Govt. of Karnataka

Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Dakshina Kannada District, Mangalore

Tele Phone: 0824-2220592 email:deo.dkannada@email.com
No.ELN (1) CR-50/2019-20 Date: 30.07.2019.
To,

The Chief Electoral Officer and,
Additional Chief secretary to the Govt, DPAR(Elections),

Nirvachan Nilaya, Sheshadri Road,
Bengaluru -560001.

Sir,
Sub : General Election to Lok Sabha 2019- Submission of Candidates

accounts of clection expenses-reg
Ref: Chief Electoral Office, Bengaluru Letter No: SIASUE 18

CHULOSA 2019 dated 12-07-2019

@aQ

Kindly refer to the letter from Chief Electoral officer, Karnataka, directing
this office to furnish Scrutiny Report of Candidates accounts of election
expenses of General Election to Lok Sabha 2019. The Scrutiny Report of
Candidates accounts of election expenses will be submitted by Sri Vipin, SDA,

DC office for MUDHAM. The Scrutiny Report is attached for your kind perusal.

Your’s faithfully

W
For DiFn{rlc lection Officer &

Deputy Commissioner

/qugshina Kannada District






General PC 2019 Karnataka

Dakshina Kannada

SECRETARIAT OF THE
ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
Nirvachan Sadan, Ashoka Road, New Delhi-110001

Candidate Scrutiny Reports Date of Prink; 27.06.2019 03:24 pm

State: Karnataka

(a) No. and Name of Parliamentary Constituency: 17-Dakshina Kannada
(b.)_.TotaI No. Contesting Candidates: 13

(c) State : Karnataka

(d) Date of Declaration of Result of Election/Bye-election; 23-05-2019

(e) Last Date of Lodging Accounts: 22-06-2019

(f) Name of thq Elected Candidate:NALIN KUMAR KATEEL
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate Abdul Hameed
2. | Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4. Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result L
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 4
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the 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 2806:2015
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
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11.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation

Meeting

25.06.2019
25.06.2019

12

Whether account lodged in time

NO

12 A,

If not lodged in time, period of delay

2DAYS

13.

If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
DEQ called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

YES

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

Explanation accepted as it was
found valid

14A

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

NA

15.

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

Rs. 25000/ -.

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

"NO
NA

NA

77







Yes

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

19. Whether the items of election expenses
reported by the candidate correspond with the
expenses shown in the Shadow Observation
Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention Amount as per Amount
expenditure Shadow amount as per| the account understated by
Observation | the Shadow submitted by the candidate
Register Observation | the candidate
Register/folder|
of evidence
3 NA
i
i, i NA
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of N
Accounting  Election  Expenditure  for Candid oh
inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized dan ld?t.e. Ra . I.l?t ¢
persons 3 times during campaign period producec: nis eg'lster N
Accounting Election
Expenditure for 2" and
3" inspection by the
Observer.
215 If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA

(lv) If yes, please Annex coples of such
explanation received, (with English translation
of the same, If it 1s In regional language) and

mention date of reply

NA

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

NA




R —

-

E—

—.- I*

al




22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are y
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO) , '[L -
Signature
Date:  25-06-2019 (Namg of the
DEO)

23. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure QObserver; -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found in grder. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and u
prior to his uploading of this C3

Date: 25-06-2019 Signature of the Expe
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

shown in Column No. 19)

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
1. Name & address of the candidate Nalin Kumar Kateel
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Bharthiya Janatha Party
3. No. and narme of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin Kumar Kateel
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconcillation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be

et | e
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11.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation

Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2) 22-06-2019

12,

Whecther 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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.,

No

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

NA

15.

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

Rs.60,73,396/-.

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18,

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iiiy Comments ot the DEO on the above, i.e.
whether the defect was rectified or not.

NO

NA

NA
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19.

Whether the

Register and Folder of Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

items of election expenses
reported by the candidate correspond with the
expenses shown in the Shadow Observation

Yes

Date [Page No. of Mention
Shadow
Observation

Register

Items of
expenditure

amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder
of evidence

Amount
understated by
the candidate

Amount as per
the account
submitted by
the candidate

NA

i, ii

NA

TOTAL

—

20.

Did the candidate produce his Register
Accounting  Election Expenditure

inspection by
persons 3 times during campaign period

the ObserverfROfAuthorized

of YES

for

21.

following details:-

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

period or during the Account
Meeting

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

NA

mention the date of notlce

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and

NA

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the
notice
(7

NA

mention date of reply

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

NA

(v) DEOSs comments/observations on
the candidate‘s explanation

NA
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22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are 2
es

correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO) .

