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(a) No. and name of Parliamentary Constituency: 24-Bangalore
(c) State and District:Karnataka, Bangalore Urban
(e) Last date of lodging accounts: 23-06-2019

b) Total No. of centesting candidates: 31 (Thirty One)
d) Date of declaration of result ¢f election/bye-clection: 23-05-2019

SUMMARY REPORT OF DEQ FOR EACH CONSTITUENCY ON LODGING OF ELECTION EXPENSES ACCOUNTS BY CANDIDATES
(
(
{

f) Name of the elected candidate: Sri D.V.Sadananda Gowda

{Amount In Rs.)

| 2 3 4 5 6 [ 8 9 10 11
Whether Total expenses . . Remarks of the
. Total expenses incurred by others/entities as .
HEIDED incued] byltie reported in Part-1il of Abstrect Statement S Renaiire
agrees | Party (As repaorted P S 1 Observer
Wheth with the rc_ﬁﬂ
e amount S
lodged | .\ | Grand Total of the shown by | Amount | Grand Grand
S Name of the Due date of | Date of lodging | in the in the Em::UQ expenses incurred/authori %.o in cash | Total of total of
N ' candidate and lodging of | of accounts by | prescri required by law zed by the candidate/agent om:.a_amﬁa or other 5 ) hahs | other
@ Tma Affiliation account the candidate bed Mw\mm or NOV (as mentioned in Part-II of m..mm_jmﬁ all O_Jmﬁ_.rw expenses E.DU mczﬂ_ PBOM‘“ L - c (n.u_cm expzanses
format Abstract Statement) WSS ﬁ.:» given to |in kind Ul<_ given to ﬁ:MﬁMMH o_w Mwm:muwvn SEnten in kind
(Yes or expenditlt | .o didat the incurrec
No) re Am.ro.:_a eby | Political for the
be m::.__m: each Party candidatz
to wogaw Political
no.22 o0
DO - Tma
By Cheques
1) M C Vidva Ashoka Reddy-Rs3.20 009 /-
2) K Muniraju-R33.50.0C0/-
Krishna Bhyre 3) Channaraya Gowda-Rs 2.15.000/-
| | a.oom\aw | 23-06-2019 19-06-2019 YES YES 5966371 YES NIL NIL  |4) B A Shashidhar-Rs,3.50.000/- NIL -
ndian Nationa
Congress 3R A Naravana Swamy-Fs 3.75.07
6)Pranesh Ruo P Rs 2.50.000/-
7) Somanna M M - Rs 2.50.000;-
TOTAL Rs 2790000/-
RTGS
by BJP
D.V.Sadananda ’
OoEaM on As per the SOR the
2 Bharathiva Janatha 23-06-2019 19-06-2019 YES YES 41,65.736 No 02.04.20 NIL NIL NIL Expenditure is
Party ¢ 19 Rs.51.65,886/-
Rs.4000
000
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
Wheth Totel . o S 1
P me mzwucimwnwzzmmw Total expenses incurred by others/entities as WMSNMMM.WQ me
v the . i =iy con xpendit ur
agrees || Party (As reported reported in Part-111 of Abs:ract Statement Observer
. Wheth with the |y,
er amount Sum
lodged |\ | Grand Total of the [ ShOWRbY | Apmount | Grand Grand
S Name of the Due date of | Date of lodging | in the in the Bmzzonq expenses incurred/authori %.w incasa | Total of total of
N " | candidate and | lodging of | of accounts by | prescri cequired by law zed by the candidate/agent om:.a_ama or other 5 . other
¢ Party Affiliation | account the candidate bed q Y (as mentioned in Part-11 of |againstall| oo | oisenses _L.E:U e >30:.3 feEshl/ o:.wﬁ.tm expenses
