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Foreword   

Chief Electoral Officer, Karnataka 

SVEEP was primarily launched to increase awareness about voter registration and 
its importance of voting and has brought about illustrious changes in the voter 
participation. With regards to upholding the voters participation in the fair and free 
electoral process, our aim has been “No voter is left behind”. Justice, truth and the 

right of choice stands above all. Several activities conducted under SVEEP were targeted towards Youth, 
Women, Person with disabilities, Migrants, Transgender communities and Tribal population. Good 
governance comes along with mutual participation of government and the citizens. SVEEP has undertaken 
various initiatives among which Electoral Literacy Club stands unique. I mightily trust that the electoral 
processes will restore faith in the common man to lead to a better democracy. 

At the heights of democracy lies a common man’s right choice. Election pre-eminently leaves a grand mark 
on the nation. Election commission of India has been playing an indispensable role towards fair and free 
elections. The team has tried its best to fulfil the theme of “INCLUSIVE ACCESSIBLE AND ETHICAL” elections 
with varied variety of SVEEP activities. 

Institute for Social and Economic Change (ISEC), Bengaluru is a premier inter-disciplinary social science 
research institution, has been providing valuable policy feedback to bring about integrated social, economic 
and political transformation, with emphasis on equity and justice.ISEC was commissioned to conduct the 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP intervention, in Karnataka. The team of experts led by Prof. 
S.Madheswaran and Prof. B.P. Vani from ISEC has conducted this extensive study. They have collected 
valuable data from 3602 households, 50 Focused Group Discussions (FGDs) and from implemnting officials 
at district and taluk level . Their report brings out a range of useful information and suggestion which needs 
to be converted into constructive actions to improve inclusive, accessible and ethical electoral participation. 

I am grateful to the team members Ms. Agamoni Majumder and Ms. Anushree K N (ISEC, 
Bengaluru),Dr.AshwiniKumar,B.J (Coffee Board Bengaluru) ,Dr. Shiddalingaswami V. Hanagodimath (CMDR, 
Dharwad), Prof. BasavarajBenni (Vijayanagara Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Bellary), and Mr. Basavaraju, R 
and Mr.Rajendra Prasad (GRAAM, Mysore), for coordinating the survey across the administrative divisions of 
State of Karnataka. Timely help of Mr.G.ShivakumarNayka in designing maps are highly acknowledged. 

The report would not have been possible without the 3602 households’ enthusiastic participation and the 
willingness to share their valuable opinion for the questionnaire. I would like to thank all the households and 
the research team, including the enumerators, field organizers, facilitators, supervisors and data entry 
operators. I would also like to thank all those who were engaged in this project and the field teams who 
worked tirelessly in adverse and challenging conditions. Finally, I would like to thank all the Chief Executive 
Officers at the district and Executive Officers at the Taluk level for providing data in timely manner. 

I am thankful to KG Jagadeesh Additional CEO1, UjjwalGhosh Additional CEO2, KN Ramesh Joint CEO1, AV 
Surya Sen Joint CEO2, P.S.VastradSr Consultant SVEEP, B.S.Hiremath Monitoring Consultant, Mr. Raju, 
Technical Consultant and Ms. Rekha Prasad for providing us the necessary information pertaining to 
secondary data. 

SANJIV KUMAR 
Chief Electoral Officer, Karnataka and 

Ex-officio Additional Chief Secretary, DPAR (Elections) 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Systematic Voters Education and Electoral Participation (SVEEP), a flagship programme of 

the Election Commission of India, was launched in late 2009 and has successfully completed 

two phases of implementation. In its first phase, SVEEP was implemented as part of 17 

General Elections to State Assemblies, while Phase II involved the Lok Sabha election of 

2014 and the Assembly elections of 15 states and union territories. Based on the experiences 

and learnings from these two phases, SVEEP-III was formulated, and is being implemented 

as part of elections being held during the years 2016-20 with the overarching agenda of “NO 

VOTER TO BE LEFT BEHIND”. 

By 2011, SVEEP became an integral part of India‟s election management process and its 

systematic implementation was undertaken as part of 23 State Assembly Elections in 2013. 

SVEEP intervention was initiated in Karnataka as part of the second phase of SVEEP so as 

to increase electoral participation and, it was distinctly observed that the intensified efforts 

under this intervention yielded the desired results while also contributing to achievement of 

sustained outcomes. Karnataka is currently a part of SVEEP-III that was introduced in 2016. 

