Revenue Department
Office of the Deputy Commissioner and District Election Officer,Mandya District
Phone No.08232-226074,Fax No.08232-221417, e-mail:deo.mandya@gmail.com
No.ELN(1) 200 /2018-19 Dated:28-06-2019

To,

Principal Secretary,

Election Commission of India,
Nirvachana Sadan, Ashoka Road,
New Delhi-110001

Sir/Madam,

Sub: Submission of accounts oF Election Expenses by the
Candidates in the Genral Election to The 20-Mandya
Parliamentary Constituency -2019 Regarding.

sk ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok oK ok ok ok

I am submitting herewith the information regarding submission of accounts Election
Expenses by the Candidates in Genral Election to The 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency-
2019 in the prescribed format for Kind information.

Yours faithfully,

i N - g .
Moppn™— ¢ /ea)w :
District(Election Officer, i
éi\)/[andya“lﬁistrict,Mmldya
Vo/py to;- The Chief Electoral Officer, Karnataka, Nirvachana Nilaya, Sheshadri Road,

Bengalure
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Annexure - 85
Expenditure Observer’s Final Report (Report —1V)

[To be uploaded on Observer Portal and singed copy to be sent by post to the Commission separately for each
Assembly Segment in case of Assembly Election and only one report for one PC in case of Lok Sabha Electian
after 30 days of declaration of results]

Date of Reporting: 17-06-2019

Observer Name: Pankaj Kumar Singh

Observer Code: 5 Email — ID: pankaj.ksingh@gov.in
Mobile No: (O) 8277808132

Constituency: 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency

District: Mandya State: Karnataka

Date of Declaration of Results: 23-05-2019

Last date of filling Account of Election Expenditure: 22-06-2019

Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting: 18-06-2019

Total No. of Contesting Candidate: 22

Name of winning candidate/Party affiliation, if any: Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh, Independent

~

_—

(Pankaj Kumar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.






Annexure - B5
Expenditure Observer’s Final Report (Report —iV)

[To be uploaded on Observer Portal and singed copy to be sent by post to the Commission separately for
each Assembly Segment in case of Assembly Election and only one report for one PC in case of Lok Sabha
Election after 30 days of declaration of results]

Date of Reporting: 17-06-2019

Observer Name: Hemant Hingonia

Observer Code: Email - ID: hemanthingonia@gmail.com

22
28 Mobile No: (O) 8696389000

Constituency: 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency

District: Mandya State: Karnataka

Date of Declaration of Results: 23-05-2019

Last date of filling Account of Election Expenditure:22-06-2019

Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting:18-06-2019

Total No. of Contesting Candidate: 22

Name of winning candidate/Party affiliation, if any: Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh, Independent

~hferTy

(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.






SUMMARY REPORT OF DEO FOR EACH CONSTITUENCY ON LODGING OF ELECTION EXPENSES ACCOUNTS BY CANDIDATES (Annexare-C3)
(a) No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency: 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency (b) Total No. of contesting candidates: 2
(c) State and District: Karnataka, Mandya (d) Date of declaration of result of election: 23-05-2019
. v . Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
B 22-06-2013 f the elected candidate:
(¢) Last date of lodging accounts: (f) Name of the (ndependenr)
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y | Nk Kumaraswamy | 0, 505019 | 22062019 | ves Ves 6780388 Yes 6850000 Nil Nil Nil No
Janatha Dal (Secular) =
Nanjundaswamy ¥ < } " .
2 Bahujan Samaj P 22-06-2019 | 22-06-2019 Yes Ves 50430464 Yes Nil Nit Nil Nil No
Gurulingaiah . . . . .
3 Indian New Congress Party 22-06-2019 | 22-06-2019 Yes Ves 39864 Yes Nil Nil Nil Hil No
4 D.C.Jayashankara 22.06-2019 Accounts Not >0MM”EM Zn“uﬁ Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Agcoums Not
Aihra National Party Lodged Lodged )| Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
Divakar.C.P.Gowda . - . .
5 U Prajaskeeya Party 22-06-2019 | 22-06-2019 Yes Yes 272196 Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil No
6 mﬁe.w%.zﬁwn Gowda | 55 06-2019 | 22062019 |  Yes Yes 35464 Yes Nil Nil Nil il Ne
7 Arvind Premanand 22.06-2019 Accounts Not Zﬁ”uﬁ %mmu _.”Em Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Nat Accounts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged el Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
8 Kowdle Channappa 22-06-2019 Accounts Not >0M”. _”Em v.:“bﬁ Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Aczcounts Not
Independent Lodged Lodged || Lodgad Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
9 T.K.Dasar 22062019 Accounts Not >9M””=8 >0M”“nﬁ Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged Bodgad Il Lodgad Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
10 H. Narayana 22062019 Accounts Not %wmv _”Em >omv=~5m Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged Lodzed || Todged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodgzd
11 Puttegowda. N.C. 22-06-2019 Accounts Not Zn“uB ?Mﬂ ."Eu Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accouns Not
Independent Lodged Lodged | Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodgzd
Premakumara. V.V. - . §
12 Tndependent 22-06-2019 | 22-06-2019 Yes Yes 82436 Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil No
13 Manjunatha. B. 22062019 Accounts Not ?ﬂc : >h~ohv ﬂ_ﬁbﬁ Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged Lodgod | Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
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Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond
19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:

Page No. Mention |Amount as
of amount as per | per the

: Shadow | the Shadow | account -

Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the

Register | of evidence | candidate

i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
e Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for Xes
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign 05-04-2019 Froduced
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21 [If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to ;
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate ,
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
22 [Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted

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

Date: 24-06-2019
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No
. - _,--""/—'/\_A
“H‘%’ iy —

(Hemant Hingonia) (Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS (R-22998) IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer, : Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency, 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya. Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

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

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEO feels like giving additional
vonunents, e or she may forward the comments sepurately.
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Ser’ | Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 04

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEQO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
1§:> Description To be filled up by the DEO
D.C.Jayashankara,
1  [Name & address of the candidate No.84/4A, Deshahalli Village,

Maddur Taluk, Mandya District

2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Aihra National Party (ANP)
3  |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 - L (et " Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
Column No. 19) ’
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c.andlfia.te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Y
from the candidate. If not, teason thereof. o
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Reply not subgiisd bygthg cagdidate
Hence no Comments
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the Accounts Not Submitted
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rulcs, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account :
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged eccits ot mrted
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
1 7 ane * . - . - .
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opencd for clection Yes
flamfther all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether the DEQ had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

Candidate expenditure is matching with

19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of shadow observati st
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: ation register
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per| per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
i Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for VS
) . Ny . . . 05-04-2019 Produced
20  [inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21  [If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate y
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(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 Not Applicable
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 regional language) and mention date of reply Not Applicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
22 [Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) -
jushree N., I. A. S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 trict Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Obscrver* No ‘

'—})"fz XTE:
{Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

(Pankaj'Kumar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019
* 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 Commission. If the CEQ feels like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.

e
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Ser 1 Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 03

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
I‘SI:). Description To be filled up by the DEO
Gurulingaiah,

Name & address of the candidate

Mulluru Village, Saraguru Hobli,
H.D.Kote Taluk, Mysuru District

2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Indian New Congress Party (INCP)
3 |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4 [Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 1o N TN o Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects \reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 |Meefing (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
Column No. 19)
0  |Last date preseribed for lodging Acoount 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
didate:
1] PRy 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation =
1 from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. Accounts Lodged in Time
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable .
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
15 Gran Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the Rs. 39,864/-
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner requircd by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Apolicable
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged PP
17 (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted »
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty cxpenditure) routed through bank Not Applicable
account :
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or

not.




19

Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

Candidate expenditure is matching -.ith

Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parllamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of had b i st
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: SECOVOOSSIVALIONIQEISIeL
Page No. Mention |[Amount as
of amount as per | per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account ,
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
e Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for 05-04-2019 A Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign e —LI00UEE
period 10-04-2019 Produced
? 16-04-2019 Produced
'21 |[If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate _
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(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 Not Applicable
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 regional language) and mention date of reply Not Applicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
22 [Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) b
(Mgnjushree N., I. A2 8S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 Distelct Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expendifure Observer* No
J ) ' Z 3\ 5 — I
{Hemant Hingonia) (Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS (R-22998) IRS-CBIC (R-24203)

Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* If the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s report, he may annex separate note o
that effect.
** The DEQ scrutiny report 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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Seri’ ‘Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 02
Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

::)‘ Description To be filled up by the DEO
Nanjundaswamy,
1 Name & address of the candidate Gundapura, D.K.Halli Post,
Malavalli Taluk,Mandya District.
2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP)
3 |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency - 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4 |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 ; — SRR o Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation ,
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
T e 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time . Yes
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not 1odged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called-for explanation p—
13 from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. Accounts Lodged in Time
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable .
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate n Not Applicable
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-1I of the Rs. 5,04,304.64/-
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Applicable
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged PP
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
17 [reem x e : ot - s
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Not Applicable
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for reclifying the
defect
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or
not.

