a’-asaea# éiaasd

(e3omeedtoe Doal)

2epQTONEh Forle BeR VTR LaREOMNY Frodrereod,
e3geowRels engd, edyerwpwids.

sdoaiéz QR DN(1).4V%.230/2018-19 HIJV0T: 26/07/2019

g=30r:
aoayg 230ToR PR 0K,
docesd dood,
el 0%, edorived

o3,
a@od: eSreTIg Tout dT 20NORB-20190 TOVOP es»a);@m'w EASTVOIAN 30D
o33 HASrIER, RBgoE .
gugdead: g0 edvoRrwe esodmend estded 50&35 ! QYAD/DDDE/23/2019,
6907 : 10/03/2019.

S——
eqyor dRoDY F020HIBOB, elpedVeTe TODEYT eNTRB-20198  BODOT
27—88§a)9'gabd e300 TLTD §e§@ow ;gtbsra)g 15 e-sej?@gdﬁ* aﬁ’éa- Qe Jeriveer® Twdh
BRTDDBY VVE DeJg 14 eaaquébs'risb AV SRV D 33w DATIY, B, 30
dgd &ddr{s’c‘\b& AP B0TROBRE Berieriee maa)esﬁmﬁdg, 14 @aﬁ?@sﬁé aﬁggd
DBBBFR), Te BIBORT VBFBD Iy, BB FabwH T,
ey, Foenriad,

¥

wnd BeRHE0LD,
(? e a;g;"-a.i}% 3 Y,

o



R

.




e CIO‘G/')O/#Z 1 31eQg
.;.héu“\nq%:%."):aoeld

10 aunjEudig

13AISqQQ I puadny

7

SLNo

T
T
h 4

‘;.

AL¥vd WADIWIVES VNN

I “MWH! pad

| Name of the Camdidate and perty Affillation

YOAODIHIVE 'N'E W
4

sifay UoNEAISSGD MopeYS 330 SYa

3 XTIOM VddVHIEA T IN
T VHLVIVT VALLYEVHYE|

ALHVS YLYNYT IOVAVTYRIS

SGNIHS OV YHONISVN N

NSHENS YyaYED YATYVd Q Ui

Whather notices Issued to the candidates on all

a X discrepancies found duslng Inspection or in final
sccounts 1 of the condidate and reply of candidates

considered ( saa Note 8 ) and ra

S3A
S3A
S3A
334
S—‘:ﬂ
b1
A
S3A
S2A
S$3A
S3A
S3A
SIA
S3A

= 1= [ = ; :
g §,, g a I; g 2 g ; % g ¢ g g g Data of Lodging of Account of Election Expenses by
ié is. g 5| 8 (B E 2| B | B E | B 8 é e the Candidutes (ploase ses note 1 below)

Bl % B . .[3 9. - 1| ©.| B "

v .
# %gf Flal & (8|d|@ g lala|dld Aldle Whether Account lodged in time [Yes/No)
g g u 5 § - B £ g Bl % & g = Amount of ixpanditura mentlonatl In the accounts of
Q ] g g ut g 'gsv g i; % g g‘; the candidate
e e hethe e are lodgad In format and with all

~-;maaaaamaam«‘“"‘““::::;‘.wuswm“

Whether the Osarver sgraes with tha candidates

sleldld| @ lglaglal & |&|@ glald|d]e Subrission vis-avis the svidence collectad ( Ves/No
4 11 o, Plerase annex s par note 2 below

Whather the DEQ has cross checked the cundidates
a submisslen with al informntion collected during
campalgn (Yes/Ma } if,ne,Pl.annex details ms per note
3 hetow

Whether the estimatad axpenditure incusred by tha

2zl 5 &5 8 z2|8\|3 3 z|z|5|3|1383|8|58 Candldata anceaded the preseribad cailing { Yes/No)
1#,yes,pl.annex detll as per nota 4 below
Amount of axpanditura incurred by the political
- (-3 - =it (A0 1 - T @ e |lalele|o]leo]l sri,If any,on behalf of the candidata/mentioned the
r, neme of tha party as pay notm § halow

