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

(a) No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency: 7-Indora (SC)
. (¢} State and District: Himachal Pradesh, Kangra

{¢) Last date of lodging accounts: 07/01/2023

(b) Total No. of contesting candidates: 07
(d) Date of declaration of result of election 08/12/2022
(f) Name of the elected candidate: Malender Rajan

b 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Sl |Name of the Due Date of|Date of Whether |Whether|Grand Total of [Whether the DEO|Total expenses incurred by | Total expenses incurred by |Remarks of the
. |candidate and lodging of  |lodging of [lodged in|lodged [the expenses |agrees with the |the Party (As reported in  |other/entities as reported in Expenditure
N |Party Affiliation  [account accounts  |the inthe  [incurred/autho [amount shown by |Part-Ill of Abstract Part-lll 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 Amountin  |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 |giventothe |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|Malender Rajan [07.01.2023 [03.01.2023| Yes Yes [24,10,678.88/- Yes 30,00,000/- Nil 17,67,000/- Nil
(Indian National 5 Tilak Furniture
Congress) House, Indora
Manohar
Singh
Sachin
Sharma
Pankaj
Sharma
Ranjeet Singh
Manohar Lal
Kiran Bala
Madan Mohan
Sanjeev
Kumar
2[Reeta Devi 07.01.2023 [05.01.2023| Yes Yes 30,01,832.5/- Yes 25,00,000/- Nil Nil Nil
(Bharatiya Janata -
Party)
3|Hans Raj 07.01.2023 [05.01.2023| Yes Yes 1,68,522/- Yes - Nil 80000/- Nil
(Bahujan Samaj Anita Jassa;
Party) Puran Chand
Satpal




(Independent)

Jagdish Singh 07.01.2023 [05.01.2023 4,00,000/- Nil
(Aam Aadmi Suresh
Party) 7,71,798/-
Lawman Dass 07.01.2023 [05.01.2023 50,840/- 30,000/- Nil
(Hindu Samaj - Upkar Kaur
Party)
Nirmal Parshad |07.01.2023 [05.01.2023 1,19,354/- 61,000/- Nil
(Independent) Virender
Kumar
Akshay Kumar
Asha Devi
Dr. Lalit
Jagdish
Chander
Sanjeev
Kumar
Manohar Lal 07.01.2023 [05.01.2023 5,24,412/- 4,70,000/- Nil

Comments if any, by the Expenditure Observer

Date: 3 MJanuary, 2023

Fxpenditure/Observer




\
v

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

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
Il Name & address of the candidate B{iifﬂgiaﬁgf:’(: 'I])])ig]".;;% [lndora, Tehsil Indora,
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Iindtan Nedonal Congress
a1 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary (endota (3C)

Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate BiEvedenRaar
5. Date of declaration of result 0812 2022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03012035
(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 LR
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 0360.] '.20?3
(i) original account DElE
(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
133 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 ' :
I14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of | ]

the candidate




-

15. \ Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 2410678.88/-
candidate in Part-II of the Abstract Statement
16 Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election Yes
x expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961
; . NA
17. If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Yes
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted Yes
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of Yes
election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election ves
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) Yes
routed through bank account
18. (i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the NA
candidate for rectifying the defect
NA
(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether NA
the defect was rectified or not.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by the Yes
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention amount Amount & Amc}‘unt understated by the
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow | Per the candidate
Observation Observation account
Register Register/folder of | submitted by
evidence the candidate
; NA NA NA NA NA NA
ot 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 Sia
Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following
details:-




(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the s
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? 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
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the =
candidate’s explanation

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are mYes
correctly reported by the candidate. i ;
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO) ‘J e

Signgture

e Nipundindal; mﬁacez~ (DC)
v aramshala.

(Kiamear the DES:

Date: T} -\~ 272

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

Rl

Signature off Expenditure Observer




\J s 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

S
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
: Reeta Devi, Vill. & P.O. Surajpur Uprla, Tehsil
L. Name & address of the candidate Indora, District Kangra (HP)- 176401
Bharatiya Janata Part
2 Political Party affiliation, if any ol 4
-Ind SC
a1 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary L:lnslora (5C)
Constituency
; Sh, Malender Rajan
4, Name of the elected candidate s
: 08.12.2022
5. Date of declaration of result \
; 3.01.202
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 0301 2
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
i Meeting in writing
(i) 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

lodging of account by the candidate: 0%0.] .'202l3
(i) original account Hgind
(i) 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 i
the candidate




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

; No 5/-
AT Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 30,01,832.5
. candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement
Tﬁ Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election Yes
i expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the manner
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961
: : A
17. If No, then please mention the following defects with B
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Yes
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted Yes
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of ves
election expenditure submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election 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
(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether NA
the defect was rectified or not.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by the Yes
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention amount ount as Amo‘um understated by the
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow | Per the candidate
Observation Observation account
Register Register/folder of | submitted by
evidence the candidate
i NA NA NA NA NA NA
M i 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 o




22,

Tt { ;

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

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 DEO)

e

Signature

(aREbFiHe BEGMshala.

