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

va MMM ”n% MHM\MW_HMK vmﬂﬂswu”& mm”m.ﬂ::m:% No. 15 Udupi-Chikmagalur (b) Total No. Of contesting candidates: 12
{e) Last date of lodging accounts: 22 06-20 HM e (d) Date of declaration of result of election/bye-election:23-05-2019
(f) Name of the elected candidate:SHOBHA KARANDZAJE
- 2 3 2 5 6 7 3 9 10 1
2mn.v. nm:M“Hmm MMM:_M.E Uﬁm%nwmoﬂ _o_w_mmm oﬁm <§m§wq Esmﬂswq 1 Grand Total of | Whether the DEQ | Total expenses incurred by the |  Total expenses incurred by | Remarks
Affiliation gingof | lodgedin | lodgedin | the expenses | agreeswiththe | Party (Asreported in Part-itt of | others/ entities asreported in | of the
account [ accounts by the  |the manner|incurred/autho| amount shown by Abstract Statement) Part-lll of Abstract Statement | Expendi
the prescribed |required by| rized by the the candidate ture
candidate |format (Yes|law (Yesor| candidate/ | against all items of Lump Sum Grand Total |Lumpsum amount| Grand total | Observer
or No) No) agent (as | expenditure {Should | amount in cash of other in cash/cheque | ‘of other
mentioned in | be similar to point | or cheque given | expensesin given to the expenses in
Part-ll of no. 22 of DEO's to candidate by | kind by the | candidate (and kind
Abstract Scrutiny Reporti.e. | each Political |Political Party |mention names of| incurred for
Statement}) Annexure-C3) Party donors) the
candidate
1 |P.Par
wm:&m”.mmﬁﬂﬂwwmm ey 22-06-2019 | 20-06-2019 Yes Yes 7,05,090.00 Yes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 |Pram i
_gﬂmw ”\__Hwnscmu 22-06-201920-06-2019|  Yes Yes | 62,68,559.00 Yes 35,00,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
66,000
(1. Rs.16,000 cash
by Umender Alias
Shobha Karandlaje, Umesh, S/o.
3 |Bharatiya Janata 22-06- L Nanjappa,
o 201920-06-2019|  Yes Yes | 66,46,325.00 Yes 40,00,000.00 0 o m_ammm_ﬁ 0.00
2. Rs.50,0C0 by
cheque by Jeevan
Kumar Shetty,
Brahmavar)




0.00 0.00
‘ P .00 0.00
\ 4 M:HMH_E 2R, 1 22062019 | 20-06-2019 Yes Yes | 2,61,685.00 Yes Y
0.00
0.00 0.00
‘ 5 |M.K Dayananda, 22-06-2019 | 20-06-2019 Yes Yes 77,600.00 Yes 0.00
‘ Proutist Sarva Samaj
Vijaya Kumar,
g ; 0.00 0.00
Communist Party of Yes 0.00 0.00
6 lindia (Marxist- 22-06-201920-06-2019(  Yes Yes 1,14,336.00
leninist) Red Star
0.00
| Shekar Havanj 0.00 0.00
e, Yas 0.00
7 |Republican Party of | 22-06-2019|20-06-2019|  vYes Yes | 2,39,420.00
India (Karnataka)
Suresh Kunder, 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
8 |Uttama Prajaakeeya |22-06-2019 20-06-2019 Yes Yes 37,225.00 Yes :
Party 0.00 Q.00 0.00 0.00
9 _|abdul Rahman 22-06-2019]20-06-2019|  Yes Yes 36,500.00 Yes = 0.00 0.00 0.00
10 | Arrith Shenoy P. 22-06-201920-06-2019|  Yes Yes 8,34,258.00 Yes o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00
11 [M.K. Ganesh 22-06-2019(20-06-2019|  Yes Yes 1,27,147.00 Yes o.oo .00 0.00 0.00
12 [K.C. Prakash 22-06-2019(20-06-2012]  vYes Yes 60,750.00 Yes :