Amount of expenditurs incurred by ather entity/
individuals on behalf of tha candidate

s v Whether Abstract Statement { Part i1 to part 4 and
Al |afa) @ [@ lal @ | |c|a|d|d|d |6 shedieiwosiofsccounsupioadsd onceo,s
iwabatte { within 3 days of lodging of sccounts )

Whather cash and othar tems selzed during election
process has bean released within 7 days excepting the
cates {1) whara FIR has been lodged (il) where cash is
|handad over to 1.T.Deptt.. If not, whether it (s brought
o the notice of RO,DEQ and SP for urgent actlion.

S3A
S3A
S3A
S3A
§3A
33
S3A
S3A
S3A
S3A
S3A
S3A
S3A
S3A
S3A
¥

uonealasqo jo Alewiung






8L

|
juapuadapuy
0 0 0 0 S\ S09'ZE'T SOA SOMN6ET 90'8T| 6T'90°€ET iy efeyeuR) s m_
dsg
7009LT 70094'T|  000°00°S 000°00's Sa4, 860°LE'BT SIA SBAET'90'8T| 6T°90°eZ] yieuexelem(q 5 JQus v
1opuadapuy
0 0 0] 0 SN T000¢ SaA SOMA6T 90'8T| 6T 90'€2 1esag wiey |npay 13
ONI
0] 0 0 0 SIN TLESY'09 S3A SIA6T90°8T| 61°90°€Z] ‘ Aj1OW edceIasA’ W “US [
806'9Z°0F 806'9Z'0 000000V 000‘00°0Y SaA 0€6'99'65 S34 SaAl6T"90°8T| 6T°90°€Z|dra ‘epmoBaydeg'N g s T
(stouop (€D -amxsuuy
STepIpuBd JO SPURY UONUSW iy 3
ap pUE) S19pIPURD fured oMo Augnuos s.030 |
1o} paunouy pury a1 o) usAi8 fareg montiog a1 | yoes Aq awepipues oy | JO TT "ou ratod: |
ui sasuadxa Japo anbayd / yseoa ut £q pury w sasuadxa| woArd onboys o ysed 0} Tejluis (uawaeg _
JO |)0) puels) wunowy wns dumry 15410 JO [7o}, pueln)| W unowy wng dwny 3q pInNoyS) 1oensSqY _
anpuadxs 30 [1-1pg W (ON |
Fiss osudupr | pauonusw (oN 05) |
; 90 suede uﬁﬂvﬁu_“ SE) JusZeREpIpUEY | 10 SIA) MB| JBULIO} | Nepipues
b apAqumoys | apAqpez Aqpaunbar | paquasud 3 Aq
upuadxgy JUOLDIRIS UNOWRE Y | LIOYINe/pILNdU JBuuRW ap | suncose | juncooe
an 10BNSGY 40 J]1-red Ul panodal se ( wawalelg 10RDSqY JO [[I-Med Ut pauodas | ipim sxuBe 03d sosuddxd atp uy padpoy | ur paBpoj| jo Bwidpor| JoJuidpoy BOLRILFY N
JOSYIRWYY | sonnua/SRRO A pALMIU] S95USdXa TEIOL $v) A1 341 Aq pavinouy sasuadxa [gi0] oy BAaYM | SWJOTEIOL PURID | DYBYM | DWIYM | JOaRQ | JOIRP NG| AlEJ PUE JIEPBUED ) JOIWBN| S
1l 6 8 i & 9 s | ¥ € z 1

epmo3aaeg N'd"US :3EpIPUEd P3I0s]a 4 JO SureN (3)

6107°S0"ET "UO1I[3-9Aq/U01II3]8 JO }Sal JO UOKEIE|O3P Jo jeq (P)

G :ssyepipued 3unssiuod Jo "oN &0, (q)

