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FOREWORD

The Ka�nataka Legislative Assembly Elections 
2018 and Lok Sabha Election 2019 were 
successfully conducted with the theme of 
“Inclusive, Accessible and Ethical Elections”. 
Keeping in mind to enhance the voter tu�nout 
va�ious kinds of activities were conducted 
under Systematic Voters Education and 
Electoral Pa�ticipation (SVEEP) program.  To 
know the outcomes of SVEEP activities and 
facilities provided to Persons with disabilities 
(PwDs) a su�vey study was ent�usted to ISEC, 
Bangalore.

The comprehensive Strategic Framework on 
Accessible Elections has helped electoral 
process to become more accessible in recent 
State and National Elections. The Strategic 
Framework on Accessible Elections is built 
around sensitization through education and 
training, community involvement of different 
sections of society, effective pa�tnership with 
institutions and organisation and creation of 
facilities to cater to the specific needs of 
persons with Disabilities (PwDs) with a view to 
increasing their pa�ticipation. We have 
successfully concluded the 17th Lok Sabha 
election which has demonstrated a significant 
impact of the voters pa�ticipation by PwDs.  ECI 
had been for long conside�ing a special 
document like this to capture and share the 
unique effo�ts of the SVEEP programme 
towards PwDs. This is a huge task conside�ing 
the immense range of innovations at state, 
dist�ict and block levels

To reach 100% registration and voting of PwDs, 
va�ious inte�ventions such as, Door to Door 
su�vey, spot registration campaigns, provision 
of basic necessa�y facilities in the polling 
stations like ba��ier free infrast�ucture with 
sturdy ramps, d�inking water, shade, wheel 
chairs, magnifying lenses, special apps to 
register and request of va�ious assistance, sign 
interpreters assistance etc., were provided for 
motivating the PwD voters to enroll and to vote. 
First time in Ka�nataka at more than 30,000 
locations wheel chairs were procured by urban 
local bodies and Gram Panchayaths from their 
own funds. For the first time there were 26 



extensive study. They have collected valuable 
data from 2400 PwD respondents, 10 polling 
stations handled by the PwDs and 16 Focused 
Group Discussions (FGDs) and also from  
implementing officials at dist�ict and taluk level 
and Village Rehabilitation workers at village level 
. Their repo�t b�ings out a range of useful 
info�mation and suggestion which needs to be 
conve�ted into const�uctive actions to improve 
inclusive, accessible and ethical electoral 
pa�ticipation.

I am grateful to the team members Ms. Harshita R 
and Dr. Anushree Kashyap, (ISEC Bangalore), Dr. 
Shiddalingaswami V. Hanagodimath (CMDR, 
Dha�wad) and his team of field investigators for 
c o o r d i n a t i n g  t h e  s u � v e y  a c r o s s  t h e 
administrative divisions of State of Ka�nataka. 

The repo�t would not have been possible without 
the 2400 PwDs whose enthusiastic pa�ticipation 
and the willingness to share their valuable 
opinion for the questionnaire is acknowledged. I 
would like to thank all the respondents and the 
research team, including the enumerators, field 
organizers, facilitators, supe�visors and data 
ent�y operators. I would also like to thank all 
those who were engaged in this project and the 
field teams who worked tirelessly in midst of 
pandemic situation and challenging conditions. 
Finally, I would like to thank all the Chief 
Executive Officers at the dist�ict and Executive 
Officers at the Taluk level for providing data in 
timely manner. I am thankful to the Director PwDs 
Welfare and his team to assist the study.

I am thankful to Dr. Ajay Nagabhushan Addl CEO, 
P�iyanka Ma�y Francis Addl CEO, V Raghavendra 
Joint CEO, H. Jnanesh Joint CEO, D Shambhu 
Bhat Joint CEO, P.S. Vastrad Sr Consultant 
SVEEP-SNO, B.S. Hiremath Sr Monito�ing 
Consultant, and Ms. Rekha Prasad for providing 
us the necessa�y info�mation pe�taining to the 
seconda�y data.

polling stations fully managed by 388 PwD 
officials who pe� fo�med efficiently and 
successfully.

Many of the good practices and new initiatives in 
Ka�nataka have now been incorporated in the 
National Strategic Framework for PwDs.  I am 
sure continuous identifications of ba��iers and 
solutions, better voter registration and polling, 
inclusive voter education, leveraging technology 
for accessible elections, role of pa�tner 
depa�tments – educational institutions – CSOs – 
Media and volunteers, training and sensitization 
of staff, strong institutional a�rangement and 
research and knowledge sha�ing from Ka�nataka 
have made elections more inclusive and 
accessible for PwDs.

The study repo�t highlights many achievements 
and satisfaction of having delivered the facilities 
to a large number of PwDs. The sho�tcomings 
have also been taken note of to ensure due 
compliance in the coming days and make the 
elections a festival of democracy. 

I am happy to note that enrolment of the PwDs 
has been good and voter tu�n- out have been 
better than the state average. The study reveals 
that the process of voting was not cumbersome 
and that EVMs would provide accurate results 
and the facilities to the PwDs du�ing the election 
and especially on the poll day have improved 
considerably. There are challenges of ensu�ing 
100% enrollment and providing all the facilities, 
and are sure they will be taken up at the 
approp�iate level and outcome.

Institute for Social and Economic Change (ISEC), 
Bengalu�u is a premier inter-disciplina�y social 
science research institution, has been providing 
valuable policy feedback to b�ing about 
integrated social, economic and political 
transfo�mation, with emphasis on equity and 
justice. ISEC was commissioned to conduct the 
Impact of Involving PwDs in the Electoral 
Process of Ka�nataka Assembly Elections 2018 
and Lok Sabha Elections 2019, in Ka�nataka. The 
team of expe�ts led by Prof. S.Madheswaran and 
Prof. B.P. Vani from ISEC has conducted this 

  Dr. Sanjiv Kumar
Chief Electoral Officer, Ka�nataka and

Ex-officio Additional Chief Secreta�y, DPAR (Elections)
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EXECUTIVE 
SUMMARY

A comprehensive Strategic Framework on 
Accessible Elections was a significant step in 
pursuit of Election Commission's mission to leave 
no voter behind. This Strategic Framework on 
Accessible Elections is built around sensitization 
through education and training, community 
involvement of different sections of society, 
effective pa�tnership with institutions and 
o�igination and creation of facilities to cater to 
the specific needs of Persons with Disabilities 
(PwDs) with a v iew to increasing their 
pa�ticipation. It was also designed to ease the 
voting procedure to PwDs which included 
identifying and solving the ba��iers existing, 
mapping the voters, educating the voters 
regarding voting and its impo�tance, leveraging 
technology for accessible elections, knowledge 
sha�ing, build pa�tnership with depa�tments and 
educational institutions, utilizing potentiality of 
media, training and sensitization of staffs, 
suggesting alte�native voting methods and 
special 4 tiered committees on accessible 
elections. 

The strategic framework on accessible elections 
for PwDs released by the Election Commission of 
India was predated by the initiatives made by 
Ka�nataka du�ing its 2018 assembly elections. 
Ka�nataka has been “Inclusive, Accessible and 
Ethical Elections”. All effo�ts were thus made to 

INCLUSIVE, ACCESSIBLE AND ETHICAL ELECTIONS

enhance the registration and voting of PwDs. 
Celeb�ities like Bharat Ratna awardee Prof CNR 
Rao, Rahul Dravid, Jnanpith awardee Dr 
Chandrasekhar Kambar, Ashwini Angadi, Gi�ish 
N. Gowda- a para Olympian and others were 
roped in as State Icons.

In an effo�t to promote pa�ticipation by PwDs, 26 
Polling Stations were opened and fully manned 
by PwD in General Assembly Election 2018 and  
was fu�ther increased to 98 polling stations in 
2019 Lok Sabha Election. More than 1000 Polling 
Personnel with Disabilities cont�ibuted in polling 
station and election-related work across the 
State. Special camps were organized for 
registration of PwDs. Campaign resources 
including videos, films, posters and banners 
featu�ing Icons were effectively used in cinema 
halls, malls, p�int, electronic and social media to 
create awareness among the target group. 
Special postage stamp on the theme of 
inclusiveness were released and a special 
registration and voting guide for the visually 
impaired in Braille sc�ipt was widely dist�ibuted. 
PwD App was developed to facilitate the persons 
with disability and using which the PwD can 
request for registe�ing themselves as electors 
fu�ther a special software for reading WhatsApp 
and other social media messages was also 
devised.
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In view of the above, the cu�rent repo�t 
addresses the awareness, attitude and 
pa�ticipation of persons with disability in the 
electoral process and also looks at how well 
SVEEP is successful in targeting PwDs in election 
process. 

l The state cont�ibutes 4.94% to the total 
disabled population in the count�y.

l 4,23,383 PwD population were mapped 
among which 3,43,277 voted with 80.1% VTR. 
Wheel chair facility was provided in eve�y polling 
stations i.e. 35,739 polling stations had access to 
wheel chairs. 41,669 magnifying glasses, 2,213 
sign language interpreters, 31,515 assistants and 
there were 98 polling stations which were fully 
managed by PwDs. 

l Assured Minimum Facilities were made 
available at all polling booths like signage 
helpdesk, ramp, toilets, d�inking water, separate 
ent�y and exit, lighting and fu�niture.

l Nearly 80% of those who have been 
enrolled have cast their votes and VTR is 100 
percent in the dist�ict of Kolar. 

l P�ima�y data was collected from 1600 
registered persons with disability and 800 non 
registered persons with disability across eight 
dist�icts, two dist�icts from each division, of 
Ka�nataka.

l Rights of persons with disability Act 2016 
has recognized 21 types of disabilities and 
occu�rence of most of them are quite rare in 
nature, for the purpose of analysis we 
reclassified the types of disabilities into six 
catego�ies viz., Visual disability, speech 
disability, Hea�ing impai�ment, Locomotor 
disability, Intellectual disability and all the 
remaining disabilities are classified under 
Others. There were 7.2% respondents with more 
than one disability and 57.5% were locomotor 
disabled, which is the major type of disability in 
our sample respondents. 

l UDID Card was assessed by 64.5% 
reg is te red  and  55.6% non- reg is te red 
respondents. Gove�nment of Ka�nataka 
facilitates the persons with disability with 
pension of 600/- and 1400/- depending on their 
disability. 91.4% registered and 88.1% non-
registered respondents received pension eve�y 
month. 

l I l l i teracy was found among 45.7% 
respondents, and only 4.1% respondents had 
completed graduation. Television was one of the 
p�ime media that played an impo�tant role among 
PwDs in creating awareness. 

Assessment of knowledge regarding some of the 
major factors like minimum age required to 
register under vote�'s roll, vote�'s day celebration 
in India, NOTA option, Braille on EVM, VVPAT 
info�mation and the source of info�mation on the 
election process was addressed among both 
registered and non-registered respondents. 

l 93.5% registered respondents and 94.6% 
non-registered respondents were aware of the 
minimum voting age. 

l Only 2.3% registered and 6% non-
registered respondents knew that 1st Janua�y of 
the year was the date for dete�mining qualifying 
age for registration in electoral rolls. 

l 90.6% registered and 89.5% non-
registered respondents did not know the vote�'s 
day. While only 7.1% registered and 3.8% of the 
non-registered respondents co�rectly knew 
about the date of vote�'s day celebration. Rest of 
the respondents told the inco�rect dates. In 
addition, celebrations of vote�'s day by local 
bodies were known by 6.3% registered and 2.5% 
non-registered respondents. 

l Compared to the other awareness 
programme, Minchina Nondani seemed quite 
popular among registered respondents. 17.4% of 
the non-registered respondents and 59.7% of 
registered respondents were aware about this 
special d�ive 'Minchina nondani'.  

l About  73.8% of  t hose  reg is tered 
respondents were aware about NOTA option as 
a g a i n s t  3 8.3 %  o f  t h e  n o n - re g i s te re d 
respondents. 

l At the aggregate level only 15.1% of 
registered and 11.4% of non-registered were 
aware of Braille signage on EVMs, though 100% 
of registered visually impaired respondents were 
aware about it.  

l A h igher propo� t ion of  registered 
respondents (79.6%) were aware of the VVPAT 
than the non-registered (40%) respondents. 
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In addition to the knowledge on election related 
info�mation, attitude towards voting was also 
examined through a st�uctured questionnaire by 
asking the respondents on the key issues like the 
opinions, behavior, reasons for voting and not 
voting and their wi l l ingness to vote in 
subsequest elections and the findings are as 
follows.

l About 93.2% of the registered respondents 
believed that voting was their �ight as well as 
duty while 84.1% of the respondents considered 
that exercising their �ight of voting matters to 
them. 

l Some of the major reasons for voting were: 
their voting matters, voting is their duty, enabling 
environment (free and fair) created by election 
commission, accessible poll ing station, 
candidate being good and getting registered in 
electoral list, and receiving vote�'s slip. 

l According to the respondents, voters' not 
being present in the location at the time of 
elections was the main reason for not casting the 
vote.  Other reasons mentioned by the 
respondents are that they did not have electoral 
photo ID, polling station was too far, felt insecure 
to visit polling station, transpo�t facility was not 
a�ranged, difficult in accessibility of polling 
station and others. 

l Less propo�tion of respondents also 
mentioned that they did not get their vote�'s slip; 
they did not vote since nothing would change 
and there was no candidate of their choice. 

l A strong and fi�m agreement was found on 
the statements such as: eve�y vote counts, 
voting must be made compulso�y, EVM provided 
accurate results, influence of money and muscle 
has increased in the elections. 

l A high po�tion of respondents disagreed to 
the statements such as: voting is a cumbersome 
process, women should consult the male 
member of the family before voting and they do 
not intend to vote in upcoming elections. 

Fu�ther, to understand the level of pa�ticipation, 
key questions on voter registration, voter 
enrolment process, facilities at the polling station 
and difficulties faced while voting were posed to 
the respondents. 

l 93% of respondents possessed EPIC card 
from more than 5 years. PwDs require some help 
and aid by family members in enroll ing 

themselves under electoral roll. About 71.4% 
registered respondents had ve�y suppo�tive 
fam i l i es  aga ins t  8.8% non- reg i s te red 
respondents. 

l Pe r s o n  f ro m  d e p a � t m e n t  fo r  t h e 
empowe�ment of differently abled and senior 
citizen and BLO's have played a significant role in 
mapping the PwDs. 

l The most commonly used mode of 
registration was, special enrolment d�ive, visit by 
booth level officer for enrolment purpose and by 
visiting local voter enrolment centre. 

l The awareness programmes through tom 
tom, pamphlet, local TV channel, FM radio, street 
plays and others were recognized to be popular 
among PwDs. 

l About 79.4% respondents perceived that 
the enrolment procedure was easy and 0.8% 
respondents said it was difficult. In addition 94% 
respondents opinioned that registration process 
was easier than before because of election 
commissions  inte�vention. 

l Among those who claimed that the 
registration process is difficult was because they 
had to visit the centre multiple times, unf�iendly 
officers no suppo�t from family and f�iends. 

l Awareness regarding 'fo�m 6' is scarce 
among PwDs which needs immediate action.

l Mapping process has made the changes 
with respect to the behaviour of the respondents 
(58.7%), improvement in electoral pa�ticipation 
(68%) and better facilities than earlier (89.3%). 

l Major reasons for visiting the office for 
registration purpose by the respondents more 
than once are lack of proper documents, 
technical issues in office, lack of co-operation 
from officers and demanded money. 

l The main reason for not registe�ing by the 
non-registered respondents is not knowing the 
procedure  to  reg ister  and few of  the 
respondents also believed that registration was 
a cumbersome process. 

l Only 6% of the respondents faced difficulty 
while voting and some of the problems faced 
du�ing voting by these respondents was lack of 
p�io�ity in queue, lack of transpo�t facility, non-
suppo�tive staff members and lack of wheel 
chair facility. 
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who used the app were satisfied. 

l 95.8% registered respondents had never 
heard of CVigil app and only 4.2% respondents 
were aware of it. Among the respondents who 
had heard about the CVigil, only 35.8% had used 
the app. Registered respondents mostly used 
the app to repo�t against co��upt activities 
(38%), against political pa�ties (37%), against 
candidates (17%) and against official machine�y 
(8%).

In inclusion to the close ended questions, open 
ended questions were also asked to the group of 
PwDs. A focus group discussion was conducted 
among PwDs of all the 4 division to understand 
the needs of PwDs. Some of their opinions and 
ideas are summa�ized below. 

l All the pa�ticipants knew the process of 
registration. They either got it registered through 
BLO's or they visited the office themselves. 

l T h e y  s u g g e s t e d  c o n d u c t i n g  t h e 
registration process round the year to avoid the 
crowing of people at the time of elections. 

l Among the awareness activities, the most 
impo�tant were Dangura for Special Enrolment 
Abhiyan and Minchina Nodani, tam-tam, 
pamphlet, brochure, Jatha and Prabhatape�is by 
school children.

l Pa�ticipants info�med that many slogans 
were used to reach out to people like voting is our 
�ight, eve�y vote counts, voting is our duty, the 
festival of democracy, no voter to be left behind, 
eve�y vote has its value, our nation our 
responsibility and so on.

l They believed voting was more of their 
duty and responsibility than �ights and it is 
through the voting count�y can achieve 
economic development. They also believed that 
voting is an activity for mutual welfare and mass 
voting is the means to represent the strength of 
citizens.

l The most commonly found b�ibe in the 
mate�ialistic fo�m was liquor, saree and cooker 
for women, silver coin, and the fake promises. 

l Info�mation on Braille sc�ipt has reached 
people with 1:10 ratio. And there was no 
info�mation provided to them on post cards and 
letters.  

l Most of the respondents told that wheel 
chair facility and ramps were available in all the 

l High propo�tion of the respondents 
confi�med that most of the facilities existed at 
the polling stations and these facilities were 
accessed by PwDs except sign language 
interpreter, magnifying glass and companion to 
assist PwDs. 

l 94.4% non-registered respondents said 
they would vote if processed vote�'s ID. 

SVEEP is an effective programme conducted to 
reach out to public through info�mation, 
education and communication activities. It is 
necessa�y to analyze the impact of SVEEP 
inte�vention on PwDs as well. The key elements 
like recall rate of election campaign, knowledge 
about NSVP, websites, Icons, edutainment 
mate�ials, ELC's are measured through p�ima�y 
su�vey. 

l 79.7% registered respondents and 77.7% of 
non registered respondents could recall the 
va�ious campaigns done by the election 
commission conducted du�ing the time of 
election. 

l Respondents gathered info�mation mostly 
through activities rallies, prabhat phe�is, 
loudspeakers announcements followed by TV 
adve�tisements and programmes, cultural/ 
ente�tainments and posters, hoardings and 
publicity. 

l 94.4% of the respondents repo�ted that 
they received messages related to voting dates 
and schedules while 89.9% of the respondents 
were info�med that that voting was their �ight 
and duty. 

l Among the registered respondents 
majo�ity (88.6%) of the respondents recalled the 
tagline 'no voter to be left behind' followed by 
'festive of democracy (80.1%) and inclusive, 
accessible and ethical elections Ka�nataka 
(61.6%). 

l Role of Icons were analyzed by testing the 
recall rates. C�icket players Rahul Dravid and M S 
Dhoni has high recall rates. Ashwini Angadi was 
herself a PwD who promoted the election related 
campaign but was less recalled and same was 
t h e  c a s e  w i t h  G i � i s h a  H o s a n a g a r a 
Nagarajagowda. 

l PwD app was popular only among 4% 
registered respondents and 37.5% among them 
used for registration, booking wheel chair or to 
book transpo�t facility. And 31% among those 
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polling station but the utilization of these wheel 
chairs were not satisfacto�y. 

The last section of the repo�t deals with 
Recommendations and suggestion in order to 
pull in the marginalized group of PwDs into 
electoral roll. 

l PwDs has to be counseled and educated 
regarding the impo�tance of voting. They have to 
be given impo�tance and made to realize that 
they are an active pa�t of dynamic economy. 

l It was also noticed that PwDs responded 
that they felt insecure to visit polling stations to 
vote. Hence promoting alte�native way of voting 
and online voting can solve the problem. 

l Ease the registration process and voting 
process can build a confidence among PwDs. 

l Educating the PwDs with the help of a well 
qualified PwD may b�ing in hope and positivity 
among PwDs. 

l Eve�y Gram Panchyat should have special 
registration campaign on National Voters Day 
celebration and make sure that all the elegible 
PwDs are registered on that day. 

l Awareness on PwD app, cvigil and toll free 
number has to be strengthened.

l Youths of �ural and local regions can be 
motivated to volunteer du�ing election times to 
help the illiterates, old age population and PwDs. 
Usage of the PwD app can be assisted by college 
students thereby helping the needy and 
stimulating themselves into the election 
procedure and understanding the democratic 
system in the count�y. This leads to self-training 
of youths for a better future. 

l Rebuild the t�ust of people in the election 
process and democracy of the count�y. Many 
PwDs feel their voice is unheard and voter goes 
in vain. This can be stipulated by spreading 
awareness on NOTA, promoting voting duty with 
the help of popular ICONS and promising a better 
tomo�row. 





CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION
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¹ Electors / Voters having one among the 21 disabilities as mentioned by the Rights of Persons with Disabilities Act 2016 are te�med as 
voters with disabilities. In addition, if a person who has reduced mobility and/locomotor function and/or physical coordination due to 
age, tempora�y ailment, pregnancy and other disease, and needs to be facilitated to get registered and to vote are te�med as electors 
/ voters with reduced mobility and physical functions. 

1.1: Background of the Study

Eve�y vote counts, No Voter to be Left Behind. 
The secret ballot is the co�nerstone of 
democracy and the �ight to vote is universal. 
These are the absolutes of election �ights, and 
are among the phrases which motivate, even 
inspire, election workers, to ca��y out free and 
fair elections. These intensions in many elections 
are rarely extended to citizens with disabilities. 

However, in India, provisions under Rule 49N of 
the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, ECI 
guidelines, and Supreme Cou�t orders directly 
address the issue of assistance to persons with 
disabilities¹. Under Rule 49N, if owing to 
blindness or other physical infi�mities an elector 
is unable to recognise the symbol on the EVM or 
unable to record vote by pressing the 
approp�iate button thereon, the presiding officer 
shall pe�mit the elector to take with him a 
companion of not less than eighteen years of age 
to the voting compa�tment for recording the vote 
on his behalf and in accordance with his wishes. 

l Pol l ing personnel  are to be given 
approp�iate directions and sensitized through 
training classes about the special needs of the 
disabled and to be cou�teous and to provide the 
necessa�y suppo�t to them at the polling station.

l Pe�manent ramps to be provided in all 
public buildings where polling stations are 
located. Full facility should be provided for such 
electors to take their wheelchair inside the 
polling station. Where pe�manent ramps have 
not been provided, tempora�y ramps have to be 
provided. 

l Sufficient publicity to be given well in 
advance in p�int and electronic media about the 
availability of facilities so that the persons with 
disabilities are aware of the facilities beforehand, 
and are thus encouraged going and exercising 
their franchise.

l Obse�vers should also ensure that such 
facilities are given; the absence of such facilities 
should be notified to the respective Gove�nment 
for remedial/future action.

To make elections accessible to persons with 
disabilities, effo�ts have been taken up in past 
years. A well designed framework of guidelines 
has been directed by Commission for facilitating 
PwDs at eve�y step in the electoral process. 
Many States and Union Te��ito�ies have done 
exempla�y work for overcoming the ba��iers and 
creating accessible and f�iendly environment for 
PwDs. The Inte�national Conference on 
'Inclusion of Persons with Disabilities (PwDs) in 
Electoral Processes', held in Janua�y, 2018, aided 
to consolidate and gain from inte�national 
expe�ience. Fu�ther on 3rd and 4th July 2018, the 
Election Commission of India organized a 
National Consultation on Accessible Elections at 
'The Lalit', New Delhi, wherein all the 36 Chief 
Electoral Officers and representatives from Civil 
Society Organisations, working in the field of 
Disability deliberated upon ways and means to 
make elections completely accessible to 
Persons with Disabilities.

The Closing Session of the National Consultation 
on Accessible Elections was graced by the 
p r e s e n c e  o f  H o n ' b l e  C h i e f  E l e c t i o n 
Commissioner Mr O. P. Rawat, and Election 
Commissioners Mr Sunil Arora and Mr Ashok 
Lavasa. In the closing session, the Commission 
announced the following measures for the 
facilitation of PwDs.

l P�inting of EPIC (Electors Photo Identity 
Card) with Braille for Persons with Visual 
Impai�ment or Blind,

l Accessible Communication 
 Awareness Mate�ials

l A Mobile Application to motivate 
 and educate 

l Appointment of Disability Coordinators at 
AC, Dist�ict and State Level 5. Cascaded 
training on Accessibility to Poll officials

l Auxilia�y Polling Stations 

l Accessible Photo Voter Slips

l Sign Language window in all the audio 
visual training and adve�tisement content 
mate�ial for the convenience of deaf persons
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l Free Transpo�t Facility for PwDs and their 
Assistants

l A new Accessible Div ision in India 
Inte�national Institute of Democracy and 
Electoral Management (IIIDEM), New Delhi. 

Strategic Framework for Accessible Elections

The deliberations held du�ing the two day 
consultation resulted in a comprehensive, 
“Strategic Framework on Accessible Elections” 
which helped electoral process more accessible 
in the fo�thcoming State and National Elections. 
It was a significant step in pursuit of Election 
Commission's mission to leave no voter behind. 
The Strategic Framework on Accessible 
Elections is built around sensitization through 
education and training, community involvement 
of different sections of society, effective 
pa�tnership with institutions and o�igination and 
creation of facilities to cater to the specific needs 
of Persons with Disabilities (PwDs) with a view to 
increasing their pa�ticipation. The Strategic 
Framework shall inter alia include the following 
components: 

1. Ba��iers: 
 Continuous Identification and Solutions 

Identifying ba��iers and finding solutions to the 
same has to be a continuous process. A system 
of regular, pe�iodic feedback shall be taken up. 
Wel l  designed approach with strategic 
inte�ventions including technology integration 
can help in obliterating ba��iers.  

2. Voter Registration & Polling

Database on PwDs, identified through mapping 
or initial voter registration, shall be efficiently 
and effectively used for follow up steps in the 

electoral process and the monito�ing system for 
feedback, evaluation and consolidation. Polling 
stations shall be made accessible to all Persons 
with disabilities based on mapping of PwD 
electors and their specific needs  

3. Inclusive Voter Education 

Customised voter education to cater to the 
different requirements of PwDs shall be taken up 
to empower them for electoral pa�ticipation. All 
voter education content shall be accessible 
fo�mat. Focussed and need based inte�ventions 
shall be taken up under ECI's flagship voter 
education programme SVEEP to engage PwDs 
and also to sensitise their f�iends, families, 
polling officials, secu�ity officials and all other 
stakeholders.  

4. Leveraging Technology 
 for Accessible Elections 

This would essentially include (i) User f�iendly 
websites for PwDs of different catego�ies. (ii) 
Accessible Technological Tools for facilitating 
PwDs of different catego�ies to cast their vote 
(iii) Solutions for assisting voters with disabilities 
through technological innovation, research and 
integration. (iv) Accessible Media including 
Social Media Communications.  

5. Research, Study and Knowledge sha�ing

A continuous search for best practices, 
inte�national and domestic, through detailed 
study and research on all areas of pa�ticipation 
by PwDs and sha�ing of expe�iences to help 
fo�mulate enabling policies and inte�ventions, to 
aid, assist and facilitate the pa�ticipation of 
PwDs. 

6. Role of Pa�tner Depa�tments 

To exp lore  and bu i ld  pa� tnersh ip  and 
commitment with Minist�ies and Depa�tments to 
evolve and ca��y fo�ward the inte�ventions to 
electoral pa�ticipation of PwDs.  

7. Role of Educational Institutions 

The Commission has already issued directions 
for setting up of Electoral Literacy Clubs (ELCs) 
in educational institutions etc. Setting up of ELCs 
in educational institutions dedicated to the PwDs 
shall be expedited and the ELC resources shall 
be customised to match disability requirements. 
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8. Role of CSOs 

To assess the potential of CSO's and assign 
specific role in assisting equal access and 
capacity building through well designed 
pa� tnerships.  CSO's potent ia l  to bui ld 
pa�tnerships should be utilised subject to their 
non pa�tisan nature. 

9. Role of Media 

Utilise the potential of Media in taking fo�ward 
voter education and to engage PwD's for 
increasing their electoral pa�ticipation. Media 
can actively cont�ibute to an effective and 
successful  integration of persons with 
disabilities in the electoral process.  

10. Poll Volunteers 

Poll volunteers from among future voters can be 
organized from educational institutions, and 
Chunav Pathshala, (ELCs for Communities) and 
trained to assist PwDs, besides from among 
NCC/NSS/NYKS and other non-pa�tisan 
volunta�y groups. The initiative will be subject to 
provisions of Rule 49N.

11. Training and Sensitization of Staff 

Training and sensitization of the election is 
impo�tant so that they are empathetic to the 
needs of PwD voters. The training shall be 
factored into regular training to the staff as also 
for the registration and facilitation of the PwDs.  

12. Alte�native Voting methods 

Alte�native voting methods like advance voting 
or early voting, voting from home, Postal vote, 
transpo�t assistance to PwDs or mobile polling 
station concept shall be looked at without 
compromising on the essential requirements of 
sanctity and secrecy of vote.  

13. Legislative Initiative

The scope of  ass istance to  PwDs for 
pa�ticipation is wide and diverse. Need for 
legislation shall be examined for enhancing 
electoral pa�ticipation of the PwDs.  

14. Special 4 tiered Committees on  
 Accessible Elections 

Committees shall be fo�med at National, State, 
Dist�ict and Assembly Constituency level with 
members from depa� tments as wel l  as 
stakeholders to review implementation of the 
directions of the Commission on 'Accessible 
Elections'.

Ka�nataka, with its theme as “Inclusive, 
Accessible and Ethical Elections” for Assembly 
Elections 2018 & Loksabha Elections 2019, 
worked towards the aim of  “No Voter to be left 
behind” as “Eve�y vote counts and is valuable”. 
Most of the strategic frameworks for accessible 
election were adopted and PwDs were 
encouraged to register their names in the 
electoral rolls and to vote. As per the plan, the 
Election Commission has made endeavour to 
provide all necessa�y facilities required for the 
PwDs, details are spelt in chapter 2. 

As a pa�t of the strategic framework, PwDs were 
mapped in the state with the help of Directorate 
of empowe�ment of specially abled and senior 
citizens. Through systematic Mapping, in 
Ka�nataka, 4,23,433 PwDs were identified. 
However as per 2011 census the number of 
disabled (18+) population in Ka�nataka is 
9,82,288(T); 587414(R) and 394874(U). Using 
2011 census data as the base line, PwD 
population(18+)  was  projected for the year 
2019 and the total number tu�ned out to be 
10,68,940(T) , 6,37,691(R) and 4,31,249(U). 
Juxtaposing the mapped PwDs and the 
projected PwD population, it was found that the 
mapped numbers constituted only only 40% of 
the total 18+ PwD population. In this background, 
it is intended to understand the reasons for the 
missed out PwD population from the electoral 
process and also know the impact of the facilities 
provided for PwD voters and adopted strategies 
for increasing the rate of PwD voters' tu�nout.



Snap shot of PwDs info�mation and facilities provided for 
PwDs Voters du�ing Lok Sabha Elections 2019

1.  No of PwDs mapped  - 4,23,383

2.  No of PwDs voted  - 343277

3.  VTR(%) - 80.1

4.  No of Locations of PSs                       - 35,739

5.  No of Wheel Chairs - 35,739

6.  No of Magnifying Glasses                      -  41,669

7.  No of sign language interpreters           - 2,213 

8.  No of Assistants                            - 31,515

9.  Polling Stations fully managed by PwDs(No.) - 98 

In the light of the above discussion, the cu�rent study t�ies to address the following objectives

1.3:  Geographic Coverage and 
 Sampling Design:

Based on the info�mation on percentage of PwDs 
mapped, eight dist�icts two from each division 
are selected (see Table 1.1). From each division, 
dist�icts are chosen such that one dist�ict with 
high percentage mapped and one with low 
percentage mapped and also VTR.  

From each dist�ict two Assembly constituencies 
are chosen based on the number of PwD 
electors. 

From each Assembly constituency 15 to 20 
polling stations are chosen and from each polling 
station 5 to 7 registered PwD voters and 3 to 4 
unregistered PwD voters are randomly chosen to 
understand the awareness, attitude and 
pa�ticipation among the PwD voters. Total 
number of Registered PwD voters to be chosen 
is around 1,600 and unregistered PwD voters is 
around 800 totalling to 2400 for the su�vey.

Fu�ther from these dist�icts 10 polling stations 
fully managed by PwD in the Lok Sabha election 
is  chosen to understand the effect ive 
pe�fo�mance of the polling stations. Study also 
includes case studies, success sto�ies etc..  

1.2:  Objectives of the study:

1. To evaluate the extent of PwDs not mapped 
in the 2019 Lok sabha election and examine 
the reasons for not pa�ticipating in the 
electoral process.

2. To evaluate the required facilities and 
suppo�t available for Persons with 
Disabilities voters.

3. To examine the strategies adopted for 
electoral awareness among the PwD voters 
and identification / registration of PwD 
voters.

4. To evaluate the outcome of the special 
focussed initiatives taken for increasing 
voters' tu�n out with specific references to 
PwDs.

5. To identify and show case the success 
sto�ies, innovative activities, best practices 
of PwD initiatives for documentation and 
dissemination 

6. To assess the pe�fo�mance of the PwD 
polling booths, fully managed by PwD 
officials and staff.

7. To assess the impact of the awareness 
campa igns  t h rough  PwD Icons  in 
motivating the PwD voters

012
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Table 1.1: The chosen dist�icts, ACs and PwD handled polling stations are as follows:

   Dist�icts AC Name and Number Polling Stations 
         handled by PwD

Bangalore Division Bangalore Urban Pulakeshinagar(159) PS No. 175

   Yeshvanthapura(153)  

  Kolar Mulabagal(145)  

   Malur(149)  PS No. 74

Belgaum Division Belgaum Chikkodi Sadalga(2) PS No. 215

   Khanapur(14)  

  Uttara Kannada  Ka�war(77)  PS. No 211

   Sirsi(80)  

Gulbarga Division Kalburgi Chittapur(40)  PS No. 42

   Gulbarga Rural(43) PS. No. 181

  Raichur Raichur Rural(53)  

   Sindhanur(58)  PS No. 105

Mysore Division Mysore Chamundeshwa�i(215) PS No. 227

   H D Kote(213)  PS No. 177

  Mandya          Malavalli (186)  PS No. 171 

   Maddur(187) 

First stage 

8 dist�icts. 
Two dist�icts 
from each 
Administrative 
Division 

Second Stage

From each 
Dist�ict two 
Assembly 
Constituencies 
are chosen.

Third Stage

From each Assembly 
constituency , 10 to12 Polling 
stations are chosen  based on 
number of registered PwDs and 
from each polling station 8 to 10 
respondents were randomly 
chosen . Thus sample size in 
each AC are100 registered and 
50 non registered PwDs

Total sample size:

8*2*100=1600 
Registered PwDs and 
8*2*50=800 Non 
Registered PwDs 
totaling to 2400 sample 
respondents.Thus 
sample size in each AC 
are100 registered and 
50 non registered PwDs

One, LOW percentage of 
PwD mapped dist�ict

One, HIGH percentage of 
PwD mapped dist�ict



Process of Fieldwork:

Based on the list of registered PwDs, polling 
stat ion wise, prov ided by the Election 
commission 10 to 12 polling stations were chosen 
for each assembly constituency. Choices of the 
polling stations were based on the number of 
registered PwDs. i.e., polling stations with higher 
number of PwDs were chosen for the su�vey. 
Villages' co�responding to the chosen polling 
station was the sta�ting point of our field work. In 
each of the chosen village, house listing was 
done based on the characte�istic, presence or 
absence of the PwDs and if present registered in 
the electoral roll or not. From the list of the 
registered PwDs in a village 8 to 10 PwDs were 
randomly chosen. In majo�ity of the villages 
chosen for the su�vey, hardly one and mostly nil 
non registered PwDs existed. Finding non 
registered PwDs was a big challenge. In order to 
get 50 non registered in an assembly 
constituency, one had to go around most of the 
villages coming under that constituency. 
Majo�ity of the time snowball sampling technique 
was used to identify the non registered PwDs. As 
can be seen in the fu�ther analysis, 80% of the 
non registered PwDs are in the age group 18 to 
20 years i.e., who have just completed the official 
age to be able for registration and would be 
waiting to register in due course. Mindset of 
majo�ity would be to get themselves registered 
only when needed i.e., the next election. Uttar 
Kannada dist�ict had mapped 100% du�ing 2018 
and the investigators found it extremely difficult 
to identify non registered PwDs. Uttar Kannada 
dist�ict had also received an award for this 
successful mapping from Election commission. 
From two assembly constituencies only 65 non 
registered PwDs were identified and all are those 
who completed 18 years after the mapping 
exercise.  

In Bangalore city, no Su�vey was conducted to 
map the PwDs and finding even the registered 
PwDs were ve�y difficult as most of them were 
not reciding in the address listed in the electoral 
roll. Bangalore city alone took more than two 
months to complete the su�vey. 

From this knowledge, mist�y of the missing PwDs 
between census figures and Depa�tment figures 
are still a puzzle and su�vey did not throw any 
light in this respect.

1.4 Research Methodology : 

Quantitative Su�vey

A St�uctured questionnaire was designed with 
the inputs from Election Commission and was 
translated in Kannada to collect the data. 

Qualitative Su�vey

Quantitative Su�vey will provide us a macro view 
of the scena�io existing at the ground level. To 
add to this macro perspective that was obtained 
on the basis of the su�vey of about 2400 PwD 
respondents, case studies of 10 polling stations 
handled by the PwDs,  Focused Group 
Discussions; some success sto�ies etc. would 
also be documented. 

1.5:  Study Implementation

This section provides info�mation on the 
operational details of the study. The su�vey 
enumerators, supe�visors and facilitator 
unde�went online training for two days (two 
sessions per day) on va�ious aspects related to 
the conduct of the fieldwork. The four sessions 
of the training programme covered a range of 
topics relating to fieldwork and other impo�tant 
aspects of the study. The following topics were 
covered du�ing the sessions:

I. Day One

Session I: Introduction to the project and its 
objectives and Research Methodology 

Session II: Method of su�vey of Registered PwDs

II. Day Two

Session I: Method of Su�vey of Non registered 
PwDs  and Mock testing of questionnaires. 

Session II: Data Ent�y in Excel

Du�ing the sessions, it was emphasized that the 
team was expected to respect the �ights and 
dignity of all PwD su�vey respondents. At the end 
of each training day, field enumerators also 
conducted mock inte�views with each other in 
order to identify and address teething problems 
related to the fieldwork and to familia�ize the 
enumerators with the practical issues of the 
fieldwork.
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6. While conducting the inte�view, it was 
ensured that only the respondent answered the 
questions, and that there were no inputs or 
influences (or prodding) from others even if they 
were from the same family/household.

7. The enumerators were inst�ucted not to 
disclose the responses of any respondent to 
other respondents, even if they insisted on doing 
so. This was done to ensure p�ivacy and 
confidentiality and also to ensure that responses 
from one respondent did not influence the 
responses of another respondent.

8. The whole inte�view was conducted in 
such a manner that eve�y respondent was made 
to feel as being engaged in the process rather 
than being treated as a mere info�mation-giver.

9. Gender roles, cultural and demographic 
features were constantly considered while 
conducting the fieldwork, especially in the 
qualitative component of the study.

10. Even du�ing FGDs and IDIs (In-depth 
Inte�views), ethical considerations were taken 
care of. Moderators and facilitators were 
inst�ucted that no one should be forced to 
pa�ticipate in the exercise, and that it should be 
entirely volunta�y and on his/her free will. The 
whole purpose of the exercise was explained and 
only the willing members were selected as 
pa�ticipants.

11. Du�ing the conduct of FGDs and IDIs, the 
respect and dignity of each pa�ticipant was 
m a i n t a i n e d .  A l t h o u g h  t h e  m o d e r a t o r 
encouraged eve�y pa�ticipant to actively 
pa�ticipate and cont�ibute to the discussion, no 
one was forced to give their opinion or 
pa�ticipate as per the desire of the moderator. 
Pa�ticipation was ensured using a discussion 
guide and ce�tain prompts and none of the 
pa�ticipants was coerced to provide his/her 
opinion.

1.6: Ethical Considerations

While conducting the su�vey, a number of ethical 
considerations were taken into account. Some of 
them are as follows:

1. When the enumerators initially approached 
the respondents, they were required to provide a 
fo�mal introduction about himself/herself and the 
institution on whose behalf he/she was working. 
The enumerator info�med respondents about the 
purpose of the visit and also about the nature 
and purpose of the study.

2. After ensu�ing that the respondents had a 
clear Idea about the purpose of enumerato�'s 
visit and of the study, the respondents were 
info�med about the approximate time the whole 
exercise would take.

3. Upon conveying the relevant introducto�y 
info�mation to the respondents, they were asked 
for their consent to whether they would like to go 
ahead and pa�ticipate in the exercise. The 
enumerators clearly explained to each 
respondent that they had the �ight to say 'NO' to 
the exercise and it would be ca��ied out only if 
they were willing to pa�ticipate in it.

4. The respondents were also told that they 
had the �ight to te�minate the inte�view at any 
point of the exercise and also that they had the 
option of not responding to any pa�ticular 
question or questions if they did not wish to 
answer them.

5. Inte�views were conducted only after 
ensu�ing that the respondents were comfo�table 
with the process and the su�roundings. In most 
cases, the enumerators visited the household of 
the respondents, which made the respondents 
comfo�table as they were present at their own 
homes. The respondents were told that they 
should freely answer the questions as their 
identity would, at no stage of the study, be 
disclosed. They were info�med that even the 
repo�t would consist of just the analysis on the 
basis of their responses and that, their names 
and identity of household will not be disclosed at 
any stage.
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Process & facilitations for persons with disabilities to get registered 
in electoral roll:

Eve�y Indian citizen with disability or reduced mobility / functions who 
has attained the age of 18 years on the qualifying date i.e. first day of 
Janua�y of the year of revision of electoral roll, unless othe�wise 
disqualified of c�ime or unsound mind as declared by a competent 
cou�t, is eligible to be registered as a voter in the roll of the pa�t/polling 
area of the constituency of which he/she is a resident.

An eligible person with disability or reduced mobility / physical 
functions can get enrolled in electoral roll by filling Fo�m 6 inclusive of 
info�mation about one's disability online at www.nvsp.in and uploading 
the necessa�y documents.

One can also enrol at voter enrolment centres or the offices of Electoral 
Registration Officers / Assistant Electoral Registration Officers, which 
will be accessible for persons with disabilities and reduced mobility / 
physical functions, by filling Fo�m 6 in two copies which are available 
free of cost at such centres / offices and annexing copies of the 
relevant documents. In case of any assistance / facilitation of 
communication required in filling the fo�m, the same would be provided 
at both offices. The fo�ms can also be sent by post to Electoral 
Registration Officer / Assistant Electoral Registration Officer. Copies of 
Fo�m 6 will also be available with Booth Level Officers who can come to 
the residence of a person with disability and register him/her on 
request for the same. Apa�t from the above, civil society organisations 
can post a request to ERO/AERO to conduct accessible registration 
camps for persons with disabilities associated with them in their 
campus. 

Documents to be enclosed with Fo�m 6.

One recent passpo�t size coloured photograph, duly affixed in the box 
given for the purpose in Fo�m 6 and photo-copies of documenta�y 
proof of age if between 18 and 21 years of age and proof of residence 
are required to be enclosed with Fo�m 6.  The list of documenta�y proof 
of age and residence which can be enclosed with Fo�m 6 can be 
refe�red in the guidelines enclosed with Fo�m 6. 
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SVEEP Action Plan Towards 
PwD In Ka�nataka

2.1: Inclusive and Accessible 
Elections for Persons with Disability

Election Commission with the premise of 'No 
voter to be left behind' and is committed to 
inclusion of all catego�ies of voters in the 
electoral process to achieve the desired 
objective of universal adult suffrage as per its 
constitutional and legislative mandate. The 
Commission is committed to build an equal 
access framework for empowe�ing Persons with 
D isab i l i t i es  (PwDs)  suppo� ted  by  t he 
fundamentals of responsiveness' respect and 
dignity to enhance elector confidence among 
them; and suppo�t initiatives for improved 
se�vice offe�ings to enhance their electoral 
pa�ticipation. 

Commission has directed for inclusion of the 
pwDs in electoral process from time to time 
especially in the wake of Supreme Cou�t 
Judgments. Commission through National 
Consultation with the Stakeholders �ight from 
the Dist�ict level through State level and 
considered recommendations have emerged 
from the Cascaded set of Consultations and 
released its document Strategic Framework on 
Accessible Elections which has been spelt out in 
the previous chapter. The Election Commission 
of India revised the strategic framework on 
accessible elections to ease the voting for all the 
citizens. The main aim was to avoid the exclusion 
of voters from the list and make the voting 
process easy and accessible to all catego�ies of 
people. PwDs were less encouraged by their 
family due to their physical inconvenience and 
now it is the other way sto�y after the 
introduction of SVEEP. Through the strategic 
framework by Ka�nataka, many of the good 
practices and new initiatives like identification of 
ba��iers and solutions, better voter registration 
and polling, inclusive voter education, leverage 
technology for accessible elections, role of 
pa�tner depa�tments and many more are 
incorporated. In order to enhance the electoral 
pa�ticipation of the persons with Physical 
Disabilities so as to make elections accessible to 
all, the strategies adopted by the Commission as 
a pa�t of Systematic Voters' Education and 
Electoral Pa�ticipation (SVEEP)  are 

l Mapping of all 18+ PwDs and registration

l Increased voter tu�nout of PwD
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l Providing facilities to PwDs du�ing 
registration and polling day and also 
at polling stations.

l Generating awareness including 
EVM/VVPAT

l Generating awareness on 
EVM/VVPAT, MCC, etc.

l Improvement of overall expe�ience of 
voting.

l Check your name in the electoral roll.

l Awareness about date and timings of Poll.

On the basis of declarations made in the national 
consultation on Accessible Elections the election 
commission of India (ECI), the strategic 
framework on Accessible elections is built 
around sensitization through education and 
training, community involvement of different 
sections of society, effective pa�tnership with 
institutions and o�iginations and creation of 
facilities to cater to the specific needs of persons 
with disabilities (PwD) with a view to increasing 
their pa�ticipation. 

The first task was to identify the ba��iers and find 
solution which is a continuous process. A system 
of regular, pe�iodic feedback was prepared with 
well-designed strategic inte�vention approach 
using the technology integration. Many activities 
were unde�taken on a continued basis to remove 
the obstacle voters may encounter by making 
improvements to the electoral process, including 
communication and administrative process 
du�ing general election to legislative assembly of 
Ka�nataka 2018 under the guidance of the ECI. 
Door to door su�vey for identifying PwDs, 
providing training for both election workers and 
election staffs, better community outreach 
programme, implementing new voting tools like 
Braille and magnifiers, assured minimum facility, 
improved website accessibility, communication 
campaign. PwDs were thoroughly helped with 
identifying and registration effectively and 
efficiently. They were provided with online 
registration in case the candidates were found 
missing from vote�'s list. Good percentages of 
people were registered du�ing the special 
registration camps and PwD f�iendly registration 
in addition to which dist�ibution of EPIC cards 
were also done. All the assured minimum 
facilities like d�inking water, wheel chairs, toilets, 
first aid, chairs, benches and covered shelters 
were also provided. 
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Seconda�y Education depa�tment. Const�uction 
and repairs of buildings, roads and culve�ts and 
providing these facilities comes under the 
ju�isdiction of Panchayat Raj Institutions and 
Urban Local Bodies and implemented by the 
enginee�ing depa�tments under va�ious 
schemes. The awareness programmes were 
unde�taken in association with �ural and urban 
local bodies and with welfare depa�tments of 
exclusive groups and also depa�tment of 
in fo�mat ion  and pub l ic  re la t ions .  The 
infrast�ucture and functiona�ies of all the 
depa�tments were utilized for implementation of 
SVEEP Activities, revision of electoral roll and 
awareness programmes. Convergence of 
depa�tmental schemes were unde�taken to 
ensure optimal results. These activities were 
implemented by dovetailing from depa�tmental 
scheme funds.

2.2.2: Coordination Committees and their 
functions:

The following committees at state, dist�ict, taluk 
and gram panchayat levels were constituted for 
implementation and monito�ing of planned 
activities and to b�ing in coordination among 
va�ious depa�tments to implement these 
activities.

Voter education and outreach for PwD is an 
inte�nal pa�t of SVEEP plans. Continuous suppo�t 
was provided by all the pa�ties and pa�tner 
depa�tments. The committees like NSS, NCC, 
NYK etc provided volunteers to motivate a 
create awareness among PwDs. The publicity 
was given by means of p�int and electronic media 
including social media besides holding meetings 
with political pa�ties and candidates. The 
pa�tnership with minist�ies and depa�tments 
were made evolve and ca��y fo�ward the 
inte�ventions to facilitate electoral pa�ticipation 
of PwDs. In addition, the educational institutions 
were provided with directions for setting up 
ELCs to spread awareness and resources of 
ELCs were customized to match disability 
requirements. The media was potentially utilized 
to take fo�ward the voter education and to 
engage PwDs for increasing their electoral 
pa�ticipation which impacted on the successful 
integration of PwDs in electoral process.

2.2: Strategies adopted in administe�ing the 
Action Plan: 

SVEEP action plan for General Elections to the 
Legislative Assembly 2018 was fo�mulated on 
the evidence based planning and followed by 
st�uctured implementation. Inclusivity is a factor 
that shows the path towards social justice. 
Special initiatives were designed to ensure all 
voters in general and PwDs in pa�ticular would 
take pa�t in elections. The state also aimed to 
specifically make the process of the election 
accessible to those individuals who were 
specially-abled through the provision of facilities 
that cater to their needs. Elections in general and 
the process of voting in pa�ticular were 
conducted ethically. A programme to sensitize 
voters to vote ethically without any inducements 
was emphasized. Steps taken as a pa�t of action 
plan are: 

2.2.1: Convergence of Schemes & Finance:

The polling stations were generally in school 
buildings or other gove�nment buildings. They 
were also set up in p�ivate buildings only when 
suitable gove�nment buildings were not 
available. These buildings should were in good 
condition to conduct elections. The Assured 
Minimum Facilities in polling stations such as 
Ramps, Sheds, Seating a�rangements, Wheel 
chairs, Waiting rooms, D�inking water, Toilets, 
etc. were provided for PwD voters. The buildings 
were mainly under the control of P�ima�y and 
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Table 2.1: Committees fo�med at Va�ious Levels.

Committee at State Level

1 Chief Electoral Officer (CEO)       Chai�man

2 P�incipal Secreta�y Women and Child Development Member

3 Director, Depa�tment of Empowe�ment of Specially abled 
 and Senior citizens Member

4 Joint CEO 2         Member

5 Senior Consultant SVEEP Member Secreta�y

Committee at Dist�ict Level 

1 Chief Executive Officer (CEO ZP)      Chai�man

2 NGO Representatives (two)       Member

3 Dist�ict Officer for PwD       Member

4 Dist�ict Health Officer        Member

5 Deputy Director Women and Child Development     Member Secreta�y

Committee at Taluk Level

1 Executive Officer (EO), Taluk Panchayath     Chai�man

2 Taluk Health Officer (THO)       Member

3 Representatives of Multipurpose Rehabilitation Workers   Member
 (MRW) / NGOs (two in number) 

4 Child Development Project Officer (CDPO)     Member Secreta�y

Committee at Gram Panchayat Level

1 Secreta�y of Gram Panchayat (GP)      Chai�man

2 Village Accountant        Member

3 Representative of Multipurpose Rehabilitation Workers (two in number)   Member

4 Representative of Local Anganawadi workers     Member

5 Representative of local Asha workers      Member Secreta�y
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The functions of the above committees are as 
follows:

a. Prepared a new database of PwDs on the 
basis of database maintained by Dept of 
Disability/ Social Welfare/ Hospitals or CMOs 
conce�ned dist�icts/ AC/ or village wise and 
disseminated to BLOs and prepared database 
through BLOs and maintain the info�mation in the 
BLO register on their disability to help in 
facilitation.

b. Ensured all facilities were provided to the 
PwDs to enroll as electors by providing all the 
presc�ibed fo�ms, identity and residence proofs 
as required.

c. Identified the persons with disability, 
polling station wise and the nature of disability 
too. They provided wheel chair or any other 
required facility for their easy movement and to 
vote comfo�tably at the polling station. They 
need not had to stand in queue and also provide 
easy parking facilities for their vehicles near the 
polling stations.

d. The Gove�nment employees who were 
disabiled were encouraged to work in elections 
at the polling stations and in other election 
related works.

e. Identified community Radio networks or 
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Table 2.2: Funds Providee for va�ious SVEEP Activities

Sl.  Depa�tment Funds Provided  Utilized funds for 
No  (Rs. in lakhs)

1 Election Commission   93 SVEEP activities
 of India (ECI)  

2 Finance Depa�tment of GOK 1500 SVEEP activities

3 Finance Depa�tment of GOK 4500 providing  basic  facilities 
    in  the polling booths   

4 P�ima�y and Seconda�y   2022  providing  basic  facilities 
 Education Depa�tment   in  the polling booths    

5 Grama Panchayats (6200) 852 providing wheel chairs 

6 Depa�tment  of  Info�mation 520    Publicity and Awareness 
 and public relations (DIPR)  

7 Women and Child Development 10.4 Preparation of campaign mate�ials 
    and setting up of pink booths 

8 Social Welfare Depa�tment 21  Preparation  of  Creative  mate�ials 
    like video films, brochures and 
    conduct of awareness programmes

 Total 9519  

2.2.3: Dovetailing of Funds:

The funds dovetailed for General Election to 
Legislative Assembly of Ka�nataka 2018 is given 
below. The funds were spent mainly aimed to 
make aware exclusive groups the �ights and 
impo�tance of elections and providing basic 
facilities in the polling stations

magazines, channels, etc for PwDs to pa�tner.

f. Special camp and campaign was taken up 
to register PwDs and such camps were widely 
publicized.

g. Conduct of Meetings: The Dist�ict, Taluk 
and GP level meetings were held frequently to 
ensure that the above issues are addressed fully. 
The Director PwD to review the progress eve�y 
week and repo�t to CEO's office eve�y Saturday.

'March of Ka�nataka' providing complete 
info�mation about registration of voters and 
other activities of elections.

d. Brought out an info�mation booklet on 
elections and dist�ibuted among voters.

(ii) Revenue Depa�tment

The depa�tment is fully involved in the enrolment 
of voters updating of electoral rolls, finalizing 
polling stations, infrast�ucture, human resource 
and all the processes of election including 
sensitization of EVM and VVPAT.

(iii) Urban Development Depa�tment, 
 BBMP & Urban Local Bodies

All the Urban Local Bodies took active pa�t in the 
enrolment of voters updating of electoral rolls, 

2.2.4: Cont�ibution of Va�ious Depa�tments

The major depa�tments extended their suppo�t 
in providing their man power, infrast�ucture and 
pa�ticipated in awareness programs. The details 
of cont�ibutions made by the depa�tments are 
given below.

(i) Depa�tment of Info�mation and Public 
Relations (DIPR) The depa�tment ca��ied out 
publicity and awareness programmes to 
educate the voters with following activities:

a. Publicity and awareness programmes 
through hoardings, Banners, newspapers, 
radios, TV Channels.

b. Conducted ca�toonists work shop.

c. Published special edition of 'Janapad' and 
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finalizing polling stations, infrast�ucture, human 
resource and all the processes of election with 
the suppo�t of manpower and infrast�ucture. 
They also conducted awareness programmes 
including sensitization on EVM and VVPAT.

(iv) Rural Development and 
 Panchayath Raj (RDPR) Depa�tment

The Chief Executive Officers of all the Zilla 
Panchayats were heading the SVEEP programs 
in  the  d is t � ic ts .  They fo�mulated and 
implemented SVEEP action plans of their 
dist�icts with active pa�ticipation of depa�tments 
like P�ima�y and Seconda�y Education, Women & 
Child Development, Empowe�ment of Specially-
abled and Senior Citizens, T�ibal welfare, Health 
& Family Welfare and agencies such as NCC, 
NSS, NYC, Scouts etc. ,  Panchayat Raj 
Institutions provided funds for sturdy ramps, 
d�inking water, shade, and repaired polling 
stations where ever required and paved the way 
for easy accessibility to Polling Stations by 
repai�ing the roads, culve�ts and removed other 
ba��iers. They also conducted awareness 
programmes including sensitization of EVM and 
VVPAT.

(v) P�ima�y and 
 Seconda�y Education Depa�tment

 The depa�tment provided sturdy ramps, 
d�inking water and other facilities to the polling 
stations situated in schools. The depa�tment 
joined hands with Booth Level Officers (BLOs) 
and Booth Awareness Groups (BAGs), Electoral 
Literacy Clubs (ELCs) & Campus Ambassadors 
(CAs) greatly cont�ibuted in creating awareness 
at the grass root level about the registration of 
voters and other activities of elections including 
sensitization on EVM and VVPATs.

(vi) Women and Child Development

  The depa�tment suppo�ted in mapping, 
registe�ing, increasing voter tu�nout and 
creating awareness amongst persons with 
disabilities (PwDs), youth and women. The 
Directorate of Empowe�ment for Specially-abled 
and Senior Citizens spent about Rs 7.30 Lakhs 
towards campaign mate�ials. The awareness 
mate�ials for Pink/ Sakhi booths was designed 
and produced by the Women Development 
Corporation at a cost of Rs 3.10 Lakhs.

(vii) Social Welfare Depa�tment

 The Directorate of T�ibal Welfare with local 
p�imitive t�ibes and nomads conducted number 
of cultural activities systematically to create 
awareness for registration and voting. Creative 
mate�ials like video films, brochures and EVM & 
VVPAT awareness was done by utilizing Rs 21.00 
Lakhs from the depa�tment.

(viii) Health and Family Welfare Depa�tment 

The depa�tment provided basic health facilities 
to all the officials working for the elections and 
also voters. First aid kits with health staff were 
made available in all the Polling Stations. 
Ambulance was available in case of emergency. 
Asha workers took active role in the activities of 
BAGs.

(ix)  Other depa�tments

The following depa�tments also pa�ticipated in 
awareness programs, vote�'s registration and 
actual conduct of elections:

a.  Ag�iculture depa�tment

b.  Ho�ticulture depa�tment

c.  Pre University Education depa�tment/Pre 
University Colleges

d.  Collegiate Education depa�tment/ 
Colleges

e.  Youth Empowe�ment and Spo�ts 
depa�tment

f.  Kannada and Culture depa�tment

g.  ranspo�t depa�tment

h.  Cooperation depa�tment

i.  Elect�icity Supply Companies

j.  Banks and others

(x) All India Radio

All the channels of All India Radio conducted 
awareness programs for making people aware of 
the impo�tance of their pa�ticipation in electoral 
processes, the procedure to become eligible for 
voting and to actually cast their vote, and also 
sensitization about the EVM and VVPAT through 
jingles, election anthem and other publicity 
mate�ials. Se�ies of inte�views and live Phone-in 
programs were also conducted.
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Su�vey Of PwD Voters And Info�mation-siddapur

(xi) Doordarshan

Voter Awareness Campaign by Doordarshan 
covered va�ious aspects of inclusive, accessible 
and ethical elections including EVM & VVPATs. 
Se�ies of inte�views and live Phone-in programs 
were also conducted. Election Anthem, jingles 
and other publicity mate�ials were also 
broadcasted by Doordarshan.

(xii) NCC/ NSS/ Bharath Scouts and Guides 

They joined as volunteers to create awareness to 
people for registration and increase voter 
tu�nout.

(xiii) Other organizations:

P�ivate Radio and channels also suppo�ted for 
the cause of conducting inclusive, accessible 
and ethical elections and relayed many 
programmes including awareness about EVM / 
VVPAT. 

2.3: Action Plan:

2.3.1: Identification and enrolment of persons 
with disabilities Door to Door Su�vey. 

Door to door su�vey was conducted with the help 
of the Depa�tment of Women and Child 
Development and Directorate of Empowe�ment 
of Specially-abled and Senior Citizens and BLOs 
and identified 4,36,650 eligible PwD voters 
within a span of two months and mapped them 
pollingstation wise. Out of which 3,82,738 or 
87.65% of eligible PwD voters were  registered 
leaving 12.53% unregistered. The total number 
of new registration of PwD voters is 15,801 
constituting 4.13 percentage of the registered 
PwDs. The dist�ict wise details are given in the 
table 2.3.
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Table 2.3: Status of PwD voters – 2018.

Sl. Name of Dist�ict No of  Total No  No of   Total No of disabled Voters
No  PwDs  of eligible  Recent
  Registered  PwDs Registr O�tho Hea�ing Visually Others Total
  as voters identified ation
  having EPIC

1 Bagalkot 14546 21930 681 8765 1568 1837 2376 14546

2 BBMP Central 413 413 32 166 9 18 220 413

3 BBMP No�th 3958 9544 1418 1261 775 178 1744 3958

4 BBMP South 468 72 33 206 16 69 177 468

5 Balla�i 18242 18242 0 12082 1112 2625 2423 18242

6 Belagavi 24650 24650 96 13668 1126 2833 7023 24650

7 Bengalu�u Urban 2342 2342 983 1290 169 229 654 2342

8 Bengalu�u Rural 7390 7390 274 4379 851 713 1447 7390

9 Bidar 11108 11108 0 7720 1038 551 1799 11108

10 Chamarajnagar 13075 13085 618 7954 1503 2130 1488 13075

11 Chikkaballapur 12333 12333 56 8,751 713 1668 1,201 12333

12 Chikkamagalu�u 7413 7517 274 4917 776 901 819 7413

13 Chitradurga 14378 35971 152 8665 1845 2544 1324 14378

14 Dakshina Kannada 10911 10911 0 5756 1006 829 3320 10911

15 Davangere 15529 15529 0 9339 1929 1830 2431 15529

16 Dha�wad 13029 13029 0 9151 1265 1410 1203 13029

17 Gadag 9609 10754 1145 6707 1170 1382 350 9609

18 Kalaburagi 11399 11397 155 8179 632 1152 1436 11399

19 Hassan 8450 8760 310 5357 1212 1457 424 8450

20 Have�i 14582 14582 76 2257 1960 1779 8586 14582

21 Kodagu 3019 3019 102 2236 164 371 248 3019

22 Koppal 11120 11120 0 7325 930 1017 1848 11120

23 Mandya 19621 21165 31 11887 3302 2208 2224 19621

24 Mysu�u 23646 23646 633 11817 6110 5117 602 23646

25 Raichur 13643 13643 2651 7970 1550 1304 2819 13643

26 Ramanagara 7003 7624 590 4190 877 761 1175 7003

27 Shivamogga 12050 12174 507 8440 750 1011 1849 12050

28 Tumkur 24399 27222 277 15940 2769 3443 2247 24399

29 Udupi 8174 8174 250 3098 547 605 3924 8174

30 Uttarakannada 13630 13630 249 7701 1578 1527 2824 13630

31 Yadgi�i 8457 21425 117 5867 1642 353 595 8457

32 Vijayapura 16097 16195 976 12046 1235 1508 1308 16097

33 Kolara 8054 8054 3115 4906 474 861 1813 8054

 Total 382738 436650 15801 229993 42603 46221 63921 382738
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2.3.3: Targeted inte�ventions and specific 
initiatives unde�taken:

l Wheel chairs were provided at more than 
30,000 PSs for o�thopedically challenged 
voters. Out of which 14,214 - wheel chairs 
were procured.

l Magnifying glasses were provided in all 
polling stations for Visually Impaired 
voters

l Sturdy ramps at all polling stations

l D�inking water and shade

l Persons for assistance was provided

l Medical Assistance

l All polling stations were shifted to Ground 
floor

l Registration and Voters guide in Braille 
sc�ipt

l 4000 copies of Registration and Voting 
Guide for Visually Impaired in Braille sc�ipt 
were provided.

l Post cards and letters in Braille sent to 
1000 Visually Impaired Voters

l Special Postal stamps on the theme of 
Inclusive Elections  were released on 
7-May 2018

2.3.2: Inte�ventions and special initiatives:

Many inte�ventions were unde�taken to address 
the issues of PwDs. The aim was to   motivate 
eligible voters to get enrolled and pa�ticipate in 
electoral process without any fear or favor. The 
impo�tant inte�ventions unde�taken are given 
below.

1. Info�mation kiosks, help desks at all public 
places like railway stations, bus stands, 
and gove�nment depa� tments l ike 
elect�icity and water boards were made 
available to educate voters. 

2. Campaigning was done using songs and 
posters on BBMP and other vehicles. Cycle 
& Bike rallies, Walkathon, Marathon were 
organized.

3. Signature campaigning was unde�taken on 
huge placards.

4. Banners were displayed at impo�tant public 
places.

5. User guides that illustrate the functioning 
of EVM and VVPAT and sho�t videos on the 
same were made available to the voters

6. Auto Rallies were conducted and displayed 
messages on impo�tance of electoral 
pa�ticipation.

7. Posters and sho�t videos were displayed at 
Gove�nment premises such as Railway 
stations, Bus stops, Post Offices, Bank 
branches and ATMs.

8. Voters Slips were provided in Braille sc�ipt.

9. At polling booths, sturdy ramps with 
handrails were provided.

10. Wheelchairs were provided at polling 
stations.

11. Major Gove�nment websites provided 
space on homepage for scrolling messages 
related to election.

12. Voter Facilitation Centres were p�ima�ily 
established in urban Centres.

13. Exhibitions at city central places, religious 
and cultural gathe�ings to publicize about 
voter pa�ticipation.

14. Booth Level Awareness Groups actively 
campaigned about ethical and info�med 
voting.
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l Booth level Awareness Groups (BAGs) 
were set up in all the polling stations.

Ballot Unit. The pa�ty affiliation of each 
candidate will be indicated by p�inting the name 
of the political pa�ty conce�ned against the name 
of the candidate. In the case of Independent 
candidates, the word “Independent” will be 
p�inted.

These Dummy Ballot Sheets was prepared in 
regional language (i.e. Language p�inted on 
actual Ballot paper) in addition to English. A copy 
of the Dummy Ballot sheets was supplied to each 
of the polling stations. The Dummy Ballot sheets 
accounting for Braille stickers on ballot units 
were prepared in the following manner:

a) Se�ial Numbers in each Dummy Ballot 
Sheets shall be from 01 to 16 i.e. If number of 
contesting candidates are 19 including NOTA, 
the se�ial number for the candidates in first 
Dummy Ballot Sheet shall be numbered 01 to 16 
as mentioned on the ballot paper of the first 
ballot unit. For contesting candidates at se�ial 
number 17-19 of Ballot unit 2, se�ial numbers 
shall again sta�t from 01 on 2nd dummy ballot 

2.3.4 Usage of Ballot Units (EVM) 
with Braille Signage

All the EVM models viz., M2 EVMs (Post 2006 
models) and M3 EVMs (Post 2013 model) have 
embedded se�ial numbers of the candidates in 
Braille at the �ight sides of the blue button (voting 
button) on the Balloting Units. These EVM 
models could accommodate upto 16 candidates. 
There were 25 ACs where the contesting 
candidates were more than 16 candidates in 
Ka�nataka Legislative assembly elections 2018 
which required to use more than one ballot units 
in these constituencies. In these 25 ACs, after 
finalization of list of the contesting candidates, 
the Retu�ning officer immediately sent the list of 
contesting candidates to the Devnar Foundation 
for Blind/National Blind Association, Hyderabad 
available for preparation of Dummy Ballot sheet 
which contain the se�ial numbers of the 
contesting candidates, names of the candidates 
a�ranged in the same se�ial order in which their 
names will appear on the ballot paper on the 
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Post cards and Special Postal Stamps 
released on 7-05-2018

Postal Stamp-
Mysu�u Palace

l Sign language - Se�vice of the expe�ts 
was utilized to convey the message and 
motivate the PwDs.
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and Ballot unit-02 in second dummy ballot sheet 
and so on.

c)  Similarly, Braille stickers “Ballot Unit-01”, 
Ballot Unit-02” and so on was p�inted and affixed 
on the co�responding Ballot Unit on the TOP 
MIDDLE PART of the Ballot Unit.