Date: 7} -\~ 23

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

W

Signature of Expenditure Obskrver




\

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

RULES, 1961

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

lthe candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
: Hans Raj , Vill. Shekhupura, P.O. Kandrori, Tehsil
L. Naine & sddress ofithe sandidate Indora, District Kangra (HP)- 176402
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Dahujan Samsj Fery,
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary ENCOIL(S0)
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate RRM Cnder Rejan
5, Date of declaration of result 08:12.2022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 13501 alled
(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 AU 202
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
1. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 05.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: Original
(i) original account HEina
(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 i




<

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

1,68,522/-

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

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.

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:-




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)

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

during the Account Reconciliation Meeting :
(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued :
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is

in regional language) and mention the date of notice

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? e
“(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation e
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 prc4
candidate’s explanation

Yes

rREMipundindeh Bicer (DC)
(R gL pegmshala.

Date: 7} ~\-23%

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

A/IL_k

Signatfire of Expendityire 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

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
; Jagdish Singh, Vill. Dadwara, PO Gheta, Sub Tehsil
L. hane & address ofitho candidate Gangath, District Kangra (HP)- 176204
e, AADMI PARTY
2, Political Party affiliation, if any AaM
- SC
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Zlnton (5¢)
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate SiMalender Rajan
59 Date of declaration of result 08122022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting JE012023
(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 07.01:2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 05.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: 0 o |
(i) original account ngna
(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 {




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

7,71,798/-

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

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects with
details

NA

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

" Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election

Yes

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

Yes

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

NA

NA

NA

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of Date [Page No. of Mention amount

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

times during

Yes

25

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

22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. Q

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

cRexNipundiadgh Bficer (DC)
(Nare afthbbegymshala.

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

N

Date: ) ~\~2.35 Signidture of Expenditfire 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

RULES, 1961

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

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
; Laxman Dass, Vill. Mand Manjwah, PO Mand Miani
i d ] ;] ]
l bare & sddress ofitho caididate Tehsil Indora, District Kangra (HP)- 176403
o Political Party affiliation, if any glincu SamajiBarty
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Jahcota (36
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate StiglalEnder Kajn
5 Date of declaration of result Ui taaes
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03812020
(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 B U202
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. di
Ifthe_: candidate has lodged the .acc0}1:1t, date of 05.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: A
; i Original
(i) original account
(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 i
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of =




15.

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

50,840/-

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

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

Yes

(iif) 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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(ili) 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:-




‘ P

(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 e

relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is

- in regional language) and mention the date of notice

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

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation o

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 Yg_s_ X

correctly reported by the candidate. :

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

Report of DEO) > - =
e P icer (DC)
District Election Officer (
“?;ngfgtiqﬁ (ndabAASshala.
(Name of the DEO):

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Obseryer
K e
}_. s

Date: T} ~\-2.=% 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
: INirmal Parshad, Village Kulara, Post Office Dah,
L. ARSI O Tehsil Indora, District Kangra, Himachal Pradesh-
176401
: Ind t
2. Political Party affiliation, if any fidependen
3, No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary G (GO
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Shialender Kajan
5. Date of declaration of result 08:12.2022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting Qa0
(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 07.01.2023
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
151 If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 0%'0.[ '.20?3
(i) original account HElna
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
TOPAS If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. [faccount 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 v
the candidate




RS
15.

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

1,19,354/-

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

(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

(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 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




0

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the Ao
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? o
3 ! . 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
WS

(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)

Op iR #r9etdfofficer (DC)
(VRS BhelDbjramshala,

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

Nt

Date: -\~ 2z Signaturelpf 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

RULES, 1961

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

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
. ; Manohar Lal, Village Jhangrara, Post Office Bhapoo,
L. Name & address of the candidate Tehsil Indora, District Kangra, Himachal Pradesh -
176401
% Political Party affiliation, if any [ndependcn!
3y No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Gl EO)
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate ShoMalender Rajan
5 Date of declaration of result U8:12.2022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting HER S
(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 2022020
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 05'0.1 '.2023
(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 i
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of g
the candidate




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

115 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 524412/~
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
; A
17. If No, then please mention the following defects with N
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Yes
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted ves
by candidate
(iiif) 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 Yes
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No.of | Mention amount Amoine as Amo‘unt phdettascbydhe
expenditure Shadow as per the Shadow | Per the candidate
Observation Observation account
Register Register/folder of | submitted by
evidence the candidate
i NA NA NA NA NA NA
i NA NA NA NA NA NA
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Yes
Election  Expenditure for inspection by the
Observer/RO/Authorized  persons 3 times during
campaign period
21 If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against e




o

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

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued e
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is
in regional language) and mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? 4o
(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
e

(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)

e Nipen dindgh Bicer (DC)
(NmE ofthe’ DES)° hala.

Date: 7 -\ ~=2 =z

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

NLL_

Signatyre of Expenditure Observer