(Yes or No) i f q P given to the candidate (and mention pe
format Abstract Statement) ttems of | oiven to |in kind by | = g doniats) . in kind
(Yes or expenditu | oo didat the i incurred
No) re Am.:o.:_a eby | Political for the
be similar| ., 1 Party candidate
. ww_aw Political
no.22 0
MO - Tm&
Sunstar Star D
9 %Mwﬂom%}aa. 23-06-2019 07-06-2019 YES YES 14.000 YES NIL NIL NIL NIL :
r i
Party
N Narayana
10 wﬁwﬁ?mwoz 23-06-2019| 14-06-2019 | YES YES 25410 | YES NIL NIL NIL NIL =
|
Bharathi Party
Venu M
Il |Republic Senaa 23-06-2019 04-06-2019 YES YES 12,500 YES NIL NIL NIL NIL -
Party
Santhosh M
[2 |Uttama Prajakiya | 23-06-2019| 01-06-2019 YES YES 46,054 YES NIL NIL NIL NIL -
Party
Abdul Kareem
13 |Hasim Peer Desai | 23-06-2019 07-06-2019 YES YES 27,385 YES NIL NIL NIL NIL -
Independent
14 WMMM_@ www_wos 23-06-2019| 07-06-2019 | YES YES 25,000 | YES | NIL NIL NIL NIL =
Umesh Babu Pille
15 |Gowda (M.Tech) | 23-06-2019 07-06-2019 YES YES 61.060 YES NIL NIL NIL NIL -
Independent
16 WMMMMMH 23-06-2019| 03-06-2019 | YES YES 1.38.961 | YES NIL NIL NIL NIL _
I
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1| 2 3 " 4 5 6 7 |8 9 | 10 _ 11
_ | Whether | Total expenses . 5 Remarks of the
the DEO incurred by the Total expenses incurred by others/entities as £ d&i
y reported in Part-I11 of Abstract Statement APEIdINHGE
agrees | Party (As reported Observer
er amount S
G Total | shown by
. _.oamna Whether lodged C«m:a. otal of the . e »BOE: Grand Grand
Name of the Due date of | Date of lodging | in the | . expenses incurred/zuthori in cash | Total of total of
S. - . - | in the manner . candidate
N candidate and lodging of | of accounts by | prescri required by law zed by the candidate/agent ) or other . \ other
© Party Affiliation account the candidate bed A@<mm - Nov (as mentioned in Part-I] of m.mm_zmﬁ all cheque expenses TCB@ w:ﬂﬂ >30“.:~ ipieash rro&:w expenses
format Abstract Statement) liEmS ﬁ.uw given o |in kind by given to the can _MME ﬁmzm_ e in kind
(Yes or expenditu candidat the e incurred
No) re (Should ¢y | pojitical for the
ge m::.__wa each Party candidate
= Ww_:ﬂn Political
no.22 o
LMY MVN.&
Vinay Kumar V
26 |Nayak 23-06-2019 | 06-06-2019 YES YES 26,748 YES NIL NIL NIL NIL -
Independent
o7 |V Venkatraju 5 00 0019| 17062019 | YES YES 25,000 | YES | NIL NIL NIt NIL ;
Independent
og | venkateshasetty |5 50 0019]  04.06-2019 | YES YES 25,500 | YES NIL NIL NIL NIL -
independent
Shiva Mangesh i
29 K.S 23-06-2019| 12-06-2019 YES YES 46,400 YES NIL NIL NIL NIL -
Independent |
3 [Sumatha K.S 23-06-2019| 14-06-2019 | YES YES 25000 | YES | NIL | NIL | NIL NIL -
Independent _
N.Hanumegowda |
31| 23-06-2019 |  15-06-2019 YES YES 1,03,992 YES NIL NIL | NIL NIL -
Independent _ 7

