ballah, Tehsil
1. Name & address of the candidate Dieera: District Kangr (HP)
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Hidependent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary aulal
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate BV ipiSnatEarmas
5. Date of declaration of result URdze0ee.
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting Dl 208
(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
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the 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. lfth§ candidate has Ipdged the Iaccolunt, date of 05.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: Gl
X T Original
(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 NA
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether NA
DEQO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate 2
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

56550/~

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
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

21%

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

details:-




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

a0

o
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued Ak
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? A=

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

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

22 Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Kes
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
/ng,/rg re

Dr. Nipun Jindal, IAS
itNametof theiPEO fficer (DC)
i

MNSsnaia.

Kangra at Dharan

Date: 3~ ~2 =

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

B
3.0\ W)

Signature of Expenditure Observer