SVEEP strategy in Karnataka has been designed based on evidence-based planning and this 

approach is being followed presently for structured implementation. The aim of SVEEP in 

Karnataka is to ensure that no voter is left behind and this is sought to be triggered by 

making people aware of the fact that every vote counts. The SVEEP interventions aim to 

make elections inclusive, accessible and ethical.  Inclusivity, which guides the path 

towards social justice, relates to initiatives that are designed to ensure that all voters 

irrespective of age, caste, gender, sex, creed, religion, etc, take part in elections. The 

intervention also aims to specifically render the election process accessible to people with 

disabilities by providing facilities that cater to their needs. SVEEP also seeks to ensure that 

elections, in general, and the process of voting, in particular, are conducted in an ethical 

manner by executing programmes that encourage voters to vote autonomously without 

falling prey to inducements. 

Karnataka has been following an evidence-based SVEEP strategy based on situational 

analysis and gap analysis of the past experiences, learning and past election statistics, to 

identify areas for improvement and targeted interventions. A KAP study was carried out in 

2018 before the State‟s Assembly Elections to understand voters‟ knowledge, attitude, 

behaviour and practices. A systematic Situation and Gap Analysis is carried out by Karnataka 
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at the State level as well as in each of the districts well in advance before each election. The 

resulting insights form the basis of the State‟s SVEEP strategy and plan. The SVEEP Plan is 

prepared as a regular process at the State and district levels, with each district preparing a 

plan that is submitted to the CEO office, which, thereupon, formulates a State-level plan. 

As mentioned previously, the Election Commission had commissioned a baseline Survey of 

the electors prior to the 2018 State Legislative Assembly elections. With the Lok Sabha 

elections scheduled to be held in Mid-April 2019, this survey-based study has been 

undertaken for the documentation and evaluation of SVEEP intervention in Karnataka with 

a focus on Knowledge, Attitude and Practices related to the election process among the 

State‟s electors. The survey, undertaken as part of this study, probes knowledge and 

awareness of electors regarding the overall election process and identifies key forces related 

to issues faced by electors. The study also attempts to assess the factors and causes of 

participation or non-participation of the State‟s electors in the election process. Various 

practices adopted by electors in response to the overall election process and voter 

participation have also been examined. The perceptions of voters as reflected in their belief 

and behaviour, and eventually resulting in their electoral participation, have been assessed 

across Karnataka. The survey has further assessed the awareness levels of voters regarding 

various interventions adopted by the SVEEP programme towards improving voter 

participation in the State‟s election process. The responses of voters to various 

communication strategies adopted by ECI have also been explored. Hence, the present study 

has been undertaken in the State of Karnataka as a comprehensive exercise to obtain, 

evaluate and derive insights from responses of voters on various dimensions relating to 

electors‟ participation or non-participation in the election process, in the light of the SVEEP 

intervention.  

It is expected that this study would provide inputs to the Election Commission to derive 

insights on present awareness levels and understanding of electors towards the election 

process and attitudes of the electors with regard to their participation in the election process. 

It is also expected that the feedback obtained regarding issues such as deterrents to eligible 

voters from obtaining enrolment in electoral rolls, obtaining electoral photo identity cards 

and to participate in the election process, would enable the ECI to derive an understanding 

of the multiple issues and concerns of electors in Karnataka. This survey also serves the 

purpose of providing a benchmark and baseline data/information for the ECI to adopt 
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appropriate communication strategies and interventions, before and during the Election 

process in Karnataka, so as to maximise elector participation. 

The main objective of this research study is to provide inputs and feedback for an effective 

campaign strategy by understanding the behaviours and perceptions of voters through a 

structured questionnaire. In addition, Focused Group Discussions and In-Depth Interviews 

were conducted to elicit maximum information from the respondents and understand the 

general and specific perceptions of people concerning elections and electoral process and also 

about initiatives undertaken by the Election Commission. 

Prior to developing the survey instrument, a detailed analysis of secondary data/information 

was undertaken to appreciate the then-prevailing scenario regarding elections and electoral 

processes. The primary findings based on the secondary data analysis are as follows: 

 Karnataka Elector Population Ratio (EP Ratio) for 2019 is 71.7%, as compared to 72.9% 

in 2018 and 68.3% as per 2011 census population estimates of those in the age group of 

18 and above. The decline in EP Ratio is attributable to the focused efforts for cleansing 

of electoral rolls during 2019. 

 The enrollment gap is highest among the 18-19 years age group with only 35.3% having 

registered. Further, for the same age group, the EP Ratio is relatively higher in Bengaluru 

Rural district (54.9) and Chitradurga (53) while it is low in Kalaburagi (23.3) and 

Bengaluru Urban (24.9). 

 The EP ratio for PwDs in 2018 is 20.80%.  

 The overall voter turnout among PwDs during the 2018 Karnataka Assembly elections 

was 76.44%. The voter turnout was highest in Ramanagara district and lowest in 

Kalaburgi district.  

 In 2018, the total voter turnout increased by 1.42% after introduction of the Sakhi polling 

stations. The increase in the turnout of women voters is evident. 