6102°90°€T :s1un0dde 3UISPO] JO 31ef 1587 (3)

sinde|E@PI) Pus B{EIRLIEY] JOLISI PUE STEIS (9)

andeeqeqiq)-L7 AoUSN)ISUO)) AJEJUIWRIIE]/A|QUIISSY JO aureu pue ox] (8)

SALVAIANYD A9 SINNODDY SASNIIXI NOLLOITA 4O ONIDHAOT NO AINIAALILISNOD HOVI 404 03 40 LHO4dFd AUVININNS




JaAlasqQ aamyipuadxy ay) jo aanjeudig

=11:1q

“Aue J1 “10A395qQ) SIMIpuadxdq ay) JO SHUSUWILOD)

OAd 2§ jo 2anjeusiy

0 0 0 0 ONi 000°09] ONj ON VN| 61'90°€T nfeseSeN 17U ST
. ardr

000°€E 000'€ 000°0S 000'0S SIA 0LZ'SE"T] say  SAA6T'90'8T| 61'90°EY] gjninseN's bl
(Widd

0 0 000°00°0T 000°00°01 SAN £99'98'ST] sapl  SaN6T'90'8Y| 61°90°€Y] S :uysyejeep Jwg €7
zuapuadapu|

0001Z 000'TZ 0 0 SN 0ST’OT’T s3y  SINGT'90'8T| 61'90°€Y] fey lueyq ug 1
d

0 0 0 0 SaN 00Z'68'T S9A  SANGT'90'8T| 61°90'€Y] pawsyy JizeN US| TT
3usapuadapuj

0 0 0 0 SIA Oby'vL S9N S3A6T'90'8T| 61'90°EY SO eutjen wus 01
dsv

0 0 0 0 SIA 00594 S9Al  SANGT'90'8T| 6T'90°EZ, ¥ SAppay ysadeN US| 6
dni

000€E'T 000'EE‘T 0 0 SON SS8'Y6‘E S9\  SSA6L'90°8T| 61'90'EZaPUIYS oryY eipuddeN U] &

ddn |

0 0 o 0 S3A 980°Z1T, SI  S2A6T'90°8T| 61°90'EY o nfelunn ug L
drs

0 0 0 0 SIN 009'v0°7 SO\  SANGT'90'8T) 6T°90°EY| UBLD| UBYQRS JapeYN'NS 9




Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEO 27 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura Election: Loka Sabha 2019

I

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
] ; Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
1. Name & address of the candidat
= . Fais Hosakote Town,Bangalore Rural
) 562114
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Bharthiya Janatha Party
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
| S i = . —— —
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
afler Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19}
o 7 3 —
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23062019
10. | Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11, If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xxvii) original account
(xxviii)revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. If not lodged in time, peried of delay N4
13 If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
[f not, reason thereof!
0 , iy . S NA
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate __}




14A

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

Grand Total of all election expenses reported by the
candidate in Part-I1 of the Abstract Statement

Rs. 59,66,930.

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO [

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

NO

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 DEQ an 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 Qbservation 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 Obseryation
Register/folder
of evidence

Amount as per Amount

the account understated by the
submitted by the | candidate
candidate




20.

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

Yes

21,

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

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

Yes

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

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

05.04.2019
16.04.2019

(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

05.04.2019
16.04.2019

(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 DEQO)

Date:

Signature
{Anirudh Shravan P)

Date;

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

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 -27 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura Election: Loka Sabha 2019

DEOQ’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. Narmie & address of the candidate Sri.M.Veerappa Moily
#1, Kasturabha, MLA Layout, RT
Nagar, Bangalore - 560032
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Indian National Congress
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5, Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
=0 Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8 Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Recongiliation Meeting (Yes or No).
{(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column N, 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account SEAIBE-ONT
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11, If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
todging of account by the candidate:
(xxix) original account
(xxx) 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
13, If account nat lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEOQ called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.




14,

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

NA

14A

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

15,

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

Rs. 60,45,371

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

NO

18.

