SUMMARY REPORT OF DEO FOR EACH CONSTITUENCY ON LODGING OF ELECTION EXPENSES ACCOUNTS BY CANDIDATES
(a) No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency: 17-Shahpur
(c) 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: Kewal Singh

i

2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Sl [Name of the Due Date of |Date of Whether Whether Grand Total |Whether the DEO |Total expenses incurred |Total expenses incurred |Remarks of
No |candidate and Party |lodging of lodging of |lodged in  |lodged in  |of the agrees with the  |by the Party (As reported |by other/entities as the
Affiliation account accounts by |the the manner |expenses |amount shown by |in Part-lll of Abstract reported in Part-ll of Expenditure
the prescribed |required by |incurred/aut |the candidate Statement) Abstract Statement Observer
candidate |format law horized by |against all items
(Yes/No) (Yes/No) |the of expenditure Lump Sum |Grand Total [Lump sum |Grand total
candidate/a |(Should be similar [Amountin |of other Amount in |of other
gent( as to point No. 22 of |cash or expenses in ([cash/chequ [expenses in
mentioned |DEOQ’s Scrutiny |cheque kind by the |e givento |kind
in Part-1l of |Reporti.e. given to Political the incurred for
Abstract Annexure-C13) candidate |Party candidate |the
Statement) by cash (and candidate
Political Mention
Party names of
donors)
1|Kewal Singh (Indian |07.01.2023 [06.01.2023 Yes Yes 15,17,965/- Yes 20,00,000/- Nil 4,05,900/- Nil
National Congress) -
2|Banarsh:Dass 07.01.2023 [03.01.2023 Yes Yes 1,71,130/- Yes - Nil Nil Nil
Dogra (Bahujan
Samaj Party)
3|Sarveen Choudhary [07.01.2023 [05.01.2023 Yes Yes 29,90,707/- Yes 10,00,000/- Nil 5,14,890/- Nil
(Bharatiya Janata ! Pawan
Party) Kumar
Sanjay Jain
Nishid B.
Shah




Abhishek Singh 07.01.2023 |05.01.2023 Yes Yes 5,77,551/- Yes NIl 58,000/- Nil
(Aam Aadmi Party) J.S. Rana
Balwinder
Kishore
Chaman
Rajesh
Kuljeet
Sanjay
Ashish Sharma 07.01.2023 (04.01.2023 Yes Yes 1,61,640/- Yes NIl 92000/- Nil
(Hindu Samaj Party) Amit
Priyanka
Pingi Devi
Joginder Singh 07.01.2023 (04.01.2023 Yes Yes 1,10,817/- Yes NII 1,13,700/- Nil
(Panku Kangria) i
(Independent)
Ramesh Gautam 07.01.2023 (05.01.2023 Yes Yes 1,72,800/- Yes NI 1,85,000/- Nil
(Independent) Andal
Kumar
Sansar
Chand
Karuna
Sharma~ .

Comments if any, by the Expenditure Observer

Date: '2;’“\ January, 2023

b

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
i Narie 8 oildiess ot the tandidtate Kewal Singh, VPO Rait, Tehsil Shahpur, District
Kangra (HP)
2. Political Party affiliation, if any ndigntistiongl GiE 1c8
3E No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary LA,
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate SR walbien
5 Date of declaration of result il
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 030152028
(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 WAL
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of Dl 0as
lpdgm.g f’f account by the candidate: Original
(i) original account
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A. 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 7
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of I
IL the candidate |




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

1517965/-

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

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Items of
expenditure

Amount as
per the
account
submitted by
the candidate

candidate

NA NA NA NA

NA

NA NA NA NA

NA

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

- (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? Ao

(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

223 Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yeﬁ:,x__.___

correctly reported by the candidate. s

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

Report of DEO) M e
oRVipendindgl HSicer (DC)
(& of the bEGH 17!

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

2>

Date: F-\- 2 =2 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

.| 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
: Banarsk: Dass Dogra, Vill. Kahliyana, PO Lanj,
L. Name'& address of the candidate Tehsil Harchakian, District Kangra (HP)
2k Political Party affiliation, if any Eahujancaamal Farty
a3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 1 7:3habpur
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate 2 RewaliSineh
5. Date of declaration of result 08ildiz022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting (ER ot
(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 §7.01.2023
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: 0001200
(i) original account Original
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation L
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 g
the candidate




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

1,71,130/-

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

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

Amount understated by the

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

2

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against

Row No.
details:-

19 referred to above, give the following




(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 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 e
candidate’s explanation
22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are s Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. i
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary .)
Report of DEO) e
Signdgure
Dr. Ni indal, IAS.. A
ﬁ.%stﬂ&”@récﬁoh éﬁfmer (DC)
(Néimeref the DEOpmshala,