 The gender gap in the votes polled shows that the ratio stands at 958 in 2018 as compared 

to the sex ratio of 989 in the 18+ population. 

 The SVEEP intervention has increased both Voter turnout and registration. Voter turnout 

has increased from 64.9% in 2008 to 72.5% in 2018 with a higher increment among 

females.  

 In the Karnataka general assembly election of 2018, the proportion of NOTA votes 

ranged between 0.47% and 1.37% in the State.  The highest percentage of NOTA votes 
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was cast in Bangalore Urban district while the lowest percentage of NOTA votes was cast 

in Chikkballapura district. 

Subsequent to the analysis of secondary data, the primary survey was carried out by 

administering the developed questionnaire with 3602 respondents sampled from all the four 

administrative divisions of the state. Analysis of the primary data collected from the survey 

enabled the profiling of the sampled respondents on the basis of their socio-economic and 

demographic characteristics. Respondents in the age cohort of 46-60 year constituted a larger 

share (27.3%) of the total respondents followed by those in the 36-45 years cohort (23.3%). 

Further, Males constituted 55.25% of the respondents, while 44.56% of the respondents were 

females and 0.19% of respondents belonged to the Third Gender. Location wise distribution 

shows that 46.2% of the respondents were from urban areas as compared to 53.8% from rural 

areas. About 1.8% of respondents in the sample reported to having some form of disability, 

with a higher proportion of disabled respondents being from the rural areas and Belgaum 

division. Across social groups, a majority of the respondents belonged to OBC (33.6%) 

followed by others (24.4%), SC (22.4%), ST (10.4%) and Minority (9.1%) respectively. The 

proportion of respondents who are illiterate, completed primary school education and high 

school education was higher in the sample. Respondents who are engaged in 

Labourer/Cultivator/Agriculture and Allied Activities constituted the highest proportion of 

respondents. About 0.92% of respondents in the state had migrated in the last one year, with 

the proportion of such respondents being high in Bangalore, Belgaum and Gulbarga divisions 

and low in Mysore division. The study has, across respondent strata, collected information 

from the sample voters about electoral processes in Indian electoral system, specifically in 

relation to the level of understanding and knowledge regarding minimum age of registration 

to be a voter, qualifying date for registration, National Voters‟ Day, NOTA option, Braille on 

EVM‟s and VVPAT along with the sources of knowledge concerning elections and politics. 

The key findings are presented below 

• 83.1% of the respondents were aware about the minimum age of registration to become a 

voter. 

• Only 23.3% of the respondents reported the correct date for qualifying date for 

registration. 

• 10.2% of the respondents were rightly aware about the date of National Voters‟ Day. 

• 44.4% of the respondents were aware of NOTA option in Electoral Voting Machines. 
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• 50.9% of respondents were aware about the presence of Braille features on EVM‟s 

• Only 54.3% of the respondents were aware of VVPAT machines. 

• 76.3% of respondents believed that the EVMs could not be manipulated 

• Only 46.1% of respondents were aware of the guideline that mere possession of EPIC 

Card was not enough for the electors to cast their vote. 

• A majority (81.7%) of the respondents stated that television and newspapers/magazines 

(28.4%) were reliable source of information about elections and politics. 

Awareness levels regarding some of the path-breaking and new initiatives (e.g. VVPAT and 

Braille features) that have been taken by the Election Commission to increase electoral 

participation and voter confidence in the electoral process were low, indicating the need for 

additional interventions to create awareness. Further, the respondents‟ attitudes towards the 

electoral processes, and the reasons for voting or not voting, and also about the opinion 

concerning election process, were examined and the following were observed - 

• A majority of the respondents across various socio-economic and demographic groups 

(location, division, age, social group, education level, occupation), considered voting 

to be their Right and Duty.  

• The influence of head of the family on casting of vote was relatively higher among SC 

(15.4%) followed by Others (15.3%), Minorities (15.2%), ST (12.6%), and OBC 

(6.9%).  The influence of the head of the family was higher for the respondents who 

had lower levels of education, with the influence decreasing with increase in 

educational attainment. 

• The major reasons for not voting were absence of name on the electoral list, not having 

EPIC, lack of voter slip, voter was being present in the constituency on voting day, and 

long queue & voter not having time to vote. 

• Most respondents showed a positive attitude towards voting and the electoral process 

in general.   

• A majority of the respondents had a positive attitude towards ethical voting.  A higher 

proportion of rural respondents, and respondents with lower levels of education had a 

positive attitude towards ethical voting as compared to others. A higher proportion of 

respondents belonging to the Belgaum and Gulbarga divisions had a positive opinion 

on ethical voting as compared to the other two divisions.  