 The Dummy Ballot Sheets also had the name of 
the constituency w�itten in no�mal sc�ipt at the 
top.

sheet (i.e. 1 for se�ial no. 17, 2 for se�ial no. 18 and 
3 for se�ial no. 19 (NOTA). Similarly, in case of 
more than 32 contesting candidates including 
NOTA, the se�ial numbers on the first and second 
ballot sheets will be 01 to16 and the se�ial 
numbers on third dummy ballot sheet shall also 
again sta�t from 01 and so on each additional 
sheet (i.e. se�ial number on eve�y dummy ballot 
sheet will sta�t from 01 only).

b)  In case more than 1 ballot unit was used, 
Ballot Unit- 01 was to be p�inted in Braille on the 
TOP MIDDLE PART of first Dummy Ballot sheet 

Release of Special Cover by India Post, for Ka�nataka Assembly Elections 2018

The awareness through campaign mate�ial 
resulted in increasing voter tu�n-out, ethical and 
inducement free voting, facil itating and 
info�ming voters of essentials of election etc.

The following mate�ials were prepared in house 
at state level and utilized for info�ming voters and 
campaigning.

2.3.5: Awareness campaign:

Awareness mate�ials for PwDs: Content mate�ial 
for SVEEP campaign was developed p�ima�ily at 
the State level for p�int / outdoor/electronic 
media integrating campaign motives for the 
General Assembly Elections, 2018. Many 
dist�icts, however, also developed campaign 
mate� ia l  spec i f ic  to  i ts  p� io � i t ies  and 
requirements. 
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Table 2.4: Details of Content mate�ials prepared du�ing campaigning

Release of Chunavana App (And�iod App) with facility to book wheel chair or request other 
assistances by CEC and EC's of ECI
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Voters Registration & 
voting Guides (Braille)

Postal cards / letters to 
PwDs Voters

Video Clippings/ Audio/ 
Radio Jingles

Special Postal Stamps

Brochures, hand outs and 
posters

Chunavana  App  facility  to 
book wheel chairs

4000 copies of Registration & Voting Guide for Visually 
Impaired in Braille sc�ipt were p�inted and dist�ibuted to the 
conce�ned voters, teachers and volunteers of NGOs.

Postal Letters detailing the date of poll, timing in Braille were 
sent to 1,000 visually impaired voters by CEO.

Video Clippings/ Audio/ Radio Jingles: Video clippings of EVM 
/ VVPAT, Icons, pink, t�ibal booths were used at dist�ict and 
state level for providing basic info�mation on the facilities 
available at the polling stations for PwDs. These messages 
were transmitted through Radio and TV. Channels and also 
displayed at public places.

Special Postal Stamps on 4 themes including PwDs was 
released in co-ordination with Postal Depa�tment and sent to 
the Hon'ble President of India, Hon'ble Vice President of India 
Hon'ble Gove�nors, Chief Secreta�ies, P�incipal Secreta�ies, 
Secreta�ies and other VIPs of all the States.

50,0,00 brochures related to PwDs were designed and 
dist�ibuted to  all the dist�icts. Hand outs and Posters on PwD 
were designed and used at the dist�ict levels.

300 PwD utilized wheel chairs by booking through this app.

SVEEP Action Plan Towards 
PwD In Ka�nataka
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2.3.6: Awareness through Mass Media

a. Newspaper adve�tisements were 
released in 13 State level newspapers and 
408 Dist�ict and Regional News papers.

b. Television / Radio programmes  TV 
Commercials were relayed in all 
Kannada News Channels

c. Social Media
Social media like Face book, whatsApp, 
caller tune, SMS were used
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d. Mid Media

 a. Drama/ Street Plays were played in 
 dominant places. Announcements at 
 Bus stand/ Railway stations etc., 
 were unde�taken.

 b. Outdoor Media : Hoardings and 
 banners were put up in the Polling 
 Station area
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Postal Letters and Cards

2.4: Role of ICONS

2.4.1: State Icons

The following renowned PwDs were made as 
state icons to motivate the PwDs to register as 
voters and cast their vote on the poll day using 
the facilities made available to them.

(i) Ms. Ashwini Angadi: 
 Visually Impaired UN awardee 
 and founder of Belaku Academy.

Ms. Ashwini Angadi, 27-year -old, from 
Bengalu�u was among the seven young girls from 
across the world who were honored with the UN 
special Envoy for Global Education’s Youth 
Courage award for Education, pa�t of the Malala 
Day Celebrations on July 12, 2013 at the world 
body. Ms. Ashwini Angadi has added another 
feather to her cap by receiving the Queen’s 
Young Leader Award on June 22, 2015 in London 
and is one among the three persons selected for 
this award from India she was honored by Queen 
Elizabeth II.
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Table 2.5: Number of media inse�tions on info�med and Inducement free voting

Posters, Pamphlets, Banners P�inted And Dist�ibuted 24,30,664 

SMS/Caller tune etc     9,02,602

Inte�net inse�tions     5,53,409
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(ii) Mr. Gi�ish N Gowda
 Paralympin

Mr. Gi�ish N. Gowda is Paralympic high jumper 
who is a Padmash�i awardee, India’s fou�th 
highest civilian award from the Gove�nment of 
India, 2012. He has also got “Rajyotsava Award” 
by Gove�nment of Ka�nataka 2013 and 2014 
A�juna Award by Hon’ble President of India. He 
was bo�n with a disability in the left leg. He 
represented India in the 2012 summer 
Paraolympic game held in London in the men’s 
high jump F -42 catego�y and won the silver 
medal in the finals with a jump of 1.74 meters 
using scissors technique. He became the first 
Indian to win a medal at that event and the 8th 

(I) Shekar Naik
 Blind C�icketer

Shekhar Naik (bo�n 7 Ap�il 1986) is an Indian blind 
c�icketer and a fo�mer captain of the India 
national blind c�icket team. He captained India to 
victo�ies at the T20 Blind C�icket World Cup in 
2012 and Blind C�icket World Cup in 2014. In 2017, 
the Gove�nment of India awarded Naik with 
Padma Sh�i, the count�y's fou�th highest civilian 
honour.

(ii) Vishwas K. S
 Swimmer

Vishwas K S, stays at Vijayanagar, Bangalore and 
a commerce graduate. His achievements are:

l Swimmer, won 1 Gold and 2 Silver in 
National events 2016

l Won 2 silver medals and 1 Bronze medal 
in Inte�national swimming at Berlin

l Awarded special golden achiever award 
in 2017

l Awarded red belt in Kungfu

l Played guest role in television 
ente�tainment programs.
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(iii) Prakash Jayaramaiah 
 Vice Captain, Indian National Blind C�icket 
Team

Mr.Prakash Jayaramaiah is an Indian blind B-3 
catego�y c�icketer and an opening Batsman cum 
wicket keeper in the Indian blind c�icket team. He 
was bo�n on 18.03.1984 at B.R Ambedkar Nagar 
of Channapatna Taluk, Ramanagara Dist�ict, 
Ka�nataka state. He was man of the match in the 
finals and also the man of the se�ies in the blind 
world cup T-20, 2017.

Indian played c�icket team won the T-20 Trophy. 
Delighted over Indian Team’s impressive t�iumph, 
c�icketers and politicians congratulated the 
visually impaired men in blue for their victo�y. 
P�ime Minister Narendra Modi and Spo�ts 
Minister Vijay Goel too congratulated the Indian 
Team for defending their trophy.

S�i Sanjiv Kumar, CEO with the PwD State Icons Ashwini Angadi and 
Gi�ish H. N. May 1-Udayavani-Bengalu�u.
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p�imitive t�ibes, nomads, ex devadasis and 
others.  

Video conferences were convened with the 
Dist�ict Electoral Officers (DEOs), Retu�ning 
Officers (Ros), Zilla Panchayath Chief Executive 
Officers, Police Personnel etc in order to 
sensitize them to the needs of the People with 
Disabilities.

O� ientat ion tra in ing programmes were 
conducted for the Retu�ning Officers (Ros), 
Sectoral Officers, Campus Ambassadors (CAs), 
Electoral Literacy Clubs(ELCs) and Booth Level 
Groups (BAGs) for effective implementation of 
the SVEEP activities.

Demos were given for the trainees to get hands 
on expe�iences in the election process. Door to 
door info�mation was given.

The conce�ned Dist�ict Election Officer and the 
Retu�ning Officer held a detailed training and 
b�iefing sessions for the Presiding Officers and 
the Polling Officers to explain to them the Braille 
facilities for the visually impaired electors. Wide 
publicity of these measures was also given 
through adve�tisements in newspapers and TV 
to info�m the visually impaired voters of the 
a�rangements being made for them.

The messages about robustness and safeguards 
of EVM and VVPAT were communicated with live 
demonstration. Model code of conduct, Voter 
assistance and facilitation info�mation was also 
given.

2.6.2: Sensitization of Political Pa�ties, 
Media and Judicia�y.

For the first time sensitization and training 
programs were organized for the political 
pa�ties, media and the judicia�y to communicate 
about all the info�mation about INCLUSIVE, 
ACCESSIBLE AND ETHICAL Elections.

These training programs resulted in confidence 
building in the election processes and election   
mach ine� y ;  t hey  a lso  unders tood  t he 
transparent functioning and robustness of the 
EVM and VVPAT. The judicia�y appreciated the 
info�mation through trainings/ Workshops. 
Overall, the reach of registration voting, 
robustness of EVM and VVPAT cleared most of 
the doubts of all the stakeholders about the 
conduct of elections.

2.5:  Involvement of Community Social 
Organisations (CSOs)

Around 68 CSOs were identified to help in 
impa�ting info�mation regarding election process 
to PwDs in a non-political, non-pa�tisan manner 
and to provide va�ious facilities to PwDs. These 
CSOs have pa�ticipated manner in awareness 
campaigns to increase the registration and voter 
tu�nout and also helped in providing facilities.

The main CSOs, worked for PwDs in electoral 
processes, are as follows:

a. Sama�thanam Dha�wad

b. Samar 

c. Hubli (Transgender)

d. NSS - Ka�nataka University Dha�wad

e. P�ima�y Ag�iculture Co-operative 
Societies (PACS)

f. Ka�nataka Milk Federations, Milk unions 
 and P�ima�y Milk Co-operative Societies

g. Raita Samparka Kendras (RSKs) 
 ( Fa�mer facilitation Centers)

h. Self Help Groups/Federations

i. Rota�y Club Dha�wad and Hubli

j. Lions Club Hubli and Dha�wad

k. Tranzpire Gym and Fitness

l. Akashaya Anikethana T�ust

m. Amara Sadakiyara Sangha

n. Bar Councils

2.6: Sensitization and Training

2.6.1: Capacity Building for Officials:

Capacity Building of Officials Workshops and 
trainings have been ca��ied out for the officials in 
Gove�nment depa�tments, to communicate 
about all the info�mation about Ka�nataka 
General Assembly Elections 2018. Its theme of 
“INCLUSIVE, ACCESSIBLE AND ETHICAL 
ELECTIONS” and how the State election 
machine�y has actively involved va�ious line 
depa�tments of Women and Child, Physically 
Challenged Directorate, Social Welfare, 
Directorate of T�ibal Welfare, Mino�ities, to 
facilitate registration and increase voters tu�nout 
especially with Persons with Disabilities (PwDs), 
excluded groups, transgender, sex workers, 
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l Chunavana App (Android App) was 
developed to provide following facilities to 
PwDs.

l Register the name in the 
electoral roll.

l To  know  the  status  of registration, 
polling station number, name of the 
polling station, se�ial no. in the 
voters list, voter id number (EPIC), 
the Assembly Constituency, polling 
schedule, etc.

l To book the wheel chairs. 
303 persons have used this app for 
booking wheel chairs.

l Transmission of the election awareness 
messages using Community Radio �un by 
PwDs

l Social media like Face book, 
 whats'App, caller tune and SMS. 

2.6.3: Booklets for PwDs

It was info�med in the above training programs 
that the publicity mate�ial was prepared for 
PwDs by using simple language, sign language 
and Braille in Kannada. It was also info�med that 
Braille is inse�ted in the Ballot unit of EVM to 
enable PwDs to cast vote.

2.7: Use of Technology to Provide Help to PwDs

The following IT initiatives were unde�taken to 
provide help to PwDs.

l Polling Station wise PwD data mapping was 
c o m p u t e � i ze d  a n d  s o f t w a re  w a s 
developed to manage the data base to 
reach them for required assistance. 

l Separate parking place near the Polling 
Station was provided to PwDs.

l They were given p�io�ity to exercise their 
vote out of the regular Queue.

l In all monito�ing data base PwD related 
data was also captured to focus on their 
need.

l 1950 Helpline, a toll free number was 
provided and displayed in all publicity        
mate�ials. In addition user f�iendly 
SAMADHAN appl icat ion was made 
available. Many PwDs have aired their 
g�ievances to obtain the required facilities.
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Table 2.6: IT Coverage 

Events    Mobilization

SMS/Caller tune   9.03 lakhs

Inte�net inse�tions  4.04 lakhs

Community Radio 12 channels 52.00 lakhs

Raman Dwani, community Radio channel �un by PwDs
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PwD Polling Station 
set up at Nagamangala, 
Mandya

PwD working in Polling Stations PS fully managed by PwDs 
Nagamangala town. Mandya Dist�ict 
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Assembly Constituencies. Out of which 26 
polling stations were fully managed by PwD 
employees. 

proper indicators with standard signages, wheel 
chairs, etc. The progress of the work was 
monitored weekly through video conference. 
The comparative statement of assured minimum 
facilities provided to polling stations before and 
after the announcement of poll day is given 
below

The dist�ict machine�y was geared up to ensure 
that the polling stations were situated in the 
ground floor provided with standardized and 
unifo�m sturdy ramps or tempora�y/ mobile 
ramps were made available wherever pe�manent 
ramp facility could not be provided, separate 
ent�y for PwDs, pathway to polling rooms with 

2.8: Polling Stations Managed by 
PwD Employees: 

The PwD employees were motivated to work as 
polling personnel. 388 PwD employees have 
pa�ticipated on poll day as presiding officers and 
polling officers in 86 polling stations of 50 
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Table 2.7: Assured Minimum Facilities available in the polling stations
(Total No. of Polling Stations-56696)

Facilities       Status as on

      01-03-2018 12-05-2018

Building in good condition not dilapidated  55655   56696

Not on Ground Floor     56239   56696

D�inking water     54131   56696

Toilets (Male / Female)    55103   56618

Ramp       48465   56696

Signs for directions     54193   56696

Proper lighting     54405   56695

Fu�niture      52596   56696

Road Connectivity     56478   56696

Landline/telephone/fax Connectivity  11420   12156

Mobile connectivity     46439   56324

Inte�net Connectivity    7143   8619

Help desk     

Separate ent�y and exit

in the polling booth

Separate queues for women,

persons with disabilities and

senior citizens

Wheelchairs

Volunteers/esco�ts

Waiting Rooms

Medical Facilities

These facilities were provided 
on the day of polling in all 
the polling stations

2.9: Summa�y

With all our effo�ts made under SVEEP in all the 
dist�icts, the dist�ict administration was able to 
provide assured minimum facilities and other 
facilities required by the PwD voters with the 
help of line depa�tments and CSOs. Initiating 
from the door to door su�vey of the PwDs, until 
the casting of their votes, there were va�ious 
depa�tments and individuals who cont�ibuted to 
the positive voter tu�nout rate. All these effo�ts 
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resulted in PwDs significant voter tu�nout of 
76.44%. There were micro and macro initiatives 
taken by the gove�nment to promote the voting 
activity among PwDs’ which resulted in positive 
attitude and responses from the respondents. 
Details are presented in Chapter3. 





CHAPTER 3

SITUATION 
ANALYSIS OF 
2019 LOK SABHA 
ELECTION





3.1: Introduction

The Election Commission of India defines voters 
with disability as those electors / Voters having 
at least one of the 21 disabilities as mentioned by 
the Rights of Persons with Disabilities Act 2016². 
Eve�y Indian citizen with disability or reduced 
mobility / functions, who has attained the age of 
18 years on the qualifying date i.e. first day of 
Janua�y of the year of revision of electoral roll, 

organisations can post a request to ERO/AERO to 
conduct accessible registration camps for 
persons with disabilities associated with them in 
their campus. 

3.1.3: Documents to be enclosed with Fo�m 6

One recent passpo�t size coloured photograph, 
duly affixed in the box given for the purpose in 
Fo�m 6 and photo-copies of documenta�y proof 
of age if between 18 and 21 years of age and 
proof of residence are required to be enclosed 
with Fo�m 6.  The list of documenta�y proof of 
age and residence which can be enclosed with 
Fo�m 6 can be refe�red in the guidelines enclosed 
with Fo�m 6.  

In Ka�nataka, as desc�ibed in the previous 
section, a number of effo�ts have been made to 
encourage PwDs to engage in electoral process. 
Coordination committees have been established 
at the state, dist�ict, taluk (AC) and gram 
panchayat levels to b�ing synergy among va�ious 
depa�tments to help the PWDs, plan and 
implement va�ious activities targeted towards 
PWDs. Some of the key initiatives that have been 
unde�taken to motivate PwD to pa�ticipate in the 
electoral system are: identify ing PWDs, 
prepa�ing a separate polling station wise list of 
PWDs from the voter list, unde�taking SVEEP 
activities with focus on PwD's �ights and 
facilities, involving NGOs/CSOs/DPOs/ RWAs to 
assist in providing va�ious facilities to PWDs and 
create awareness regarding the election process 
among PWDs,  sensitizing the election 
machine�y to address the needs of PWDs and 
using technology to assist PWDs. Following 
facilities were also provided to encourage them 
to pa�ticipate in the electoral process.

3.1.1: Registration of a voter with disability / 
reduced mobility/functions

Eve�y Indian citizen with disability or reduced 
mobility / functions who has attained the age of 
18 years on the qualifying date i.e. first day of 
Janua�y of the year of revision of electoral roll, 
unless othe�wise disqualified of c�ime or 
unsound mind as declared by a competent cou�t, 
is eligible to be registered as a voter in the roll of 
the pa�t/polling area of the constituency of 
which he/she is a resident.

3.1.2: Process & facilitations for persons with 
disabilities to get registered in electoral roll:

An eligible person with disability or reduced 
mobility / physical functions can get enrolled in 
electoral roll by filling Fo�m 6 inclusive of 
info�mation about one's disability online at 
www.nvsp.in and uploading the necessa�y 
documents. One can also enrol at voter 
enrolment centres or at the offices of Electoral 
Registration Officers / Assistant Electoral 
Registration Officers, which will be accessible 
for persons with disabilities and reduced mobility 
/ physical functions, by filling Fo�m 6 in two 
copies which are available free of cost at such 
centres / offices and annexing copies of the 
relevant documents. In case of any assistance / 
facilitation of communication required in filling 
the fo�m, the same would be provided at both 
offices. The fo�ms can also be sent by post to 
Electoral Registration Officer / Assistant 
Electoral Registration Officer. Copies of Fo�m 6 
will also be available with Booth Level Officers 
who can come to the residence of a person with 
disability and register him/her on request for the 
same. Apa�t from the above, civil society 

² Blindness, low vision, Deaf, hard of hea�ing, physical disabilities, mental illness (psycho social disabilities), leprosy cured, intellectual 
disabilities, cerebral palsy, dwa�fism, muscular dystrophy, acid attack victims, speech and language disability, specific lea�ning disabilities, 
autism spect�um disorders, chronic neurological disorders including multiple sclerosis and Parkinson's disease, blood disorders including 
haemophilia, thalassemia, and sickle cell anaemia, and multiple disabilities.
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unless othe�wise disqualified of c�ime or 
unsound mind as declared by a competent cou�t, 
is eligible to be registered as a voter in the roll of 
the pa�t/polling area of the constituency of 
which he/she is a resident. However, PWDs are 
often socially discouraged to register their 
names in electoral rolls and to cast vote. Their 
pa�ticipation in the electoral process is as 
impo�tant as others. It is imperative to listen and 
respond to the needs of PwDs. 



3.1.4: P�ior booking of facilities for voters with 
disabilities

Provision was made for online /sms booking of 
wheel chairs and volunteers p�ior to poll day so 
that the facilities are assured to voters with 
disabilities / reduced mobility at polling booths. 
In some polling booths, p�ior booking of parking 
facility were also available. Similarly, voters with 

Signage

Parking for Persons with 
Disability (PwD) coming on 
wheelchairs or other vehicles (to 
be visible from the road)

After entrance a�row signs 
marks indicating the queue

A�row mark indicating the 
polling personnel

Signage for Male/Female toilets

Signage for toilets for 
PwD voters

Signage indicating 
d�inking water

Help Desk

Tables of 4' x 2 1/2' with 
provision for 3 people to sit - 
one BLO with booth slips, two 
NSS / NSC volunteers (1 male 1 
female) to guide and assist the 
voters (especially the PwDs) 
ente�ing the polling station

Ramp

Ramps should have an 
inclination ratio of 1:10 and not 
more than 1:14

Fi�m hand rails to be provided 
which should not be of shaky 
mate�ial

In case there are stairs to reach 
polling station, ramp should also 
be provided there
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disabilities could avail exclusive transpo�t 
facilities. 

3.1.5: Assured Minimum Facilities (AMF) at 
Polling Station:

Following assured Minimum Facilities were  
made available at all polling booths 

Toilets

Whether separate toilets for 
Male and Female voters 
available 

Whether toilets are PwD-
f�iendly.

Whether �unning water is 
available in the toilets

If �unning water facility is not 
there what a�rangement has 
been done? 

D�inking Water

Whether there is facility of 
d�inking water

Separate Ent�y and Exit

Whether separate entrance and 
exit is provided in the polling 
station

If no separate entrance and 
exists available, whether 
provision of rope 
separator/pa�tition can be 
done? Specify

Lighting

Elect�icity connection with two 
plug points

Minimum 1 fan

2-3 tube lights

Fu�niture

 If adequate fu�niture is 
available?

Height of the table on which the 
Ballot Unit is kept should be 
disabled-f�iendly

Sufficient moving space around 
the table for wheel chairs



3.1.6: Other facilities available for voters with 
disabilities du�ing elections:

Polling booth at ground floor and obstacle free 
wide levelled pathway from entrance to voting 
compa�tment.Free transpo�t facility to all 
persons with disabilities in local public transpo�t 
system.Dedicated parking system for vehicles of 
voters with disabilitiesP�io�ity ent�y is provided 
to voters with disabilities and those with reduced 
mobility / physical functions, without having to 
wait in queue at polling booths.

Voters with disabil it ies can b�ing their 
c o m p a n i o n  to  a s s i s t  t h e m  t i l l  vo t i n g 
compa�tment, if they wish to. In case of 
assistance by the companion is required in 
voting as well, fo�m 49A should be filled by the 

compan ion .  The  compan ion  can  vo te 
immediately after the person with disability 
votes. Alte�natively, a voter with disability may 
take the assistance of booth volunteer / 
presiding officer as well, if he or she desires so.

Braille ballot guide, adjustable Braille embossed 
EVMs, wheel chairs, booth volunteers and 
display of accessible posters on info�mation 
pe�taining to voting.

In the light of the above facilities that were made 
available, the following section presents a 
detailed analysis on enrolment of PwD voters 
and Voter tu�nout ratio du�ing the 2019 Lok 
Sabha Elections. 

Magnifying Glass at Polling station
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Vehicle Facility for needed PwDs



the remaining 60% of the PwD population which 
is a wide gap. When the reason for the gap was 
t�ied to identify, it was speculated that the PwD 
digits could have been overestimated due to 
va�ious reasons. Du�ing su�vey, it was also 
obse�ved that people with negligable defo�mity 
also managed to get the ce�tificate to reap the 
benefits who do not strongly cont�ibute to be the 
pa�t of PwD. Fu�ther, it is open without concrete 
justification whether this 60% is to be tracked or 
not. In addition, Mapping of PwDs is found to be 
quite unsuccessful in Bangalore Urban dist�ict, 
where nearly 21% of the 18+ population with 
disability are residing. Other dist�icts which fared 
poorly in this endeavour are Belgaum and 
Gulbarga. On the other hand, dist�icts like Uttara 
Kannada, Tumkur, Ramanagara, Mandya and 
Chamarajanagara were relatively more efficient 
in identifying the PwDs and getting them 
enrolled. About 44% of the State's male PwDs 
were identified and mapped as compared to 34% 
for the female PwDs. Though Elect ion 
commission has taken steps to increase 
awareness, more effo�t is required in identifying 
the non enrolled PwD and encouraging them to 
pa�ticipate in the election process, especially in 
urban areas more pa�ticularly in Bangalore city.  

3.2: Gap Analysis: 

The first gap is when eligible citizens fail to 
register which is measured through Electors to 
population Ratio (EP Ratio) and the second gap 
emerges when the registered voters fail to 
pa�ticipate in the election process which is 
measured through Voter Tu�nout Ratio (VTR). 

3.2.1: EP ratio across Dist�icts of Ka�nataka:

EP ratio, measured as the ratio of total number of 
registered electors to the total population is 
presented in Table 3.1 for 2019 Lok Sabha 
elections at dist�ict level.  The first three columns 
of this table show the dist�ict-wise projected 
population of PwDs (18+ years) du�ing 2019 that 
has been estimated using 2011 census data.  The 
total projected 18+ population of PwDs in 
Ka�nataka du�ing 2019 is 10.68 lakhs. About 55% 
of the total projected population of PwDs 
comp�ises males while the rest are females. The 
projected population of PwDs is highest in 
Bangalore Urban dist�ict followed by Belgaum, 
Gulbarga , Mysore and Tumkur while it is lowest 
in Kodagu followed by dist�icts like Udupi, 
Ramnagara, Chamrajnagar and Bangalore �ural. 
However, only 4.28 lakhs of the total projected 
population of PwDs (which comes up to 40% of 
the projected population) have been enrolled in 
electoral rolls. Therefore, the EC needs to map 
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Table 3.1: Electors to Population Ratio of Persons with Disability, 2019 Lok Sabha Elections

Dist�icts Projected PWD 18+  PWD Enrolled  EP Ratio 
 Population from Census  

 Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total

Bagalkot  19,346 15,192 34,538 11008 7039 18047 56.9 46.3 52.3

Bangalore 1,20,387 1,02,567 2,22,954 4730 3283 8013 3.9 3.2 3.6

Bangalore Rural 9,382 7,199 16,580 4759 2762 7521 50.7 38.4 45.4

Belgaum 42,603 32,217 74,820 16384 8187 24571 38.5 25.4 32.8

Bella�y 22,405 18,147 40,552 10288 7748 18036 45.9 42.7 44.5

Bidar 19,581 14,197 33,777 13360 6824 20184 68.2 48.1 59.8

Bijapur 19,260 15,133 34,393 10661 6528 17189 55.4 43.1 50.0

Chamarajanagar 9,053 7,505 16,558 6574 3922 10496 72.6 52.3 63.4

Chikkaballapura 13,363 10,662 24,025 7391 5038 12429 55.3 47.3 51.7

Chikmagalur 9,606 7,753 17,359 5076 3200 8276 52.8 41.3 47.7

Chitradurga 16,381 12,806 29,187 9384 6052 15436 57.3 47.3 52.9

Dakshina Kannada 12,742 10,503 23,245 6784 4492 11276 53.2 42.8 48.5

Davanagere 18,556 14,705 33,262 11192 6416 17608 60.3 43.6 52.9

Dha�wad 17,378 13,122 30,500 7942 5212 13154 45.7 39.7 43.1

Gadag 11,555 8,891 20,446 7562 4606 12168 65.4 51.8 59.5

Gulbarga 28,285 23,802 52,087 9418 4918 14336 33.3 20.7 27.5

Hassan 14,305 11,896 26,200 7874 5022 12896 55.0 42.2 49.2

Have�i 17,728 12,936 30,664 11138 5986 17124 62.8 46.3 55.8

Kodagu 3,334 2,708 6,043 1952 1124 3076 58.5 41.5 50.9

Kolar 14,685 11,263 25,947 8925 5798 14723 60.8 51.5 56.7

Koppal 15,410 12,051 27,461 7347 4367 11714 47.7 36.2 42.7

Mandya 16,401 12,994 29,395 10330 8914 19244 63.0 68.6 65.5

Mysore 26,887 22,200 49,087 12283 7646 19929 45.7 34.4 40.6

Raichur 16,348 14,449 30,798 10162 6885 17047 62.2 47.7 55.4

Ramanagara 9,032 6,816 15,847 6031 3999 10030 66.8 58.7 63.3

Shimoga 13,197 10,556 23,753 8581 5518 14099 65.0 52.3 59.4

Tumkur 26,598 21,250 47,849 18890 11105 29995 71.0 52.3 62.7

Udupi 7,465 6,541 14,006 4185 3259 7444 56.1 49.8 53.1

Uttara Kannada 10,504 7,970 18,475 8302 5174 13476 79.0 64.9 72.9

Yadgir 10,284 8,848 19,132 5152 3744 8896 50.1 42.3 46.5

KARNATAKA 5,92,060 4,76,880 10,68,940 263665 164768 428433 44.5 34.6 40.1



identified and enrolled a high number of eligible 
PwD voters and have repo�ted high VTR as well. 
The ratio of PwD electors to 18+ populations of 
PwDs is also high in these dist�icts. Therefore, it 
can be assessed that these two dist�icts have 
been more successful in encouraging PwD 
voters to pa�ticipate in polling. On the contra�y, 
Mandya dist�ict has a high ratio of PwD electors 
to 18+ populations of PwDs but it has the lowest 
VTR. This implies a ve�y low pa�ticipation of 
enrolled PwDs in casting votes. Therefore, 
special initiatives should be taken to encourage 
PwD voters from Mandya dist�ict to cast their 
votes. Other dist�icts in which PwD VTR are low 
are Bangalore Urban, Raichur, Yadgir and 
Mysore. Similar trends have been obse�ved in 
male and female PwD VTR across dist�icts. 

While, VTR of PwD in 2019 was 80.1% with 80.4% 
male and 79.6% female, it was an impressive and 
positive ratio as against 68.7% of general 
population. The highest VTR among general 
population was 80.4% in Mandya and highest 
among PwDs was 100% in Kolar and more than 11 
dist�icts had more than 90% VTR. None of the 
dist�ict had more than 80% VTR of general public 
except Mandya which just crossed 80%. 

3.2.2: Voter Tu�nout Ratio (VTR) across 
Assembly Constituencies and Dist�icts:

Voter Tu�nout Ratio is defined as the ratio of total 
number of voters to total electors. Voter tu�nout 
ratio is an indication of pa�ticipation of registered 
voters in the electoral process. Higher Voter 
Tu�nout Ratio is an indication of higher success 
and registered voters have pa�ticipated in the 
election process in spite of their disability. 
Success rate could be pa�tly att�ibuted to the 
effo�ts of the election commission. Table 3.2 
Presents the Voter tu�nout Ratio of persons with 
disability of Lok Sabha election of 2019. From the 
table it is clearly seen that, nearly 80% of those 
who have been enrolled have cast their votes. 
The VTR is 100 percent in the dist�ict of Kolar 
which implies that all those who enrolled, tu�ned 
up for casting their votes. Other dist�icts with 
high VTR are Bangalore Rural, Ramnagara, 
Kodagu and Uttar Kannada. Bangalore Rural has 
the highest number of 18+ populations of PwDs 
and therefore, the VTR in this dist�ict is high 
compared to others, although all the eligible 
PwDs are not yet fully mapped and enrolled (as 
obse�ved from table 3.1).  Uttar Kannada and 
Ramanagaram dist�icts, on the other hand, have 
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Table 3.2: Voter Tu�nout Ratio across dist�icts du�ing 2019 Lok Sabha Election

Dist�icts  PWD Enrolled  PWD Voted  VTR 

 Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total

Bagalkot  11008 7039 18047 10273 6258 16531 93.3 88.9 91.6

Bangalore 4730 3283 8013 2533 1705 4238 53.6 51.9 52.9

Bangalore Rural 4759 2762 7521 4720 2728 7448 99.2 98.8 99.0

Belgaum 16384 8187 24571 13936 7239 21175 85.1 88.4 86.2

Bella�y 10288 7748 18036 6946 4972 11918 67.5 64.2 66.1

Bidar 13360 6824 20184 12662 6283 18945 94.8 92.1 93.9

Bijapur 10661 6528 17189 8516 5461 13977 79.9 83.7 81.3

Chamarajanagar 6574 3922 10496 5641 3428 9069 85.8 87.4 86.4

Chikkaballapura 7391 5038 12429 6390 4319 10709 86.5 85.7 86.2

Chikmagalur 5076 3200 8276 4008 2673 6681 79.0 83.5 80.7

Chitradurga 9384 6052 15436 7874 4804 12678 83.9 79.4 82.1

Dakshina Kannada 6784 4492 11276 6636 4382 11018 97.8 97.6 97.7

Davanagere 11192 6416 17608 10008 5821 15829 89.4 90.7 89.9

Dha�wad 7942 5212 13154 6294 4253 10547 79.2 81.6 80.2

Gadag 7562 4606 12168 7469 4419 11888 98.8 95.9 97.7

Gulbarga 9418 4918 14336 6873 3798 10671 73.0 77.2 74.4

Hassan 7874 5022 12896 7582 4718 12300 96.3 93.9 95.4

Have�i 11138 5986 17124 9074 4755 13829 81.5 79.4 80.8

Kodagu 1952 1124 3076 1933 1089 3022 99.0 96.9 98.2

Kolar 8925 5798 14723 8924 5794 14718 100.0 99.9 100.0

Koppal 7347 4367 11714 6319 3920 10239 86.0 89.8 87.4

Mandya 10330 8914 19244 3264 2291 5555 31.6 25.7 28.9

Mysore 12283 7646 19929 7317 5018 12335 59.6 65.6 61.9

Raichur 10162 6885 17047 5442 3596 9038 53.6 52.2 53.0

Ramanagara 6031 3999 10030 5926 3938 9864 98.3 98.5 98.3

Shimoga 8581 5518 14099 8122 5236 13358 94.7 94.9 94.7

Tumkur 18890 11105 29995 13240 8409 21649 70.1 75.7 72.2

Udupi 4185 3259 7444 2538 2451 4989 60.6 75.2 67.0

Uttara Kannada 8302 5174 13476 8107 5068 13175 97.7 98.0 97.8

Yadgir 5152 3744 8896 3545 2339 5884 68.8 62.5 66.1

KARNATAKA 263665 164768 428433 212112 131165 343277 80.4 79.6 80.1
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Table 3.3 repo�ts the range of VTR of PwDs 
across ACs. A wide va�iation is obse�ved in the 
voting patte�n across ACs among PwDs (see 
Appendix 1.1 for Assembly constituency wise 
VTR). In 26% of the ACs, VTR was 95% and 

Table 3.3. AC-wise range of VTR for PwDs in 2019 LSE

Range  Male Female Total

Less Than 30% 6.7 7.6 7.1

30 % to 50% 7.6 8.0 7.1

50 % to 70% 17.9 12.1 17.4

70% to 80% 12.5 17.0 12.1

80 % to 90% 17.0 14.3 16.5

90% to 95% 11.2 10.3 13.4

95 % and Above 27.2 30.8 26.3

Total  100.0 100.0 100.0

3.2.3: Gender Gap across Assembly 
Constituencies and Dist�icts:

Increasing electoral pa�ticipation among women 
especially among PwD women has been a major 
SVEEP objective. This section presents gender 
gap in electors and voters across dist�icts of 
Ka�nataka du�ing 2019 elections (see Table 3.4). 
As seen from table 3.4, gender gap in electors is 
lowest in Mandya and highest in Belgaum. Other 
dist�icts with low elector gender gap are Udupi, 
Bella�y, Yadgir, Bangalore and Chikkaballapura. 
Dist�icts with high elector gender gap are Bidar, 
Gulbarga, Have�i, Davangere and Kodagu. The 
gender gap in vote polled recorded lowest in 
Udupi dist�ict and highest in Bidar dist�ict. It is 
f o u n d  t h a t  d i s t � i c t s  l i k e  D h a � w a d , 
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above. For male PwDs, 27.2% of the ACs, while 
for female PwDs 30.8% of the ACs has witnessed 
VTR of 95% and above. On the other hand, about 
14.2% of the ACs witnessed less than 50% VTR. 

Chikkaballapura, Mysore, Mandya and Bella�y 
witnessed lowest voter tu�nout gender gap and 
dist�icts like Belgaum, Have�i, Gulbarga, Kodagu 
and Bangalore Rural witnessed highest gender 
gap. Dist�icts with high gender gap in electors 
and vote polled need to increase the registration 
of female PwD electors in electoral rolls and 
encourage them to take pa�t in electoral process 
as these had relatively higher 2011 sex ratio 
among PwDs.



Table 3.4: Gender Gap in Electors and Votes Polled amongst PwD du�ing 2019 Elections.

   2011 Census  Gender gap  Gender gap in 
   PwD Sex Ratio in Electors Vote Polled
   (18+ age group)

Range  Male Female Total

Bagalkot  785 639 609

Bangalore 852 694 673

Bangalore Rural 767 580 578

Belgaum 756 500 519

Bella�y  810 753 716

Bidar  725 511 496

Bijapur  786 612 641

Chamarajanagar 829 597 608

Chikkaballapura 798 682 676

Chikmagalur 807 630 667

Chitradurga 782 645 610

Dakshina Kannada 824 662 660

Davanagere 792 573 582

Dha�wad 755 656 676

Gadag  769 609 592

Gulbarga 842 522 553

Hassan 832 638 622

Have�i  730 537 524

Kodagu 812 576 563

Kolar  767 650 649

Koppal  782 594 620

Mandya 792 863 702

Mysore 826 622 686

Raichur 884 678 661

Ramanagara 755 663 665

Shimoga 800 643 645

Tumkur 799 588 635

Udupi  876 779 966

Uttara Kannada 759 623 625

Yadgir  860 727 660

KARNATAKA 805 625 618
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Map 3.1. Dist�ict-wise  VTR of PwD du�ing the  2019 Lok Sabha Elections
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Du�ing the 2019 LSE, PwD Gove�nment officials 
were motivated to take pa�t in election duties. In 
order to encourage PwDs to cast their votes, ECI 
introduced the innovation of polling stations that 
were fully managed by PwD officials. Table 3.5 
presents the frequency dist�ibution of polling 
stations handled by PwDs. Du�ing 2019 Lok 
Sabha election, about 98 polling stations were 
designed to be completely managed by PwDs, 

Table 3.5. Frequency dist�ibution of VTR for polling stations handled by PwDs – 2019 LSE

 VTR   Frequency Percentage

less than 50%  4  4.08

50% to 60% 18  18.37

60% to 70% 32  32.65

70% to 80% 32  32.65

80% and above 12  12.24

Total  98  100.00
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and these Polling stations recorded high VTRs. 
About 36.46% of polling stations which were 
handled by PwDs had VTR higher than the 
c o � r e s p o n d i n g  a v e r a g e  a s s e m b l y 
constituencies. Besides, 45% of the polling 
stations have VTR of 70% and above while only 
4% of such polling stations witnessed VTR of less 
than 50%.  

Table A 1.2 in the appendix shows the VTR of 
polling stations managed by PwDs and the 
average VTR of the co�responding ACs. Polling 
station number 236 and 158 of ACs Belthangadi 
and Pi�iyapatana recorded VTR of more than 85 
while the overall VTR of these ACs was 80.9% 
and 78.8% respectively. Similar trends have been 

obse�ved in polling stations managed by PwDs 
from ACs of Vijayapura city (PS-152), Chittapur 
(PS-42), Shincholi (PS-118), Gulbarga South (PS-
2), Hubli-Dha�wad Central (PS-145), and 
Gulbarga �ural (PS-181), with most of these ACs 
in Gulbarga dist�ict.  



3.3: Summa�y

The pa�ticular chapter presents the cu�rent 
scena�io of the electoral pa�ticipation of PwDs in 
Ka�nataka. It represents the info�mation on EP 
Ratio, voter tu�nout ratio and Gender gap across 
the dist�icts.  

l The Election Commission of India defines 
voters with disability as those electors / 
Voters having at least one of the 21 
disabilities as mentioned by the Rights of 
Persons with Disabilities Act 2016. 

l Eve�y PwD can register themselves under 
elector roll by filling up fo�m 6 with 
necessa�y documents like photo, age proof 
and address proof.

l Minimum facilities have been ensured at 
polling stations like signage, help desk, 
Ramp, toilets, d�inking water, separate 
ent�y and exit, lighting and fu�niture.

l Based on the 2011 census data, 18+ 
populations of PwDs is estimated to be 
10.68 lakhs by 2019 among which 55% is 
male and 45% is female.  The projected 
population is highest in Bangalore urban 
and lowest in Kodagu. 

l Only 40% of projected population is 
enrolled in electoral rolls which creates the 
need to map the remaining 60%.
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l Among all the PwDs enrolled,  80% PwDs 
have cast their votes among which Kolar 
had cent percent voter tu�nout.  Uttar 
Kannada and Ramanagara are the two 
successful dist�icts in establishing high 
estimated 18+ populations and high VTR as 
well. 

l VTR of PwD was quite impressive in 2019 
lok sabha election(80.1%) as against  
general population, wherein the VTR for 
general population was only 68.7%.

l VTR was obse�ved to be 95% and above in 
26% ACs and 14.2% ACs witnessed less 
than 50% VTR. 

l Gender gap in electors was lowest in 
Mandya and highest in Belgaum which 
creates the need for encouragement 
among female population. 

l There were 98 polling stations completely 
managed by PwDs which recorded good  
VTRs out of which 36.4% polling stations 
recording higher VTR than average ACs. 
45% polling stations had more than 70% 
VTR and only 4% polling stations had less 
than 50% VTR.  



CHAPTER 4

SOCIO 
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4.1: Introduction

This chapter specifically analyses social, 
economic and demographic aspects of the 
respondents. The objective of this chapter is to 
profile the respondents according to their social, 
economic and demographic characte�istics so 
that it can be shown that the sample size of the 
su�vey was representative of the entire state's 
population. The su�vey of persons with disability 
cove�ing 1600 registered respondents and 765 
non registered respondents was ca��ied out in 
the state and the results of the su�vey 
established socio-economic status of the 
respondents. 

The State of Ka�nataka located on the Weste�n 
Coast of the subcontinent is one of well 
developed, progressive and indust�ialized states 
in the count�y. As per the Census 2011, the state 
cont�ibutes 4.94% to the total disabled 
population in the count�y. Among the disabled 
population, 38.05% are workers and cont�ibutes 
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to economic development of the state. The 
literacy rate among the disabled population is 
59.45%. This chapter specifically analyses 
socio-economic- demographic aspects of the 
sampled respondents of this pa�ticular su�vey. 
The objective of doing the same is to profile the 
respondents according to their social, economic 
and demographic characte�istics so that it can 
be representative of the state's population. The 
aspects that are given emphasis include cu�rent 
residence, age, gender, education, occupation, 
and social groups along with their compa�isons 
with one another. The analysis helps d�ive the 
heterogeneity character of the population. The 
findings of the socio-economic demographic 
analysis are presented below.

4.2: Data Analysis and Interpretation

About 87.5% of sample respondents belong to 
�ural areas and 12.5% respondents are from the 
urban area.
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Figure 4.1 Dist�ibution of registered respondents across age groups (in %) 

registered respondents in the age group of 36-
45 years is lowest in Kalburagi division (18.4%). 
The propo�tion of registered respondents in this 
age-coho�t is almost the same for the other 
three divisions (i.e., Mysu�u, Bengalu�u and 
Belagavi). Fu�ther, the registered young voters 
representing the youth are largely from Kalburgi 
(17.4%) followed by Belagavi (11.5%), Mysu�u 
(11.2%) and Bengalu�u (7.3%) div isions 
respectively. In the age-coho�t of 26-35 years, 
Kalburagi division (25.9%) has the highest 
propo� t ion of respondents fol lowed by 
Bengalu�u division (22.8%), Belagavi (18.8%) and 
Mysu�u (16.2%) division. For the age group of 61 
years and above, Kalburagi (20.4%) has the 
highest propo�tion of respondents followed by 
Mysu�u (17.7%), Bengalu�u (17.5%) and Belagavi 
(13.8%) division. 

4.2.1: Dist�ibution of Respondents 
Across Age Group:

Figure 4.1 shows the age-wise dist�ibution of 
registered respondents across the four 
administrative divisions. The age coho�t of 
respondents is divided into five catego�ies for 
analyzing their age dist�ibution. 

The major po�tions (26.9%) of the registered 
total respondents belong to the 46-60 years age 
coho�t followed by 23.7% in the age coho�t of 
36-45 years, 20.9% in the age coho�t of 26-35 
years, 17.4% in the age coho�t of 61 years and 
above, and 11.2% in the age coho�t of 18-25 years 
respectively.  At the division level, it can be 
obse�ved that the propo�tion of registered 
respondents in the age-coho�t of 46-60 years is 
highest in Mysu�u division (31.7%) while lowest in 
Kalburagi division (20.6%). The propo�tion of 
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registered respondents in the age group of 36-
45 years is lowest in Kalburagi division (1.5%) 
and highest in Bengalu�u (6.4%) division. Fu�ther, 
the propo�tion of non-registered respondents in 
the age group of 46-60 years is highest in 
Bengalu�u (9.4%) followed by Kalburagi (2.0%), 
Mysu�u (1.5%) and Belagavi (1.2%) division. On 
the other hand, the propo�tion of non-registered 
respondents in the age-coho�t of 61 years and 
above is highest in Bengalu�u division (2.5%) 
while lowest in Belagavi division (0.0%). Thus, it 
i s  p rominent  t ha t  t he  non-reg is te red 
respondents from all of these administrative 
divisions are largely in the age coho�t of 18-25 
years who are mostly 18-19 years. Therefore, it 
requires an immediate inte�vention by the 
Election Commission to register these eligible 
voters. 

Figure 4.2 represents the dist�ibution of non-
registered respondents according to their age. It 
can be obse�ved from the figure that about 
80.7% of total non-registered respondents 
belong to age coho�t of 18-25 years followed by 
11.1% in the age coho�t of 26-35 years, 3.7% in 
the age coho�t of 36-45 years and 46-60 years, 
0.9% in the age coho�t of 61 years and above, 
respectively. At the division level, it can be 
obse�ved that the propo�tion of non-registered 
respondents in the age-coho�t of 18-25 years is 
highest in Kalburagi (88.8%) followed by Belagavi 
(88.0%), Mysu�u (80.0%) and Bengalu�u (67.3%). 
In the age-coho�t of 26-35 years, Mysu�u 
division (14.5%) has the highest propo�tion of 
non-registered respondents followed by 
Bengalu�u division (14.4%), Belagavi (7.8%) and 
Kalburagi (7.1%) division. The propo�tion of non-

Figure 4.2:  Dist�ibution of Non-Registered Respondents across Age Groups (in %)



As obse�ved from figure 4.2, the majo�ity of the 
non-registered respondents belonged to the age 
group of 18-25 years.  Hence, single age wise a 
detailed analysis of non-registered respondents 
for the age group 18-25 years is ca��ied out and is 
presented in figure 4.3. It can be obse�ved from 
the figure that about 22.3% and 23.9% of the 
non-registered respondents are in the age 

level it can be obse�ved that Bengalu�u (69.2%) 
has the highest male registered respondents 
followed by Kalburagi (66.2%). On the other 
hand, Mysu�u (37.4%) has the highest female 
registered respondents followed by Belagavi 
(35.8%) division. Belagavi (61.1%) followed by 
Bengalu�u (58.4%) has the highest male non- 
registered respondents; while Mysu�u (49.0%) 
followed by Kalburagi division (41.8%) has the 
highest female non-registered respondents 
respectively. 

4.2.2: Gender Wise Dist�ibution

Table 4.1 shows the dist�ibution of PWD 
respondents based on their gender. At the 
aggregate level, 62.8% were male respondents 
and 37.2% were female respondents. At the 
division level Bengalu�u has highest male 
respondents (65.6%) and Mysu�u has highest 
female respondents (41.3%).  Among the 
registered PwDs respondents 65.5% were male 
and 34.5% were female. Fu�ther, at the division 
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Figure 4.3: Age wise Dist�ibution of non-registered Respondents

coho�t of 18 and 19 years respectively. Fu�ther, 
12.6%, 5.4 % and 6.7% of the non-registered 
respondents are in the age coho�t of 20, 21 and 
22 years respectively. About 27.5% of the non-
registered respondents are aged 23 years and 
above. Thus, nearly half of the non-registered 
respondents are dist�ibuted between 18 to 19 
years of age. 



Table 4.1: Dist�ibution of respondents across Gender.

 Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total
 Division Division Division Division        

                      Registered PwDs

Female 35.8 30.8 33.8 37.4  34.5

Male 64.2 69.2 66.2 62.6  65.5

                   Non Registered PwDs

Female 38.9 41.6 41.8 49.0  43.0

Male 61.1 58.4 58.2 51.0  57.0

                   Total 

Female 36.7 34.4 36.5 41.3  37.2

Male 63.3 65.6 63.5 58.7  62.8

(12.9%), visual disability/challenged (12.8%), 
inte l lectual  d isabi l i ty  (12.2%),  hea� ing 
impai�ment (9.0%) and others (2.9%). About 
4.3% of respondents among registered and 
13.3% among non-registered have more than 
one  d i sab i l i t y.  Among  t he  reg i s te red 
respondents, locomotor disability (64.4%) is 
most commonly found disability followed by 
visually disability/challenged (12.4%), speech 
disability (9.2%), intellectual disability (8.2%), 
hea�ing impai�ment (7.9%) and others (2.2%). On 
the other hand, the locomotor disability (43.0%) 
is most commonly found among the non-
registered respondents followed by speech 
disability (20.8%), intellectual disability (20.4%), 
visually disability/challenged (13.6%), hea�ing 
impai�ment (11.4%) and others (4.2%).

At the division level, the locomotor disability 
among the registered respondents is the highest 
in Kalburagi (73.9%) followed by Bengalu�u 
(69.4%), Mysu�u (57.6%), Belagavi (56.6%).  The 
speech disabil ity among the registered 
respondents is highest in Mysu�u (13.0%) and 
lowest in Kalburagi (5.0%). The hea�ing 
impai�ment among the registered respondents is 
the highest in Belagavi (9.5%) and lowest in 
Bengalu�u (6.5%) div ision; whereas the 
intellectual disability among the registered 
respondents is the highest in Belagavi (11.3%) 
and lowest in Kalburagi (6.2%) division. On the 
other hand, the locomotor disability among the 
non-registered respondents is highest in 
Belagavi (47.9%) and lowest in Mysu�u (37.0%) 
division. The visually disability/challenge among 
the non-registered respondents is highest in  

4.2.3: Dist�ibution of Respondents Across 
Type of Disabilities

Rights of Persons with Disability Act 2016, which 
replaced the PwD Act of 1995 came into 
existence after a long wait. The impo�tant 
element of the act is that the number of 
recognized disability conditions has been 
increased from 7 to 21. The new list included 
t h re e  b l o o d  d i s o rd e r s  ( T h a l a s s e m i a , 
Haemophilia and Sickle cell disease) and acid 
attack su�vivors have also been included to the 
list. Intellectual disability, Parkinson's disease, 
cerebral palsy, dwa�fism and Autistic spect�um 
disorders have also been included to the list. This 
inclusion will help more people to have access to 
the Gove�nment schemes and facilities intended 
for the welfare of PwDs.

Though 21 types of disabilities have been 
recognized as occu�rence of most of them are 
quite rare in nature, for the purpose of analysis 
we reclassified the types of disabilities into six 
catego�ies viz., Visual disability (blindness and 
low v is ion),  speech disabi l i ty,  Hea�ing 
impai�ment, Locomotor disability, Intellectual 
disability (all types of mental related problems) 
and all the remaining disabilities are classified 
under Others. Table 4.2 presents division wise 
dist� ibution of respondents by type of 
disabilities. It is to be noted that the sum of the 
percentages adds up to more than 100 because 
the fewer respondents had more than one type 
of disability. Overall, the locomotor disability 
(57.5%) is most commonly found among the 
respondents followed by speech disability 
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Mysu�u (18.0%) and lowest  in 
Kalburagi (11.2%).  The speech 
disability and hea�ing impai�ment 
a m o n g  t h e  n o n - r e g i s t e r e d 
respondents is highest in Kalburagi 
and lowest in Bengalu�u division.  

Table 4.2:  Dist�ibution of respondents across the types of disabilities. 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

  Registered

Visually Challenged 14.3 10.8  9.5 15.0 12.4

Speech Disability 8.8 10.0  5.0 13.0 9.2

Hea�ing Impai�ment 9.5 6.5  6.7 8.7 7.9

Locomotor Disability 56.6 69.4  73.9 57.6 64.4

Intellectual Disability 11.3 6.8  6.2 8.7 8.2

Others 4.5 1.5  0.7 2.2 2.2

Total 105.0 105.0  102.0 105.2 104.3

  Non Registered

Visually Challenged 11.4 13.4  11.2 18.0 13.6

Speech Disability 18.0 14.9  22.4 27.5 20.8

Hea�ing Impai�ment 10.2 8.9  12.2 14.0 11.4

Locomotor Disability 47.9 45.5 42.3 37.0 43.0

Intellectual Disability 25.1 23.3  18.4 15.5 20.4

Others 4.2 2.0  5.6 5.0 4.2

Total 116.8 107.9  112.2 117.0 113.3

  Total

Visually Challenged 13.4 11.6  10.0 16.0 12.8

Speech Disability 11.5 11.6  10.7 17.8 12.9

Hea�ing Impai�ment 9.7 7.3  8.5 10.5 9.0

Locomotor Disability 54.1 61.4  63.5 50.7 57.5

Intellectual Disability 15.4 12.3  10.2 11.0 12.2

Others 4.4 1.7  2.3 3.2 2.9

Total 108.5 106.0  105.4 109.2 107.2
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12.6% of registered respondents repo�ted 
having MGNREGA job card. At the division level, 
the  h ighest  percentage of  reg is tered 
respondents from Kalburagi (99.8%) had Aadhar 
card followed by Bengalu�u (99.2%). About 19.7% 
of registered respondents in Kalburagi repo�ted 
having MGNREGA job card while it was 14.7% in 
Mysu�u, 9.4% in Bengalu�u and 7.5% in Belagavi. 
Fu�ther, Kalburagi repo�ted the highest 
percentage of registered respondents having 
UDID card while the registered respondents from 
Bengalu�u had least access to UDID card. Among 
the non-registered respondents about 93.6% of 
them had Aadhar card,55.6% had UDID card, 
91.2% had their names in the ration card and only 
2.6% of them had MGNREGA job card. At the 
division level the highest percentage of non-
registered respondents having a UDID card was 
in Belagavi (75.4%) while it was least in 
Bengalu�u (37.6%). About 5.0% of the non-
registered respondents in Mysu�u repo�ted 
having MGNREGA job card while it was 3.6% in 
Kalburagi, 1.2% in Belagavi and 0.6% in 
Bengalu�u. Fu�ther, percentage of non-
registered respondents having their name in 
ration card was highest in Kalburagi (95.4%) 
while lowest in Bengalu�u (79.2%). Since, 
MGNREGA is a manual hard job therefore most of 
the PwDs might not be willing to take up such 
jobs. Hence, a lower percent of both registered 
and non-registered respondents hav ing 
MGNREGA job cards was obse�ved. Thus, 
overall, the access to any type of card is less 
among non-registered respondents compared 
to registered respondents. 

4.2.4: Access to Different Types of Cards

The su�vey collected info�mation about access 
to 4 major types of cards i.e., Aadhar card, UDID 
card, name in Ration card and MGNREGA job 
card among the respondents. Having access to 
such cards has some benefits attached to it. For 
instance, a respondent having a MGNREGA job 
card is entitled for 100 days of work in a year. 
While a respondent having their name in the 
ration card is entitled for subsidized food 
supplies through the Public Dist�ibution System 
(PDS). Likewise, Unique ID for Persons with 
Disabilities (UDID) is a project in which a unique 
disability identity card is issued to each person 
with disabilities. UDID scheme was proposed in 
2016 by the Centre and in the first phase 15 
States were selected. In Ka�nataka, the scheme 
was implemented in Ap�il 2019. The aim of this 
project is to enhance transparency, efficiency 
and ease of delive�ing the gove�nment benefits 
to the person with disabilities ensu�ing 
unifo�mity. Besides, the Id also aims at 
streamlining and tracking of physical and 
financial progress of beneficia�y at all levels i.e., 
from village level, block level, Dist�ict level, State 
level and National level (Depa�tment of 
Empowe�ment of Persons with Disabilities, 
Minist�y of Social Justice and Empowe�ment, 
Gove�nment of India). 

The Table 4.3 presents the details of such 
different types of cards accessed by PWD across 
the administrative div ision. Among the 
registered respondents 99.1% repo�ted having 
access to Aadhar card,98.2% had their names on 
the ration card, 64.5% of them had UDID and only 

Table 4.3: Access to Different Types of Cards among Registered and Non-Registered 
Respondents. 

   Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

                                  Registered

UDID Card 79.9 41.4 80.6 56.1 64.5

AAadhar  Card 98.7 99.2 99.8 98.5 99.1

Name in Ration Card 97.7 96.5 99.0 99.5 98.2

MGNREGA Job Card 7.5 9.4 19.7 14.7 12.6

                                 Non Registered

UDID Card 75.4 37.6 73.0 40.5 55.6

AAdhar  Card 95.2 86.6 95.9 97.0 93.6

Name in Ration Card 94.6 79.2 95.4 96.5 91.2

MGNREGA Job Card 1.2 0.6 3.6 5.0 2.6
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EPIC card acts as an impo�tant document among 
the citizens for official purpose. Figure 4.3   
Shows the purpose for which EPIC card is used 
by respondents. 44% of respondents claimed 
that they use EPIC card only for voting purpose 
and rest 56% used the card for other purpose of 
which 15% of them either used it as address 
proof or for applying into the gove�nment 

registered respondents (91.4%) are receiving 
pension compared to non-registered (88.1%). At 
the division level a highest percent of registered 
respondents fo�m Mysu�u (96.5%) are receiving 
pensions followed by Belagav i (92.0%), 
Kalburagi (90.5%) and Bengalu�u (86.7%) 
division. On the other hand, about 98.0% of the 
non-registered respondents fo�m Mysu�u, 95.2% 
from Belagavi,88.3% fo�m Kalburagi and 72.3% 
from Bengalu�u division are receiving pensions 
from the gove�nment respectively. 

4.2.5: Access to Pensions by Respondents

Gove�nment of Ka�nataka provides pension to 
Persons with disability eve�y month based on the 
intensity of their disabilities. Pensions were 
recently revised for PwDs and as per the latest 
Gove�nment order, PwDs with 40% to 75% 
disability would receive Rs. 600 per month and 
those above 75% of disability would receive Rs. 
1400 per month. Table 4.4 shows the percentage 
of respondents receiving pension from the 
gove�nment. Relatively higher po�tion of 

Table 4.4: Percentage of Respondents receiving pension

  Registered Non-Registered Total

Belagavi 92.0 95.2  92.9

Bengalu�u 86.7 72.3  81.9

Kalburagi 90.5 88.3  89.8

Mysu�u 96.5 98.0  97.0

Total 91.4 88.1  90.4
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Figure 4.4:  Purpose for which EPIC card is used by the Registered Respondents

programme. 14% of the respondents used it for 
banking purpose and 10% of them used it while 
purchasing a mobile sim card. Only 2% of the 
respondents used it while applying for UDID 
card. Majo�ity of the respondents felt that after 
the introduction of Aadhar card, usage of EPIC 
for other purposes have become limited.



registered respondents (12.4%) in Bengalu�u 
repo�ted that they did not possess the required 
documents to avail the pension facility. Similarly, 
1.8% of the non-registered respondents as 
compared to 0.3% of the registered respondents 
in Belagavi division repo�ted that they did not 
have the required documents to avail the 
pension facility. About 1.8% of the registered 
respondents in Bengalu�u and 1.5% of the non- 
registered respondents from Kalburagi division 
repo�ted that non-suppo�tive officers in the 
conce�ned depa�tment were the main reasons 
for not availing monthly pension from the 
gove�nment. As per the no�ms of state 
gove�nment, a person with disability working in 
the gove�nment sector will not receive the 
pension amount. Thus about 2.0% of the 
registered respondents did not receive pension. 
At the division level about 4.3% registered 
respondents from Belagavi, 2.0% from Kalburagi, 
1.3% from Bengalu�u and 0.5% of them from 
Mysu�u division were working in the gove�nment 
sector and hence they did not receive any 
pension amount. 

Table 4.5 presents the division wise reasons for 
not  rece iv ing  pens ions  by  reg is tered 
respondents and non- registered respondents. 
Majo�ity of the respondents (3.0%) claimed that 
no one helped them in getting the pension 
facility. Second common reason for not receiving 
pension was lack of documents (2.2%) and lack 
of awareness (2.1%) regarding the pension 
scheme. Among the registered respondents 
about the majo�ity of them repo�ted that (2.1%) 
they were either not aware regarding the 
pension schemes or there was nobody who 
could help them to get the pension facility. About 
1.3% of the registered respondents repo�ted 
they did not possess the required documents to 
avail the pension facility. At the division level it 
can be obse�ved that about 3.3% and 2.0% of 
registered respondents and non-registered 
respondents in Bengalu�u were not aware about 
the pension scheme; whereas in Kalburagi 
d iv is ion about  3.0% of  the registered 
respondents and 3.6% of the non-registered 
respondents were not aware about the pension 
scheme. Fu�ther, compared to the registered 
respondents (3.8%) a higher percent of non- 
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Table 4.5:  Reasons for not getting Pension 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

   Registered

Not aware about it 1.5 3.3 3.0 0.7 2.1

No one helped in getting it 1.3 3.3 3.0 1.0 2.1

Officer was not suppo�tive 0.8 1.8 1.0 0.5 1.0

Lack of documents 0.3 3.8 0.5 0.7 1.3

Any other(Working in Govt Job) 4.3 1.3 2.0 0.5 2.0

Received Pension 92.0 86.7 90.5 96.5 91.4

   Non-Registered

Not aware about it 0.6 2.0 3.6 2.0 2.1

No one helped in getting it 1.8 13.4 3.1 0.0 4.7

Officer was not suppo�tive 0.6 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.5

Lack of documents 1.8 12.4 2.0 0.0 4.2

Any other(Working in Govt Job) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Received Pension 95.8 72.3 89.8 98.0 88.6

   Total

Not aware about it 1.2 2.8 3.2 1.2 2.1

No one helped in getting it 1.4 6.7 3.0 0.7 3.0

Officer was not suppo�tive 0.7 1.2 1.2 0.3 0.8

Lack of documents 0.7 6.7 1.0 0.5 2.2

Any other (Working in Govt Job) 3.0 0.8 1.3 0.3 1.4

Received Pension 93.1 81.9 90.3 97.0 90.5

registered respondents (61.7%) a higher percent 
of non- registered respondents (69.6%) received 
Rs. 1400 pension per month. Thus, this indicates 
that a higher percent of the non-registered 
respondents are severely disabled. At the 
division level a higher percent of registered 
respondents in Bengalu�u (69.1%) received 
Rs.1400 per month compared to Mysu�u (64.3%), 
Kalburagi (56.9%) and Belagavi (56.7%).  While 
43.3% of registered respondents in Belagavi, 
43.1% in Kalburagi, 35.7% and 30.9% in 
Bengalu�u received Rs.600 per month as 
pension.  On other hand, a higher percent of non-
registered respondents in Bengalu�u (77.4%), 
73.0% in Belagavi, 68.9% in Mysu�u and 60.7% in 
Kalburagi division received Rs.1400 as monthly 
pension. 

As per the depa�tment of the empowe�ment of 
differently abled and senior citizens of Ka�nataka 
gove�nment, any person with disability who is 
economically poor and unable to maintain 
oneself with basic necessities, a monthly 
maintenance allowance of Rs.600/- and 
Rs.1400/- is paid depending on the disability of 
the person. Rs.600/- is paid for the persons with 
40% to 75% disability and Rs.1400/- is paid for 
the persons with more than 75% disability or 
persons who have severe disability conditions. 
Table 4.6 shows wise monthly amounts received 
by the respondents and regula�ity in the pension 
receipt received by the respondent across 
divisions. At the aggregate level about 64.2% of 
the respondents received Rs. 1400 pension per 
month while 35.8% of the respondents received 
Rs. 600 pension per month. Fu�ther, compared to 
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Table 4.6: Dist�ibution of Pension Amount and Regula�ity in Receipt

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

  Registered

Rs. 600 per Month 43.3 30.9 43.1 35.7 38.3

Rs. 1400 per month 56.7 69.1 56.9 64.3 61.7

% of Respondents Receiving  94.6 90.2 95.1 87.3 91.7
Pension Regularly

 Non Registered 

Rs. 600 per Month 27.0 22.6 39.3 31.1 30.4

Rs. 1400 per month 73.0 77.4 60.7 68.9 69.6

% of Respondents Receiving  69.2 88.4 83.8 85.2 81.8
Pension Regularly

 Total   

Rs. 600 per Month 38.4 28.5 41.9 34.1 35.8

Rs. 1400 per month 61.6 71.5 58.1 65.9 64.2

% of Respondents Receiving  86.9 89.6 91.4 86.6 88.6
Pension Regularly 

registered respondents followed by Mysu�u 
(45.1%), Bengalu�u (41.4%) and Belagavi (33.8%). 
Fu�ther, 35.1% of the registered respondents in 
Belagavi have completed p�ima�y schooling 
while it was 23.3% in Bengalu�u, 18.5% in Mysu�u 
and 15.4% in Kalburagi. About 19.2% of the 
registered respondents in Mysu�u have finished 
their high schooling while it was 16.8% in 
Bengalu�u, 13.4% in Kalburagi and 13.0% in 
Belagavi division. A higher percent of the 
registered respondents in Belagavi division 
(6.3%) followed by Bengalu�u (4.8%) Mysu�u 
(3.7%) and Kalburagi (3.2%) are graduates.  On 
the other hand, Bengalu�u (58.4%) had the 
highest percent of illiterates among the non-
registered respondents followed by Kalburagi 
(52.6%), Mysu�u (43.5%) and Belagavi (38.9%) 
division. Whereas, highest percent of those non-
registered respondents with p�ima�y schooling 
were in Kalburagi (17.3%) followed by Belagavi 
(16.8%), Mysu�u (16.0%) and Bengalu�u (9.4%). 
About 18.0% of the non-registered respondents 
in Belagavi have finished their high schooling 
while it was 14.5% in Mysu�u, 11.2% in Kalburagi 
and 9.9% in Bengalu�u division. A higher precent 
of the non-registered respondents in Mysu�u 
division (6.0%) followed by Belagavi (3.0%) 
Bengalu�u and Kalburagi (2.0%) are graduates.

4.2.6: Educational Attainment of Respondents

Education is an impo�tant key to dete�mine the 
a w a re n e s s  o f  e l e c t i o n  a n d  e l e c t o r a l 
pa�ticipation. Eve�y Individual is potentially 
influenced by their educational attainment. Table 
4.7 presents the educational level of the 
respondents. Overall, about 45.7% of the 
re s p o n d e n t ' s  we re  i l l i t e r a t e s ,  2 0 . 4 % 
respondents had completed p�ima�y schooling, 
14.8% respondents had finished high school, 
11.1% respondents had completed higher 
seconda�y, 3.9% respondents had either 
diploma or a ce�tificate course and close to 4.1% 
respondents were graduates. Fu�ther, about 
48.8% non-registered respondents and 44.3% of 
the registered respondents were illiterate. 23% 
of the registered respondents and 14.8% of the 
non-registered respondents had completed 
p�ima�y education. 13.2% of the non-registered 
respondents and 15.6% of the registered 
respondents had completed high schooling; 
while, 9.9% of the registered respondents and 
13.5% of the non-registered respondents had 
either diploma or a ce�tificate course. Only about 
2.6% of the registered respondents and 3.3% of 
the  non-reg is tered respondents  were 
graduates. At the division level Kalburagi (56.7%) 
had the highest percent of illiterates among the 
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Table 4.7: Education level of respondents 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

  Registered

Illiterate 33.8 41.4 56.7 45.1 44.3

P�ima�y School 35.1 23.3 15.4 18.5 23.0

High School 13.0 16.8 13.4 19.2 15.6

Higher Seconda�y 8.8 12.3 8.0 10.7 9.9

Diploma/ce�tificate course 3.0 1.5 3.2 2.7 2.6

Graduate & Above 6.3 4.8 3.2 3.7 4.5

  Non Registered

Illiterate 38.9 58.4 52.6 43.5 48.8

P�ima�y School 16.8 9.4 17.3 16.0 14.8

High School 18.0 9.9 11.2 14.5 13.2

Higher Seconda�y 16.2 11.4 12.2 14.5 13.5

Diploma/ce�tificate course 7.2 8.9 4.6 5.5 6.5

Graduate & Above 3.0 2.0 2.0 6.0 3.3

  Total

Illiterate 35.3 47.1 55.4 44.6 45.7

P�ima�y School 29.7 18.6 16.1 17.6 20.4

High School 14.5 14.5 12.7 17.6 14.8

Higher Seconda�y 11.0 12.0 9.4 12.0 11.1

Diploma/ce�tificate course 4.2 4.0 3.7 3.7 3.9

Graduate & Above 5.3 3.8 2.8 4.5 4.1

education. A higher percent of male (12.5%) 
respondents as compared to female (8.6%) 
respondents have completed their higher 
seconda�y level of education. Likewise, a higher 
percent of male (4.6%) respondents are 
graduates compared to female (3.3%) 
respondents. Thus, a clear gender dispa�ity in 
educational attainment is obse�ved among 
males and female.