e T

Signature of the DEQ

Comments of the Expenditure Observer, if any.
Date: 21-06-2019

. s

Signature of the Expenditurebserver

Page S of 5






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

Name of the State: Karnataka District:

Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

C.E. RULES, 1961

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

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
L Name & address of the candidate Krishna Bhyre Gowda
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Indian National Congress
3. bt . B G ) off Assembly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Mecting 19-06-2019
i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(1) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, detects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
L1. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
123 DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given hy the candidate NA
14A Comments of the YEQ an the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.59,66,371/-
(Rupees Fifty Nine lakh Sixty Six Thousand
Three Hundred Seventy One Only)

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18,

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19,

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

If No, then mention the following;

Yes

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

Amount as per Amount

the account understated by the
submitted by the candidate
candidate

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

Yes




21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the NiES
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices Yg;;;:—zmz)elx ; d
issued relating to discrepancies with English 09-04-2010
translation (if it is in regional language) and 13-04-2019
mention the date of notice 17-04-2019

(iif) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? Yes

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such Ygz.?)l:f]znoclx 96 d
explanation received, (with English translation of 10-04-2019
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention 14-04-2019
date of reply 18-04-2019
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the )
candidate’s explanation

22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. —
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary ’ i
Report of DEO) CU MMU'MW fﬂ“ﬂ)
Date:21-06-2019 Signature

(Name of the DEQO)

Date: 2- \o L\\’\

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

*

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

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






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 02

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

SI.No.

PN

[4A

C.E. RULLES, 1961

Description To be filled up by the DEO
Name & address of the candidate | D.V.Sadananda Gowda
1
Political Party affiliation, if any ’ Bharathiya Janatha Party
Nep jand - Eeme _ S [rssembly | 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency 1
S — - I
Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
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 Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
(If not. defects that coutd not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
It the candidate has lodged the account. date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
(i) original account 19-06-2019
(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
Whether account lodged in time Yes
[ ot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
Comments of the DFCO) on the explanation if any, of NA
the candidate - |




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

Rally

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

C.E. Rules, 1961

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

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

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

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

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

(v) Whether all expenditure (except petty

expenditure) routed through bank account

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

(i) 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 with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

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

16.58.825/-

Date Page No. of
Shadow
()bservation

Register

Items of
expendit
ure

PM.s*  |15.04.2019| Page No.: 15

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

Rs.41.65,736/- :
Rupees [Fourty One lakh Sixty Five Thousand
Seven Hundred thirty Six Only)
- - — i
Yes
. TR
Yes
Yes
Yes
 Yes
Yes
= Yes
Yes
No
Amount as per Amount
the account understated by the
submitted by the candidate
candidate
6.58.675/- 10,00.150/-
Yes




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

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the e

notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

N ) ) Yes —Annexed
(ii) 1f yes, then annex copies of all the notices

. . ) . . . 05-04-2019
issued relating to discrepancies with English
. = . 09-04-2019
translation (if it is in regional language) and
tion the date of noti = 13-04-2019
mention the date of notice 19-06-2019
Yes

(iiiy Did the candidate give any reply to the notice?

Yes —Annexed

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such

| explanation received, (with English translation of 82:83:;8}3
| the same, if it is in regional language) and mention 16-04-2019
| date ofreply 19-06-2019
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the |As per the SOR the Expenditure is
candidate’s explanation Rs.51,65,886/-
22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes

I correctly reported by the candidate.

| T ——
| (Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary _...-————-‘——”%‘-i:__
| Report of DEO) ~

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

3. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-

= ¥z

Date: Signature of the Expendifire Observer

* It 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 03

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

—

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
L. Name & address of the candidate Syed Hydri Babloo
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Bahujan Samaja Party
3. . ) sl S ) of  Eissermbly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
SL Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(1) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g afler Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
I the candidale has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11, (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
2. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEQ called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof. _
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Cornunents of (e DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.2,41,670/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Date Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder

of evidence

Ttems of
expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the i
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices Yf ;.z;:znoe;( 96 G
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? Yes
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such Yle ;_?)ﬁfg:)e{( 9e 2
explanation received, (with English translation of
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the .
candidate’s explanation

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

- -—__
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary .
Report of DEO)
(N - Mbrounhrth  fessk0 )
Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

Date:

‘[\?&Qm —-—;.f

Signmm: Expenditure Observer

*I[ (he 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 04

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

-

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Abdul Azeez
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Karnataka Prajnavanta Janatha Party
3 o} . i S, * Of  [Ssemily 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
' Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Mccting 19-06-2019
(1) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i1) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
18, DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given hy the candidate NA
14A Cnmmer?ts of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA
the candidate




15.

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

Rs.1,43,604/-/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

(i1) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been
submitted by candidate

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the

candidate

Did thc candidatc producc his Register of
Accounting Election Expenditure for inspection hy
the Obscrver/RO/Authorized persons 3 times
during campaign period

Amount
understated by the
candidate




21.