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

(ii) 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

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

expenditure

Mention

amount as per
the Shadow
Observation

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

of evidence

Register/folder

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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

05.04.2019

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued relating to discrepancies with English 16.04.2019
translation (if it is in regional language) and
mention the date of notice

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice Yes
2
(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such 05.04.2019
explanation received, (with English translation of 16.04.2019
the same, if it is in regional language) and mention
date of reply
(v) DEQ’s comments/observations on the )
candidate’s explanation

22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. 1
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)

Signature
, Date (Anirudh Shravan P) J
3. Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer*- B
Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

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



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

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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
L. Name & address of the candidate Sri. Nagesh Reddy S.R
Shingasandra, N.kothur Post,
Chintamani, Chikkaballpur District
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Ambedkar Samaj Party
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
I S = . o Yes. N
I (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate e
afler Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 23:96:2013
i0. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
1L, If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xiii) original account
{xiv) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. {f account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
4. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate N4




14A

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

15.

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

Rs 76500

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

NO

18.

(i) Whether the DEQ 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

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 amaunt as per
Observation | the Shadow
Register QObservation
Register/folder
of evidence

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

IOTAL




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 Yes

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

05.04.2019

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

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

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such 05.04.2019

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, Whether the DEQ agrees that the expenses are Yes

correctly reported by the candidate.

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

. Signature
Date: {Anirudh Shravan P)

23. Comments, ifany, by the Expenditure Observer*-

Date: 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 he compiled by the CEO and forwarded to the Commission. If
the CEO feels like giving additional comments, he or she may forward the comments separately.



Serial Number of the candidate in Summary Report of the DEOQ —27 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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
1. Name & address of the candidate Sri Phaniraj -
No-28, Ground Floor, 3" Main,
1* Cross, Maruthi Nagar, Yelahanka ,
- _Bangalore - 56064
gl Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
St Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
- - £ W —
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Mceting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account ZE20N
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
1t. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(v) original account
(vi) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
=
12. Whether accourit lodged in time Yes
12A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEQ called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.




14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

14A

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

NA

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

Rs.

110150

16.

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

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

petty

NO

(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 DEQ 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.

1f No, then mention the following:

Yes

Items of Date

expenditure

Mention
amount as per
the Shadow
Observation

Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

of evidence

Register/folder

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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 s

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

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices 05.04.2019

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

10.04.2019

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

?

05.04.2019

(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 ]

10.04.2019

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

22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are es

correctly reported by the candidate,

(Should be simitar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO}

- Signature
ate: (Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

** The DEO scrutiny report is to be compiled by the CEQ and forwarded to the Comniission. 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 Chikkaballapura
Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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
I Name & address of the candidate Smt Nalina K.
120, Soladevnahalli Main Road,
Bangalore - 560090
2. Political Party affiliation, if any (ndependent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5 Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
| ' Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be recoriciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 2
10. | Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xi) original account
(xii)revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. If not lodged in time, period of delay A
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
) . e : - NA
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate




14A

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

15,

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

Rs.

74440

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

NO

18.

(i) Whether the DEQ 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,

Yes

Yes

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
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate




7}

20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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

(i) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices
issued refating 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 No
?

(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 DEQ agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. \

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

- Jignalurc’
ate: : (Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* If the Expenditure Ohserver 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 -27 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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 Sri Nazir Ahmed
s "y _Bangalare - 560045
28 Political Party affiliation, if any Karnataka Karmikara Paksha
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
) Yes
i (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account eI
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11 If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(vii)original account
(viii) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A. If not Todged in time, period of delay Nd
13, Tf account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether g
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof,
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate - o




14A

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

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

Rs. 189200

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

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

NO

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.