Figure 4.5 shows the educational level of the 
respondents by gender. It can be obse�ved from 
the figure that higher percent of female (52.9%) 
respondents are illiterates compared to male 
(41.5%) respondents. Fu�ther, about 20% of both 
males and female respondents have completed 
their p�ima�y schooling and about 17.2% of male 
respondents and 10.9% of female respondents 
have completed their high school level of 
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of the respondents are working in the 
gove�nment sector. On the other hand, around 
35.8% of the non-registered respondents are 
unemployed and 1.2% of the respondents are 
unemployed but available for work. About 10.6% 
of the non-registered respondents are engaged 
in ag�iculture and allied activities or as laborer 
and cultivators, 19.7% of the non-registered 
respondents are home makers, 15.0% are 
students and 13.6% of the respondents are 
engaged in other occupations. Around 2.2% are 
working in the p�ivate sector, 0.4% are working in 
the gove�nment sector and 1.4% of the 
respondents have their own enterp�ise. 

At the division level the table 4.8 shows that the 
highest propo�tions of registered respondents 
who are students are from the Mysu�u division 
(1.0%) while the lowest is from the (0.3%) 
Belagavi division. Highest propo�tions of 
unemployed registered respondents are from 
Belagavi division (28.1%) while the lowest 
(10.5%) are from the Mysore division. Majo�ity of 
respondents (2.5%) who are unemployed and 
available for work are from the Belagavi division 
while the lowest (0.5%) are from the Mysu�u 
division. Kalburagi division has the highest 
propo�tion (1.5%) of respondents who are 
engaged in Gove�nment se�vices while Mysu�u 
division has the lowest (0.7%). Bengalu�u 
division has the highest propo�tion (6.3%) of 
respondents who are engaged in the p�ivate 

4.2.7: Occupation St�ucture 
of the Respondents

Table 4.8 presents the occupation-wise 
dist�ibution of the respondents across the four 
divisions. This table captures the economic 
conditions characte�izing the state and 
highlights the conditions of economic progress. 
The occupational st�ucture of the respondents 
reflects the absorption of the labor force into 
va�ious catego�ies of economic activity. It can be 
obse�ved from table 4.8, that the majo�ity of 
respondents are unemployed (25.4%) and 1.2% 
of the respondents are unemployed but available 
for work. About 21.1% of the respondents are 
engaged in ag�iculture and allied activities or as 
laborers and cultivators. This is followed by the 
home makers (12.3%), respondents working in 
the p�ivate sector (4.2%) and respondents 
owning enterp�ise (4.0%). On the other hand, 
nearly 5.3% of the respondents in the sample are 
students and about 25.7% of the respondents 
are engaged in other occupations.  Among those 
registered respondents 26.1% of them are 
engaged in ag�iculture and allied activities or as 
laborers and cultivators while 20.4% are 
unemployed and 1.2% of the respondents are 
unemployed but available for work. Around 8.8% 
of the respondents are home makers and about 
5.2% of the respondents are either working in the 
p�ivate sector or have their own enterp�ise. 0.6% 
of the respondents are students and around 1.0% 
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Figure 4.5:  Education level dist�ibution of respondents based on gender. 



se�vices while Belagavi division has the lowest 
(1.2%) propo�tion. Bengalu�u division has the 
highest propo�tion (1.0%) of respondents who 
are engaged in Gove�nment se�vices while 
Belagavi and Kalburagi division has the lowest 
(0.0%). The highest propo�tion of respondents 
(3.0%) who own enterp�ises belong to the 
Bengalu�u division while the lowest propo�tions 
(0.6%) of them belong to the Belagavi Division.  
Highest propo�tions of unemployed non-
registered respondents are from Kalburagi 
division (51.5%) while the lowest (13.2%) are from 
the Belagavi division. Majo�ity of respondents 
(1.8%) who are unemployed and available for 
work are from the Belagavi division while the 
lowest (0.5%) are from the Kalburagi division. 
The highest propo�tion (13.2%) of respondents 
who are engaged in ag�iculture and allied 
activities or as labourers and cultivators are from 
the Belagavi division while the lowest (10.9%) are 
from the Bengalu�u division. The highest 
propo�tion of respondents (29.9%) engaged in 
other occupations are from the Belagavi division 
while the lowest (2.0%) is from the Kalburagi 
division. 

se�vices while Mysu�u division has the lowest 
(4.0%). The highest propo�tion of respondents 
(10.8%) who own enterp�ises belong to the 
Bengalu�u division while the lowest propo�tions 
(1.7%) of them belong to the Mysu�u Division.  
The highest propo�tion (31.3%) of respondents 
who are engaged in ag�iculture and allied 
activities or as labourer and cultivators are from 
the Kalburagi division while the lowest (21.6%) 
are from the Bengalu�u division. Highest 
propo�tions (10.7%) of home makers are from 
Mysu�u division while lowest (6.5%) are from the 
Bengalu�u division. The highest propo�tion of 
respondents (43.6%) engaged in other 
occupations are from the Mysu�u division while 
the lowest (24.6%) is from the Belagavi division. 

Fu�ther, the highest propo�tions of non-
registered respondents who are students are 
from the Belagavi division (19.2%) while the 
lowest is from the (11.4%) Kalburagi division. 
Highest propo�tions (23.3%) of home makers are 
from the Bengalu�u division while lowest (13.5%) 
are from the Mysu�u division. Mysu�u division 
has  t he  h ighest  p ropo� t ion  (3.5%)  o f 
respondents who are engaged in the p�ivate 
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Table 4.8: Occupational dist�ibution of respondents 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

  Registered

Student 0.3  0.8 0.5 1.0 0.6

Unemployed 28.1  23.1 19.9 10.5 20.4

Unemployed Available for Work 2.5  0.8 1.0 0.5 1.2

Gove�nment Se�vice 0.8  1.0 1.5 0.7 1.0

P�ivate Se�vice 5.8  6.3 4.7 4.0 5.2

Own Enterp�ise 3.8  10.8 4.5 1.7 5.2

Labourer/cultivator in ag 
and allied activities  24.3  21.6 31.3 27.2 26.1  

Home Maker 10.0  6.5 8.0 10.7 8.8

Other 24.6  29.3 28.6 43.6 31.5

  Non Registered

Student 19.2  11.4 11.2 19.0 15.0

Unemployed 13.2  39.6 51.5 35.5 35.8

Unemployed Available for Work 1.8  1.0 0.5 1.5 1.2

Gove�nment Se�vice 0.0  1.0 0.0 0.5 0.4

P�ivate Se�vice 1.2  3.0 1.0 3.5 2.2

Own Enterp�ise 0.6  3.0 1.0 1.0 1.4

Labourer/cultivator in ag 
and allied activities 13.2  10.9 11.2 7.5 10.6  

Home Maker 21.0  23.3 21.4 13.5 19.7

Other 29.9  6.9 2.0 18.0 13.6

  Total

Student 5.8  4.3 4.0 7.0 5.3

Unemployed 23.7  28.6 30.3 18.8 25.4

Unemployed Available for Work 2.3  0.8 0.8 0.8 1.2

Gove�nment Se�vice 0.5  1.0 1.0 0.7 0.8

P�ivate Se�vice 4.4  5.2 3.5 3.8 4.2

Own Enterp�ise 2.8  8.2 3.3 1.5 4.0

Labourer/cultivator in ag 
and allied activities  21.0  18.0 24.7 20.6 21.1  

Home Maker 13.3  12.1 12.4 11.6 12.3

Other 26.1  21.8 19.9 35.1 25.
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4.2.8: Dist�ibution of 
Respondents Across Ma�ital Status:

Figure 4.6 represents the ma�ital status of the 
respondents from all the four-division based on 
their registration status. Overall, about 42.6% of 
the respondents are ma��ied, 52.9% of them 
were never ma��ied while 3.8% are widowed. 
Only 0.7 % of the respondents in the sample are 

Figure 4.6: Dist�ibution of respondents across ma�ital status. 

4.2.9: Dist�ibution of 
Respondents Across Social Group

Figure 4.7 represents the dist�ibution of 
respondents based on their caste. 37.0% of the 
respondents belonged to others who constitute 
general class followed by 25.0% OBC, 19.0% 
Scheduled Caste, 12.0% Mino�ity and 7.0% 
Scheduled T�ibe. 

Figure 4.7: Dist�ibution of respondents 
across their social groups. 

070

separated or divorced. Among those registered 
respondents 34.6% of them are never ma��ied, 
59.2% are ma��ied, 5.4% are widowed and 0.7% 
of them are separated or divorced. On the other 
hand, among those non-registered respondents 
91.2% of them are never ma��ied ,8.0% are 
cu�rently ma��ied, 0.3% are widowed and 0.7% 
are divorced/ separated. 



Inte�net (17.9%) and newspaper (15.8%). On the 
other hand,  the h ighest  propo� t ion of 
respondents (74.5%) does not listen to radio at 
all. The propo�tion of respondents who do not 
have access or do not use the inte�net at all is 
also quite high at 77.3%. About 70.4% of the 
respondents do not read newspapers or 
magazines at all and about 27.4% of the 
respondents do not watch TV at all.

4.2.10: Exposure to Media 

Media in the cu�rent scena�io plays an impo�tant 
role in framing opinion and making social 
decisions among citizens. Figure 4.8 presents 
the info�mation on the exposure of respondents 
to va�ious media like newspapers, radio, 
television and inte�net. As obse�ved from this 
figure, television (61.7%) and radio (20.5%) are 
the major source of info�mation since these 
media are accessed by a large propo�tion of 
respondents eve�y day. This is followed by the 

Figure 4.8: Respondents’ Exposure to Media(in %)

(26.7%) of the total respondents followed 
by those in the 36-45 years coho�t 
(23.7%).  Whereas non- registered 
respondents in the age coho�t of 18-25 
years constituted a larger share (80.7%) of 
the total respondents followed by those in 
the 26-35 years coho�t (11.1%).

l Among 18- 25years non- registered 
respondents about 22.3% and 23.9% were 
aged  18 and 19 years respectively.

l 65.5% of Males and 34.5% of female 
respondents constituted the registered 
sample. While 57.0% of Males and 43.0% of 
female respondents constituted the non-
registered sample.

4.3: Conclusions

This chapter presents the socio-economic 
demographic profile of the PwD respondents, 
who are registered and non- registered from 
Ka�nataka's four administrative divisions viz, 
Belgaum, Bangalore, Gulbarga and Mysore. The 
dist�ibution of respondents on the basis of socio-
economic demographic indicators such as age, 
gender, ma�ital status, education, occupation, 
social group and exposure to media has also 
been examined. The main conclusions are as 
follows:

l Registered respondents in the age coho�t 
of 46-60 years constituted a larger share 
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division had Aadhar card. The  propo�tion 
of registered  respondents  who had UDID 
card  was high  in  Kalburagi and  low in  
Bengalu�u division while percentage of 
non- registered respondents  having UDID 
card was high in Belagavi  and  low in  
Bengalu�u division.  

l Only 44% of reposits used EPIC card for 
voting. 56% of the respondents used EPIC 
card for other than voting of which majo�ity 
of the respondents used it for address 
proof and for applying for gove�nment 
programme (15%).

l H i g h e r  p r o p o � t i o n  o f  r e g i s t e r e d 
respondents (91.4%) received pension 
compared to  the  non-  reg is tered 
respondents (88.1%).  Lack of awareness 
about the pension scheme, not possessing 
the required documents and not getting 
required help from somebody is the main 
reasons for not getting pension. 

l 91.7% of the registered respondents and 
88.6% of the non-registered respondents 
received pension regularly.

l At the aggregate level, television, radio and 
newspaper & magazines are the major 
source of media to which respondents are 
exposed on a daily basis

To conclude in this chapter, the diverse 
character of Ka�nataka's PwD population has 
been captured by selecting respondents of 
di f ferent socio-economic demographic 
indicators. This enables the fo�mulation of 
specific inte�vention policies and strategies to 
enhance PwD electoral pa�ticipation in the state.

l 91.2% and 34.6 % of the non- registered 
and registered respondents were never 
ma��ied.  

l 4.3% of registered respondents, 13.3% of 
non-registered respondents have more 
than one disability. Around 11.7% and 11.6% 
of the non-registered respondents from 
Mysu�u and Belagavi division respectively 
had more than one disability. Locomotor 
disability was most commonly found 
among both registered (57.5%) and non-
registered respondents (43.0%).  Visually 
challenged was second most disability 
found among registered respondents while 
it was speech disability among the non-
registered respondents. 

l Across  cas tes ,  a  ma jo � i ty  o f  t he 
respondents belonged to other castes 
(37%) followed by Other Backward classes 
(25%), SC (19%), ST (7%) and Mino�ity 
(12%) respectively.

l I l l i terates  were h igh among Non- 
registered respondents compared to 
r e g i s t e r e d  r e s p o n d e n t s .  H i g h e r 
propo�tions of registered respondents 
from Kalburagi are illiterate while for non-
registered respondents it is Bengalu�u. 
6.3% of the registered respondents who 
are graduates are from Belagavi division 
whi le  6.0% of  the non-reg istered 
respondents who are graduates are from 
Mysu�u division.

l Respondents who were engaged in 
Labourer/Cultivator/Ag�iculture and Allied 
Act iv i t ies const i tuted the h ighest 
propo�tion of registered respondents. 
W h i l e  u n e m p l o y e d  r e s p o n d e n t s 
constituted the highest propo�tion in the 
non-registered respondents sample. 10.8% 
of the registered respondents from the 
Bengalu�u  d iv is ion had the i r  own 
enterp�ise while 23.3% of the non-
registered respondents from Bengalu�u 
division were homemakers. The propo�tion 
of  non- registered respondents  who were 
students  were high in Mysu�u and  
Belagavi and low  in  Kalburagi  division.

l The propo�tion of registered respondents 
who had MGNREGA job card was high  
compared to  non registered respondent. 
More than 90% of the registered and non- 
registered  respondents  across all the four  
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CHAPTER 5

AWARENESS 
REGARDING 
ELECTORAL 
PROCESS





5.1: Introduction

Developing the practice of info�med and ethical 
electoral pa�ticipation is vital to investment in 
future of democracy. Under its flagship 
programme 'Systematic Voters' Education & 
Electoral Pa�ticipation' (SVEEP), the Election 
Commission of India ca��ies out va�ious 
inte�ventions for strengthening and enhancing 
qual ity electoral pa� ticipation. Election 
Commission of India is now rolling out its 
ambitious project 'Electoral Literacy Club' (ELC) 
for mainstreaming of electoral literacy in 
Schools, Colleges and Communities to promote 
electoral literacy in all age groups of the Indian 
citizens. In organizations, such as Gove�nment 
and Non Gove�nment Organizations as well as in 

95.5% registered respondents from the others 
catego�y had knowledge on voting age followed 
by OBC (94.4%), SC (92%), and ST (91.9%) and 
mino�ity (87.4%). Interesting obse�vation is that 
cent percent of the respondents belonging to ST 
catego�y from Belagavi and Bengalu�u division 
were aware of voting age. As compared to other 
division a higher percent of respondents 
belonging to mino�ity catego�y fo�m Mysu�u 
(93.3%) division were, aware of voting age 
compared to. 

Education is the key for knowledge and 
awareness. It is obse�ved that higher the 
education level better the awareness regarding 
voting age. All the respondents who were 
graduates and diploma qualified had awareness 
about the voting age. Contra�i ly fewer 
propo�tions of illiterate respondents (88.4%) 
possessed knowledge on voting age. Fu�ther, it 
is obse�ved that 98% respondents who 
completed high school had awareness on voting 
age and 97.5% respondents who completed 
higher seconda�y had awareness on voting age. 

100 percent respondents who were students, 
regular sala�ied worker and those who had their 
own enterp�ise possessed knowledge on 
minimum voting age. 94.2% of unemployed 
respondents and 96.9% of respondents who 
were into ag�icultural activity were aware of 
minimum voting age. 87.9% of home maker 
respondents and 89.3% of respondents who 
were not in labor force had knowledge on voting 
age. A higher propo�tion of homemaker 

5.2: Awareness Regarding Minimum Age of 
Registration to Become a Voter

As per the Indian election commission �ules and 
no�ms, 18 years is considered to be the minimum 
voting age for men and women. Awareness 
regarding the minimum age to be a voter among 
the PWD registered respondents is represented 
in Table 5.1. On the aggregate level, 93.5% of 
respondents were aware of voting age. At the 
division level highest propo�tion of respondent's 
fo�m Kalburagi (94.3%) were aware of voting age 
followed by Bengalu�u (93.7%) and Mysu�u and 
Belagavi (93.0%) division. Fu�ther, 95.7% of total 
registered male respondents and 89.3% of total 
female registered respondents were aware of 
the minimum age for voting. Kalburagi had the 
highest male registered respondents (97.7%) 
while Bengalu�u and Belagavi had the highest 
female registered respondents (90.2%) who 
were aware of the minimum age for voting. 

A higher prop�tion of respondents from the age 
group 26-35 years was aware of the voting age 
(96.4%) followed by 18-25 years (95.5%), 36-45 
years (93.7%), 46-60 years (93.5%) and 61 and 
above (88.5%). Cent percent of youths from the 
age group 18-25 years in Bengalu�u division were 
aware about the minimum age for voting while 
lower propo�tion youths from Belagavi were 
info�med about the voting age (91.3%).  Higher 
propo�tion of registered respondents aged 61 
years and above from Kalburagi (91.5%) were 
aware  about the voting age compared to other 
divisions. 
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Corporates, the ELC has assumed the name of 
Voter Awareness Fo�um (VAF) and se�ve the 
purpose of impa�ting voter education to all 
employees within an organization. Through ELC 
and VAF Election commission has t�ied to 
increase the awareness levels among voters 
regarding the electoral process, and to cla�ify all 
misunderstanding / misconceptions that people 
could hold regarding the electoral process in the 
count�y. In this context, this chapter examines 
the awareness of the sample respondents 
regarding key electoral process concepts of 
minimum age of registration, qualifying date for 
getting registered for election, National 
Voters'day, NOTA, VVPAT and availability of 
candidate numbers in Braille on the EVMs. 



respondents from Kalburagi  who are not 
exposed to  different media still had knowledge 
on voting age as compared to other 3 divisions.  

Registered respondents with hea�ing impai�ment 
were high in propo�tion (95.2%) followed by 
speech disabled respondents (94.6%), 
Locomotor disabled (94.4%), others (91.7%), 
visually challenged (91.4%) and Intellectual 
disability (87.9%) to know the voting age. Higher 
propo�tion of registered respondents from 
Belagavi with hea�ing impai�ment (97.4%) knew 
the minimum voting age as against registered 
respondents from Belagav i  (80%) with 
intellectual disability. All the respondents of 
Bengalu�u, Kalburagi and Mysu�u with other 
disabilities were aware of the exact minimum 
voting age.  

respondents from Mysu�u (93%) followed by 
Bengalu�u (92.3%) division had awareness on 
voting age as compared to Belagavi (82.5%) and 
Kalburagi (84.4%) divisions. 

About 99%, 98.7%, 97.6% and 97.3% respondents 
read newspapers ,  accessed the inte�net, 
listened to radio  and  watched  TV were aware 
of voting age. All the respondents of Kalburagi 
who listen to radio, all the respondents from 
Bengalu�u and Mysu�u who used the inte�net 
were aware of voting age. 

Contra�ily, respondents who were not much 
exposed to media still had knowledge on voting 
age but lesser propo�tion compared to those 
who were exposed to media. 91.9% respondents 
who were not exposed to radio and inte�net had 
knowledge on voting age. Higher propo�tion  of 
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Table 5.1: Awareness Regarding Minimum Age of Registration to be a Voter among Registered 
Respondents. 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total

 Sex 

Female 90.2 90.2 87.5 89.3   89.3

Male 94.5 95.3 97.7 95.2 95.7

 Age Group

18-25 91.3 100.0 96.6 95.6 95.5

26-35 98.7 94.5 95.2 98.5 96.4

36-45 91.6 95.2 95.9 92.5 93.7

46-60 94.0 93.3 92.8 93.7 93.5

61 and above 87.3 88.6 91.5 85.9 88.5

 Social Group

SC 89.2 90.6 94.0 93.2 92.0

ST 100.0 100.0 94.3 77.4 91.9

OBC 95.2 94.1 96.3 93.7 94.4

Others 93.4 98.1 97.3 95.5 95.5

Mino�ity 87.1 87.7 85.9 93.3 87.4

 Education

Illiterate 84.4 87.9 91.7 87.8 88.4

P�ima�y School 95.7 96.8 98.4 95.9 96.5

High School 100.0 100.0 96.3 96.1 98.0

Higher Seconda�y 97.1 95.9 96.9 100.0 97.5

Diploma/ce�tificate course 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Graduate & Above 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

 Occupation

Student 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Unemployed 90.2 95.8 97.6 95.5 94.2

Regular Sala�ied Worker 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Own Enterp�ise 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 96.9 96.5 96.8 97.2 96.9

Home Maker 82.5 92.3 84.4 93.0 87.9

Not in Labour Force 93.9 86.3 89.6 88.6 89.3

 Media Exposed

News Paper 98.8 99.2 99.1 99.2 99.0

Radio 98.4 96.9 100.0 96.1 97.6

TV 95.9 98.4 96.7 98.2 97.3

Inte�net 98.3 100.0 96.5 100.0 98.7

 Media not Exposed

News Paper 89.1 91.2 92.4 90.3 90.8

Radio 90.6 92.3 92.8 91.6 91.9

TV 81.7 77.8 86.7 80.2 81.6

Inte�net 90.8 91.6 93.7 91.2 91.9

 Types of Diability

Visually Challenged 94.7 83.7 94.7 91.7 91.4

Speech Disability 94.3 92.5 95.0 96.2 94.6

Hea�ing Impai�ment 97.4 92.3 92.6 97.1 95.2

Locomotor Disability 95.6 95.3 93.9 92.6 94.4

Intellectual Disability 80.0 92.6 96.0 88.6 87.9

Others 83.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 91.7

Total 93.0 93.7 94.3 93.0 93.5
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Bengalu�u and Mysu�u, all the respondents 
belonging to OBC catego�y from Kalburagi, all 
the respondents belonging to other catego�y 
from Bengalu�u and all the respondents 
belonging to mino�ity community from Kalburagi 
and Mysu�u were aware of minimum voting age. 
All the respondents who completed higher 
seconda�y and graduation were aware of voting 
age. I�respective of whether registered or non-
registered less propo�tion of illiterates were 
aware of voting age. On the other hand lower 
percent respondents who completed diploma or 
ce�tificate courses were (96%) aware about the 
minimum voting age.  All the non-registered 
respondents who were sala�ied workers and 
owned an enterp�ise were aware of the voting 
age.  93.4%, 92.9% of the respondents who are 
homemakers and  unemployed were aware 
a b o u t  t h e  m i n i m u m  v o t i n g  a g e 
respectively.98.5% ,98.4% and 98.0% of the 
respondents with exposure to inte�net, 
newspaper and exposure to television knew the 
minimum voting age. About 93.6% of the 
respondents with no exposure to radio, 
newspaper (93.4%),  inte�net (99.3%) and TV 
(88.3%) also knew the minimum voting age. Cent  
percent of the v isually challenged non-
registered respondents from Mysu�u, cent  
percent of the non-registered respondents with 
hea�ing impai�ment from Belagavi and Bengalu�u 
and cent  percent of the respondents with 
intellectual disability from Mysu�u were aware of 
minimum voting age. 

Table 5.2 shows the awareness on voting age 
among the non-registered respondents. At  the 
aggregate leve l  94.6% non-registered 
respondents have knowledge about minimum 
voting age which is higher than that of registered 
respondents. Higher propo�tion of non-
registered respondents from Mysu�u (96.5%) 
had awareness regarding voting age followed by 
Kalburagi (95.9%), Bengalu�u (93.1%) and 
Belagavi (92.8%). Propo�tion of non-registered 
respondents who were aware of voting age was 
higher than registered respondents in Mysu�u 
and Kalburagi division. 95.7% of non-registered 
female respondents and 93.8% of non-
registered male respondents were aware of the 
minimum voting age. A higher percent of females 
from Kalburagi (98.8%) and male from Mysu�u 
(95.1%) were aware of minimum voting age. 

Higher percent of non-registered respondents in 
the age group of  46-60 years (96.4%) followed 
by 18-25 years (95.1%), 36-45 years (92.9%), 26-
35 years (91.8%) and 61 plus (85.7%) aged 
respondents knew the voting age.  All the non-
registered respondents in the age group 36-45 
years from Belagavi and Mysu�u division, all the 
non-registered respondents in the age group 
46-60 years from Belagavi, Kalburagi and 
Mysu�u and all the non-registered respondents 
in the age group 61 years and above age from 
Kalburagi and Mysu�u were aware of the 
minimum voting age. All the respondents 
belonging to SC catego�y in Mysu�u, all the 
respondents belonging to ST catego�y from 
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Table 5.2  Awareness Regarding Minimum Age of Registration to be a Voter among Non-Registered Respondents

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total

 Sex

Female 92.3 92.9 98.8 98.0 95.7

Male 93.1 93.2 93.9 95.1 93.8

 Age Group

18-25 92.5 92.6 96.6 98.1 95.1

26-35 92.3 96.6 92.9 86.2 91.8

36-45 100.0 92.3 66.7 100.0 92.9

46-60 100.0 94.7 100.0 100.0 96.4

61 and above 0.0 80.0 100.0 100.0 85.7

 Social Group

SC 80.0 94.6 90.5 100.0 92.5

ST 66.7 100.0 90.9 100.0 94.9

OBC 90.3 97.2 100.0 97.5 96.1

Others 98.4 100.0 97.6 93.2 96.7

Mino�ity 96.2 82.4 100.0 100.0 91.0

 Education

Illiterate 89.2 89.0 93.2 93.1 91.2

P�ima�y School 92.9 94.7 97.1 100.0 96.5

High School 93.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.0

Higher Seconda�y 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Diploma/ce�tificate course 91.7 100.0 100.0 90.9 96.0

Graduate & Above 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

 Occupation

Student 96.9 100.0 100.0 92.1 96.5

Unemployed 80.0 91.5 95.1 95.9 92.9

Regular Sala�ied Worker 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Own Enterp�ise 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 100.0 95.5 90.9 100.0 96.3

Home Maker 85.7 91.5 97.6 100.0 93.4

Not in Labour Force 98.0 85.7 100.0 97.2 96.2

 Media Exposed

News Paper 96.0 100.0 100.0 98.3 98.4

Radio 93.8 100.0 100.0 98.2 98.2

TV 95.1 99.2 98.4 99.2 98.0

Inte�net 96.8 100.0 100.0 98.1 98.5

 Media not Exposed

News Paper 91.5 91.6 94.8 95.7 93.4

Radio 92.6 91.2 95.0 95.8 93.6

TV 86.4 84.0 91.9 91.0 88.3

Inte�net 90.4 91.3 95.0 95.9 93.3

 Types of Diability

Visually Challenged 89.5 92.6 90.9 100.0 94.2

Speech Disability 86.7 83.3 97.7 90.9 90.6

Hea�ing Impai�ment 100.0 100.0 91.7 85.7 93.1

Locomotor Disability 96.3 94.6 96.4 97.3 96.0

Intellectual Disability 85.7 93.6 97.2 100.0 93.6

Others 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Total 92.8 93.1 95.9 96.5 94.6



Table 5.3: Awareness about the date for dete�mining the age for getting registered in electoral 
rolls. 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total

  Registered

18th Bi�thday 76.7 88.0 82.3 83.0 82.5

1st Janua�y 5.3 0.8 2.7 0.5 2.3

Don't Know 18.0 11.3 14.9 16.5 15.2

Total  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

  Non Registered

!8th Bi�thday 74.9 77.7 73.0 76.5 75.6

1st Janua�y 4.2 3.5 9.2 7.0 6.0

Don't Know 21.0 18.8 17.9 16.5 18.4

Total  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

of registered respondents from Belagavi (5.3%) 
and non-registered respondents of Kalburagi 
(9.2%) knew that 1st Janua�y of the year as the 
qualifying date for registe�ing in electoral rolls as 
compared to other divisions. While a higher 
propo�tion of registered (88.0%) and non-
registered (77.7%) respondents from Bengalu�u 
believed that attainment of 18th bi�thday was the 
dete�mining date to register under electoral rolls. 
About 18.4% registered and 21.0% non-
registered respondents fo�m Belagavi division 
were not aware of the qualifying date for 
registration. 

5.3: Awareness Regarding Date for 
Dete�mining Qualifying Age to Register in 
Electoral Rolls

The awareness regarding the date for registe�ing 
in electoral roll was ala�mingly low among 
registered (2.3%) as well as non-registered 
(6.0%) catego�y. 82.5% registered and 75.6% 
non-registered respondents believed that 
attainment of 18th bi�thday was the dete�mining 
date to register under electoral rolls (Table 5.3). 
About 15.2% of registered voters and18.4% of the 
non-registered voters repo�ted that they were 
not aware  regarding the  qualifying age to 
register in the electoral roll. A higher propo�tion 

respondents from the age group 36-45 

years were aware about the qualifying age 

while 2.1% of the registered respondents  

from same age group were aware of the 

qualifying age. 2.8% of registered and 6.2% 

of non-registered youth respondents in the 

age group 18-25 years were aware that 

Janua�y 1st was the qualifying date. 

Based on the social group analysis, 8.1% and 

2.3% of non-registered and registered 

respondents belonging to the mino�ity were 

aware that Janua�y 1st was the qualifying 

date. While 6.1% and 3.0% of the non-

Table 5.4 presents awareness regarding the 

qualifying age for getting registered in 

electoral rolls by socio-economic and 

demographic groups. A higher propo�tion of 

female respondents in registered (3.1%) and 

non-registered (7%) compared to registered 

(1.9%) and non-registered (5.3%) male 

respondents to know the �ight date for 

conside�ing qualified for the voter list. 3.2% 

and 14.3% of the  registered and non-

registered respondents who were 61 years 

and above had awareness regarding 

qualifying age. None of the non-registered 
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1.2% of registered sala�ied workers knew the 

qualifying date which is lowest among the 

entire registered occupational sector. 

With regard to  exposure to media about 

2.0% and 5.8% of  the registered and non-

registered respondents exposed to 

television were aware of the qualifying date. 

While 2.3% and 3.1% of  the registered and 

non-registered respondents exposed to the 

inte�net were aware of the qualifying date. 

About 1.7% and 4.8% of the registered and 

non-registered respondents who read 

newspapers were aware of the qualifying 

date. On the contra�y, about 7.0%, 6.4% and 

6.2%  of non- registered respondents who 

were not exposed to the inte�net,   who don't 

read newspapers / watch television  and 

who do not  listen to radio also knew the 

qualifying date.  The awareness on the 

qual ify ing date for registration was 

s e e m i n g l y  l e s s  a m o n g  re g i s t e re d 

respondents with intellectual disability 

(1.5%) followed by locomotor disability 

(2.2%). Non-registered respondents who are 

Visually challenged (7.7%) and non-

registered respondents with locomotor 

disability (6.1%) were aware of qualifying 

date for registration. 4.1% registered 

respondents with speech disability knew the 

qualifying dates. 

registered and registered respondents 

belonged to other communities who were 

aware of the qualifying date for registration. 

Likewise, 5.8% and 2.9 % of the non-

registered and registered respondents 

belonging to SC and 5.1% and 1.6 % of the 

non-registered and registered respondents 

belonging to ST were aware about the 

qualifying date for registration. Only 0.8% of 

registered respondents belonging to OBC 

were aware about the qualifying date for 

registration. 

7.2% and 2.5% of non-registered and 

registered respondents who were illiterates 

were aware that Janua�y 1st was the 

qualifying date for registration. While 4.0% 

and 6.9% of the non-registered and 

registered graduate respondents were 

aware about the qualify ing date for 

registrat ion.  0% registered diploma 

graduates knew the qualifying date for 

voting while about 4% non-registered 

diploma graduates knew the qualifying date. 

7.9% of non-registered respondents who 

were into ag�icultural activity were aware of 

qualifying date for registration which is 

higher than  respondents who were student 

(6.4%) and homemaker (6.7%). None of the 

non-registered regular sala�ied workers 

were aware of the �ight answer while only 
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Table 5.4: Percentage of respondents who were aware about the co�rect date for 
dete�mining qualifying age for getting registered in electoral rolls.

  Registered Non Registered

Sex

Female 3.1  7.0

Male 1.9  5.3

Age Group

18-25 2.8  6.2

26-35 2.4  5.9

36-45 2.1  0.0

46-60 1.6  7.1

61 and above 3.2  14.3

Social Group

SC 2.9  5.8

ST 1.6  5.1

OBC 0.8  5.2

Others 3.0  6.1

Mino�ity 2.3  8.1

Education

Illiterate 2.5  7.2

P�ima�y School 2.2  5.3

High School 1.2  6.9

Higher Seconda�y 1.9  2.9

Diploma/ce�tificate course 0.0  4.0

Graduate & Above 6.9  4.0

Occupation

Student 2.9  6.4

Unemployed 2.0  5.0

Regular Sala�ied Worker 1.2  0.0

Own Enterp�ise 2.4  6.2

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 3.5  7.9

Home Maker 1.8  6.7

Not in Labour Force 2.3  6.0
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Media Exposed

News Paper 1.7  4.8

Radio 1.3  5.4

TV 2.0  5.8

Inte�net 2.3  3.1

Media Not Exposed

News Paper 2.6  6.4

Radio 2.7  6.2

TV 3.4  6.4

Inte�net 2.3  7.0

Types of Disability

Visually Challenged 2.5  7.7

Speech Disability 4.1  5.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 3.2  5.7

Locomotor Disability 2.2  6.1

Intellectual Disability 1.5  5.1

Others 2.8  3.1

Total 2.3  6.0
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from Bengalu�u (94.7%) who were not aware of 
vote�'s day followed by Kalburagi (92.3%), 
Mysu�u (89.3%) and Belagavi (86.9%). While, a 
h igher  p ropo� t ion  o f   non-reg is te red 
respondents from Mysu�u (92.0%) who were not 
aware of vote�'s day followed by Kalburagi 
(89.3%), Bengalu�u (88.6%) and Belagavi 
(88.0%).  A higher propo�tion of  registered 
respondents fo�m  Belagavi (11.5%) and  non-
registered respondents fo�m  Kalburagi (4.5%) 
co�rectly knew about the vote�'s day celebration.

5.4: Awareness Regarding Voters Day

India follows a �itual to celebrate vote�'s day on 
25th of Janua�y eve�y year to create awareness 
on the impo�tance of voting among the youth 
voters.  Table 5.5 presents respondents 
awareness regarding voters' day. The results 
suggest that 90.6% registered and 89.5% non-
registered respondents did not know the vote�'s 
day. While 7.1% registered and 3.8% of the non-
registered respondents co�rectly knew about 
the vote�'s day celebration. At the division level a 
higher propo�tion of  registered respondents 

Table 5.5: Awareness regarding vote�’s day among PWD’s. 

   Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

  Registered

Inco�rect Date 2.3 2.0 2.2 2.7 2.3

Co�rect Date 11.5 3.3 5.5 8.0 7.1

Don't Know 86.2 94.7 92.3 89.3 90.6

Total  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

  Non Registered

Inco�rect Date 7.8 8.4 7.1 3.5 6.7

Co�rect Date 4.2 3.0 3.6 4.5 3.8

Don't Know 88.0 88.6 89.3 92.0 89.5

Total  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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respondents and 7.8% of the  non- registered 

respondents who were students were aware 

of vote�'s day date. None of non-registered 

respondents who own their enterp�ise and 

worked as laborers/cultivators were aware 

of the vote�'s day while 4.8% and 6.5% of 

registered respondents from the same 

occupational catego�y were aware of the 

vote�'s day. 

Registered respondents who were exposed 

to the inte�net (20.5%), newspaper (17%) 

and radio (15.9%) were aware of the vote�'s 

day.  About 8.0% of the   non- registered 

respondents  who read newspapers were 

aware of the vote�'s day. Whereas, about 

3.0% of the  non- registered  respondents  

with no exposure to  TV, radio and inte�net  

were also aware of the vote�'s day. 13.9% 

reg is tered respondents  wi th  other 

disabilities and 8.1% registered respondents 

with locomotor disability were aware of 

vote�'s day. On the contra�y, none of the 

non-registered respondents with  other 

disabilities were aware of vote�'s day. 

Table 5.6 presents awareness regarding the 

vote� 's day by socio-economic and 

demographic groups.  The results suggest 

that 8.5% registered male and 4.3% 

registered female ,3.7%  non-registered 

male and 4.0% female non-registered knew 

that 25th Janua�y is celebrated as vote�' day. 

None of the non-registered respondents in  

the age group 36-45, 46-60 and 61  years 

and above knew about the co�rect date of 

vote�' day celebration. Only 1.8%,4.7% and 

7.7%  registered respondents in the age 

group of  61 years and above, 46-60 years 

and 36-45 years co�rectly repo�ted the  date 

of vote�' day celebration.  Only 13.4% of the 

registered  and 4.4% of the non- registered 

youths in the age group 18-25 years 

co�rectly repo�ted the  date of vote�' day 

celebration. Only 4.7% and 2.9 % of the 

registered and non-registered respondents 

belonging to SC were aware about the vote�' 

day celebration; while it was 7.3% and 2.6% 

among those respondents belonging to ST.  

About 7.2% and 8.4% of the registered 

respondents belonging to OBC and other 

caste co�rectly identified the date. It is 

posit ive to obse�ve that registered 

respondents with higher seconda�y, diploma 

and graduation were 24.5%, 45.2% and 

36.1% respectively knew the exact date of 

vote�'s day. While 0.6% of the registered and 

2.4% of the non- registered Illiterates were 

aware of vote�'s day date. None of the non-

registered respondents who had completed 

high school were aware of the vote�'s day. 

Regular sala�ied registered respondents 

(36.4%) and non-registered respondents 

(20.0%) respectively were aware of vote�'s 

day date. Only 10% of the registered 



Table 5.6 percentage of respondents who were aware about the co�rect date of vote�’s day.  

  Registered Non Registered

 Sex

Female 4.3  4.0

Male 8.5  3.7

 Age Group

18-25 13.4  4.4

26-35 10.4  2.4

36-45 7.7  0.0

46-60 4.7  0.0

61 and above 1.8  0.0

 Social Group

SC 4.7  2.9

ST 7.3  2.6

OBC 7.2  2.6

Others 8.4  7.1

Mino�ity 5.1  1.8

 Education

Illiterate 0.6  2.4

P�ima�y School 3.5  1.8

High School 4.8  0.0

Higher Seconda�y 24.5  7.8

Diploma/ce�tificate course 45.2  12.0

Graduate & Above 36.1  16.0

 Occupation

Student 10.0  7.8

Unemployed 4.1  2.8

Regular Sala�ied Worker 36.4  20.0

Own Enterp�ise 4.8  0.0

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 6.5  0.0

Home Maker 6.4  2.6

Not in Labour Force 4.4  3.8
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 Media Exposed

News Paper 17.0  8.0

Radio 15.9  6.5

TV 8.9  4.2

Inte�net 20.5  6.2

 Media not Exposed

News Paper 2.2  2.4

Radio 3.5  3.0

TV 1.3  3.0

Inte�net 2.8  3.0

 Types of Disability

Visually Challenged 5.1  9.6

Speech Disability 7.5  1.9

Hea�ing Impai�ment 6.3  2.3

Locomotor Disability 8.1  3.3

Intellectual Disability 0.8  2.6

Others 13.9  0.0

Total 7.1  3.8

Table 5.6 percentage of respondents who were aware about the co�rect date of vote�’s day.  
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celebrations in their area. At the divisional level 
higher propo�tion of registered respondents 
from Belagavi (11.8%) followed by Mysu�u (8.5%) 
were better info�med about the vote�'s day 
celebration in their areas as compared to the 
respondents from Kalburagi (2.7%) and 
Bengalu�u (2.3%) division. Fu�ther, about 8.0% of 
the respondents from Bengalu�u and Belagavi 
repo�ted that there were no such celebrations in 
their locality.

Among those non- registered respondents only 
1.0% of the respondents from Bengalu�u division 
were aware about the Vote�'s day celebrated in 
their respective areas while it was 3.6% in 
Belagavi and Kalburagi division. A percent of 
respondents from Mysu�u division (95.0%) 
followed by Bengalu�u (92.6%), Kalburagi 
(91.8%) and Belagavi (91.0%) division were not 
aware about the Vote�'s day celebrated in their 
respective areas. 

5.5: Awareness Regarding Voters Day 
Celebration by Local Body

Since the year 2011, National Voters Day 
celebrations have been organized across the 
count�y on 25th Janua�y eve�y year to 
encourage, faci l itate and maximize the 
enrolment, especially for the new voters. These 
celebrations are used to spread awareness 
among voters for promoting their info�med 
pa�ticipation in the electoral processes. As pa�t 
of this study, respondents were asked regarding 
voters' day celebrations by the local bodies in 
their area and the results of which are presented 
in table 5.7.  Only 6.3% registered respondents 
and 2.5% non-registered were aware of the 
vote�'s day celebrated in their area. While a 
majo�ity of the registered respondents (86.5%) 
and non-registered respondents (92.7%) were 
not aware of such celebrations in their area. 
About 7.2% registered respondents and 4.8% 
non-registered repo�ted that there were no such 

Table 5.7: Awareness regarding Vote�’s day Celebration among PWD’s. 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u Total

 Registered

Yes 11.8 2.3 2.7 8.5 6.3

No 8.0 8.0 7.2 5.5 7.2

Don't Know 80.2 89.7 90.0 86.0 86.5

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

 Non Registered

Yes 3.6 1.0 3.6 2.0 2.5

No 5.4 6.4 4.6 3.0 4.8

Don't Know 91.0 92.6 91.8 95.0 92.7

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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class cent percent of those non-registered 
respondents and 86.7% of the registered 
respondents who had own enterp�ise were 
unaware of the vote�'s day celebrated in their 
area; while it was 94.7% of the non-registered 
unemployed and 91.0% of the registered 
unemployed respondents were unaware of the 
vote�'s day celebrations. Compared to other 
occupational class students (70.0%) and sala�ied 
registered respondents (56.6%) were relatively 
more aware of the vote�'s day celebrations. 

Media plays an impo�tant role in reaching the 
public especially in the events like celebration of 
vote�'s day. Unfo�tunately the gap still remains 
wide enough between info�med and uninfo�med 
respondents. More than 90% of non-registered 
respondents who were exposed to either of the 
media were unaware of the vote�'s day 
celebration while 76.8% of the registered 
respondents who read newspapers, 84.7% of 
those who watch TV were unaware about such 
celebration in their areas. On the other hand, 
more than 90.0% of the registered and non-
registered respondents who do not have 
exposure to either of the media were unaware  
about the  voters day celebration in their area. 
Around 91% of the non- registered respondents 
with speech disability, visually challenged 
respondents were unaware about the voters' 
days celebration while 92% of the non-
registered respondents with locomotor disability 
and intellectual disability were unaware about 
the voters' days celebration. Fu�ther, none of the 
non-registered respondents with others 
disabi l i ty and 96.6% of non-registered 
respondents with hea�ing disability were not 
aware of vote�'s day celebration in their location.

Table 5.8 presents the respondents awareness 
regarding voters' day celebrations by the local 
bodies in their area by socio-economic and 
demographic group. 90.0% and 84.7% of the 
registered female and male were not aware 
about vote�'s day celebration in their locality 
while it was 93.6% among non-registered female 
and 92.0% among non-registered male. 92.2% of 
the non-registered respondents in the age group 
of 18-25 years were not aware about vote�'s day 
celebration in their locality while it was 83.2% 
among registered youths' voters. Fu�ther, 100% 
of those non-registered respondents in the age 
group 46-60 years and 61 years above were not 
aware about any such celebrations in their 
locality while 90.9% and 90.3% of the registered 
respondents from the same age group weren't 
aware about vote�'s day celebration in their 
locality. A higher propo�tion of non-registered 
respondents from ST (100%),SC (93.6%), and 
OBC (93.9%) were unaware about  vote�'s day 
celebration in their locality while 88.4%,89.5% 
and 85.0% of the registered respondents from 
SC,ST and OBC were unaware about  vote�'s day 
celebration in their areas respectively. Fu�ther, 
88.0% of the non-registered respondents who 
are graduates and 90.0% of diploma holders 
were unaware of the vote�'s day celebrated in 
their area; while 51.4% of the graduate registered 
respondents and 45.2% of the diploma holders 
were unaware of the vote�'s day celebration. On 
the other hand, 95.9% of the illiterate registered 
respondents and 9.3% of the illiterate non-
registered respondents were unaware of the 
vote�'s day celebrated in their area while it was 
67.3% for registered respondents and 91.3% for 
non-registered respondents with higher 
seconda�y level of education. Across occupation 
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Table 5.8: Percentage of respondents who were not aware about the national vote�’s day 
celebration by local body. 

  Registered    Non Registered

 Sex

Female 90.0  93.6

Male 84.7  92.0

 Age Group

18-25 83.2  92.2

26-35 81.2  95.3

36-45 85.0  85.7

46-60 90.9  100.0

61 and above 90.3  100.0

 Social Group

SC 88.4  93.6

ST 89.5  100.0

OBC 85.0  93.9

Others 85.1  91.0

Mino�ity 89.7  89.2

 Education

Illiterate 95.9  93.0

P�ima�y School 88.9  95.6

High School 85.6  92.1

Higher Seconda�y 67.3  91.3

Diploma/ce�tificate course 45.2  90.0

Graduate & Above 51.4  88.0

 Occupation

Student 70.0  91.3

Unemployed 91.0  94.7

Regular Sala�ied Worker 56.6  90.0

Own Enterp�ise 86.7  100.0

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 88.3  96.3

Home Maker 92.9  90.1

Not in Labour Force 86.3  89.4
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 Media Exposed

News Paper 76.8  92.0

Radio 81.9  94.0

TV 84.7  94.4

Inte�net 70.9  90.7

 Media Not Exposed

News Paper 91.3  92.9

Radio 88.4  92.3

TV 92.2  89.5

Inte�net 91.4  93.3

 Types of Disability

Visually Challenged 89.9  91.3

Speech Disability 85.7  91.2

Hea�ing Impai�ment 84.1  96.6

Locomotor Disability 84.8  92.4

Intellectual Disability 96.2  92.3

Others 83.3  100.0

Total 86.5  92.7

Table 5.8: Percentage of respondents who were not aware about the national vote�’s day 
celebration by local bod
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newspaper (80.0% registered respondents 
;29.9% non- registered respondents) were 
aware about Minchina nondni. 

Around 68.2% of the registered respondents 
with intellectual disability followed by 61.1% of 
the respondents with other disabilities,60.4% of 
those with locomotor disability were aware 
about Minchina Nodani. Only around 15.0% of 
those non-registered respondents with speech 
disability, hea�ing impai�ment and those visually 
challenged persons were aware about this d�ive 
as compared to 28.1% of those non-registered 
respondents with other disabilities.

5.6: Awareness Regarding Minchina Nondani

The Election Commission had conducted a 
special voter enrolment d�ive ' Minchina 
Nondani' to b�ing as many new voters as possible 
on the electoral rolls in all the dist�icts. 
Awareness level of this special campaign among 
the respondents is presented in table 5.9. The 
results  suggest that only 17.4% of the non-
registered respondents and 59.7% of registered 
respondents were  aware about this special d�ive 
'Minchina nondani'. Compared to the other entire 
awareness programme, Minchina Nondani 
seemed quite popular among registered 
respondents. About 60.3% and 59.4% of 
registered female and male, 20.1% and 15.4% 
non-registered female and male were aware of 
Minchina nondani. More than 60% of the 
registered respondents in the age group 18-25, 
26-35 and 36-45 were aware about Minchina 
nondani. On the other hand only 18.5% ,20.3%, 
and 3.6% of the non-registered respondents in 
the age  group of 18-25 years, 26-35 years, 36-
45 years and 46-60 years were aware of 
Minchina Nondani. 

A higher percent of the registered respondents 
belonging to other caste catego�y (66.8%) were 
aware about Minchina nondani d�ive as against 
respondents belonging to mino�ity community 
(41.7%). On contra�y  a higher  propo�tion of non-
registered  respondents belonging to ST 
(33.3%), OBC (27.4%) and SC (13.9%) were 
aware about the Minchina nondani. Higher 
propo�tion of regular sala�ied workers (86.9%) 
followed by those who worked as labor/ 
cultivator in ag�iculture or allied activities 
(71.5%), those  who had own enterp�ise (69.9%), 
unemployed respondents (64.1%), home makers 
(53.0%),  students (50.0%) and  those 
respondents  not in labor force (43.0%) were 
aware about the Minchina nondani.  On the 
contra�y 36.4% of those non-registered 
respondents who have their own enterp�ise were 
aware about the Minchina nondani as against the 
5.3% of those home makers. Fu�ther, both among  
registered and  non- registered respondents an 
increase  in the level of education was positively  
att� ibuted with a higher propo� t ion of  
awareness regarding  minchina nondani. Higher 
propo�tion of those registered (81.2%) and non-
registered (35.1%) respondents who listen to 
radio followed by those who had access to 
inte�net (74.8% registered respondents; 24.2% 
non- registered respondents) and read 
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Table 5.9- Respondents who were aware of Minchin Nondani 

  Registered Non Registered

 Sex

Female 60.3  20.1

Male 59.4  15.4

 Age Group

18-25 67.6  18.5

26-35 62.4  20.0

36-45 62.8  3.6

46-60 57.0  3.6

61 and above 51.4  0.0

 Social Group

SC 50.4  13.9

ST 55.6  33.3

OBC 63.9  27.4

Others 66.8  12.7

Mino�ity 41.7  5.4

 Education

Illiterate 53.2  12.9

P�ima�y School 60.2  16.8

High School 62.4  20.8

Higher Seconda�y 66.7  21.4

Diploma/ce�tificate course 76.2  28.0

Graduate & Above 87.5  36.0

 Occupation

Student 50.0  25.2

Unemployed 64.1  18.0

Regular Sala�ied Worker 86.9  20.0

Own Enterp�ise 69.9  36.4

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 71.5  17.3

Home Maker 53.2  5.3

Not in Labour Force 42.0  22.1

093



 Media Exposed

News Paper 80.0  29.9

Radio 81.2  35.1

TV 69.5  21.2

Inte�net 74.8  24.2

 Media not Exposed

News Paper 49.8  13.3

Radio 51.1  12.4

TV 28.8  10.2

Inte�net 54.9  15.1

 Types of Diability

Visually Challenged 54.5  15.4

Speech Disability 51.0  15.1

Hea�ing Impai�ment 51.6  14.9

Locomotor Disability 60.4  17.9

Intellectual Disability 68.2  18.6

Others 61.1  28.1

Total 59.7  17.4

Table 5.9- Respondents who were aware of Minchin Nondani 
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(46.2%), and others (33.0%) were aware about 
NOTA on EVM. Increasing level of education was 
positively imputed with awareness regarding  
NOTA on EVM both  among registered and  non-
registered respondents. 91.7% of the registered 
graduates and 64.0% of the non- registered 
graduates were aware about NOTA on EVM as 
against 65.7% and 26.0% of the registered and 
non- registered respondents who are illiterates 
respectively. Higher propo�tion of registered 
respondents who were regular sala�ied worker 
(98%) and had their own enterp�ise (89.2%) were 
aware about NOTA on EVM against those 
respondents not in labor  force (58.8%). Only 
17.2% of  non- registered  respondents  who 
were home makers were aware about NOTA on 
EVM as compared to those respondents  who 
were students (62.6%). Both among registered 
and  non- registered  respondents newspaper, 
radio and inte�net has played a major role in 
b�inging awareness about availability of NOTA 
option on voting ballots compared to television. 
77.0% of the registered  respondents with 
locomotor disability were aware about NOTA on 
EVM as against 62.6% of the respondents with 
speech disability.

5.7: Awareness Regarding NOTA 
(None of the Above)

NOTA has been a pionee�ing innovation by the 
ECI to encourage voters to exercise their 
franchise in an independent and unbiased 
manner. The NOTA option enables the voter to 
convey his disapproval of candidates. Thus, ECI 
has been taking va�ious measures to increase 
awareness regarding this option that is available 
to electors.  About 73.8% of those registered 
respondents were aware about NOTA on EVM as 
a g a i n s t  3 8.3 %  o f  t h e  n o n - re g i s te re d 
respondents (Table 5.10). This indicates that 
those who have voted will most likely have 
awareness regarding the NOTA option than the 
non-registered respondents. 69.9% female and 
75.9% male of registered respondents were 
aware of NOTA option in contrast to 40.1% female 
and 36.9% male of non-registered were aware of 
NOTA. More than 75% of the registered 
respondents in the age group 18.25 years, 26-35 
years and 36-45 years were aware of NOTA 
options. Whereas  only 42.0% of the non- 
registered  respondents in the age group of 18-
25 years, 31.0% in the age group of 26-35 years 
and 14.3% in the age  group of 36-45 years were 
aware about NOTA on EVM.

Higher propo�tion of registered respondents 
from the other catego�y (80.5%) followed by 
OBC (75.8%), ST (69.4%), SC (66.3%) and 
mino�ity (59.4%) were aware about NOTA on 
EVM. While  54.3% of  the non-registered 
respondents belonging to OBC followed by ST 
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Table: 5.10- Percentage of respondents who were aware of NOTA option. 

  Registered Non Registered

 Sex

Female 69.9 40.1

Male 75.9 36.9

 Age Group

18-25 78.2 42.0

26-35 77.0 31.8

36-45 76.3 14.3

46-60 72.1 10.7

61 and above 66.5 0.0

 Social Group

SC 66.3 32.9

ST 69.4 46.2

OBC 75.8 54.3

Others 80.5 33.0

Mino�ity 59.4 20.7

 Education

Illiterate 65.7 26.0

P�ima�y School 74.3 36.3

High School 79.6 34.7

Higher Seconda�y 86.8 64.1

Diploma/ce�tificate course 92.9 76.0

Graduate & Above 91.7 64.0

 Occupation

Student 80.0 62.6

Unemployed 74.5 41.7

Regular Sala�ied Worker 98.0 40.0

Own Enterp�ise 89.2 45.5

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 84.4 34.6

Home Maker 68.1 17.2

Not in Labour Force 58.8 34.6
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 Media Exposed

News Paper 93.1 69.0

Radio 92.4 83.3

TV 84.2 47.5

Inte�net 90.1 62.9

 Media not Exposed

News Paper 64.4 28.4

Radio 66.4 25.6

TV 41.2 21.1

Inte�net 68.7 29.9

 Types of Diability

Visually Challenged 64.6 31.7

Speech Disability 62.6 39.6

Hea�ing Impai�ment 62.7 47.1

Locomotor Disability 77.0 39.8

Intellectual Disability 76.5 34.0

Others 66.7 53.1

Total 73.8 38.3

Table: 5.10- Percentage of respondents who were aware of NOTA option. 
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propo�tion of the registered respondents 
belonging to SC catego�y (17% ) followed by ST 
(16%), others (15.8%), OBC (14.2%) and mino�ity 
(10.3%) were aware about braille signage on 
EVMs. While  higher  propo�tion of  non-
registered  respondents belonging to  ST (17.9%) 
followed by OBC(14.8%) and SC (12.7%) were 
aware about  braille signage on EVMs. 18.1% of 
the registered respondents who were graduates 
and  16.6% of the respondents who are by 
illiterates were aware about braille signage on 
EVMs. While only 34.0% of those non- registered 
respondents who had  completed  diplomas  
followed by 16.5% of those  who had completed 
higher seconda�y schooling and 12.0% of 
graduates were aware about braille signage on 
EVMs. Only  22.2% of the registered and  20.0% 
of the non- registered  respondents  who were 
regular sala�ied workers were aware about 
braille signage on EVMs. While it was 12.8% and 
4.0% for  registered and non- registered  
respondents   who  were  homemakers 
respectively. Around 15.6% of the registered  and 
11.1% of the non-registered  respondents  who 
are  labnorers in ag�iculture & allied  sector  were 
aware about brai l le  s ignage on EVMs. 
Respondents  who read  newspapers and 
listened to the radio were more aware about 
braille signage on EVMs as compared to those  
who accessed TV and the inte�net.

5.8: Awareness Regarding Braile on EVM

ECI introduced Braille signage in EVMs in the mid 
2000s to facilitate visually impaired electors to 
exercise their franchise. The se�ial numbers of 
candidates have been embedded in braille on the 
�ight side of the voting buttons in M2 and M3 
models of EVMs. Thus, the provision of braille 
has enabled the visually impaired to exercise 
their franchise without the need for a 
companion. At the aggregate level only 15.1% of 
registered and 11.4% of non-registered was 
aware of  braille signage in EVMs (Table 5.11).  
About 16.5% and 14.3% registered female and 
male respondents knew about the signage on 
EVMs as against 9.0% and 14.0% of non-
registered male and female respondents. Around 
17.4% of the registered respondents  in the age 
group 46-60 years and 16.2% in the age group 61 
years and above were  aware about braille 
signage on EVMs while none of the non-
registered respondents in the same age group 
knew about braille signage on EVMs.  Only 14.5% 
if the registered and 12.3% of the non-registered 
respondents in the age group of 18-25 years 
knew about braille signage on EVMs.  Compared 
to non-registered respondents in the age group 
of  26-35 years and 36-45 years a higher 
propo�tion of  registered respondents  knew 
about brai l le signage on EVMs. Higher 

A l l  the  v isua l ly  cha l lenged reg istered 
respondents were aware about braille signage 
on EVMs which is a complete success rate. On 
the other hand, only 12.5% non-registered 
respondents were aware about braille signage 
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EVM, VVPT hands-on Trainng

on EVMs.  Only 13.8% and 12.5% non-registered 
respondents with hea�ing impai�ment and 
locomotor disability were aware about braille 
signage on EVMs  as against 3.0% and 8.3% of 
those  respondents  with intellectual  disability.
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Table 5.11 Percentage of respondents who were aware about braille sc�ipt on EVM machine

  Registered Non Registered

 Sex

Female 16.5  14.0

Male 14.3  9.4

 Age Group

18-25 14.5  12.3

26-35 13.4  10.6

36-45 13.2  7.1

46-60 17.4  0.0

61 and above 16.2  0.0

 Social Group

SC 17.0  12.7

ST 16.1  17.9

OBC 14.2  14.8

Others 15.8  8.5

Mino�ity 10.3  5.4

 Education

Illiterate 16.6  7.0

P�ima�y School 15.2  11.5

High School 13.2  10.9

Higher Seconda�y 10.1  16.5

Diploma/ce�tificate course 11.9  34.0

Graduate & Above 18.1  12.0

 Occupation

Student 10.0  21.7

Unemployed 14.2  12.4

Regular Sala�ied Worker 22.2 20.0

Own Enterp�ise 6.0  9.1

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 15.6  11.1

Home Maker 12.8  4.0

Not in Labour Force 16.0  6.7
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 Media Exposed

News Paper 10.1  21.4

Radio 18.3  26.8

TV 11.8  14.2

Inte�net 11.9  18.6

 Media not Exposed

News Paper 17.5  8.1

Radio 13.7  7.0

TV 25.4  6.0

Inte�net 16.0  8.9

 Types of Diability

Visually Challenged 100.0  12.5

Speech Disability 5.4  8.8

Hea�ing Impai�ment 7.1  13.8

Locomotor Disability 3.8  12.5

Intellectual Disability 3.0  8.3

Others 2.8  15.6

Total 15.1  11.4

Table 5.11 Percentage of respondents who were aware about braille sc�ipt on EVM machine



illiterate  and 27.3% of those non- registered 
respondents who were illiterate were aware 
about VVPAT. Fu�ther, sala�ied (96%) and own 
enterp�ise (90.4%) registered respondents were 
more aware about  VVPAT compared to home 
makers (73.8%) and those not in the labor force 
(69.1%). 

On the other hand ve�y less propo�tion of non-
registered respondents who were students 
(61.7%) were aware about VVPAT.  About  81.3% 
of those  registered  unemployed and 61.7% of 
the non- registered  unemployed  were  aware 
about VVPAT. 95.0% of the registered 
respondents who read newspapers were aware 
about the VVPAT as against to 88.1% of those 
who watch TV. Higher propo�tion of the 
registered respondents with  locomotor 
disability (81.4%) and 53.1% of those non-
registered respondents with other disabilities 
were more aware about VVPAT. On contra�y a 
lower propo�tion of the registered 72.2%)  and 
non-registered (30.8%) respondents who were 
visually  challenged were aware about VVPAT.

5.9: Awareness Regarding VVPAT
(Voter Ve�ified Paper Audit Trail)

Voter Ve�ifiable paper audit trails are attached to 
the voting machines to ve�ify and cross check 
the voted choice of the voters. They enable the 
voters to check whether their vote has been 
processed to the �ight candidate of their choice. 
A higher propo�tion of registered respondents 
(79.6%) were aware of the VVPAT than the non-
registered (40%). 75.9% female and 81.6% 
registered male were aware of VVPAT as against 
43.5% female and 37.4% male non- registered 
respondents (Table 5.12). 84.4% of the 
registered  respondents in the age group of 18-
25 years followed by 83.9% of them in the age 
group of 26-35 years  and 80.7% of the 
respondents in the age group of 36-45 years 
were aware about VVPAT as against 43.8% of the 
non-registered  respondents in the age group of 
18-25 years followed by 35.3% of them in the age 
group of 26-35 years and 14.3% of them in the 
age group of 36-45 years respectively. 85.4% of 
the registered respondents belonging to others 
caste followed by OBC (81.4%), ST (79%), SC 
(73.2%) and mino�ity (64.6%) were aware of 
VVPAT.  Whereas only 55.2% of those  belonging 
to non- registered  OBC, 43.6% of them 
belonging to ST and 34.9% of them belonging to 
other caste were aware about VVPAT. 

Awareness about VVPAT was positively  
associated with the level of  education. 94.4%  
and 92.9% of registered respondents who were 
graduates and diploma graduates were aware of 
VVPAT while  it was 64.0% and 68.0% among  
non- registered  respondent who were 
graduates  and  diploma holders respectively. 
71.8% of  registered respondents who were 
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Table 5.12 Percentage of respondents who were aware about VVPAT 

  Registered Non Registered

 Sex

Female 75.9  43.5

Male 81.6  37.4

 Age Group

18-25 84.4  43.8

26-35 83.9  35.3

36-45 80.7  14.3

46-60 76.5  7.1

61 and above 74.8  0.0

 Social Group

SC 73.2  34.7

ST 79.0  43.6

OBC 81.4  55.2

Others 85.4  34.9

Mino�ity 64.6  25.2

 Education

Illiterate 71.8  27.3

P�ima�y School 81.6  42.5

High School 86.4  41.6

Higher Seconda�y 89.3  62.1

Diploma/ce�tificate course 92.9  68.0

Graduate & Above 94.4  64.0

 Occupation

Student 80.0  61.7

Unemployed 81.2  43.8

Regular Sala�ied Worker 96.0  40.0

Own Enterp�ise 90.4  45.5

Lab/Cult/Ag & Allied Workers 87.1  32.1

Home Maker 73.8  22.5

Not in Labour Force 69.1  36.5
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 Media Exposed

News Paper 95.0  64.7

Radio 92.1  78.6

TV 88.1  49.7

Inte�net 93.2  63.9

 Media not Exposed

News Paper 72.1  32.0

Radio 74.6  29.1

TV 53.1  21.8

Inte�net 75.3  31.9

 Types of Diability

Visually Challenged 72.2  30.8

Speech Disability 73.5  42.8

Hea�ing Impai�ment 78.6  49.4

Locomotor Disability 81.4  41.3

Intellectual Disability 78.8  37.2

Others 80.6  53.1

Total 79.6  40.0

Table 5.12 Percentage of respondents who were aware about VVPAT 



registered respondents mentioned an 
inco�rect date. Only 7.2% of registered 
respondents and 2.5% of the non- 
registered respondents were aware that 
voters day celebrations were organized by 
local bodies in their area. The overall 
awareness regarding the date of voters' 
day celebration as well as the celebration 
o f  vo t e r s  d ay  a m o n g  re g i s t e re d 
respondents has been lowest in Bengalu�u 
division while among non- registered 
respondents it was lowest in Mysu�u and 
Bengalu�u division. 

• Compared to  registered respondents 
(59.7%) awareness about Minchina 
Nondani was less among non-registered 
respondents(17.4%). Females were more 
aware about  minchina nondani d�ive 
compared to males. Awareness among the 
older age respondents was much less 
compared to younger age respondents. 
Higher propo�tion of the registered 
respondents  belonging to OBC and other 
caste were  aware about  minchina 
n o n d a n i  w h i l e   n o n -  r e g i s t e r e d 
respondents  belonging to  ST and OBC 
were more  aware about minchina  nondani 
d�ive compared to  other caste groups.

• Higher percentage of (73.8%)  registered  
respondents were aware about NOTA 
option compared to non-registered 
respondents(38.3%). The highest level of 
awareness regarding NOTA among 
registered (78.2%) and non- registered 
respondents (42.0%)  were in the age 
group of 18-25  years while the lowest level 
of awareness among registered (66.5%) 
and non-registered (0.0%)respondents 
was seen in  the age group of 61 years and 
above. indicating a wide gap in awareness 
levels across age groups. Those who reads 
news paper and  listens to radio were more 
aware about NOTA compared to those who 
watched TV.

• Aw a r e n e s s  r e g a r d i n g  N OTA  w a s 
comparatively better among registered 
PwDs compared to the general population. 
Only 66.5% of the general population were 
aware of NOTA option, compared to 73.8% 
among PwDs. This can also be due to the 
higher VTR among PwD than general 

5.10: Conclusions

• Across the State,  about 93.5% of 
registered respondents were aware of the 
minimum age for registration. Across 
occupation catego�y, the highest level of 
awareness (100.0%) regarding the 
minimum age of registration to become a 
vote r  was  repo� ted  by  s tudents , 
respondents who were regular  sala�ied 
worker, who had their own enterp�ise while 
the lowest awareness (87.9%) was among 
respondents who were home makers.

• On an average, the awareness on voting 
age was much better among PwDs 
compared to the general population. 

• Compared to registered, a marginally 
higher propo�tion of non-registered 
respondents (94.6%) were aware of the 
minimum age for registration. The highest 
was in Mysu�u division (96.5%) and lowest 
was in Belagavi division (92.8%). 

• Only 2.3% of the registered respondents 
and  6.0% o f  t he  non-  reg is te red 
respondents were aware that 1st Janua�y 
of the year was the date for dete�mining 
qualifying age for getting registered in 
electoral rolls. About 82.5% of the 
registered respondents and 75.6% of the 
non-registered respondents stated that 
the date of the 18th bi�thday was the 
relevant date for registe�ing in electoral 
rolls.  Relatively higher propo�tion of 
registered and non-registered female 
respondents were aware about the  
co�rect date for  dete�mining qualifying  
age for getting registered in electoral  rolls 
compared to registered and non-
registered male  respondents. A majo�ity of 
the respondents in the younger age group 
too were unaware of the qualifying date.

• Nearly 90% of the registered respondents 
and 89.5%  of the non- registered  
respondents stated that they were 
unaware regarding the date of voters day. 
Only about 7.1% of the registered 
respondents  and 3.8%of the  non- 
registered respondents were aware of 
25th Janua�y of eve�y year as the date of 
voters day, while 2.3% of  registered 
respondents and 6.7% of the non- 
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• 79.6% of the registered respondents and 
40.0%of the non- registered respondents 
among sampled respondents  were aware 
of the VVPAT machines.  94.4% of 
registered graduate respondents and 
64.0% of the non- registered graduate 
respondents were aware of VVPATs as 
compared to 71.8% registered respondents 
who are illiterates and 27.3% of the non-
registered illiterate respondents, reflecting 
a significant difference in awareness 
across the levels of education.