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

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

Yes

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

Yes —Annexed

issued relating to discrepancies with English et
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

Yes

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

Yes —Annexed

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such 09-04-2019
explanation received, (with English translation of
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the )
candidate’s explanation

22. Yes

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

——

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

Date:21-06-2019

;r—f —
T L D,

Signature

(Name of the DEO)

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

Date:

V\BML;,{ (

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* 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 separately.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEQ:- 05

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Amruth Jaikumar Issac Yesaiah
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Karnataka Karmika Party
3, e ) R ) of fissemblyy 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
5 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
It the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i1) revised account afier the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12; Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If'not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation it any, of NA

the candidate




15,

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

Rs.53,984/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items
of clcction cxpenditure submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account

submitted by the

candidate

Amount

candidate

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

Yes

understated by the




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

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the e

notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices Ui

issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

(ii1) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice?

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

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

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

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary == < —_

Report of DEO) [ A MWUAMUJM W_)

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

V2 N e

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* If the Fxpenditure Ohserver 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 06

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Ahmed Khan
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Bahujan Maha Party
3 i ) and  name ) B sl 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5% Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
. Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
i after Account Reconciliation Mecting (Yes or No). Yes
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
O Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Mceting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the cxplanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.1

,37,500/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items
of clection cxpenditurc submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

Whether the items of clection expensces reported by
the candidale correspond with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Date Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder

of evidence

Items of
expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amounl as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the M
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices Yle ;)1231:;3;( 9e :
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? Yes
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such Y;’ 2 6’:?2133;( ;’ d
explanation received, (with English translation of i
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the i
candidate’s explanation

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

e A
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary ==F——"| === 4 ""=;:——-—‘-—
Report of DEO)
[N.MJWI‘/HW PRAS 4D
Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

73 Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-

Date:

N

Sigﬂ%}:pmdimre Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 07

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election; LOKA SABHA-2019

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

RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEQ
1. Name & address of the candidate Kumar L
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Bharathiya Prajegala Kalyana Party
3. 1s ) and name of Assembly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
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. (1) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.1,76,401/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of
cxpenditure

Date [Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yecs




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

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the NA

notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

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

issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

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

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such L

explanation received, (with English translation of
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply

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

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

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary %
Report of DEO) '
(M- Myt PRiED )

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

Date: Signmxpcndilurc Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 08

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Krishnamurty V
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Right to Recall Party
2 No. i B matne ) ol Filssemblyl 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
. after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9, Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidatc:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15:

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

Rs.25,000/-

16.

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

Yes

1%

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19;

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

Did the candidate pioduce lis Register  of
Accounting Election Expenditure for inspection by
the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3  times
during campaign period

Yes




21

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

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

(i1) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

NA

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(v) DEO’s comments/observations the

candidate’s explanation

on

22.

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

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

Date:21-06-2019

..:L?,———q’_'__

|

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

(4 JlTondnsd  PrASD

Date:

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

Signa

Q 35, J.___r--‘-—

of the Expenditure Observer

* 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 eftect.

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






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 09

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Sunstar Star D Jayaram
28 Political Party affiliation, if any Gareeb Admi Party
3 . . S ) g ARl 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
' Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(1) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged thc account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. | Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof,
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of thc DEO on the cxplanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.14,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

- (ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




following details:-

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

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

NA

mention the date of notice

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

NA

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

NA

date of reply

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

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

NA

(v) DEO’s
candidate’s explanation

comments/observations

the

correctly reported by the candidate.

Report of DEO)

Date:21-06-2019

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

- l E L] E—'- -

(N - MpuTynaris  PRAGD )

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

b3, Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-

Date:

Signa

‘e of the Expenditure Observer

* If the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s

report, he may annex separate nole to (hat effect.

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






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 10

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

[

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

RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate N Narayana Swamy Navakoti
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Jai Vijaya Bharathi Party
3 o AEg  sommte ol Sl 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5: Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Dualte of Accoun( Reconciliation Meeling 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
. after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
) (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
o. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidatc




15.

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

Rs.25,410/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19,

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

If No, then mention the following:

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Items of
expenditure

Yes

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

TOTAT.

20.