• 91.2% of the respondents in the sample reported that they believed that every vote 

counts. 
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• 86.6% of the respondents agreed to the statement that voting should be made 

compulsory. 

• 58.2% did not consider voting to be a cumbersome chore.  

• 77.4% of the respondents stated that elections are conducted freely and fairly in India.  

• 78.4% of the respondents felt that EVMs provided accurate results.  

• 60.7% of the respondents agreed that influence of money and muscle power was 

increasing in elections.  

• About 63% of the respondents said that they intended to vote in the upcoming 

elections 

• While 48% of respondents in the sample disagreed with the statement that women 

should consult male members or elders before voting, a considerable proportion (34%) 

of them still agreed to it. 

Data regarding Voters‟ attitudes showed that while a significant proportion of respondents 

held a positive view regarding the electoral processes, a need exists for additional efforts to 

create a positive mindset among voters and address administrative issues regarding the 

voters list, EPIC card etc. 

Further, towards understanding the level of participation and practices of voters, key 

questions on voter registration, voter enrolment process, facilities at the polling station, and 

difficulties faced while voting were posed and the responses assessed. In this regard, the key 

findings are presented below: 

• 82.6% of the respondents in the sample lived in a particular residence since birth while 

around 1.3% of the respondents lived in a residence for less than a year.  

• 89.5% of respondents were enrolled in the voter list while 7.6% of respondents said 

that their application was being processed while 2.9% of them had never registered.  

• 93% of the respondents in the sample reported that they had never possessed an EPIC 

Card.  

• The major means for enrolment were: visiting the local voter enrolment centre, Special 

Enrolment Drives and BLO‟s visit to residence.  

• 70.8% of  respondents stated that they had visited the enrolment office only once for 

the purpose of registering their names in the voters‟ list while 18.3% made two visits, 

5.7% of the  respondents made three visits and 1.3% made more than three visits.  The 
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number of visits undertaken by rural respondents was more than that by urban 

respondents 

• 66.3% of respondents felt that the enrolment procedure was easy while 2.8% felt the 

process to be difficult 

• About 91% of the respondents had voted in the last (2018) general assembly elections. 

• 12.5 % of voter-respondents stated that they had experienced difficulties while voting.  

• Major difficulties faced while voting are: absence of separate queue for senior citizens, 

long queue, and lack of facilities like drinking water, toilet and ramp at polling station  

Towards assessing the effectiveness of the SVEEP intervention, including the 

communication-related initiatives, respondent-based information regarding recall rates of 

campaigns undertaken by SVEEP, call centres, websites, voter edutainment materials, 

sources of information were collected, along with responses of election-related officers 

regarding the issues related to election administration and the SVEEP intervention. Analysis 

of the collected data showed that - 

• 58.5% of respondents could recall the election related campaigns 

• 84.9% of respondents said that TV advertisements and programmes were the key 

sources of election-related information. 

• The catchiest information in the campaign was stated to be “Voting is my right and 

duty”. 

• Nearly half of the respondents could not recall ICONS/STARS during elections. 

• 57.5% of the respondents were of the view that Cricketer Rahul Dravid was the most 

appealing/motivating personality 

• Only 4.4 % of the respondents reported to have accessed the Election Commission‟s 

website, and 21.6% of respondents were unaware of the existence of the website.  

• 62.7% of respondents had accessed the website for searching their names and other 

details on the electoral list. 

• 73.2% of respondents reported that they were unaware about the call centre facility.  

• Among those who had used the call centre facility, 41.0% of respondents reported that 

they had used the call facility for clearing doubts about the registration process and 

34.4% of them had used it to know the polling dates and details. 

• Only 2.6% of the electors had used the Chunavana app. 

• About 40% of electors below the age of 30 years were aware of the Electoral literacy 

club (ELC). 
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• 73.2% of young respondents felt that participation in ELC had influenced them to vote 

in the last assembly election. 

• From the perspective of officials, the major hindrance faced by the officers during 

registration process was that the prospective enrollers did not possessing the date of 

birth proof document.  

• Officials stated that the main problem faced by them in identifying and registering the 

PwDs was shortage of time and lack of information about them from the concerned 

department.  

• About 45% of the officials felt that SVEEP campaign was excellent while 50% of them 

reported it to be very good. 

Further, Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) were conducted with various groups regarding 

specific issues related to the three dimensions of inclusivity, access and ethical elections. The 

FGDs showed that - 

• A major challenge with registration of PwD voters relates to their mobility as most of 

the PwDs could not travel to the registration centre or reach the registration centre 

within the stipulated date/time and, hence, were left out.  

• People did not get registered due to the lack of clarity regarding the date-time of 

registration. 