To conclude, whi le the awareness and 
knowledge regarding the minimum age for 
voting is quite high, wwareness regarding the 
dete�mining  age for getting  registered  in 
electoral  rolls and  braille signage on EVM was 
relatively low and more so among  the non- 
registered  PwD respondents than registered 
respondents. Therefore, it calls for more 
targeted inte�vention by the EC and spread 
awareness regarding the electoral process 
through prefe�red media.

public. Similarly 79.6% registered PwDs 
were aware of VVPAT in contrast to 63.6% 
general public. 

• Among the sampled respondents, only 
about 15.1% of the registered respondents 
and 11 .4% of  the non- registered 
respondents had seen Braille signage on 
EVMs.  100 .% of  those  reg is tered 
respondents and 12.5% of the non- 
registered respondent who were visually 
challenged  were aware about  the Braille 
signage on EVMs as against 3.0% of those 
registered respondents and 12.5% of the 
non-  reg is te red  respondent  w i t h 
intellectual disability. Only 16.6% of 
illiterate registered respondents and 7.0% 
o f  t h e  i l l i t e r a t e  n o n -  re g i s t e re d 
respondents were aware of this initiative 
targeted at the visually impaired.
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CHAPTER 6

ATTITUDES 
REGARDING 
ELECTORAL 
PROCESS





respondents in electoral process. At the division 
level it is seen that the reasons for voting are 
similar across divisions. A majo�ity of the 
respondents across all the divisions consider 
voting to be their �ight and duty. Apa�t from 
these, other impo�tant reasons are: voting 
matters, candidate was good, receiving voter 
slip, accessible polling station, NOTA option and 
because of the enabling (free and fair) 
env i ronment  c rea ted  by  t he  e lec t ion 
commission. However, the relative impo�tance of 
these reasons va�ied with divisions e.g., in 
Belagavi and Mysu�u divisions, 34.3% and 32.3% 
respectively of the respondents repo�ted that 
having accessible polling as the reason for 
casting their vote as against 29.9% respondents 
in Bengalu�u division. Similarly, Belagavi and 
Ka lburag i  d iv is ions,  38.7% and 35.9% 
respectively of the respondents repo�ted that 
having NOTA option as the reason for casting 
their vote as against 29.4% respondents in 
Bengalu�u division. 

6.2: Reasons for Voting

Voting is an impo�tant task to be pe�fo�med by 
eve�y individual who has attained the age of 18 
years and above. Respondents were asked 
about the reasons for voting in 2019 elections 
and the results are presented in the table 6.1. 
About 93.2% of the registered respondents 
believed that voting was their �ight as well as 
duty while 84.1% of the respondents considered 
that exercising their �ight of voting matters to 
them.  Apa�t from these, other stated impo�tant 
reasons for casting votes are: voted because the 
polling station was accessible (31.8%), voted as 
registered in electoral roll (36.8%), voting 
because candidate was good (47.2%), because 
of enabling (free & fair) environment created by 
election commission  (49.3%), voted as the 
political pa�ty was of candidate's choice (42.0%) 
and voted as the respondent  got inspired by the 
election commission inte�vention (37.4%), On the 
other hand, the presence of the NOTA option, 
influence of head of the family, f�iends, threats 
and coercions are relatively less impo�tant 
factors that  inf luence pa� t ic ipat ion of 

6.1: Introduction

This chapter examines the voters' involvement 
with politics and voters' attitude toward voting. 
This is a key chapter which focuses on major key 
issues like the opinions, behaviour, reasons for 
voting and so on. It steps down to the inte�nal 
mindset of the respondents to view their attitude 
towards the process of voting and concept of 
election. The development of democratic 
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election process and increment of voter tu�nout 
ratio depends on the attitude of the voters. The 
chapter focuses on registered as well as non-
registered respondent's opinions, reasons for 
voting and not voting, their willingness to vote, 
key issues faced by non-registered and so on. 



Table 6.1: Reasons for voting Across Administrative Divisions by Registered PwDs.  

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u  Total 
 Division  Division Division Division  

My Vote Matters 81.2  88.4 82.3 84.6 84.1

Voting is my Right 93.3  93.3 94.2 92.1 93.2

Voting is my Duty 93.3  92.0 95.2 92.3 93.2

Because of enabling(free & fair)  44.8  54.1 44.2 54.1 49.3
environment created by 
Election Commission  

Got Inspired because of the  28.9  51.0 26.0 43.8 37.4
Election Commission 
Inte�vention  

Because of Accessible Polling Station 34.3  29.9 30.6 32.3 31.8

I got Registered in Electoral Roll 39.9  33.8 37.4 36.2 36.8

I got Voter Slip 45.4  36.9 40.7 38.7 40.4

Candidate was Good 44.6  50.3 47.0 47.2 47.2

I Voted for a Political Pa�ty 27.8  51.8 41.7 46.7 42.0

Cast Vote due to Threat or Coercion 0.3  8.5 0.0 5.9 3.6

My Family asked me to Vote 32.7  26.8 30.6 30.0 30.0

My F�iends asked me to vote 32.7  29.9 33.8 34.9 32.8

I had the Option of NOTA 38.7  29.4 31.6 35.9 33.9

Others 0.5  0.0 0.5 0.3 0.3

�ight. A higher propo�tion of respondents with 
intellectual disability voted because polling 
station was accessible (36.6%), of good 
candidate (58.5%), for the political pa�ty (49.6%), 
due to influence of the family (34.1%) and f�iends 
(37.4%) and also due to availability of NOTA 
option (35.8%). On the other hand, a higher 
propo�tion of those with hea�ing impai�ment 
(56.0%) voted because of the free and fair 
env i ronment  c rea ted  by  t he  e lec t ion 
commission; while, 38.9% of the respondents 
with speech disability voted as they got inspired 
b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  e l e c t i o n  c o m m i s s i o n 
inte�vention. 

Table 6.2 presents the reasons for voting by 
PWD's with different disabilities. 95.4% of the 
visually challenged followed by 94.4% of the 
respondents with hea�ing impai�ment, 94.2% of 
the respondents with locomotor disability, 91.7% 
of them with speech disability and 89.4% of them 
with intellectual disability believed that voting 
was their duty.  Whereas, 94.5% of the 
respondents with locomotor disability followed 
by 94.3% visually challenged respondents, 
91.7% of the respondents with other disability, 
88.0% of the hea�ing impai�ment respondents, 
87.8% of the respondents with intellectual 
disability and 87.6% of the respondents with 
speech disability believed that voting as their 
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Table 6.2.  Reasons for voting across Type of Disability (Registered PwDs). 

  Visually  Speech Hea�ing  Locomotor Intellectual Others  
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability  

My Vote Matters 79.9 84.1 80.8 84.9 86.2  80.6

Voting is my Right 94.3 87.6 88.0 94.5 87.8  91.7

Voting is my Duty 95.4 91.7 94.4 94.2 89.4  69.4

Because of enabling(free & fair)  43.8 51.7 56.0 50.2 48.0  44.4
environment created by 
Election Commission  

Got Inspired because of the  31.4 38.6 37.6 38.9 29.3  47.2
Election Commission 
Inte�vention    

Because of Accessible  28.4 29.7 32.0 32.2 36.6  33.3

Polling Station 

I got Registered in 35.6 37.9 38.4 37.0 39.8  36.1 

Electoral Roll 

I got Voter Slip 38.1 44.8 40.0 40.1 41.5  50.0

Candidate was Good 49.0 32.4 44.8 47.3 58.5  30.6

I Voted for a Political Pa�ty 44.3 31.7 40.8 42.1 49.6  19.4

Cast Vote due to Threat or Coercion 3.1 4.8 4.8 3.6 5.7  0.0

My Family asked me to Vote 32.5 31.7 32.8 28.9 34.1  30.6

My F�iends asked me to vote 27.8 31.7 30.4 34.0 37.4  22.2

I had the Option of NOTA 27.3 31.7 32.8 35.0 35.8  33.3

Others 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0  0.0

Table 6.3. Attitude towards voting by non-registered PWD respondents. 

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalburagi Mysu�u   Total
 Division  Division Division Division     

My Vote Matters 87.2 91.6 87.9 95.4  90.7

Voting is My Right 88.5 86.3 92.9 89.2  89.2

Voting is my Duty 90.4 83.7 91.8 83.5  87.1

Because of enabling(free & fair) 46.8 63.2 51.1 59.3  55.5 
environment created by EC  

Because of Accessible Polling Station 32.1 38.9 40.7 41.2  38.5

Since I got Registered in Electoral Roll 35.3 38.4 50.5 45.4  42.7

I had the option of NOTA 29.5 30.5 37.4 42.8  35.3

Others 5.1 1.1 3.8 1.0  2.6

111



respondents from Kalburagi division. About 
92.9% and 91.8 % of the non-registered 
respondents from Kalburagi repo�ted that they 
would have voted as they believed that  voting is 
their �ight and duty respectively as against 
86.3% and 83.7% of the non-registered 
respondents from Bengalu�u division .

Table 6.4 shows the dist�ibution of reasons for 
vo t i n g  a m o n g  t h o s e  n o n -  re g i s t e re d 
respondents if they possessed vote�'s ID by 
disability type. A higher propo�tion of the non- 
registered respondents with other catego�y of 
disability repo�ted that they would have voted as 
their vote matters and voting is their duty 
(92.9%) as compared to those respondents' 
speech disability who believed that their vote 
matters (88.0%) and considered that voting is 
their duty (81.3%).    A lower propo�tion of the 
visually challenged respondents repo�ted that 
they would  have voted as they have got 
registered in electoral roll (34.7%) and because 
of the easy accessibility of the polling station as 
compared to those with other catego�y of 
disability (53.6% registered in electoral roll; 
53.6% easy accessibility of the polling station) 
respectively.  

The non-registered respondents were asked 
whether they would have voted if they had the 
vote�'s ID and would be the reason. The results 
are presented in table 6.3. It is interesting to note 
that 90.7% non-registered respondents 
repo�ted that they would have voted if they had 
vote�'s ID as their vote mattered and played a 
major role, which is higher than registered 
respondents repo�ting the same reason for 
voting (84.1%).  About 89.2% and 87.1% non-
registered respondents repo�ted that they 
would have voted if they had vote�'s ID as they 
believed voting was their �ight and duty 
respectively. Fu�ther, 55.5% and 38.5% of the 
non-registered respondents repo�ted that they 
would have voted because of the free and fair 
environment created by the election commission 
and because of the easy accessibility of the 
polling station respectively. Similar reasons for 
voting if they had vote�'s ID were repo�ted by the 
non-registered respondents across divisions.

However, the relative impo�tance of these 
reasons va�ied with divisions e.g., in Bengalu�u 
and Mysu�u div isions, 91.6% and 95.4% 
respectively of the non- register respondents 
repo�ted that they would have voted if they had 
vote�'s ID as their votes matter as against 87.9% 

Table 6.4: Disability wise attitude towards voting by non-registered PWD respondents. 

  Visually Speech  Hea�ing  Locomotor  Intellectual  Others 
 Challenged Disability  Impai�ment Disability  Disability   

My Vote Matters 91.6 88.0 90.7 91.4 88.4  92.9

Voting is My Right 87.4 86.0 84.9 91.1 87.0  92.9

Voting is my Duty 87.4 81.3 87.2 89.8 84.2  92.9

Because of enabling 49.5 54.7 53.5 56.7 56.2  67.9
(free & fair) environment  
created by EC  32.6 37.3 39.5 37.9 43.2  53.6 

Because of Accessible 
Polling Station 

Since I got Registered  34.7 46.7 50.0 41.7 43.8 53.6
in Electoral Roll  

I had the option of NOTA 31.6 36.0 36.0 36.0 34.9  53.6

Others 2.1 1.3 0.0 3.8 1.4  3.6
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 6.3: Reasons for Not Voting

It is obse�ved from figure 6.1 that only 2.5% of the 
registered respondents in the sample have 
repo�ted that they did not cast their vote. The 
percentage who have not voted are higher 
among the intellectually diabled respondents. 
Though at the state level based on the 
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info�mation from the election commission only 
80% of the PwDs have casted their votes, in our 
sample 97.5% have casted their votes. This 
discrepancy mainly could be due to the less 
percentage of urban respondents in our sample. 

The registered voters were asked about the 
reasons for not voting and the results are 
presented in figure 6.2. Highest number of 
respondents (1.6%) repo�ted that they were not 
in their respective constituency while 1.4% 
respondents repo�ted that they did not have 
electoral photo ID. About 0.6% respondents 
repo�ted that they did not vote as the polling 

station was at a far distance fo�m their residence 
and about 0.5% respondents repo�ted ill health 
on the day of election for not casting their votes. 
About 0.2% respondents repo�ted that there was 
no transpo�tation facility available to reach the 
polling stations, polling stations were not 
accessible and they felt insecure for going to 
polling stations. Around 0.1% respondents said 

Figure 6.1: Voted Percentage
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and other disability (66.7%) strongly agreed that 
'eve�y vote counts'; while only 47.0% of those 
respondents with intellectual disability strongly 
agreed to this statement. A higher percent of 
visually challenged (5.1%) respondents neither 
agreed nor disagreed with this statement as 
against those respondents with locomotor 
disability (1.4%). About 50.8% of the intellectually 
disabled respondents, 41.9% of the visually 
chal lenged respondents,  35.2% of  the 
respondents with locomotor disability,34.9% of 
the respondents with hea�ing impai�ment and 
30.6% of the respondents with speech disability 
agreed to the statement that 'eve�y vote counts.' 
On the other hand, a higher propo�tion of the 
non-registered respondents with other disability 
(62.5%) followed by respondents with hea�ing 
impai�ment (52.9%),  respondents with 
locomotor disability (50.2%), visually challenged 
(49.0%) and respondents with speech disability 
strongly agreed to the statement that 'eve�y vote 
counts.' While, 43.6% of the intellectually 
disabled respondents, 37.5% of the visually 
chal lenged respondents,  40.4% of the 
respondents with locomotor disability,35.6% of 

6.4: Opinion about election process

Table 6.5 captures the opinion of registered and 
non-registered respondents regarding 'eve�y 
vote counts' by disabilities type and across 
div is ions.  Compared to non-registered 
respondents (48.8%) a higher propo�tion of 
registered respondents (60.4%) strongly agreed 
that eve�y vote counts. About 37.2% of the 
registered respondents and 39.9% of the non-
registered respondents agreed with the 
statement that eve�y vote counted while 2.1% of 
the registered respondents and 10.6% of the 
non-registered respondents neither agreed nor 
disagreed with this statement. However, 0.4% of 
the non-registered respondents and 0.1% of the 
registered respondents disagreed or strongly 
disagreed with the statement that eve�y vote 
counts. At the division level higher propo�tion of 
registered respondents from Mysu�u division 
(61.3%) strongly agreed that eve�y vote counted 
while the higher propo�tion of non-registered 
respondents from Belagavi division (52.7%) 
strongly agreed with this statement. 

Among the registered respondents a higher 
propo�tion of respondents with speech disability 

Figure 6.2: Reasons for not voting 

they did not get vote�'s slip and also felt their 
single vote would not make a change and they 
also repo�ted that they did not vote as the 
candidate was not of their choice. None of the 

respondents complained about long queue, 
absence of name on electoral roll and lack of 
awareness regarding polling station as the 
reason for not voting. 
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Table 6.5: Opinion about Election Process regarding whether “Eve�y Vote Counts” (% of respondents)

Eve�y Vote Counts Strongly  Disagree Neither Agree Agree Strongly
 Disagree  nor Disagree   Agree              

    Registered

Visually Challenged 0.0 0.5 6.1 41.9 52.5

Speech Disability 0.0 0.0 2.7 30.6 66.7

Hea�ing Impai�ment 0.0 0.0 4.8 34.9 60.3

Locomotor Disability 0.2 0.1 1.4 35.2 63.1

Intellectual Disability 0.0 0.0 2.3 50.8 47.0

Others 0.0 0.0 2.8 30.6 66.7

Belagavi Division 0.3 0.5 0.5 38.3 60.4

Bengalu�u Division 0.3 0.0 4.3 34.8 60.7

Kalaburagi Division 0.0 0.0 0.7 40.0 59.

Mysu�u Division 0.0 0.0 3.0 35.7 61.3

Total 0.1 0.1 2.1 37.2 60.4

  Non Registered

Visually Challenged 0.0 1.0 12.5 37.5 49.0

Speech Disability 0.0 0.0 13.2 38.4 48.4

Hea�ing Impai�ment 0.0 0.0 11.5 35.6 52.

Locomotor Disability 0.6 0.6 8.2 40.4 50.2

Intellectual Disability 0.6 0.0 13.5 43.6 42.3

Others 0.0 0.0 9.4 28.1 62.5

Belagavi Division 1.2 1.2 6.0 38.9 52.7

Bengalu�u Division 0.0 0.0 14.4 42.1 43.

Kalaburagi Division 0.5 0.5 7.7 42.9 48.5

Mysu�u Division 0.0 0.0 13.5 35.5 51.0

Total 0.4 0.4 10.6 39.9 48.8

respondents with other disability (63.9%), 
persons with locomotor disability (63.0%), 61.1% 
of respondents with hea�ing impai�ment and 
47.0% of the respondents with intellectual 
disability strongly agreed to the statement that 
voting should be made compulso�y. On the 
contra�y, 0.7% of the registered respondents 
with speech disability disagreed that voting 
should not be made compulso�y. Among the 
non-registered respondents, a higher percent of 

Table 6.6 presents the opinion of both registered 
and non- registered respondents on whether 
voting must be made compulso�y in order to 
increase the vote�'s tu�nout ratio. 60% registered 
and 49.5% non-registered strongly agreed that 
voting must be made compulso�y. On the 
contra�y only 0.4% non-registered respondents 
strongly disagreed to this statement. A higher 
propo�tion of registered respondents with 
speech d isabi l i ty  (66.0%) fo l lowed by 

disability, 12.5% of the visually challenged and 
11.5% of the respondents with hea�ing 
impai�ment neither agreed nor disagreed with 
the statement that 'eve�y vote counts'.  

the respondents with hea�ing impai�ment and 
38.4% of the respondents with speech disability 
agreed to this statement. About,13.5% of the 
non-registered respondents with intellectual 
disability,13.2% of the respondents with speech 



Table 6.6: Opinion about Election Process regarding whether “Voting Should be Made 
Compulso�y” (% of respondents)

Voting Should be made Strongly Disagree Neither Agree Agree Strongly  
Compulso�y Disagree  nor Disagree  Agree         

   Registered

Visually Challenged 0.0 0.0 7.6 42.4 50.0

Speech Disability 0.0 0.7 3.4 29.9 66.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 0.0 0.0 4.0 34.9 61.1

Locomotor Disability 0.0 0.2 2.9 33.9 63.0

Intellectual Disability 0.0 0.0 2.3 50.8 47.0

Others 0.0 0.0 5.6 30.6 63.9

Belagavi Division 0.0 0.8 2.0 35.1 62.2

Bengalu�u Division 0.0 0.0 5.5 35.3 59.1

Kalburagi Division 0.0 0.0 2.2 38.6 59.2

Mysu�u Division 0.0 0.0 4.0 36.7 59.4

Total 0.0 0.2 3.4 36.4 60.0

   Non Registered

Visually Challenged 0.0 1.9 12.5 40.4 45.2

Speech Disability 0.6 1.3 10.7 39.6 47.8

Hea�ing Impai�ment 0.0 0.0 10.3 35.6 54.0

Locomotor Disability 0.6 0.6 5.5 40.1 53.2

Intellectual Disability 0.0 0.6 12.8 44.2 42.3

Others 0.0 0.0 3.1 31.3 65.

Belagavi Division 0.6 1.2 3.0 38.3 56.9

Bengalu�u Division 0.0 0.5 14.4 44.1 41.1

Kalburagi Division 1.0 0.5 3.6 43.4 51.5

Mysu�u Division 0.0 0.5 12.5 37.0 50.0

Total 0.4 0.7 8.6 40.8 49.5
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those with other disability (65.6%) followed by 
persons with hea�ing impai�ment (54.0%), 
persons with locomotor disability (53.2%), 47.8% 
with speech disability, 45.2% of the visually 
challenged and 42.3% of those with intellectual 
disability strongly agreed with the statement 
voting must be made compulso�y. On the 
contra�y about 1.9% and 1.3% of the visually 
challenged and persons with speech disability 
respectively disagreed to this statement.

At the division level registered respondents from 

Belagavi division (62.2%) followed by Mysu�u 
(59.4%) division strongly agreed that voting 
should be made compulso�y while 0.8% of the 
registered respondents from Belagavi division 
disagreed to this statement. Fu�ther, 56.9% of 
the non-registered respondents from Belagavi 
division followed by 51.5% from Kalburagi 
division strongly agree that voting should be 
m a d e  c o m p u l s o � y.  W h i l e  1 .0 %  o f  t h e 
respondents from Kalburagi and 0.6% of them 
from Belagavi division strongly disagree with this 
statement.



4.2% from Belagavi, 1.5% from Bengalu�u and 
1.0% Mysu�u division strongly agreed with this 
statement.

 Among the registered respondents 74.2% of the 
respondents with intellectual disability strongly 
disagreed that voting was a cumbersome chore; 
while around 4.0% of the visually challenged and 
persons with hea�ing impai�ment agreed to this 
statement. 68.8% of the non-registered persons 
with other disabilities, 66.3% of the persons with 
locomotor disability,62.8% of the persons with 
intellectual disability, 55.8% of the visually 
challenged persons strongly disagreed that 
voting was cumbersome. On contra�y, 6.3% of 
the persons with other disabilities,5.0% of the 
persons with speech disability, 2.9% with 
visually challenged, 2.3% for the respondents 
with hea�ing impai�ment strongly agreed to this 
statement. Fu�ther, 11.9% of the registered 
respondents with hea�ing impai�ment and 17.6% 
of the non-registered respondents with speech 
disability neither agreed nor disagreed with the 
statement that voting is a cumbersome chore

The Table 6.7 shows the responses of the 
respondents if voting was a cumbersome chore. 
A  la rger  propo� t ion  of  the  reg is tered 
respondents (68.6%) and 62.0% of the non-
registered respondents strongly disagree to the 
statement that voting was a cumbersome chore. 
About 19.4% registered respondents and 15.6% 
of the non- registered respondents disagree to 
the opinion that voting is a cumbersome chore; 
while 3.2% of the registered and 6.1% of the non-
registered respondents agree to this statement. 
At the division level 73.6% of the registered 
respondents from Kalburagi followed by 69.8% 
of them from Mysu�u, 69.2% from Bengalu�u and 
61.7% of the respondents from Belagavi division 
strongly disagree to the opinion that voting was a 
cumbersome chore. Whereas, 68.5% of the non-
registered respondents from Mysu�u division 
followed by 64.4% of them from Bengalu�u, 
64.3% from Kalburagi and 48.5% of the 
respondents from Belagavi division strongly  
disagree to the opinion that voting was a 
cumbersome chore. On the contra�y, 4.6% of the 
non-registered respondents from Kalburagi, 
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Table 6.7: Opinion about Election Process regarding whether “Voting is a Cumbersome Chore” 
(% of respondents)

Voting is a Cumbersome  Strongly Disagree Neither Agree Agree Strongly  
Chore Disagree   nor Disagree   Agree        

  Registered

Visually Challenged 64.6 18.2 11.6 4.0 1.5

Speech Disability 58.5 26.5 12.2 2.7 0.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 61.9 22.2 11.9 4.0 0.0

Locomotor Disability 69.7 19.5 6.6 3.2 1.0

Intellectual Disability 74.2 16.7 7.6 1.5 0.0

Others 63.9 13.9 13.9 5.6 2.8

Belagavi Division 61.7 22.1 10.3 5.5 0.5

Bengalu�u Division 69.2 18.3 8.5 2.3 1.8

Kalaburagi Division 73.6 19.7 4.2 2.2 0.2

Mysu�u Division 69.8 17.5 9.0 3.0 0.7

Total 68.6 19.4 8.0 3.2 0.8

  Non Registered

Visually Challenged 55.8 22.1 14.4 4.8 2.9

Speech Disability 50.3 17.0 17.6 10.1 5.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 55.2 19.5 17.2 5.7 2.3

Locomotor Disability 66.3 16.4 10.6 4.9 1.8

Intellectual Disability 62.8 9.6 16.0 9.0 2.6

Others 68.8 3.1 12.5 9.4 6.3

Belagavi Division 48.5 21.0 16.8 9.6 4.2

Bengalu�u Division 64.4 13.9 15.3 5.0 1.5

Kalaburagi Division 64.3 18.9 4.1 8.2 4.6

Mysu�u Division 68.5 9.5 18.5 2.5 1.0

Total 62.0 15.6 13.6 6.1    2.7

hea�ing impai�ment followed by 66.7% of the 
persons with other disabilities strongly agreed 
that EVM provides accurate results. Only about 
1.0% of the visually challenged persons and 0.8% 
of the persons with intellectual  disability 
strongly  disagreed with this statement. Fu�ther, 
41.7% of the non-registered respondents 
followed by 39.4% of the visually challenged 
respondents  strongly  agreed that EVM 
provides accurate results while 1.9% and 1.2% of 

Electronic voters' machine was used in the 2019 
election which gives out the accurate results and 
VVPAT along to reassure the opted choice of the 
voters. Table 6.8  presents  the respondents  
opinion on whether  'EVM Provide Accurate 
Results.' The results  suggest that 61.3% 
registered respondents and 51.5% of the  non 
registered  respondents strongly agreed to the 
statement that EVM provides accurate results. 
About 69.8% of the registered respondents with 
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Table 6.8: Opinion about Election Process regarding whether 
“EVM Provide Accurate Results” (% of respondents)

EVMs Provide Accurate Strongly  Disagree Neither Agree Agree Strongly  
Results Disagree  nor Disagree   Agree         

  Registered

Visually Challenged 1.0 1.0 13.1 32.8 52.0

Speech Disability 0.0 0.7 7.5 24.5 67.3

Hea�ing Impai�ment 0.0 0.0 7.1 23.0 69.8

Locomotor Disability 0.4 1.8 6.2 28.6 62.9

Intellectual Disability 0.8 0.0 3.8 42.4 53.0

Others 0.0 0.0 13.9 19.4 66.7

Belagavi Division 1.0 2.3 7.8 20.6 68.4

Bengalu�u Division 0.5 1.3 10.5 33.8 53.9

Kalaburagi Division 0.0 1.7 3.0 31.8 63.4

Mysu�u Division 0.2 0.0 6.7 33.4 59.6

Total 0.4 1.3 7.0 29.9 61.3

  Non Registered

Visually Challenged 0.0 0.0 13.5 39.4 47.1

Speech Disability 0.0 1.3 13.2 27.0 58.5

Hea�ing Impai�ment 0.0 0.0 13.8 21.8 64.4

Locomotor Disability 1.2 1.2 9.1 35.6 52.9

Intellectual Disability 1.9 0.6 12.2 41.7 43.6

Others 0.0 3.1 12.5 21.9 62.5

Belagavi Division 1.8 1.8 4.8 29.3 62.3

Bengalu�u Division 0.5 1.0 17.8 40.1 40.6

Kalaburagi Division 1.5 0.5 8.2 36.7 53.1

Mysu�u Division 0.0 0.0 14.0 34.0 52.0

Total 0.9 0.8 11.5 35.3 51.5

division and 3.0% of them from Kalburagi division 
neither agreed nor disagreed with this 
statement. Besides 62.3% non registered 
respondents from Belagavi division followed by 
53.1% from Kalburagi division, 52.0% from 
Mysu�u division and 40.6% from Bengalu�u 
division strongly  agreed with the statement that 
EVM provides accurate results. While 1.8% of the  
respondents from Belagavi,1.5% from Kalburagi  
and 0.5% from Bengalu�u division strongly  
disagreed with this statement.

the persons with intellectual  disability and 
locomotor disability strongly  disagreed with this 
statement respectively. At the division level 
68.4% registered respondents  from Belagavi 
division followed by 63.4% from Kalburagi 
strongly agreed that EVM provides accurate 
resu l ts .  Whi le ,  1 .0% of  the reg istered 
respondents  from the Belagavi division strongly 
disagreed with this statement.  Fu�ther, 10.5% of 
the respondents from Bengalu�u division 
followed by 7.8% of the respondents  fo�m 
Belagavi division ,6.7% of them from Mysu�u 
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the persons with hea�ing impai�ment  strongly 
disagree with the  statement that women should 
consult male members or elders before voting in 
elections.

At the div is ion level  29.3% registered 
respondents from Bengalu�u  division followed 
by 29.2% from Mysu�u division strongly agreed 
with the  statement that women should consult 
male members or elders before voting in 
elections. While 31.8% and 32.6% of the 
registered respondents  from Belagavi division 
and Kalburagi division strongly disagreed with 
this statement.   Fu� ther,  10.8% of the 
respondents from Bengalu�u division followed by 
11.3% of the respondents  fo�m Belagavi division 
,13.0% of them from Mysu�u division and 12.4% of 
them from Kalburagi division neither agreed nor 
disagreed with this statement. Besides 19.2% 
non-registered respondents from Belagavi 
division followed by 28.6% from Kalburagi 
division, 40.5% from Mysu�u division and 29.2% 
from Bengalu�u division strongly agreed with the 
statement that women should consult male 
members or elders before voting in elections. 
Whi le,  32.9% of the respondents from 
Belagavi,36.2% from Kalburagi  and 35.1% from 
Bengalu�u division strongly disagreed with this 
statement.

Table 6.9 captures the respondent's perspective 
on the statement 'women should consult male 
members or elders before voting in elections.'  It 
is obse�ved that 27.7% of the registered 
respondents and 29.8% of the non-registered 
respondents strongly agree with the statement 
that women should consult male members or 
elders before voting in elections. While 35% and 
33.6% registered respondents and non-
registered respondents strongly disagreed with 
this statement. About 14.6% and 11.2% of the 
registered respondents and non- registered 
respondents  also disagree with the statement  
that women should consult male members or 
elders before voting in elections while 11.9% and 
14.8% of the registered respondents  and non- 
registered respondents neither agree nor 
disagree with this statement respectively. About 
37.9% of the registered respondents with other 
disabilities followed by 29.9% of the persons 
with speech disability strongly agreed that 
women should consult male members or elders 
before voting in elections while 40.2% of the 
respondents with intellectual disability followed 
by 30.6% of the persons  with  other disabilities 
strongly disagree to this  statement.  Among 
those non-registered respondents 39.8% of the 
persons with locomotor disability followed by 
32.7% of the persons with intellectual disability, 
31.7% of the visually  challenged and 23.0% of 
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from Belagavi division strongly agreed. On the 
other hand 1.6% respondents strongly disagreed 
and 6.5% respondents disagreed with it. Fu�ther 
5.6% of the respondents with other disabilities 
and 2.7% from Kalburagi strongly disagreed. 
Similarly, 7.3% Bengalu�u respondents followed 
by 7.2% Kalburagi respondents, 7% Belagavi 
respondents and 4.5% Mysu�u respondents 
d isagreed  w i t h  t h is  s ta tement .  1 1 .2% 
respondents neither agreed nor disagreed. 
62.5% of the non-registered respondents with 

It is well known that money flows du�ing election 
time from political pa�ties to voters and 
households.  It can influence the decision of 
selecting the candidate by the voter. Thus, Table 
6.10 presents the opinion of the respondents on 
the statement whether the 'influence of money 
and muscle is increasing in elections.' About 
44.1% registered respondents strongly agreed 
and 36.6% respondents also agreed that 
influence of money and muscle is increasing in 
elections. 46.3% locomotor disabled and 49.9% 

Table 6.9: Opinion about Election Process regarding whether “Women Should Consult Male 
Members or Elders before Voting in Elections” (% of respondents)

Women Should Consult  Strongly Disagree Neither Agree Agree Strongly 
Male Members or Elders  Disagree  nor Disagree   Agree
before Voting in Elections        

  Registered

Visually Challenged 35.9 12.1 16.2 9.6 26.3

Speech Disability 24.5 19.0 14.3 12.2 29.9

Hea�ing Impai�ment 23.8 20.6 13.5 12.7 29.4

Locomotor Disability 35.6 14.9 11.3 11.2 27.0

Intellectual Disability 40.2 9.8 3.8 8.3 37.9

Others 30.6 16.7 22.2 13.9 16.7

Belagavi Division 31.8 17.8 11.3 14.0 25.1

Bengalu�u Division 38.8 10.5 10.8 10.5 29.3

Kalburagi Division 32.6 20.1 12.4 7.5 27.4

Mysu�u Division 36.9 9.7 13.0 11.2 29.2

Total 35.0 14.6 11.9 10.8 27.7

  Non Registered

Visually Challenged 31.7 15.4 19.2 11.5 22.1

Speech Disability 20.1 13.8 11.9 17.0 37.1

Hea�ing Impai�ment 23.0 13.8 13.8 14.9 34.5

Locomotor Disability 39.8 10.9 14.3 7.3 27.7

Intellectual Disability 32.7 9.0 15.4 12.8 30.1

Others 15.6 3.1 18.8 15.6 46.9

Belagavi Division 32.9 24.6 13.2 10.2 19.2

Bengalu�u Division 35.1 5.4 19.8 10.4 29.2

Kalaburagi Division 36.2 11.2 11.2 12.8 28.6

Mysu�u Division 30.0 6.0 14.5 9.0 40.5

Total 33.6 11.2 14.8 10.6 29.8
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Table 6.10: Opinion about Election Process regarding whether “The Influence of Money and 
Muscle is Increasing in Elections” (% of respondents)

The Influence of Money and  Strongly  Disagree Neither Agree Agree Strongly
Muscle is Increasing Disagree   nor Disagree   Agree
in Elections      

  Registered

Visually Challenged 1.5 4.0 18.7  36.4 39.4

Speech Disability 1.4 9.5 17.0  29.9 42.2

Hea�ing Impai�ment 1.6 7.1 15.9  31.7 43.7

Locomotor Disability 1.6 6.9 9.3  36.0 46.3

Intellectual Disability 1.5 6.1 12.9  39.4 40.2

Others 5.6 2.8 8.3  55.6 27.8

Belagavi Division 2.3 7.0 10.5  30.3 49.9

Bengalu�u Division 0.5 7.3 12.8  39.6 39.8

Kalaburagi Division 2.7 7.2 10.4  34.8 44.8

Mysu�u Division 0.7 4.5 11.2  41.6 41.9

Total 1.6 6.5 11.2  36.6 44.

  Non Registered

Visually Challenged 1.0 6.7 24.0  33.7 34.6

Speech Disability 2.5 5.7 19.5  31.4 40.9

Hea�ing Impai�ment 1.1 5.7 17.2  33.3 42.5

Locomotor Disability 2.4 4.0 12.2  41.0 40.4

Intellectual Disability 0.6 5.1 17.3  38.5 38.5

Others 0.0 3.1 12.5  21.9 62.5

Belagavi Division 4.2 6.0 9.0  39.5 41.3

Bengalu�u Division 0.0 5.0 22.3  38.6 34.2

Kalburagi Division 2.6 6.1 13.8  40.3 37.2

Mysu�u Division 0.5 2.5 17.0  33.5 46.5

Total 1.7 4.8 15.8  37.9 39.7

disagree to the statement. On the other hand 
6.7% visually challenged and 6.1% Kalburagi 
respondents disagreed to it. Also 4.2% and 6% 
Belagavi respondents strongly disagreed to the 
statement that money and muscle is increasing 
in elections. 

other disabilities and 46.5% from Mysu�u 
division strongly agreed to it whereas 41% 
Locomotor disabled and 40.3% Kalburagi 
respondents agreed to it. Contrastingly only 1.7% 
and 4.8% disagreed with it. 2.6% and 6.1% from 
Kalburagi were highest to strongly disagree and 
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registered respondents with intellectual 
disability strongly disagreed to this statement. 
While a lower propo� tion of registered 
respondents with speech disability (77.6%) and 
others disability (66.7%) strongly disagreed to 
this statement respectively. About 2.8% 
respondents with other disability and 2.3% of 
persons with intellectual disability neither 
agreed nor disagreed. 74.8% of the non-
registered respondents who were Locomotor 
disabled and 74.5% respondents from Kalburagi 
and Mysu�u too strongly disagree with the 
statement.  2.6% of the non-registered 
respondents strongly agreed and 3.1% agreed 
that they do not vote in upcoming elections. 

Table 6.11 presents the opinion of the 
respondents on the statement that  'I do not 
intend to vote in upcoming elections.' The results 
suggest that 2.9% of the registered voters and 
2.6% of the non-registered voters strongly 
agreed to the statement that they don't intend to 
vote in upcoming elections. While 82.9% 
registered voters and 71.5% of the non-
registered voters strongly disagree to this 
statement. Fu�ther, 12.5% registered voters and 
13.3% of the non-registered voters also disagree 
to this statement. 0.9% and 9.4% of the 
registered respondents non-registered 
respondents neither agreed nor disagreed to 
this statement respectively.  Around  94.3% 
registered respondents from Kalburagi and 87.1% 

Table 6.11 : Opinion about Election Process regarding whether “I do not Intend to Vote in Upcoming 
Elections” (% of respondents)

I do not Intend to vote Strongly Disagree  Neither Agree Agree Strongly
in Upcoming Elections Disagree  nor Disagree   Agree        

  Registered

Visually Challenged 86.4 10.6 2.0 0.0 1.0

Speech Disability 77.6 19.0 1.4 0.7 1.4

Hea�ing Impai�ment 84.9 11.1 1.6 0.8 1.6

Locomotor Disability 82.8 12.4 0.5 0.7 3.6

Intellectual Disability 87.1 9.1 2.3 0.8 0.8

Others 66.7 19.4 2.8 2.8 8.3

Belagavi Division 76.9 8.8 1.5 2.5 10.3

Bengalu�u Division 78.9 18.5 1.8 0.0 0.8

Kalaburagi Division 94.3 5.5 0.0 0.0 0.2

Mysu�u Division 81.5 17.2 0.5 0.2 0.5

Total 82.9 12.5 0.9 0.7 2.9

  Non Registered

Visually Challenged 72.1 16.3 3.8 4.8 2.9

Speech Disability 61.0 18.2 13.8 5.0 1.9

Hea�ing Impai�ment 65.5 19.5 10.3 0.0 4.6

Locomotor Disability 74.8 12.8 7.6 2.1 2.7

Intellectual Disability 71.2 7.7 13.5 5.1 2.6

Others 71.9 9.4 9.4 6.3 3.1

Belagavi Division 66.5 16.2 6.6 3.6 7.2

Bengalu�u Division 69.8 15.3 11.9 2.0 1.0

Kalaburagi Division 74.5 9.7 7.1 6.1 2.6

Mysu�u Division 74.5 12.5 11.5 1.0 0.5

Total 71.5 13.3 9.4 3.1 2.6



vote counts. About 1.2% of the non- 
registered respondents from the Belagavi 
div ision strongly disagreed to this 
statement. Nearly 50.0% of the registered 
respondents and 49.5% of the non- 
registered respondents had strongly 
agreed to the statement that voting must 
be made compulso�y.  About 61.3% of the 
registered respondents and 51.5% of the 
non registered respondents strongly 
believed that the EVM provide  accurate  
results.

• O ve r a l l  6 8 .6 %  o f  t h e  r e g i s t e r e d 
respondents and 62.0% of the non-
registered respondents strongly disagreed 
to the statement that voting  is a 
cumbersome process. 

• Still a considerable propo�tion of the 
registered respondents (27.7%) and 29.8% 
of non- registered respondents strongly  
agree that women  should  consult male 
members or elders  before  voting.

• A majo�ity of registered respondents 
(44.1%) and 39.7% of the non-registered 
respondents strongly bel ieve that 
influence of money and muscle has 
increased in the elections.

• A smaller propo� tion of registered 
respondents (2.9%) and 2.6% of the non- 
registered respondents agreed that they 
do not intend to vote in the coming 
elections.

The chapter presents the opinions and attitude 
of PwDs with respect to casting their votes. The 
overall analysis indicates that large respondents 
have positive opinions towards the electoral 
process. However, with respect to few opinions 
such as women should consult male members 
before voting, influence of money and muscle 
has increased in the elections considerable 
propo�tions of respondents have agreed thus 
reflecting negative attitudes with respect to 
such issues. It is, therefore, impo�tant to address 
these negative attitudes through focused IEC 
programmes for PwD, and mitigate the issues 
a�ising out of administrative sho�tcomings that 
prevent eligible PwD voters from casting their 
votes.

6.5: Conclusions

This chapter caputres the att itudes of 
respondents about electoral pa�ticipation and 
electoral processes. The major findings of this 
chapter are presented below:

• Majo�ity of the registered respondents 
across 4 administrative divisions and 
among different types of disabilities 
consider voting to be their Right. The other 
impo�tant reasons for casting votes among 
the registered respondents are: their 
voting matters, voting is their duty, 
enabling environment (free and fair) 
c re a te d  by  e l e c t i o n  c o m m i s s i o n , 
accessible polling station, candidate being 
good and getting registered in electoral list, 
and receiving vote�'s slip. 

• It is also positive to know that more 
propo�tion of PwDs (49.3%) felt need to 
vote because of the free and fair 
environment created by EC than the 
general population (33.4%). It is fu�ther 
interesting to note that 33.9% PwD 
respondents voted because they had 
NOTA option as against of only 6% with 
respect to general public.

• Higher propo�tion of the non-registered 
respondents across 4 administrative 
divisions and among different types of 
disabilities consider that their vote matters. 
Other reasons for voting include: voting is 
the i r  � ight  and duty,  enab l ing  an 
environment (free and fair) created by the 
election commission and accessible polling 
station. 

• 93.2% of PwDs believe that voting was 
their �ights and duty and this percentage 
w a s   h i g h e r  t h a n  N o � m a l 
population(88.3%). 63.4% of general public 
believed that their vote mattered whereas 
84.1% PwDs believed that their vote 
mattered. 

• Voters not being present in their respective 
constituency was the main reason for not 
voting followed by not possessing electoral 
photo ID and polling station being far 
distance. 

• Compared to non- registered voters 
(48.8%) a higher propo�tion of registered 
voters (60.4%) strongly agreed that 'Eve�y 
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CHAPTER 7

VOTERS 
PARTICIPATION





7.1: Introduction

This chapter examines va�ious dimensions 
relating to voters' pa�ticipation in the electoral 
process, by conside�ing measures of voters' 
re g i s t r a t i o n ,  t h e  e n ro l m e n t  p ro c e s s , 
pa�ticipation in the voting, facilities at polling 
stations, and difficulties faced du�ing enrolment 

since 5 years which could be because of fewer 
respondents from 18-25 years age groups. 
Kalburagi has 1.2% respondents who possess 
EPIC cards from last one year, this may be 
because 14.7% youths were from Kalburagi. 
Higher propo�tion of  respondents from  
Kalburagi division (8.2%) possessed  EPIC cards 
from the past 1-5 years followed by Belagavi 
(7.8%), Mysu�u (6.5%) and Bengalu�u(2.0%) 
division. 

7.2: Process of Registration

Before going into the process of registration, it 
was intended to understand what percentage of 
respondents possessed EPIC card for more than 
5 years. Table 7.1 presents the duration of 
possessing the respondent's EPIC cards. It is 
pos i t ive  to  know that  more than 90% 
respondents possessed EPIC cards from more 
than 5 years. Bengalu�u has the highest 
respondents (97.2%) who possess EPIC cards 

Table 7.1 Duration of Possessing EPIC card (respondents in %)

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalburagi  Mysu�u    Total  
 Division Division Division Division   

Last one year 0.8 0.8 1.2 0.7  0.9

1 -5 years 7.8 2.0 8.2 6.5  6.1

More than 5 Years 91.5 97.2 90.5 92.8  93.0

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

(67.7%) claiming their families to be ve�y 
suppo�tive in the registration  process. 
Contrastingly Belagavi is the division with 
highest respondents (1.8%) claiming their 
families to be not suppo�tive at all and Kalburagi 
was the lowest division to have lower  percent 
families  not helping the (0.2%) PWD’s in the 
registration process. Fu�ther 30.8% respondents 
from Bengalu�u followed by  29.4% of the 
respondents  from Mysu�u  division  repo�ted 
that their families were neither suppo�tive nor 
discouraging.

Registered respondents were asked whether 
their family helped  them in the registration 
process and results of which are presented  in 
Table  7.2. A majo�ity 71.4% respondent said the 
families were ve�y suppo�tive in the registration 
process and only about 1.3% respondents’ 
claimed to have discouraging or less suppo�tive 
families. About  27.3% respondents told their 
fam i l i es  were  ne i t he r  suppo� t i ve  nor 
discouraging. Belagavi was the division with 
highest respondents (75.4%) claiming their 
families to be ve�y suppo�tive while Bengalu�u 
was the division with lowest respondents 
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and voting. This chapter also attempts to assess 
the reasons due to which eligible voters do not 
enroll themselves in the electoral list, and thus, 
do not exercise their franchise. Fu�ther it also 
presents the details on difficulties faced du�ing 
registration, reaching polling stations and voting 
by va�ious PwDs based on their disability. 



Figure 7.1: Percentage of Respondents who felt that their Families were suppo�tive in the 
Registration process(disability wise)
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Table 7.2: Families Suppo�t in Registration Process

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total 
 Division Division Division Division     

Ve�y Suppo�tive 75.4 67.7 73.6 68.8 71.4

Not at all Suppo�tive 1.8 1.5 0.2 1.7 1.3

Neither Suppo�tive nor Discouraging 22.8 30.8 26.1 29.4 27.3

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

For the non registered respondents, it was asked 
if their family member did not encourage them to 
register their name in the electoral roll. As can be 
seen from the figure 7.1, the response was 

dishea�tening. Only 8.8% of the non registered 
respondents info�med that their family members 
encouraged them to enrol in electoral roll.



Similarly non-registered respondents from 
visually challenged catego�y who were non-
registered were low in propo�tion (5.8%). Family 
suppo�t is an essential element for PWD's to get 
registered especially for visually challenged, 
locomotor disability and intellectual disability 
which is quite low. 

Figure 7.1 shows the percentage of registered 
and non-registered PWD's who were blessed 
with suppo�tive families. Bars are evidently 
dominated by registered respondents with 
71.4% against 8.8% non-registered respondents. 
Registered respondents with speech disability 
were highest with 83% respondents and visually 
challenged were lowest with 64.6% respondents. 

Figure 7.2:  Visit of the Depa�tment/EC/BLO for mapping purpose
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member from the depa�tment of which 49.3% of 
the non-registered respondents repo�ted that a 
person from depa�tment for the empowe�ment 
of differently abled and senior citizens had 
visited them followed by BLO (36.5%)  and EC 
members (10.2%).

Among the registered respondents Belagavi 
division had highest respondents with 65.4% 
saying that they were visited by BLO's/ EC/ by 
depa�tment members followed by Mysu�u with 
60.6%, Kalburagi with 54.5% and Bengalu�u 
(53.1%).  On the  other hand  44.9%  of the non- 
registered from Belagavi division followed by 
32.0% from Mysu�u, 29.6% from Kalburagi and 
18.3%  respondents from Bengalu�u division 
repo�ted that  BLO's/ EC/ by depa�tment  
members visited their house (Table 7.4). Fu�ther, 
except for  respondents fo�m Belagavi division  
more than 40.0%  of the respondents fo�m other 
division repo�ted a member from depa�tment for 
the empowe�ment of differently abled and senior 
citizens made a visit to their  house. While 67.8% 
of the respondents  repo�ted that  BLO visited 
them (Table 7.5). Non- registered  respondents 
from Bengalu�u (73.0%) and Mysu�u division 
(79.7%)  repo�ted higher percent of personal 
visits from the depa�tment for the empowe�ment 
of differently abled and senior citizens. While 
respondents from Belagavi (63.4%) and 
Kalburagi division (40.7%) repo�ted higher 
percent of BLO  visits(Table 7.5).

The depa�tment for the empowe�ment of 
differently abled and senior citizens was 
assigned to map the PWD's of the state. In most 
o f  t he  v i l l ages  V i l l age  Rehab i l i t a t i on 
Wo r k e r s ( V R W s )  w e r e  a s s i g n e d  t h i s 
responsibility by the Panchayat office. In some 
villages VRWs themselves were not aware about 
the mapping process. In all the panchayat office, 
list of PwDs would be usually available which is 
maintained for the pension purpose. These lists 
in most of the cases is not updated and in 
majo�ity of the cases this was used by the 
depa�tment without unde�taking any house to 
house su�vey. This would possibly have several 
PwDs not covered. Even in some of the villages 
where VRWs were assigned the responsibility, 
mapping was not systematically done. As per the 
records of the VRWs, 79% of the PwDs were 
mapped. But the picture was different when the 
PwD respondents were inte�viewed(see Table 
7.3 and Appendix Table A3 for villagewise 
detailed info�mation).   

Among the registered PwDs, 58.4% said they 
were visited by either BLO, EC member or 
member from the depa�tment (Figure 7.2) of 
which 46.4% of the registered respondents 
repo�ted that BLO had visited them followed by a 
person from depa�tment for the empowe�ment 
of differently abled and senior citizens (41.9%) 
and EC members (7.4%). On the other hand, only 
30.6% non-registered respondents said they 
were visited by either BLO, EC member or 
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Table 7.3: Info�mation on the Number of Mapped PwDs from the Village Rehabilitation Workers record.

Name of  Name of the  Total  Total  Total Total   No.of  No.of   Number 
the Dist�ict  Assembly  number of  number of Population Number PWDs of PWDs of PWDs     
 Constituency  sampled Households    of PWDs Above 18, Mapped not
   villages    per the as per the   Registered
      records of  records 
      VRW of VRW 

Belagavi Chikkodi 9 9394 45577 557 483 397 86

Belagavi Kahanapur 9 3691 16836 413 344 281 63

Ka�war Ka�war  11 5291 21403 584 521 474 47

Ka�war Shirasi  4 878 3968 34 31 29 2

Ka�war Siddapur 9 2078 8812 122 110 98 12

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) 11 5188 28528 283 218 131 87

Kalaburagi Chittapur 8 3749 22090 337 278 225 53

Raichur Raichur (R) 10 6424 34630 634 460 326 134

Raichur Sindhanur 8 4782 24629 295 181 130 51

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i 10 6134 25976 226 179 137 42

Mysu�u HD Kote  11 6269 26833 311 248 178 70

Mandya Malavalli 10 6879 28998 317 263 223 40

Mandya Maddur  12 8195 35632 448 403 347 56

Kolar Mulbagilu 8 1827 8286 280 238 162 76

Kolar Malur  10 2704 12547 189 169 132 37

Table 7.4: Visit of Depa�t /EC/BLO for mapping purpose

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total   
 Division Division Division  Division    

 Registered Respondents

Yes 65.4 53.1 54.5 60.6 58.4

No 34.6 46.9 45.5 39.4 41.6

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

 Non Registered Respondents

Yes 44.9 18.3 29.6 32.0 30.6

No 55.1 81.7 70.4 68.0 69.4

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 7.5:  Type of officers who visited PwD 

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi  Mysu�u Total 
 Division Division Division Division          

 Registered Respondents

Person from Depa�tment for the  19.5 49.5 46.6 55.1      41.9
Empowe�ment of Differently 
abled and Senior Citizen    

Person from Election Commission 11.9 3.3 11.4 2.5   7.4

BLO 67.8 41.5 39.7 33.7  46.4

Others 0.8 5.7 2.3 8.6  4.3

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

 Non Registered Respondents

Person from Depa�tment for the  15.9 73.0 48.4 79.7  49.3 
Empowe�ment of Differently
abled and Senior Citizen 

Person from Election Commission 19.5 5.4 7.7 4.7  10.2

BLO 63.4 13.5 40.7 9.4  36.5

Others 1.2 8.1 3.3 6.3  4

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

highest in propo�tion respondents  utilizing 
special enrolment d�ive  while  least  propo�tion 
of  respondents fo�m Kalburagi (34.3%) used 
special  enrolment d�ive to  register themselves 
as voters. A higher percent of respondents from 
Belagavi  (39.1%) registered themselves as 
voters with the help of BLO officers who visited 
their  households as against 27.7%  of 
respondents from Mysu�u division. About 10.0% 
of the respondents from all divisions except 
Kalburagi division went to the local enrolment 
centre to register their names in the voters list.  
About 2.0% and 1.5% of the respondents from  
Bengalu�u and  Mysu�u  division utilised  online  
po�tals to register their names respectively.

7.3: Process Utilised for Enrolment

The election commission has made the process 
of registration easy through va�ious sources. 
Some of the majorly used ways by respondents 
to register are presented in Table 7.6. Higher 
propo�tion  of respondents utilized a special 
enrolment d�ive  (45.6%)  followed by booth level 
officers, who visited residence of respondents 
(32.9%), local voter enrolment centre (9.7%) to 
register themselves in the voters list. Less than 
1% of the respondents used an online/ NVSP 
po�tal or  went to the state election office to  
register their names. About 5.4% of the 
respondents did not know their mode of 
registration. Mysu�u division (55.4%) was 
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Table 7.6: Process utilised for Enrolment(% of Respondents)

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u  Total     
 Division Division Division Division   

Du�ing Special  39.1 53.6 34.3 55.4  45.6
Enrollment D�ive  

Minchina Nondani 1.0 0.5 0.7 1.2  0.9

A Booth Level Officer  39.1 30.6 34.3 27.7  32.9
had Visited Residence 

Went to local voter  10.0 10.0 8.2 10.5  9.7
Enrollment Centre  

Went to State  0.3   0.5 0.5 0.3
Election Office  

Online /NVSP   1.5 2.0    0.9

With the help from  4.3 1.3 2.7 1.5  2.4
Political Pa�ties 

With the help from 2.5 0.5 3.2 1.2  1.9  
CSO/Association  

Don't Know 3.8 2.0 13.9 2.0  5.4

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

disabled respondents went to local voter 
enrolment centres and took the help of political 
pa�ties respectively to register their names. 1.4% 
speech disabled registered through online while 
2.5% visually challenged with the help of 
C S O/ A s s o c i a t i o n .  A b o u t  6. 4 %  o f  t h e  
respondents with  locomotor disability followed 
by visually challenged  respondents (5.6%), 
speech disability (4.1%), hea�ing impai�ment ( 
3.2%) and  2.8%  of respondents  with  other 
disability did not know their mode of registration. 

The  Table 7.7  shows the utilization of va�ious 
methods of enrolment by different types of PWD 
respondents. More than 45% respondents have 
registered du�ing special enrollment d�ives 
except locomotor disability (43.9%). While a 
higher  propo�tion of  respondents  with 
intellectual  disability (43.2%) registered their 
names with the help of BLO's who visited PWD's 
house  while  only 30.8%  respondents fo�m 
Belagavi  division   took the help of BLO who 
visited their house. 11.2%,  and 2.7% locomotor 
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Table 7.7: Process utilised for Enrolment across type of Disability(% of Respondents)

  Visually  Speech  Hea�ing  Locomotor  Intellectual Others
 Challenged Disability  Impai�ment Disability Disability            

Du�ing Special 
Enrolment D�ive 49.5 49.0 45.2 43.9 45.5  47.2

Minchina Nondani 0.5 1.4 1.6 0.8 1.5  2.8

A Booth Level Officer  30.8 34.7 35.7 31.7 43.2  36.1
had Visited Residence

Went to local voter 7.6 7.5 10.3 11.2 3.0  11.1 
Enrollment Centre 

Went to State  0.5 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.8  0.0
Election Office

Online /NVSP 0.5 1.4 0.0 1.1 0.0  0.0

With the help from 2.5 0.7 2.4 2.7 1.5  0.0 
Political Pa�ties 

With the help from  2.5 1.4 1.6 1.9 3.0  0.0
CSO/Association

Don't Know 5.6 4.1 3.2 6.4 1.5  2.8

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

BLO/panchayat office (6.3%) and others (5%). 
Cinema theatre clips was the least publicized 
source with only 1.3% responding to it (Table 7.8). 
Kalburagi divisions were highest in propo�tion 
with 21.6% and Bengalu�u was lowest with 12.6% 
to say Tom Tom announcement as an effective 
source. Kalburagi mentioned newspapers 
(19.1%), social media (1.8%), and street play 
(13.8%) to be one of the effective sources in their 
place. Electoral literacy campaign and local TV 
channel was found influential in Belagavi with 
14.2% and 17% respectively. 

7.4: Knowledge about Enrolment D�ive and 
Rating Enrolment process

Election commission of central and state 
gove�nment took va�ious measures to spread 
awareness regarding registration process 
among general public as well as PWD's in special. 
It is obse�ved that tom tom announcement 
(17.7%) was one of the major source through 
which PWD's received election related 
info�mation followed by newspaper or pamphlets 
(16.5%), local TV channel/ FM radio (15.7%), 
f�iends and relatives (13.1%), street play / market 
play (11.3%), electoral literacy campaign (10.2%), 
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Table 7.8: Knowledge about Enrolment D�ive

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u      Total
 Division Division Division Division

News Paper/Pamphlets etc.. 15.0 15.1 19.1 16.9  16.5

Local TV Channel/FM Radio 17.0 16.5 15.8 13.8  15.7

Bulk SMS 1.1 1.9 1.2 1.4  1.4

Face book/ twitter/  1.3 1.7 1.8 1.4  1.6
instagram/whattsapp

Electoral literacy campaign 14.2 10.2 8.6 8.5  10.2

Cinema theatre clips 0.9 2.2 0.8 1.0  1.3

Street play/market play 10.7 11.7 13.8 9.3  11.3

Tom Tom Anouncement 19.3 12.6 21.6 18.5  17.7

F�iends & Relatives 9.7 14.3 12.7 14.7  13.1

BLO/Panchayat Office Member 8.6 7.4 3.3 5.8  6.3

Others 2.4 6.3 1.2 8.5  5.0

Newspaper was the major source of info�mation 
among Locomotor disabled (17.8%) while  least 
among visually challenged  (6.4%) respondents 
(Table 7.9) . FM radio was one of the major 
sources among visually challenged (17.1%) while  
least among  persons with speech disability 
(9.2%). Likewise, the electoral literacy campaign 
was a major source among speech disabled 
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Table 7.9: Knowledge about Enrolment D�ive

  Visually  Speech Hea�ing Locomotor Intellectual   Others
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability  Disability         

News Paper/Pamphlets etc.. 6.4 11.9 11.3 17.8 13.9  15.4

Local TV Channel/FM Radio 17.1 9.2 15.3 16.1 15.4  15.4

Bulk SMS 1.0 0.5 1.7 1.6 1.5  1.9

Face book/ twitter/  1.0 1.6 1.1 1.8 0.5  3.8
instagram/whattsapp

Electoral literacy campaign 10.5 13.5 10.7 10.3 8.0  9.6

Cinema theatre clips 0.7 1.6 0.6 1.4 1.5  1.9

Street play/market play 11.1 15.1 13.0 10.8 13.4  9.6

Tom Tom anouncement 21.3 18.9 20.3 16.7 19.4  9.6

F�iends & Relatives 13.6 10.8 13.6 12.6 16.9  17.3

BLO/Panchayat  4.5 7.6 7.9 6.8 4.0  11.5
Office Member 

Others 2.8 9.2 4.5 4.2 5.5  3.8

respondents (13.5%) while street play was the 
source of info�mation among intellectual 
disability respondents (13.4%). Tom tom has 
played an impo�tant role in reaching a large scale 
of people with  higher percent of  (21.3%) visually 
challenged respondents repo�ted as a source of 
info�mation about elections while  it was least 
among those with other  disabilities (9.6%).  



The PWD respondents were asked if the 
registration process was easy or difficult. About  
79.4% respondents claimed it was easy and 
16.4% respondents said they did not know. Only 
0.8% respondents said it was difficult  while 3.4% 
respondents said it was neither easy nor difficult 
(Table 7.10). 82.3% of respondents from 

Table 7.10: Rating of Registration Process

  Belagavi Bengalu�u  Kalaburagi Mysu�u    Total    
 Division Division Division Division 

Easy 75.6 79.2 82.3 80.6  79.4

Neither Easy nor Difficult 5.0 3.7 1.4 3.1  3.4

Difficult 1.3 0.5 0.7 0.9  0.8

Don't Know 18.1 16.7 15.6 15.4  16.4

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

Table 7.11 presents percentage of respondents 
who felt process of registration is easier now 
than earlier for all the division and by type of 
d isabi l i ty.  At  the aggregate level  94% 
respondents repo�ted that the process of 
registration has been made easier.  Higher 
propo�tion  of respondents    from Mysu�u  
div ision repo� ted that  the process of 

Table 7.11: Percentage of respondents who felt that process of Registration is easier now 
than earlier. 

 Administrative Division  In %  

Belagavi Division  94.5

Bengalu�u Division  91.0

Kalaburagi Division  94.8

Mysu�u Division  95.8

Type of Disability  

Visually Challenged  90.9

Speech Disability  89.1

Hea�ing Impai�ment  92.9

Locomotor Disability  95.2

Intellectual Disability  94.7

Others  91.7

Total  94.0

136

registration is easier now than earlier while it was 
lowest in  Bengalu�u  division (91.0%). Fu�ther,  
persons  with  locomotor disability (95.2%) were 
in  higher percent to repo�t  that  registration  
process has been made easier now than earlier 
while  it was  lowest among those with  speech 
disability (89.1%) . 

Kalaburagi were highest to say the registration 
process was easy while it was least in Belagavi 
division (75.6%). 1.3% of  respondents from 
Belagavi were highest to claim that the 
registration process was difficult while  18.1% of 
the respondents  did not  know.



In Table 7.12, analyses fu�ther the reasons 
because of which respondents found the 
registration process easier. 64.5% respondents 
believed it was because of inte�vention from EC, 
32.2% believed it was because of more activities 
by political pa�ties and 3.4% respondents said it 
could be because of some other reasons. 
Interestingly 69.1% respondents from Bengalu�u 
were highest in propo�tion and Belagavi with 61% 
was lowest to claim inte�vention by EC as a major 
reason for the registration process to be easy. 
35.7% from Kalaburgi said that activities by 

7.5: Difficulties Faced While Voting:

To fill up the gap of difficulty, PWD's were asked 
what difficulties were faced by them. Only 6% 
respondents said the registration process was 
difficult among which 3% respondents said they 
had to visit the centre multiple times which was 
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Table 7.12:  Reasons for the process to be easier

Administrative Division Inte�vention  Political Pa�ty  Other 
 from EC are more Active      

Belagavi Division 61.0 33.5  5.5

Bengalu�u Division 69.1 27.8  3.0

Kalaburagi Division 62.2 35.7  2.1

Mysu�u Division 66.3 30.9  2.8

 Type of Disability      

Visually Challenged 64.1 33.1  2.8

Speech Disability 65.5 31.0  3.5

Hea�ing Impai�ment 64.6 33.1  2.2

Locomotor Disability 65.0 31.6  3.4

Intellectual Disability 61.0 35.6  3.4

Others 61.1 33.3  5.6

Total 64.5 32.2  3.4

quite hectic. 1% respondents each said facilities 
of the registration process were not PWD 
f�iendly registration centres were not accessible 
and they did not have anyone to accompany 
them and help them in registe�ing themselves 
(Figure 7.3). 

political pa�ty made their registration process 
easy. 65.5% respondents with speech disability 
were highest in propo�tion to say inte�vention 
from EC has made the registration process easy 
while it was lowest among respondents with 
intellectual disabled (61%). On the other hand 
intellectually disabled were highest to say that 
political pa�ty activity has made the registration 
process easy. 



Figure  7.3 Difficulties faced in the process of Registration

from family members while respondents 
Belagavi division got help from Gram panchayath 
(24.6%) and BLO officers (17.9%) respectively. 
3.7% and 14.2% of the respondents from Mysu�u 
division were helped by political pa�ties and 
panchayath office staff. It is interesting to 
obse�ve the NGO volunteer suppo� t is 
comparatively high in Mysu�u division (1.2%) as 
compared to other divisions. 

Table 7.13 presents the details of the source of 
help obtained by the respondents to reach the 
registration centre. Majo�ity of the respondents 
were dependent on family members (30.6%) 
followed by gram panchayath members (20.4%). 
16.3% respondents managed to visit the centre 
on their own independently among which 
Kalaburagi respondents were more in propo�tion 
with 19.2% respondents. Bengalu�u division was 
maximum (36.4%) in propo�tion to get the help 

Table 7.13: Help Received to visit Registration Centre

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total   
 Division Division Division Division         

Family Member 28.1 36.4 28.1 1.3  30.6

Gram Panchayat Member 24.6 12.9 22.1 19.8  20.4

Political Pa�ty Person 3.2 2.8 3.1 3.7  3.2

NGO Volunteer 0.3 0.3 0.8 1.2  0.7

BLO Officer 17.9 18.8 12.7 12.7  15.4

Panchayat Office staff 11.1 9.0 13.5 14.2  12.1

Went by Myself 11.8 18.6 19.2 16.1  16.3

Other 3.1 1.1 0.4 1.0  1.4
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some disability except  people  with speech 
disability(17.6%) took the help from gram 
panchayat members. Visually challenged took 
the help majorly from political pa�ties (4.3%) and 
family members (33%). NGO volunteers were of 
p�ime help to speech disabled respondents with 
1.1% respondents (Table 7.14) 

More than 30% respondents  with some except  
respondents with  hea�ing impaired (28.5%) took 
the help of family members to reach the 
registration centre. BLO officers were also found 
helping mostly by intellectual and speech 
disabled respondents with 16.9% and 16.5% 
respectively. More than 20% respondents with 

Table 7.14: Help Received to visit Registration Centre Disability wise(in %)

  Visually  Speech Hea�ing Locomotor Intellectual Others
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability                      

Family Member 33.0 30.6 28.5 30.2 30.0  30.9

Gram Panchayat Member 20.7 17.6 21.1 20.1 23.3  19.1

Political Pa�ty Person 4.3 1.8 3.3 3.3 1.6  1.5

NGO Volunteer 0.5 1.1 0.7 0.6 0.6  2.9

BLO Officer 14.5 16.5 14.1 15.3 16.9  22.1

Panchayat Office staff 11.3 14.0 15.2 11.9 12.8  8.8

Went by Myself 14.2 17.6 16.7 17.0 14.4  10.3

Other 1.4 0.7 0.4 1.6 0.3  4.4

Fo�m 6 is an application provided for inclusion of 
names on electoral rolls. It is unfo�tunate that 
82.6% respondents did know about fo�m 6. 
Kalaburagi division had the highest respondents 
with 21.6% who were familiar with fo�m 6 
followed by Belagavi division with 19%. It was 
Bengalu�u respondents (88.7%) who were more 

Table 7.15: Familia�ity with Fo�m 6

  Yes No

Administrative Division    

Belagavi Division 19.0 81.0

Bengalu�u Division 11.3 88.7

Kalaburagi Division 21.6 78.4

Mysu�u Division 17.7 82.3

Type of Disability    

Visually Challenged 14.1 85.9

Speech Disability 15.6 84.4

Hea�ing Impai�ment 14.3 85.7

Locomotor Disability 19.1 80.9

Intellectual Disability 13.6 86.4

Others 11.1 88.9

Total 17.4 82.6
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in propo�tion who did not know about fo�m 6. 
Interestingly locomotor disabled were more in 
propo�tion with 19.1% who were familiar with 
fo�m 6 followed by speech disabled with 15.6%. 
More than 80% respondents said they were not 
familiar with fo�m 6 (Table 7.15) 



Identifying and Polling Station wise mapping of 
PWD's was unde�taken for the first time du�ing 
assembly election 2018. The respondents were 
asked if this mapping process has helped in 
change of voting behaviour of the voter and 
electoral pa�ticipation. It is positive to see that 
58.7% respondents and 70.7% Belagav i 
respondents said there was a change in 
behaviour and only 54% of respondents agreed 
to this statement from other 3 divisions. 68% 

Figure 7.4: Change in voting behaviour due to Mapping of PwDs

It was obse�ved that 3% respondents 
had claimed that the registration 
process was difficult because they 
had to frequently visit the office for 
the registration to complete. 80% 
respondents said they visited the 
office only once for the registration 
process and 15% respondents said 
they v isited twice. It  is again 
interesting that only 1% respondents 
said they visited th�ice and 4% 
respondents said they visited more 
than three times for completion of 
registration process( Figure 7.5). 