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

Yes




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

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

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

NA

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

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

NA

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

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

-
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summarx____--—:—__——'—‘g_.' -—
Report of DEO)

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

23. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-
Date: Signatfire of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.

(V- mbna by PasiD)







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEQO:- 11

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Venu M
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Republic Senaa Party
3 No. ' and name . of Assembly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
) (If not, d\efects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidatc has lodged the account, datc of
lodging of account by the candidatc:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, it any, given by the candidate NA
1aa  [Comments of the DEO on the explanation it any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.12,500/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account

submitted by the

candidate

Amount

candidate

Did (he cundidatc produce his Register of
Accounting Election Expenditure for inspection by
the Observer/RO/Authorized pcrsons 3 times
during campaign period

Yes

understated by the




21,

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

22.

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

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

Date:21-06-2019

%ﬂ_
-

(N.Mgwzurinmy PRARD )

Signaturc
(Name of the DEQ)

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

Date:

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

i S

¥ 1f the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s
report, he may annex separale note to that effect.

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






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 12

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Santhosh M
% Political Party affiliation, if any Uttama Prajakiya Party
B NG i GG [iame ) G FSsembl) 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
S. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11, (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i1) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof,
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.46,054/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

(i) Whether Election Expenditure Register
comprising of Day (0 Day Account Register, Cash
Register, Bank Register, Abstract Statement has
been lodged

Yes

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

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items
of clection cxpenditurc submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (excepl pelly
expenditure) routed through bank account

Yes

18.

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

(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(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 with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Ttems of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

Did the candidatc produce his Register of
Accounting Election Expenditure for inspection by
the Obscrver/RO/Authorized persons 3 times
during campaign period

Yes




21.

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

22.

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

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

Date:21-06-2019

Yes
[ :-——"__,_.:-

(W palriniag oy

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

IDate:

23, Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-
oy A=
Sigrfature of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 13

Name of the State; Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

[

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Abdul Kareem Hasim Peer Desai
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 PG g ) & passmbly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
' Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(1) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
! (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11, (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
8. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given hy the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the cxplanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.27,385/-

16.

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

Yes

17,

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account

submitted by the

candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




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

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

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

NA

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

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

NA

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

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes

correctly reported by the candidate. =~ P —
.. = = ~ |
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary |

Report of DEO) [ N MANTUNATHA VAM_)

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DIEQO)

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

I‘ (
Date: ‘Sm Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 14

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Abdul Basheer
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name ) o gssombly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
' Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5¢ Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the mecting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
c (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11, (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period ol delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for cxplanation from the candidatc., No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidale NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the cxplanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.25,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

Whether the items of election expenses reported by

1the candidate correspond with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Date Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder

of evidence

Items of
expenditure

IPage No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidale

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the B
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices il
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice
f . . . NA
(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice
?
. . NA
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such
explanation received, (with English translation of
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation
22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. "-——-—p_f_-_-_,_‘i‘__
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary | ~
Report of DEO) CN'WL/MM pﬁl’ﬁﬂ_)
Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

Date:

@L_)

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

Eal=

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 15

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1, Name & address of the candidate J Umesh Babu Pille Gowda (M.Tech)
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 i & mame ) of " BBSEmBIH 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
' Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i) revised account after the AccountReconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in lime Yes
12 A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEQO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15,

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

Rs.61,060/-

16.

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

Yes

17

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(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 with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation

Register

Items of
expenditure

Amount as per
the account

submitted by the

candidate

Amount

candidate

TOTAL

20.

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

Yecs

understated by the




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

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

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

NA

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

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

NA

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

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
rrect] rted by the candidate. —-= < —— |
correctly reported by g — b

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

Report of DEO) [ N MaNTINATHY [

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEQ)

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

K%)’“/\Ea—-j—\f‘C

Date: Signatfire of the Expenditure Observer

* 1f the Expendilure Observer has some more [acts thal have nol 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 CEQO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEO feels
like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 16

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Krishniaha
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. ) and name of Assembly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5: Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be o
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEQ called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidatc




15.

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

Rs.1,38,961/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

(ii1) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items
of election expenditure submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

No

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of
expenditure

Date

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation

Register/folder
of evidence

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

TOTAL

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

Yes




21.