= ",'L_.__I €

Signature
Date: 25-06-2019 (Namg of the
DEQO)

23. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and foum"f] in order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and uploaded by the DEO
prior to his uploading of this C3 [ :

i'-.\ . ,rf

j‘/

Date: 25-06-2019 Signature of the E)ﬁpendlture Observer







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEQ

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate Supreeth kumar poojary
b1 Political Party affiliation, if any Hindustan Janta Party
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary ||/~ LOksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
% (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Aceount Reconolliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that ocould not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22062010
10. | Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes







If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019 7
2) 21-06-2019

125

Whether account lodged in time

12 A.

If not lodged in time, period of delay

Yes J
NA

13.

If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs.28,111/-

16.

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

C.E. Rules, 1961

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

18.

(v) Whether all expenditure (cxcept potty
expenditure) routed through bank account

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

(if) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iiiy Comments of the DEO on the above, ie.
whether the defect was rectified or not.

NA

NO
NA

NA
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Yes

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

19. Whether the items of election expenses
reported by the candidate correspond with the
expenses shown in the Shadow Observation
Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of | Date |Page No. of | Mention Amount as per | Amount
expenditure Shadow amount as per| the account understated by
Observation | the Shadow submitted by the candidate
Register Observation | the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
: NA
be oo NA
ii, ii
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of NG
Accounting  Election  Expenditure for Candid d
inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized | . I:Zgilstztreonf()t PEOSUES
3 times duri i iod
persons 3 times during campaign perio xecounting Election
Expenditure for 3™
inspection by the
Observer.
21. I£ DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned

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

Meeting

NA

(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

NA

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA







22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are 7
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO) : .
./ : ‘
M ( ||1
/ ]
Signhature
Date:  25-06-2019 (Nam% of the
DEQ)
23. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer - 4[

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found in\order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and uploaded by the DEO
prior to his uploading of this C3

/ /f
Date: 25-06-2019 Signature oltt/é Ex
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate H Suresh Poojary
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
T« (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed nbout the date of Account Reconeiliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
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 22-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
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11.

12.

12 A.

13.

14.
14A

15.

16.

17.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate:

) original account

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meetin

Whether account lodged in time

If not lodged in time, period of delay

If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

Explanation, if an iven by the candidate

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

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

1f No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

been lodged

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

(iti) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items

of election expenditure submitted
: e

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

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

1)18-06-2019
2)24-06-2019

No
1 Day

Yes

Rs25,000/-.

Yes

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

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

(if) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, 1.6.
whether the defect was rectified or not.

NO

NA






19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Items of
expenditure

of evidence

Amount as per
the account
submitted by
the candidate

Amount
understated by
the candidate

NA

ii, i

NA

TOTAL

20.

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 DEQ brought to
the notice of the candidate during campaign
period or during the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

NA

(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

NA

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

NA

(lv) If yes, please Annex copies of such
explanation received, (with Cnglish translation

of the same, if it is in regional language) and
mention date of reply

NA

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

NA
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22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are .
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signature
Date: 25-06-2019 (Namg of the
DEO)

23. Comments, If any. by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found ity order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and iploaded by the DEO

prior to his uploading of this C3

Date: 25-06-2019 Signature #f _ti{E 'g{wcﬂture Observer
NG
EXPENDIT! FETRSERVER————
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate Vijaya Shreenivas
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Uttama Prajaakeeya party
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
Informed about the date of Account Reconclliation
Moeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
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 22-06-2019
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:

(i) original account

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2) 22-06-2019

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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof,

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs.38,670/-.

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

NO

NA

NA
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19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention
expenditure Shadow amount as per
Observation | the Shadow
Register Observation
Register/folder
of evidence

Amount as per | Amount

the account understated by
submitted by the candidate
the candidate

NA

i, i

NA

TOTAL

20.

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such
explanatlon received, (with English translation
of the same, If it Is in reglonal language) and

mention date of reply

NA

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

NA







224 Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are v
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signature
DEO)

23. Comments, If any. by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found in orijer. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and uploaded by the DEO
prior to his uploading of this C3

Date: 25-06-2019 Signature oftlw{ Expen
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

DEO's SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER

RULE 89 OF C.E. RULES, 1961

— |

S.No. Description

l. Name & address of the candidate
g Political Party affiliation, if any
it et A==
8, No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary
Constituenc
I y
4, Name of the elected candidate

(==

5 Date of declaration of result

Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting

informed about the date of Account Reconciliati
Meeting in writing

7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been

B e —————aaaany

on

To be filled up by the
DEO
Mithun M Rai

Nalin kumar Kateel

23-05-2019

22-06-2019

Indian National Congress

17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada

Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meetin
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 Cotumn No. 19)
-—'—'__-__._ e ———
: : 22-06-2019
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account L Yes
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11.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2) 21-06-2019

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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

No

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

NA

15.