Comments of the Expenditure Observer, if any,

Date:

mm.wmmm% Wﬁss_wﬂgmq
Udupi District, Udupli

\ ¥ oe 2\

Signature of the-Expenditure Observer




. Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "10"

Name of the State: Karnataka

District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019

DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF
C.E.RULES 1961
Sl. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 |Name & address of the candidate Ararith Shenoy P.
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAJE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i} Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
5 after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Ves
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 [(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time yes
12A. |If notledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13 |PEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

t licable
i candidate Not appli
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the
; Rs. 8,34,258.00
5 candidate in Part || of the Abstrct Statement ;
Whether in the DEO's opinion, the account of election
16 [expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the -
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, Y
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been .
N licabl
17  |submitied by candidate andpalicable
(ifi) Whether re‘quisite VOL!CherS in respect of items of T
lection expenditure submitted
i het te Bank Account d
{iv) W ether separate Bank Account opened for Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure {except petty expenditure) )
"y bl "
routed through bank account Nateplicafle
(i) Whether the DEQ has issued a notice to the Not applicable
candidate for rectifying the defect PP
18 |(i)) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, l.e. whether .
= Not applicable
the defect was rectified or not.
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 [|the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
If No, then mention the following
! Menti
Fage:No. Of Al REE Amount as per the Amount
ftems of Shadow the account .
, Date i account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by - ;
. the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i - = - 4 - o
il ifieeee. - 2 5 : - -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accouriting
Election Expenditure for inspection by the

Ye

2 Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during =
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not applicable

detatls;-

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 |in regional language) an mention the date of notice

(ifi) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable

(iv) [fyes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply

{v) DEQ’s comments/observations on the candidate’s

Not licab!
explanation ARREal

22 |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) .
\ ,[w Oy
|

Date: Hephs:'b& Rani }(on'apatf

District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District,

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

ATl
Date: Signature of the EXpenditure Observer

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

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

Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "9"

Name of the State: Karnataka

District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019

DEQ’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF
C.E.RULES 1961
Sl. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 |Name & address of the candidate Abdul Rahman
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Canstituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 IName of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLASE
5 Date of declaration of resuit 23-05-2019
6 Pate of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i} Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defacts reconciled by the candidate
3 after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
S Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
if the candidate has lodged the account, date of
todging of account by the candidate
11 |(i} Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation ' i
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time yes
12A. [if not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidute Not applicable




Comments of the DEO an the explanation if any, of the

Not applicable
1t candidate K
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the
, Rs. 36,500.00
13 candidate in Part It of the Abstrct Statement 9
Whether in the DEQ's opinion, the account of election
% expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the es
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E, Rules, J
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Elaction Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been
17 |submitted by candidate Notamgicable
(il Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of .
licab
lection expenditure submitted Wot applicable
iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
(i) . g © g Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) o~
routed through bank account Ner applicable
(i) Whether the DEOQ has issued a nofice to the Not splicable
candidate for rectifying the defect BRIEE
18 |lii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(i) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether NotaaB)nl
the defect was rectified or not. PHRRRYSIRS
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 |the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
(f No, then mention the following
No. nti
il W g 0 Amount as per the Amount
Items of Shadow the account .
] Date : . account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by a p
. i the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i o " " & = &
(AT [ - - - - B -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expendjture for inspection by the

2 Yes
9 Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not applicable

details;-

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEQ brough to the
natice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 lin regional language) an mention the date of notice

(ili) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable

(iv) if yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply

(VI DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate's

Not applicable
explanation PP

22 |\Whether the DEQ agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate

{Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report

of DEO) ( :
ﬂcfﬁ/fﬂ’;
Date: Hephsiba Rani Korlapati

District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District,

23, Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

»  Ifthe Expenditure Observer has some mare facts that have not been covered in the DEQ"s report, he may
annex separaté note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commiisslon, If the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Serial- Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "4"

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019

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

Sl. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 Name & address of the candidate P. Goutham Prabhu
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Shiv Sena
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAIE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes

5 |Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate

g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes ar No) (If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)

9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019

10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes'
i the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate

11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Recanciliation
Meeting

12 |Whether account lodged in time yes

12A, |if not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable

if account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether

13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof

14  |Explanation, it any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of the

N ticab
14A candidate aLeRpliEakls
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the
Rs. 2,61,685.00
15 candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement 24
Whether in the DEQ's opinion, the account of election
i expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the o
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, J
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been N5t apblicable
17  |submitted by candidate BB
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of
lection expenditure submitted Not applicable
iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
(i) . B ’n BEy Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) ]
routed through bank account NDHEpEeeRis
(i} Whether the DEO has issued a notice to the Not appiicable
candidate for rectifying the defect e
18 |(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(iii) Comments of the DEQ on the above, i.e, whether Not licabl
the defect was rectified or not. APRICADIS
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 |the Shadow Observation Register and Fdider of Vos
tvidence.
If No, then mention the following
Page No. Of i
. ag etion 2z per Amount as per the Amount
ltems of Shadow the account e
= Date . : account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by A — didat
Register the candidate i
] - > - - - -
ii, i - - 5 - - -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expenditure for inspection by the

Yes
e Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred ta above, give the following Not applicable

details;-

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 fin regional language) an mention the date of notice

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply

(v} DEQ's comments/observations on the candidate's

icab
explanation Not applicable

22 lwhether 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) )
mee
Hephsiba Ran{i Korlapati
Date:

District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

23, Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

s |If the Expenditure Ohserver has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may
annex separate hote to that effect.

** The DED scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and farwarded to the Commission, If the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "12"

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF
C.E.RULES 1961
Sl No. Description To be filled up by th DEQ

1 Name & address of the candidate K.C. Prakash
p) Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4  |Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAIE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i} Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii} Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
8 after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 (i) Original account 20-06-2019
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation )
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time yes
12A. I not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time; whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

Not applicable
14A candidate i
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the :
Rs.60,750.00
13 candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement :
Whether in the DEO's opinion, the account of election
16 expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the bl
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, Y
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i} Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been Not applicable
17  |submitted by candidate REAES
(i) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of Not applicabl
lection expenditure submitted RPEtERIe
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for '
2 Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) Not anslicabl
routed through bahk account CRRRploRTE
(i) Whether the DEO has issued a notice to the Not anplicabl
candidate for rectifying the defect drRaRPitants
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(ili) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether Nt licabl
the defect was rectified or not, ot applicable
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 [the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
If No, then mention the following
Page No. Of | Menti er
v & ORBER Amount as per the Amount
tterts.of Date Sigaew Weseount account submitted b d ted by th
expenditure Observation | submitted by g A l v Y RS EEtasa Oy L
: the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i - A ” . 2)
([1[] - - - - -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
20 Election Expenditure for inspection by the Yes
Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not applicable
details;-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English transiation (if it is Not applicable
21 |in regional language) an mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable
(iv) Iif yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate's ‘
J . Not applicable
explanation
22 Yes
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are
corvectly reported by the candidate
{Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report _
of DEO) J {
AV V-
-’z'{f/ ] 7
] (
Hephsiba Rani Korlapati
Date: District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

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

\T¢£%¥21;R;L.3uﬂ'\

Date; - Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

¥¥ The DEO scrutiny report Is to be compiled by the CEQ and forwarded to the Comimission, if the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "5"

Name of the State: Karnataka

District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019

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

C.E.RULES 1961
Sl. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 |Name & address of the candidate M.K. Dayananda
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Proutist Sarva Samaj
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAJE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6  |Date of Account Reconcillation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
8 after Account Recanciliation Meeting (Yes or No) {If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10  |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time ves
12A. |If not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not Iodge'd in time, whether
13 |DEQ called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14 |Explanation, If any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanatian if any, of the