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

Yes

Yes

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

Amount as per
the sccount
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

TOTAL




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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 lo above, give the
following details:-

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

during the Account Reconciliation Meeting

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices 05.04.2019

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

Y

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such 05.04.2019

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

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

22. Whether the DEQO agrees that the expenses are Yes
correctly reported by the candidate. ; \

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

. Signature
Date: (Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: 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 CEQ 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 —-27 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura Election: Loka Sabha 2019

DEO’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE
89 OF C.E. RULES, 1961
- ——
S.No. Deseription To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate _ Sri.Nasurulla ,
Gowribidnur , Chikkaballapura District
2, Political Party affiliation, if any Jai Prakash Janatha Dal
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5. Dale of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
— . R . - Yes =
2 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No, 19)
9, Last date prescribed for lodging Account ey
10. | Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
1. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(ix) original account
(x) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, If not lodged in time; period of delay NA
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEOQ called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof,
14 Explanation, if any, given by the candidate N4




14A

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

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

Rs 138270

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

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

petty

NO

(i) Whether the DEQ 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

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

Amount as per
the account

submitted by the

candidate

Amount

candidate

understated by the




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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 No

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

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

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the notice No

2

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

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

22, Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes 5

correctly reported by the candidate. %

2.

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

' Signature
Date: LS (Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

** The 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 27 Chikkaballapura
Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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 Smt Varalakshmi S
NO.132-04, KumbalaGoduy,
Bangalore South,
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Communist Party of india
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
S. Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
Yes
i (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account 2Se20N5
10. | Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11, If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(iii) original account
(iv) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
124, | Ifnot lodged in titme, period of delay N4
13, If account not lodged or nat lodged in time, whether No
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.




14,

14A

_Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

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

NA

15.

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

Rs1586667

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

election :

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

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for |

NO

NO

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 DEC on the above, i..
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:

Items of Date [Page No.of | Mention

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

Yes

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

TOTAL




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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

24, 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 Yes

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

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices 05.04.2019

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
2

05.04.2019

(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 DEQ)

Signature
Date: B (Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Qbserver

* 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 Chikkaballapura
Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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 Sri;hL.Naga raj '
No:162, 16" Cross, Shivapura,
Bangalore - 560058
2 | Political Party affitiation, if any Independent
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4 Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5 Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6 Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
. Yes
7 (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8 Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
afier Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(I not, defects that could not be reconciled be shown
in Column No. 19)
9. | Last date prescribed for lodging Account ealieR0Tp
| Whether the candidate has lodged the account No
o e = ——— - .
11, | Ifthe candidate has lodged the account, date of lodging Not Submitted
of account by the candidate:
(i) original account
(ii) revised account after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12. | Whether account lodged in time No
12 A. | ¥¥rot lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. | lfaccount not lodged or not lodged in time, whether L
DEQ called for explanation from the candidate.
It not, reason thereof,




14,

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

14A

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

15.

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

Not Submitted

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 swom 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
expenditure) routed through bank account

petty

(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

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 Na, then mention the following:

NA

Date Mention
amount as per
the Shadow

Observation

ltems of
expenditure

Page No.

of Shadow
Observatio
n Register

of evidence

Register/folder

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

OtherExpenses

Deposit & 26.03.2019 01 25,500

Not Submitted

NA

Vehicle Till 02 24.500

Campaign

16.04.2019

Not Submitted

NA




TOTAL 50,000 J
20, Did the candidate produce his Register of Accounting Yes
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 Yes
notice of the candidate during campaign period or
during the Account Reconciliation Meeting
(ii) If yes, then annex copics of all the natices issued (1)38:%0}3
relating to discrepancies with English translation (f it .04.20
is in regional language) and mention the date of notice 16.04.2019
21.06.2019
(i) Did the candidate give any reply 1o the notice ? Yes
(iv) If yes. please Annex copies of such explanation No Response
received, (with English translation of the same, if it is
in regional language) and mention date of reply
(v) DEQ’s comments/observations on the candidate’s ¢
explanation
23, | Whether the DEO agrees that the expenses are Yes g
correctly reported by the candidate.
(Should be similar to Column no. 8 of Summary
Report of DEO)
Signature
BEe (Anirudh Shravan P)