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

" Rs.49,21,856/-.

16.

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

Yes

17,

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(if) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

NO

NA

NA







1193

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 followi ng:

Yes

Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention
expenditure Shadow amount as per
Observation | the Shadow
Register Observation

Register/folder,
of evidence

Amount as per
the account
submitted by
the candidate

Amount
understated by
the candidate

NA

i, ii

NA

TOTAL

20.

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.

IfDEO 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

‘NA

(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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA
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2008 Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are v
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signature
DEOQ)

23. Comments, If any. by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and foynd in order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and uploaded by the DEO

prior to his uploading of this C3 \\n
'\Ii-'\". o "
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Date: 25-06-2019 Slgnature_o{i; @-’Exbendlture Observer
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate Maxim Pinto
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
54 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
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)
2, Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
3 10. | Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
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1.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account

| (i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation

Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2)21-06-2019

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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs.44,677/-.

16.

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

Yes

17,

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether scparate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(iiiy Comments of the DEO on the above, i.c.

whether the defect was rectified or not.

NO

NA

NA
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19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention
expenditure Shadow amount as per
Observation | the Shadow
Register Observation
Register/folder|
of evidence

Amount as per Amount

the account understated by
submitted by the candidate
the candidate

NA

ii, ii

NA

TOTAL

20.

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(v) DEOf‘s comments/observations on
the candidate‘s explanation

NA
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22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Y
es

correctly reported by the candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

Report of DEO) \
Signature

Date:  25-06-2019 (Namg ofthe
DEO)

73. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found in order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates ?nd uploaded by the DEO

prior to his uploading of this C3
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
s Name & address of the candidate Mohammed khalid
2, Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be rcconciled 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







11.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2) 21-06-2019

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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs32,500/-.

16.

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

Yes

17,

If No, then please mention the following defects
with dctails

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separato Bank Account opened for
clection

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

NO
NA
NA
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Yes

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

19. Whether the items of election expenses
reported by the candidate correspond with the
expenses shown in the Shadow Observation
Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention Amount as per Amount
expenditure Shadow amount as per| the account understated by
Observation | the Shadow | submitted by the candidate
Register Observation | the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
; NA
i, i N
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of No
Accounting  Election  Expenditure  for Candidate h
inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized i d?;leld ;tiz If:grilsifer of
persons 3 times during campaign period lAceotinting Election
Expenditure for 2"
inspection by the
Observer.
21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned

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

NA

(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

NA

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the
notice
Y4

NA

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such
explanation received, (with English translation

of the same, if it is in regional language) and

mention datc of reply

NA

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

NA







22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are .
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO) "
. ) \
Signature
Date: 25-06-2019 (Namgé of the
DEO)

23. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found in grder. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and uplpaded by the DEO
prior to his uploading of this C3

Date: 25-06-2019

e\
Signature of thc.---Exp. g fuge Observer
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate Dominic Alexander D souza
2, Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
3 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defecls 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




o




11.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2) 21-06-2019

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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs.74,302/-.

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects

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

with details

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separatc Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

NO

NA

NA







Yes

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

19. Whether the items of election expenses
reported by the candidate correspond with the
expenses shown in the Shadow Observation
Register and Folder of Evidence.
If No, then mention the following:
Items of Date |Page No. of | Mention Amount as per | Amount
expenditure Shadow amount as per| the account understated by
Observation | the Shadow submitted by the candidate
Register Observation | the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
i NA
A NA
ii, ii
TOTAL
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of N
Accounting  Election  Expenditure  for Candid to d
inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized his lgggilstzreor;?t PIPEUES
. duri : .
persons 3 times during campaign period Accounting Election
Expenditure for 3
inspection by the
Observer.
21 If DEO does nol agree with the facts mentioned

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA







22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are v
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signature
Date: 25-06-2019 (Name of the
DEO)

23. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found, in order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates an& uploaded by the DEO

prior to his uploading of this C3 \

I/

‘/.. » r..
Date: 25-06-2019 Signature of the | )@Qﬁ}litum Observer
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEQ

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate S Sathish Salian
% Political Party affiliation, if any BSP
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4. Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidatc 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 22-06-2019
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:

(i) original account

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2) 21-06-2019

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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof.

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

15.

[the candidate

Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of

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

Rs.140135/-.

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(il Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e.

whether the defect was rectifled or not.

NO

NA
NA
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19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes ]

Items of Date |Page No. of | Mention

expenditure Shadow amount as per
Observation | the Shadow
Register Observation
Register/folder|

of evidence

Amount as per | Amount

the account understated by
submitted by the candidate
the candidate

NA

ii, ii

NA

TOTAL

20.