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

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

Yes

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

Yes ~Annexed

issued relating to discrepancies with English OEOH=2019
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

Yes

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice
9 ,

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such

Yes —Annexed

22.

explanation received, (with English translation of e
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEQO’s comments/observations on the i
candidate’s explanation

Yes

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

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary™ |
Report of DEU)

Date:21-06-2019

—_— = . —

(V. MariTunAren  PRAS &)

Signature

(Name of the DEQ)

Dale:

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

Sim} Expenditure Observer

==

* If the Expenditure Observer has some mote facts that have not been covered in the DEO’s
reporl, he may annex separate note to 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 17

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Flection: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
L. Name & address of the candidate K.N. Jagadeesh Kumar
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 NG ) aid  [name ) off Wssemblyl 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
) Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6, Date of Account Reconciliation Mccting 19-06-2019
1) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9 Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the AccountReconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13, DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
1ap  |Comments of the T/EQ on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.65,700/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (excepl pelty
expenditure) routed through bank account

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation

Register

Items of
expenditure

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

Did the candidatc producc his Register of
Accounting Election Expenditure for inspection by
the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times
during campaign period

Yes




r 21 If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or NA
during the Account Reconciliation Meeling
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued relating to discrepancies with English NA
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice
(i) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice NA
?
(iv) If yes, pleasc Annex copies of such
explanation received, (with English translation of NA
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. —
e— ’ =

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary ¥
SR e e [M-manlzunind)  (RATED )
Date:21-06-2019 Signature

(Name of the DEO)

Date:

3. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-

e Py

Si mpenditum Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 18

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

T

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

C.E. RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
L. Name & address of the candidate Timmaraj Gowda (Shenganaadu)
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 e: . G| [EME ‘ Off  GSSsPrbly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Datc of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yecs
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
" after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereol.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of NA
14A ;
the candidate




15t

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

Rs.26,100/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

No

19.

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

. Bvidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Date Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder

of evidence

Items of
expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

Did the candidate produce his

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

Yes




21.

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(vy DEQO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation

22.

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

Yes

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

Date:21-06-2019

== I‘ = —<—7
( . ppuidamms fRAHD )

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

Date:

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

@,_, Nt

/

Sigrfiture of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 19

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Thulasappa K Dasar
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. ) and  name ) of  Assembly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i1) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
. after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
: (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
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, (1) original account 19-06-2019
(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DLO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, it any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.12,500/-

16.

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

Yes

17,

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

No

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation

Register

Items of
expenditure

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




21.

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

22.

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

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summarg™ | -

Report of DEO)

Date:21-06-2019

. ———i'_':_:_
[N -misiigrae  Fedits )

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

IDate:

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

|2 L o

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 20

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

RULES, 1961
S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate L. Nagaraj
22 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 G- ) Bid  mame ) off  Lissembly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5 Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(if) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
: after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11, (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
L4A (‘omments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.72,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(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 with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence. '

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

| during campaign period

Yes




S

21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the e
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices Si)egs:(ﬁr_l;g)l(gd
issued relating to discrepancies with English
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention th;e date of notice
(ii1) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice Yes
2
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such %?:&gggd
explanation received, (with English translation of
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/obsetvations on the )
candidate’s explanation

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. c ros - -
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary ~ | == - - <
Report of DEO)

(N Mbaimigrun - PHE
Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

Date:

SS;'/

e

nature of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 21

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Parameshwar Gowda
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3, No. ) and  name ) g Sesmuly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidale D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
4 Meeting in writing .
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the mecting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEQO called for cxplanation trom the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.27,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17,

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

Date Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation
Register/folder

of evidence

Items of
expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




21.

following details:-

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

224

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

— | »

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

Date:21-06-2019

Yes

(V- Madinmd PPAHD)

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

Dale:

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

‘-s)gﬂzm{(‘)[‘ the Expenditure Observer

e b=

* If the Expendilure 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 separately.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 22

Name of the State; Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Prasanna Kumar Iyengar
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and mname of Assembly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
) (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEQ called for explanation from the candidate. No
1f not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
1ap [Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.25,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

(i1) Whether duly sworn in affidavit has been
submitted by candidate

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

Whether the items of election expenses reported by
the candidate correspond with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence. 3

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Amount as per Amount

the account understated by the
submitted by the candidate
candidate

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

Yes




following details:-

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

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

mention the date of notice

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

NA

]

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

NA

date of reply

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

NA

candidate’s explanation

(v) DEQ’s comments/observations on the

correctly reported by the candidate.