Figure 7.5: Number of times the respondent 
visited for registration
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respondents also remarked that mapping has 
made improvement in electoral pa�ticipation and 
Mysu�u is the division with highest respondents 
with 75.6% to claim improvement in electoral 
pa�ticipation. Another interesting obse�vation is 
89.3% and more than 90% respondents from all 
the divisions except Belagavi (85%) have 
expe�ienced better facilities than earlier due to 
the mapping process (Figure 7.4). 



It is ve�y interesting that intellectual disabled 
were high in propo�tion to get the registration 
process done at their first visit while it was 
lowest among those with  hea�ing  impaired 
(77.0%) respondents . On the contra�y hea�ing 
impaired respondents were high in propo�tion 
with 18.3% respondents who visited the office 

Table 7.16: Number of times visited Registration centre for Registration

  Visually  Speech Hea�ing Locomotor  Intellectual Others    Total   
 Challenged  Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability 

Once 83.3 79.6 77.0 78.5 88.6 83.3 80.1

Twice 10.1 16.3 18.3 16.1 9.1 16.7 14.7

Th�ice 1.0 2.0 0.8 1.2 0.0 0.0 1.1

More than  5.6 2.0 4.0 4.3 2.3 0.0 4.0
three times 

The major reasons for visiting the office th�ice 
and more than th�ice are listed is the figure 7.6. 
Among the 5.1% of respondents, majo�ity of the 
respondents were sent back and asked to revisit 
for not ca��ying required documents (3.4%). 1.9% 
respondents faced some issues near the 
registration centre for which they had to visit 
again. 0.9% respondents also claimed that 
officials were not co-operative enough and they 
have less cla�ity with officials. It is still pitiful to 

Figure 7.6:  Reasons for visiting more number of times
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see that 1.0%,though ve�y small percentage, 
respondents said they were asked to pay the 
money for registration when the registration 
process is completely made free of cost by the 
gove�nment. 0.9% respondents were denied 
registration by officials and for not knowing the 
local language to communicate with PwD's. it is 
clear that awareness regarding the documents 
required to get registered is still lacking among 
the citizens (Figure 7.6). 

twice while  only 10.1% of the visually challenged  
respondents  visited the registration centre. 
5.6% visually challenged  followed by 4.3% of the 
persons with locomotor  disability  and  4.0% of 
the  persons with hea�ing impai�ment visited 
office more than th�ice for registration purpose 
(Table 7.16). 



NON REGISTERED:

Despite BLO's were considered as a major 
source of registration by many respondents, it is 
still t�ue that 28% respondents felt they were not 
encouraging enough to push PWD's register 
under electoral list and 16.6% felt political pa�ty 
volunteers were not encouraging enough. 37.7% 
and 18% Belagavi respondents were quite highly 
unhappy about the encouragement provided by 
BLO, gove�nment officials and political pa�ty 
volunteers. While 22.5% and 12.0% of the non- 

registered  respondents Mysu�u division 
expressed they were not encouraged  by ed by 
BLO, Gove�nment officials and political pa�ties to 
register. Visually challenged were also of an 
opinion that BLO's and political pa�ties were less 
encouraging with 35.6% and 20.2% respondents 
expressing  their views respectively. only 17.3% 
of the respondents with intellectually disabled 
said BLO's were less encouraging (Table 7.17). 
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Table 7.17:  Percentage of respondents who felt that BLO/Govt Officers/Political Pa�ty 
Volunteers  did not encourage them to register

Administrative Division BLO/Govt Officials Political Pa�ty Volunteers

Belagavi Division 37.7   18.0

Bengalu�u Division 26.2   23.8

Kalaburagi Division 27.0   12.8

Mysu�u Division 22.5   12.0

 Type of Disability    

Visually Challenged 35.6   20.2

Speech Disability 22.6   11.3

Hea�ing Impai�ment 31.0   19.5

Locomotor Disability 31.0   19.5

Intellectual Disability 17.3   11.5

Others 31.3   3.1

Total 28.0   16.6



Figure 7.7:  % of respondents who t�ied to enrol themselves and status of enrolment 

The figure 7.7 shows the key spots for gaps in 
registration of PWD's. 77% respondents said 
they did not t�y to register themselves in the 
vote� 's l ist .  Out of the remaining 23% 
respondents who t�ied to register had va�ious 
issues for not receiving their voter cards. 1% 
r e s p o n d e n t s  w e r e  w a i t i n g  f o r  t h e 
acknowledgment, 4% respondent's application 
was rejected due to unsuppo�tive address proof, 
6% respondent's application was rejected 
because of inco�rect document to suppo�t age 
proof. It is positive to know that 11% respondents 
have received their acknowledgement and the 
remaining 1% had other reasons for rejection. 
Awareness regarding the requirement of 

suppo�tive documents are highly lacking among 
respondents (Figure 7.7) 

Since majo�ity 77% respondents did not even t�y 
to register which is an issue to be focused. 
Despite va�ious measures and steps taken by the 
gove�nment like Minchina Nondni, special voting 
d�ive and tom tom; Out of 77% respondents who 
did not t�y to register, 55% respondents said they 
were not aware of the procedure to register. 15% 
of respondents knew the procedure but felt it 
was cumbersome. About  4% respondents said 
they were not interested in registe�ing and voting 
and 2% respondents did not have valid address 
proof (Figure 7.8). 

Figure 7.8: % of respondents who did not t�y to enrol and reason behind it
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remaining 2.7% respondents, 57.1% respondents 
said they were not interested in the election 
process, 14.3% respondents felt the voter ID card 
was just another card and did not benefit them to 
a large extent. 9.5% respondents were of opinion 
that their voice was not heard (Table 7.18). 

Table 7.18: % of respondents who would be willing to 
register if they get BLO/Govt officials help

Yes       97.3

No        2.7

Reasons for being Not Interested  

Not interested in the election process   57.1

By having another card nothing is going to happen 14.3

Our voice is not heard     9.5

Other       19.0

Total       100.0

It is obse�ved that non-registered respondents 
are interested to register themselves if they are 
provided with BLO's and Gove�nment officials 
suppo�t and help. 97.3% respondents expressed 
their positive response on registe�ing with the 
help of BLO and Gove�nment officials. Out of 

the age group 26-35 were highest in propo�tion 
with 99.1%  who voted followed by 46-60 years 
(98.1%), 36-45 years (97.6%), 61 and above 
(97.1%) and 93.9% youth population from age 
group 18-25 years. 

There was no much difference between the male 
and female who voted in last lokasabha elections 
with 97.8% female and 97.4% male. It is 
interesting to see the highest voters were from 
ST and OBC catego�y with 98.4% and 98.1% 
respectively. Others and mino�ities were 97.7% 
each and SC were less in propo�tion with 96% 
respondents (Table 7.19). 

7.6: Pa�ticipation in Process of Voting:

The table 7.19 shows the percentage of 
respondents who voted in the last lokasabha 
elections. It is impressive to see that more than 
97.6% have casted their  votes.  99.2% 
respondents with hea�ing impai�ment were 
highest in propo�tion followed by speech 
disability (98.6%), Visually challenged (98%), 
Locomotor disability (97.8%) and intellectual 
disability (93.2%) have casted their votes. 
Kalaburagi division was highest among all the 
division with 98.5% voted and rest of the division 
had respondents around 97%. Respondents from 
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Table 7.19: Percentage of Respondents who Voted in the Last Loksabha Election.

Type of Disability % Voted

Visually Challenged 98.0

Speech Disability 98.6

Hea�ing Impai�ment 99.2

Locomotor Disability 97.8

Intellectual Disability 93.2

Others   100.0

Administrative Division  

Belagavi Division 97.2

Bengalu�u Division 97.2

Kalaburagi Division 98.5

Mysu�u Division  97.3

Age Group  

18-25   93.9

26-35   99.1

36-45   97.6

46-60   98.1

61 and above  97.1

Sex  

Female   97.8

Male   97.4

Social Group  

SC   96.0

ST   98.4

OBC   98.1

Others   97.7

Mino�ity  97.7

Total   97.6
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Respondents from the age group 46-60 years 
were high in propo�tion to face problems 
followed by 26-35 years and 61 and above with 
6.3% respondents. It was obse�ved that women 
(6.9%) PWD's have faced more problems than 
men (5.8%) to vote. Mino�ity respondents were 
high in propo�tion to face problems while voting 
with 8.8% followed by others with 7.4% and OBC 
with 5.4%.  

PWD's specially faced few difficulties and 
challenges while casting their votes. It was 
mostly visually challenged (9.3%) and speech 
disabled respondents (9%) who faced problems 
du�ing the voting process (Table 7.20). Belagavi 
division PwD respondents (10.1%) also were high 
in propo�tion to claim that they faced problems  
du�ing voting followed by Kalaburagi (5.6%) and 
Mysu�u. Only  5.1%. respondents fo�m  Bengalu�u 
division faced any problem while voting. 

Table 7.20: Percentage of Respondents who Faced Difficulty Du�ing the Process of Voting

Type of Disability % who faced difficulty for voting

Visually Challenged 9.3

Speech Disability 9.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 7.2

Locomotor Disability 5.7

Intellectual Disability 7.3

Others   8.3

Administrative Division  

Belagavi Division 10.1

Bengalu�u Division 3.9

Kalaburagi Division 5.6

Mysu�u Division  5.1

Age Group  

18-25   3.6

26-35   6.3

36-45   5.7

46-60   7.3

61 and above  6.3

Sex  

Female   6.9

Male   5.8

Social Group  

SC   3.4

ST   4.1

OBC   5.4

Others   7.4

Mino�ity  8.8

Total   6.1
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Figure 7.9: Types of difficulty faced by Respondents in the process of voting

The problems faced by the PWD's are fu�ther 
analysed based on their kind of disability (Table 
7.21). It is found that 2.2% visually challenged 
faced problems with reaching polling stations 
due to lack of transpo�t facility and 2.7% due to 
lack of suppo�tive staff. 1.1% visually challenged 
and 3.3% speech disabled also expressed the 
difficulty due to expected p�io�ity in the queue. 
While 1.1% speech disabled respondents 
expected a�rangement of transpo�t facilities 
which was lacking. 2.6% hea�ing impaired 
respondents said polling station staff weren't 
suppo�tive. Locomotor disabled respondents 
majorly faced problems with non-suppo�tive 
staff members in polling stations, 0.9% claimed 
no wheelchair facility and 0.8% faced problems 
with ramps at the station. Majo�ity (3.1%) of 
respondents with other disabilities also faced 
problems with transpo�tation. 

Analysing the previous table into fu�ther details, 
the figure 7.9 shows the kinds of problems faced 
by PWD's while casting the vote. It is p�ima�ily 
positive to see that 94% respondents said they 
did not face any problem while casting the vote 
and only the remaining 6% claimed to have faced 
some issues and problems while voting.  0.06% 
respondents faced problems in locating their 
polling stations and 0.58% of respondents faced 
problems  accessing the booth location. 0.96% 
of respondents faced the problem of reaching 
the polling station due to lack of  transpo�tation 
from their places. After reaching their stations, 
there was no p�io�ity provided to PWD in the 
queue while casting the vote as per 1.22% 
respondents. 0.19% respondents found issues in 
finding their names on the list and on the other 
hand  there were no volunteers to help them.  
0.58% respondents claimed that they had issues 
with wheelchair  assistance and 0.45% 
respondents faced issues with ramps at polling 
stations to use the wheelchair. In addition 0.26% 
respondents faced problems with sign language 
interpretation and 0.06% respondents also 
mentioned the threat from political pa�ty. 
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Table 7.21: Types of difficulty faced by Respondents with different types of disability in the 
process of voting 

  Visually Speech  Hea�ing  Locomotor Intellectual Others
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment  Disability Disability              

Location of Booth  1.1 1.1 1.3 1.0 2.6 1.6
not accessible

Polling station staff  2.7 1.1 2.6 2.1 5.3 1.6
were not suppo�tive

No ramps at  0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 7.9 0.0
the polling booth

No wheelchairs/  0.5 0.0 0.0 0.9 5.3 0.0
assistance suppo�t

No p�io�ity Queue  1.1 3.3 0.0 1.9 5.3 1.6

Transpo�t facility  2.2 1.1 2.6 1.2 0.0 3.1
not a�ranged

not up to the mark. 78.4% and 86.4% of the 
respondents   repo�ted the  availability of ramps 
and wheelchairs facility at the  polling station 
and about 35.2% and 39.4% of the  respondents 
said  these  facilities  have  improved compared 
to previous election; while more than 40% of  
respondents  felt that there was no change in the 
facility provided at the polling stations. 60.7% 
and 41.2% of the respondents repo�ted the 
availability of Sign language posters for hea�ing 
impaired and interpreters in booths respectively. 
However, more than 40% of the respondents 
repo�ted that the quality of sign language 
posters for hea�ing impaired and interpreters in 
booths wasn't good. Interestingly about 88.7% of 
the respondents'  repo�ted  the availability of  
volunteer faci l i t ies  and 56.3% of  the 
respondents  repo�ted that this facility was 
better than the facility  provided in previous 
elections. Only 17.5% of the  respondents  
repo�ted the availability of Magnifying glasses  
facility. 

7.7: Facilities at Polling Station

Table 7.22 shows the basic facilities accessed by 
PWD's in polling stations. 84.2% respondents 
said they had p�io�ity ent�y in the queue and 
12.1% said they were not given p�io�ity ent�y.  
53.7% respondents said the p�io�ity  ent�y  for 
disabled persons  has improved a lot from the  
previous elections while  28.9% felt it was the 
same as earlier , 12.4% repo�ted that it was not 
good  and 5.11 % repo�ted that they don't  know 
as  they voted for the first time. D�inking water, 
chairs/benches, toilets and help desk are some 
of the basic facilities which were accessed by 
more than 90% respondents and more than 40% 
respondents said it was the same as earlier 
facilities. 

A separate ent�y and exit elevates in polling 
stations which were accessed by 86.7% 
respondents and 22% respondents claimed to be 
a better as compared to previous elections while 
a majo�ity 46.2% felt  that it was same as earlier 
and 26.0% opined that  the provided facility was 
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Table 7.22: Facilities Available in Polling Stations and 
Rating of the Facilities (% of Respondents)

  Availability  of the Facility  Rating of the Facility

Sl.    Yes No Don't  Improved Same as Not so Don't           

No    Know a lot Earlier Good Know 
          because   
        is first     
             time 
        voting  

1 P�io�ity Ent�y for  84.2 12.1 3.7 53.7 28.9 12.4 5.1
 Persons with Disability / 
 Reduced mobility /  
 Reduced Physical Function  

2 D�inking Water 93.9 4.7 1.3 45.0 44.8 5.2 5.0

3 Chair/Benches 92.4 6.1 1.5 39.0 47.3 8.8 5.0

4 Toilets 95.4 0.6 4.0 29.9 53.8 11.0 5.2

5 Help Desk 96.9 0.4 2.6 33.1 50.3 11.6 5.1

6 Separate Ent�y and 
 Exit in the Polling Booth 86.7 7.7 5.6 22.0 46.2 26.0 5.8 

7 Ramp 78.4 18.1 3.6 35.2 49.9 9.0 5.9

8 Wheelchairs 86.4 10.5 3.1 39.4 44.1 10.9 5.5

9 Signages for Directions 66.2 26.4 7.4 39.3 43.6 10.8 6.3

10 Voter Facilitation Poster 83.7 7.4 9.0 29.5 31.0 33.7 5.8

11 Sign Language Posters for 
 Hea�ing Impaired Voters  60.7 22.7 16.6 21.2 31.3 41.3 6.1

12 Presence of Sign Language  41.2 25.5 33.2 21.1 28.3 44.3 6.3
 Interpreter in the Booth 

13 Volunteers 88.7 8.0 3.3 56.3 26.9 12.1 4.8

14 Magnifying Glass 17.5 19.5 63.0 35.3 17.2 41.1 6.4

15 Transpo�t Facility 82.2 14.5 3.3 60.1 17.1 18.1 4.7

16 Companion to Assist Till  27.0 16.9 56.1 43.0 10.4 42.1 4.5 
 Voting Compa�tment
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Figure 7.10 presents some of the facilities availed 
by the respondents in the hierarchical patte�n. 
Help desk was the most commonly used facility 
by 96.9% respondents followed by toilets 

Figure 7.10: Percentage of Respondents who felt that the following 
facilities are Available at the Polling Station.

(80.6%). Voter facilitation posters were more 
popular and well known among registered 
respondents than signage for directions. Sign 
language posters for hea�ing paired voters were 
known by  66.7% in te l lectua l  d isab led 
respondents and surp�isingly less by hea�ing 
impaired respondents (53.6%). Volunteers aid 
and help was obtained by 88.6% intellectually 
d i s a b l e d  a n d  8 4.1 %  s p e e c h  d i s a b l e d 
respondents and transpo�t facility was known 
mostly by 88.6% intellectually disabled 
respondents. Companion to assist was utilized 
by 55.25 v isually challenged and 26.8% 
intellectually disabled. 

The respondents with intellectual disability were 
90.2% in propo�tion who were p�io�itized in the 
voting poll and speech disabled were only 77.2% 
who were p�io�itized in the queue. D�inking water 
facility, toilets, chair/benches and help desk was 
utilized by almost more than 90% respondents 
except visually challenged. Separate ent�y and 
exit was utilized by more than 80% respondents 
except visually challenged with 76.3%. Ramp 
was utilized highly by locomotor disabled 
respondents (80.3%) followed by hea�ing 
impai�ment and ve�y less among speech 
impaired respondents. again wheelchairs were 
also highly utilized by locomotor disabled 
respondents (88%) and least utilized by others 
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( 9 5. 4 % ) ,  d � i n k i n g  w a te r  ( 9 3. 4 % )  a n d 
chair/benches (92.4%). While. Magnifying glass 
(17.5%), companion to assist (27%) were two 
facilities which were least used and availed. 



Table 7.23: Facilities Available in Polling Stations(in %) Disability wise

Sl.   Visually  Speech  Hea�ing  Locomotor Intellectual  Others 
No  Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability                  

1 P�io�ity Ent�y for  84.0 77.2 84.8 84.1 90.2  80.6
 Persons with Disability /  
 Reduced mobility /  
 Reduced Physical Function 

2 D�inking Water 89.2 91.0 94.4 94.8 95.9  94.4

3 Chair/Benches 87.6 91.7 94.4 92.9 95.9  86.1

4 Toilets 89.7 95.9 95.2 96.4 98.4  88.9

5 Help Desk 93.8 97.9 98.4 97.8 95.1  91.7

6 Separate Ent�y and Exit 
 in the Polling Booth  76.3 86.2 87.2 89.1 81.3  83.3 

7 Ramp 71.6 69.7 80.0 80.3 78.0  72.2

8 Wheelchairs 82.0 83.4 84.0 88.0 85.4  80.6

9 Signages for Directions 58.8 62.1 66.4 67.1 71.5  63.9

10 Voter Facilitation Poster 74.2 85.5 80.8 86.0 81.3  72.2

11 Sign Language Posters for 
 Hea�ing paired Voters 59.3 61.4 53.6 60.6 66.7  61.1  

12 Presence of Sign Language 
 Interpreter in the Booth  40.7 38.6 36.8 40.7 49.6  38.9 

13 Volunteers 85.6 85.5 92.8 89.2 93.5  77.8

14 Magnifying Glass 23.2 18.6 20.0 16.0 17.9  19.4

15 Transpo�t Facility 82.5 84.1 80.8 81.5 88.6  72.2

16 Companion to Assist Till 
 Voting Compa�tment 55.2 17.2 19.2 23.8 26.8  19.4 
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The table 7.24 shows the responses of 
respondents when they were asked if they would 
vote after possessing voter ID.  94.4% 
respondents said they would have voted if they 

Table 7.24: % of Non Registered respondents who responded that they would vote if they 
processed Voter ID.

Type of Disability  Percentage

Visually Challenged  91.3

Speech Disability  94.3

Hea�ing Impai�ment  98.9

Locomotor Disability  95.4

Intellectual Disability  93.6

Others    87.5

TOTAL    94.4

less popular among non-registered respondents 
compared to registered respondents with only 
65.6% and 54.9%. Presence of sign language 
posters and interpreters in booths were well 
known by non-registered as well which is close 
to registered respondents propo�tion. Presence 
of volunteers and transpo�tation facility was also 
well known by 72.8% and 66.7% non-registered 
respondents and presence of companions to 
assist was highly known by non-registered 
respondents than registered respondents for 
about 56.2%.  

In the table 7.25 info�mation pe�tains to the 
knowledge among non-registered respondents 
about the facilities provisioned in polling 
stations. 71.2% respondents were aware of 
p�io�ity provided in polling stations to PWD's. 
More than 80% respondents were aware of 
d�inking water and seating facilities in stations 
among which hea�ing impaired were more in 
propo�tion.  Toilets and help desk facilities are 
also considered ve�y basic which was known by 
only 70% and above non-registered respondents 
which was highly popular among registered 
respondents. Wheelchairs and ramps were also 
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possessed ID cards. Hea�ing 98.9% in propo�tion 
followed by locomotor disability (95.4%), speech 
disabled (94.3%), intellectual disabled (93.6%), 
visually challenged (91.3%) and 87.5% others.   



Table 7.25: Awareness About the Availabilities of Facilities at Polling Booth by Non Registered 
Respondents

  Visually  Speech   Hea�ing Locomotor Intellectual Others  Total  
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability        

P�io�ity Ent�y for  66.3 66.0 72.4 72.6 72.4 81.3 71.2
Persons with 
Disability /
Reduced mobility /
Reduced Physical 
Function     

D�inking Water 77.9 78.6 87.4 84.5 82.1 84.4 82.9

Chair/Benches 78.8 76.7 80.5 83.9 78.8 81.3 81.0

Toilets 72.1 74.2 83.9 81.2 75.6 78.1 78.3

Help Desk 69.2 67.3 77.0 72.3 6.7 84.4 70.6

Ramp 49.0 47.8 49.4 58.7 55.8 59.4 54.9

Wheelchairs 57.7 67.9 73.6 65.0 66.7 78.1 65.6

Signages for 
Directions 43.3 45.9 47.1 56.8 52.6 50.0 51.9

Sign Language 
Posters 42.3 43.4 43.7 47.1 44.9 46.9 45.5 
for Hea�ing  
Impaired Voters 

Presence of 38.5 43.4 41.4 48.9 51.3 46.9 46.7 
Sign Language 
Interpreter  
in the Booth  

Volunteers 69.2 68.6 77.0 75.4 69.9 78.1 72.8

Transpo�t Facility 60.6 60.4 67.8 68.7 67.3 75.0 66.7

Magnifying Glass 26.0 28.9 31.0 30.1 28.8 40.6 29.3

Companion to 
Assist Till 51.9 49.1 51.7 57.1 60.3 59.4 56.2
 Voting 
Compa�tment 
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• Registration process was considered easy 
compared to earlier by 79.4% respondents 
and was highest in Mysu�u division 
(80.6%). Across disability type, higher 
percentage of respondents with locomotor 
disability felt that the process was easier 
compared to respondents belonging to 
other types of disability(95.2%). It was 
considered difficult compared to earlier 
only by 0.8% only. 

• Inte�vention from Election Commission 
(64.5%) and political pa�ty's inte�vention  
(32.2%) were considered as factor for easy 
process of registration. 

• Among the respondents, who felt that the 
registration process was difficult is mainly 
because they had to visit the centre 
multiple times. 4% respondents have 
visited the office more than three times. It 
was mostly the visually challenged (5.6%) 
who visited office more than three times. 
Respondents had to visit the office more 
than twice due to lack of documents (3.4%) 
and problem at registration office (1.9%). 

• It was mostly family members who helped 
respondents reach registration centers 
followed by gram panchayat members 
especial ly for intel lectual disabled 
respondents. 

• 82.6% respondents did not know about the 
fo�m 6 fo�malities especially among 
Bengalu�u division respondents, fo�m 6 
was unpopular.  

• Mapping process has made the changes 
with respect to the behaviour of the 
respondents (58.7%), improvement in 
electoral pa�ticipation (68%) and better 
facilities than earlier (89.3%). 

• Non-registered respondent felt that 
B L O s ( 2 8 % )   a n d  p o l i t i c a l  p a � t y 
volunteers(16.6%) did not  encourage them  
to register  their names in the voters' list. 

• Among 23%, of those who  registered 
themselves 11% respondents had received 
their acknowledgment and 6% of the  
respondents  enrolment were rejected due 
to lack of proper address proof. 

7.8: Conclusions

• Majo�ity of the respondents processed 
vote�'s card for more than 5 years (93%) 
and Kalaburagi was the division with 
highest respondents possessing EPIC card 
since past 5 years.

• 71.4% respondents repo�ted that their 
families suppo�ted them du�ing the 
registration process while 27.3% of the 
respondents felt that their families were 
neither suppo�tive nor discouraging.  

• In Majo�ity of the villages, mapping was 
based on the Village Rehabilitation 
Workers record, and not on door to door 
su�vey. As most of these records are not 
updated, several PwDs were left out in the 
process of mapping.  

• 58.4% registered respondents repo�ted 
that BLO/ EC members / Depa�tment 
members  visited their house for mapping  
and this was highest in Belagavi division 
(65.4%). On the contra�y only 30.6% of the 
non- registered respondents repo�ted that 
BLO/ EC members / Depa�tment members 
visited their house for mapping and this 
was lowest in Bengalu�u division (18.3%). 
Majorly BLOs (46.4%) who v isited 
registered respondents for mapping 
followed by persons from the depa�tment 
for empowe�ment of differently abled and 
senior citizens (41.9%). Persons from 
d e p a � t m e n t  fo r  e m p owe � m e n t  o f 
differently abled and senior citizen mostly 
v isited non-registered respondents 
(49.3%) for mapping 

• Special enrolment d�ive was utilized by 
45.6% respondents to register themselves 
followed by BLOs visiting PwDs home 
(32.9%). 49.5% v isually challenged 
registered through a special enrolment 
d�ive and 3% intellectually disabled 
respondents took the help from political 
pa�ties. 

• Newspaper and pamphlets (16.5%) have 
p layed a  ma jor  ro le  in  educat ing 
respondents about the enrolment d�ive 
especially in Kalburagi division (19.1%) and 
among respondents with locomotor 
disabled (17.8%). Local TV channels and 
tom tom announcements were also quite 
popular. 
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• 1.3% respondents felt that staffs were not 
suppo�tive and 1.2% felt no p�io�ity was 
given in queue. 0.45% respondents 
mentioned ramp problems in polling 
stations and 0.58% said there was no 
wheelchair. 

• More than 90% of the respondents 
confi�med that the facilities like helpdesk, 
toilets, d�inking water, chairs etc.. were 
available at the polling stations. Majo�ity of 
the respondents were not aware of the 
magnifying glass, assist in polling stations 
facilities at the polling stations. 

• Rest i.e. 77.0%, did not make an attempt to 
enrol themselves. The reason for non 
attempting to register is mainly that 
respondents did not know the procedure to 
register(55%)  and  15% of the respondents 
felt that the procedure was cumbersome 
chore.

• On the whole 97.6% respondents have 
voted in previous Lok Sabha elections. 
Among them intellectually disabled were 
low with 93.2% and hea�ing impaired were 
highest with 99.2%. 

• It was mostly the visually challenged 
(9.3%) who faced difficulty while casting 
vote and locomotor disabled respondents 
faced difficulty less frequently (5.7%). 
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CHAPTER 8

SVEEP 
AND 
ITS IMPACT





8.1: Introduction

Systematic Voters' Education & Electoral 
Pa�ticipation (SVEEP) is a multi-inte�vention 
programme that reaches out to educate citizens 
about the electoral process in order to increase 
their awareness & pa�ticipation. SVEEP's p�ima�y 
goal is to build a t�uly pa�ticipative democracy in 
India by encouraging all eligible citizens to vote 
and make an info�med decision du�ing the 
elections. In order to educate Persons with 
disabilities, ECI planned for motivational 
campaign meant for Persons with Disabilities 
which provided info�mation regarding va�ious 
facilities provided for them at the polling stations 

elections in addition to Info�mation, 
Awareness, Motivation registration d�ives 

• Disability Coordinators appointed in all 
Assembly Constituencies to assist PwD 
voters

• Exclusive polling booths for PwD in places 
where they reside in large numbers for 
example, leper colonies 

• Specifically designed mobile Apps (PwD 
App) 

• Sensitisation module in all training 
programmes 

• Identify credible CSOs working for PwDs 
and reach out through them 

• Voter Guides – Dist�ibuted with Voter slips, 
produced in Braille for blind voters

• Persons with Disabilities are given p�io�ity 
at polling stations and they can enter the 
same without waiting in the queue. 

• Assured Minimum Facilities (AMF) – 
Separate queues, seating a�rangement, 
wheel chairs, ramps, assistance at polling 
stations, conveyance to polling station are 
provided for senior citizens and PwDs and 
other facilities according to the needs of 
the PwD like proper toilets, tactile signage 
etc are made available 

• Poll personnel are b�iefed about the 
provisions of Rule 49 N of the Conduct of 
Election Rules, 1961, for pe�mitting a 
companion to accompany a blind/infi�m 
elector. = Poll personnel are trained & 
sensitised regarding special needs. 

• Polling Station wise PwD Identifications 
and Mapping are conducted p�ior to 
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with the aim of ensu�ing accessible elections. 
These new initiatives were spread through 
awareness films on PwDs that provided 
info�mation on facilities at the polling booths 
along with inspi�ing messages such as 'Mann 
Banaeye, Aage Aaeye, Vote Kijiye'. After 
numerous National, State and Dist�ict level 
consultations for the inclusion of PwDs in the 
electoral  process, a National  Adv iso�y 
Committee was established at ECI to ensure 
accessible elections. The following measures 
have been inst�umental in making the process of 
voting easier for all voters with disabilities. 



propo�tion  of respondents from Belagavi 
(85.6%) were aware of election related campaign 
followed by Kalburagi division (81.9%), Mysu�u 
division (79.6%) and Bengalu�u division (71.8%).  
Whereas, a higher  propo�tion of  non-registered  
respondents from  Kalburagi (83.6%), followed 
by Belagavi (80.6%), Mysu�u (75.8%) and 
Bengalu�u (70.8%) were  aware about  such 
campaigns. Registered respondents with other 
disability  and locomotor disability were highest 
in propo�tion to remember the election related 
campaign with 82.6% and  80.5% % respectively. 
Whereas, higher  propo�tion of non registered 
respondents with  hea�ing  impai�ment (75.9%)  
and visually  challenged (78.6%) remembered 
the election related campaign. Thus, it indicates 
that the election-related campaign under SVEEP 
has been more effective since the previous 
elections although oppo�tunity exists to reach 
out fu�ther to the electorate regarding elections 
and their significance. 

8.2: Recall Rate of Election Campaign

Va�ious campaigns like Minchina nondani, tam 
tam, street play, special enrolment d�ive, 
adve�tisement in social media and rally by 
students were unde�taken by state and central 
gove�nment in order to educate and create 
awareness among people. As a pa�t of this study, 
respondents were que�ied whether they could 
recall any elections-related campaigns. Among 
the registered respondents about 13.2% of the 
respondents did not know about election related 
campaigns while 79.7% of them could recollect 
seeing such a campaign (44.4% in 2018) thereby 
indicating a positive impact of the SVEEP 
campaign (Table 8.1). On the  other  hand  77.7% 
of  the non registered  respondents were aware 
about such campaigns while 14.8% did not know 
about  such  election  campaigns. The recall 
rates across va�ious indicators have been 
presented in Table 8.1. At the division level 
among the registered respondents higher 
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In the light of the above measures taken by the 
Election Commission, the cu�rent chapter t�ies to 

understand the exposure to SVEEP inte�vention 
by PwDs. 



Table 8.1: Recall of Election Related Campaign of Election Commission

Administrative Division No Yes Don't Know Total

 Registered 

Belagavi Division 5.6 85.6 8.8  100.0

Bengalu�u Division 6.2 71.8 22.0  100.0

Kalaburagi Division 7.6 81.9 10.5  100.0

Mysu�u Division 9.1 79.6 11.3  100.0

Total 7.1 79.7 13.2  100.0

 Type of Disability        

Visually Challenged 6.2 79.6 14.2  100.0

Speech Disability 5.9 75.8 18.3  100.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 10 76.9 13.1  100.0

Locomotor Disability 7.2 80.5 12.3  100.0

Intellectual Disability 6.9 71.6 21.5  100.0

Others 8.9 82.6 8.5  100.0

Total 7.1 79.7 13.2  100.0

 Non Registered

Belagavi Division 6.5 80.6 12.9  100.0

Bengalu�u Division 7.2 70.8 22.0  100.0

Kalaburagi Division 6.6 83.6 9.8  100.0

Mysu�u Division 9.8 75.8 14.4  100.0

Total 7.5 77.7 14.8  100.0

 Type of Disability        

Visually Challenged 6.8 78.6 14.6  100.0

Speech Disability 8.2 75.8 16.0  100.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 12 75.9 12.1  100.0

Locomotor Disability 7.9 78.1 14.0  100.0

Intellectual Disability 9.1 68.9 22.0  100.0

Others 6.9 81.2 11.9  100.0

Total 7.5 77.7 14.8  100.0
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through cultural events and ente�tainment 
programmes.  Belagavi (51.4%) div ision 
pe�fo�med better in disseminating election-
related info�mation through newspapers/ 
magazines while Bengalu�u division (28.6%) 
pe�fo�mance was lowest. Fu�ther Kalburagi 
divisions pe�fo�med better in disseminating 
election-related info�mation especially through 
poster hoardings and publicity, NGOs and civil 
society groups ,polling stations and pledge 
letters through school students in the family.  
Whereas, activities such rallies, prabhat phe�is, 
loudspeakers announcements were impo�tant 
sources in Bengalu�u division and  Mysu�u 
division.

Table 8.2 presents the sources by which  
registered  respondents received election  
related info�mation across  divisions. Results 
suggest that  78.8% of the  respondents 
gathered info�mation mostly through activities 
ra l l i es ,  p rabhat  phe� i s ,  l oudspeakers 
announcements followed by TV adve�tisements 
a n d  p r o g r a m m e s  ( 7 0 . 3 % ) ,  c u l t u r a l / 
ente�tainments (65.7%) and posters, hoardings 
and publicity (58%). Other relatively less 
impo�tant sources in disseminating election 
info�mation SMS(8.6%) and Inte�net/social 
media/Whatsapp  (15.2%). The sources of 
info�mation va�y across divisions. Kalburagi 
( 70 .1 % )  d i v i s i o n  p e � fo � m e d  b e t te r  i n 
disseminating election-related info�mation 

Table 8.2: Sources through which Percentage of Registered Respondents have received 
Info�mation (Administrative division wise)

  Belagavi Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total
 Region Region  Region Region        

Newspapers/Magazines 51.4 28.6 40.8 37.9 39.7

TV Adve�tisements and Programmes 72.9 72.2 67.9 68.3 70.3

Radio and FM channels 33.3 29.1 19.4 33.9 28.9

Adve�tisement in Cinemas 15.5 9.0 6.7 16.5 11.9

Activity like Rallies, Prabhat Phe�is,  71.2 87.5 72.4 84.0 78.8
Loudspeakers Announcement  

Cultural/Ente�tainments Programmes 60.7 64.4 70.1 67.6 65.7

Gove�nment Offices Circular 44.1 44.4 49.0 49.4 46.7

Posters, Hoardings and Publicity 55.9 56.1 60.4 59.4 58.0

NGO and Civil Society Group 29.1 29.3 44.3 42.9 36.4

Inte�net/Social Media/Whatsapp 18.3 16.0 14.9 11.7 15.2

SMS 10.3 6.0 9.0 9.2 8.6

Pledge Letters/Sankalp Patras  39.3 43.6 30.8 39.7 38.4
through School students 
in the Family  

At Polling Station 25.3 25.6 28.9 26.2 26.5
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Higher propo�tion of registered respondents 
with Locomotor disability were info�med through 
newspapers and magazines (44.4%) and TV 
adve�tisements (73.9%) while only 25.2% of 
those with speech disability were info�med 
through newspapers and magazines and 54.0% 
of the visually challenged respondents  were 
info�med through TV adve�tisements. A higher 
propo�tion of respondents with speech disability 
were  info�med  through activities like  rallies, 
loud speaker  announcement (87.1%) while  it 
was 69.7% for respondents with  intellectual 
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disability (Table 8.2).  The source of info�mation  
through radio, Fm channels and adve�tisements 
in cinema were less among all the respondents 
except among the  respondents with locomotor 
disabled. Gove�nment circulars have played a 
significantly in spreading  awareness on 
campaigning among those respondents with  
speech disability (51.0%) while  it played  a 
relatively less role among the   with visually  
challenged (32.8%)  respondents 

Table 8.3: Sources through which Percentage of Registered Respondents have received 
Info�mation (Disability  wise)

  Visually Speech Hea�ing  Locomotor  Intellectual  Others Total 
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability           

Newspapers/Magazines 29.3 25.2 31.0 44.4 28.0 44.4 39.7

TV Adve�tisements and  54.0 61.2 67.5 73.9 68.9 77.8 70.3
Programmes  

Radio and FM channels 29.8 19.7 22.2 31.9 12.9 30.6 28.9

Adve�tisement in Cinemas 7.1 10.2 11.1 13.8 4.5 11.1 11.9

Activity like Rallies,  77.3 87.1 82.5 79.5 69.7 80.6 78.8
Prabhat Phe�is, 
Loudspeakers 
Announcement    

Cultural/Ente�tainments 60.1 66.7 68.3 66.1 66.7 69.4 65.7 
Programmes  

Gove�nment Offices Circular 32.8 51.0 49.2 50.3 35.6 47.2 46.7

Posters, Hoardings  40.9 61.9 61.1 61.3 49.2 63.9 58.0
and Publicity  

NGO and Civil Society Group 30.8 35.4 35.7 37.4 34.1 38.9 36.4

Inte�net/Social  9.1 10.9 7.9 18.7 6.1 16.7 15.2
Media/Whatsapp   

SMS 4.5 8.2 6.3 10.2 1.5 11.1 8.6

Pledge Letters/Sankalp   35.9 33.3 36.5 38.9 41.7 50.0 38.4
Patras through School 
students in the Family   

At Polling Station 23.7 25.2 26.2 26.9 31.1 25.0 26.5
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FM channels, NGO and civil society groups, SMS 
and pledge letters through school students were 
quite less popular among non-registered 
respondents with less than 35% respondents 
acknowledging its influence in  receiving  
info�mation related to  election  campaigning.  
However, relatively higher propo�tion of 
respondents from  Kalburagi division obtained 
info�mation through radio and FM channels 
(31.1%), and pledge letters (33.7%)respectively 
while relatively  higher percent of respondent 
from Mysu�u division  obtained  info�mation  
through NGO civil society (28.5%)  and  SMS 
(9.5%). 

The source of info�mation obtained by registered 
and non-registered respondents is almost 
s i m i l a r  w i t h  r a l l i e s  a n d  l o u d s p e a ke r 
announcements (79.6%) being the major source 
o f  in fo �mat ion  fo l lowed by  te lev is ion 
adve�tisement and programmes (63.5%) and 
61.0% cultural  program ( Table 8.4). At the 
divisional level respondents from Belagavi 
repo�ted that TV adve�tisements (71.9%) and  
activ ities  like rallies and  loudspeaker 
announcement (73.1%) were the major  source of 
info�mation while it was  cultural program 
(59.4%) and  activ ities  like rallies and  
loudspeaker announcement (84.2%) in  
Bengalu�u division. Newspaper, Magazine, radio, 

Table 8.4: Sources through which Percentage of Non-Registered Respondents have received 
Info�mation (Administrative division wise)

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u  Kalaburagi  Mysu�u  Total
 Region Region Region  Region   

Newspapers/Magazines 34.7 22.8 30.1 31.0 29.4

TV Adve�tisements and Programmes 71.9 55.0 58.7 70.0 63.5

Radio and FM channels 27.5 28.2 31.1 25.5 28.1

Adve�tisement in Cinemas 15.0 12.4 13.3 11.5 12.9

Activity like Rallies,  73.1 84.2 86.7 73.5 79.6 
Prabhat Phe�is, Loudspeakers 
Announcement 

Cultural/Ente�tainments Programmes 63.5 59.4 62.2 59.5 61.0

Gove�nment Offices Circular 26.3 30.2 39.3 42.5 34.9

Posters, Hoardings and Publicity 43.7 43.1 49.5 50.5 46.8

NGO and Civil Society Group 21.0 9.9 35.7 28.5 23.8

Inte�net/Social Media/Whatsapp 18.6 12.4 24.5 13.0 17.0

SMS 10.8 5.4 9.2 9.5 8.6

Pledge Letters/Sankalp Patras  28.7 21.3 33.7 15.0 24.4 
through School students 
in the Family
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respondents were info�med through TV 
adve�tisements and programmes and 34.6% 
visually challenged respondents were info�med 
about election campaigning through radio and 
FM channels. Adve�tisement in cinemas, social 
media, and SMS and pledge letters seemed to 
have low intensity in reaching PWD's regarding 
election campaigns (Table 4.5). 

Among the non-registered respondents with 
hea�ing impai�ment (86.2%), speech disability 
(84.9%), intellectual disability (81.4%) and 
locomotor  disability (79.3%), received  election  
related  info�mation through rallies. 74.7% 
hea�ing impaired respondents were also 
info�med through cultural and ente�tainment 
programmes while 67.8% locomotor disabled 

Table 8.5: Sources through which Percentage of Non Registered Respondents have received 
Info�mation (Disability  wise)

  Visually  Speech  Hea�ing Locomotor Intellectual Others  Total 
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability                

Newspapers/Magazines 34.6 26.4 24.1 33.1 21.2 37.5 29.4

TV Adve�tisements and  59.6 63.5 63.2 67.8 56.4 71.9 63.5
Programmes  

Radio and FM channels 34.6 28.9 21.8 29.5 23.1 34.4 28.1

Adve�tisement in Cinemas 11.5 12.6 11.5 15.2 7.7 12.5 12.9

Activity like Rallies, 68.3 84.9 86.2 79.3 81.4 84.4 79.6 
Prabhat Phe�is, 
Loudspeakers 
Announcement

Cultural/Ente�tainments  51.0 69.8 74.7 61.1 56.4 75.0 61.0
Programmes    

Gove�nment Offices Circular 26.9 39.6 36.8 36.8 30.8 56.3 34.9

Posters, Hoardings  41.3 52.8 51.7 45.0 46.8 68.8 46.8
and Publicity 

NGO and Civil Society Group 20.2 25.8 21.8 24.9 21.2 37.5 23.8

Inte�net/Social  14.4 22.0 17.2 18.5 12.2 28.1 17.0
Media/Whatsapp 

SMS 8.7 8.2 6.9 10.6 4.5 12.5 8.6

Pledge Letters/Sankalp Patras  23.1 25.2 16.1 25.8 28.2 15.6 24.4
through School students
in the Family 



(97.0%)  received  messages  related to  voting 
dates  and schedules while  higher propo�tion of 
respondents  from Belagavi  division (94.2%) 
received  messages that voting is their �ight and 
duty. Fu�ther,  relatively  more respondents  from 
Mysu�u division received messages like vote�'s 
choice without taking inducement (65.8%), go 
register (53.4%), go ve�ify (46.4%) and 
documents allowed for voting (69.8%). High 
propo�tion of respondents from Kalaburagi 
division received messages regarding the 
facilities at polling stations (62.4%) and p�io�ity 
for Pwd's at polling stations(69.2%) and only  
39.3% and 52.1% of respondents from Belagavi 
div ision received the same info�mation 
respectively. 

The election commission sends va�ious 
info�mation related to voting and elections at the 
near time of elections.  Table 8.6 presents the 
va�ious voter info�mation  received  by the 
reg istered respondents .  94.4% of  the 
respondents  repo�ted that  they  received 
messages related  to voting  dates and 
schedules  while 89.9% of the  respondents were 
info�med that that voting was their �ight and 
duty. More than 60% respondents were sent 
messages regarding their choice of voting, 
documents allowed for voting and p�io�ity voting 
for old age and PWD's. On the other hand 
relatively  less  percent of respondents  received 
messages related to NSV po�tal, cVIGIL po�tal, 
voter helpline app.  At the division level, higher 
percent  of respondents from  Bengalu�u division 

Table8.6: Voter Info�mation Messages Received by Registered Respondents (in %)

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u  Kalaburagi  Mysu�u  Total
 Region Region Region Region  

Date of Voting and Schedules 92.7 97.0 92.3 95.5 94.4

Voting is my Right and Duty 94.2 84.0 93.3 88.0 89.9

Cast Vote as per choice and  63.2 62.7 55.5 65.8 61.8
without taking any Inducement 

#Go Register or Register 38.3 47.1 34.1 53.4 43.2

# Go Ve�ify or Ve�ify  36.3 42.1 34.3 46.4 39.8
Name in Voter list   

12 Identity Documents  61.9 67.2 66.7 69.8 66.4
allowed for Voting   

Facilities Provided at  39.3 42.9 62.4 52.4 49.3
Polling Station 

P�io�ity Voting for Old and PwDs 52.1 61.4 69.2 68.1 62.7

Voter Helpline 1950 or 
Voter helpline app 12.5 2.0 5.5 7.7 6.9 

cVIGIL App Related 7.5 0.3 2.2 3.0 3.2

NSVP Po�tal 1.3 1.3 1.7 3.5 1.9
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respondents received messages related to the 
12 documents  allowed for voting.  About 73.5% 
of the respondents with speech disability, 72.2% 
with other disabilities,69.0% with  hea�ing 
impai�ment, 57.6% of visually challenged  and 
43.2% of those with intellectual  disability 
received  info�mation  related to p�io�ity Voting 
for Old and PwDs. Ve�y less propo�tion of 
intellectual disabled respondents have received 
messages on facilities at polling stations (37.9%), 
and helpline number (2.3%) and none of them 
received any message regarding Cvigil and 
NSVP po�tal (Table 8.7). 

Message on voting date and schedule was the 
basic info�mation received by more than 90% 
respondents  w i t h  locomotor  d isab led 
respondents, speech disabil ity, hea�ing 
impai�ment and  intellectual  disability. Higher 
percent of respondents with  locomotor 
disability  (91.5%)and  hea�ing  impai�ment 
(90.5%) received message  that  voting  is their 
�ight, duty while  relatively  lower propo�tion of  
respondents with speech disability (55.8%) and  
visually challenged  persons (54.5%) received 
cast Vote as per choice and without taking any 
Inducement message. More than 60 % of the 

Table 8.7: Voter Info�mation Messages Received by Registered Respondents (in %)

  Visually Speech  Hea�ing  Locomotor  Intellectual  Others Total 
 Challenged  Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability 

Date of Voting and  89.9 95.2 94.4 95.3 93.2 94.4 94.4
Schedules 

Voting is my Right and Duty 85.4 86.4 90.5 91.5 86.4 86.1 89.9

Cast Vote as per   54.5 55.8 56.3 63.7 65.2 52.8 61.8
choice and without 
taking any Inducement

#Go Register or Register 38.9 34.7 34.9 45.0 48.5 36.1 43.2

# Go Ve�ify or  31.8 34.7 35.7 41.3 45.5 38.9 39.8
Ve�ify Name in 
Voter list 

12 Identity Documents  63.1 66.0 66.7 67.9 60.6 58.3 66.4
allowed for Voting 

Facilities Provided at  43.4 57.8 52.4 51.2 37.9 47.2 49.3
Polling Station

P�io�ity Voting for  57.6 73.5 69.0 64.8 43.2 72.2 62.7
Old and PwDs

Voter Helpline 1950 or  5.6 4.1 3.2 8.3 2.3 5.6 6.9 
Voter helpline app 

cVIGIL App Related 2.5 2.0 2.4 3.9 0.0 5.6 3.2

NSVP Po�tal 2.0 0.7 1.6 2.2 0.0 5.6 1.9
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from Bengalu�u division (88.1%)  received  
messages  related to  voting dates  and 
schedules whi le  h igher propo� t ion of 
respondents  from Belagavi  division (44.9%) 
received  messages that related to facilities at 
the polling station. Fu�ther,  relatively  more 
respondents  from Kalburagi division received 
messages like vote�'s choice without taking 
inducement (70.9%), and documents allowed for 
voting (64.3%). High propo�tion of respondents 
from Mysu�u division received messages 
regarding the go register (67.0%) and p�io�ity for 
Pwd's at polling stations(48.0%).

Non-registered respondents still received 
messages on voter info�mation but in less 
propo�tion compared to registered respondents. 
83.5% respondents received a message on basic 
voting date and schedule  while 84.3% received 
a message that  voting is their �ight and duty. 
65.9% of them  received cast Vote as per choice 
and without taking any Inducement message  
and 62.1% received  12  documents allowed for 
voting message (Table 8.8).  Ve�y less percent of 
the respondents  received messages  related to 
voter helpline , cVIGIL and  NSV po�tal. At the 
division level, higher percent of respondents 

Table 8.8: Voter Info�mation Messages Received by Non Registered Respondents (in %)

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u  Kalaburagi Mysu�u Total
 Region Region Region Region                   

Date of Voting and Schedules 76.6 88.1 82.1 86.0 83.5

Voting is my Right and Duty 82.6 79.2 87.8 87.5 84.3

Cast Vote as per choice and  65.3 60.4 70.9 67.0 65.9
without taking any Inducement

#Go Register or Register 31.1 49.0 35.7 54.5 43.1

# Go Ve�ify or Ve�ify  19.8 36.6 33.7 43.0 33.9
Name in Voter list

12 Identity Documents 57.5 59.9 64.3 66.0 62.1 
allowed for Voting

Facilities Provided at  44.9 36.1 41.3 42.5 41.0 
Polling Station

P�io�ity Voting for Old and PwDs 54.5 40.6 46.9 48.0 47.2

Voter Helpline 1950 or 11.4 3.0 4.6 2.5 5.1 
Voter helpline app

cVIGIL App Related 4.8 1.0 1.5 0.5 1.8

NSVP Po�tal 1.8 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.8
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27.9% visually challenged respondents received 
a message on go ve�ify as compared to 
respondents with other disabilities (40.6%). Only 
38.3% of the locomotor disabled respondents 
received messages on facilities provisioned for 
them at polling stations. None of the speech 
disabled, hea�ing impaired and respondents with 
other disabilities received messages on cvigil 
and NSVP po�tal. 

Table 8.9 presents the info�mation on messages 
received by non-registered respondents. More 
than 80% respondents with locomotor disability,  
hea�ing impai�ment, visually challenged  and 
those with intellectual  disability received a 
message on the date of voting and schedules 
and voting is my �ight and duty message. 66.7% 
of the respondents with intellectual disabled 
respondents received a message on voting 
choice without taking any inducement. Only 

Table 8.9: Voter Info�mation Messages Received by Non Registered Respondents (in %)

  Visually  Speech Hea�ing  Locomotor  Intellectual Others Total
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability              

Date of Voting and Schedules 80.8 75.5 82.8 87.8 83.3 71.9 83.5

Voting is my Right and Duty 83.7 78.0 83.9 85.7 84.0 78.1 84.3

Cast Vote as per choice and  60.6 59.7 65.5 69.3 66.7 65.6 65.9
without taking any Inducement 

#Go Register or Register 35.6 37.7 39.1 45.9 45.5 50.0 43.1

# Go Ve�ify or Ve�ify  27.9 34.0 37.9 35.9 32.7 40.6 33.9
Name in Voter list 

12 Identity Documents  51.0 63.5 66.7 61.7 62.2 78.1 62.1
allowed for Voting 

Facilities Provided at  39.4 45.3 48.3 38.3 41.0 53.1 41.0 
Polling Station 

P�io�ity Voting for 44.2 46.5 55.2 48.0 46.2 62.5 47.2  
Old and PwDs 

Voter Helpline 1950 or  6.7 1.3 0.0 8.2 1.9 3.1 5.1 
Voter helpline app 

cVIGIL App Related 3.8 0.0 0.0 2.4 1.3 0.0 1.8

NSVP Po�tal 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.6 0.0 0.8

169



ethical elections  Ka�nataka while  only 57.1% of 
the respondents from Bengalu�u  were able  to 
recall the same. On the other hand,  among the 
non-registered  respondents  about 51.0% of the  
respondents  recalled  all the taglines. However, 
differences  in the recall percent is obse�ved 
across division. Higher propo�tion of the 
registered respondents  from  Kalburagi  division 
(70.9)  recalled  'no voter to be left behind' while 
the recall rate was lowest in  Mysu�u (35.0%) 
division.  Fu�ther, 71.9% of the respondents fo�m  
Kalburagi  recalled inclusive, accessible and 
ethical elections  Ka�nataka while  only 51.5% of 
the respondents from Bengalu�u, 46.1% from 
Belagavi and 36.5% from Mysu�u division  were 
able  to recall the same (Table 8.10)   

Election commission used va�ious taglines in 
order to create awareness among the voters to 
cast their votes. Among the registered  
re s p o n d e n ts  m a j o � i t y  ( 8 8.6 % )  o f  t h e 
respondents recalled the  tagline 'no voter to be 
left behind' followed by  'festive of democracy 
(80.1%) and inclusive, accessible and ethical 
elections  Ka�nataka (61.6%). Relatively  less 
propo�tion  of respondents (47.5%) recalled  go 
register, go ve�ify or go vote tagline. At the 
division level higher propo�tion of the registered 
respondents  from  Bengalu�u  division (92.0)  
recalled  'no voter to be left behind' while the 
recalled was lowest in  Belagavi (82.7%) division.  
Fu�ther, 64.4% of the respondents fo�m  
Kalburagi  recalled inclusive, accessible and 
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Table 8.10: Recall Rates of Taglines(in %)

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u   Total
 Region Region Region  Region           

  REGISTERED

No Voter to be Left Behind 82.7 92.0 90.5 89.0  88.6

Inclusive, Accessible and  62.7 57.1 64.4 62.1  61.6
Ethical Elections, Ka�nataka 

Festive of Democracy 85.5 73.7 82.1 79.1  80.1

#GoRegister,  32.1 48.6 50.2 59.1  47.5
#GoVe�ify or #GoVote

  NON REGISTERED

No Voter to be Left Behind 46.7 51.0 70.9 35.0  51.0

Inclusive, Accessible and  46.1 51.5 71.9 36.5  51.6
Ethical Elections, Ka�nataka  

Festive of Democracy 46.7 50.0 71.4 38.0  51.6

#GoRegister,  43.7 53.5 70.9 38.0  51.8
#GoVe�ify or #GoVote



accessible and ethical election' and  festive of 
democracy tagline respectively. Likewise, 88.9% 
of the visually  challenged  respondents and  
83.3% of the respondents with  speech disability 
could recall the tagline 'no voter to be left behind.  
Around  more than 45%  of the respondents with 
either of the disabilities  could recall the tagline 
'go register,  go ve�ify  or go vote' (table 8.11).

90.8%, 62.6% and 81.7% of the registered 
respondents with locomotor disability could 
recall the tagline 'no voter to be left behind', 
'inclusive, accessible and ethical election' and  
festive of democracy tagline respectively. While 
84.4%,52.4% and 79.6% of the registered 
respondents with speech disability could recall 
the tagline 'no voter to be left behind', 'inclusive, 

Table 8.11: Recall Rates of Taglines Across Disability wise(in %)

  Visually  Speech  Hea�ing  Locomotor  Intellectual Others   Total 
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability  

  Registered

No Voter to be  88.9 84.4 83.3 90.8 77.3 77.8 88.6 
Left Behind   

Inclusive, Accessible and  59.6 52.4 50.8 62.6 65.9 58.3 61.6  
Ethical Elections, Ka�nataka 

Festive of Democracy 75.8 79.6 78.6 81.7 74.2 77.8 80.1

#GoRegister,  45.5 45.6 40.5 48.1 47.0 47.2 47.5
#GoVe�ify or #GoVote

  Non Registered

No Voter to be Left Behind 53.8 45.3 48.3 54.7 42.9 62.5 51.0

Inclusive, Accessible and  48.1 55.3 57.5 49.5 55.1 53.1 51.6
Ethical Elections, Ka�nataka 

Festive of Democracy 49.0 48.4 47.1 54.7 55.8 21.9 51.6 

#GoRegister,  42.3 56.6 56.3 51.7 51.3 53.1 51.8
#GoVe�ify or #GoVote
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respondents from  Bengalu�u division recalled 
Amir Khan (66.9%).  On the other hand, 65.6% 
and  66.3%,  of the  non-registered respondents 
them recalled  the  voting promotion  made by 
c�icket player Rahul sharad Dravid, and MS 
Dhoni,  Only 18.6% of the non- registered 
respondents recalled  the  voting promotion  
made by Gi�ish Hosanagara nagarajagpwda.  
Fu�ther,  higher  propo�tion of  respondents fo�m 
Belagavi (49.1%) division recalled  the  voting 
promotion  made by poet Chandrshekar 
Kambara while  only 25.2% of the respondents   
f rom Bengalu�u d iv is ion recal led poet 
Chandrshekar Kambara as  icon.  About 67.0% 
and 60.9% of respondents fo�m Mysu�u and 
Bengalu�u division  recalled  Amir Khan  as icon 
while  only 42.9% of the respondents from 
Kalburagi  division recognised Amir Khan as icon.

8.3: Role of ICONS

Central and state depa�tment of election 
commission used the popular and well-known 
ICONs of the nation to create awareness among 
citizen. Table 8.12 presents details of the recall 
rates of messages transmitted by Icons/Stars.  
Among the registered respondents about 70%, 
66.6%, 51.2%  and 42.5% of  them recalled  the  
voting promotion  made by c�icket player Rahul 
sharad Dravid, MS Dhoni, Amir Khan and  poet 
Chandrshekar Kambara.  Relatively  less percent 
of  respondents  voting  message   promotion by  
Ashwini Angadi, actress Pranita Subhash and 
Boxer Ma�y Kom. At the division level  higher 
propo�tion of respondents from  Mysu�u division 
recalled poet Chandrshekar Kambara (51.9%) , 
Gi�ish Hosanagara nagarajagpwda (18.5%) and 
of the  Saina Nehwal(37.9%). Whereas, more 

Table 8.12: Recall Rate of ICONS Who gave message for Voting

  Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u   Total
 Region Region Region  Region         

  REGISTERED

Poet, Jnanapeeta Awardee  46.6 39.6 32.1 51.9 42.5 
Dr. Chandrasekhar Kambara

C�icketer Rahul Sharad Dravid 66.4 72.2 70.4 71.1 70.0

Ashwini Angadi (PwD) 26.6 24.6 28.6 26.2 26.5

Gi�isha Hosanagara Nagarajgowda 14.5 10.5 12.2 18.5 13.9

Actress Pranita Subhash 25.8 25.1 20.6 25.2 24.2

C�icketer M S Dhoni 64.4 67.7 67.2 67.3 66.6

Boxer Ma�y Kom 21.3 25.1 19.9 26.9 23.3

Badminton Player Saina Nehwal 30.8 32.3 33.6 37.9 33.7

Actor Aamir Khan 43.4 66.9 43.3 51.4 51.2

  NON REGISTERED

Poet, Jnanapeeta Awardee  49.1 25.2 26.0 30.5 32.0
Dr. Chandrasekhar Kambara 

C�icketer Rahul Sharad Dravid 69.5 59.9 67.3 66.5 65.6

Ashwini Angadi (PwD) 46.7 18.8 39.3 28.5 32.7

Gi�isha Hosanagara Nagarajgowda 20.4 17.3 14.8 22.0 18.6

Actress Pranita Subhash 40.1 23.3 34.2 26.5 30.6

C�icketer M S Dhoni 68.9 58.9 68.4 69.5 66.3

Boxer Ma�y Kom 37.7 22.3 34.2 30.5 30.8

Badminton Player Saina Nehwal 46.1 31.7 38.8 34.5 37.4

Actor Aamir Khan 47.9 60.9 42.9 67.0 55.0
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On the other hand, ICONS like Ashwini 
Angadi (37.1%), M S Dhoni (73.3%), Ma�y 
Kom (34%) and Amir Khan (60.2%) were 
recalled by non-registered respondents 
with Locomotor disability. ICONS like Gi�ish 
Hosanagara Nagaraj Gowda and actress 
Pranathi were relatively less recalled by 
visually challenged registered  and non- 
registered respondents (Table8.13). 

74.2%, 71.9% and 70.1% registered 
respondents with intellectual disability, 
locomotor disability and speech disability 
could recall Rahul Dravid as Icon. More 
than 20% of the respondents with different 
disabilities recalled Ashwini Angadi. 60.2% 
of the non registered respondents with 
locomotor disability recalled Amir Khan as  
icon while  only 40.9% of the respondents 
with speech disability recalled Amir Khan. 

173



Table 8.13: Recall Rate of ICONS Who gave message for Voting

  Visually  Speech Hea�ing  Locomotor  Intellectual Others Total   
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability 

  REGISTERED

Poet, Jnanapeeta Awardee  37.4 38.1 36.5 43.9 40.2 47.2 42.5
Dr. Chandrasekhar Kambara 

C�icketer  59.1 70.1 67.5 71.9 74.2 55.6 70.0
Rahul Sharad Dravid 

Ashwini Angadi (PwD) 22.2 21.8 22.2 28.2 26.5 27.8 26.5

Gi�isha Hosanagara  10.1 12.9 11.9 14.5 12.9 16.7 13.9
Nagarajgowda 

Actress Pranita Subhash 20.7 20.4 22.2 25.4 24.2 19.4 24.2

C�icketer M S Dhoni 56.1 68.0 64.3 68.4 68.2 61.1 66.6

Boxer Ma�y Kom 18.2 17.7 23.0 24.7 25.0 22.2 23.3

Badminton Player 30.3 32.7 30.2 34.0 40.9 25.0 33.7 
Saina Nehwal 

Actor Aamir Khan 45.5 51.7 49.2 51.7 50.0 52.8 51.2

  NON REGISTERED

Poet, Jnanapeeta Awardee  37.5 22.0 25.3 36.8 25.6 25.0 32.0
Dr. Chandrasekhar Kambara 

C�icketer  59.6 57.9 66.7 71.7 61.5 62.5 65.6
Rahul Sharad Dravid 

Ashwini Angadi (PwD) 37.5 23.3 28.7 37.1 26.3 25.0 32.7

Gi�isha Hosanagara  20.2 10.7 12.6 21.6 17.3 6.3 18.6
Nagarajgowda 

Actress Pranita Subhash 39.4 20.1 29.9 35.0 21.8 18.8 30.6

C�icketer M S Dhoni 63.5 55.3 59.8 73.3 62.8 59.4 66.3

Boxer Ma�y Kom 36.5 25.8 26.4 34.0 26.3 12.5 30.8

Badminton Player  39.4 28.3 32.2 44.4 27.6 25.0 37.4
Saina Nehwal 

Actor Aamir Khan 58.7 40.9 47.1 60.2 51.3 50.0 55.0
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were aware of the app but none of them used it 
(Table 8.14). 

8.3% of the respondents with other disability 
followed by hea�ing impaired respondents (4.8%) 
were more aware of the app than  persons with  
speech disability (2.7%)and visually challenged 
(2.0%). However, among those respondents who 
were aware about the PwD app a higher 
propo�tion of respondents with other disabilities 
(66.7%) and visually challenged respondents 
(50%) have used the facilities in the app. 
Although a relatively higher propo�tion (4.5%) of 
the respondents with intellectual disability were  
aware about the app none of the respondents 
have used the app (Table 8.14). 

8.4: Mobile App and Website Access 

8.4.1:  PwD App

Election commission of India 
had launched a separate app for 
PwD's to facilitate them with 
benefits designed exclusively 
for PwD's. At the aggregate 
level, 4% of the registered 
respondents were aware of the 

PwD app of which 37.5% of them used the app to 
utilise facilities. Among those respondents who 
were aware about the PwD app a higher 
propo�tion of respondents from Mysu�u division 
(80.0%) followed by Belagavi division (42.1%) 
and Kalburagi division (30.8%) have used the 
app.  On contra�y, 4.3% Bengalu�u respondents 

Table 8.14: Percentage of Registered PwDs who were aware of PwD APP designed by ECI.

Administrative Division % Aware of PwD App % used the App among those 
    who were aware of it 

Belagavi Division  4.8   42.1

Bengalu�u Division  4.3   0.0

Kalaburagi Division  3.2   30.8

Mysu�u Division  3.7   80.0

Type of Disability    

Visually Challenged  2.0   50.0

Speech Disability  2.7   25.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment  4.8   16.7

Locomotor Disability  4.2   44.2

Intellectual Disability  4.5   0.0

Others  8.3   66.7

Total  4.0   37.5

division level. 100% of the respondents from 
Kalburagi had used the app for registration and 
booking   for the transpo�tation  while only 40.%  
of the respondents  have used  the app to  book 
the wheel  chair. More than 50% respondents of 
Belagavi division used the app to register and 
book transpo�t while only 25% used to book the 
wheel chair. Mysu�u division had 75%  and 83.3%  
of the respondents booked wheelchair and 
booked transpo�t facility through app. 

Va�ious facilities such as registe�ing themselves 
as PwDs, booking a wheelchair for the voting day 
etc were made available for Pwd's through this 
app. The info�mation  on the purpose of using 
this app was collected from the respondents and 
the results of which is presented in table 8.15.  At 
the aggregate level 58.6% of the respondents 
used this  app  for booking transpo�tation while  
48.3% used this  app for booking a wheelchair. 
Only about 46.4% of the respondents used this 
app for registe�ing themselves as PwD. At the 
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with speech disability who have used the app for 
registe�ing themselves as PwDs and for booking 
a wheelchair. Cent per cent respondents who 
were visually challenged and others used the 
app to book the transpo�tation facility. Only 
54.2% respondents with locomotor disability 
used apps to book the transpo�tation, 47.8% 
used the app for registration purpose and 41.7% 
used to book the wheelchair. 

A cent percent of the respondents with speech 
disability and hea�ing impai�ment had used this 
app for   registe�ing themselves as PwDs and  to 
book a wheelchair while  visually  challenged 
respondents  and  respondents with other  
disabilities  used this app for  booking 
t ranspo� tat ion .   Fu� ther,  none of  the 
respondents who were visually challenged and 
intellectually disabled used the app neither for 
registe�ing themselves as PwDs nor for booking 
a wheelchair as against 50% of the respondents 

Table 8.15: Purpose for which the registered respondents used the app (in %) 

Administrative Division To Register as PwD To book Wheel Chair To book Transpo�tation

Belagavi Division 54.5 25.0   50.0

Bengalu�u Division 0.0 0.0   0.0

Kalaburagi Division 100.0 40.0   100.0

Mysu�u Division 16.7 75.0   83.3

Type of Disability      

Visually Challenged 0.0 0.0   100.0

Speech Disability 100.0 100.0   0.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 100.0 100.0   0.0

Locomotor Disability 47.8 41.7  54.2

Intellectual Disability 0.0 0.0  0.0

Others 50.0 50.0  100.0

Total 46.4 48.3  58.6

Satisfaction level of respondents after using the 
app was ve�ified through the su�vey. 31% 
re s p o n d e n t s  c l a i m e d  t h e i r  c o m p l e t e 
satisfaction, 51.7% said they were somewhat 
satisfied and 17.2% were not satisfied. 50% 
respondents of Belagavi division were  satisfied 
and 33.3% were somewhat satisfied with only 
16.7% respondents not satisfied. Since, none of 

Table 8.16: Satisfaction level of the registered respondents who used PwD app(in %)

Administrative Division No Somewhat Yes

Belagavi Division 16.7 33.3  50.0

Bengalu�u Division 0.0 0.0  0.0

Kalburagi Division 20.0 20.0  60.0

Mysu�u Division 16.6 83.3  0.0

Total 17.2 51.7  31.0
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the respondents from Bengalu�u division have 
used the app the  statist faction level  of 
respondents with regard  to  the app could not 
be  captured. About 16.6% of the respondents 
from  Mysu�u division were  not satisfied with the 
app while  83.3% of the respondents  from 
Mysu�u division were somewhat satisfied  with  
the app (Table 8.16).



respondents from Belagavi and Mysu�u were 
aware of the wheelchair se�vices provisioned for 
PwD's through app respectively.  All the non-
registered respondents who were visually 
challenged, speech disabled and hea�ing 
impaired were aware of the registration facility 
through app. About  40% and 20% visually 
challenged respondents were aware about 
booking a wheelchair and transpo�t facility in app 
respectively. None of the respondents who were 
speech disabled, hea�ing impaired, intellectual 
disabled and other disability were neither aware 
about booking a wheelchair nor transpo�t facility. 
21.1% of the locomotor disabled respondents 
were aware about the wheelchair and transpo�t 
provision through the app. 