Tk,
o
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F|&E |7 |88 |9 |65 |§e £3 EE &8 |5 |F|sE |8 O le 1 10 9) of accounts uplonded an CEO'
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=
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7 2 ) =z > 2 e discrepancies found t.'luring inspection or in final
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Z. 4 2, Z
S » g »
gz lay 3 & I SR Amount of expenditure mentioned in the t:
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| & 7 7l& E oo [Submission vis-3-vis the evidence collected (Yes/No)
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Z| % g Z | [Whether the DEO has cross checked the candidates
g g ) E g | E E i submission with all information collected during
3 G % ] ] g 2 % campaign (Yes/No) If, No, Pl. annex details as per
% % OZ g note 3 below
o 5 g z
rg-: E E <] E Whether the estimated expenditure Incurred by the
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8 E g E § Whether Abstract Statement(Part I to Part IV and
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=% g a E & z 2 g webslte (within 3 days of of ludging of accounts )
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Whether cash and other items selzed during
g z
E ? % e s 91: clection process has been released within 7 days
z > 4 g excepting the cases (i) where FIR has been lodged
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B g. §. . & g whether it is brought to the notice of RO, DEO and
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14 orzu___ Eww» 2206-2019 | 22-06-2019 | Yes Yes 12500 Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil No
15 Lingegowda. SH. 22.06-2019 Accounts Not anam >ow“_~=a Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accaunts Not Accounts Not Accounts Nat Ascounts Not
Independent - Lodged Lodged | Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
16 C. Lingegowda 22062019 | 22-06-2019 | Yes Yes 25000 Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil No
Independent
1 M.L. Shashikumar 22062019 Accounts Not >o~voh“=a >o”ﬂ”bw Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged Lodged | Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Ledged Lodged
18 muh_uo,wmm- e 2 _ Ll 22-06-2019 | 22-06-2019 Yes Yes 13812 Yes Nil Nil Nil Nil No
19 Sumalatha 29.06-2019 Accounts Not >0M”“Em >omun“2m Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accornts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged Lodged | Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
Sumalatha Ambareesh . . " ¥
20 Independent 22-06-2019 | 21-06-2019 Yes Yes 4970748 Yes Nil Nil .Rw .m.mwalb Nil No
z
21 M. Sumalatha 22.06-2019 Accounts Not >om““am Not = Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged Lodged | Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodgzd Lodged
2 Sumalatha 22:06-2019 Accounts Not >om.~on””=a >nwﬂ“=m Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not Accounts Not
Independent Lodged Lodged | Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged Lodged
Comments of the Expenditure Observer, if any,:  No

Date: 24-06-2019

—Hfems

(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

(Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS-CBIC {R-24203}
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary ConstRuency,
Mandya.







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 01

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
::)' Description To be filled up by the DEO
Sri. Nikhil Kumaraswamy,
No.286, IIl Main Road,
1 |Name & address of the candidate III Phase, J.P.Nagar,
Bangalore-560078
2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Janatha Dal (Secular)
3 |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6  |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
idate:
g1 - |oRuioe 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation -
I from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. Accounts Lodged in Time
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the
E Abstract Statement LR
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E, Rules, Yes
1961
Tf No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Anplicable
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged PP
17 (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted b
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Not Applicable
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the Notice has been issued
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Yes

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or

not.

No Comments

&

Ml



Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

Candidate expenditure is matching with

IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of shadow observati st
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: QhseIvallomicaLTier
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
: Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
= Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for Xes
; : . . . . 05-04-2019 Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued relating to discrepancies
21 |with English translation (if it is in regional language) and mention the date of Not Applicable
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 Not Applicabl
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply pplicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) =
22 jUShIGG N., L A. S.)
Date:24-06-2019 strict Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No
~hfEsiTg = /7/‘——1
{Hemant Hingonia) (Pan umar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* If the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s report, he may annex separatc 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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Se}* \l"Nﬁi-rlber of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 05

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
1~Sul> Description To be filled up by the DEO
Divakar.C.P.Gowda,
1 [Name & address of the candidate No.133, Kyatamgere, Bannuru Road,
Mandya
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Uttama Prajaakeeya Party (UPP)
3  |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 ; s o | ”r Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  [Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
11 e 22062019
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation L
= from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. e e
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable _
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-I1 of the
15| Abstract Statement B ioe s
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Applicabl
Register, Cash Registet, Bank Registet, Abstract Statement has been lodged gl
17 (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
(iii) Whel her requisile vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Not Applicable
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  [(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or

not.




IRS (R-22998)

Mandya.

Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond Candidat I La e 5
19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of SR :: Zexpeg 1 et-ls matc-: ing, with
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: SNACONJORS VRO IS tEn
Page No. Mention ~ |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account : .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
Y Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for Xes
: . c . . . 05-04-2019 Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized petsons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21 |If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
. : . : - . Not Applicable
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued rclating to discrepancies
with English translation (if it is in regional language) and mention the date of Not Applicable
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 regional language) and mention date of reply Not Applicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
22 |Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO)
(M shree NL, 1. AL S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 District Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23  |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No P
"‘J‘ﬁ 39 S —
(Hemant Hingonia) Pankaj Kumar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* [f the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ’s report, he may annex separate note to

that effcet.

** 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.




=+ Ser’~1 Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 06
Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

::) Description To be filled up by the DEO
Santhosh Mandya Gowda,
1  |Name & address of the candidate Bhuthana Hosuru, Mandya Taluk, Mandya
District-571403
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Engineers Party (EP)
3  [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 Re0e oy e Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate afier Account Reconciliation
8 [Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
11_(|FELEE 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation TN
= from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. fpaiatilc g A
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable °
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-11 of the
15 | Abstract Statement LR
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Applicabl
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged ot Appicable
17 (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure :
submitted Not Applicable
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Mot Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Not Applicable
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or
not.