14A candidate Not applicable
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the
.77,600.0
= candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement Bs. 72.600-00
Whether in the DEO's opinion, the account of election
"a expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the -
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, Y
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i} Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been Not aoplicable
17  [submitted by candidate PP
(iii) Whether re'quisite vou.chers in respect of items of Natapplicabia
lection expenditure submitted
iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
(iv) i EAEiGEs GRS Not applicable
election _
{v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) )
Not applical:
routed through bank account CiclPilicellls
(i) Whether the DEO has issued a notice to the ot anpiicable
candidate for rectifying the defect PP
18 [{ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
{iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether Not applicable
the defect was rectified or not. PP
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 [the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Va5
Evidence.
if No, then mention the following
P No. Of i
agellio Bf | Mentionas ack Amount as per the Amount
Items of Shadow the account -
. Date . . account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by J i
; the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
j = L = . = -
i, i, - - - < - -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
20 Election Expenditure for inspection by the Yes
Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEQ does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not applicable
details;-
() Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(i) if yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English transiation (if it is Not applicable
21 in regional language) an mention the date of notice
(iii} Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if itis in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply
{v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate's -
A Not applicable
explanation
22 |whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Ves
correctly reported by the candidate
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report
of DEO) ’(;:
Wy
| |-
Date: Hephsiba Rani Korlapati
District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

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

Date:

}\?‘-3; [ ’I/DJ“\

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

e Ifthe Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQO's report, he may

annex separate note to that effect.

*¥ The DEQ scratiny repolt is to be complled by the CEQ and forwarded to the Conmission, If the CEQ feels
like giving additional comments, he ar she may forward the comments separately,







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "11"

Name of the State: Karnataka

District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019

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

C.E.RULES 1961
Sl. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 Name & address of the candidate M.K. Ganesh
2 |Palitical Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAJE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in wtiting
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
8 after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 |(i} Original account 20-06-2018
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time yes
12A. |if not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

14A Sndidate Not applicable
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the
1= candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement f
Whether in the DEO's opinion, the account of election
16 expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the i
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E, Rules, y
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been e
ot
17 |submitted by candidate Nerappiican|e
(i) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of ,
i t
lection expenditure submitted Hlorkpllcahle
i B d
(iv) V\./hether separate Bank Account opened for Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) Not applicable
routed through bank account
(i) Whether the DEO has issued a notice to the Not applicabil
candidate for rectifying the defect PP
18 |lii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(i) Comments of the DEO on the ahove, i.e. whether Not applicable
the defect was rectifled or not. - Pe
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 [|the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
If Na, then mention the following
» No. Of i .
. Rage o, OF | Mentoresper Amount as per the Amount
(tems of Shadow the account ; .
) Date | / ! account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by .
. the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i ’ - = . s =
i, Hil..... - = 2 = - #
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
20 Election Expenditure for inspection by the Yes
Observe/RO/Autharized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not applicable
detalls;-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEQ brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 [ regional language) an mention the date of notice
(ii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable
{lv) Ifyes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if itis in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO's comments/observations on the candidate’s _
, . Not applicable
explanation
22 |Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate
{Should be similac to Column no. 8 of Summary Report
of DEQ) C)
r
iy
.“'-l | 4
Hephsiba .‘fc!nf Korlapati
Bate: District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

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

\\é;%};g.oa-lﬁ"ﬁ\

Date: Signature of the'Expenditure Observer

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

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission, if the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may farward the comments separately.
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi “1"

Name of the State: Karnataka

District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019

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

C.E.RULES 1961
SI. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 Name & address of the ¢andidate P. Parameshwara
2 [Political Party affiliation, if any Bahujan Samaj Party
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAJE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
9 Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
8 after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No,19)
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 [Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has ladged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time yes
12A. {If not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