Date:

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

|

Signature of the Expenditure Observer J

* if the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEC’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 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura Election: Loka Sabba 2019

DEQ’s SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE
89 OF C.E. RULES, 1961
$.No. Description To be filled up by the DEO
I Name & address of the candidate Smf(. Ka n_aka'akShn:,z
Na 512, 1” Main Road, 4" Cross,
AtturLayout, Bangalore - 560064
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Independent
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
—1 ' Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate =
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9, Last date prescribed for lodging Account e
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
1. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xxi) original account
(xxii) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A, If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
Tf not, reason thereof.
|14 Explanation, if any, given by the candidate NA




14A

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

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

Rs. 132605

16.

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

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

NC

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

NO

18.

(1) 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.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

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

Amount as per
the account

submitted by the

candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

TOTAL




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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 Yes

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

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices 05.04.2019

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

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

?

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such 05.04.2019

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. 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 DEQ)

Signature

Date: {Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

* |f the Expenditure Observer has some more facts that have not been covered in the DEQ’s
report, he may annex separate note to that 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 Chikkaballapura
Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura Election: Loka Sabha 2019

DEOQ’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
|4 Name & address of the candidate Sri. Khader Subhan Khan
D playa, Gowribidnur,
) Chikkaballapur District
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Samajavadi Janatha Party {Karnataka)
Y No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5, Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
} Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Mceting in writing
Yes
(iiy Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No),
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account aliasl
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xix) original account
{xx)revised accouni after the Account Reconciliation
Meeting
12, Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A. It not lodged in time, period of delay N4
13, 1f account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEQ called for explanation from the candidate.
1f not, reason thereof,
14. Explanation. if any, given by the candidate N“E




14A

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

15,

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

Rs. 204600

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

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

petty

NO

NO

18.

(i) Whether the DEQ 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

ftems of
expenditure

Date [Page No. of
Shadow
Observation
Register

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

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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 lo above, give the
following details:-

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

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

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices 05.04.2019

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

10.04.2019

Yes

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

05.04.2019

(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

10.04.2019

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

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

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

‘ Signature
Date: _ (Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Drate: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

** The DEQ 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 DEQ -27 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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
. Name & address of the candidate Abdul Karim Desai
No 43, Rajappa Block, MR Palya,
JC Nagar, Bangalore - 560006
—_— N B 8 g
2. Political Party affiliation, if any independent
3, No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5. Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
T a Yes
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
O Last date prescribed for lodging Account LY
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11, If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xxv) original account
(xxvl) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12A. | Ifnot lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. If account not lodged or not todged in time, whether No
DEQ called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.
14. Explanation, if any, given by the candidate N4




14A

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

15.

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

Rs. 30001

16.

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

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

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

NO

(i) Whether the DEO had issucd 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

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

1f 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

candidate

understated by the




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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

21. 1f 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 Yes

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

05.04.2019

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

(iii) Did the candidate give any reply to the natice Yes
?

05.04.2019

(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 DEQ agrees that the expenses are | Yes \

correctly reported by the candidate.

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

Signature

Date: (Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

** The DEO scrutiny report is ta 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 -27 Chikkaballapura
Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura 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.C.5.Dwaranath
#1203/2, Chokkamane, A Block,
19" Main Sahakaranagar,
Bangalore 560092
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Bahujan Samaj Party
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4 | Nameofthe elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5, Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(i) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate M
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account U
10. | Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. If the candidate bas lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xxiii) original account
(xxiv) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
12. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, If not lodged in time, period of delay NA
13. If acoount not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEO called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof.




14.

Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

14A

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

NA

15.

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

Rs 18,37,098

16.

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

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

18.

candidate for rectifying the defect
(ii) Whether the candidate rectified the defect

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

(i) Whether the DEQ had issued a notice to the

NO

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
expenditure

Date [Page No. of
iShadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount

candidate

understated by the

IOTAL




20. Did the candidate produce his Register of Es

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 Yes

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

(ii) If yes, then annex copies of all the notices 05.04.2019

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 L5 0L)

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

205 Whether the DEQ agrees that the espenses are Yes 1

correctly reported by the candidate.