Persons with disability who were non-registered 
were asked the same questions to check their 
awareness regarding the app and its facilities. 
Only 3.5% non-registered respondents were 
aware of the app of which 66.7% were aware of 
registration through app as PwD, 22.2% knew 
that wheelchairs can be booked online through 
app and 18.5% were aware booking transpo�t 
through app(Table 8.17). Belagavi was the 
d i v i s i o n  w i t h  h i g h e s t  n o n - re g i s te re d 
respondents (9.0%) who were aware about the 
app  which was followed by Kalburagi (3.6%), 
Mysu�u (2.0%) and Bengalu�u with 0.5%. It is 
interesting to see that 100% of non-registered 
Bengalu�u division respondents knew that 
registration can be done through app and did not 
know any other info�mation. Only 26.7% and 50% 

Table 8.17:  Awareness level of the PwD app and its purpose (Non Registered)

         Awareness about the purpose for which 
       PwD app can be used(in%)

Administrative Division % Aware of  To Register  To book  To book
 PwD App as PwD Wheel Chair  Transpo�tation   

Belagavi Division 9.0 66.7 26.7   20.0

Bengalu�u Division 0.5 100.0 0.0   0.0

Kalaburagi Division 3.6 57.1 0.0   0.0

Mysu�u Division 2.0 75.0 50.0   50.0

Type of Disability        

Visually Challenged 4.8 100.0 40.0   20.0

Speech Disability 0.6 100.0 0.0   0.0

Hea�ing Impai�ment 1.1 100.0 0.0   0.0

Locomotor Disability 5.8 57.9 21.1   21.1

Intellectual Disability 1.3 50.0 0.0   0.0

Others 0.0 0.0 0.0   0.0

Total 3.5 66.7 22.2   18.5

respondents  awareness about ECI website and 
helpline. Only 8.3% and 6.7% of the registered 
and non-registered respondents   had 
knowledge about helpline numbers; while  only 
4.8% registered and 2.7% non-registered 

8.4.2: ECI website and Voter Helpline

Election commission of India has taken 
necessa�y measures and initiatives frequently to 
reach people through their websites and toll free 
helpline number 1950. Table 8.18 presents the 
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heard about the three major facilities like NSVP 
website/ EC website/CEO website, Voter helpline 
number 1950 and chunavana app. 

respondents were  aware of the EC website 
respectively. chunavana app was  popular only 
among 82 registered and 24 non- respondents. 
Thus a ve�y less percentage of respondents had 

Table 8.18: Knowledge about ECI website and helpline

  Registered  Non Registered

Heard of the following In Number in % In Number in %

NSVP Website/EC Website/CEO Website 77 4.8 21  2.7

Voter Helpline Number 1950 133 8.3 51  6.7

Chunavana App 82 5.1 24  3.1

Total PwDs Inte�viewed 1601   765  

among PWD's. This can also be att�ibuted with 
the lack of info�mation spread through messages 
to PwD's. On the other hand,  about 97.4% non-
registered respondents had never heard of 
CVigil and only 2.6% had heard about it. Out of 
the non-registered respondents who had heard 
of CVgil, only 15% respondents used the app and 
rest 85% respondents never used the app for any 
purpose. The propo�tion of awareness regarding 
CVigil among non-registered respondents is less 
than registered respondents (Figure 8.1). 

8.4.3: cVIGIL

Cvigil is an app that stands for 
v igi lant cit izens which is 
des igned to address the 
redresses of the citizens. 95.8% 
registered respondents had 
never heard of CVigil app and 
only 4.2% respondents were 
a w a re  o f  i t .  A m o n g  t h e 

respondents who had heard about the CVigil, 
only 35.8% had used the app and 64.2% never 
used it for any purpose. There is a lack of 
publicity and awareness regarding the CVigil app 

Figure 8.1:  Knowledge about CVigil
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Figure 8.2 presents  the  purpose for which  the 
CVigil  was used by registered  respondents. 
There were only 35.8% registered respondents 
who had used the CVigil app. Among them, 38% 
respondents used the app for repo�ting violation 
of model code of conduct against co��upt 
practices such as dist�ibution of free liquor; 

Figure 8.2: Purpose for which CVigil was used by Registered PwDs
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money etc. 37% respondents used the app to 
repo�t violation of the model code of conduct 
against political pa�ties. 17% registered 
respondents used the app to repo�t regarding 
violation of model code of conduct against 
candidates and only 8% respondents used the 
app to repo�t violation against official machine�y. 

NOT REGISTERED PwDs



Figure 8.3 presents  the satisfaction level of  the 
registered respondents  who used CVigil  facility. 
38% registered respondents repo�ted that they 
were somewhat satisfied and only 25% 

Figure 8.3:  Satisfaction Level of CVigil facility by Registered PwDs

implemented by the ECI across most pa�ts of the 
State, three or four months p�ior to the conduct 
of elections. In many dist�icts, ZP-CEOs  had 
organised and pa�ticipated in these activities 
which were specifically designed to info�m 
voters about the impo�tance and mechanics of 
the  vot ing  process .  A long wi th  these 
events/activities, edutainment mate�ials were 
released by the ECI to share info�mation 
regarding va�ious components of elections and 
the electoral processes. As pa�t of this su�vey, 
respondents were asked if they have heard or 
seen any of the edutainment mate�ials 
developed by ECI regarding the Election 
process.

 At the aggregate level, 90% of registered and 
76.9% of non registered respondents repo�ted 
that they have seen Drama, Election Song, 
Pamplets etc..  81.8%  and 74.1% of the 
registered and non- registered  respondents 
repo� ted that   they were  exposed to 

8.5: Voters Edutainment Programme

A wide range of events and activities were 
implemented under SVEEP to create electoral 
awareness and to motivate citizens in general to 
pa�ticipate in the election Process. Such 
activities included (a) competitions - drawing, 
debates, declamations, quizzes in educational 
institutions (b) local and folk a�t competitions like 
Rangoli competition targeting �ural women (c) 
competitions and music festivals in public places 
to involve urban youth (d)  Spo�ting events such 
as bicycle rall ies, motor rall ies, c�icket 
tou�naments,  marathon �uns (e)  Mass 
mobilisation events such as rallies, human chains 
(f) Pledge to vote in educational institutions, 
Gram Sabhas, gathe�ings and special events (g) 
Ente�tainment programmes such as street plays, 
magic shows, fashion shows (h)  Flash mobs in 
malls, celeb�ity endorsements, online quizzes for 
the urban populace, and (i) launch of films on 
EVM, VVPAT etc. These activities/events were 
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registered respondents claimed complete 
satisfaction. While 38% repo�ted that they were 
not satisfied with the CVigil app. 



and Kalburgi division were able to recall  most of 
the edutainment mate�ials.as compared to  the 
registered and  non- registered respondents 
fo�m Mysu�u and Bengalu�u division. 

Edutainment mate�ials such as  Posters, 
Hoardings, Standees, signboards, wall hangings, 
roll maps etc..(Table 8.19). Nearly 3/4th of the 
respondents have also heard of Election Anthem. 
Higher percentage of respondents from Belagavi 

Table 8.19: Percentage of Respondents Exposure to Edutainment mate�ial(Division wise)

 Belagavi  Bengalu�u Kalaburagi Mysu�u  Total 
 Region Region Region  Region 

 REGISTERED

Election Anthem 74.9 68.4 75.9 75.3 73.6

Video Films about EVM, VVPAT etc.. 71.7 65.9 64.7 70.8 68.3

Audio Tracks 46.6 40.6 39.3 45.9 43.1

Jingles 30.8 26.8 43.3 40.1 35.3

Poster design, Hoarding design,  84.2 77.4 87.6 77.8 81.8 
standees, sign boards, 
wall w�itings, wall hangings, 
roll maps  

Ca�toons 40.4 29.8 38.8 40.1 37.3

Drama, Election song, Pamphlet 91.5 85.2 95.8 88.5 90.3

Quiz, Essay W�iting, Collage and  47.1 46.9 49.0 56.1 49.8
Poster making 

  NON REGISTERED

Election Anthem 59.9 57.9 66.8 74.5 65.0

Video Films about EVM, VVPAT etc.. 53.9 61.9 66.8 74 64.6

Audio Tracks 33.5 31.2 36.2 55 39.2

Jingles 31.7 37.6 39.8 52.5 40.8

Poster design, Hoarding design,  73.7 70.3 77.6 75 74.1 
standees, sign boards, 
wall w�itings, wall hangings, 
roll maps  

Ca�toons 30.5 32.7 45.4 52.5 40.7

Drama, Election song, Pamphlet 74.3 76.2 78.6 78 76.9

Quiz, Essay W�iting, Collage and   47.9 53.5 61.2 68.5 58.2
Poster making

Higher  propo�tion of  registered  and non- 
registered respondents with Locomotor 
disability were exposed to election Anthem, 
video films about EVM VVPAT, audio tracks and 
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posters and hoardings, as compared to  the 
visually challenged and speech and hea�ing 
impai�ment disability respondents. 



Table 8.20: Percentage of Respondents Exposure to Edutainment mate�ial(Disability  wise)

  Visually  Speech  Hea�ing Locomotor  Intellectual Others Total
 Challenged Disability Impai�ment Disability Disability    

  REGISTERED

Election Anthem 72.2 58.5 65.1 75.9 70.5 72.2 73.6

Video Films about 
EVM, VVPAT etc.. 63.6 58.5 63.5 69.6 71.2 63.9 68.3

Audio Tracks 31.8 40.8 39.7 45.5 41.7 47.2 43.1

Jingles 31.8 32.0 33.3 37.1 26.5 33.3 35.3

Poster design, 
Hoarding design,  73.2 76.2 84.1 83.7 78.8 72.2 81.8 
standees, sign boards, 
wall w�itings, 
wall hangings,
roll maps    

Ca�toons 29.8 36.7 38.1 38.8 37.1 30.6 37.3    

Drama, Election song, 
Pamphlet 85.4 83.7 90.5 92.3 85.6 83.3 90.3

Quiz, Essay W�iting, 
Collage and 
Poster making 46.5 40.1 41.3 50.1 62.1 47.2 49.8 
 

  NON REGISTERED

Election Anthem 59.6 58.5 60.9 69.3 63.5 65.6 65.0

Video Films about 
EVM, VVPAT etc.. 57.7 59.1 65.5 69.3 59.6 71.9 64.6

Audio Tracks 35.6 40.3 40.2 40.7 35.3 56.3 39.2

Jingles 36.5 39.0 42.5 44.1 37.8 50.0 40.8

Poster design, 
Hoarding design,  64.4 71.1 73.6 78.7 71.2 71.9 74.1 
standees, sign boards, 
wall w�itings, 
wall hangings, 
roll maps   

Ca�toons 35.6 40.3 42.5 42.9 37.2 56.3 40.7

Drama, Election song, 
Pamphlet 69.2 67.9 78.2 82.7 71.8 75.0 76.9

Quiz, Essay W�iting, 
Collage and  50.0 50.9 49.4 62.3 60.3 53.1 58.2
Poster making   
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who were aware of the ELC, only 46.2% 
registered respondents had pa�ticipated in the 
activities conducted by ELC. On the other hand 
96.6% of the non-registered respondents were 
not aware about  ELC. Only 3.4% respondents 
were aware of the ELC of which only 7.7% non-
registered respondents pa�ticipated in ELC 
activities (Figure 8.4). 

8.6: Electoral Literacy Club (ELC)
and Campus Ambassadors

An electoral litera�y club is a platfo�m to engage 
school students through interesting activities 
and hands-on expe�ience which is set-up in 
col leges and �ural  communit ies. 96.8% 
registered respondents were not aware of the 
ELC with only 3.2% respondents left who were 
aware of it. Among the registered respondents 

Figure 8.4: Knowledge about ELC
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• Less than 35% of the registered and non 
registered respondents recognized ICONS like 
A s h w i n i  a n g a d i ,  G i � i s h a  H o s a n a g a r a 
nagarajagowda. 

• Only 4% registered respondents were 
aware of PwD app and of which 37.5% of them 
used the app. Among those who used the app,  
46.4%   to register themselves as PwDs, 48.3%  
to book a wheelchair and 58.6^% to avail 
transpo�t facility. 31% of those who used the app 
were fully satisfied with the app.

• Even among non-registered respondents, 
awareness about the app was only 3.5%.  Among 
them 66.7% knew about the registration through 
the app, 22.2% were aware of booking a 
wheelchair and 18.5% knew about booking 
transpo�tation facility through app.

• 8.3% and 6.7% registered and non-
registered respondents were aware of helpline 
number 1950. Chunavana app and website 
access were still less popular among the 
respondents.

• 95.8% registered respondents had never 
heard of CVigil app and only 4.2% respondents 
were aware of it. Among the respondents who 
had heard about the CVigil, only 35.8% had used 
the app and 64.2% never used it for any purpose. 
Registered respondents mostly used the app to 
repo�t against co��upt activities (38%), against 
political pa�ties (37%), against candidates (17%) 
and against official machine�y (8%).

• Respondents with Locomotor disability 
were exposed more to edutainment mate�ials 
and least by visually challenged and speech and 
hea�ing impai�ment disability respondents

• Awareness regarding ELC among the 
respondents was ve�y low(only around 3% were 
aware). 

To conclude, SVEEP inte�vention in Ka�nataka is 
making remarkable progress among persons 
with disability through va�ious measures. 
Awareness regarding voting and its impo�tance 
can be boosted through local campaigns, with 
famous regional ICONS and famous state ICONS. 
Awareness regarding usage of helpline number, 
ELC, CVigil and PwD app has to enforce in order 
to ensure the utilization of facilities provisioned 
for PwD respondents.

8.7: Conclusions

The cu�rent chapter interprets the SVEEP and its 
impact on the PwD respondents. Some of the 
major findings are summa�ized below.

• 79.7% registered respondents and 77.7% of 
non registered respondents could recall the 
va�ious campaigns done by the election 
commission conducted du�ing the time of 
election. Higher propo�tion of respondents from 
Belagavi (85.6%) could recall compared to other 
divisions. 

• Compared to general respondents, recall 
rate of election related campaign were much 
higher among PwDs (79.7%). Only 58.9% of the 
general respondents were able to recall the 
campaigns. 

• Campaigning through rallies, prabhat 
phe�is, loudspeaker announcements, TV 
adve�tisements, cultural programmes, posters, 
hoard ings  were  t he  popu la r  mode  o f 
campaigning recognized by respondents while 
adve�tisements in cinemas, radio, FM channels, 
Inte�net, social media, whatsapp, SMS and 
campaigning at polling stations were least 
popular mode of campaigning.

• Higher propo�tion of the respondents 
received messages from the depa�tment on 
voting date and schedules, voting as duty and 
�ight, documents allowed for voting, p�io�ity 
voting for old age and PwDs. Info�mation on 
cVIGIL PwD app and NSVP po�tal  were not much  
received or knowm among the respondents. 

• Usage of ce�tain taglines like 'No voter to 
be left behind' and 'festive of democracy' were 
highly popular with more than 80% of registered 
and 50% of non- registered respondents were 
aware about the taglines. 

• The tagline no voter should be left behind 
was recalled by 88.6% PwD against 80.5% 
general respondents. Inclusive, accessible and 
ethical elections tagline was well known by 61.6% 
PwD respondents against 54.6% no�mal 
respondents.

• ICONS like Rahul Dravid, M S Dhoni and 
Amir khan have played a major role in spreading 
awareness among the respondents since they 
were recalled by more than 60% respondents. 
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CHAPTER 9

GROUND 
SITUATION 
AND SERVICES: 
PEOPLE’S VOICES – 
A QUALITATIVE 
ANALYSIS





9.1: Introduction

The previous chapters have analyzed the SVEEP 
inte�vention quantitatively. The present chapter 
tops up the analysis of the knowledge, 
percept ions,  att i tudes and sources of 
info�mation of people with disability qualitatively. 
Along with the quantitative assessment, Focus 
Group Discussions (FGDs), a well-accepted 
technique to elicit qualitative info�mation from 
PwDs, were conducted in all divisions of the 
State. A total of 22 FGDs were conducted across 
Belagavi, Bengalur, Kalaburagi and Mysu�u 
divisions with the help of a well-designed and 
trained FGD guide. FGD was conducted in two 
wings in all the four divisions. The first wing was 
General which included group of pa�ticipants 
from general public and persons with disability 
a n d  s p e c i a l  w i n g  i n c l u d e d  o n l y  P w D 
respondents.  All the 22 FGD hailed the male and 
female pa�ticipants in almost same propo�tion. 

As pa�t of all the FGDs, pa�ticipants were posed 
questions regarding knowledge, attitude, 
pract ices,  avai lable se�v ices from the 
Gove�nment, SVEEP activities ca��ied out in the 
last legislative assembly and Lok Sabha 

Q2. What are the electoral registration 
processes in your village? Whom should be 
met and where? What are the disadvantages? 
What are your suggestions to improve the 
registration process?

In all four divisions' people were info�med 
regarding registration processes at the time of 
the election through Panchayat Gram sabha and 
by political pa�ty members. Panchayats fu�ther 
disseminated the info�mation through dangura 
for minchinan nondani and vishesha nondani 
abhiyana. Most of the respondents were aware 
that either Anganavadi workers or school 
teachers (BLOs) were in charge of collecting the 
application for registration with relevant 
documents which will be submitted to the Taluk 
election officer. Once the applications reach the 
Taluk office, it takes three weeks for BLO's to 
receive vote�'s ID for dist�ibution. It was found 
that BLO's are playing a major role in the 
registration process. BLO from all the divisions 
visited houses and collected suppo�tive 
documents like Adhar, TC, photos from those 

9.2: FGD with Persons with Disability

Q1. Are you aware of the registration process to 
get yourself registered on the vote�'s list?

All the respondents of the 4 divisions who were 
pa�t of the focus group discussion were aware of 
the registration process to get registered on the 
vote�'s list either through BLO's or VRW's. The 
Kolar dist�ict respondents were fairly aware of 
the registration process and contrastingly 
Bengalu�u city division respondents had less 
awareness due to the absence of VRW's which 
were active in the rest of the divisions. It was also 
noted that among all 4 divisions, the Mysu�u 
division has the highest awareness rate followed 
by Kolar.  Some of the respondents from Mysu�u 
and Bengalu�u also mentioned that political pa�ty 
workers, taluk registration office was also 
effective in reaching PWD's. All the PWD's who 
were 18 years and above were asked to apply 
along with the suppo�tive documents in the taluk 
office which was fu�ther processed in a month. 
Besides, special awareness programs were also 
one of the major means of registration in the 
Mysu�u division. 
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elections, so as to obtain insights about voter 
perceptions regarding the electoral process, and 
to identify the difficulties/ba��iers faced by PwDs 
to pa�ticipate in the process. The subsequent 
sections of this chapter analyze the responses of 
pa�ticipants du�ing the FGDs to key questions 
raised by the trained moderators. The summa�y 
of the moderators' obse�vations to the 
responses received from PwDs are presented 
i ssue-wise ,  as  t h is  wou ld  enab le  t he 
identification of specific issues and conce�ns 
obse�ved across the four divisions. 

Focus group discussion provided a media to 
voice out the opinions and redresses of the 
disabled persons. In addition to addressing the 
issues, PwDs also recommended feasible 
suggestion that can be implemented by the 
gove�nment in coming elections. FGDs enabled 
to understand the ground situation conce�ning 
to persons with disability in addition to general 
public. Some of the major key issues raised and 
addressed are b�iefed below. 



registration process. Kalaburagi respondents 
also suggested incorporating unemployed local 
youths as pa�t of BLO's by providing enough 
training to strengthen the registration process 
and create employment oppo�tunities. Mysu�u 
and Belagavi respondents also expected to 
delegate some autho�ity to Gram panchayath at 
least in the affairs of alteration and rectification 
of e�rors on the vote�'s ID card to avoid the 
co��uption and elimination of the middleman

Q3: What are the activities conducted by your 
GP / administration to create awareness about 
registration? 

In most of the villages of all 4 divisions, GPs have 
conducted va� ious act iv it ies to create 
awareness regarding the impo�tance of 
registration and voting. Among the awareness 
activities, the most impo�tant were Dangura for 
Special Enrolment Abhiyan and Minchina 
Nodani, tam-tam, pamphlet, brochure, Jatha and 
Prabhatape�is by school children. Newspaper, 
television, and social media were also effectively 
used to create awareness in the Bengalu�u and 
Mysu�u divisions with the help of college 
students.  

In some remote villages of Ka�war and H D Kote, 
BLOs and VRWs have personally visited eve�y 
house in search of PWD's who were 18 years and 
above and collected the necessa�y documents 
for registration. Some Panchayats have 
organized the awareness program through the 
loudspeakers in crowded places like Sante, Jatre 
at the time of Special Enrolment Abhiyan and 
Minchina Nodani. Kalaburagi and Belagavi 
respondents also mentioned the street plays, 
announcements in auto-�ickshaw, display of 
video films about EVM, VVPAT, Audio tracks, and 
election anthem. In Bengalu�u city, PWD's 
coming across these activities by BBMP was 
ve�y meager. 

Q 4 :  W h e t h e r  B LO  v i s i t e d  h o m e / l o c a l 
Anganwadi workers info�med about voter 
registration/ local Panchayat organized any 
special program to register. 

All the respondents who were pa�t of FGD were 
positive and happy with BLO's work du�ing 
election time, especially with the Anganwadi 
teachers. Respondents of Alanahalli and Ankola 
were quite unsatisfacto�y with school teachers' 
activity.  All Panchayats have organized different 
activities like Dangur, Bitti Patra, Gode Baraha 

who were 18 years and above for registration. In 
the Mysu�u division, it was found that people 
themselves visited the taluk office to register 
under the vote�'s list since they were close to the 
urban region. Ve�y few respondents from 
Belagavi claimed to have been registered 
through Minchina Nondani. 

In Belagavi, respondents who were residents of 
the urban areas visited the taluk office to get 
registered for which they had to pay some 
amount in the office. It was noticed that people 
are being charged for the registration process in 
the name of gove�nment fees. They were of 
opinion that the gove�nment has failed to 
maintain unifo�mity in fee allocation. On the other 
hand, visiting the taluk office did not guarantee 
the completion of the registration process which 
resulted in the loss of their daily pay and time. 
Kalaburagi respondents also highlighted the 
language ba��ier between PWD's and Taluk 
officers. 

Less than 30% from Belagavi, 25% from Mysu�u, 
20% from Bengalu�u, and Kalaburagi opinioned 
BLO comity delay in dist�ibution of the vote�'s ID 
even after receiving from Taluk election office 
and it is more frequent conce�ning school 
teachers than Anganwadi workers. Besides, 
Belagavi respondents also mentioned that 
Anganwadi workers dist�ibute the cards more 
efficiently, providing door-to-door se�vice, while 
school teachers expected PWD's to visit schools 
to collect their cards. On the other hand, 
Anganwadi teachers demanded money which 
was an additional burden to PWD's.  Awareness 
regarding the impo�tance of registration was 
spread only du�ing election time especially by 
political pa�ty members which have their perks. 
Bengalu�u division respondents also added that 
p�ivate agencies were ve�y expensive and 
unaffordable. Lack of awareness regarding 
online registration was also found among all the 
respondents of all the divisions. 

The most common suggestions received from 
the respondents of all the four divisions were to 
conduct a registration process round the year to 
avoid the crowds du�ing election time. At the 
same time, BLO's and VRW's should visit door to 
door to create awareness on registration. A st�ict 
no�m & guidance should be given to PWDs who 
are 18 & above to register at the earliest through 
messages, on the condition of abandoning 
allowances. They also mentioned that measures 
have to be taken to promote the online 
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with the caption 'Hogi nondayisi' (Go Register), 
Prabatape�i, Jatha, and other events. Bengalu�u 
and Mysu�u respondents also highlighted the 
rangoli competition held among women to 
promote registration activity. Respondents of 
gram Panchayat in Belagavi organized the 
meeting and gathe�ings frequently to make sure 
people were aware of the registration process. In 
Bengalu�u, only 30% of respondents said BLO's 
had visited their houses on the other hand 
Mysu�u division had pe�fo�med well in organizing 
the events comparatively. 

Q5: How was your overall expe�ience about 
voter registration and awareness campaign 
du�ing the last LSE compared to earlier 
expe�iences? 

The overall expe�ience of all the 4 division 
members compared to the previous LSE was 
excel lent  except  for  Bengalu�u south. 
Respondents of Yeshwantpur ward faced a 
problem with registration due to a lack of 
accurate address proof as they were migrants. 
The rest of the respondents also opinioned that 
usage of social media for sending messages 
through WhatsApp, Facebook, Twitter, and 
Instagram was a major addition in the election 
promotion. The voter tu�nout ratio is also high 
because of social networking and impressive 
conduct of the registration process by BLO's. 
Besides, respondents also mentioned that 
promotion of voting �ights through Icons like 
Amir khan, Rahul Dravid, and Gi�ish Ka�nad was 
also an impressive move by the gove�nment. 

Q6: Have you seen the adve�tisement on the 
registration d�ive on TV, Radio, etc.? Any 
s u g g e s t i o n  f o r  i m p r o v e m e n t  i n  t h e 
adve�tisement?

The respondents of focus group discussion of all 
t he  four  d iv is ions  were  aware  of  the 
adve�tisements and promos telecasted on 
television and radio except for the Khanapur 
region. Pa�ticipants of all the divisions were 
fi�mly aware of the promotional video and audios 
by famous personalities like Chandrashekhar 
Kambar, Rahul Dravid, Ashwini angadi, and so on. 
Kalaburagi respondents were positive about 
reaching youngsters through television than 
radio. 

Besides respondents of all the four groups 
suggested including more and more celeb�ities 
and well-known personalities from va�ious 

backgrounds like musicians, spo�tspeople, 
comedians, and se�ial actors to telecast the 
awareness video. It was also suggested to make 
use of local and Desi talents to reach �ural people 
l ike composing folk songs, conducting 
inte�views from the regional head, attending to 
the que�ies of listeners on-air, organizing a 
debate, releasing sho�t-movies in theatres, and 
so on. Respondents of Mysu�u also suggested 
strengthening the ambassador programs in PUC 
colleges campuses to create awareness among 
youths. 

Q7: Has there been any awareness for the 
voters? How did you get to know? What have 
you lea�ned? How should it be improved?

There were many awareness programs 
conducted by panchayats to spread awareness 
regarding voting and its impo�tance. Television 
and radio always played an impo�tant role in �ural 
regions. Pa�ticipants info�med that many slogans 
were used to reach out to people like voting is our 
�ight, eve�y vote counts, voting is our duty, the 
festival of democracy, no voter to be left behind, 
eve�y vote has its value, our nation our 
responsibility and so on. They also mentioned 
that voting is the means of development of the 
nation and one who casts the vote was 
considered a good citizen in their opinion. They 
also lea�ned voting is eve�y citizen's p�io�ity, 
building a new nation by voting, choosing a 
dese�ving candidate is a powe�ful task, 
democracy is our �ight. People also believed that 
educating others regarding voting is also our 
responsibility. There were a bunch of people who 
were not aware of voting, but with effective 
promotional activities by the gove�nment, voting 
has reached many co�ners of �ural areas. 
Belagavi pa�ticipants expressed their feeling of 
motivation and satisfaction after voting.

Besides they suggested enhancing the 
promotional videos and a�ticles through social 
media. The impo�tance of voting should be told 
by a reputed citizen of the nation, cultural 
competition among youths, and promoting in the 
college campus with wall hangings to encourage 
the volunteer to vote. They also suggested 
voting should be made compulso�y at the cost of 
abandoning the allowances received by PWD's.
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economic development. They also believed that 
voting is an activity for mutual welfare and mass 
voting is the means to represent the strength of 
citizens. Kalaba�ugi respondents also knew that 
eve�y vote is a dete�minant of development and 
voters were the t�ue leaders who chose the �ight 
leader. They also affi�med that voting is meant to 
communicate our existence and needs in 
society. Bengalu�u respondents tend to believe 
that they can demand better infrast�ucture like 
roads, b�idges, and drainages only when they 
cast the vote. Belagavi respondents quoted that 
voting is impo� tant because 'Prajegalu 
Prabhugalu' which means citizen are the god of 
the economy who are obligated to protect the 
economy by casting their vote. Mysu�u 
respondents fi�mly believed that it's not only the 
political members who should uplift the economy 
but it is the responsibility of the citizens as well. 

Most of the respondents from all the divisions 
acknowledged the availability of the se�vices like 
a ramp for locomotor disabled people, p�io�ity to 
PWD's, old age people and pregnant ladies, 
d�inking water facility, and toilet facility. It was 
also noted that transpo�tation facility for PWD's, 
wheelchair facility, and awareness regarding 
braille sc�ipt was not satisfacto�y. Respondents 
suggested incorporating more wheelchairs, a 
transpo�t facility for PWD's, travel allowance for 
the general public, a day wage for PWD's, a 
separate door for ent�y and exit, and more 
volunteers to mitigate the crowd near the polling 
booth. Kalaburagi respondents specially 
mentioned the need for taking st�ict measures to 
avoid co��uption and b�ibing voters. Bengalu�u 
respondents also suggested measures to be 
taken to encourage educated citizens to vote. 

Q10: What is approp�iate for casting vote – 
Paper or EVM machine? Why? How do you 
ensure your vote has been approp�iately cast?   

 Respondents of all the divisions were ve�y happy 
and confident about the EVM compared to the 
paper generating system except for Malavalli 
Taluk in Mysu�u. They believed EVM were the 
source of co��uption and their votes were 
monitored by autho�ities by hacking the 
machine. They were happy with the old system. 
The rest of the respondents had a contrasting 
opinion on EVM as one of the best initiatives by 
the gove�nment, they were happy that their 
choices were reassured through VVPAT. They 
were of opinion that old machines were time-
consuming for voting and counting with more 

Q8: Was low or high electoral tu�nout repo�ted 
in your area du�ing the last general assembly 
election? What could be the reason for the 
same and what are your suggestions to 
improve or retain the high electoral tu�nout?

Except for Bengalu�u, all the other divisions had a 
higher rate of electoral tu�n out especially 
Belagavi due to the high rate of youth tu�nout 
ratio. Bengalu�u repo�ted low voter tu�nout due 
to the high rate of migration which is ideal in 
contrast to Kalaburagi. Kalaburagi respondents 
also mentioned that �ural people have tu�ned out 
in a higher ratio to cast vote compared to the 
previous year. Respondents of all the divisions 
were also of opinion that the urban population 
tu�nout ratio is less than �ural. On the other hand, 
the Gram panchayat election had a higher voter 
tu�nout. This was because of the availability of 
free transpo�tation facility according to Belagavi 
respondents. The major reasons quoted by most 
of the respondents were negligence, busy with 
work, lack of passion and enthusiasm, non-
registration, the existence of fear in the polling 
station. It was also noted that people tend to 
have lost their faith in the voting process. 
Especially in Bengalu�u, respondents expressed 
their discontent with candidates and expected 
better candidates to increase the voters' tu�nout 
ratio. It was also quoted that migration is the 
major reason for losing votes. They also 
expected the rende�ing of promising activities by 
the candidates to encourage people to cast 
votes. It was also suggested to provide a 
traveling facility for PWD's to their respective 
polling booth. Respondents of Bengalu�u 
expected strong and willful representatives to 
uplift the vote�'s tu�nout ratio and actions on 
compelling the youths to register to be 
strengthened. Educating people about the 
impo�tance of voting through newspapers, 
televisions, animated posters, rallies in crowded 
places, videos, and audios to enhance love 
towards voting were also suggested. 

Q9: What are the impacts of casting vote? Why 
should we cast vote? What are the facilities 
required on the day of the election? Reflect on 
both present conditions as well desirable 
atmospheres. 

Respondents who pa�ticipated in FGD seemed 
well aware of voting and its impact on the macro 
level. They believed voting was more of their 
duty and responsibility than �ights and it is 
through the voting count�y can achieve 
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divisions and no volunteers visited for PWD 
census. Chikkodi in Belagavi said no one had 
visited them till now. Contrastingly in Ankola 
taluk PWD's were visited by VRW's and they also 
helped them in casting their votes. Besides, 
Bengalu�u respondents also told they were 
visited by BLO's and some of the p�ivate agents. 
It was also mentioned that Panchayat members 
also visited them. In yeshwantpur, it was 
repo�ted that no census of PWD was conducted 
because of which pension was received 
regularly. Among all the 4 divisions, Kalaburagi 
respondents were positive on the visit by BLO, 
VRW or Panchayath officers. On an average 
VRW's has made a positive approach in all three 
divisions except Bengalu�u. 

Q13: Have you seen the voter guide brochures 
for visually challenged using Braille sc�ipt? If 
yes, what is your response or suggestions? 

On the aggregate level, most of the respondents 
pa�ticipated in special and general group 
discussion did not know about brochures 
available in Braille sc�ipt. Info�mation on Braille 
sc�ipt has reached people with 1:10 ratio. Ve�y 
few members from Belagavi were aware of it but 
never used one. It was also suggested by public 
to promote more of brochures with braille sc�ipt. 
Kalaburagi respondents highlighted that people 
with visual impai�ment are usually either poor or 
uneducated. Hence most of the visually impaired 
people did not know to read braille sc�ipt which 
has to be promoted before brochures. On the 
other hand Mysu�u respondents also repo�ted 
that BLO's themselves did not have much 
info�mation on brochures in braille sc�ipt. Hence 
there is an immediate need for gove�nment to 
promote abd educate public about braille sc�ipt. 

Q14: Have you received Post cards and Letters 
to info�m Braille sc�ipt containing electoral 
message including Details of date and timing of 
poll? What is your response / suggestion to it?

It was a surp�ising question to respondents who 
were completely unaware of post cards and 
letter in braille sc�ipt. None of the respondents 
from any of the divisions had received letters and 
post cards. But when it was info�med du�ing 
focus group discussion, respondents were 
happy to know and told that braille sc�ipt 
initiative is ve�y helpful for visually impairs citizen 
and awareness regarding same has to be 
created among the entire needy citizen in large 
scale. 

scope to co��upt the votes. They also knew that 
EVM's were tested and accepted by high 
technicians for the benefit of �ural and illiterate 
citizens since they provide accurate results. 
Belagavi people specially claimed that illiterates, 
old age citizens, and youths were happy with the 
new change. They insisted on eradicating the 
paper system in other fields to save the resource, 
time, and energy of the gove�nment. Bengalu�u 
citizens were specifically happy with the secrecy 
maintained by the machine along with re-
confi�ming their choice of selection which was 
not assured in the paper system. Belagavi people 
also suggested promoting use to EVM and 
VVPAT with the help of popular personalities. 

Q11: Whether b�ibes or undue advantages 
offered du�ing the last election? What are the 
fo�ms of b�ibes given? How the same affected 
the voting in your area?

It is pathetic to know that all the divisions 
repo�ted b�ibe dist�ibution in means of cash and 
kind. The most commonly found b�ibe in the 
mate�ialistic fo�m was liquor, saree and cooker 
for women, silver coin, and the fake promises. 
Poor and wage labor are targeted for this kind of 
b�ibe and believe in the vote for note.  Hence, 
many poor people think that election means the 
dist�ibution of money by the political pa�ties. GP 
and ZP election have higher b�ibed followed 
MLA, TP, and MP. Even though people receive 
money,  most of the people opined that they vote 
for the person, whom they like. The citizens of 
Belagavi received �upees 200 to 500 and 500 to 
1000 in the slum area. They believed that b�ibe 
was the means of purchasing and misleading the 
voters. They also repo�ted that there were few 
�ural areas where nothing of this so�t was 
dist�ibuted. Bengalu�u citizens info�med that 
they were promised employment oppo�tunities 
and Kalaburagi respondents repo�ted they were 
assured of free houses. It was also interesting to 
know that Mysu�u people did not expe�ience any 
kind of b�ibe or cash dist�ibution. They told 
people cast vote according to the inst�uctions by 
their holy saint who is considered the supreme of 
their autho�ity. 

Q12: Whether the su�veyors / Govt. officials 
visited your houses to conduct door to door 
su�vey of PwD voters?

It was repo�ted that BLO, VRW and gram 
panchayath members for census have visited 
the houses of �ural regions of most of the 
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Fu�ther they expected to use different mode to 
promote detailed and complete info�mation 
available for PWD's with the help popular 
personalities. On the other hand Mysu�u 
respondents also suggested promoting election 
videos through popular actors and actress 
rather than PWD ambassador. 

9.3: Case study

A person named Raju from Tamil Nadu is a 
locomotor disabled respondent who was 
migrated to Bengalu�u before 12 years. Ever 
since then, he has constantly made his effo�ts to 
change the residential address on voter ID card 
from Tami Nadu to Ka�nataka. As per his 
knowledge, he has completed all the necessa�y 
fo�malities and submitted the expected 
documents. In addition, he was also asked to pay 
some amount to BLO of his division in order to 
change the residential address on his Vote�'s 
card. A frequent visit to BLO and taluk office has 
made Mr. Raju reach a saturation point where he 
has lost his patience and interest of obtaining the 
voter ID. The team also t�ied to educate Raju and 
reinforce the motivation to obtain his ID card 
which went it vain. He was of an opinion that 
gove�nment should resolve citizen's problem on 
time which did not happen in his case. 

There are other two similar cases from Kengae�i 
Upanagar and Tavarekere of Bengalu�u. Both the 
respondents named Ravi (28 years) and 
Mahamed Usman (70 years) are locomotor 
disableds and migrants of Bengalu�u who have 
su�rendered their existing vote�'s ID cards in 
order to obtain the new one as per new 
residential address. Both the respondents 
claimed to have been submitted all the 
necessa�y documents requested by BLO's 
without dely. Ravi and Usman are of an opinion 
that officials in registration office were not co-
operative enough. When the issue was raised 
with BLO's, they info�med that both the 
respondents have not made the necessa�y 
follow-up and hence it was not mate�ialized. It 
was similar in case of Rani from Kavalbailsandra 
who is st�uggling to get her new ID since 7 years. 

It was also obse�ved that 75% of respondents 
were from the age group 18-25 years who were 
still in the process of obtaining their ID cards. 
25% respondents also faced issues with 
obtaining vote�'s ID due to change in residential 
address. Migration from one place to another 
place is causing burden on citizens in obtain new 

Q15: Was there a wheel chair facility at the 
poll ing stations? Whether staffs were 
cooperative? How was the expe�ience?

Most of the respondents told that wheel chair 
facility and ramps were available in all the polling 
station but the utilization of these wheel chairs 
were not satisfacto�y. It was mentioned that 
wheel chairs were provided to only whose with 
complete disability which was not satisfacto�y 
again. Bengalu�u respondents were positive with 
respect to co-operation from volunteers and 
members of political pa�ty. Whereas the 
respondents of Kalaburagi and Belagavi 
repo�ted nepotism and lack of co-operation from 
volunteers and administrators.  Mysu�u 
respondents highlighted that Locomotive 
disabled people usually visited polling stations 
with f�iends and family and never used the 
facilities provisioned by gove�nment. 

Q16: Have you made any calls for 1950 Helpline 
asking any assistance or suppo�t to get 
yourself registered or reaching polling station 
etc? If yes, how was the expe�ience? 

1950 is a toll free number providing info�mation 
regarding registration process and answe�ing 
the election related que�ies of public. Du�ing the 
focus group discussion it was noted that none of 
the respondents had called 1950 to educate 
themselves about elections and voting. 
Bengalu�u respondents opin ioned that 
volunteers and local political pa�ty members 
were always available to answers their que�ies 
and help with registration, hence toll free number 
was not used. Rest of the respondents 
suggested promoting and spreading of 
awareness regarding the availability of toll free 
number. 

Q 1 7:  D o  y o u  k n o w  a b o u t  t h e  s p e c i a l 
a m b a s s a d o r s  f r o m  P W D  C o m m u n i t y 
designated by the election commission du�ing 
last elections? Can you name the few? Was 
there any influence by those ambassadors on 
PWD. 

Gove�nment of Ka�nataka has made a special 
effo�t to promote �ights and duties of voting 
through popular and well known personality like 
Ashwini Angadi. When people were asked about 
it du�ing focus group discussion, less than 2% 
respondents from all the divisions were aware of 
it. Few people were of opinion that popular 
personalities had less influence on voters since 
they strongly believed voting as their duty. 
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9.4: CONCLUSION

The cu�rent chapter addresses the issues and 
redressal of PwDs in detail and qualitative way. 
PwDs also suggested some measures suitable 
for their division which is listed below

l BLO and VRW's are playing a vital role �ight 
from registration till the casting of votes in 
polling stations. They also expected the 
time pe�iod between submission of 
documents and receipt of voter ID to be 
condensed by implement ing more 
workers. Among BLO's, school teachers 
were expected to render better and timely 
co-operation like Anganawadi teachers 
which can be done by supe�vising BLOs. 

l They are suggested to liberate some 
autho�izes from depa�tment and delegate 
it to the BLO's since BLOs were promising 
than the officers. They also suggested 
promoting online registration to avoid 
co��uption and expenses. 

l They were happy with the recent 
campaigning modes implemented by 
gove�nment and PwDs suggested to look 
for desi and local talents in order to 
motivate and promote the election 
campaigns. 

l Influence of money and power was 
repo�ted to have been increased in recent 
days which need to be cut down to ensure 
transparent voting. They suggested to 
eliminate the existence of middlemen in 
the �ural regions 

l PwDs encouraged the usage of EVM, 
VVPAT du�ing elections because of its 
transparency and acknowledgement. 

ID cards. On the other hand intellectually 
disabled respondents are also facing issues in 
obtaining their vote�'s cards due to lack of co-
opera t ion  f rom t he  BLO 's  desp i te  an 
encouragement from the family. 
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l Braille sc�ipt was found less popular 
among the respondents. Hence it has to be 
promoted and reached to the ultimate 
citizens through a better mode of 
adve�tisement. 

l Awareness should be provided through 
film actors, social activists, spo�ts people 
and scientists with the help of television 
media. 

l Migration, urban reluctance, unwillingness 
was considered to be a major reason for 
lack of expected tu�nout. Hence, these 
issues should be addressed through 
providing a day wage, providing free 
transpo�t facility and also by making voting 
compulso�y at the csot of their allowances. 

l Respondents suggested linking Adhar 
with vote�'s ID and also linking PwDs with 
UDID cards to avoid the fake beneficia�ies. 

To conclude, all the respondents of all the 
divisions are facing a similar problem which 
needs to be addressed through inte�vention at 
key spots. BLO and VRW play as a resource of the 
election commission especially on field. They 
need to be utilized in �ight way to increase the 
voter tu�nouts. 
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l 4,23,383 PwD population were mapped 
among which 3,43,277 voted with 80.1% 
VTR. Wheel chair facility was provided in 
eve�y polling stations i.e. 35,739 polling 
stations had access to wheel chairs. 
41,669 magnifying glasses, 2,213 sign 
language interpreters, 31,515 assistants 
and there were 98 polling stations which 
were fully managed by PwDs. 

l Assured Minimum Facilities were made 
available at all polling booths like signage 
helpdesk, ramp, toilets, d�inking water, 
separate ent�y and exit, lighting and 
fu�niture.

l VTR was highest in Kolar with cent percent 
and lowest in Mandya with only 28.9. 

l In 26% of the ACs, VTR was 95% and 
above. For male PwDs, 27.2% of the ACs, 
while for female PwDs 30.8% of the ACs 
has witnessed VTR of 95% and above. On 
the other hand, about 14.2% of the ACs 
witnessed less than 50% VTR.

l The gender gap in electors is lowest in 
Mandya and highest in Belgaum. The 
gender gap in vote polled recorded lowest 
in Udupi dist�ict and highest in Bidar 
dist�ict. 

l About 36.46% of polling stations which 
were handled by PwDs had VTR higher 
than the co�responding average assembly 
constituencies. Besides, 45% of the polling 
stations have VTR of 70% and above while 
only 4% of such polling stations witnessed 
VTR of less than 50%.

10.1.2: Analysis Based on P�ima�y Data 

Awareness

l On the aggregate level ,  93.5% of 
respondents were aware of voting age. At 
the division level highest propo�tion of 
respondent's fo�m Kalburagi (94.3%) were 
aware of voting age. 

l 94.6% non-registered respondents have 
knowledge about minimum voting age 
which is higher than that of registered 
respondents. Higher propo�tion of non-
registered respondents from Mysu�u 
(96.5%) had awareness regarding voting 
age. 

10.1: Conclusions

“Strategic Framework on Accessible Elections” 
which was a result of the deliberations of two 
days consultation helped electoral process to be 
more accessible in the fo�thcoming State and 
National Elections. It was a significant step in 
pursuit of Election Commission's mission to leave 
no voter behind. The Strategic Framework on 
Accessible Elections is built around sensitization 
through education and training, community 
involvement of different sections of society, 
effective pa�tnership with institutions and 
o�igination and creation of facilities to cater to 
the specific needs of Persons with Disabilities 
(PwDs) with a v iew to increasing their 
pa�ticipation.

Ka�nataka, with its theme as “Inclusive, 
Accessible and Ethical Elections” for Assembly 
Elections 2018 & Loksabha Elections 2019, 
worked towards the aim of  “No Voter to be left 
behind” as “Eve�y vote counts and is valuable”. 
Most of the strategic framework for accessible 
election were adopted and PwDs were 
encouraged to register their names in the 
electoral rolls and to vote. As per the plan, the 
Election Commission has made endeavour to 
provide all necessa�y facilities required for the 
PwDs.  

This repo�t is based on the available seconda�y 
data of the recent Lok Sabha Election held du�ing 
Ap�il – May 2019, as well as a statewide p�ima�y 
su�vey. The seconda�y analysis p�ima�ily 
focuses on the pe�fo�mance of Ka�nataka's 28 
Parliamenta�y constituencies on key indicators 
of gap analysis, EP ratio, Gender Ratio Voter 
Tu�nout Ratio etc. of the persons with disability. 
The impact of Targeted Inte�ventions in te�ms of 
mapping the PwDs and encouraging them to 
vote has also been assessed as pa�t of this 
repo�t. P�ima�y data was collected from a sample 
of 2400 respondents from 16 Assembly 
Constituencies spread across eight dist�icts 
having a representation from all the four 
administrative divisions. The study's findings 
reflect the impact strategic framework for 
accessible election in the recent Lok Sabha 
elections. 

10.1.1: Analysis Based on Seconda�y Data  

l The state cont�ibutes 4.94% to the total 
disabled population in the count�y.
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l Ve�y low percentage of respondents were 
aware about the �ight date for conside�ing 
qualified for voters list. 

l 7.1% of registered and 3.8% of the non-
registered respondents co�rectly knew 
about the vote�'s day celebration. 

l Only 6.3% registered respondents and 
2.5% non-registered were aware about the 
vote�'s day celebration in their area. 

l On ly  17.4% of  the non-reg istered 
respondents and 59.7% of registered 
respondents were aware about this special 
d�ive 'Minchina nondani'. 

l About  73.8% of  t hose  reg is te red 
respondents were aware about NOTA on 
EVM as against 38.3% of the non-
registered respondents. 

l 15.1% of registered and 11.4% of non-
registered respondents were aware of 
braille signage in EVMs. All the visually 
challenged registered respondents were 
aware about braille signage on EVMs 
which is a complete success rate. 

l A h igher propo� t ion of  registered 
respondents (79.6%) were aware of the 
VVPAT than the non-registered (40%). 

Attitude 

l About 93.2% of the registered respondents 
believed that voting was their �ight as well 
as their duty. 

l Apa�t from these, other stated impo�tant 
reasons for casting votes are: they voted 
b e c a u s e  t h e  p o l l i n g  s t a t i o n  w a s 
accessible, voted as their names was in 
electoral roll,  because candidate was 
good, because of enabling (free & fair) 
env i ronment  c reated  by  e lec t ion 
commission, voted as the political pa�ty 
was of candidate's choice and voted as the 
respondent got inspired by the election 
commission inte�vention. 

l 90.7% non-registered respondents 
repo�ted that they would have voted if they 
had vote�'s ID as their vote mattered and 
played a major role, which is higher than 
registered respondents repo�ting the 
same reason for voting (84.1%). 

l Among those who did not vote i.e. around 
6%, major reason was that they were not in 
their respective constituency and the 
second major reason was that they did not 
have electoral photo ID.

l Compared to non-registered respondents 
(48.8%) a higher propo�tion of registered 
respondents (60.4%) strongly agreed that 
eve�y vote counts. 60.0% registered and 
49.5% non-registered strongly agreed that 
voting must be made compulso�y. 

l A larger propo�tion of the registered 
respondents (68.6%) and 62.0% of the 
non-registered respondents strongly 
disagree to the statement that voting was a 
cumbersome chore. 61.3% registered 
respondents and 51.5% of the  non-
registered  respondents strongly agreed to 
the statement that EVM provides accurate 
results. 

l About 44.1% registered respondents 
strongly agreed that influence of money 
and muscle is increasing in elections. Only 
2.9% of the respondents strongly agreed 
to the statement that they don't intend to 
vote in upcoming elections. 

Practice 

l Suppo�t from the families played an 
impo� tant  ro le  in  t he  process  o f 
registration. 71.4% respondents said the 
families were ve�y suppo�tive in the 
registration process and only about 1.3% 
respondents' claimed to have discouraging 
or less suppo�tive families.

l Higher propo�tion of respondents utilized a 
special enrolment d�ive (45.6%)  and Less 
than 1% of the respondents used an online/ 
NVSP po�tal or went to the state election 
office to  register their names. 

l 64.5% respondents believed it was 
because of inte�vention from EC that 
voting process was easy, only 6% 
respondents said the registration process 
was difficult. Most of the times, family 
members were suppo�ted to reach polling 
stations. 

l It was mostly visually challenged (9.3%) 
and speech disabled respondents (9%) 
who faced problems du�ing the voting 
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10.1.3: Analysis Based on Qualitative Data 

Focus group discussion 

l Respondents aware of the registration 
process to get registered on the vote�'s list 
either through BLO's or VRW's. Among the 
BLO's, Anganwadi workers were found co-
operative. It was also noted that among all 
4 divisions, the Mysu�u division has the 
highest awareness rate. 

l Pa�ticipants had positive and appealing 
attitude towards the online registration to 
avoid co��uptions and expenses. 

l Delegating few more autho�ities to BLO's 
from the depa�tment since they were 
f�iendly and easy accessible individuals. 

l The campaigning mode used to promote 
elections through ICONS and other modes 
were acknowledged by the respondents as 
one of the major and positive initiative. 

l They were of opinion that braille sc�ipt has 
to be promoted among visually challenged 
since its highly beneficial to PwDs. 

process. 3.4% respondents said they had 
p�io�ity ent�y in the queue and 1.9% said 
they were not given p�io�ity ent�y.

l High propo�tion of the respondents 
confi�med that most of the facilities existed 
at the polling stations and these facilities 
were accessed by PwDs except sign 
language interpreter, magnifying glass and 
companion to assist PwDs. 

  

SVEEP and its impact

l Only 13.2% of the respondents did not 
know about election related campaigns 
while 79.7% of them could recollect seeing 
such a campaign. 

l 78.8% of the respondents gathered 
info�mation mostly through activities like 
rallies, prabhat phe�is, loudspeakers 
a n n o u n c e m e n t s  f o l l o w e d  b y  T V 
adve�tisements and programmes. 

l Higher propo�tion of the registered and 
non-registered respondents received 
messages from the depa�tment on voting 
date and schedules, voting as duty and 
�ight, documents allowed for voting, 
p�io�ity voting for old age and PwDs. 
Messages related to  cVIGIL PwD app  and 
NSVP po�tal  were mostly not received by 
the respondents.  

l Usage of ce�tain taglines like No voter to be 
left behind and festive of democracy were 
highly popular with more than 80% of the 
registered and 50% of the non -  registered  
respondents. 

l Spreading awareness through ICONS was 
the major initiative where ICONS like Rahul 
Dravid, M S Dhoni and Amir khan were 
recalled by more than 60% respondents. 

l Only 4% registered respondents were 
aware of PwD app and of which 37.5% of 
them used the app. Among those who used 
the app, 46.4% used it to register 
themselves as PwDs. 8.3% registered and 
6.7% of non-registered respondents were 
aware of helpline number 1950. 

l 95.8% registered respondents had never 
heard of CVigil app. Awareness regarding 
ELC among registered respondents was 
also negligible.  
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As our p�ima�y data su�vey results show that, 
majo�ity of non registered PwDs are in the age 
group of 18-19 i.e. those who have just 
completed 18 years and were not eligible du�ing 
the election time registration d�ive. Before 
Aadhar card came into existence, many were 
interested in getting the EPIC card as they could 
use it as an Identity card and were getting 
themselves registered in electoral process 
volunta�ily. Now due to lack of interest in EPIC 
card, EC has to make an effo�t to get the eligible 
e l e c t o r s  re g i s t e re d  w i t h  t h e  h e l p  o f 
BLOs/panchayat office members/NGOs/political 
pa�ties. 

In addition to the absence of cent percent voters 
name on the electoral list, there is a lack of 
awareness among the PwD's regarding the 
impo�tance and significance of their votes. 
Creating the awareness among the PwD's about 
their �ights and duty of casting votes in eve�y 
eligible elections is an impo�tant and necessa�y 
initiative to be taken by the gove�nment. 
Educating voters about the vote�'s day, eligible 
age for voting, registration procedure, 
documents required for registration and so on 
has to happen at the earliest. Lack of awareness 
was majorly found among the old age PwD's, 
illiterates and mino�ity groups whose propo�tion 
of population is significantly high. A significant 
change in behaviour and attitude of PwD's can 
be brought in by expanding the pool of 
awareness programme among the public. 

One of the major reasons, as indicated by the 
PwD respondents du�ing our su�vey for not 
registe�ing under the electoral list are lack of 
awareness about the procedure and the 
documents required specially among non-
registered respondents. Vote�'s day can also be 
utilized to welcome public for registration by 
prov iding accurate info�mat ion on the 
documents required. The negligent and 
saturated attitude of people about the elections, 
democracy and existing political pa�ties was also 
identified. At cu�rent scena�io, there is an 
immediate need to rebuild the t�ust of PwDs on 
elections and their role in democracy. For which 
awareness on NOTA should be delegated 
accurately to the people. 

People  a lso be l ieved that ,  the SVEEP 
inte�vention has made a positive impact on 
people and smooth flows of elections are also 

10.2: Recommendations

Persons with disabilities should be made to 
understand that taking pa�t in politics can help 
them to influence policies that are impo�tant to 
their lives. One of the ways that people with 
disabilities take pa�t in politics is when they 
register themselves in electoral roll and 
subsequently vote in elections. Voting gives 
people with disabilities a stronger political voice. 
People with disabilities who vote in elections 
show the public that they are equal citizens, and 
their voice can make change. 

In order to achieve the above objectives, 
educate the persons with disability the 
impo�tance of electoral process and how 
impo�tant it is to vote as eve�y vote counts. This 
can be achieved by involving the organizations 
working for people with disabilities in developing 
education campaigns about electoral process. 
Political pa�ties also should involve people with 
disabilities du�ing their process of election 
planning. 

One of the main components of Strategic 
Framework is creation of database on PwDs. The 
process of creating a database on PwDs, that 
was unde�taken du�ing 2018 before Assembly 
election is found to be not satisfacto�y and has 
lead to huge difference in the projected census 
PwD figures and the mapped numbers. Though 
door to door su�vey was planned to create the 
database of PwDs, mapping was based mainly 
on the Village Rehabilitation Workers (VRW) 
record in most of the villages. As most of these 
records are not updated, several PwDs were left 
out in the process of mapping. As this database 
would help in inclusive and accessible election 
process for PwDs, effo�t should be made to 
rebuild the database in a more efficient and 
transparent manner. With the advancement in 
the technology, system can be designed wherein 
the info�mation collected can be tracked easily 
with the help of GPS, and will be transparent. 
This may also require some training to VRWs. As 
next decadal Census is intended to take place 
du�ing 2022, Panchayats can also update their 
PwD database along with total 18+ population 
based on 2022 census figures.   EC/BLO can use 
this list for registration of the PwDs who are left 
out in the electoral process. These steps would 
make the fo�thcoming elections to be fully PwD 
inclusive.  
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pa�ticipation of PwD's on the vote�'s day will 
create a sense of belongingness among the 
PwD's. The su�vey also says that television is 
playing a major role in creating awareness 
among public. Hence the gove�nment can take 
the aid of local and popular channels to conduct 
activities in �ural areas on vote�'s day to create 
awareness. 

Icons from different backgrounds were called to 
promote the voting duty among PwDs and 
general public. PwD Icon Ashwini Angadi and 
Gi�isha Hosanagara Nagarajgowda were also 
pa�t of campaining in order to focus on the PwD 
voters. It does not seem to have had a great 
impact on the PwDs recall list. Hence including 
the persons from one among them in vote�'s 
education process can b�ing in some major 
changes. 

After the election, a review should be conducted 
with the officers involved in election process, 
dist�ict CEOs, Organisations working for the 
disabled and responsible disabled obse�vers at 
the assembly constituency level. The review 
should assess the impact of actions taken to 
increase access to PwDs. Review should also 
look at Voter tu�nout ratio of the PwDs  and  
identify if  there was improvements from the last 
election and what fu� ther action could 
stakeholders do to have more inclusive elections 
in the future. PwDs requested to develop an 
online voting in order to avoid the �isk involved in 
reaching the polling stations. Hence policies and 
technology has to be developed and designed in 
such as way that alte�native voting such as 
voting in advance or mobile ballot box voting has 
to be developed to ease the voting process. 

ensured. At the same time people were still 
unaware of the complete facilities initiated by 
SVEEP towards the PwD's. On one hand, SVEEP 
has a complete package of provisions provided, 
on the other hand we still have PwD's who are 
hesitant to vote due to lack of provisions. The 
target audiences are simply not aware of the 
prerequisite provisioned by the election 
commission. There is a need for a middle agent 
to emerge to reach out to the PwD's about all the 
provisions made by the SVEEP in favour of them. 

The other major reason for lack of utilization of 
se�vices intended by the SVEEP for PwD's is 
illiteracy towards technology. The PwD app and 
online booking for wheelchairs and braille 
requires a minimum knowledge on usage of 
technology. Since the PwD's are not aware of it, 
the local college students can be asked to 
volunteer as a pa�t of their ELC activity, du�ing 
election pe�iod to assist the old age and PwD 
voters and ease the voting procedure for them. 
In this way the PwD's can vote with less hurdle 
and youth population can also be stimulated to 
take pa�t in elections and educate young minds 
about the political system and democracy. It was 
identif ied that,  members from election 
commission and gove�nment were less in 
propo�tion to visit the PwDs. The gove�nment 
officials and the BLO's has to be motivated and 
encouraged to actively pa�ticipate du�ing 
election times by visiting the PwDs and help 
them register in electoral list. In addition, the 
messages in regional language has to be sent to 
people about the facilities provisioned for them 
on and before elections. 

Awareness programme has to  happen 
throughout the year and not merely du�ing the 
pe�iod of elections. Vote�'s day should be 
planned and executed accordingly with an aim to 
educate the PwD's and general public. An active 
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ANNEXURES





  Male Female Total

Mudhol (SC) 94.7 99.8 96.7

Terdal 95.5 86.5 92.1

Jamakhandi 93.2 95.2 93.9

Bilgi 96.1 86.4 92.3

Badami 92.1 81.2 87.9

Bagalkot 93.7 80.4 88.3

Hungund 89.3 93.5 91.1

Nargund 104.5 102.1 103.6

Total 95.1 90.9 93.5

Arabhavi 92.6 59.2 80.5

Gokak 79.5 70.7 76.9

Belgaum Uttar 47.1 50.0 48.2

Belgaum Dakshin 51.1 65.9 56.1

Belgaum Rural 100.0 100.0 100.0

Bailhongal 89.0 100.0 92.3

Saundatti Yellamma 89.1 88.4 88.9

Ramdurg 78.6 83.5 80.0

Total 83.7 83.4 83.6

Hadagalli (SC) 99.2 98.1 98.7

Haga�ibommanahalli(SC) 71.5 65.1 68.7

Vijayanagara 56.1 47.1 51.6

Kampli (ST) 42.9 47.2 44.5

Bella�y (ST) 62.4 51.6 57.9

Bella�y City 24.6 25.3 24.9

Sandur (ST) 68.4 72.9 70.2

Kudligi (ST) 85.2 76.6 81.3

Total 67.5 63.8 65.9

Chincholi (SC) 73.6 92.9 79.6

Aaland 107.7 103.5 106.1

Basavakalyan 98.4 97.9 98.2

Humnabad 94.0 92.3 93.3

Appendix Table A1.1: AC wise VTR of PWDs  du�ing 2019 Lok Sabha Elections 
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Bidar South 91.7 90.6 91.3

Bidar 94.8 96.3 95.3

Bhalki 97.5 94.4 96.6

Aurad (SC) 92.2 85.8 90.0

Total 94.1 93.2 93.8

Muddebihal 84.9 74.4 80.5

Devar Hipparagi 80.4 80.8 80.5

Basavana Bagewadi 87.1 87.6 87.3

Babaleshwar 79.5 86.1 81.6

Bijapur City 79.0 76.1 77.6

Nagthan (SC) 79.3 84.3 81.0

Indi 75.0 91.5 80.3

Sindgi 73.8 95.8 81.3

Total 79.9 83.7 81.3

Nippani 89.3 98.9 92.5

Chikkodi-Sadalaga 65.3 97.2 75.4

Athani 81.0 88.3 83.3

Kagwad 75.7 89.1 80.2

Kuduachi (SC) 93.6 73.8 86.0

Raybag (SC) 79.3 95.7 84.3

Hukke�i 95.5 90.3 93.5

Yemkanmardi (ST) 98.2 91.6 95.5

Total 83.5 91.3 86.2

Jagalur (ST) 89.6 95.3 91.7

Harapanahalli 88.8 85.6 87.6

Ha�ihar 86.8 92.3 88.8

Davanagere No�th 72.2 72.0 72.1

Davanagere South 76.8 74.5 75.9

Mayakonda (SC) 94.6 99.7 96.4

Channagi�i 93.2 97.9 94.8

Honnali 98.3 98.0 98.2

Total 89.4 90.7 89.9

Navalgund 86.1 90.8 88.0
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Kundgol 82.0 74.6 79.0

Dha�wad 90.9 88.6 90.0

Hubli-Dha�wad-East (SC) 59.2 72.9 64.6

Hubli-Dha�wad-Central 61.3 78.2 67.6

Hubli-Dha�wad-West 60.4 74.5 66.0

Kalaghatagi 82.1 79.9 81.3

Shiggaon 63.2 60.6 62.3

Total 75.6 77.4 76.3

Afzalpur 79.2 78.7 79.0

Jevaragi 91.1 110.7 97.3

Gu�mitkal 68.1 64.1 66.4

Chittapur (SC) 62.4 59.0 61.1

Sedam 69.9 76.2 72.0

Gulbarga Rural (SC) 58.0 59.9 58.7

Gulbarga Dakshin 16.5 19.4 17.5

Gulbarga Uttar 23.8 22.8 23.4

Total 66.2 67.5 66.7

Shirahatti (SC) 101.8 106.5 103.6

Gadag 99.0 95.3 97.6

Ron 92.3 85.0 89.5

Hangal 89.1 90.1 89.4

Have�i (SC) 86.5 78.4 83.6

Byadgi 84.4 87.9 85.6

Hireke�ur 75.9 73.8 75.2

Ranibennur 95.5 90.0 93.

Total 90.2 88.4 89.6

Sindhanur 72.6 73.3 72.9

Maski (ST) 34.5 31.0 33.0

Kushtagi 71.4 79.1 74.0

Kanakagi�i (SC) 81.8 84.4 82.9

Gangawati 96.5 95.8 96.3

Yelburga 90.4 97.2 92.7

Koppal 97.1 95.3 96.4
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Si�uguppa (ST) 67.4 67.7 67.6

Total 75.9 76.5 76.2

Shorapur (ST) 69.3 61.0 65.7

Shahapur 67.0 61.0 64.7

Yadgir 70.7 63.8 67.8

Raichur Rural (ST) 57.2 55.1 56.4

Raichur 31.2 36.5 33.4

Manvi (ST) 81.8 77.8 80.3

Devadurga (ST) 54.4 54.5 54.4

Lingsugur (SC) 53.4 47.5 50.9

Total 58.9 55.7 57.6

Shimoga Rural (SC) 90.5 90.6 90.5

Bhadravati 98.9 99.5 99.1

Shimoga 97.5 97.2 97.4

Ti�thahalli 99.7 97.5 98.8

Shika�ipura 95.8 94.7 95.4

Sorab 93.5 100.2 96.0

Sagar 88.9 86.7 88.0

Byndoor 94.7 93.4 94.2

Total 94.7 94.7 94.7

Khanapur 88.3 95.6 90.6

Kittur 93.9 92.2 93.3

Haliyal 98.0 98.3 98.1

Ka�war 97.9 97.6 97.8

Kumta 99.2 98.9 99.1

Bhatkal 97.2 98.5 97.7

Sirsi 95.0 95.8 95.3

Yellapur 98.5 98.5 98.5

Total 95.8 97.0 96.2

C V Raman Nagar(SC) 64.8 63.3 64.2

Chamarajpet 23.3 17.4 21.7

Gandhi Nagar 57.0 34.8 48.9

Mahadevpura(SC) 86.6 90.5 87.9
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Rajaji Nagar 69.8 82.4 73.3

Sa�vagnanagar 19.4 13.3 16.7

Shanti Nagar 33.1 10.9 23.0

Shivaji Nagar 39.7 35.2 37.9

Total 48.7 36.4 43.9

Byatarayanapura 83.4 87.0 85.0

Dasarhalli 86.2 75.0 81.

Hebbal 46.0 26.9 37.2

K.R.PURA 83.9 33.0 56.