Not applicable
e candidate L
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the .
Rs. 7,05,090.00
LS candidate in Part If of the Abstrct Statement i
Whether in the DEO's opinion, the account of election
78 expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the o
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, Y
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(if) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been NotaoblEasle
17  Jsubmitted by candidate PP
(ili) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of Not apolicable
lection expenditure submitted o ’
“|(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
(iv) ) P P & Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) o
routed through bank account NataRplicsble
(iy Whether the DEO has issued a notice ta the Not apslicabl
candidate for rectifying the defect e
18 |tii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(i) Comments of the DEQ on the above, i.e. whether Not licabl
the defect was rectified or not. 3PP N
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 |the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
If No, then mention the following
No. Of i
Fage OF | Mention:as:per Amount as per the Amount
Items of N Shadow the account A _
] Date j account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by
: ; the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i = & = _
i, ... - - ¥ =
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expenditure for inspection by the

20 Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during Wes
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not applicable
details;-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campalign period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 in regional language) an mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable
(iv) Ifyes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply
{v) DEO's comments/observations on the candidate's Not applicable
explanation
22 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)

Date:

L Lw jf}‘
Hephs:ba Rani Korlapati

District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

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

Date:

\Gob.% 0w

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

** The DEO scrutiny repart is to be compiled by the CEQ and forwarded to the Commission, If the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "2"

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Udupi Election: Loksabha Election 2019
DEQ's SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF
C.E.RULES 1961

Sl No. Description To be filled up by th DEO

1 Narne & address of the candidate Pramod Madhwaraj
2 [Political Party affiliation, if any Janata Dal (Secular)
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4  |Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAIJE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
8 after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
9 Last date prescribed for Iodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation )
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time _yes
12A, |If not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
if account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If nut, reason thereof
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

Not applicable




Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of the .
14A . Not applicable
candidate
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the ]
13 candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement fistaz(s:ach00
Whether in the DEQ’s opinion, the account of election
e expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the n
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, Y
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been Not angiicabl
17  |submitted by candidate pRicabe
(i) Whether requisite vouchers in-respect of items of ]
lection expenditure submitted erERpeLlE
iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
(iv) _ P P Not applicable
election
(v} whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) ,
routed through bank account Netapplicablc
(i) Whether the DEO has issued a notice to the Not aonlicabl
candidate for rectifying the defect orEpHIEAYE
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(iii) Comments of the DEQ on the above, i.e. whether Not apolicabl
the defect was rectified or not. ARPlSells
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 |the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
If No, then mention the following
P . Of | Menti
age No e 5, Amount as per the Amount
Items of Shadow the account _
. Date ; ; account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Obseryation | submitted by g ]
i 4 the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
[ - - - - - -
i, it - - - - - -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expenditure for inspection by the

Yes
A Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to abave, give the following Not applicable

details;-

{i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
during the Ac¢ount Reconciliation Meeting

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English translation (if it is Not applicable
21 i regional language) an mention the date of notice

(i) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable

{iv) Ifyes, please Annex topies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply

{v) DEO's comments/observations on the candidate's

: Not applicable
explanation PP

22 Yes

Whether the RFD agrees that the expenses are
correctly reported by the candidate

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

”Lr(m:‘}f
Hephsiba Raﬁﬂ’ Korlapati
Date: District Election Officer and deputy

commissioner, Udupi District. .

23, Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*

\elgearont

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

e Ifthe Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ's report, he may
‘anhex separate note to that effect.

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission, If the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "7"

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Udupi Election: Loksabha Election 2019
DEO's SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF
C.E.RULES 1961

Sl. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO

1 |Name & address of the candidate Shekar Havanje
2 Palitical Party affiliation, if any Republican Party of India (Karnataka)
3 |No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4  |Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAIE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
5 after Account Reconciliation Méeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 [Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation }
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time . yes
12A. |If nat ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged In time, whether
13 |PEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