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond -

-

i

Candidate expenditure is matching with

19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of hadow ob i .
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: SHBCONORECTHAR TV OBISST
Page No. Mention |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
S . Shadow | the Shadow | account . .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
e Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for i
. : . ) . . 05-04-2019 Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21 |If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate |
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(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 Not Applicable
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 Not Applicabl
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply ot Appiicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
22 |Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO)
jushree N, I. A. S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 i
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*

—HfET5
{Hemant Hingonla)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

P

i an

//\/

/""’Fﬂ
umar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

Mandya.

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Date: 24-06-2019

* 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 CEO fee]s like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Ser’~1 Number of the candidate in Summai"y Report of the DEO 07
Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
13:)' Description To be filled up by the DEO
Arvind Premanand,
1 Name & address of the candidate No.1, B.M.Road, Hosabudanauru,
Mandya Taluk, Mandya District
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 — - o Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c.andu.ia.te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
3 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation v
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. = .
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate LE e s e iy tl}e S
Hence no Comments
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the Accounts Not Submitted
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961 .
If No, then pleasé mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account c
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged Aacoul et Subm siet
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
1 7 ess [ . ‘o . .
(iii) VYhether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes -
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following;:
Page No. Mention  [Amount as
of amount as per | per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
N Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for 0504201 Ys
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign SR Not Produced
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21 |If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to -
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEQ brought to the notice of the candidate -
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(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 oceunisGSulERiiad
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
22 | Whether the DEQ agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) -
ushree N., 1. A. 8.)
Date: 24-06-2019 Distfict Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No (N

—hfE Ty
{Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

,,-/'/
—
7 (Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* 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
comuments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Serjal Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 08
Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEQO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
s:) Description To be filled up by the DEO
Kowdle Channappa,
1 [Name & address of the candidate Kowdle Village & Post,
Koppa Hobli, Maddur TQ.
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  [Name of the elected candidate Smt, Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No .
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10  |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c.andu'ia.te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A  |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Y
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof, 3
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Replvinovsuimitisdibyie luandioats
Hence no Comments
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the )
15 Abstract Statement Accounts Not Submitted
Whether in the DEQ’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16  |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account '
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged Accounts Not Submitted
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
17 I - : : > :
(iii) VYhether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Tkl B Yes
(v) Whethert all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank NS NG S el
account ¢
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  [(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

-~ FT0N

19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
e Nil Nil | Nl Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
. ; : L . . . Yes
Pld the. candidate produce his Reglster.of Accounting Electlon .Iixpend;tu.re for 05-04-2019 Not Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
e ra 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to )
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
21 notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) i
22 shree N, L. A, S)
Date: 24-06-2019 Distict Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 [Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No 2

—HFEg
(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

. -
= (Panzai Kumar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* If the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s report, he may anncx 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 separalely.
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Ser? \ Number of th’é candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 09

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
I\Shl; Description To be filled up by the DEO
T.K. Dasar,
1 Name & address of the candidate #13, 3rd Main Road,
Hebbala, Bangalore-560032
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 e h e Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  [Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 oot Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not 10dged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof.
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No

14A |Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of the candidate

Reply not submitted by the-candidate
Hence no Comments

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

15 Abstract Statement Accounts Not Submitted
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate

16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account .
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged Accourigilotubmitied

] (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
(iii) Whethcr requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for clection Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
geeounl :
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect :

18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

not.

(iif) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or

o,




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correéspond

Accounts Not Submitted

IRS (R-22998)
Expénditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  [Amount as
of amount as per | per the
: Shadow | the Shadow | account X
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register [ of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
- Nil Nit | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
: z : ! c : - Yes
Pld the. candidate produce his Reglster.of Accounting !Electlon .Expendltu're for 05-04-2019 Not Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Not Produced
16-04-2019 Not Produced
21 |If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to )
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iif) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
22 | Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) ’
Date: 24-06-2019
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* ~___No__ T
(Hemant Hingonia) —{Pankaj Kumar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* 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 DEQ 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.