• Individuals belonging to the transgender community faced administrative hurdles in 

getting registered mainly due to lack of personnel or BLO officers who could guide 

them in voter registration and electoral processes. 

• A significant proportion of women and people from SC/ST was not aware of the 

registration process 

• Youth with lower levels of education did not have clarity about the registration process 

• It was suggested that the voter registration process should be an ongoing process, and 

not happen only at the time of elections, so that the issue of accessibility for registration 

could be addressed. 

• Most youth were unaware about NOTA. It was felt that awareness regarding NOTA can 

address the issue of the youth losing faith in the electoral/democratic system. 

• People did not have trust in the contesting candidates as it was felt that the candidates 

did not effect any positive change after winning the elections. 

• It was suggested that the voting centre should have basic facilities to support the PwD, 

women and other voters. 
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• It was stated that as private sector business organizations did not declare a holiday on 

voting day, many young employees could not cast their vote after availing leave.  

• Migration was a major concern with a large proportion of migrants stating that 

transaction costs for casting their vote were higher due to travel costs and loss of 

wages. 

• It was suggested that the IEC campaigns of the SVEEP should be carried out by 

considering the local context, and that the awareness-related activities should also 

focus on the process and advantage of voting than on merely projecting voting as a 

right. 

• It was categorically stated that transport facility should be provided to increase 

electoral participation.  

• TV advertisements, loudspeaker campaigns, Local Icons/Stars campaigning have been 

the major sources of information concerning election-related information 

• People are aware and habituated to the practice of corruption during elections 

• It was suggested that adequate police personnel should be present at the polling station 

to avoid any election-related trouble or disputes. 

Based on the findings of the study which was conducted across all divisions, certain 

suggestions are provided below to increase awareness regarding the electoral process - 

• Educational Institutions and Public spaces need to be used to implement IEC activities 

and spread awareness about the electoral process 

• Voter registration process-related drives and the SVEEP interventions should be 

undertaken throughout the year in all local self-governments or municipal offices 

• Awareness regarding the process of voter enrolment needs to be increased by using all 

types of media (digital, print and electronic and rallies) that meet the needs of different 

sections. 

• Separate Queues for disabled, women and senior citizens should be mandated in the 

polling stations. 

• TV advertisements should be targeted to specific groups 

• Usage and access of election-related Websites, Call Centers, edutainment materials 

needs to be publicized among the voters in cinema theatres, schools and colleges, 

Grama Panchayats and other public spaces for raising awareness levels and 

participation. 
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The ECI has the goal of conducting accessible, inclusive and ethical elections, with these 

principles being an integral component of the SVEEP intervention. The contribution of the 

SVEEP interventions to these goals were analyzed, and it was seen that – 

a. Accessibility: The ECI‟s action plan on accessible elections 2018-19 includes two goals 

that seek to make the registration and polling completely accessible to all PwDs. The 

goals have the targeted outcomes of achieving higher enrolment of PwDs, and voter 

turnout of PwDs to be on part with general electors. In this direction, the SVEEP 

intervention has taken various steps to achieve those outcomes. As part of this study, the 

following interventions were undertaken with regard to accessibility –  

i. A statewide survey was conducted which resulted in the identification and mapping of 

436650 PwDs on the basis of polling stations. Of these PWDs, 382738 individuals 

were registered voters with EPIC, and 15801 PwDs were registered as voters through 

this survey. 

ii. A dedicated helpline was developed to address PwDs grievances. Awareness 

programmes were conducted about registration and facilities available at polling 

stations. 

iii. Sign Language Interpreters were engaged for people with hearing disability, and 

Braille facility in EVMs was demonstrated to visually challenged persons.  

iv. Special provisions were made to allow a companion with PwD if asked for. 

Volunteers were present at all polling stations to guide them in the process before and 

after exercising their franchise.   

v. Preferences were given to PwDs on Election Day, and constant updates were provided 

through cellphones on the status of queue in the polling station to the identified PwDs.  

vi. All polling stations were made disabled-friendly with the provision of ramps of 

legally specified sizes. 

vii. For the visually-impaired, voter guide brochures on registration and voting procedure 

were brought out in Braille and distributed throughout the state.  

viii. Postcards with electoral messages were developed in Braille and posted to 

over 1000 visually-impaired individuals. 

ix. On 7th May 2018, special postage stamps were released on 4 themes including PwDs 

x. Sign language experts were appointed to motivate PwDs and transmit election related 

messages to them.  
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xi. Wheelchairs were provided to all the needy ortho-disabled at polling stations. 