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA
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22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are .
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
- - Signature
Date: 25-06-2019 (Nam% of the
DEO)

23. Comments. If any. by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found in order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates Eﬁl uploaded by the DEO
prior to his uploading of this C3

.'I !l-( \
Date: 25-06-2019 Signaturez’of;,ﬂlc-' xpenditure Observer
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
DEC
1. Name & address of the candidate Venktesh Bende
2. | Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting .
8. Whether all the defects rcconciled 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 22-06-2019
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes




I



11.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1) 18-06-2019
2) 22-06-2019

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
DEQO called for explanation from the candidate,

If not, reason thereof.

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs26,500/-.

16.

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

Yes

17,

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect
(lify Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e.

whether the defect was rectified or not,

NO
NA







19. Whether the items of election expenses Yes

reported by the candidate correspond with the
expenses shown in the Shadow Observation
Register and Folder of Evidence,

If No, then mention the following:

Items of Date |Page No. of | Mention Amount as per Amount
expenditure Shadow amount as per| the account understated by
Observation | the Shadow | submitted by the candidate
Register Observation | the candidate
Register/folder
of evidence
NA
NA j
20. Did the candidate produce his Register of No

Accounting  Election Expenditure  for
inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized
persons 3 times during campaign period

candidate has not

produce his Register of
ccounting Election

Expenditure for the 1+

and 3" inspection by the
bserver

2l IfDEO does not agree with the tacts 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

NA

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices NS

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 NA

notice
?

, NA
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such
oxplanation received, (with English translation
of the same, If it is in regional language) and

mention date of reply

NA

(v) DEO‘s comments/observations on
the candidate‘s explanation
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22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are v
es
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signature
DEO)

23. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and founq"i)% order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and Jploaded by the DEO
prior to his uploading of this C3 FooAl

|

Date: 25-06-2019 Signaturc(ofth& 5
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

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
1. Name & address of the candidate Mohammed Eliyas
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Social Democratic Party of India
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4. Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
S Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting e lie
Yes
T (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the 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 22-06-2019
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:

(i) original account

(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2)22-06-2019

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
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof,

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs.12,14,239/-,

16.

17.

election expenses of the candidate has been lodged
in the manner required by the R, P. Act, 1951 and
C.E. Rules, 1961

Whether in the DEO‘s opinion, the account of

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

NO
NA
NA




.




Whether the ijtems 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:

Amount
understated by
the candidate

Amount as per
the account
submitted by
the candidate

Items of
expenditure

amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder
of evidence

Observation
Register

Did the candidate produce his Register of
Accounting  Election Expenditure  for
inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized
persons 3 times during cam paign period

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred (¢ above, give the
following details:-

(1) Were the defects noticed by DEQ 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 candidates explanation
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22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are v
es
correctly reported by the candidate. -
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signature
Date: 25-06-2019 (Namg of the
DEO)

23. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found in order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates and uploaded by the DEO

prior to his uploading of this C3

Date: 25-06-2019 STenatuiaTe ftll;z'"':Ex L
ey pENDITURE OBSERVER
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO

Name of the State Karnataka

District Dakshina Kannada

Election Loksabha Election

DEOs 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
1, Name & address of the candidate Deepak Rajesh Coelho
23 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 17- Loksabha Dakshina Kannada
Constituenc
y
4, Name of the elected candidate Nalin kumar Kateel
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 22-06-2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidatc or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
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 22-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
—
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11.

If the candidate has lodged the account, date of

lodging of account by the candidate:

(i) original account

(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting

1)18-06-2019
2) 21-06-2019

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
DEQ called for explanation from the candidate.

If not, reason thereof,

NO

14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15.

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

Rs.28,000/-.

16.

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

Yes

If'No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NA

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

NA

18.

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

(if) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

NO
NA

NA




-

[ —
—

==

]




19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of Date [Page No. of | Mention
expenditure Shadow amount as per
Observation | the Shadow
Register Observation
Register/folder

of evidence

Amount as per Amount

the account understated by
submitted by the candidate
the candidate

NA

ii, ii

NA

TOTAL

20.

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

NA

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (il it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

NA

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

NA

(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

NA

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

NA







22, Whether the DEQO agrees that the expenses are v
es

correctly reported by the candidate.

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

Report of DEQ) 2 ¢ ~

S MG

Signature

Date:  25-06-2019 (Nam% of the
DEO)

73. Comments, If any, by the Expenditure Observer: -

The duly filled the draft C3 has been pursued and found ln order. The newly
introduced schedule 10 will be obtained from the candidates El;rndll uploaded by the DEO
|

prior to his uploading of this C3 ; lll'lll
-'rlll
L /
Date: 25-06-2019 Signature|of the Expghditure Observer
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