(‘ 3

Sel:;’-"_l.;Nm_nber of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 10

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
Igf). Description To be filled up by the DEO
H. Narayana,
] Hireemarali Village & Post,
1 |Name & address of the candidate Pandavapura Taluk,
Mandya District-571434
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any o Independent
3  [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 — — o+, Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  [Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10  |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c'andlc.ia.te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A _[If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof.
14 [Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No )
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Reply not submitted by the candidate
Hence no Comments
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the .
15 Abstract Statement Accounts Not Submitted
Whether in the DEQ’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comptising of Day to Day Account .
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged GesnnisiNotSubmitted
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
1 7 13] .« a . . . . - .
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted e . el .
(iv) Whether scparatc Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account — e — ——— ek bl == SR = — e
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | perthe
. Shadow | the Shadow | account !
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register [ ofevidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
ok Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Did th » s Regi . . .
Di e candidate produce his eglster.of Accounting Electlon ‘Expendltu.re for 05042019 Not Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to !
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
21 Inotice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
(v) DEQ’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted

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

22
Date: 24-06-2019 Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No /

—HfE S
(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

—

,/”;

(Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019
* If the Expenditure Obscrver 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 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.
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“Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 11

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
l\?:). Descripti.on To be filled up by the DEO
Puttegowda. N.C,
) Neelakantanahalli, Kasaba
1 Name & address of the candidate Hobli, Aluru Post,
Maddur Taluk
2 |Political Party affiliation, if any ) Independent
3 No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 — o . Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c-andu.ia.te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof.
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No .
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Reply not submitted by the candidate
Hence no Comments
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-1I of the Accounts Not Submitted
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEQ’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account -z
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged fuasil el
(ii) (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
17 |(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petly expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
: Shadow | the Shadow | account )
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
Baill Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for
20 |inspection by tz: Opbserver/RO/Aithorized persons 3gtimes 1(;)uringpcampaign 05042019 NotBroduced
petiod 10-04-2019 Not Produced
16-04-2019 Not Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to .
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued relating to discrepancies
21 |with English translation (if it is in regional language) and mention the date of Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation received, (with English A Not Submi
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply Accounts Not Submitted
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) :
22 shree N, 1. A. S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 Di t Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No ,-

—HfET
(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

Pankaj Kumar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* 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 to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEO fecls like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.




Seri~l Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 12
Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
s:)’ Description To be filled up by the DEO
Premakumara. V.V,
_ ) Uyigondanahalli Village,
1 |Name & address of the candidate Hunasar Falul
Mysore District
2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3  [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  [Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
1 fjeandica 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A  |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
1f account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation .
= from the candidate. If not, reason thereof, Scoptic i
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable _
14A |Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the
15 | Abstract Statement sl
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P, Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Applicable
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statément has been lodged pplic
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
17 i - - . = :
(iii) VYhether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank NEWA el
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18 [(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or

not.

5




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the carididate correspond

19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of

Evidence. If No, then mention the following:

Candidate expenditure is matching with
shadow observation register

Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
: Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati | Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
el Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for 168 v
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign NERD AT ol
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21 |IfDEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(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 Not Applicable
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Mot Applicable
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation received, (with English Not Aoolicabl
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply QARSDESPEReE
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
22 |Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEQ)
Date: 24-06-2019 Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23  |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No

—HRITS

(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

/.

"4/7/'____.
—"’(’Pa*/n‘7umar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019
* 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 CEO feels like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.




Pas

Seri~l Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 13

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
Sl' Description To be filled up by the DEO
0.
Manjunath. B,
1 Name & address of the candidate House No.303, 7th Cross,
Halahalli, Mandya-571401
2  [|Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3  |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 - ey - Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c‘andu.ia.te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account '
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A  |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 1f account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
from the candidate. If not, reLson thereof.
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Reply not submitiediby the capdidate
Hence no Comments
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the Accounts Not Submitted
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 [has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account z
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged feciui el upmitied
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
17 |(iii) V.thther requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submittéd
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditute) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond
19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:

Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
Items of expenditure Date Shadow | the Shadow | account Amount understated by the candidate

Observati| Observation | submitted
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate

i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil -
i Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for Xes
j ; : ; . . 05-04-2019 Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced

If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to .
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted

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

during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued relating to discrepancies

21 |with English translation (if it is in regional language) and mention the date of Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iif) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation received, (with English i T
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply M N
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted

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

- Date: 24-06-2019 t Election Officer,
20-Mandya Patliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23  |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No
e
= e
{Hemant Hingonia) ~ hkaj r Singh)
IRS (R-22998) IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer, ) Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency, 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya. Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* 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 to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. IT 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 DEO 14
Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
13:; Description To be filled up by the DEO
G. Manjunatha,
. Sonnadevanahalli Village,
1  |Name & address of the candidate Kasaba Hobli, Hoskote Taluk,
Bangalore Rural District-562114
2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 e Pl ” Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(if) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Not Attended
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  [Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
gy 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A  |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation R
13 from the candidate. If not, reason thereof, Accounts Lodged in Time
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable _
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the )
15" | Abstract Statement Re:12,200/-
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16  [has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details ‘ ‘Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Applicabl
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged ot Appiicable
17 (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
(iii) Whether requisite vouchets in respect of items of election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted _
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
. _ 3 T
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) touted through bank Not Applicable
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the :
defect '
18  [(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or
not.