Visually-impaired voters were provided with magnifying glasses at all polling 

stations. 

xii. Chunavana App was used by 303 persons to book wheelchairs for use at polling 

stations. 

xiii.  Transport facilities were provided to the PwD voters to travel to the polling 

stations and return to their place of residence. This service was reported to be good by 

most of the PwDs who used this facility and the election officers who offered this 

service. 

xiv.  388 PwD employees participated as presiding officers and polling officers in 

86 polling stations of 50 Assembly Constituencies during 2018 elections. The number 

of polling stations that were completely managed by PwD employees was 26. This 

initiative contributed to the voter turnout in polling stations that were fully managed 

by PwDs, rising to 67.40% in 2018 as compared to 67.22 % in 2013. 

These efforts have resulted in good percentage of the State‟s PwD population being enrolled 

as voters, and attainment of EP ratio of 20.8 among PwDs. Also, the overall voter turnout 

among PwDs was estimated to be 76.44% .  

b. Inclusivity: Along with efforts to increase access, the State has also made various 

attempts to promote inclusivity of elections. Various initiatives have been taken to ensure 

that specific target segments participate in the electoral process and cast their vote 

without fear or under duress. Such initiatives include – 

1. Migrants: The net migration rate of Karnataka is greater than that in other southern 

states, and hence, towards including such migrants into the electoral system, various 

measures were undertaken – 

i. Obtaining support from the Labour Department‟s network to carry out SVEEP 

intervention-based activities in Factories and Industries as well as ensuring that 

the migrant labour are provided with paid leave for travelling to their native place 

on election day by their employers. 

ii. Communication campaign with migrants to motivate the migrants to travel to their 

native places and cast their vote and also meet their families. 

iii. Organizing demonstration of functioning of EVMs and VVPATs at identified 

industrial areas, organize screening of films on EVM & VVPAT and provide a 

first-hand experience of voting to the migrants to address their concerns. 
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iv. Using NGOs‟ networks to reach out to daily wage labourers, seasonal migrants, 

industrial workers, slumdwellers, homeless and other migrants. 

v. Conducting events at sites with a high population of migrants like industrial 

congregations, migrant localities/slums, transit points such as Railway Stations 

etc. 

vi. Interacting with migrants at transit points and facilitation of „On Site‟ filling up of 

enrolment forms for unregistered migrants. 

vii. Reaching out to Corporate Houses through various federations to cover young 

migrant professionals. 

viii. Organizing special registration camps with labour unions at factories. 

ix. Partnering with industrial and organizational federations to spread electoral 

awareness and voter education. 

x. Implementing Targeted interventions in coordination with District Labour 

Officer/Labour inspector/Police thanas, etc. 

2. Transgender Community: Of the estimated 20,332 transgender individuals in 

Karnataka, 4,552 transgender registered for the first time to vote in the 2018 elections. 

The activities taken to motivate transgender voters include - 

i. Partnering with NGOs working with third gender community and community leaders 

to mobilize them for interpersonal communication and electoral participation. 

ii. Providing facilitation services to get enrolled as well as for changing the gender 

category in electoral roll to Third Gender if they are already enrolled as Men or 

Women. 

iii. Organizing demonstrations of EVM & VVPAT where significant number of Third 

Gender people live and can be reached. 

iv. Creating an environment for their involvement through mainstream communication 

campaigns on how they are an integral part of society at large. 

v. Organizing walkathons for transgender community 

vi. Mainstreaming through involving third gender community leaders in public events, 

radio programs, TV programs etc. 

vii. Use of social media to encourage the third gender individuals‟ participation and create 

awareness among general public to make their participation free of bias by general 

population. 

3. Service Voters: As per the final elector roll 2018, the number of registered service 

voters in Karnataka was 27908 which included 27461 male service voters and 447 



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  xxix 

female service voters. Interventions were undertaken to popularize postal ballots 

among the service personnel by sending specific messages through the armed forces‟ 

clubs, mess, army schools, defense personnel wives‟ welfare associations, canteens, 

facilitation centers at cantonment areas etc. 

4. Women: The KAP Survey which was conducted in 2018 revealed that nearly 10% of 

the state‟s women voters still cast their vote under the influence of male family 

members. Many women-specific interventions were undertaken to motivate them to 

participate in the electoral process without fear or under duress. Some of the activities 

to motivate Women voters in the state are as follows - 

i. Targeting Youth (women) in educational institutions for enrolment with help of 

Campus Ambassadors. 

ii. Targeting housewives and women engaged as labour in cities, in factories, small 

industrial establishments, commercial establishments with help of Child Development 

Project Officers (CDPOs), Mahila Mandals, Self Help Groups, Anganwadi Workers 

etc. to spread awareness and motivate women to come out and enroll themselves and 

subsequently vote in all elections. 

iii. Inclusion of substantial number of women in Booth Awareness Groups (BAGs). 

iv. Partnering and Collaboration with CSOs working with women. 

v. Use of local AIR and local channels focused on women to spread electoral awareness. 

vi. Production and display of women specific audio-visual documentaries to spread 

electoral awareness with the help of Department of Information & Public Relations 

vii. Organizing sports competitions at GP Level, Taluk Level as part of International 

Women‟s day Celebration. 

viii. Spreading Women voters‟ awareness at district level as part of International 

Women‟s Day 

ix. Organizing workshops to create awareness about electoral process and EVMVVPAT, 

discussions in GP Level at Anganawadi and SHG Level 

x. Establishing 600 Sakhi polling stations during the 2018 Assembly elections, with 

these polling stations being managed exclusively by women polling officers. 