Not applicable
T candidate i
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the
$. 2,39,420.00
= candidate in Part |l of the Abstrct Statement &
Whether in the DEO's opinion, the account of election
i expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the -
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, ¥
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i} Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been Not abplicable
17 |submitted by candidate LR
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of )
; Not bl
lection expenditure submitted ctdgpiminls
iv) Whether separate Bank Account d fo
(iv) ' er separate Ban ount opened for Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) .
routed through bank account NeHapplicsale
(i} Whether the DEO has issued a notice to the Not applicabl
candidate for rectifying the defect PRl
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(ili) Comments of the DEQ on the above, i.e. whether NGt applicab]
the defect was rectified or not. RRplieaslE
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19  |the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence,
If No, then mention the following
P . Of i e
2geNo. Of | Mextionias per Amount as per the Amount
Items of Shadow the account _ )
; Date . : account submitted by [ understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by . :
: i the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i : L - “ Z n
ii, kit - - - - - -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
Election Expenditure for inspection by the

: Ye
20 Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during .
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the foliowing Not applicable

details;-

(1) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
natice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 i regional [anguage) an mention the date of notice

(i) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received {with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply

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

Not applicable
explanation PP

22 |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) ” {
Aol “""1}""’
oy l
Hephsiba Rani Korlapati
Date:

District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

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

/
06w

Date: Signature of?r:pipenditu re Observer

A
2%

» Ifthe Expenditure Observer has same more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s report, he may
annex separate note to that effect.

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







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEQ Udupi "3"

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Udupi Election: Loksabha Election 2019
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF
C.E.RULES 1961

Sl. No. Description To be filled up by th DEO

1 Name & address of the candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAJE
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Bharatiya Janata Party
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAJE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2018
() Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
{ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
not, defects that could nat be reconciled be shown in
Column No,19) '
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
{ii} Revised account after the Account Recanciliation "
Meeting
12  |Whether account lodged in time yes
12A, |If not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14  |Explanation, If any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

Not applicable
1A candidate ip
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the :
.66,46,325.00
18 candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement B
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the accaunt of election
& expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the -
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, J
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been Nist abglicabla
17  |submitted by candidate PP
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of h
ta
lection expenditure submitted ot appligable
iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
(tv) . i HORERSS Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) .
routed through hank account Netiapplicable
(i) Whether the'DEO has issued a notice to the Not licab|
candidate for rectifying the defect EeAdi LUl
18 (i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(i) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e, whether Not licabl
the defect was rectified or not. ohappicAt.e
Whetherthg items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 |the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
If No, then mention the following
Page No. Of | Mentio r
= ERGRE pE Amount as per the Amount
iterns of Shadow the account -
. Date " . account submitted by [ understated by the
expenditure Observation | submitted by s .
g X the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i - - - . .
i, 1l - - - - - -
TOTAL Not applicable




bid the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
o5 Election Expenditure for inspection by the Yes
Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period i
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to abave, give the following Not applicable
details;-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 lin regional language) an mention the date of notice
(i) Did the carididate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable
(iv) [f yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if itis in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO‘s‘ comments/observations on the candidate's Not applicable
explanation
22 |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) )
™o
| ~ |
Pate: Hephsiba Rani Korlapati
District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

23, Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*

Date; Signature of the Expenditure Observer

e If the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s report, he may
annex separate note to that effect,

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






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "8"

Name of the State: Karnataka

District: Udupi

Election: Loksabha Election 2019

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

C.E.RULES 1961
Sl No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 Name & address of the candidate Suresh Kunder
2 Palitical Party affiliation, if any Uttama Prajaakeeya Party
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4  |Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAJE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Méeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) (If Yes
nat, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No0.19})
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate
11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation 3
Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time ves
12A. |If not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

Not applicable

! Nat applicable
14A candidate
115 Grand T‘ot:fl of all ection expenses reported by the Rs. 37,225.00
candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement
Whether in the DEQ’s opinion, the account of election
18 expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the -
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules,
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been Not anslicable
17  |submitted by candidate =
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of Nt aislicable
lection expenditure submitted PP
iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
(iv) L g Not applicable
election
(v) whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) Not licabl
routed through bank account LLcly s
(1) Whether the DEO has issued a notice to the NGt sgblitabl
candidate for rectifying the defect SRARpPICALia
18 |(i)) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether et
the defect was rectified or not. OLERPAERRIA
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 |the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence.
If No, then mention the following
Page No. Of | Mention as per A ¢ th
Items of Date Shadow the account it abs p,e e Amount
expenditure Observation | submitted by acccit;nt su dr‘\gtted by understa?ed by the
Register the candidate ot candidates
i . s = -
il, Tiivuus s . . a )
TOTAL