Mahalaxmi Layout 9.1 0.0 4.3

Malleshwaram 27.5 22.2 25.0

Pulakeshinagar(SC) 32.3 41.4 36.7

Yeshawantapura 63.5 70.7 66.7

Total 64.9 62.8 63.9

Aanekal 98.4 87.9 93.8

Bangalore South 89.8 78.8 85.8

Channapatna 96.9 96.5 96.7

Kanakapura 97.7 100.0 98.6

Kunigal 80.8 81.7 81.1

Magadi 100.0 98.2 99.3

Rajarajeshwa�i nagar 0.0 0.0 0.0

Ramanagaram 99.2 100.0 99.6

Total 86.5 88.4 87.2

BasavanGudi 33.0 36.1 34.2

Bommanhalli 14.5 38.3 23.1

BTM Layout 64.5 48.7 58.4

Chikpete 27.0 14.9 21.8

Govindaraj Nagar 43.4 48.7 45.7

Jaya Nagar 41.7 32.4 38.1

Padmanabha Nagar 53.8 51.2 52.9

Vijaynagar 100.0 100.0 100.0

Total 44.9 41.8 43.7
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Chamarajanagar 80.0 79.5 79.9

Gundlupet 89.5 88.4 89.1

Hanur 86.1 97.6 90.2

Heggada Devankote (ST) 60.0 74.3 65.9

Kollegal (SC) 86.6 85.1 86.0

Nanjangud (SC) 58.1 48.9 54.6

T. Narasipur (SC) 69.8 92.1 78.2

Va�una 17.2 27.7 21.2

Total 69.9 74.1 71.5

Bagepalli 79.2 78.7 79.0

Chikkaballapur 70.5 58.0 64.4

Devanahalli (SC) 97.8 95.7 97.0

Doddaballapur 99.8 99.7 99.8

Gau�ibidanur 95.7 85.0 91.6

Hosakote 99.7 100.0 99.8

Nelamangala (SC) 99.3 100.0 99.6

Yelahanka 80.6 72.1 77.1

Total 90.8 84.1 88.1

Challakere (ST) 98.2 94.6 96.8

Chitradurga 99.7 93.2 97.1

Hi�iyur 76.1 79.1 77.2

Holalkere (SC) 76.2 60.6 69.9

Hosadurga 53.4 53.3 53.4

Molakalmu�u (ST) 99.8 99.0 99.5

Pavagada (SC) 62.4 75.1 67.1

Sira 78.0 78.0 78.0

Total 79.8 78.6 79.3

Bantval 98.5 98.0 98.3

Belthangady 97.7 97.1 97.5

Mangalore 91.6 95.3 93.7

Mangalore City No�th 96.3 97.1 96.6

Mangalore City South 97.4 96.9 97.2

Moodabid�i 99.0 98.1 98.7
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Puttur 98.2 97.7 98.0

Sullia (SC) 98.3 98.6 98.4

Total 97.8 97.6 97.7

Arakalgud 98.2 97.3 97.9

Arsikere 96.1 82.4 90.4

Belur 98.0 98.8 98.3

Hassan 99.4 93.6 96.8

Holenarasipur 98.6 96.3 97.6

Kadur 72.6 76.0 73.9

Sakleshpur (SC) 88.7 99.2 92.6

Shravanabelagola 94.6 90.7 93.2

Total 92.6 91.3 92.1

Bangarapet (SC) 100.0 99.9 99.9

Chintamani 88.1 99.7 92.1

Kolar 100.0 100.0 100.0

Kolar Gold Field (SC) 99.9 99.9 99.9

Malur 100.0 100.0 100.0

Mulbagal (SC) 100.0 100.0 100.0

Sidlaghatta 94.0 135.7 107.1

S�inivaspur 100.0 99.8 99.9

Total 98.0 103.1 99.9

K�ishnaraja nagara 31.6 33.8 32.3

K�ishnarajpet 41.1 25.4 32.0

Maddur 32.0 32.8 32.3

Malavalli (SC) 28.4 17.4 23.2

Mandya 18.6 14.4 16.1

Melukote 43.9 51.4 46.9

Nagamangala 23.2 22.6 23.0

Sh�irangapattana 27.0 29.1 27.8

Total 31.6 26.3 29.2

Chamaraja 63.9 69.9 66.1

Chamundeshwa�i 98.5 85.0 93.2

Hunsur 66.4 106.2 80.7
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K�ishnaraja 63.3 58.8 61.4

Madike�i 98.6 97.3 98.1

Narasimharaja 62.6 63.9 63.2

Pi�iyapatna 80.8 69.3 76.7

Virajpet 99.6 96.3 98.4

Total 81.0 82.3 81.5

Chiknayakanhalli 75.8 68.9 73.1

Gubbi 73.6 87.2 78.4

Koratagere (SC) 54.4 72.1 60.3

Madhugi�i 54.4 53.9 54.2

Tiptur 93.7 91.1 92.7

Tumkur City 31.0 70.3 45.7

Tumkur Rural 50.1 82.1 61.4

Tu�uvekere 80.6 72.3 77.3

Total 68.0 74.3 70.3

Kundapur 59.0 66.8 62.9

Udupi 51.1 71.9 59.9

Kapu 51.8 73.2 60.6

Karkala 45.2 71.8 55.9

S�inge�i 74.7 77.4 75.8

Mudigere (SC) 91.6 97.4 93.9

Chickmagalur 84.1 93.7 87.5

Ta�ikere 78.4 81.4 79.5

Total 67.3 78.0 71.7

GRAND TOTAL 80.4 79.6 80.1
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Appendix Table A1.2: Voter Tu�nout Ratio of the Polling Stations handled by 
Persons with Disability: 2019 LSE
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Sl 
No Dist�ict Assembly Constituency

Name

VTR 
of the 

Polling 
Station

VTR 
of the 

Co�res
ponding 

ACNo No

 Polling 
Station

1 Bagalkot 22 Bilagi 146 79.10 73.00

2  24 Bagalkote 232 72.00 65.60

3 Bengalu�u Urban 157 Malleshwaram 101 63.10 58.00

4 Bengalu�u Rural 178 Hosakote 186 83.03 87.51

5  179 Devanahalli 206 54.41 84.17

6  181 Nelamangala 176 68.03 76.51

7  180 Doddaballapura 147 76.30 81.17

8 BBMP Central 162 Shivajinagar 26 55.16 56.56

9 BBMP No�th 160 sa�vagnanagar 279 47.72 52.71

10  159 Pulakeshinagar 175 59.16 54.02

11  156 Mahalakshmi Layout1 71 60.09 55.60

12 BBMP South 172 BTM Layout 185 49.59 51.19

13 Bella�y 94 Balla�i City 132 62.80 63.05

14 Belgaum 2 Chikodi-Sadalaga 215 79.29 80.7

15  12 Belagavi Dakshin 219 64.73 64.70

16 Chamarajanagar 223 Chamarajanagar 98 83.89 77.81

17  222 Kollegal 132 42.32 74.41

18 Bidar 50 Bidar 104 55.77 62.39

19 Chikkballapur 139 Gau�ibidanur 106 68.01 78.60

20  141 Chikkaballapura 147 75.18 82.24

21 Chikkamagalu�u 125 Chikkamagalu�u 155 58.66 69.45

22  126 Ta�ikere 91 76.51 72.18

23 Chitradurga 99 Chitradurga 197 65.44 68.27

24 Dakshina Kannada 200 Belthangady 236 86.37 80.92

25  204 Mangalore 50 70.89 75.49

26  206 Puttur 32 81.32 82.29

27 Davangere 110 Honnali 150 78.01 79.32

28  108 Mayakonda 74 67.12 77.63

29 Dha�wad 69 Navalgund 87 71.72 71.95

30  70 Kundgol 48 77.59 72.89

31  71 Dha�wad 218 71.93 71.95



32  72 Hubli Dha�wad East 3 70.71 71.55

33  73 Hubli Dha�wad Central 145 74.01 64.64

34  74 Hubli Dha�wad West 12 65.05 64.02

35  75 Kalaghatagi 148 77.80 75.86

36 Gadag 66 Gadag 102 53.04 72.44

37 Hassan 196 Hassan 124 58.69 69.4

38 Have�i 85 Byadagi 58 77.81 77.97

39  84 Have�i 212 62.80 73.63

40 Kalaburgi 34 Afzalpur 4 50.60 62.49

41  35 Jewargi 170 50.24 61.87

42  40 Chittapur 42 71.92 61.13

43  41 Sedam 119 64.39 68.71

44  42 Shincholi 118 70.78 59.92

45  43 Gulbarga Rural 181 68.94 60.94

46  44 Gulbarga South 2 67.09 57.2

47  45 Gulbarga No�th 220 55.74 56.90

48  46 Aland 156 54.74 57.48

49 Kodagu 208 Madike�i 224 71.15 76.77

50 Kolar 144 S�inivaspura 144 70.97 78.81

51  145 Mulbagal 141 62.26 76.34

52  146 K.G.F 126 56.33 70.01

53  147 Bangarpet 123 63.40 75.92

54  148 Kolar 183 69.14 76.56

55  149 Malur 74 70.73 83.83

56 Koppal 64 Koppal 143 55.36 73.46

57 Mandya 186 Malavalli 121 61.26 76.76

58    171 79.49 76.76

59  187 Maddur 83 66.67 82.48

60    98 68.50 82.48

61  188 Melukote 188 80.00 86.78

62    190 80.70 86.

63  189 Mandya 163 66.07 74.99

64    172 65.34 74.99

65    173 50.75 74.99

66    200 62.30 74.99
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67    254 80.14 74.99

68  190 S�irangapattana 161 66.38 82.19

69  191 Nagamangala 92 58.91 81.45

70    95 81.88 81.45

71  192 K�ishnarajapete 129 60.71 80.91

72  211 K�ishnarajanagara 248 83.30 79.32

73    193 71.17 79.32

74 Mysore 210 Pi�iyapatna 158 85.61 78.85

75  212 Hunsur 156 67.81 77.34

76  213 Heggadadevankote 177 79.93 74.55

77  214 Nanjangud 135 78.86 79.29

78  215 Chamundeshwa�i 227 71.71 71.68

79  216 K�ishnaraja 23 57.31 60.20

80  217 Chamaraja 235 61.60 59.93

81  218 Narasimharaja 105 63.13 60.60

82  220 T. Narasipur 155 59.38 68.94

83 Raichur 54 Raichur Urban 179 55.22 55.21

84  57 Lingasugur 121 61.25 59.75

85  58 Sindhanur 105 64.23 63.10

86 Ramanagara 182 Magadi 169 73.76 78.11

87  183 Ramanagara 69 68.31 77.33

88  184 Kanakapura 35 80.00 82.22

89  185 Channapattana 69 78.13 78.38

90 Shimogga 112 Bhadravathi 103 69.27 69.65

91  113 Shimoga 10 72.71 67.59

92 Tumkur 132 Tumkur Urban 91 72.72 65.45

93 Udupi 119 Kundapura 217 78.93 77.85

94  120 Udupi 152 81.21 78.77

95 Uttar Kannada 77 Ka�war 211 75.43 72.48

96  81 Yellapur 111 74.85 77.83

97 Vijayapura 30 Vijayapura City 152 69.66 56.90

98 Yadgir 38 Yadgi�i 79 42.98 56.21
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Appendix Table A1.3:  Details of PwDs and Sample Villages.

Belagavi Chikkodi Mallikawada 693 2970 46 42 40 9

Belagavi Chikkodi Kallol 988 5171 68 57 53 12

Belagavi Chikkodi Kadapur 1217 6028 108 85 73 16

Belagavi Chikkodi Ke�ur 2878 14758 130 120 100 15

Belagavi Chikkodi Chinchani 988 4483 78 65 50 14

Belagavi Chikkodi Handyanwadi 214 1058 18 15 13 7

Belagavi Chikkodi Nanadi 1383 5866 25 25 13 10

Belagavi Chikkodi Chandur-Tek 295 1599 18 13 12 8

Belagavi Chikkodi Shiragaon 738 3644 66 61 43 10

Belagavi Kahanapur Amate 292 1513 35 34 32 10

Belagavi Kahanapur Asoga 270 1271 28 16 14 10

Belagavi Kahanapur Manturga 262 1124 37 37 30 11

Belagavi Kahanapur Haroo�u 165 783 41 36 31 10

Belagavi Kahanapur Lakkebail 351 1613 37 34 30 11

Belagavi Kahanapur Bekawad 438 2162 32 27 20 12

Belagavi Kahanapur Beedi 1025 4445 65 60 44 14

Belagavi Kahanapur Mangenakoppa 595 2598 58 40 37 12

Belagavi Kahanapur Kasamalagi 293 1327 80 60 43 10

Ka�war Ka�war Hegre 150 641 40 20 18 8

Ka�war Ka�war Gabitwadkeni 580 2267 52 50 47 9

Ka�war Ka�war Wadibog�i 71 272 5 5 5 5

Ka�war Ka�war Alage�i 530 2081 46 43 40 11

Ka�war Ka�war Bellambar 1099 4983 150 133 120 14

Ka�war Ka�war Belekhanda 358 1338 13 13 8 6

Ka�war Ka�war Shiragunji 296 1230 33 33 30 9

Ka�war Ka�war Shi�ur 360 1624 42 42 33 8

Ka�war Ka�war Siddar 286 1108 44 42 40 10

Ka�war Ka�war Bobrawad 1470 5409 109 98 95 12

Ka�war Ka�war Badagi  91 450 50 42 38 8

Ka�war Shirasi Ajjibal 100 473 6 5 5 3

Ka�war Shirasi Bachagaon 522 2377 6 5 5 4

Ka�war Shirasi Dodnalli 63 306 11 10 10 9

Ka�war Shirasi Isaloor 193 812 11 11 9 5

Ka�war Siddapur Gujgod 351 1390 18 16 12 10
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Ka�war Siddapur Halige�i 197 742 22 20 18 12

Ka�war Siddapur Hosur 134 632 11 10 8 8

Ka�war Siddapur Itagi-1 354 1460 16 14 12 10

Ka�war Siddapur Kallur 204 933 8 7 7 7

Ka�war Siddapur Hasviguli (Kibale) 179 703 6 6 6 4

Ka�war Siddapur Bedkani 406 1772 23 22 20 16

Ka�war Siddapur Golgod 67 310 8 7 7 6

Ka�war Siddapur Arendoor 186 870 10 8 8 6

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Tavargera 378 2203 20 18 10 9

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Bopal tegur 502 2442 20 16 9 10

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Malagatti 747 3982 15 13 7 6

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Itaga 580 3458 36 23 5 10

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Harsoor 803 4278 40 25 15 11

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Kinnisadak 377 2024 41 31 20 13

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Bachanal 264 1642 17 14 8 8

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Kalamuda 410 2319 42 42 28 15

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Okali 399 2083 16 9 7 4

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Babalad 341 1925 16 11 10 6

Kalaburagi Kalaburagi (R) Maragutti 387 2172 20 16 12 8

Kalaburagi Chittapur Dandoti 1072 6663 102 80 65 17

Kalaburagi Chittapur Ko�war 488 2965 32 31 28 14

Kalaburagi Chittapur Nippani 263 1412 14 12 10 8

Kalaburagi Chittapur Mahanaga�thanda 150 773 36 30 25 11

Kalaburagi Chittapur Pethsi�ur 439 2467 62 54 35 19

Kalaburagi Chittapur  Sevanagar 366 2136 37 31 26 12
  (te�ithanda) 

Kalaburagi Chittapur Bagodi 520 2859 19 18 16 9

Kalaburagi Chittapur Dongav 451 2815 35 22 20 10

Raichur Raichur (R) Yaragera 1118 5896 115 93 82 12

Raichur Raichur (R) Matama�i 1082 5434 96 80 35 14

Raichur Raichur (R) Linganakhan doddi 348 2031 35 28 25 9

Raichur Raichur (R) Shakavadi 327 1618 82 60 55 11

Raichur Raichur (R) Waddepalli 285 1556 8 6 6 5

Raichur Raichur (R) Sagamkunta 313 1683 33 25 17 8

Raichur Raichur (R) Wadloor 315 1530 28 26 10 10

Raichur Raichur (R) Kurdi 1536 8910 120 68 47 12

Raichur Raichur (R) Aroli 651 3573 58 35 28 10

Raichur Raichur (R) Turakanadoni 449 2399 59 39 21 9

Raichur Sindhanur Tippanatti 258 1378 20 17 15 13
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Raichur Sindhanur Sultanpur 308 1633 30 22 17 14

Raichur Sindhanur Belagurki 541 3013 25 20 15 13

Raichur Sindhanur Chiratanal 232 1228 15 11 10 10

Raichur Sindhanur Uppal 447 2469 25 10 8 8

Raichur Sindhanur Roundakunda 1723 8260 97 51 30 16

Raichur Sindhanur Channalli 783 4100 45 25 20 12

Raichur Sindhanur Huda 490 2548 38 25 15 14

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Gopalapur 631 2821 22 15 12 8

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Maratikyatanahalli 1278 5155 33 27 18 13

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Kumar bidu 257 1112 25 22 15 12

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Naganahalli 1749 7475 40 30 18 12

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Maidanahalli 135 511 27 21 18 12

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Gangral chatra 88 398 21 17 15 10

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Chikkanahalli 449 1856 15 12 10 9

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Yachegowdanahalli 705 3232 13 10 10 9

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Kallur Naganahalli 447 1784 10 10 9 6

Mysu�u Chamundeshwa�i Aanandu�u 395 1632 20 15 12 10

Mysu�u HD Kote Budanu�u 481 2195 12 10 10 8

Mysu�u HD Kote Chakkodanahalli 188 813 23 21 15 10

Mysu�u HD Kote Naganahalli 1749 7475 32 30 20 14

Mysu�u HD Kote Kattemanuvanalli 328 1592 10 7 6 5

Mysu�u HD Kote Bappanalli 356 1504 50 40 25 14

Mysu�u HD Kote Penjarahalli Colony 347 1411 10 10 8 5

Mysu�u HD Kote Hebbalaguppe 870 3717 68 48 32 15

Mysu�u HD Kote Devalapura  417 1844 25 22 14 1
  (Kasaba hobali)

Mysu�u HD Kote Tumsoge 471 1948 6 6 6 5

Mysu�u HD Kote Sagare 872 3586 60 40 30 15

Mysu�u HD Kote Holiyu�u 190 748 15 14 12 8

Mandya Malavalli Kaggalipur 474 2025 24 21 20 8

Mandya Malavalli Panditahalli 438 1799 10 6 6 5

Mandya Malavalli Gattikoppalu 180 680 7 7 7 4

Mandya Malavalli Tammadahalli 769 2981 49 43 40 12

Mandya Malavalli Mikkere 606 2353 43 25 25 10

Mandya Malavalli Kandegala 523 2447 57 53 40 14

Mandya Malavalli Dugganahalli 721 3079 27 22 20 12

Mandya Malavalli Lingapattan 777 3123 42 41 30 13

Mandya Malavalli Konnapur 82 335 20 15 15 11

Mandya Malavalli Halagu�u 2309 10176 38 30 20 11
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Mandya Maddur Besagarhalli 2434 10669 106 98 76 14

Mandya Maddur Pannedoddi 465 2180 23 22 15 8

Mandya Maddur Beltu�u 888 3727 34 32 25 12

Mandya Maddur Niluvagilu 387 1557 24 23 20 6

Mandya Maddur Valagerehalli 447 1747 78 70 60 10

Mandya Maddur Sollepura 573 2292 22 19 18 6

Mandya Maddur Biddarahalli 767 3629 32 30 30 7

Mandya Maddur Yadaganahalli 493 2332 31 28 25 8

Mandya Maddur Athagu�u 500 2151 22 18 16 9

Mandya Maddur Nilakanthanahalli 327 1390 30 25 25 6

Mandya Maddur Topanahalli 730 3203 27 21 21 5

Mandya Maddur Chinchagahalli 184 755 19 17 16 8

Kolar Mulbagilu Avani 688 3077 130 120 85 25

Kolar Mulbagilu Doddaganahalli 62 235 8 8 8 8

Kolar Mulbagilu Pulipapenahalli 94 406 12 10 10 10

Kolar Mulbagilu U�ukunte mittur 354 1597 77 55 20 20

Kolar Mulbagilu Hanumanahalli 195 876 26 20 15 14

Kolar Mulbagilu Pettandlahalli 149 715 10 8 7 8

Kolar Mulbagilu Varadaganahalli 199 991 9 9 9 8

Kolar Mulbagilu Doddaganahalli 86 389 8 8 8 7

Kolar Malur Shivarpattan 456 2174 27 21 17 14

Kolar Malur Agrahar 450 2032 36 32 25 15

Kolar Malur Anepura 124 612 18 17 12 10

Kolar Malur Nidaramangala 178 817 13 11 8 7

Kolar Malur Madanatti 306 1332 12 12 12 8

Kolar Malur Tekal 376 1728 18 17 13 12

Kolar Malur Rajenahalli 261 1284 8 5 5 5

Kolar Malur Hoskote 169 750 19 18 12 11

Kolar Malur Hudadenahalli 273 1277 34 33 25 16

Kolar Malur Ganiganahlli 111 541 4 3 3 3

219





QUESTIONNAIRS





Dist�ict Code AC Code Polling Booth Code Household Code

f¯Áè PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå J¹ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå PÀÄlÄA§zÀ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå   

Questionnaire for PwD 
(Registered)

«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½ 
(£ÉÆAzÁ¬ÄvÀjUÉ)

Ofice of the Chief Electoral Officer, 
Ka�nataka

ªÀÄÄRå ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ¢üPÁjUÀ¼À PÀZÉÃj, PÀ£ÁðlPÀ

and

Institute for Social and Economic Change, 
Bengalu�u

¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DyðPÀ §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ CzsÀåAiÀÄ£À ¸ÀA¸ÉÜ, ¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ
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Introduction and consent: 

Greetings! My name is ______________________________________    (full name). I work for Institute for 
Social and Economic Change, a research organization based in Bengalu�u that regularly conducts 
su�veys on va�ious socio-economic and political issues. Presently we are inte�viewing people here in 
__________ (name of town/village) in Ka�nataka state and collecting info�mation regarding about their 
electoral pa�ticipation. I’m going to ask you some questions related to registration and pa�ticipations 
in elections. Some of the answers to the questions may be personal, but I want you to know that all 
your answers will be kept completely confidential. There is no compulsion on answe�ing eve�y 
question and you may choose not to respond to any question. Fu�ther, you may also te�minate this 
inte�view at any time if you are uncomfo�table answe�ing the questions. There is no penalty for 
refusing to take pa�t in this inte�view nor is there any incentive for pa�ticipation. However, your 
honest answers to these questions will help us better understand how people think. We would greatly 
appreciate your help in responding to this su�vey. The su�vey will take about 15-20 minutes to ask 
these questions. Would you be willing to pa�ticipate?

Questionnaire on the Study: 
Impact of PwDs Inte�vention in Electoral Process in Ka�nataka

PÀ£ÁðlPÀzÀ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ (¦qÀ§Äè÷år) 
¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉ CzsÀåAiÀÄ£ÀzÀ ¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½

¦ÃpPÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ M¦àUÉ: 

±ÀÄ¨sÁ±ÀAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ!  £À£Àß ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ____________________________(¥ÀÆtð ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ).  £Á£ÀÄ ̈ ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆj£À°ègÀÄªÀ ̧ ÁªÀiÁfPÀ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DyðPÀ §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄ ¥ÀgÀªÁV PÉ®¸À ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛzÉÝÃ£É. F ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄÄ ̧ ÀA±ÉÆÃzsÀ£Á ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀiÁVzÀÄÝ ¤AiÀÄ«ÄvÀªÁV 
««zsÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ- DyðPÀ ºÁUÀÆ gÁdQÃAiÀÄ «µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ¸À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ £ÁªÀÅ PÀ£ÁðlPÀ gÁdåzÀ 
___________(¥ÀlÖt/UÁæªÀÄzÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ) zÀ°èAiÀÄ d£ÀgÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀAzÀ²ð¸ÀÄwÛzÉÝÃªÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 
ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀAUÀæ»¸ÀÄwÛzÉÝÃªÉ.  £Á£ÀÄ vÀªÀÄUÉ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ PÉ®ªÀÅ 
¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀªÀ¤zÉÝÃ£É.  PÉ®ªÀÅ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ wÃgÁ ªÉÊAiÀÄQÛPÀªÁVgÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ. DzÀgÉ, ¤ªÀÄä J¯Áè GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¸ÀA¥ÀÆtðªÁV UË¥ÀåªÁVj¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅzÉAzÀÄ £Á£ÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¸À®Ä EaÒ¸ÀÄvÉÛÃ£É.  ¥ÀæwAiÉÆAzÀÄ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀÆ GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÉA§ 
PÀqÁØAiÀÄªÉÃ¤®è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÉ ¥ÀæwQæ¬Ä¸À¢gÀ®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ DAiÉÄÌ ªÀiÁrPÉÆ¼Àî§ºÀÄzÀÄ.  EzÀ®èzÉÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ 
GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄßß ¤ÃqÀ®Ä ªÀÄÄdÄUÀgÀªÁzÀ ¥ÀPÀëzÀ°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è F ¸ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ªÀÄÄPÁÛAiÀÄUÉÆ½¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ.  F 
¸ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ°è ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸À®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤gÁPÀj¹zÀ°è ¤ªÀÄUÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zÀAqÀªÀ£ÀÄß «¢ü¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅ¢®è CxÀªÁ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄªÀzÀPÁÌV 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¥ÉÆæÃvÁìºÀzsÀ£ÀªÀÇÀ EgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. DzÁUÀÆå, F ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÁæªÀiÁtÂPÀ GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ d£ÀgÀÄ ºÉÃUÉ 
AiÉÆÃa¸ÀÄvÁÛgÉA§ÄzÀ£ÀÄß w½zÀÄPÉÆ¼Àî®Ä £ÀªÀÄUÉ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  F ¸À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ ¸ÀQæAiÀÄªÁV ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¹zÀÝPÉÌ £ÁªÀÅ 
¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß §ºÀ¼ÀµÀÄÖ ¥Àæ±ÀA¹¸ÀÄvÉÛÃªÉ.  ̧ À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ J¯Áè ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼À®Ä 15-20 ¤«ÄµÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ̈ ÉÃPÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉ.  EzÀgÀ°è ̈ sÁUÀªÀ»¸À®Ä 
¤ÃªÀÅ EaÒ¸ÀÄwÛÃgÁ?
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Info�mation on the Respondents Family 
¥ÀæwQæ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀªÀgÀ PËlÄA©PÀ ªÀiÁ»w

Qno.  Question   Response

¥Àæ±Éß. ¸ÀASÉå ¥Àæ±Éß G   vÀÛgÀ 

A1 How many people (including you) ordina�ily reside in 
this household? 

 F PÀÄlÄA§zÀ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ ¸ÉÃjzÀAvÉ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV JµÀÄÖ d£À ªÁ¹¸ÀÄwÛ¢ÝÃj?

A2 How many people are older than 18 years? (as on 1 
Janua�y 2019)

 JµÀÄÖ d£ÀgÀÄ 18 ªÀµÀðQÌAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ ªÀAiÀÄ¹ì£ÀªÀgÁVzÁÝgÉÉ? 
(d£ÀªÀj 1, 2019 PÉÌ)

A3 How many are PwD among those who are above 18 
years as on 1st Janua�y 2019

 1£ÉÃ d£ÀªÀj 2019PÉÌ JµÀÄÖ d£À «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀÄ 18 ªÀµÀð 
ªÉÄÃ®àlÖªÀgÁVzÁÝgÉ?                

If there are more than one PwD in ahouse then we are choosing only one from a household and 
Fu�ther details would pe�tain to the chosen person.

MazÀÄ ªÀÄ£ÉAiÀÄ°è MAzÀQÌAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀjzÀÝgÉÃ £ÁªÀÅ MAzÀÄ ªÀÄ£É¬ÄAzÀ M§âgÀ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁvÀæ DAiÉÄÌ ªÀiÁqÀÄvÉÛÃªÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÉaÑ£À «ªÀgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 
DAiÀÄÝ ªÀåQÛUÉ ̧ ÀA§A¢ü¹gÀÄvÀÛªÉ.

A4 Name of the PwD

 «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ

A5 Age in Years

 ªÀAiÀÄ¸ÀÄì ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è 

A6 Sex 

 °AuÀ

A7 Mobile Number (if they have)

 ªÉÆ¨ÉÊ¯ï ¸ÀASÉå (ºÉÆA¢zÀÝgÉ)

A8 Relation to the head of the household

 PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ªÀÄÄRå¸ÀÜgÉÆA¢V£À ¸ÀA§AzsÀ

A9 Type Of  Disability

 «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀvÉAiÀÄ §UÉ/«zsÀ

1. Visually Challenged zÀÈ¶Ö zÉÆÃµÀ

2. Speech ªÀiÁw£À zÉÆÃµÀ

3. Hea�ing Impai�ment ±ÀæªÀt zÉÆÃµÀ

4. Locomotor disability ZÀ®£À²Ã®vÉ CAUÀªÉÊPÀ®å

5. Intellectual disability ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ C¸Àé¸ÀÜvÉ

6 Other(specify) EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)
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A10 Do you have UDID (Unique Disability ID)

 ¤ªÀÄä §½ UDID EzÉAiÉÄÃ   

A11 Have you registered in Electoral roll ¤ÃªÀÅ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¹PÉÆAr¢ÝÃgÁ?   

A12 Do you have an EPIC/Voter Id card

 ¤ªÀÄä §½ J¦Pï / ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ UÀÄgÀÄw£À aÃn EzÉAiÉÄÃ

A13 If Yes Purpose for which it is used apa�t 
from Voting

 ºËzÀÄ JAzÁzÀgÉ, ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ºÉÆgÀvÁV CzÀ£ÀÄß §¼À¸ÀÄªÀ 
¨ÉÃgÉ GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ

A14 Do you have an Aadhar card

 ¤ªÀÄä §½ DzsÁgï PÁqïð EzÉAiÉÄÃ?

A15 Is your name in Ration card

 ¤ªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ gÉÃµÀ£ï PÁqïð£À°èzÉAiÉÄÃ?  

A16 Do you have MGNREGA job card(only for 
Rural, If Urban move to A19)

 ¤ªÀÄä°è MGNREGA eÁ¨ï PÁqïð EzÉAiÉÄÃ? (UÁæ«ÄÃt 
¨sÁUÀPÉÌ ªÀiÁvÀæ, £ÀUÀgÀ ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀªÁVzÀÝgÉ A19 PÉÌ ºÉÆÃV)   

A17 If Yes Is the work available when demanded

 ºËzÀÄ JAzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ ¨ÉÃrzÁUÀ ¤ªÀÄUÉ PÉ®¸À 
¹UÀÄvÀÛzÉAiÉÄÃ?   

A18 how many days you generally work in a 
month?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV wAUÀ¼À°è JµÀÄÖ ¢£À PÉ®¸À ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛÃj?   

A19 Do you get Pension meant for PwD?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÁV EgÀÄªÀ ¦AZÀtÂAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛ¢ÝÃgÁ?  

A20 If No Reasons for not getting it

 E®èªÁVzÀÝgÉ, PÁgÀtªÉÃ£ÀÄ?

 MULTIPLE CHOICES POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

A21 If Yes in A18 How Much per month?

 A18 gÀ°è ºËzÀÄ JAzÁzÀgÉ wAUÀ½UÉ JµÀÄÖ?  

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 

1. Not aware about it CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ w½¢®è

2. No one helped in getting it CzÀ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä AiÀiÁgÀÆ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀ°®è

3. Officer was not suppo�tive 
C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ¨ÉA§°¸À°®è

4. Lack of documents zÁR¯ÉUÀ¼À PÉÆgÀvÉ

5. Any other EvÀgÉ

Rs. gÀÆ.
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A22 Do you get the Pension Regularly

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤AiÀÄ«ÄvÀªÁV ¦AZÀtÂ ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛÃgÁ?   

A23 Who Helped you to get the Pension?

 ¦AZÀtÂ ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ AiÀiÁgÀÄ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁrzÀgÀÄ?   

A24 From How many Years You are getting the 
Pension?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ JµÀÄÖ ªÀµÀðUÀ½AzÀ ¦AZÀtÂ ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛ¢ÝÃj?  

Yes=1                           No=0
ºËzÀÄ=1                E®è=0 
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Personal Info�mation ªÉÊAiÀÄQÛPÀ ªÀiÁ»w

QNo. Question Response Code

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 
¸ÀASÉå

B1 What's your educational 
qualification?

 ¤ªÀÄä «zÁå¨sÁå¸ÀzÀ ªÀÄlÖªÉÃ£ÀÄ?

 

 

 

 

 

B2 What's your occupation?

 ¤ªÀÄä GzÉÆåÃUÀªÉÃ£ÀÄ? 

Illiterate  C£ÀPÀëgÀ¸ÀÜ    

P�ima�y School ¥ÁæxÀ«ÄPÀ ²PÀët 

High School  ¥ËæqsÀ±Á¯É 

Higher Seconda�y  G£ÀßvÀ 
¥ËæqsÀ±Á¯É    

Diploma/Ce�tificate  r¥ÉÆèªÀiÁ/ 
¥ÀæªÀiÁt¥ÀvÀæ PÉÆÃ¸ÀÄð  

Graduate & above including 
Professional/Technical 
Courses

¥ÀzÀ« ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÉaÑ£À ²PÀët - ªÀÈwÛ¥ÀgÀ / 
vÁAwæPÀ PÉÆÃ¸ÀÄðUÀ¼ÀÆ ¸ÉÃjzÀAvÉ

Student   «zÁåyð

Unemployed   ¤gÀÄzÉÆåÃV

Unemployed Available for 
Work

PÉ®¸ÀPÉÌ ®¨sÀå«gÀÄªÀ ¤gÀÄzÉÆåÃV

Gove�nment Se�vice

¸ÀPÁðj ¸ÉÃªÉ

P�ivate Se�vice   SÁ¸ÀV ¸ÉÃªÉ

Own Enterp�ise  ¸ÀéAvÀ G¢ÝªÉÄ

Labourer/Cultivator/Ag�icult
ural and Allied Activities

PÁ«ÄðPÀ / ¸ÁUÀÄªÀ½zÁgÀ / PÀÈ¶ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¸ÀA§A¢üvÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

Home Maker   UÀÈ»tÂ

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)
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B3 What's your ma�ital status?

 ¤ªÀÄä ªÉÊªÁ»PÀ ¹Üw K£ÀÄ? 

 

 

 

B4 What's your social group?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ UÀÄA¦UÉ 
¸ÉÃj¢ÝÃj?

 

 

  

B5 How often do you:

 a. Read a Newspaper or 
Magazine?

 b. Listen to the Radio?

 c. Watch Television?

 d. Inte�net (Facebook, 
Whatsapp etc)?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ JµÀÄÖ ¨Áj

 J. ¢£À¥ÀwæPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß NzÀÄwÛÃgÁ?

 ©. gÉÃrAiÉÆÃªÀ£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼ÀÄwÛÃgÁ?

 ¹. zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃqÀÄwÛÃgÁ?

 r. CAvÀeÁð®ªÀ£ÀÄß 
G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸ÀÄwÛÃgÁ? (¥sÉÃ¸ï§ÄPï, 
ªÁmÁìöå¥ï, EvÁå¢)

B6 Du�ing elections, which of 
the following sources do you 
rely on the most to get news 
on elections and Politics?

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ gÁdQÃAiÀÄzÀ §UÉV£À ¸ÀÄ¢ÝUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
w½AiÀÄ®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ ªÀÄÆ®UÀ¼À 
ªÉÄÃ¯É ºÉZÀÄÑ CªÀ®A©vÀgÁV¢ÝÃj?

Never ma��ied   «ªÁºÀªÉÃ Dv®è

Ma��ied  «ªÁºÀªÁVzÉ

Widowed /«zsÀªÉ

Separated/Divorced 

¨ÉÃ¥ÀðlÖ/ «ZÉÒÃ¢vÀ

SC   ¥Àj²µÀÖ eÁw

ST  ¥Àj²µÀÖ ¥ÀAUÀqÀ

OBC    EvÀgÉ »AzÀÄ½zÀ eÁw

Others  EvÀgÉ

Mino�ities C®à¸ÀASÁåvÀgÀÄ

Responses   

GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ

Almost Eve�y Day   

ºÉZÀÄÑ PÀrªÉÄ ¢£À¤vÀå

At least once a Week

PÀ¤µÀ× ¥ÀPÀë ªÁgÀPÉÌ MªÉÄäAiÀiÁzÀgÀÆ

Less than once a Week

MAzÀÄ ªÁgÀzÀ°è MAzÀQÌAvÀ®Æ PÀrªÉÄ

Not at all

E®èªÉÃ E®è

News  Radio TV Inte�net
paper   

¢£À¥ÀwæPÉ gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ zÀÆgÀzÀ CavÀ
  ±Àð£À eÁð®

1 1 1 1

2 2 2 2

3 3 3 3

4 4 4 4

Newspaper/Magazine
¢£À¥ÀwæPÉ / ¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉ

Television   zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£À

Radio   gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ

Inte�net   CavÀeÁð®

Mobile Phone   ªÉÆ¨ÉÊ¯ï ¥sÉÆÃ£ï

Family/Relatives/F�iends
PÀÄlÄA§ªÀUÀð¢AzÀ/¸ÀA§A¢üPÀjAzÀ/
¸ÉßÃ»vÀjAzÀ

Others (Please Specify)
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)
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Section C:  Voter Registration
¨sÁUÀ ¹: ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ£À £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ

C1 Do you have a Voter ID 
Card/EPIC? 

 ¤ªÀÄä §½ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ UÀÄgÀÄw£À J¦Pï 
aÃn/ J¦Pï EzÉAiÉÄ?

 

C2 Since when you have the 
EPIC Card

 ¤ªÀÄä §½ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ UÀÄgÀÄw£À aÃn/ 
J¦Pï AiÀiÁªÁV¤AzÀ EzÉ?

    

 

 

C3 How suppo�tive was your 
family in your registration 
for Electoral process

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄUÁV ¤ªÀÄä 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄä PÀÄlÄA§ªÀÅ 
JµÀÄÖ ¨ÉA§® ¤ÃrvÀÄÛ?

 

 

C4 Did any person from 
Depa�tment for the 
Empowe�ment of dife�netly 
abled  and Senior 
Citizen/EC/BLO visited your 
house to map your name 
for the list of PwD or to help 
you in getting registered in 
the voter rolls

 «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄä 
ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß £ÀPÉë ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä CxÀªÁ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¸À®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ºÁUÀÆ 
»jAiÀÄ £ÁUÀjÃPÀgÀ ¸À§°ÃPÀgÀt 
E¯ÁSÉ /ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀåQÛ / ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj 
¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄ£ÉUÉ ¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉAiÉÄÃ?

No

E®è

Yes

ºËzÀÄ

Last One Year

PÀ¼ÉzÀ MAzÀÄ ªÀµÀð¢AzÀ

1 – 5 Years

1-5 ªÀµÀðUÀ½AzÀ

More than 5 Years

ªÀµÀðUÀ½VAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ

Ve�y Suppo�tive 

vÀÄA¨Á ¨ÉA§®«vÀÄÛ

Not at all suppo�tive 

¨ÉA§® E®èªÉÃ E®è

Neither suppo�tive nor 

Discouraging

¨ÉA§®ªÀÇ E®è ¤gÀÄvÁìºÀUÉÆ½¸À®Ä E®è

No

E®è

Yes

ºËzÀÄ
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QNo. Question Response Code Skip

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï    ̧ ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ  
¸ÀASÉå   ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj



C5 If coded 1 in C4 then who 
visited you

 C4 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï 1 C£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è 
AiÀiÁgÀÄ ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß ¨sÉÃn ªÀiÁrzÀÝgÀÄ

 

 

C6 How did you Enroll 
Yourself?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ºÉÃUÉ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¹¢ÝÃj?

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Person from Depa�tment for the 
Empowe�ment of dife�netly 
abled  and Senior Citizen

«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ºÁUÀÆ »jAiÀÄ £ÁUÀjÃPÀgÀ 
¸À§°ÃPÀgÀt E¯ÁSÉAiÀÄ ªÀåQÛ

Person from Election 
Commission

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀåQÛ

BLO ©J¯ïM (ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj)

Other(mention) EvÀgÉ(w½¹)      

Du�ing a Special Enrollment 
D�ive «±ÉÃµÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ DAzÉÆÃ®£ÀzÀ 
¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è

Minchina Nondani «ÄAa£À £ÉÆAzÀtÂ

A Booth Level Officer had 
Visited Residence

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj ªÀÄ£ÉUÉ ¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÀÝgÀÄ

Went to the Local Voter 
Enrollment/facility Centre(VFC)

¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ PÉÃAzÀæ / 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ PÉÃAzsÀæPÉÌ ¨sÉÃn 

Went to the State Election 
Office

gÁdå ªÀÄlÖzÀ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ PÀZÉÃjUÉ ¨sÉÃn 

Online/NVSP

D£ï¯ÉÊ£ï/ NVSP

With Help from Political Pa�ties

gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼À £ÉgÀ«¤AzÀ

With Help from 
CSO/Association/ Individual

¸ÀAWÀUÀ¼ÀÄ/ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À £ÉgÀ«¤AzÀ

Don't Know

UÉÆwÛ®è

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)
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C7 Who helped you to go for 
Registration centre

 £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ PÉÃAzÀæPÉÌ ºÉÆÃUÀ®Ä AiÀiÁgÀÄ 
¤ªÀÄUÉ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁrzÀgÀÄ

    

 MULTIPLE CHOICES 
POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

C8 IF CODED 1 or 2 IN C6: How 
did you come to know 
about  the enrolment 
d�ive?

 

 C6 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 1 CxÀªÁ 2 
£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è, ¤ªÀÄUÉ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 
PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀ §UÉÎ ºÉÃUÉ w½¬ÄvÀÄ?

 MULTIPLE CHOICES 
POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Family Member PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ¸ÀzÀ¸Àå

Gram Panchayat Member 

UÁæªÀÄ ¥ÀAZÁ¬Äw ¸ÀzÀ¸Àå

Political pa�ty person

gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëzÀ ªÀåQÛ

NGO volunteer

J£ï f M ¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀ 

BLO Officer ©J¯ïM (ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ 
C¢üPÁj)

Panchayat office staff 

¥ÀAZÁAiÀÄvï PÀZÉÃj ¹§âA¢

Went by myself £Á£ÉÃ ºÉÆÃzÉ

Other (specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)

Newspapers/Pamphlets/posters
/banners/hoardings/folders etc., 

¢£À¥ÀwæPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ/PÀgÀ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ/©üwÛ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ/¨Áå£Àgï
UÀ¼ÀÄ/¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ/¥sÉÆÃ®ØgïUÀ¼ÀÄ

Local TV 
channels/FM/Community Radio

¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ n« 
ªÁ»¤UÀ¼ÀÄ/J¥sïJA/¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄ gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ

Bulk SMS §¯ïÌ J¸ïJAJ¸ïUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Facebook/twitter/instagram/ 
whatsapp

¥sÉÃ¸ï§ÄPï/nÖlÖgï/E£Áì÷ÖUÁæA/ªÁmïì¥ï 

Electoral Literacy Campaign 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁ ¥ÀæZÁgÀ

Cinema theatre clips

¹¤ªÀiÁ yAiÉÄÃlgï Qè¦AUïUÀ¼ÀÄ

Street play/market play

©Ã¢£ÁlPÀ/¸ÀAvÉ £ÁlPÀ

Tom Tom announcements

mÁA mÁA ¥ÀæPÀluÉUÀ¼ÀÄ
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C9 Are you Familier with Fo�m 
6 to be filled du�ing 
Registration for PwD / 
Reduced Mobility/Physical 
Functionaing

 «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À / PÀrªÉÄ ZÀ®£À²Ã®vÉ / 
PÀrªÉÄ zÉÊ»PÀ ¸ÁªÀÄxÀåð ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ 
ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è ¨sÀwð 
ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÁzÀ ¥sÁªÀiïð-6gÀÀ §UÉÎ 
¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄÃ?  

C10 Du�ing last Lok Sabha 
Election, 2019 how many 
times any gove�nment 
officer have visited your 
House?

 PÀ¼ÉzÀ ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ ¯ÉÆÃPÀÀ¸À¨sÁ 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀPÁðj 
C¢üPÁj ¤ªÀÄä UÁæªÀÄPÉÌ JµÀÄÖ ¨Áj 
¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉ?

C11 IF CODED 1 OR 2 IN C6:  
How would you rate the 
process of getting enrolled?

 

 C6 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 1 CxÀªÁ 2 
£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 
¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃªÀÅ ºÉÃUÉ gÉÃmï 
ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛÃj?

C12 Do you think the process of 
Registration is easier now 
than earlier

 »A¢£ÀzÀQÌAvÀ FUÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 
¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄÄ ¸ÀÄ®¨sÀªÁVzÉ JAzÀÄ ¤ÃªÀÅ 
¨sÁ«¸ÀÄwÛÃgÁ

YES=1; ºËzÀÄ=1

NO=0; E®è = 0

More than one time MAzÀQÌAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ 
¨Áj

At least one time PÀ¤µÀ× MAzÀÄ ¨Áj

Not at all JA¢UÀÆ E®è

Don't Know UÉÆwÛ®è

Easy

¸ÀÄ®¨sÀªÁVvÀÄÛ

Neither Easy nor Difficult

¸ÀÄ®¨sÀªÁVAiÀÄÆ E®è PÀµÀÖªÁVAiÀÄÆ E®è

Difficult PÀµÀÖPÀgÀªÁVvÀÄÛ

Don't Know UÉÆwÛ®è

YES=1; ºËzÀÄ=1

NO=0; E®è = 0

F�iends and Relatives

¸ÉßÃ»vÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀA§A¢üPÀgÀÄ

BLO/Panchyat Office member

©J¯ïM / ¥ÀAZÁAiÀÄvï PÀZÉÃj ¸ÀzÀ¸Àå 

Others (please specify)

EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)
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C13 If Yes Is it because

ºËzÀÄ JAzÁzÀgÉ, CzÀPÉÌ PÁgÀt

 

 

C14 IF CODED 2 OR 3 in C11: 

 Please elaborate on the 
difficulties faced in the 
process of registration.

 

 C11 gÀ°è 2 CxÀªÁ 3 PÉÆÃqï 
¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ 
JzÀÄj¹zÀ PÀµÀÖUÀ¼À£ÀÄß «ªÀgÀªÁV w½¹.

 

 

 

 

C15 If code 1 in C14 what are 
the other PwD user f�iendly 
facilities are required? Give 
details 

 C14 gÀ°è 1PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃrzÀÝ°è EvÀgÉ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À ¸ÉßÃ» 
AiÀiÁªÀ ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼À CªÀ±Àå«zÉ. 
«ªÀgÀªÁV w½¹.

C16 Identifying (contact directly 
PwDs) and PS wise maping 
of PwDs was unde�taken 
for the first time du�ing 
Assembly Election 2018. 
Whether this has helped in 
change of voting behaviour 
of the voter and electoral 
pa�ticipation.

 «zsÁ£À¸À¨sÉ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ 2018 gÀ 
¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è ªÉÆzÀ®¨ÁjUÉ 
«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÃgÀªÁV ¸ÀA¥ÀQð¹ 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖªÁgÀÄ £ÀQëÃPÀj¸À¯Á¬ÄvÀÄ. EzÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ £ÀqÀÄªÀ½PÉAiÀÄ°è 
§zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ 
¨sÁUÀªÀ¬Ä¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄ°è ¸ÀÄzsÁgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
vÀA¢zÉAiÉÄÃ?

Inte�vention from the EC

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉ

Political Pa�ty are more active 
gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼ÀÄ ºÉZÀÄÑ ¸ÀQæAiÀÄªÁVzÉ

Any Other(specify)

EvÀgÉÃ (¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)

Facility/IEC Vote Mate�ial were 
not PwD f�iendly

¸Ë®¨sÀå/ IEC ªÀÄvÀ ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼ÀÄ 
«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À ¸ÉßÃ»AiÀiÁVgÀ°®è

Registration centre was not 
accessible

£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ PÉÃAzÀæªÀÅ ºÀwÛgÀ«gÀ°®è

Had to visit the centre multiple 
times

PÉÃAzÀæªÀ£ÀÄß C£ÉÃPÀ ¨Áj ¨sÉÃn ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃQvÀÄÛ

No one to accompany 

eÉÆvÉAiÀÄ°è AiÀiÁgÀÆ EgÀ°®è

Others, Specify  

EvÀgÉ, ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹

1 

2

3

4

1. Change in behaviour 

 £ÀqÀªÀ½PÉAiÀÄ°è §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉ

2. Improvement in electoral 
pa�ticipation

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ¨sÁUÀªÀ¬Ä¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄ°è 
¸ÀÄzsÁgÀuÉ

3. Better facilities than the 
earlier elections 

 ªÉÆzÀ°£À ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ½VAvÀ GvÀÛªÀÄ 
¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼ÀÄ
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YES=1
ºËzÀÄ=1

NO=0; 
E®è = 0



C17 How many times you have 
visited to get yourself 
enrolled

 ¤ÃªÀÅ JµÀÄÖ ¨Áj ¤ÃªÁVAiÉÄÃ 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¸À®Ä ¨sÉÃn 
PÉÆnÖ¢ÝÃj?

C18 IF CODED 3 or 4 in C15: 
Reasons for visiting more 
than three times

 C15 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 3 CxÀªÁ 4 
£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: ªÀÄÆgÀÄ ¸À®QÌAvÀ®Æ 
ºÉZÀÄÑ ¨Áj ¨sÉÃn PÉÆqÀ®Ä 
PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Once

MazÀÄ

Twice 

JgÀqÀÄ

Th�ice

ªÀÄÆgÀÄ

More than three time

ªÀÄÆgÀQÌAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ ¨Áj

Not ca��ied required documents

CUÀvÀå zÁR¯ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß M¬ÄÝgÀ°®è

Problem at the registration 
centre

£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ PÉÃAzÀæzÀ°è ¸ÀªÀi¸Éå

Officials denied registration

C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂUÉ M¥Àà°®è

Money demanded for 
registration

£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂUÁV ºÀtzÀ ¨ÉÃrPÉ

Non-cooperative Officials/ Lack 
of cla�ity on registration 
process among Officials 

C¢üPÁjUÀ¼À C¸ÀºÀPÁgÀ/C¢üPÁjUÀ¼À°è 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ ¸ÀàµÀÖvÉAiÀÄ PÉÆgÀvÉ

Not knowing the local language 
¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ¨sÁµÉAiÀÄÄ UÉÆwÛ®è

Others (Please Specify 

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)
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Section D:  Voter Pa�ticipation
 ¨sÁUÀ r: ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉ

D1 How many times you have 
voted in General Parliament 
(MP)  / Assembly 
Elections(MLA)

 ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ ¯ÉÆÃPÀ¸À¨sÁ (MP)  / 

«zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ (MLA) ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À°è  
¤ÃªÀÅ JµÀÄÖ ¨Áj ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹¢ÝÃj

D2 Did you Vote in Recent Lok 
Sabha Elections 2019/ 
Assembly Elections 2018

 EwÛÃa£À ¯ÉÆÃPÀ¸À¨sÁ 2019 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀ 
ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

 

 

D3 IF CODED 1 IN D2:  What 
were your reasons for 
voting in this election?

 *MULTIPLE CODING  
POSSIBLE

 r1 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 1 £ÀÄß 
¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: F ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è 
ªÀÄvÀºÁPÀ®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ EzÀÝAvÀºÀ 
PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? 

 * §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

 

 

General (MP) Election 

¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ (MP) ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ 

Assembly (MLA) Election

«zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ (MLA) ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ

Assembly Election(MLA)

Yes=1; No=0

«zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ (MLA) ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ 

ºËzÀÄ=1; E®è = 0

Lok Sabha Election-2019(MP)

Yes=1; No=0

¯ÉÆÃPÀ¸À¨sÁ (MP) ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ 

ºËzÀÄ=1; E®è = 0

My Vote Matters

£À£Àß ªÀÄvÀªÀÅ ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß §zÀ¯Á¬Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ / 
gÁµÀÖçªÀÅ £ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛgÀÄªÀ jÃwAiÀÄ ªÉÄÃ¯É ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄ 
©ÃgÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ

Voting is my Right

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À £À£Àß ºÀPÀÄÌ

Voting is my Duty

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À £À£Àß PÀvÀðªÀå

Because of enabling (free and 
fair)environment created by Election 
Commission

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ªÀÄÄPÀÛ ºÁUÀÆ GvÀÛªÀÄ 
ªÁvÁªÀgÀtªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀÈ¶Ö¹zÀ PÁgÀtPÁÌV

Got Inspired because of the Election 
commission inte�vention

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉ¬ÄAzÁV 
¸ÀÆáwð ¹QÌvÀÄ
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QNo. Question Response Code Skip

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï    ̧ ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ  
¸ÀASÉå   ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj



Because of Accessible Polling 
Station

£À£ÀUÉ ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀiÁ»w EvÀÄÛ

I got Registered in Electoral Roll

£Á£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 
£ÉÆAzÁ¬Ä¹PÉÆArzÉÝÃ£É

I got Voter Slip

£À£ÀUÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ aÃn ¹QÌvÀÄÛ

Candidate was Good

C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄÄ M¼ÉîAiÀÄªÀgÁVzÀÝgÀÄ

I Voted for a Political Pa�ty

£Á£ÀÄ MAzÀÄ gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëzÀ »vÀaAvÀPÀ

Cast Vote Due to Threat or Coercion

¨ÉzÀjPÉ CxÀªÁ zÀ¨Áâ½PÉ¬ÄAzÀ  ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ

My Family asked me to Vote

PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ªÀÄÄRå¸ÀÜgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ®Ä ºÉÃ½zÀÝjAzÀ

My F�iends asked me to Vote

UÉ¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ ¥Àæ¨sÁªÀ¢AzÀ

I had the option of NOTA

£À£ÀUÉ £ÉÆÃmÁ DAiÉÄÌ EvÀÄÛ

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

QUESTION D4 involves both awareness and Rating the facilities

¥Àæ±Éß D4 CjªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ gÉÃnAUï ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß M¼ÀUÉÆArgÀÄvÀÛzÉ

Yes/No

ºËzÀÄ/E®è

How do 
you rate 
them 
AiÀiÁªÀ jÃw 
gÉÃnAUï 
ªÀiÁqÀÄ«j

D4 IF CODED 1 IN D2:  Did you 
come across any of these 
basic minimum facilities at 
the polling station? And how 
do you rate them 

 *CODE LIST:   

 No=0; 

 Yes=1; 

 Don't Know=99

1. P�io�ity Ent�y  Persons with 
Disabilities/reduced Mobility / 
reduced Physical function

«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À / PÀrªÉÄ ZÀ®£À²Ã®vÉ / PÀrªÉÄ 
zÉÊ»PÀ ¸ÁªÀÄxÀåð ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ ªÀåQÛUÀ½UÉ 
DzÀåvÉAiÀÄ ¥ÀæªÉÃ±À«vÀÄÛ

2.D�inking Water

©. PÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀ ¤Ãj£À ¸ËPÀAiÀÄð
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8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

6



 D2 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 1£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ°è F PÀ¤µÀ× ªÀÄÆ® 
¸ËPÀAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸À¯ÁVvÉÛ? 

 * PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå ¥ÀnÖ: 

 E®è=0; ºËzÀÄ=1; UÉÆwÛ®è=99

 Improved a lot §ºÀ¼ÀµÀÄÖ 
¸ÀÄzsÁj¹zÉ-1

 Same as Earlier ªÉÆzÀ°£ÀAvÉAiÉÄ 
EzÉ-2

 Not so good CµÉÆÖAzÀÄ ZÉ£ÁßV®è-
3

 Don’t Know Because this is 
first time voting -4

 UÉÆwÛ®è KPÉAzÀgÉ EzÀÄ ªÉÆzÀ® ¨ÁjUÉ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À -4

3. Chairs/Benches

¹. PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ/¨ÉAZÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

4.Toilets

r. ±ËZÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

5.Help Desk

E. ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ PÉÃAzÀæ 

6.Separate Ent�y and Exit in the 
Polling Booth

J¥sï. ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ M¼ÀUÉ ºÉÆÃUÀ®Ä ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÉÆgÀUÉ 
§gÀ®Ä ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ zÁégÀUÀ½zÀÝªÉ? 

7.Ramp

f. ªÉÄnÖ®ÄgÀ»vÀ £ÀrUÉUÁV E½eÁgÀÄ 

8.Wheelchairs

JZï. UÁ°PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ

9.Signages for Directions

L. ªÀiÁUÀð¸ÀÆa aºÉßUÀ¼ÀÄ

10.Voter Facilitation Poster

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸Ë®¨sÀå ¥ÉÇÃ¸ÀÖgï (©üwÛ ¥ÀvÀæ)

11.Sign Language Posters for Deaf 
Voters

PÉ. ±ÀæªÀtªÀiÁAzÀå ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀjUÉ ¸ÀAPÉÃvÀ ¨sÁµÉAiÀÄ 
¥ÉÆÃ¸ÀÖgïUÀ¼ÀÄ

12.Sign language interpreter existed 
in your booth

¸ÀAPÉÃvÀ ¨sÁµÉAiÀÄ ªÁåSÉå ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ°èzÀÝªÀÅ

13.Volunteers

PÉ. ¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ

14.Magnifying Glass 

¨sÀÆvÀUÀ£Àßr

15.Transpo�t Facility

¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë®¨sÀå

16.Companion to assist till voting 
Compa�tment (Only for Visually 
Challenged)

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ «¨sÁUÀzÀªÀgÉUÉ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ 
¸ÀºÀªÀwð

(zÀÈ¶Ö ¸ÀªÁ°£ÀªÀjUÉ ªÀiÁvÀæ)
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D5 IF CODED 1 IN D2:  Did you 
face any difficulty in voting 
in this election?

 D2 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 1£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: 
F ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ®Ä 
¤ªÀÄUÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆ vÉÆAzÀgÉ 
JzÀÄgÁ¬ÄvÉ?

D6 IF CODED 1 IN D5:  Please 
elaborate on the difficulties 
faced in the process of 
voting.

 r 5 gÀ°è 1 PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ 
¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°èè ¤ÃªÀÅ JzÀÄj¹zÀ 
PÀµÀÖUÀ¼À£ÀÄß «ªÀgÀªÁV w½¹.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Location of the booth not 
accessible

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀªÀÅ ºÀwÛgÀ«gÀ°®è

Polling station staff were not 
suppo�tive

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ «¨sÁUÀzÀ ¹§âA¢AiÀÄªÀgÀ ¸ÀºÀPÁgÀ«gÀ°®è 

No Ramps at the Polling Booth

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ §Ævï£À°è gÁåA¥ïUÀ½gÀ°®è

No wheelchairs/ Assistance suppo�t 
available at the Polling booth

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ°è UÁ°PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ/¸ÀºÁAiÀÄPÀ ¨ÉA§® 
®¨sÀå«gÀ°®è

No p�io�ity queue for disabled

«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÉ ¸ÀgÀ¢ ¸Á°£À°è DzÀåvÉ EgÀ°®è

Transpo�t facility not a�ranged

¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë®¨sÀåzÀ ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜ ªÀiÁrgÀ°®è

No Sign Language Interpreter

¸ÀAPÉÃvÀ ¨sÁµÉAiÀÄ ªÁåSÁå£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ C¹ÛvÀézÀ°ègÀ°®è

Coercion/Threat by Political Pa�ty 

gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀë¢AzÀ ¨ÉzÀjPÉ/zÀ¨Áâ½PÉ EvÀÄÛ

Difficulty in finding polling booth

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæªÀ£ÀÄß PÀAqÀÄ»rAiÀÄÄªÀ°è vÉÆAzÀgÉ

Difficulty in finding my name

£À£Àß ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß PÀAqÀÄ»rAiÀÄÄªÀ°è vÉÆAzÀgÉ

No volunteers

¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ E®è

Others, Specify EvÀgÉ, ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹
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E®è
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D7 Any other PwD f�iendly 
facilities required at the 
Polling Station?

 ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæzÀ°è CUÀvÀå«gÀÄªÀ 
E£ÀÆß AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÄ 
«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À¸ÉßÃ» ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼À 
CªÀ±Àå«zÉAiÉÄÃ? 

D8 IF CODED NO IN D2:  What 
were your reasons for not 
voting in this election? 

 D2 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 0 ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: 
F ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À 
ªÀiÁqÀÀ¢gÀ®Ä ¤ªÀÄä PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ?

My Name was not on the Electoral 
Roll

£À£Àß ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è EgÀ°®è

I was not in my Constituency

£Á£ÀÄ £À£Àß ªÀÄvÀPÉëÃvÀæzÀ°è EgÀ°®è

I did not have my Electoral Photo ID 

£À£Àß §½ ¥sÉÆÃmÉÆÃ ¸À»vÀ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ UÀÄgÀÄw£À 
aÃn EgÀ°®è (J¦Pï)

I did not know my Polling Station

£À£Àß ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ ªÀiÁ»w EgÀ°®è.

Polling Station was at a Distance 
(Logistic Problem)

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄÄ zÀÆgÀzÀ°èvÀÄÛ (¸ÁjUÉ ¸ÀªÀÄ¸Éå)

Long queue and I did not have time

GzÀÝ£ÉAiÀÄ ¸Á®Ä EvÀÄÛ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £À£ÀUÉ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄ«gÀ°®è. 

I felt insecure to go to the Polling 
Station

ªÀÄvÀUÀlÖUÉ ºÉÆÃUÀÄªÀzÀÄ C¸ÀÄgÀPÀëvÀ JAzÀÄ £Á£ÀÄ 
¨sÁ«¹zÉ

There was no candidate of my 
choice/liking  

£À£Àß DAiÉÄÌ/EµÀÖzÀ C¨sÀåyð EgÀ°®è

I just did not want to vote as nothing 
will change/No faith in Political 
System  

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÆ §zÀ¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅ¢®è ºÁUÁV £Á£ÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä §AiÀÄ¸À®è / gÁdQÃAiÀÄ 
¥ÀzÀÞwAiÀÄ°è £ÀA©PÉ E®è

Polling Station was not accessible

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæªÀ£ÀÄß vÀ®Ä¥À¯ÁUÀ°®è

Transpo�t facility was not a�ranged

¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë®¨sÀåzÀ ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁrgÀ°®è

I did not get voter slip

£À£ÀUÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ aÃn ¹UÀ°®è

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)
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Section E:  Voter Awareness and Attitudes
¨sÁUÀ E: ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ w¼ÀÄªÀ½PÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÀÈ¶ÖPÉÆÃ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ

In Years

ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è

E1 What is the minimum age of 
registration to be a voter?

 

 *CODE 99 FOR DON’T KNOW

 ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ£ÁV £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 
ªÀiÁr¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä PÀ¤µÀ× JµÀÄÖ ªÀAiÀÄ¸ÀÄÛ 
DVgÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ?

 * PÉÆÃqï 99 UÉÆwÛ®è JazÁzÀgÉ

 

E2 What is the date for 
dete�mining qualifying age 
for getting registered on the 
electoral roll/voting?

 ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä / ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 
¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¸À®Ä 
CºÀðvÁ ªÀAiÀÄ¸Àì£ÀÄß ¤zsÀðj¸ÀÄªÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ?

 

E3 When is the National Voters’ 
Day celebrated?

 gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¢£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
AiÀiÁªÁUÀ DZÀj¸À¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ?

 

 

E4 Did your Local Body 
celebrated National Voters 
Day in your village/locality

 ¤ªÀÄä ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ DqÀ½vÀªÀÅ gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¢£ÁZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ªÀÄä 
ºÀ½î/¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è DZÀj¹zÉAiÉÄ?

 

E5 How do you know about your 
candidates?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤ªÀÄä C¨sÀåyðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÃUÉ 
w½zÀÄPÉÆ¼ÀÄîwÛÃj?

 MULTIPLE CHOICES 
POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

18th Bi�thday

18£ÉÃ ªÀµÀðzÀ ºÀÄlÄÖºÀ§â

1st Janua�y

d£ÀªÀj 1£ÉÃ vÁjÃRÄ

Don’t Know

UÉÆwÛ®è

Inco�rect Date

vÀ¥ÀÄà ¢£ÁAPÀ

Co�rect Date ¸ÀjAiÀiÁzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ

Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è

Yes

ºËzÀÄ

No

E®è

Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è

Website CavÀeÁð®

Electronic media  

«zÀÄå£Áä£À ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄ

P�int media

ªÀÄÄzÀæt ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄ
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QNo. Question Response Code Skip

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï    ̧ ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ  
¸ÀASÉå   ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj



 

 

 

 

BLO officer or Panchayat people 
info�med me

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj CxÀªÁ ¥ÀAZÁAiÀÄvï d£ÀgÀÄ 
£À£ÀUÉ ªÀiÁ»w ¤ÃrzÀgÀÄ

Any other source (specify)

EvÀgÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄÆ®¢AzÀ (¤RgÀªÁV 
£ÀªÀÄÆ¢¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ)

E6 Do you know about: EzÀgÀ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄ?

 Are you Aware of Minchina 
Nondani

 «ÄAa£À £ÉÆAzÀtÂAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 
w½¢zÉAiÉÄÃ?

 MULTIPLE CHOICES 
POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

 Option of NOTA/none of the 
above on EVM that could be 
used if you don’t like any 
candidate?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
EµÀÖ¥ÀqÀzÉÃ EzÀÝgÉ E«JA£À°è 
§¼À¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀ £ÉÆÃmÁ CxÀªÁ ªÉÄÃ°£À 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÆ E®è JA§ DAiÉÄÌ §UÉÎ?

 MULTIPLE CHOICES 
POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

 

 

 

 Se�ial Number of candidates 
available in Braille on the 
EVM?

 E«JA £À°è ¨ÉæöÊ¯ï°¦AiÀÄ°è C¨sÀåyðUÀ¼À 
PÀæªÀÄ¸ÀASÉå ®¨sÀå«zÉAiÉÄ?

Yes, have heard/read about it

ºËzÀÄ, CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ PÉÃ½zÉÝÃ£É/N¢zÉÝÃ£ÉÉ

Yes BLO/govt official/volunteer has 
info�med me

ºËzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj / ¸ÀPÁðj C¢üPÁj / 
¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ £À£ÀUÉ ªÀiÁ»w ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉ

No E®è

Yes, saw it when I cast my vote 

ºËzÀÄ, £Á£ÀÄ £À£Àß ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹zÁUÀ £ÉÆÃrzÉ

Yes, have seen one in electoral 
literacy programme 

ºËzÀÄ, ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀ°è 
£ÉÆÃrzÉÝÃ£ÉÉ

Yes, have heard/read about it

ºËzÀÄ, CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ PÉÃ½zÉÝÃ£É/N¢zÉÝÃ£ÉÉ

Yes BLO/govt official/volunteer has 
info�med me

ºËzÀÄ ©J¯ïM / ¸ÀPÁðj C¢üPÁj / 
¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ £À£ÀUÉ ªÀiÁ»w ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉ

No  E®è

Yes, saw it when I cast my vote 

ºËzÀÄ, £Á£ÀÄ £À£Àß ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹zÁUÀ £ÉÆÃrzÉÝ

Yes, have seen one in electoral 
literacy programme 

ºËzÀÄ, ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀ°è 
£ÉÆÃrzÉÝÃ£ÉÉ

Yes, have heard/read about it

ºËzÀÄ, CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ PÉÃ½zÉÝÃ£ÉÉ/N¢zÉÝÃ£É

Yes, I have used it while 
demonstrating in the village/block
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 MULTIPLE CHOICES 
POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

 

 

 

 

 Voter Ve�ifiable Paper Audit 
Trail VVPAT, that helps ve�ify 
your vote?

 ¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¥Àj²Ã°¸ÀÄªÀ°è ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ªÉÇÃlgï ªÉj¥sÉÊAiÀÄ§¯ï 
¥ÉÃ¥Àgï Crmï mÉæöÊ¯ï ««¥Áåmï? 

 MULTIPLE CHOICES 
POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

E7 When there is no dese�ving 
Candidate voting NOTA is 
better than sitting at home

 AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ CºÀð£ÁzÀ C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄÄ 
E®è¢zÁÝUÀ, ªÀÄ£ÉAiÀÄ°è 
PÀÄ½vÀÄPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀQÌAvÀ £ÉÆÃmÁ 
ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ GvÀÛªÀÄ.

E8 Do you know possessing 
EPIC does not guarantee you 
to vote, unless your name is 
there in the Roll.

 ¤ÃªÀÅ J¦Pï ºÉÆA¢zÀÝgÀÆ ¸ÀºÀ, ¤ªÀÄä 
ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸À®Ä 
SÁvÀj ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅ¢®è JAzÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 
UÉÆwÛzÉAiÉÄ?

E9 Do you know how to check 
your name in Electoral Roll?

 ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß 
¥Àj²Ã°¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ºÉÃUÉ JAzÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 
w½¢zÉAiÉÄ? 

 

ºËzÀÄ, ºÀ½î / vÁ®ÆQ£À°è ¥ÀæzÀ±Àð£À ¤ÃqÀÄªÁUÀ £Á£ÀÄ 
CzÀ£ÀÄß §¼À¹zÉÝÃ£É

Yes BLO/govt official/volunteer has 
info�med me

ºËzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj / ¸ÀPÁðj C¢üPÁj / 
¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ £À£ÀUÉ ªÀiÁ»w ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉ

No E®è

Yes, saw it when I cast my vote 

ºËzÀÄ, £Á£ÀÄ £À£Àß ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹zÁUÀ £ÉÆÃrzÉÝ

Yes, have seen one in electoral literacy 
programme;ºËzÀÄ, ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁ 
PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀ°è £ÉÆÃrzÉÝÃ£É

Yes, have heard/read about it

ºËzÀÄ, CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ PÉÃ½zÉÝÃ£ÉÉ/N¢zÉÝÃ£É

Yes BLO/govt official/volunteer has 
info�med me ºËzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj / ¸ÀPÁðj 
C¢üPÁj / ¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ £À£ÀUÉ ªÀiÁ»w ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉ

No E®è

No  E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No  E®è

Yes  ºËzÀÄ

No  E®è

Yes  ºËzÀÄ
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E11 IF CODED YES IN D2:  I am going to ask you a few more questions and I would like to know 
your view on them. 

 r2 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï 1 (ºËzÀÄ) JAzÁzÀgÉ: £Á£ÀÄ E£ÀÆß PÉ®ªÀÅ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼À°zÉÝÃ£É ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀÅUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄä 
C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß w½zÀÄPÉÆ¼Àî®Ä §AiÀÄ¸ÀÄvÉÛÃ£É.

 Was there any pressure 
from family members/ 
relatives to cast vote to 
pa�ticular pa�ty or person?

 ¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥ÀPÀë CxÀªÁ ªÀåQÛUÉ 
ªÀÄvÀZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ PÀÄlÄA§ 
¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ/¸ÀA§A¢üPÀgÀÄUÀ½AzÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
MvÁÛAiÀÄ«¢ÝvÉ?

 Did you receive any of the 
following from any political 
pa�ty or any local leaders?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ F PÉ¼ÀV£À AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀ£ÁßzÀgÀÆ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀë CxÀªÁ 
¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄÄRAqÀjAzÀ ¹éÃPÀj¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

 

E12 Du�ing Election time, did you 
get or promised to get 
benefit from any 
Gove�nment scheme like 
housing, const�uction of 
toilets etc. ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è, 
ªÀ¸Àw, ±ËZÁ®AiÀÄUÀ¼À ¤ªÀiÁðt 
ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀPÁðj 
AiÉÆÃd£É¬ÄAzÀ ¤ÃªÀÅ ¯Á¨sÀ 
¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄ«gÉAzÀÄ ¨sÀgÀªÀ¸É ¤ÃrzÀÝgÁ?