5.  Ethnic and tribal communities: Ethnic and tribal communities constitute nearly 7% 

of the total population in the state. Various initiatives were undertaken to mainstream 

the people of these communities so that they could take part in the electoral process. 

Some of the initiatives taken for these communities are as follows - 

i. Folk art was used to disseminate electoral information 
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ii. Local tribal leaders were selected as Icons 

iii. Assistance from NGOs was taken to motivate these communities about the 

importance of participation in the electoral system. 

iv. The local officials were involved in the campaigning process since they have better 

understanding of socio-economic needs, traditions and culture of these communities. 

v. Demonstration of EVM, VVPAT and especially NOTA was provided to the 

community. 

vi. Campaigns on importance of ethical voting were undertaken in the local language. 

vii. Cycle Rallies and Folk art competitions were conducted in tribal areas. 

viii. Setting up of 28 Ethnic Polling Stations in 18 Assembly Constituencies of 8 districts  

These interventions have led to an increase in the registration of tribals. About 10.38% 

increase in registration/ enrolment was observed during the drive, and a significant 

improvement in the voter turnout in tribal areas was recorded during 2018 as compared to 

2013. The voter turnout has increased from 76.98% to 81.51% in tribal areas, and 

improvement was visible in most polling stations where tribal population is located. 

c. Ethical voting: Various interventions were undertaken under the SVEEP program to 

highlight the relevance of ethical voting. The survey undertaken as part of this study 

showed that, consequent to the SVEEP intervention, most respondents showed a positive 

attitude towards voting and the electoral process in general.  A majority of the 

respondents had a positive attitude towards ethical voting.  A higher proportion of rural 

respondents, and respondents with lower levels of education had a positive attitude 

towards ethical voting as compared to others. A higher proportion of respondents 

belonging to the Belgaum and Gulbarga divisions had a positive opinion on ethical 

voting as compared to the other two divisions.  

Thereby, it is evident that the SVEEP intervention in Karnataka has been able to further the 

objective of accessible, inclusive and ethical elections. However, with the intensification of 

the SVEEP intervention, the Election Commission could further strengthen the electoral 

process in the country through the adoption of short term and long term measures to increase 

voter participation. 
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CHAPTER 1 

 BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT 

1.1 Background of the Study 

On 26
th

 January, 1950, India adopted its Constitution, a globally path breaking and 

visionary document which details the philosophy and the manner in which the country 

would be governed at all times. The Indian Constitution has 22 main parts with 23 Chapters, 

395 Articles and Nine Schedules, besides the PREAMBLE. The Constitution of India 

bestows a great deal of freedom to citizens of the Nation. With Rights and Freedoms come 

many Duties as well, for every citizen of India, which is also aptly elaborated in the 

Constitution itself. 

The Constitution of India also mandates the formation of the Election Commission of India 

(ECI). Article 324 of the Constitution provides for superintendence, direction and control of 

elections to be vested in an Election Commission. It mentions that the superintendence, 

direction and control of the preparation of the electoral rolls for conduct of all elections to 

Parliament and to the Legislature of every State and of elections to the offices of President 

and Vice President held under this Constitution, shall be vested in a Commission (referred 

to in this Constitution as the Election Commission).The ECI derives its authority through 

the Constitution of India. Hence, the ECI is responsible for conduct of the Election process 

through which people of the country choose their representatives to National Parliament and 

State Legislative Assemblies. 

The Election Commission exercises its powers to ensure that elections are held in a free 

environment and fair manner allowing each and every citizen, the Right to vote and the 

exercise of this franchise by all eligible citizens, with this feature being the cornerstone of 

the robust Indian democracy. Article 325 of the Constitution states that „No person to be 

ineligible for inclusion in, or to claim to be included in a special, electoral roll on grounds of 

religion, race, caste or sex‟. Thus, this article makes it mandatory for preparation of one 

general electoral roll for each constituency, for election to both the houses of Parliament and 

Legislature Assembly. 
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Article 326 of the Constitution mentions that elections to the house of the People and to the 

Legislative Assemblies of States are to be held on the basis of Adult Suffrage. Adult 

suffrage as stated in the Constitution of India, is the right to vote given to every adult citizen 

of India, who is above 18 years of age. This provision provides for maximum electoral 

participation of citizens above 18 years of age and provides an opportunity to the youth to 

select their leaders as envisaged in the Constitution. 