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

Candidate expenditure is matching w.ch

19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of St b i :
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: SUANOW OSPEVALON IoEISiET
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per [ per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account ;
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
B Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Did th didat duce his Register of A ing Election Expenditure f _ .
o [Pt coidns o et o AcomingHeson e | o | v P
period 10-04-2019 Not Produced
16-04-2019 Not Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate "
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(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 Not Applicable
21 |potice
(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 regional language) and mention date of reply Not Applicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
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)
2 Date: 24-06-2019 ; 5
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23  |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No

-

—hRETg

(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

— =7

% —
Pankaj Kumar Singh)

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019
* 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 DEQ scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded (o the Commission. If the CEO fecls like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.




P

Seric” ‘Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEQ 15

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
;(') Description To be filled up by the DEO
Lingegowda. S.H,
1 Name & address of the candidate Sompura, Nagarakere Post,
Makkur Taluk, Mandya District
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3  [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 —— o ih " Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c.andlfia'te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 [Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation v
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. %
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Replynotsiboiisiby e sandidate
Hence no Comments
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-1I of the Accounts Not Submitted
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16  |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
1 No, then please¢ mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account :
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged FEEIN Tt
(i) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
7 |Gii) Wh,ether requisite vouchers in tespect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether scparate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to (he cundidate for rectifying the
defect )
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

Mandya.

19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
1 Shadow | the Shadow | account , X
Ttems of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
bl Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for 05-04-2019 B Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign 1’ 0-0 4- 2019 P:O duced
eriod o ofuce
2 16-04-2019 Produced
21 |IfDEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to N ;
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate -
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued relating to discrepancies
with English translation (if it is in regional languagc) and mention the date of Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation received, (with English L
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply Accounts Not Submitted
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
22  |Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO)
shree N., . A. S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 Di t Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23  [Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No tl
— —
~hRE TS Db ekl
(Hemant Hingonia) an umar Singh)

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Date: 24-06-2019

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



- 'Ser” * Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 16

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

DEQO’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 the DEO

Name & address of the candidate

C. Lingegowda,
Karasavadi Village, Santhekasalagere

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

Dakhle, Kottathi Hobli,
Mandya Taluk.
2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3  |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
R 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
13 If account not.lodged or not lpdged in time, whether DEO called for explanation ottt bttt Tt
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof.
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate - Not Applicable”
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the
15 | Abstract Statement Rs: 23:000/-
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16  |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961 . :
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Apolicable
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged ot App
17 (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitled by candidate Not Applicable
(iif) VYhether requisite vouchers in respect of ltems ol election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted
(iv) Whether scparate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Not Apolieabié
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened




Whethet the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond T e et tchi ith
19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of E adowpobservat' V™ tlng iy
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: & ton register
Page No. Mention |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
g Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
- Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Did th idat his Register of A ting Election Expenditure fi
o I e emvRO/Ahoroed porsons 3 tesdurng campaign |- So-2019 | Not Poduced
period 10-04-2019 Not Produced
16-04-2019 Not Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate )
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued relating to discrepancies
with English translation (if it is in tegional language) and mention the date of Not Applicable
21 |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 regional language) and mention date of reply Not Applicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) e
22 (Magfjyshree N., 1. A. S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 Dis Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23  |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No 2

—HfE I e

(Hemant Hingonia) (Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS (R-22998) : IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer, Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency, 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya. Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* 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 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 scparately.



Seri~* Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 17

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
13(1) Description To be filled up by the DEO
M.L. Shashikumar,
Halahalli, Channaiah Park,
1 Name & address of the candidate Opposote Tengina Thota House,
Mandya City
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3  |No.and name of Assembly/Patliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6  |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 — - oy Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10  |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 cerdidate: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof.
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No

14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate

Reply not submitted by the candidate
Hence no Comments

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

15 Abstract Statement Accounts Not Submitted
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention'the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account .
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged R R
(ii) Whether dnly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
1 7 . ‘e - - .
(iil) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
| i i .
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

not.

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond
19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:

Page No. Mention |Amount as
of amount as per | per the

d Shadow | the Shadow | account :

Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate

on Register/folder | by the

Register | ofevidence | candidate

i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
.- Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Did the candidat duce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure f
20 inlspection by t;: Op:;eurv:rlfl{s()/Ailtsl'w;i(z)ed p::sl:rlls 3gtimeecs ?\Trin);p:;mi):ir; * [[05-04-2019 Not Brfuticed
period 10-04-2019 Not Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to .
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued relating to discrepancies
21  |with English translation (if it is in regional language) and mention the date of Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
NIF - : - b Enali
@iv) yes, please Annex. cf)}tle.s of s1.wh explanation recetved,.(w1t English Accounts Not Submitted
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted

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

shree N.,I. A. S.)

22 5y
Date; 24-06-2019 Dittribt Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No=——:_ -~
"H‘TE';_\F‘, — — -
(Hemant Hingonia) © — (Pank mar Singh)
IRS (R-22998) IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer, Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency, ' 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya. Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* [f 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 CEO feels like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.




P

Seri-* Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 18

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

SIL.
No.