E10 IF CODED 1 in E9, through 
which source

 E9 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï 1 JAzÁzÀgÉ, AiÀiÁªÀ 
ªÀÄÆ® 

Through sms  

J¸ïJAJ¸ï ªÀÄÆ®PÀ

PwD app

PwD Då¥ï

Chunavana app   

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ Då¥ï

CEO website  ¹EM eÁ®vÁt

Pa�ty workers give the vote�’s slip to 
the individulas before 1or 2 days of 
election

¥ÀPÀëzÀ PÁAiÀÄðPÀvÀðgÀÄ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ  1 CxÀªÁ 2 
¢£ÀUÀ¼À ªÉÆzÀ®Ä ¥ÀæwAiÉÆ§âjUÉÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¹è¥ï 
¤ÃqÀÄvÁÛgÉ 

Other(specify)   

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

No  E®è

Yes  ºËzÀÄ

Cash (Yes=1; No=0)

£ÀUÀzÀÄ (ºËzÀÄ=1; E®è=0)

Liquor (yes=1; No=0)

ªÀÄzÀå (ºËzÀÄ=1; E®è=0) 

Mate�ial Gift like Saree Cooker etc. 
(Yes=1; No=0)

¹ÃgÉ PÀÄPÀÌgï ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ªÀ¸ÀÄÛ GqÀÄUÉÆgÉ 
(ºËzÀÄ=1; E®è=0)

Yes(=1) or No(=0)

ºËzÀÄ (=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (=0)
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E13 Do you know your 
Candidate?

 ¤ªÀÄä C¨sÀåyð ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢gÀÄ«gÁ?

E14 If Yes in E13 then do you 
know 

 E13 gÀ°è ºËzÀÄ JAzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ªÀÄVzÀÄ 
w½¢zÉAiÉÄ?

 (a) Candidates Assets

 (J) C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄ D¹Û

 (b) C�iminal anticidents, if 
any

 (©) »A¢£À C¥ÀgÁzsÀ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆ

 (c) Has his/her assets 
grown over the pe�iod

 (¹) F CªÀ¢üAiÀÄ°è CªÀgÀ ¸ÀévÀÄÛUÀ¼ÀÄ 
¨É¼É¢zÉAiÉÄ?

E15 Finally, I am going to read 
out a few more statements 
and I would like to know your 
opinion on them.

 Please tell me if you 

 stronglydisagree(=1), 
disagree(=2), 

 neither agree nor 
disagree(=3), agree(4) 

 or strongly agree(=5)

 There are no co�rect or 
inco�rect responses so 
please give me your honest 
opinion.

 PÀqÉAiÀÄzÁV £Á£ÀÄ PÉ®ªÀÅ ºÉÃ½PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
NzÀÄvÁÛ ºÉÆÃUÀÄvÉÛÃ£É ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀÅUÀ¼À 
§UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄä C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄ®Ä 
§AiÀÄ¸ÀÄvÉÛÃ£É.

 zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤ªÀÄä C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄ 
w½¹j.

 §®ªÁV ¤gÁPÀj¸ÀÄªÉ (=1); 
¤gÁPÀj¸ÀÄªÉ (=2); M¥ÀÄàªÀÅ¢®è CxÀªÁ 
¤gÁPÀj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÆ E®è(=3); M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É 

Yes(=1) or No(=0)

ºËzÀÄ (=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (0)

Yes (=1) or No (=0)

ºËzÀÄ (=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (0)

Yes (=1) or No (=0)

ºËzÀÄ (=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (0)

Yes (=1) or No (=0)

ºËzÀÄ (=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (0)

Eve�y Vote Counts

¥Àæw ªÀÄvÀªÀÇ UÀt£ÉUÉ §gÀÄvÀÛzÉ

Voting should be made compulso�y

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß PÀqÁØAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ

Voting is a cumbersome chore

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ MAzÀÄ PÀµÀÖPÀgÀ PÉ®¸À

EVMs provide accurate results

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À AiÀÄAvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤RgÀªÁzÀ ¥sÀ°vÁA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¤ÃqÀÄvÀÛªÉ.

Women should consult male 
members or elders before voting in 
elections

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À°è ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÄ£Àß ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀÄ 
¥ÀÄgÀÄµÀ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀ£ÀÄß CxÀªÁ »jAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß PÉÃ½ 
ªÀÄvÀºÁPÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ

The influence of money and muscle 
is increasing in elections

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À°è ºÀt ªÀÄvÀÄÛ vÉÆÃ¼Àâ®zÀ ¥Àæ¨sÁªÀªÀÅ 
ºÉZÁÑUÀÄwÛzÉ.

I do not intend to vote in the 
upcoming elections

ªÀÄÄA¢£À ZÀÄ£ÁªÀÀuÉUÀ¼À°è ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ®Ä £Á£ÀÄ 
§AiÀÄ¸ÀÄªÀÅ¢®è.
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(=4); CxÀªÁ §®ªÁV M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É 
(=5) 

 E°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀjAiÀiÁzÀ CxÀªÁ 
vÀ¥ÁàzÀ GvÀÛgÀ / 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄUÀ½gÀÄªÀÅ¢®è, DzÀÝjAzÀ 
zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÁæªÀiÁtÂPÀ 
C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß w½¹.

E16 Did you know the  
following statement 
relating to Ethical Voting 

  Please tell me if Yes(=1) or 
No(=0) 

 £ÉÊwPÀ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 
F PÉ¼ÀV£À ºÉÃ½PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 
w½¢ªÉAiÉÄ?

 ºËzÀÄ (=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (=0), 
zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ £ÀªÀÄUÉ w½¹, 

Your vote is not saleable

¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀªÀÅ ªÀiÁgÁlQÌ®èè

Can’t give your EPIC card to anyone

¤ªÀÄä J¦Pï PÁqÀð£ÀÄß AiÀiÁjUÀÆ ¤ÃqÀ®Ä 
¸ÁzsÀå«®è

Selecting of good candidate is one’s 
responsibility GvÀÛªÀÄ C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄ£ÀÄß DAiÉÄÌ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ M§âgÀ dªÁ¨ÁÝj.

Any threatning  faced while  casting 
your vote

¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸ÀÄªÁUÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆ ¨ÉzÀjPÉ 
JzÀÄgÁVvÉÛ?

Section F:  Exposure to SVEEP Inte�ventions
¨sÁUÀ J¥sï: SVEEP ªÀÄzsÀå ¥ÀæªÉÃ±ÀzÀ §UÉÎ w¼ÀÄªÀ½PÉ ºÉÆA¢gÀÄ«PÉ

F1 Do you recall seeing or reading 
any voter/election related 
campaign of Election 
Commission of India

 ¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ §UÉÎ / ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 
£ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæZÁgÀzÀ §UÉÎ N¢zÀ CxÀªÁ 
£ÉÆÃrzÀ §UÉÎ £É£À¦zÉAiÀiÁ

F2 Which source did you receive 
the election related 
info�mation

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ ªÀÄÆ®UÀ½AzÀ ¥ÀqÉ¢j

 MULTIPLE CHOICES POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

 

 

 

No

E®è

Yes

ºËzÀÄ

Don't Know

UÉÆwÛ®è

Newspapers/Magazines

¢£À¥ÀwæPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ / ¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

TV Adve�tisements and 
Programmes

n« eÁ»ÃgÁvÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Radio and FM Channels

gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ J¥sïJA ZÁ£À®ÄèUÀ¼ÀÄ

Adve�tisement in Cinemas

¹£ÉªÀiÁUÀ¼À°è eÁ»gÁvÀÄ

Activity like Rallies, Prabhat Phe�is, 
Loudspeaker Announcement

eÁxÁUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥Àæ¨sÁvï¥sÉÃjUÀ¼ÀÄ, zsÀé¤ªÀzsÀðPÀ 
WÉÆÃµÀuÉUÀ¼ÀAvÀºÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ
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F3 What were the voter 
info�mation/messages you 
received?

 

 *MULTIPLE CODING POSSIBLE

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¹éÃPÀj¹zÀ ¸ÀAzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ / ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 
ªÀiÁ»wUÀ¼ÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀÅªÀÅ? 

 * §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cultural/Ente�tainments Programmes

¸ÁA¸ÀÌøwPÀ / ªÀÄ£ÀgÀAd£Á PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Gove�nment Offices Circular

¸ÀPÁðj PÀZÉÃjUÀ¼À ¸ÀÄvÉÆÛÃ¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

Posters, Hoardings and Publicity 
Mate�ials ©üwÛ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀæZÁgÀ 
¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼ÀÄ

NGO and Civil Society Group 
¸ÀPÁðgÉÃvÀgÀ ¸ÀA¸ÉÜ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £ÁUÀjÃPÀ ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄ 
UÀÄA¥ÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Inte�net/Social Media/Whatsapp

CAvÀeÁð® / ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ/ 
ªÁmÁìöå¥ï

SMS  J¸ïJAJ¸ïUÀ¼ÀÄ

Pledge Letters/Sankalp Patras 
through School Students in the 
Family 

PÀÄlÄA§zÀ°è£À ±Á¯Á «zÁåyðUÀ¼À ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 
zÉÆgÉAiÀÄÄªÀ ¸ÀAPÀ®à ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ/ §zÀÞvÁ ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ

At Polling Station ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄÀ°è

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

Date of Voting and Schedules

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÃ¼Á¥ÀnÖ 

Voting is my Right and Duty

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ £À£Àß ºÀPÀÄÌ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀvÀðªÀå DvzÉ

Cast Vote as per Choice and without 
taking any Inducement

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¥Àæ¯ÉÆÃ¨sÀ£À«®èzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DAiÉÄÌAiÀÄ 
C£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁQ

#Go Register or Register

#ºÉÆÃV £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¹ CxÀªÁ £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¹

#Go Ve�ify or Ve�ify Name in Voter 
List

# ºÉÆÃV ¥Àj²Ã°¹ CxÀªÁ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 
ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß ¥Àj²Ã°¹ 
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F4 Do you recall tagline of the 
campaign du�ing this election? 
(1 for Yes, 0 for No)

 (State to Add State Specific 
Tag Lines)

 

 F ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è ¥ÀæZÁgÀzÀ 
mÁåUï¯ÉÊ£ï £É£À¦zÉAiÉÄ? (ºËzÀÄ 1, E®è 
0)

 (¤¢ðµÀÖ mÁåUï¯ÉÊ£ïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÉÃj¸À®Ä w½¹)

F5 Which of the following 
celeb�ities/Icons do you recall 
who gave a message for 
voting? (1 for Yes, 0 for No)

 (State to Add Regional Icon)

12 Identity Documents allowed for 
Voting

12 UÀÄgÀÄw£À zÁR¯ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÉÌ 
C£ÀÄªÀÄw¸À¯ÁVzÉ

Facilities Provided at Polling Station

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæzÀ°è ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸À¯ÁVzÉ

P�io�ity Voting for Old and PwDs

ªÀÈzÀÞjUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÉ DzÀåvÉAiÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À

Voter Helpline 1950 or Voter Helpline 
App

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ 1950 CxÀªÁ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ D¥ï

cVIGIL App Related

cVIGIL D¥ï ¸ÀA§A¢üvÀ

NVSP Po�tal

J£ï«J¸ï¦ ¥ÉÆÃlð¯ï

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

a. No Voter to be Left Behind

J. AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À¢AzÀ 
ºÉÆgÀUÀÄ½AiÀÄ¨ÁgÀzÀÄ

b. Inclusive, Accessible and Ethical 
Elections, Ka�nataka

©. M¼ÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ, ¸ÀÄUÀªÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £ÉÊwPÀ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ, 
PÀ£ÁðlPÀ

c. Festival of Democarcy

¹. ¥ÀæeÁ¥Àæ¨sÀÄvÀézÀ ºÀ§â

d. #GoRegister, #GoVe�ify or 
#GoVote

r. # ºÉÆÃV £ÉÆAzÁ¬Ä¹, # ºÉÆÃV ¥Àj²Ã°¹ 
CxÀªÁ # ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À ªÀiÁr

Poet, Jnanapeetha Awardee Dr 
Chandrasekhar Kambara 

PÀ«, eÁÕ£À¦ÃoÀ ¥Àæ±À¹Û «eÉÃvÀ qÁ. ZÀAzÀæ±ÉÃRgÀ 
PÀA¨ÁgÀ

C�icketer Rahul Sharad Dravid

QæPÉnUÀ gÁºÀÄ¯ï ±ÀgÀzï zÁæ«qï
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 F PÉ¼ÀV£À AiÀiÁªÀ ¸É¯É¨ÉænUÀ¼ÀÄ/LPÁ£ïUÀ¼ÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÁÌV ¸ÀAzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀgÀÄ 
JAzÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ £É£À¦zÉAiÉÄ? (ºËzÀÄ 1, E®è 
0)

 (¥ÁæzÉÃ²ÃPÀ LPÁ£ï ¸ÉÃj¸À®Ä w½¹)

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

F6 Which Icon Inspired you the 
most

 AiÀiÁªÀ LPÁ£ï ¤ªÀÄUÉ ºÉZÀÄÑ ¥ÉæÃgÀuÉ 
¤ÃrzÀgÀÄ 

F7 Do you have any suggestion 
w.r.t to the icons who can be 
added 

 AiÀiÁgÀ£ÁßzÀgÀÄ LPÁ£ïUÀ¼À£ÁßV  ¸ÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀ 
§UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄä ¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

F8 Do you know about PwD app

 PwD Då¥ï §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢¢AiÉÄÃ?

 Did You use the PwD App

 PwD 

 Då¥ï §¼À¸ÀÄªÀ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ §UÉÎ 
w½¢¢AiÉÄÃ?

F9 List the purpose for which you 
used it

 ¤ÃªÀÅ CzÀ£ÀÄß AiÀiÁªÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV 
§¼À¹¢ÝÃj JAzÀÄ ¥ÀnÖ ªÀiÁr

 MULTIPLE CHOICES POSSIBLE

 §ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ

Ashwini Angadi(PwD)

C²é¤ CAUÀr (¦qÀ§Äèöår)

Gi�isha Hosanagara Nagarajegowda

VjÃ±À ºÉÆ¸À£ÀUÀgÀ £ÁUÀgÁeÉÃUËqÀ

Actress Pranita Subhash

avÀæ£Àn ¥ÀætÂÃvÁ ¸ÀÄ¨sÁµï

C�icketer M.S. Dhoni

QæPÉnUÀ JA.J¸ï. zsÉÆÃ¤ 

Boxer Ma�y Kom

¨ÁPÀìgï ªÉÄÃj PÉÆÃªÀiï

Badminton Player  Saina Nehwal

¨Áåqï«Äl£ï DlUÁwð ¸ÉÊ£Á £ÉºÁé¯ï

Actor Aamir Khan

avÀæ£Àl C«ÄÃgï SÁ£ï

 Others (Please specify)

EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

To register as a PwD

M§â «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À JAzÀÄ £ÉÆAzÀ¬Ä¸À®Ä 

To book wheel chair

UÁ° PÀÄað PÁ¬ÄÝj¸À®Ä

To book transpo�tation

¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë®¨sÀåªÀ£ÀÄß PÁ¬ÄÝj¸À®Ä
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F10 Did you have a Satisfacto�y 
Expe�ience

 ¤ªÀÄä C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀ vÀÈ¦ÛPÀgÀªÁVvÉÛ?

  

F11 Mock demonstration, 3 days 
before the election, of EVM & 
VVPAT was done in your 
village/block. 

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ 3 ¢£ÀUÀ¼À ªÉÆzÀ®Ä ¤ªÀÄä 
UÁæªÀÄ / ¨ÁèPï£À°è EVM & VVPAT 
UÀ¼À£ÀÄß CtPÀÄ ¥ÀæzÀ±Àð£À ªÀiÁqÀ¯Á¬ÄvÉÃ?

F12 Did you attend the 
demonstration

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¥ÀæzÀ±Àð£ÀPÉÌ ºÁdgÁV¢ÝÃgÁ?

F13 Did you Inspect the Braille on 
the EVM Machine

 ¤ÃªÀÅ EVM AiÀÄAvÀæzÀ°è ¨ÉæöÊ¯ï C£ÀÄß 
¥Àj²Ã°¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

F14 Have you heard of the 
following Yes=1; No=0

 EªÀÅUÀ¼À §UÉÎ PÉÃ½¢ÝÃgÁ?

 ºËzÀÄ=1; E®è=0

 

 

F15 Have you heard of Cvigil?

 CVigil §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄ?

F16 Have you used Cvigil?

 ¹ «f¯ï ¤ÃªÀÅ §¼À¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

F17 For What purpose You Used?

 (Multiple Options possible)

 ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV §¼À¹¢j?

 (§ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ)

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

Somewhat ¸Àé®à ªÀÄnÖUÉ

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

NVSP website/EC website /CEO 
website

ªÉ¨ï ¸ÉÊmï /EC ªÉ¨ï ¸ÉÊmï /CEO ªÉ¨ï ¸ÉÊmï

Voter Helpline Number 1950

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ ¸ÀASÉå 1950

Chunavana App

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ Då¥ï

Yes(=1) or No(=0)

ºËzÀÄ(=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (=0)

Yes(=1) or No(=0)

ºËzÀÄ(=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (=0)

a) To repo�t regarding Violation of 
Model code of conduct against 
official machine�y (J) C¢üPÀÈvÀ 
AiÀÄAvÉÆæÃ¥ÀPÀgÀtUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw 
¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀgÀ¢ 
¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

b) To repo�t regarding Violation of 
Model code of conduct against 
political pa�ties (©) gÁdQÃAiÀÄ 
¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw ¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ 
G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀgÀ¢ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.
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F18 Did you have a satisfacto�y 
expe�ience/was your 
Complaint addressed 
satisfacto�ily?

 ¤ªÀÄUÉ F ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄÄ vÀÈ¦ÛzÁAiÀÄPÀ 
C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃrvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¤ªÀÄä 
¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀÈ¦ÛPÀgÀªÁV 
¥ÀjºÀj¸À¯Á¬ÄvÉ?

F19 Have You come across any of 
these edutainment mate�ial 
developed by EC?

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ C©üªÀÈ¢Þ 
¥Àr¹gÀÄªÀ ªÀÄ£ÀgÀAd£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 
²PÀëtªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ ¨ÉÆÃzsÀ£Á ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼À 
§UÉÎ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÁzÀ ¤ÃªÀÅ 
AiÀiÁªÁUÀ¯ÁzÀgÀÆ ¸ÀA¥ÀPÀðPÉÌ §A¢¢ÝÃgÁ?

 Yes ºËzÀÄ=1  

 No E®è=0

 Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è=99

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

c) To repo�t regarding Violation of 
Model code of conduct against 
candidates (¹) C¨sÀåyðUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ 
ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw ¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 
ªÀgÀ¢ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

d) To repo�t  regarding Violation of 
Model code of conduct against 
co��upt practices (such as 
giving away liquor , money etc) 

r)  ¨sÀæµÀÖ ¥ÀzÀÞwUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw 
¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀgÀ¢ 
¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ (GzÁºÀgÀuÉUÉ ªÀÄzÀå, ºÀt 
PÉÆqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ EvÁå¢).

No  E®è

Somewhat  ¸Àé®àªÀÄnÖUÉ

Yes  ºËzÀÄ

Election Anthem ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ VÃvÉ

Video Films about EVM, VVPAT etc. 
E«JA, ««¥ÁåmïUÀ¼À §UÉÎ «rAiÉÆÃ avÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ

Audio tracks DrAiÉÆÃ mÁæöåPïUÀ¼ÀÄ

Jingles ¥ÀzÀåUÀ¼ÀÄ

Poster design, Hoarding design, 
standees, sign boards, wall w�itings, 
Wall hangings, roll maps

¥ÉÆÃ¸ÀÖgï «£Áå¸À, ºÉÆÃrðAUï «£Áå¸À, 
¸ÁÖöåArÃ¸ï, £ÁªÀÄ¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, UÉÆÃqÉ§gÀºÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
ªÁ¯ïºÁåAVAUïUÀ¼ÀÄ, £ÀPÉëUÀ¼ÀÄ

Ca�toons ªÀåAUÀåavÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ

Drama, election song, pamplet £ÁlPÀ, 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ºÁqÀÄ, PÀgÀ¥ÀvÀæ

Quiz, Essay w�iting, collage and 
poster making

gÀ¸À¥Àæ±Éß, ¥Àæ§AzsÀ §gÀºÀ, PÉÆ¯Áeï ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¥ÉÆÃ¸ÀÖgï vÀAiÀiÁjPÉ
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F20 Have you heard/ aware about 
ELC or Campus Ambassador or 
Chunavana Patashala?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ EJ¯ï¹ CxÀªÁ PÁåA¥À¸ï 
gÁAiÀÄ¨sÁj CxÀªÁ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ 
¥ÁoÀ±Á¯ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ PÉÃ½¢ÝÃgÁ/w½¢¢ÝÃgÁ?

F21 If yes, have you / any family 
member of yours pa�ticipated?

 ºËzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ/¤ªÀÄä PÀÄlÄA§zÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

THANKS FOR ANSWERING THE QUESTIONS
 ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ GvÀÛj¹zÀÝPÁÌV zsÀ£ÀåªÁzÀUÀ¼ÀÄ
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Dist�ict Code AC Code Polling Booth Code Household Code

f¯Áè PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå J¹ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå PÀÄlÄA§zÀ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå   

Questionnaire for PwD 
(Not Registered)

«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½ 
(£ÉÆAzÁ¬ÄvÀgÀ®èzÀªÀjUÉ)

Ofice of the Chief Electoral Officer, Ka�nataka

ªÀÄÄRå ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ¢üPÁjUÀ¼À PÀZÉÃj, PÀ£ÁðlPÀ

and

Institute for Social and Economic Change
Bengalu�u

¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DyðPÀ §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ CzsÀåAiÀÄ£À ¸ÀA¸ÉÜ,
¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ
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Questionnaire on the Study: 
Impact of PwDs Inte�vention in Electoral Process 

in Ka�nataka

PÀ£ÁðlPÀzÀ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ (¦qÀ§Äè÷år) ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉ 
CzsÀåAiÀÄ£ÀzÀ ¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½ 

Introduction and consent: 

Greetings! My name is ______________________________________    (full name). I work for Institute for 
Social and Economic Change, a research organization based in Bengalu�u that regularly conducts 
su�veys on va�ious socio-economic and political issues. Presently we are inte�viewing people here in 
__________ (name of town/village) in Ka�nataka state and collecting info�mation regarding about their 
electoral pa�ticipation. I’m going to ask you some questions related to registration and pa�ticipations 
in elections. Some of the answers to the questions may be personal, but I want you to know that all 
your answers will be kept completely confidential. There is no compulsion on answe�ing eve�y 
question and you may choose not to respond to any question. Fu�ther, you may also te�minate this 
inte�view at any time if you are uncomfo�table answe�ing the questions. There is no penalty for 
refusing to take pa�t in this inte�view nor is there any incentive for pa�ticipation. However, your 
honest answers to these questions will help us better understand how people think. We would greatly 
appreciate your help in responding to this su�vey. The su�vey will take about 15-20 minutes to ask 
these questions. Would you be willing to pa�ticipate?

¦ÃpPÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ M¦àUÉ: 

±ÀÄ¨sÁ±ÀAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ!  £À£Àß ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ____________________________(¥ÀÆtð ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ).  £Á£ÀÄ ̈ ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆj£À°ègÀÄªÀ ̧ ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DyðPÀ 
§zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄ ¥ÀgÀªÁV PÉ®¸À ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛzÉÝÃ£É. F ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄÄ ̧ ÀA±ÉÆÃzsÀ£Á ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀiÁVzÀÄÝ ¤AiÀÄ«ÄvÀªÁV ««zsÀ ̧ ÁªÀiÁfPÀ- DyðPÀ 
ºÁUÀÆ gÁdQÃAiÀÄ «µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ¸À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ £ÁªÀÅ PÀ£ÁðlPÀ gÁdåzÀ ___________(¥ÀlÖt/UÁæªÀÄzÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ) 
zÀ°èAiÀÄ d£ÀgÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀAzÀ²ð¸ÀÄwÛzÉÝÃªÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀAUÀæ»¸ÀÄwÛzÉÝÃªÉ.  £Á£ÀÄ vÀªÀÄUÉ 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ ̧ ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ̈ sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ PÉ®ªÀÅ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀªÀ¤zÉÝÃ£É.  PÉ®ªÀÅ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ wÃgÁ 
ªÉÊAiÀÄQÛPÀªÁVgÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ. DzÀgÉ, ¤ªÀÄä J¯Áè GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÀA¥ÀÆtðªÁV UË¥ÀåªÁVj¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅzÉAzÀÄ £Á£ÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¸À®Ä EaÒ¸ÀÄvÉÛÃ£É.  
¥ÀæwAiÉÆAzÀÄ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀÆ GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÉA§ PÀqÁØAiÀÄªÉÃ¤®è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÉ ¥ÀæwQæ¬Ä¸À¢gÀ®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ DAiÉÄÌ ªÀiÁrPÉÆ¼Àî§ºÀÄzÀÄ.  
EzÀ®èzÉÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄßß ¤ÃqÀ®Ä ªÀÄÄdÄUÀgÀªÁzÀ ¥ÀPÀëzÀ°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ̧ ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è F ̧ ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ªÀÄÄPÁÛAiÀÄUÉÆ½¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ.  
F ̧ ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ°è ̈ sÁUÀªÀ»¸À®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤gÁPÀj¹zÀ°è ¤ªÀÄUÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zÀAqÀªÀ£ÀÄß «¢ü¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅ¢®è CxÀªÁ ̈ sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄªÀzÀPÁÌV AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
¥ÉÆæÃvÁìºÀzsÀ£ÀªÀÇÀ EgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. DzÁUÀÆå, F ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÁæªÀiÁtÂPÀ GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ d£ÀgÀÄ ºÉÃUÉ AiÉÆÃa¸ÀÄvÁÛgÉA§ÄzÀ£ÀÄß w½zÀÄPÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 
£ÀªÀÄUÉ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  F ¸À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ ¸ÀQæAiÀÄªÁV ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¹zÀÝPÉÌ £ÁªÀÅ ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß §ºÀ¼ÀµÀÄÖ ¥Àæ±ÀA¹¸ÀÄvÉÛÃªÉ.  ¸À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ J¯Áè 
¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼À®Ä 15-20 ¤«ÄµÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ̈ ÉÃPÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉ.  EzÀgÀ°è ̈ sÁUÀªÀ»¸À®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ EaÒ¸ÀÄwÛÃgÁ? 
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Info�mation on the Respondents Family 
¥ÀæwQæ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀªÀgÀ PËlÄA©PÀ ªÀiÁ»w

Qno.  Question   Response

¥Àæ±Éß. ¸ÀASÉå ¥Àæ±Éß G   vÀÛgÀ 

A1 How many people (including you) ordina�ily reside in 
this household? 

 F PÀÄlÄA§zÀ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ ¸ÉÃjzÀAvÉ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV JµÀÄÖ d£À ªÁ¹¸ÀÄwÛ¢ÝÃj?

A2 How many people are older than 18 years? (as on 1 
Janua�y 2019)

 JµÀÄÖ d£ÀgÀÄ 18 ªÀµÀðQÌAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ ªÀAiÀÄ¹ì£ÀªÀgÁVzÁÝgÉÉ? 
(d£ÀªÀj 1, 2019 PÉÌ)

A3 How many are PwD among those who are above 18 
years as on 1st Janua�y 2019

 1£ÉÃ d£ÀªÀj 2019PÉÌ JµÀÄÖ d£À «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀÄ 18 ªÀµÀð 
ªÉÄÃ®àlÖªÀgÁVzÁÝgÉ?                

If there are more than one PwD in ahouse then we are choosing only one from a household and 
Fu�ther details would pe�tain to the chosen person.

MazÀÄ ªÀÄ£ÉAiÀÄ°è MAzÀQÌAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀjzÀÝgÉÃ £ÁªÀÅ MAzÀÄ ªÀÄ£É¬ÄAzÀ M§âgÀ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁvÀæ DAiÉÄÌ ªÀiÁqÀÄvÉÛÃªÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÉaÑ£À «ªÀgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ DAiÀÄÝ 
ªÀåQÛUÉ ̧ ÀA§A¢ü¹gÀÄvÀÛªÉ.

A4 Name of the PwD

 «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ

A5 Age in Years

 ªÀAiÀÄ¸ÀÄì ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è 

A6 Sex 

 °AuÀ

A7 Mobile Number (if they have)

 ªÉÆ¨ÉÊ¯ï ¸ÀASÉå (ºÉÆA¢zÀÝgÉ)

A8 Relation to the head of the household

 PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ªÀÄÄRå¸ÀÜgÉÆA¢V£À ¸ÀA§AzsÀ

A9 Type Of  Disability

 «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀvÉAiÀÄ §UÉ/«zsÀ

A10 Have you registered in Electoral roll 
¤ÃªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¹PÉÆAr¢ÝÃgÁ?  

1. Visually Challenged zÀÈ¶Ö zÉÆÃµÀ

2. Speech ªÀiÁw£À zÉÆÃµÀ

3. Hea�ing Impai�ment ±ÀæªÀt zÉÆÃµÀ

4. Locomotor disability ZÀ®£À²Ã®vÉ CAUÀªÉÊPÀ®å

5. Intellectual disability ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ C¸Àé¸ÀÜvÉ

6 Other(specify) EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)
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A11 Do you have UDID

 ¤ªÀÄä §½ UDID EzÉAiÉÄÃ

A12 Do you have an Aadhar card

 ¤ªÀÄä §½ DzsÁgï PÁqïð EzÉAiÉÄÃ?

A13 Is your name in Ration card

 ¤ªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ gÉÃµÀ£ï PÁqïð£À°èzÉ?

A14 Do you have MGNREGA work 
card(only for Rural, If Urban move to 
A16)

 ¤ªÀÄä°è MGNREGA PÉ®¸ÀzÀ PÁqïð EzÉAiÉÄÃ? 
(UÁæ«ÄÃt ¨sÁUÀPÉÌ ªÀiÁvÀæ, £ÀUÀgÀ ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀªÁVzÀÝgÉ A16 
PÉÌ ºÉÆÃV)

A15 If Yes Is the work available when 
demanded

 ºËzÀÄ JAzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ ¨ÉÃrzÁUÀ ¤ªÀÄUÉ PÉ®¸À 
¹UÀÄvÀÛzÉAiÉÄÃ?

A16 how many days you generally work in 
a month

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV wAUÀ¼À°è JµÀÄÖ ¢£À PÉ®¸À 
ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛÃj?

A17 Do you get Pension meant for PwD

 ¤ÃªÀÅ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÁV EgÀÄªÀ ¦AZÀtÂAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛÃgÁ? 

A18 If No Reasons for not getting it

 E®èªÁVzÀÝgÉ, PÁgÀtªÉÃ£ÀÄ?

A19 If Yes in A17 How Much per month?

 A17 gÀ°è ºËzÀÄ JAzÁzÀgÉ wAUÀ½UÉ JµÀÄÖ?

A20 Do you get the Pension Regularly

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤AiÀÄ«ÄvÀªÁV ¦AZÀtÂ ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛÃgÁ?

IF YES IN THE ABOVE QUESTION, STOP THE CURRENT QUESTIONNAIRE AND KINDLY START 
FILLING THE QUESTIONNAIRE MEANT FOR REGISTERED PwD. IF NO CONTINUE FURTHER

F ªÉÄÃ°£À  ¥Àæ±ÉßUÉ GvÀÛgÀ ºËzÁVzÀÝgÉ, F ¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½AiÀÄ£ÀÄß ©lÄÖ £ÉÆAzÁ¬ÄvÀ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÁV EgÀÄªÀ ¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½AiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀÄA©j ªÀÄvÀÄÛ GvÀÛgÀ 
E®è JAzÁVzÀÝgÉ, F ¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½AiÀÄ£À£ÀÄß ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Ä¹j

1. Not aware about it CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ w½¢®è

2. No one helped in getting it
CzÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä AiÀiÁgÀÆ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀ°®è

3. Officer was not suppo�tive
C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ¨ÉA§°¸À°®è

4. Lack of documents zÁR¯ÉUÀ¼À PÉÆgÀvÉ

5. Any other EvÀgÉ
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A21 Who Helped you to get the Pension?

 ¦AZÀtÂ ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ AiÀiÁgÀÄ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀiÁrzÀgÀÄ?

A22 From How many Years You are 
getting the Pension

 ¤ÃªÀÅ JµÀÄÖ ªÀµÀðUÀ½AzÀ ¦AZÀtÂ ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛ¢ÝÃj?

Personal Info�mation ªÀAiÀÄQÛPÀ ªÀiÁ»w

B1 What's your educational 
qualification?

 ¤ªÀÄä «zÁå¨sÁå¸ÀzÀ ªÀÄlÖªÉÃ£ÀÄ?

 

 

 

B2 What's your occupation?

 ¤ªÀÄä GzÉÆåÃUÀªÉÃ£ÀÄ?

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Illiterate  C£ÀPÀëgÀ¸ÀÜ

P�ima�y School     ¥ÁæxÀ«ÄPÀ ²PÀët

High School   ¥ËæqsÀ±Á¯É

Higher Seconda�y  

G£ÀßvÀ ¥ËæqsÀ±Á¯É

Diploma/Ce�tificate  

r¥ÉÆèªÀiÁ/ ¥ÀæªÀiÁt¥ÀvÀæ PÉÆÃ¸ÀÄð

Graduate & above including 
Professional/Technical Courses

¥ÀzÀ« ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÉaÑ£À ²PÀët - ªÀÈwÛ¥ÀgÀ / 
vÁAwæPÀ PÉÆÃ¸ÀÄðUÀ¼ÀÆ ¸ÉÃjzÀAvÉ

Student   «zÁåyð

Unemployed   ¤gÀÄzÉÆåÃV

Unemployed Available for Work

PÉ®¸ÀPÉÌ ®¨sÀå«gÀÄªÀ ¤gÀÄzÉÆåÃV

Gove�nment Se�vice

¸ÀPÁðj ¸ÉÃªÉ

P�ivate Se�vice   SÁ¸ÀV ¸ÉÃªÉ

Own Enterp�ise  ¸ÀéAvÀ G¢ÝªÉÄ

Labourer/Cultivator/Ag�icultural 
and Allied Activities

PÁ«ÄðPÀ / ¸ÁUÀÄªÀ½zÁgÀ / PÀÈ¶ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¸ÀA§A¢üvÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

QNo. Question Response  Code 

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ  PÉÆÃqï¸ÀASÉå     
¸ÀASÉå     
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B3 What's your ma�ital status?

 ¤ªÀÄä ªÉÊªÁ»PÀ ¹Üw K£ÀÄ?

 

 

 

B4 What's your social group?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ UÀÄA¦UÉ 
¸ÉÃj¢ÝÃj?

 

 

B5 How often do you:

 a. Read a Newspaper or 
Magazine?

 b. Listen to the Radio?

 c. Watch Television?

 d. Inte�net (Facebook, 
Whatsapp etc)?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ JµÀÄÖ ¨Áj

 J.  ¢£À¥ÀwæPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß NzÀÄwÛÃgÁ?

 ©.  gÉÃrAiÉÆÃªÀ£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼ÀÄwÛÃgÁ?

 ¹.  zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃqÀÄwÛÃgÁ?

 r.  CAvÀeÁð®ªÀ£ÀÄß 
G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸ÀÄwÛÃgÁ? 
(¥sÉÃ¸ï§ÄPï, ªÁmÁìöå¥ï, EvÁå¢)

Home Maker   UÀÈ»tÂ

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

Never ma��ied   «ªÁºÀªÉÃ Dv®è

Ma��ied  «ªÁºÀªÁVzÉ

Widowed /«zsÀªÉ

Separated/Divorced 

¨ÉÃ¥ÀðlÖ/ «ZÉÒÃ¢vÀ

SC   ¥Àj²µÀÖ eÁw

ST  ¥Àj²µÀÖ ¥ÀAUÀqÀ

OBC    EvÀgÉ »AzÀÄ½zÀ eÁw

Others  EvÀgÉ

Mino�ities 

C®à¸ÀASÁåvÀgÀÄ

Responses   GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ

Almost Eve�y Day   

ºÉZÀÄÑ PÀrªÉÄ ¢£À¤vÀå

At least once a Week

PÀ¤µÀ× ¥ÀPÀë ªÁgÀPÉÌ MªÉÄäAiÀiÁzÀgÀÆ

Less than once a Week

ªÁgÀPÉÆÌªÉÄä VAvÀ®Æ PÀrªÉÄ

Not at all

E®èªÉÃ E®è

News  Radio TV Inter
paper   net   

¢£À¥ÀwæPÉ gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ zÀÆgÀzÀ CavÀ
  ±Àð£À eÁð®

1 1 1 1

2 2 2 2

3 3 3 3

4 4 4 4

258



B6 Du�ing elections, which of 
the following sources do 
you rely on the most to 
get news on elections and 
Politics?

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ gÁdQÃAiÀÄzÀ 
§UÉV£À ¸ÀÄ¢ÝUÀ¼À£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄ®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ 
AiÀiÁªÀ ªÀÄÆ®UÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É ºÉZÀÄÑ 
CªÀ®A©vÀgÁV¢ÝÃj?

Newspaper/Magazine

¢£À¥ÀwæPÉ / ¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉ

Television   zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£À

Radio   gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ

Inte�net   CavÀeÁð®

Mobile Phone   ªÉÆ¨ÉÊ¯ï ¥sÉÆÃ£ï

Family/Relatives/F�iends

PÀÄlÄA§ªÀUÀð¢AzÀ/¸ÀA§A¢üPÀjAzÀ/

¸ÉßÃ»vÀjAzÀ

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

Section C:  Voter Registration
¨sÁUÀ ¹: ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ£À £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ

C1 Did any person from 
Depa�tment for the 
Empowe�ment of 
dife�netly abled  and 
Senior Citizen/EC/BLO 
visited your house to map 
your name for the list of 
PwD or to help you in 
getting registered in the 
voter rolls

 «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄä 
ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß £ÀPÉë ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä CxÀªÁ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¸À®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ºÁUÀÆ 
»jAiÀÄ £ÁUÀjÃPÀgÀ ¸À§°ÃPÀgÀt 
E¯ÁSÉ /ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀåQÛ / ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj 
¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄ£ÉUÉ ¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉAiÉÄÃ?

 

C2 If coded 1 in C1 then who 
visited you

 C1 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï 1 C£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è 
AiÀiÁgÀÄ ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß ¨sÉÃn ªÀiÁrzÀgÀÄ

Depa�tment for the 
Empowe�ment of differently 
abled  and Senior Citizen 
«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ºÁUÀÆ »jAiÀÄ £ÁUÀjÃPÀgÀ 
¸À§°ÃPÀgÀt E¯ÁSÉAiÀÄ ªÀåQÛ

Person from Election 
Commission

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀåQÛ

Yes  ºËzÀÄ

No  E®è

QNo. Question Response Code Skip

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï    ̧ ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ  
¸ÀASÉå   ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj
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C3 BLO / Govt officer did not 
encourage you to register

 ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj / ¸ÀPÁðj 
C¢üPÁj ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¸À®Ä 
¥ÉÇæÃvÁì»¸À°®èªÉÃ?

 

C4 Political pa�ty volunteers 
did not visit your house 
and encouraged you to 
register

 gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëzÀ ¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ 
¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄ£ÉUÉ ¨sÉÃn ¤Ãr 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¸À®Ä ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß 
¥ÉÇæÃvÁì»¸À°®èªÉÃ?

C5 Your Family did not 
encourage you to register

 ¤ªÀÄä PÀÄlÄA§zÀªÀgÀÄ 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¸À®Ä ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß 
¥ÉÇæÃvÁì»¸À°®èªÉÃ?

C6 Did you ever t�y to enrol 
yourself?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÁUÀ¯ÁzÀgÀÆ 
¤ÃªÁVAiÉÄÃ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä 
¥ÀæAiÀÄwß¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

C7 If you t�ied, what is the 
status of the application?

 ¹6 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 1 £ÀÄß 
¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: ºÁUÉ ¤ÃªÀÅ ¥ÀæAiÀÄwß¹zÀÝ°è, 
D CfðAiÀÄ ¹ÜwUÀw K£ÀÄ?

 

 

 

 

BLO 

©J¯ïM (ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj)

Other(mention) EvÀgÉ (w½¹)

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Got the Acknowledgment

¹éÃPÀÈwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¥ÀqÉ¢gÀÄªÉ

Waiting for Acknowledgment

¹éÃPÀÈwUÁV PÁAiÀÄÄwÛzÉÝÃ£É

Proof of Address Rejected/ 
Insufficient

«¼Á¸ÀzÀ ¥ÀÄgÁªÉÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 
wgÀ¸ÀÌøvÀªÁVªÉ/¸ÁPÁUÀ°®è

Proof of Age/Other Documents 
Rejected/Insufficient

ªÀAiÀÄ¹ì£À ¥ÀÄgÁªÉ/EvÀgÉ zÁR¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 
wgÀ¸ÀÌøvÀªÁVªÉ/¸ÁPÁUÀ°®è

Others (Please Specify) 

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è
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C8 If NO in C6, Why didn't 
you t�y to enroll yourself 
in the vote�'s list? 

 ¹6 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 0 £ÀÄß 
¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ 
KPÉ ¥ÀæAiÀÄwß¸À°®è?

 

 

 

 

C9 If BLO/govt officials help 
you in the process of 
registration, are you 
willing to register

 MAzÀÄ ªÉÃ¼É £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 
¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁj / 
¸ÀPÁðj C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 
¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁrzÀgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¸À®Ä ¹zÀÞj¢ÝÃgÁ?

 

C10 If No reasons

 E®è JAzÁVzÀÝgÉ, PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÀÄ

 

 

 

I Don’t Know the Procedure

£À£ÀUÉ «zsÁ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ UÉÆwÛ®è

The Procedure is ve�y 
Cumbersome

PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£ÀªÀÅ §ºÀ¼À PÀµÀÖPÀgÀªÁVzÉ

Do not have any proof of 
residence

£À£ÀUÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ «¼Á¸ÀzÀ ¥ÀÄgÁªÉ EgÀ°®è

I am not interested  

£À£ÀUÉ D¸ÀQÛ EgÀ°®è

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

Not Interested in the election 
process 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è D¸ÀQÛ E®è

By having another card Nothing 
is going to happen

ªÀÄvÉÆÛAzÀÄ PÁqïð ºÉÆAzÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 
K£ÀÆ DuÀÄªÀÅ¢®è

Our voice is not heard

£ÀªÀÄä zsÀé¤AiÀÄ£ÀÄß AiÀiÁgÀÄ PÉÃ½¸ÀÄªÀÅ¢®è 

Any other(specify)

EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è
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Section D:  Voter Pa�ticipation
 ¨sÁUÀ r: ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉ

My Vote Matters

£À£Àß ªÀÄvÀªÀÅ ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
§zÀ¯Á¬Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ / gÁµÀÖçªÀÅ 
£ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛgÀÄªÀ jÃwAiÀÄ ªÉÄÃ¯É 
¥ÀjuÁªÀÄ ©ÃgÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ

Voting is my Right

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À £À£Àß ºÀPÀÄÌ

Voting is my Duty

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À £À£Àß PÀvÀðªÀå

Because of enabling (free 
and fair)environment 
created by Election 
Commission

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ªÀÄÄPÀÛ ºÁUÀÆ 
GvÀÛªÀÄ ªÁvÁªÀgÀtªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀÈ¶Ö¹zÀ 
PÁgÀtPÁÌV

Because of Accessible 
Polling Station

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæPÉÌ ¥ÀæªÉÃ±À (ºÉÆÃUÀ®Ä) 
¸ÀÄ®¨sÀªÁVzÀÄÝzÀjAzÀ

Since I got Registered in 
Electoral Roll

£Á£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 
£ÉÆAzÁ¬Ä¹gÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ

I had the option of NOTA

£À£ÀUÉ £ÉÆÃmÁ DAiÉÄÌ EvÀÄÛ

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

D1 If you were Registered and had an 
Voter Id, would you have voted

 ¤ÃªÀÅ £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¹PÉÆArzÀÝgÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 
Lr ºÉÆA¢zÀÝgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸ÀÄwÛ¢ÝgÁ? 

 

D2 IF CODED 1 IN D1:  What would be your 
reasons you think for opting to vote? 

 *MULTIPLE CODING POSSIBLE

 r1 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 1 £ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: F 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀºÁPÀ®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ EzÀÝAvÀºÀ 
PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? 

 * ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉåUÀ¼À GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ®¨sÀå

 

QNo. Question Response Code Skip

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï    ̧ ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ  
¸ÀASÉå   ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj

No

E®è

Yes

ºËzÀÄ
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D3 Did you Know that following facilities 
are available at the polling station?

 *CODE LIST:   

 No=0; 

 Yes=1; 

 Don't Know=99

 ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæzÀ°è F PÉ¼ÀV£À ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼ÀÄ 
®¨sÀå«gÀÄªÀ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄÃ?

 *PÉÆÃqï ¥ÀnÖ

 E®è=0

 ºËzÀÄ=1

 UÉÆwÛ®è=99

P�io�ity Ent�y for Persons 
with Disabilities/reduced 
mobility/reduced physical 
function

«±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À / PÀrªÉÄ ZÀ®£À²Ã®vÉ / 
PÀrªÉÄ zÉÊ»PÀ ¸ÁªÀÄxÀåð ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ 
ªÀåQÛUÀ½UÉ DzÀåvÉAiÀÄ ¥ÀæªÉÃ±À«vÀÄÛ

D�inking Water

PÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀ ¤Ãj£À ¸ËPÀAiÀÄð

Chairs/Benches

PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ/¨ÉAZÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Toilets

±ËZÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Help Desk

¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ PÉÃAzÀæ 

Ramp

ªÉÄnÖ®ÄgÀ»vÀ £ÀrUÉUÁV E½eÁgÀÄ 

Wheelchairs

UÁ°PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ

Signages for Directions

ªÀiÁUÀð¸ÀÆa aºÉßUÀ¼ÀÄ

Sign Language Posters for 
Deaf Voters

±ÀæªÀtªÀiÁAzÀå ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀjUÉ ¸ÀAPÉÃvÀ 
¨sÁµÉAiÀÄ ¥ÉÆÃ¸ÀÖgïUÀ¼ÀÄ

Sign language interpreter 
existed in your booth

¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ°è ¸ÀAPÉÃvÀ ¨sÁµÉAiÀÄ 
ªÁåSÁå£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ C¹ÛvÀézÀ°èzÉ 

Volunteers

¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ

 Transpo�t facility for 
casting vote

ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸À®Ä ¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë®¨sÀå

Magnifying Glass

¨sÀÆvÀUÀ£Àßr

Companion to assist till 
voting compa�tment

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ «¨sÁUÀzÀªÀgÉUÀÆ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ¸ÀºÀZÀgÀ
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D4 Any other PwD f�iendly facilities 
required at the Polling Station?

 ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæzÀ°è CUÀvÀå«gÀÄªÀ E£ÀÆß 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÄ «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À¸ÉßÃ» ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼À 
CªÀ±Àå«zÉAiÉÄÃ?

Section E:  Voter Awareness and Attitudes
¨sÁUÀ E: ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ w¼ÀÄªÀ½PÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÀÈ¶ÖPÉÆÃ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ

In Years

ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è

E1 What is the minimum age of 
registration to be a voter?

 *CODE 99 FOR DON’T KNOW

 ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ£ÁV £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä PÀ¤µÀ× 
JµÀÄÖ ªÀAiÀÄ¸ÀÄì DVgÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ?

 * PÉÆÃqï 99 UÉÆwÛ®è JazÁzÀgÉ

E2 What is the date for dete�mining 
qualifying age for getting 
registered on the electoral 
roll/voting?

 ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä / ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¸À®Ä CºÀðvÁ ªÀAiÀÄ¸Àìì£ÀÄß 
¤zsÀðj¸ÀÄªÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ?

E3 When is the National Voters’ Day 
celebrated?

 gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¢£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß AiÀiÁªÁUÀ 
DZÀj¸À¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ?

 

 

E4 Did your Local Body celebrated 
National Voters Day in your 
village/locality

 ¤ªÀÄä ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ DqÀ½vÀªÀÅ gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 
¢£ÁZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ªÀÄä ºÀ½î/¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è 
DZÀj¹zÉAiÉÄ?

 

 

th18  Bi�thday

18£ÉÃ ªÀµÀðzÀ ºÀÄlÄÖºÀ§â

1st Janua�y

d£ÀªÀj 1£ÉÃ vÁjÃRÄ

Don’t Know

UÉÆwÛ®è

Inco�rect Date
vÀ¥ÀÄà ¢£ÁAPÀ

Co�rect Date 
¸ÀjAiÀiÁzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ

Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è

Yes
ºËzÀÄ

No
E®è

Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è

QNo. Question Response Code Skip

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï    ̧ ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ  
¸ÀASÉå   ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj
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 Are you aware of Minchina 
Nondani

 «ÄAa£À £ÉÆAzÀtÂAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 
w½¢zÉAiÉÄÃ?

 Option of NOTA/none of the 
above on EVM that could be used 
if you don’t like any candidate?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄ£ÀÄß EµÀÖ¥ÀqÀzÉÃ 
EzÀÝgÉ E«JA£À°è §¼À¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀ £ÉÆÃmÁ 
CxÀªÁ ªÉÄÃ°£À AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÆ E®è DaiÉÄÌ?

 Se�ial Number of candidates 
available in Braille on the EVM?

 E«JA £À°è ¨ÉæöÊ¯ï°¦AiÀÄ°è C¨sÀåyðUÀ¼À 
PÀæªÀÄ¸ÀASÉå ®¨sÀå«zÉAiÉÄ?

 Voter Ve�ifiable Paper Audit Trail 
VVPAT, that helps ve�ify your 
vote?

 ¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¥Àj²Ã°¸ÀÄªÀ°è ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ªÉÇÃlgï ªÉj¥sÉÊAiÀÄ§¯ï ¥ÉÃ¥Àgï 
Crmï mÉæöÊ¯ï ««¥Áåmï? 

E7 Finally, I am going to read out a 
few more statements and I would 
like to know your opinion on 
them.

 Please tell me if you 

 strongly disagree(=1), 
disagree(=2), 

 neither agree nor disagree(=3), 
agree(4) 

 or strongly agree(=5)

 There are no co�rect or inco�rect 
responses so please give me 
your honest opinion.

 PÀqÉAiÀÄzÁV £Á£ÀÄ PÉ®ªÀÅ ºÉÃ½PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
NzÀÄvÁÛ ºÉÆÃUÀÄvÉÛÃ£É ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀÅUÀ¼À §UÉÎ 
¤ªÀÄä C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄ®Ä §AiÀÄ¸ÀÄvÉÛÃ£É.

 zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤ªÀÄä C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄ w½¹j.

 §®ªÁV ¤gÁPÀj¸ÀÄªÉ (=1); ¤gÁPÀj¸ÀÄªÉ 
(=2); M¥ÀÄàªÀÅ¢®è CxÀªÁ ¤gÁPÀj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÆ 
E®è(=3); M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É (=4); CxÀªÁ §®ªÁV 
M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É (=5) 

E6 Do you know about: EzÀgÀ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄ?

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No  E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

YES ºËzÀÄ

No  E®è

Eve�y Vote Counts
¥Àæw ªÀÄvÀªÀÇ UÀt£ÉUÉ §gÀÄvÀÛzÉ

Voting should be made 
compulso�y
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß PÀqÁØAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ

Voting is a cumbersome 
chore
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ MAzÀÄ PÀµÀÖPÀgÀ PÉ®¸À

EVMs provide accurate 
results
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À AiÀÄAvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤RgÀªÁzÀ 
¥sÀ°vÁA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀÄvÀÛªÉ.

Women should consult male 
members or elders before 
voting in elections
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À°è ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÄ£Àß 
ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀÄ ¥ÀÄgÀÄµÀ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀ£ÀÄß CxÀªÁ 
»jAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß PÉÃ½ ªÀÄvÀºÁPÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ

The influence of money and 
muscle is increasing in 
elections
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À°è ºÀt ªÀÄvÀÄÛ vÉÆÃ¼Àâ®zÀ 
¥Àæ¨sÁªÀªÀÅ ºÉZÁÑUÀÄwÛzÉ.

1

0

1

0

1

0

1

0
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 E°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀjAiÀiÁzÀ CxÀªÁ vÀ¥ÁàzÀ 
GvÀÛgÀ / ¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄUÀ½gÀÄªÀÅ¢®è, DzÀÝjAzÀ 
zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÁæªÀiÁtÂPÀ C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß 
w½¹.

E8 Did you know the  following 
statement relating to Ethical 
Voting 

  Please tell me if Yes(=1) or 
No(=0) 

 £ÉÊwPÀ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ F PÉ¼ÀV£À 
ºÉÃ½PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢ªÉAiÉÄ?

 ºËzÀÄ (=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (=0), zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ 
£ÀªÀÄUÉ w½¹, 

I do not intend to vote in the 
upcoming elections
ªÀÄÄA¢£À ZÀÄ£ÁªÀÀuÉUÀ¼À°è ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ®Ä 
£Á£ÀÄ §AiÀÄ¸ÀÄªÀÅ¢®è.

Your vote is not saleable
¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀªÀÅ ªÀiÁgÁlQÌ®èè

Can’t give your EPIC card to 
anyone
¤ªÀÄä J¦Pï PÁqÀð£ÀÄß AiÀiÁjUÀÆ 
¤ÃqÀ®Ä ¸ÁzsÀå«®è

Selecting of good candidate 
is one’s responsibility 
GvÀÛªÀÄ C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄ£ÀÄß DAiÉÄÌ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ M§âgÀ dªÁ¨ÁÝj.

Section F:  Exposure to SVEEP Inte�ventions
¨sÁUÀ J¥sï: J¸ï«EE¦ ªÀÄzsÀå ¥ÀæªÉÃ±ÀzÀ §UÉÎ w¼ÀÄªÀ½PÉ ºÉÆA¢gÀÄ«PÉ

F1 Do you recall seeing or reading 
any voter/election related 
campaign of Election 
Commission of India

 ¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 
§UÉÎ / ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæZÁgÀzÀ 
§UÉÎ N¢zÀ CxÀªÁ £ÉÆÃrzÀ §UÉÎ 
£É£À¦zÉAiÀiÁ

 

F2 Which source did you see 
providing the election related 
info�mation

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ ªÀÄÆ®UÀ½AzÀ ¥ÀqÉ¢j

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Newspapers/Magazines
¢£À¥ÀwæPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ / ¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

TV Adve�tisements and 
Programmes
n« eÁ»ÃgÁvÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Radio and FM Channels
gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ J¥sïJA ZÁ£À®ÄèUÀ¼ÀÄ

Adve�tisement in Cinemas
¹£ÉªÀiÁUÀ¼À°è eÁ»gÁvÀÄ

Activity like Rallies, Prabhat 
Phe�is, Loudspeaker 
Announcement
eÁxÁUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥Àæ¨sÁvï¥sÉÃjUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
zsÀé¤ªÀzsÀðPÀ WÉÆÃµÀuÉUÀ¼ÀAvÀºÀ 
ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

QNo. Question Response Code Skip

¥Àæ±Éß  ¥Àæ±Éß GvÀÛgÀ PÉÆÃqï    ̧ ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ  
¸ÀASÉå   ¸ÀASÉå ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj

1

0

Yes
ºËzÀÄ

No
E®è

Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è 99 ºËzÀÄ
E®è

1

2

3

4

5
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F3 What were the voter 
info�mation/messages That 
were provided?

 *MULTIPLE CODING POSSIBLE

 ¤ÃªÀÅ ¹éÃPÀj¹zÀ ¸ÀAzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ / ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 
ªÀiÁ»wUÀ¼ÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀÅªÀÅ? 

 * §ºÀÄ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉåUÀ¼À GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ®¨sÀå

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cultural/Ente�tainments 
Programmes
¸ÁA¸ÀÌøwPÀ / ªÀÄ£ÀgÀAd£Á 
PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Gove�nment Offices Circular
¸ÀPÁðj PÀZÉÃjUÀ¼À ¸ÀÄvÉÆÛÃ¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ

Posters, Hoardings and 
Publicity Mate�ials ©üwÛ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀæZÁgÀ ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼ÀÄ

NGO and Civil Society Group 
¸ÀPÁðgÉÃvÀgÀ ¸ÀA¸ÉÜ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £ÁUÀjÃPÀ 
¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄ UÀÄA¥ÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ

Inte�net/Social 
Media/WhatsApp
CAvÀeÁð® / ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ 
ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ/ ªÁmÁìöå¥ï

SMS  J¸ïJAJ¸ïUÀ¼ÀÄ

Pledge Letters/Sankalp 
Patras through School 
Students in the Family  
PÀÄlÄA§zÀ°è£À ±Á¯Á «zÁåyðUÀ¼À 
ªÀÄÆ®PÀ zÉÆgÉAiÀÄÄªÀ ¸ÀAPÀ®à ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ/ 
§zÀÞvÁ ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ

Others (Please Specify)
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

Date of Voting and 
Schedules

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÃ¼Á¥ÀnÖ 

Voting is my Right and Duty

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ £À£Àß ºÀPÀÄÌ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀvÀðªÀå 
DvzÉ

Cast Vote as per Choice 
and without taking any 
Inducement

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¥Àæ¯ÉÆÃ¨sÀ£À«®èzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
DAiÉÄÌAiÀÄ C£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁQ

#Go Register or Register

# ºÉÆÃV £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¹ CxÀªÁ 
£ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä¹

#Go Ve�ify or Ve�ify Name 
in Voter List

# ºÉÆÃV ¥Àj²Ã°¹ CxÀªÁ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß 
¥Àj²Ã°¹ 

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

1

2

3

4

5
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F4 Do you recall tagline of the 
campaign du�ing this election? (1 
for Yes, 0 for No)

 (State to Add State Specific Tag 
Lines)

 F ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è ¥ÀæZÁgÀzÀ 
mÁåUï¯ÉÊ£ï £É£À¦zÉAiÉÄ? (ºËzÀÄ 1, E®è 0)

 (¤¢ðµÀÖ mÁåUï¯ÉÊ£ïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÉÃj¸À®Ä w½¹)

1. No Voter to be Left 
Behind 

  AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À¢AzÀ 
ºÉÆgÀUÀÄ½AiÀÄ¨ÁgÀzÀÄ

2. Inclusive, Accessible 
and Ethical Elections, 
Ka�nataka

 M¼ÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ, ¸ÀÄUÀªÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £ÉÊwPÀ 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ, PÀ£ÁðlPÀ

3. Festival of Democracy

    ¥ÀæeÁ¥Àæ¨sÀÄvÀézÀ ºÀ§â

4. #Go Register, #Go 
Ve�ify or #Go Vote

   # ºÉÆÃV £ÉÆAzÁ¬Ä¹, # ºÉÆÃV 
¥Àj²Ã°¹ CxÀªÁ # ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À 
ªÀiÁr 

12 Identity Documents 
allowed for Voting

12 UÀÄgÀÄw£À zÁR¯ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÉÌ 
C£ÀÄªÀÄw¸À¯ÁVzÉ

Facilities Provided at 
Polling Station

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæzÀ°è ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
MzÀV¸À¯ÁVzÉ

P�io�ity Voting for Old and 
PwDs

ªÀÈzÀÞjUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¦qÀ§Æèöår gÀªÀjUÉ 
DzÀåvÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À

Voter Helpline 1950 or 
Voter Helpline App

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ 1950 
CxÀªÁ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ 
D¥ï

cVIGIL App Related

¹ «f¯ï D¥ï ¸ÀA§A¢üvÀ

NVSP Po�tal

J£ï«J¸ï¦ ¥ÉÆÃlð¯ï

Others (Please Specify)

EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)

6

7

9

10

11

12

8
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F5 Which of the following 
celeb�ities/Icons do you recall 
who gave a message for voting? 
(1 for Yes, 0 for No)

 (State to Add Regional Icon)

 F PÉ¼ÀV£À AiÀiÁªÀ ¸É¯É¨ÉænUÀ¼ÀÄ/LPÁ£ïUÀ¼ÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÁÌV ¸ÀAzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀgÀÄ JAzÀÄ 
¤ªÀÄUÉ £É£À¦zÉAiÉÄ? (ºËzÀÄ 1, E®è 0)

 (¥ÁæzÉÃ²ÃPÀ LPÁ£ï ¸ÉÃj¸À®Ä w½¹)

 

F6 Which Icon Inspired you the 
most?

 AiÀiÁªÀ LPÁ£ï ¤ªÀÄUÉ ºÉZÀÄÑ ¥ÉæÃgÀuÉ 
¤ÃrzÀgÀÄ?

F7 Do you have any suggestion w.r.t 
to the icons who can be added? 

 AiÀiÁgÀ£ÁßzÀgÀÄ LPÁ£ïUÀ¼À£ÁßV  ¸ÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀ 
§UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄä ¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÀÄ?

1. Poet, Jnanapeetha 
Awardee Dr 
Chandrasekhar 
Kambara 

 PÀ«, eÁÕ£À¦ÃoÀ ¥Àæ±À¹Û «eÉÃvÀ qÁ. 
ZÀAzÀæ±ÉÃRgÀ PÀA¨ÁgÀ

2. C�icketer Rahul Sharad 
Dravid

   QæPÉnUÀ gÁºÀÄ¯ï ±ÀgÀzï zÁæ«qï

3. Ashwini Angadi(PwD)

  C²é¤ CAUÀr (¦qÀ§Äèöår)

4. Gi�isha Hosanagara 
Nagarajegowda

 VjÃ±À ºÉÆ¸À£ÀUÀgÀ £ÁUÀgÁeÉÃUËqÀ

5. Actress Pranita 
Subhash

  avÀæ£Àn ¥ÀætÂÃvÁ ¸ÀÄ¨sÁµï

6. C�icketer M.S. Dhoni

   QæPÉnUÀ JA.J¸ï. zsÉÆÃ¤ 

7. Boxer Ma�y Kom

f. ¨ÁPÀìgï ªÉÄÃj PÉÆÃªÀiï

8. Badminton Player  Saina 
Nehwal

 JZï. ¨Áåqï«Äl£ï DlUÁwð 
¸ÉÊ£Á £ÉºÁé¯ï

9. Actor Aamir Khan

L.  avÀæ£Àl C«ÄÃgï SÁ£ï

j.   Others (Please specify)

 eÉ. EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ 
¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)
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F8 Do you know about PwD app?

 PwD Då¥ï §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢¢AiÉÄÃ?

 

F9 Did you know that PwD app can 
be used?

 PwD Då¥ï §¼À¸ÀÄªÀ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ §UÉÎ 
w½¢¢AiÉÄÃ? 

 

 

F11 Have you heard of the following 
Yes=1; No=0

 EªÀÅUÀ¼À §UÉÎ PÉÃ½¢ÝÃgÁ?

 ºËzÀÄ=1; E®è=0

F12 Have you heard of Cvigil?

 ¹ «f¯ï §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄ

F13 Have you used Cvigil?

 ¹ «f¯ï ¤ÃªÀÅ §¼À¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

F14 For What purpose You Used?

 (Multiple Options possible)

 ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV §¼À¹¢j?

 (§ºÀÄ DAiÉÄÌUÀ¼À ¸ÁzsÀåvÉ)

Yes(=1) or No(=0)

ºËzÀÄ(=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (=0)

Yes(=1) or No(=0)

ºËzÀÄ(=1) CxÀªÁ E®è (=0)

e) To repo�t regarding 
Violation of Model code of 
conduct against official 
machine�y 

(J) C¢üPÀÈvÀ AiÀÄAvÉÆæÃ¥ÀPÀgÀtUÀ¼À 
«gÀÄzÀÞ ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw ¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ 
G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀgÀ¢ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

f) To repo�t regarding 
Violation of Model code of 
conduct against political 
pa�ties 

(©) gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ 
ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw ¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ 
G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀgÀ¢ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

Yes ºËzÀÄ 

No E®è 0

1

To register as a PwD

M§â «±ÉÃµÀZÉÃvÀ£À JAzÀÄ 
£ÉÆAzÀ¬Ä¸À®Ä 

To book wheel chair

UÁ° PÀÄað PÁ¬ÄÝj¸À®Ä

To book transpo�tation

¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë®¨sÀåªÀ£ÀÄß PÁ¬ÄÝj¸À®Ä

NVSP website/EC website 
/CEO website

NVSP ªÉ¨ï ¸ÉÊmï /EC ªÉ¨ï ¸ÉÊmï 
/CEO ªÉ¨ï ¸ÉÊmï

Voter Helpline Number 
1950

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ ¸ÀASÉå 1950

Chunavana App

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ Då¥ï 

2

1

3

4

5
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F15 Did you have a satisfacto�y 
expe�ience/was your Complaint 
addressed satisfacto�ily?

 

 ¤ªÀÄUÉ F ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄÄ vÀÈ¦ÛzÁAiÀÄPÀ 
C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃrvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¤ªÀÄä 
¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀÈ¦ÛPÀgÀªÁV ¥ÀjºÀj¸À¯Á¬ÄvÉ?

 

F16 Have You come across any of 
these edutainment mate�ial 
developed by EC?

 

 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ C©üªÀÈ¢Þ ¥Àr¹gÀÄªÀ 
ªÀÄ£ÀgÀAd£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ²PÀëtªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ 
¨ÉÆÃzsÀ£Á ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÁzÀ 
¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÁUÀ¯ÁzÀgÀÆ ¸ÀA¥ÀPÀðPÉÌ 
§A¢¢ÝÃgÁ?

 Yes ºËzÀÄ=1  

 No E®è=0

 Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è=99

Election Anthem

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ VÃvÉ

Video Films about EVM, 
VVPAT etc. 

E«JA, ««¥ÁåmïUÀ¼À §UÉÎ «rAiÉÆÃ 
avÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ

Audio tracks DrAiÉÆÃ 
mÁæöåPïUÀ¼ÀÄ

Jingles ¥ÀzÀåUÀ¼ÀÄ

Poster design, Hoarding 
design, standees, sign 
boards, wall w�itings, Wall 
hangings, roll maps

¥ÉÆÃ¸ÀÖgï «£Áå¸À, ºÉÆÃrðAUï 
«£Áå¸À, ¸ÁÖöåArÃ¸ï, £ÁªÀÄ¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
UÉÆÃqÉ§gÀºÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
ªÁ¯ïºÁåAVAUïUÀ¼ÀÄ, £ÀPÉëUÀ¼ÀÄ

g) To repo�t regarding 
Violation of Model code of 
conduct against candidates 

(¹) C¨sÀåyðUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw 
¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀgÀ¢ 
¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

h) To repo�t regarding 
Violation of Model code of 
conduct against co��upt 
practices (such as giving 
away liquor, money, etc.) 

® ¨sÀæµÀÖ ¥ÀzÀÞwUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ ªÀiÁzÀj 
¤Ãw ¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 
ªÀgÀ¢ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ (GzÁºÀgÀuÉUÉ 
ªÀÄzÀå,  ºÀt PÉÆqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ EvÁå¢).

No  E®è

Somewhat  ¸Àé®àªÀÄnÖUÉ

Yes  ºËzÀÄ

0

2

1
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F17 Have you heard/ aware about 
ELC or Campus Ambassador or 
Chunavana Patashala?

 ¤ÃªÀÅ EJ¯ï¹ CxÀªÁ PÁåA¥À¸ï gÁAiÀÄ¨sÁj 
CxÀªÁ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¥ÁoÀ±Á¯ÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 
PÉÃ½¢ÝÃgÁ/w½¢¢ÝÃgÁ?

 

F18 If yes, any family member of 
yours were campus ambassador 
or any one has pa�ticipated in 
Chunavana patashala?

 ºËzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ/¤ªÀÄä PÀÄlÄA§zÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¹¢ÝÃgÁ?

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

Yes ºËzÀÄ

No E®è

THANKS FOR YOUR COOPERATION IN ANSWERING THE QUESTIONS
¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ GvÀÛj¸ÀÄªÀ°è£À ¤ªÀÄä ¸ÀºÀPÁgÀPÁÌV zsÀ£ÀåªÁzÀUÀ¼ÀÄ

Ca�toons ªÀåAUÀåavÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ

Drama, election song, 
pamphlet £ÁlPÀ, ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ 
ºÁqÀÄ, PÀgÀ¥ÀvÀæ

Quiz, Essay w�iting, collage 
and poster making 

gÀ¸À¥Àæ±Éß, ¥Àæ§AzsÀ §gÀºÀ, PÉÆ¯Áeï 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÉÆÃ¸ÀÖgï vÀAiÀiÁjPÉ

0

1

0

1
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