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
20 Election Expenditure for inspection by the Yes
Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not applicable
details;-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brough to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or Not applicable
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(i1 if yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued
relating to discrepancies with English transtation {if it is Not applicable
21 i regional language) an mention the date of notice
(i) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable
{iv) if yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Nat applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEQ's comments/observations on the candidate's )
X Not applicable
explanation
22 |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) I )
“T oy
- il .
Hephsiba Rani Korlapati
Date: District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

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

\\fx%‘:;h L

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

o Ifthe Expenditure Qbserver has sorme more facts that have not been covered in the DEO's report, he may
annex separate note to that effect.

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







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO Udupi "6"

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Udupi Election: Loksabha Election 2019
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 83 OF
C.E.RULES 1961
Sl No. Description To be filled up by th DEO
1 |Name & address of the candidate Vijaya Kumar

Communist Party of India (Marxist-leninist)

2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Red Star
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 15-Udupi-Chikmagalur
4 |Name of the elected candidate SHOBHA KARANDLAIE
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019 & 20-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No) {If Yes
not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in
Column No.19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 [Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
ladging of account by the candidate
11 |(i) Original account 20-06-2019
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12  |Whether account lodged in time yes
12A. |If not ledged in time, period of delay Not applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged In time, whether
13 |DEO called for explanation from the candidate Not applicable
If not, reason thereof
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not applicable




Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the

; t icahl
14A candidate Not applicable
Grand Total of all ection expenses reported by the
1,14 0
5 candidate in Part Il of the Abstrct Statement RS 83600
Whether in the DEQ’s opinion, the account of election
16 |expenses of the candidate has been lodged in the b
manner required by the R.P.Act 1951 and C.E. Rules, ¥
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with
details
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising
of Day to Day Account Register, Abstract Statement Not applicable
has been lodged
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been Not applicable
17  |submitted by candidate vt ape
(iii} Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of !
: |
lection expenditure submitted NoyeRpliceble
iv) Whether separate Bank Account o d for
(i) p N Bl ISP RES Not applicable
election
(v} whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) |
routed through bank account Notiaphlicgble
(i) Whether the DEQ has issued a notice to the Not apolicabl
candidate for rectifying the defect e
18 |(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Not applicable
(i) Comments of the DEQ on the above, i.e. whether NEEaRaiEbl
the defect was rectified or not. e
Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown in
19 |the Shadow QObservation Register and Folder of Yes
Evidence:
if No, then mention the following
Page No. Of ti
: AEENG Menl =AARERY Amount as per the Amount
ltems of Shadow the account .
, Date i account submitted by | understated by the
expenditure Observation submitted hy .
! : the candidate candidates
Register the candidate
i = = = = o)
i, ili..... - 2 = - -
TOTAL Not applicable




Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting
30 Election Expenditure for inspection by the Ves
Observe/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during
campaign period
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against
Row No.19 referred to above, give the following Not appticable
details;- ’
{i) Were the defects noticed by DEQ brough to the
natice of the candidate during campalgn period or Not applicable
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 Not applicable
21 |in regional language) an mention the date of notice
(iti) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Not applicable
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation
received (with English translation of the same, if it is in Not applicable
regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO's comments/ohservations on the candidate's y
. i Not applicable
explanation
22 |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) | ( )
y "\r"’t =
Hephsiba Rani Korlapati
Date: District Election Officer and deputy
commissioner, Udupi District.

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

\‘{f;%ﬁ@.am
Date: Signature of the/Expenditure Observer

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

** The DEO scrutiny report is 10 he compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission, If the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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