Description

To be filled up by the DEO

Name & address of the candidate

Satheesh Kumar. T.N,
Indira Colony, Torekadanahalli
Village & Post, Halaguru Hobli,

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

Malavalli Taluk.
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6  |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 — . i Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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 22-06-2019
(i) Original account
(i) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation R
13 from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. Accounts Lodged in Time
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable
[14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the Rs. 13.812/-
Abstract Statement =
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16  |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Applicable
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged pplica
¥ (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Not Applicable
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Acécount opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except pelly expendilure) routed through bank e
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18  |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect No Such Incident Happened




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond Candidat diture i tchi th
19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of angt ; Zexpes - i.ls e c ng wi
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: BEACOMISBSERL A OINIES Ster
Page No. Mention |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation |submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
i Nil Nil | il Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Di . . : . ion B -
. id the. candidate produce his Regtster.of Accounting !-Electmn [ xpendi re for 05-04-2019 Not Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21 [If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to Yes. Aereed
above, give the following details:- es, Agree
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate !
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(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 Not Applicable
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 regional language) and mention date of reply Not Applicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
22 | Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the _Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO)
( hree N., . A..S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 i Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No P

—hETs
(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS-CBIC (R-24203)

Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constltuency,
Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019
* 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 cffect.

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



Seri-' Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 19

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
s(') Description To be filled up by the DEO
Sumalatha,
T.M.Hosuru Village,
1 Name & address of the candidate K.Shettahalli Hobli,
Shrirangapattana Taluk,
Mandya District.
2 [Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4 |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambarecsh
5 [Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 -|Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 — LY - Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  [Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
il eandidate: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 | Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A [If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof, N
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No

14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate

Reply not submitted by the candidate
Hence no Comments

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

15 Abstract Statement Accounts Not Submitted
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account !
[Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged ascounEhos Submitied
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
17 |(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted e
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petly expendilure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
Accounts Not Submitted

18  [(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

not.

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or




Whether the iteriis of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
L Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register [ of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
Sk Nil Nil [ Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Did ) » . ister of A . . .
Di the. candidate produce his Regis et o ccounting Fdlectlon ‘Expendltu.re for 05-04-2019 Not Produced
20 [inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to .
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices issued relating to discrepancies
21 |with English translation (if it is in regional language) and mention the date of Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(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 SCETION Lt
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) ¥
22 shree N., L A. S.)
Date: 24-06-2019 i s
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No 1

—bETS
{(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

B =

— 4

(Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* If the Expenditure Observer has some more faots that have not been covered in the DEO’s rcport, he may anncx scparate note to

that effect.
*# The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Conunission. If the CEO feels like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.
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Seri~l Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 20

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
NS:) Description To be filled up by the DEO
Sumalatha Ambareesh,

Name & address of the candidate

Doddaarasinakere Village & Post,
C.A Kere Hobli, Maddur Taluk,

Mandya District.
2 |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 [No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 _|Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 R o F o Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8  |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Yes
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
s dat 21-06-2019
(i) Original account .
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A _ [If not lodged in time, period of delay Not Applicable
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation rEmE
= from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. Accounts Lodged in Time
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate Not Applicable .
14A |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Not Applicable
Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-II of the
15 | Abstract Statement Rs. 49,70,748/-
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16  |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P, Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Yes
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Not Applicable
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account Not Applicabl
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged Qhaibpiicable
17 (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Not Applicable
(i) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election cxpenditure )
submitted Not Applicable
(iv) Whether scparate Bank Account opened for election Not Applicable
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank .Not Applicable
account
((ilgfz&;?ether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the Notice has been issued
18 [(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Yes
(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or
No Comments

not.

1‘{‘:5-',



Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

Candidate expenditure is matching with

19  |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of had bservati ;
Evidence. If No, then mention the following: Bl2SoWIoDSCIVatIoTRISElsfer
Page No. Mention |Amount as
of amount as per | per the
. Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation | submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder| by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
nds Nil Nil | Nl Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Election Expenditure for . AL
. ! . . : : 05-04-2019 Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to
above, give the following details:- Yes, Agreed
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Not Applicable
(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 Not Applicable
21 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 regional language) and mention date of reply Not Applicable
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Not Applicable
Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Yes
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) N
22 :
Date: 24-06-2019 Election Officer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*

I j ‘E b l\
(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* 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 serutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. 1f the CEO feels like giving additional
comments, he ot she may forward the comments separately.
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Ser’ " Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 2L

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
NS:; Description To be filled up by the DEO
M. Sumalatha,

Name & address of the candidate

Goravi Village, Billenahalli Post,
S.B.Halli Hobli, K.R.Pete Taluk,

Mandya District
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3  |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  |Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5 |Datc of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 A - Ny Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 [Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  [Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10 |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 c‘andu‘ia-te: Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
'|from the candidate. If not, redson thereof.
14 |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No :
14A |Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of the candidate Rephynetsumietioy vthe Sandidate
Hence no Comments
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-1I of the Accounts Not Submitted
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account .
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged G WEE I =
(ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
17 |(iii) VYhether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issucd a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18 |(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect Accounts Not Submitted

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




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond

with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  [Amount as
of amount as per | per the
L Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation |submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Register/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
i Nil Nil | Nl Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
Yes
Did th di his Register of A i i i
Did the can idate produce his Regis er 0 ccounting !Electlon .Expendltu.re for 05042019 Not Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times during campaign :
e 10-04-2019 Not Produced
16-04-2019 Not Produced
21 |IfDEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to Jr—
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate .
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
22  |Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) .
Date: 24-06-2019
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No

~
by
(Hemant Hingonia)
IRS (R-22998)
Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.

(Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS-CBIC (R-24203)
Expenditure Observer,

20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,

Mandya.

Date: 24-06-2019

* If the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s report, he may annex separatc notc to
that effect.
*#+ The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CI:O feels like giving additional
comments, he or she may forward the comments separalely.

.
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Seriz’ Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 22

Name of the State Karnataka District Mandya Election Parliamentary
DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE 89 OF

C.E. RULES, 1961
::)' Description To be filled up by the DEO
Sumalatha,
1 Name & address of the candidate No.77,1st Cross, Ranganatha
Badavane, Kanakapura,
Ramanagar District.
2  |Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 |No.and name of Assembly/Parliamentary Constituency 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency
4  [Name of the elected candidate Smt. Sumalatha Ambareesh
5  |Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6 |Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting _ 18-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been informed about the date of
7 —— s e Yes
Account Reconciliation Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting No
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate after Account Reconciliation
8 |Meeting (Yes or No). (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown in Accounts Not Submitted
Column No. 19)
9  |Last date prescribed for lodging Account 22-06-2019
10  |Whether the candidate has lodged the account Accounts Not Submitted
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging of account by the
11 ||gEdiate; Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Original account
(ii) Revised account after the Account Reconciliation Meeting
12 |Whether account lodged in time Accounts Not Submitted
12A  |If not lodged in time, period of delay Accounts Not Submitted
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether DEO called for explanation Yes
from the candidate. If not, reason thereof. g
14  |Explanation, if any, given by the candidate No 5
14A |Comiments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of the candidate Reply not submitted by the candidate
Hence no Comments
15 Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the candidate in Part-I of the Accounts Not Submitted
Abstract Statement
Whether in the DEO’s opinion, the account of election expenses of the candidate
16 |has been lodged in the manner required by the R. P. Act, 1951 and C.E. Rules, Accounts Not Submitted
1961
If No, then please mention the following defects with details Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register comprising of Day to Day Account .
Register, Cash Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has been lodged S NGty
- (ii) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been submitted by candidate Accounts Not Submitted
(iii) VYhether requisite vouchers in respect of items of election expenditure Accounts Not Submitted
submitted
(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for election Yes
(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty expenditure) routed through bank Accounts Not Submitted
account
(i) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the candidate for rectifying the
defect
18 Accounts Not Submitted

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(iii) Comments of the DEO on the above, i.e. whether the defect was rectified or

not.




Whether the items of election expenses reported by the candidate correspond i

19 |with the expenses shown in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of Accounts Not Submitted
Evidence. If No, then mention the following:
Page No. Mention  |Amount as
of amount as per | perthe
: Shadow | the Shadow | account .
Items of expenditure Date Observati| Observation |submitted Amount understated by the candidate
on Registet/folder | by the
Register | of evidence | candidate
i Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil
S Nil Nil | Nil Nil Nil Nil
TOTAL Nil Nil Nil
pid the. candidate produce his Register‘of Accounting '!Election AExpenditu.re for 05042019 Ye;Ot Produced
20 |inspection by the Observer/RO/Authorized petsons 3 times during campaign
period 10-04-2019 Produced
16-04-2019 Produced
21 |If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned against Row No. 19 referred to |
above, give the following details:- Accounts Not Submitted
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the notice of the candidate ]
during campaign period or during the Account Reconciliation Meeting Accounts Not Submitted
(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 Accounts Not Submitted
notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice ? Accounts Not Submitted
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such explanation received, (with English A N bmitted
translation of the same, if it is in regional language) and mention date of reply ccounts Not Submitte
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the candidate’s explanation Accounts Not Submitted
52 |Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are correctly reported by the Accounts Not Submitted
candidate.(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary Report of DEO) .
Date: 24-06-2019
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya.
23 |Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer* No {

™~
i l)\E‘ LS
(Hemant Hingonia)
“IRS {R-22998)

Expenditure Observer, . Expenditure Observer,
20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency, 20-Mandya Parliamentary Constituency,
Mandya. Mandya.

“—(Pankaj Kumar Singh)
IRS-CBIC {R-24203)

Date: 24-06-2019
+ If the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’
that effect.

** The DEOQ 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.

$ report, he may annex separate note (o