Report of DEO)

Date:21-06-2019

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

Yes
.—&

(W -zt PPASD)

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

IDate:

i —
anature of the Expenditure Observer

* If the [xpenditurc Obscrver 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 24

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Dr. Meer Layaq Hussien
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 A ) g0 e fof Thscably 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
! (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11, (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If nol, reason thereol.
14. Lxplanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.25,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19,

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




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

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the s

notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices Yes —Annexed

issued relating to discrepancies with English 19-06-2019
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

Yes

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

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such e

explanation received, (with English translation of AISAGSEg
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the i
candidate’s explanation
22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate.
‘—'——;——_C_ﬁ-

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

Report of DEO) ( A/-MWU”JW m)

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

@/BLLF-

Date: ignature of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 23

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1, Name & address of the candidate Dr. Vinay Surya Manivan
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituenoy
2 Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
8. (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. . | Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13, DEQO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15

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

Rs.1

,01,650/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election -

Yes :

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

Yes

18.

(1) Whether the DEO had issued a notice to the
candidale for reclilying the defect

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

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

If No, then mention the follc;wing:

Yes

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation

Register

Items of
expenditure

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




21. If DEO does not agree with the facts mentioned
against Row No. 19 referred to above, give the
following details:-
(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the
notice of the candidate during campaign period or NA
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued relating to discrepancies with English NA
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice
(iif) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? NA
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such
explanation received, (with English translation of NA
the samc, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the i
candidate’s explanation
22. Whether the DEOQ agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. —
— ] —{__
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary | = .
Report of DEO) (W -Mapzintma A )
Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEQ)

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

Date:

mﬂl' the Expenditure Observer

=

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 25

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
L Name & address of the candidate C. Ravikumar
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. A ) and  [ame ) g ssombly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5: Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 " Meeting in writing
(if) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
' (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10, Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. | Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | I'not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
3. DEO called for cxplanation from the candidate. No
Il not, reason thercof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidatc




15.

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

Rs.14,180/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Date Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Items of
expenditure

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

Did (he cundidute produce his Register of
Accounting Election Expenditure for inspection by
the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times
during campaign period

Yes




21.

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

22,

Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are

correctly reported by the candidate.
—

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

Date:21-06-2019

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

%f —_—
(N Mussuwtut  Prastp )

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

Date:

:\’v‘/

Sigmdture of the Expenditure Observer

e

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

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the 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:- 26

Name of the State; Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Vinay Kumar V Nayak
2, Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 S i i ngng ) of EiSsEmly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(1) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the AccountReconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
16 NEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidalc NA
L4A Comments of the DEO on the explanation il any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.26,748/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items
of clection cxpenditurc submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(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 with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Amount as per Amount

the account understated by the
submitted by the candidate
candidate

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

Yes




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

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

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

NA

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

2 NA

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

NA

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

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes

correctly reported by the candidate. %f
—-— » -

(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary

Report of DEO) [’/ -MM'.M’M ’m )

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

73. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-

Date: /&m‘;\'f the Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 27

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate V Venkataraju
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
Bl No. ) and  name ) GF riissEmbIyl 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
S. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
g after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Ves
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for cxplanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, it any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEQO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.25,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i1) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

(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 with the expenses shown
in the Shadow Observation Register and Folder of
Evidence.