Date: —}-\~2 =

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

:ﬂ\\'):b

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
1 Name & address of theoandidate Sarveen Choudhary, VPO & Tehsil Shahpur, District
Kangra (HP)
24 Political Party affiliation, if any Bharativa lami Lerty
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary LZstabput
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate A Kewalsingh
5. Date of declaration of result 08:12:2022
>
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting gl
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
; 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 070002
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account ves
1% If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate: 05'0.] '.2023
; ) 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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate g
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of 7




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

29,90,707/-

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects with
details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election

Yes

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

Yes

(i) Whether the DEQ 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

Amount understated by the

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?

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

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

22.

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

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

- i Jindal, IAS
Bt Een Stficer (DC)
(NamrgjofitheDEQ)amshala.

Date: :}._\,_ 23

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

A2

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

-| 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
. IAbhishek Singh, Vill. Kiari, PO & Tehsil Shahpur,
1. Name & address of the candidate District Kangra (HP)
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Aam Aadmi Party
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17-Shahpur
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sh. Kewal Singh
S. 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
1. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 05.01.2023
lodging of account by the candidate: -
. >, 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
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 )
the candidate




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

5,77,551/-

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

Date [Page No. of Mention amount

Shadow

Items of

expenditure

Observation
Register

as per the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder of
evidence

Amount as
per the
account
submitted by
the candidate

candidate

Amount understated by the

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 3
campaign period

inspection by the
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? 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

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

¥es

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)

Signature
DrinipuhiiaddinmOificer (DC)

Kangra at Dharamshala.
(Name of the DEO):

Date: T \~2=2

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

el

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

RULES, 1961

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

the candidate :

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
; Ashish Sharma, Vill. Thamba, PO Durgella, Teshil
15 N & add f the candidat S ] ?
et A Shahpur, District Kangra (HP)
24 Political Party affiliation, if any el 2
81 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary et
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate pIESew Sl
3. Date of declaration of result Uil
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 03:91:2023
(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 QuULLales
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: 05(150.1 '.20?3
(i) original account ngina
(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 g




Row No. 19 referred to above, give the following

details:-

I ' ;
15. Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the 1,61,640/
candidate in Part-1I of the Abstract Statement
16 Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election Yes
s\ expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the mannen
required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, 1961
; : : NA
17. If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Yes
Day to Day Account Register, Cash Register, Bank
Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted ves
by candidate
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of 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
(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(ili) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether NA
the defect was rectified or not.
19. Whether the items of election expenses reported by the ves
candidate correspond with the expenses shown in the
Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No.of | Mention amount AIGEes Amo.unt apdesecd bythe
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
G 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
Al If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against b




(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? T
(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) DEOQO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation
29 Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are “Yes
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signatyre
Distnigdnlingan msticer (DC)
Kangra at Dharamshala.
(Name of the DEO):

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

b

Date: -\ ~2.2 Signature of Expenditure Observer




Annexure-C13

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

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
i ; Joginder Singh (Panku Kangdia), Vill. Mundla, PO
& HEfe s addicss of the cndicite Ladwara, Teshil Shahpur, District Kangra (HP)
9 Political Party affiliation, if any Indepencent
e No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17:5dnpur
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate SHaRewal Singh
5. Date of declaration of result 08il2 2022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 0o 01l
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been Yes
7 informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
: Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate ves
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account A AP
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of Q012028
lodging of account by the candidate: s
(i) original account Original
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether NA
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate i
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of ¢
the candidate




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

1,10,817/-

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

1175

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

(if) 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

(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
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

Amount understated by the

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

TG,

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

TOTAL

20.

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:-




== ™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
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 }‘e‘sxﬁﬂ
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO) N —
SignaWure
Dis Wipun Uindaliasficer (DC)
Kangra at Dharamshala.
(Name of the DEO):

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

2>

Date: J-\2= i 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

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
4 Ramesh Gautam, Vill. Khari Bahi, PO Kareri, Tehsil
15 Name & address of the candidate Drini District Kangra (EP)
e e dent
2. Political Party affiliation, if any indepencen
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary gl
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate sh KewalSingh
5: Date of declaration of result 08:12:2022
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 3012023
(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
3 Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate ves
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 071012023
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: Origi
h = riginal
(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 B
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of X




1,72,800/-

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

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




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

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)

(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

ignatife

DrsNBUOHIEABh Bicer (DC)
(N 6f thé Bespmshala.

Date: "} \-2 =2

23. Comments, if any by the Expenditure Observer

’%W

Signature of Expenditure Observer