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

i Signature
ate: {Anirudh Shravan P)

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

Date: 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 DEO -27 Chikkabﬁllapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura Election: Loka Sabha 2019

DEOQ's SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE
89 OF C.E. RULES, 1961
— : | S
S.No, Description To be filled up by the DEO
1. Name & address of the candidate Sri Nagendra Rao Shinde,
NO.6, Budigere Raod, SR complex,
Devnahalli - 562110
2. Political Party affiliation, if any Karnataka Janatha Paksha
3. No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4, Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
Date of declaration of result 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Mecting 18.06.2019
o o Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Column No, 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account S
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
11. If the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate: |
(xv)original account
(xvi) revised account after the Account
Reconciliation Meeting
(2. Whether account lodged in time Yes
12 A, If not lodged in time, period of delay N4
13, If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether No
DEOQ called for explanation from the candidate.
If not, rcason thercof,
14, Explanation, if any, given by the candidate i




14A

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

15.

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

Rs. 394855

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, 196}

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

NO

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

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
ol evidence

Items of Date

expenditure

IPage No. of
[Shadow
Observation
Register

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate

TOTAL
L




20,

Did the candidate produce his Register of Yes

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

21,

If DEQO 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 Yes

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

05.04.2019

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

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

(iv) If yes, please Annex copies of such 05.04.2019

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,

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 DEQ)

Signature

Date: (Anirudh Shravan P)

Fl Comments, if any, by the Expenditure Observer®-

katc:

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 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 27 Chikkaballapura

Name of the State :Karnataka District: Chikkaballapura Election: Loka Sabha 2019

DEO's SCRUTINY REPORT ON ELECTION EXPENSES OF THE CANDIDATE UNDER RULE
89 OF C.E. RULES, 1961
S.Ne. Description To be filled up by the DEQ
1. Name & address of the candidate Sri Muniraju G
Thore Kempohalli Village,
Maodalkote Post, Nelmangala Taluk,
Bangalore rural District - 562123
2 Political Party affiliation, if any Uttama Prajakeeya Party
3 No. and name of Assembly/Parliamentary 27-Chikkaballapura
Constituency
4. Name of the elected candidate Sri. B.N. Bachegowda
5. Date of declaration of resuit 23.05.2019
6. Date of Account Reconciliation Meeting 18.06.2019
_ s o R o ~ Yes
7. (i) Whether the candidate or his agent had been
informed about the date of Account Reconciliation
Meeting in writing
Yes
(ii) Whether he or his agent has attended the meeting
8. Whether all the defects reconciled by the candidate Yes
after Account Reconciliation Meeting (Yes or No).
(If not, defects that could not be reconciled be
shown in Calumn No. 19)
9. Last date prescribed for lodging Account CAILEA
10. Whether the candidate has lodged the account Yes
1f. 1f the candidate has lodged the account, date of 18.06.2019
lodging of account by the candidate:
(xvii} original account
(xviii) 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
13, If account not lodged or not lodged in time, whether ie
DEO called for gxplanation from the candidate.
If not, reason thereof,




| Explanation, if any, given by the candidate

14A

NA

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

15.

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

Rs 112086

16.

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

Yes

If No, then please mention the following defects
with details

NA

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

NO

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

NO

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

NO

(iv) Whether separate Bank Account opened for
election

NO

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

NO

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
Repister Observation
Register/folder
of evidence

Amount as per
the account
submitted by the
candidate

Amount
understated by the
candidate




20.

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

Yes

- 21

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

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

No

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

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

No

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

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

22,

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

(Should be similar to Column no. § of Summary
Report of DEQ)

Date:

Yes

Signature
(Anirudh Shravan P)

Date:

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

Signature of the Expenditure Observer

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

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