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




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

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

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

NA

(iif) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice

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

NA

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

22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate.
—_ >z i
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary [
Report of DEO)
(N -Mbduwhard PG M)

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

123. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*-

IDate: Sitnature of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 28

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban FElection: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. ‘Description To be filled up by the DEO
lu Name & address of the candidate Venkateshasetty
] Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 Ner _ i~ enamg L ErNdAssEmuLy| 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency o8
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadan_anda Gowda
S. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
5 after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
. (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | 1t not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, it any, given by the candidate NA
14A Comments of the DEQO on the explanation it any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.26,500/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(i) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Date |Page No. of
Shadow
Observation

Register

Ttems of
expenditure

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

Did (he candidale produce his Regisler of
Accounting Election Expenditure for inspection by
the Observer/RO/Authorized persons 3 times
during campaign period




21,

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

(vy DEQO’s comments/observations on the
candidate’s explanation

22.

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

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

Date:21-06-2019

—_— | =,

Yes

—p

(K- mbnisntpps poA18D )
( Namseii?igz:r%EO)

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

Date:

Sig

\S@’J\f ‘

ire of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.
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Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 29

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E.RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Shiva Manjesh K.S
s Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 e ) g ) & S==nhhy 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i1) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
. after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
i (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidale:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DILO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
144 [Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidate




15.

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

Rs.46,400/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items
of election expenditurc submittcd

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account

submitted by the

candidate

Amount

candidate

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

Yes

understated by the




21.

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

22.

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

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

Date:21-06-2019

& A
[ N Mhtoraaes

Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

Date:

ol

Sl

Sighature of the Expenditure Observer

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

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If the CEQ feels

like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.







Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 30

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban Election: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

the candidate

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Sumatha K.S
2y Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3 No. ‘ and name of Assembly/ 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
’ Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
ot Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Datc of Account Reconciliation Meeting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
5 Meeting in writing
(i1) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
. after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidatc:
11. (i) original account 19-06-2019
(i1) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
i DEO called for explanation from the candidate. No
If not, reason thereot.
14, Explanation, it any, given by the candidate NA
14a |Comments of the DEO on the explanation if any, of NA




15.

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

Rs.25,000/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

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

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

No

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Ttems of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

.....

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

Yes




21,

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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

22,

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

(Should be similar to Column no. § of Summary <
Reporl of DEO)

Date:21-06-2019

Yes

’;r“-f__——“‘"——-.__
[ N-mawavstny  pei

Signature

(Name of the DEO)

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

Date:

\rS‘._:.a_AL/:\-"“L

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* 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.






Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO:- 31

Name of the State: Karnataka District: Bangalore Urban FElection: LOKA SABHA-2019

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

C.E. RULES, 1961

S.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate N.Hanumegowda
A Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
ar NG . End  [Eame ) eff [ssembly 24- Bangalore North Parliament Constituency
Parliamentary Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate D.V.Sadananda Gowda
SH Date of declaration of result 23-05-2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Mecting 19-06-2019
(i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation Yes
7 Meeting in writing
(i1) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting Yes
Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate
i after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No). Yes
’ (If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23-06-2019
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
If the candidate has lodged the account, date of
lodging of account by the candidate:
L1 (i) original account 19-06-2019
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether
13. DEO called for explanation from the canididate. No
If not, reason thereof.
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA
(4A  [Comments of the DEQ on the explanation if any, of NA

the candidale




15.

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

Rs.1,03,992/-

16.

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

Yes

17.

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

Yes

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

Yes

(iii) Whether requisite vouchers in respect of items
of eleotion cxpenditurc submitted

Yes

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

Yes

(v) Whether all expenditure (excepl petly
expenditure) routed through bank account

Yes

18.

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

(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

Yes

Yes

19.

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

If No, then mention the following:

Yes

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

Items of Date

expenditure

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

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

Yes




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

(i) Were the defects noticed by DEO brought to the S

notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices gl

issued relating to discrepancies with English 13-04-2019
. R T . 17-04-2019

translation (if it is in regional language) and

mention the date of notice

(iif) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice? Yes

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such i

explanation received, (with English translation of gl
Lo ) ) 22-04-2019
the same, if it is in regional languagc) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEO’s comments/observations on the )
candidate’s explanation
22. Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes

correctly reported by the candidate.

_—‘—\——-—4
(Should be similar to Column no, 8 of Summary [ =, T =—
Report of DEQ) J
(1) M/t pAgst

Date:21-06-2019 Signature
(Name of the DEO)

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

T

Date: 5 fllure of the Expenditure Observer

* 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 separately.