Right to Vote, under Article 19-1(a) of the Indian Constitution, means right to know about 

the candidate to whom the laymen is casting a vote Article 19-1(a) has been interpreted to 

provides information to voters about the assets and liabilities of their candidates. Further, 

the voters‟ right as provided for, in the Constitution, is that “with strategies of electoral 

process, every citizen of the country would have right to know, inquire and ensure the 

particulars of the candidate who is to represent them in the Parliament and State Legislative 

Assemblies”. Moreover, Article 19-1(a) of the Constitution of India provides for freedom of 

speech and expression. Triumph of democracy depends on the portrayal of public will and 

that is what the Constitution of India supports. Thus, participation of all the eligible voters 

in the election process assumes greater significance and importance. The only grounds for 

exclusion from voting are (i) non-residence, (ii) unsoundness of mind, (iii) crime and (iv) 

corrupt or illegal practice. This provision has been hailed as the "fountain spring of India's 

Democracy". It has swept away, at one stroke, all the antiquated and undemocratic 

qualifications prescribed to be eligible for voting - property, income, status, title, 

educational qualification and so on. 

The cumulative effect of above two provisions viz. Articles 325 and 326, on democracy in 

India is indeed far-reaching. This has led every citizen to become entitled to cast a vote, 

which was not the case previously. The principle of „one person, one vote, one value‟ has 

become a Constitutional right. As a result, the citizens of India now vote as individuals and 

not as Hindus, Muslims, Christians or Sikhs. The Right to Vote arises on fulfilment of the 

conditions prescribed under the Representation of People Act 1950. It is a statutory right, as 

it is created by a statute or legislation (i.e. the Representation of People Act 1950). After 

fulfilling all the conditions for a citizen to become entitled to vote, he has Fundamental 

Right under Article 19-1(a) to know the antecedent of the candidates contesting for the 

election. Hence, the democracy based on adult franchise is a part of the basic structure of 

the Constitution. The right of adults to take part in election process either as a voter or a 
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candidate can be restricted by a valid law which does not offend the Constitutional 

provisions. 

ECI takes various measures to ensure that all voters are informed and that they participate in 

the election process to fulfil their constitutional duty. Since the year 2011, the Election 

Commission of India has declared January 25
th

 as „National Voters‟ Day‟ which is 

celebrated every year. This celebration further emphasises the importance of the Voter and, 

in particular, encourages youth to express themselves and take part in the political process 

of formation of the Government. 

The Election Commission strives to continuously improve the process of election in the 

country and to ensure that electors exercise their Right to vote in an informed, free and 

fearless environment. With this in mind, it endeavours, and take initiatives and measures to 

improve and reform the electoral process to facilitate all eligible voters to exercise their 

voting right in a free and fair environment, and in formation of an elected Government. 

Over time, with declining voter participation in elections across the world and the country, it 

was realized that voter education backed by higher level of facilitation was imperative. 

Hence, Systematic Voters‟ Education and Electoral Participation (SVEEP) was initiated by 

the ECI in 2009 in tune with the theme of „Greater Participation for Stronger Democracy‟ 

which was chosen for the ECI‟s Diamond Jubilee year. Thus, SVEEP was initiated with these 

two components at its centre with an aim of strengthening the democratic fabric by promoting 

increased participation in electoral process by all the sections of the electorate. Specifically, it 

aimed for 100% registration of all eligible voters and maximum voter turnout during the 

General and Assembly Elections. 

1.2 SVEEP in Karnataka 

The ECI has taken several new initiatives in the recent past to promote participation of 

voters and ensure free and fair voting. Notable among these initiatives are providing 

adequate security, computerization of electoral rolls, providing electors with unique identity 

cards, and strict enforcement of Model Code of Conduct, that provides for a level playing 

field to contestants during the elections. In addition, measures to create awareness about 

importance of casting votes, BLO (Block Level Officers), VREC (Voter Registration and 

Epic Centres), EPIC (Electoral Photo Identity Card) delivery, etc. have been implemented.  
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ECI‟s current flagship programme is Systematic Voters Education and Electoral Participation 

(SVEEP). SVEEP was initiated in late 2009 and has already gone through two phases. In its 

first phase, it covered 17 General Elections to State Assemblies, while Phase II involved the 

Lok Sabha election of 2014 and the Assembly elections of 15 states and union territories. 

Based on the experiences and learning‟s from the last two phases, SVEEP-III was formulated 

and is applicable for the elections held during the years 2016-20 with the agenda being “NO 

VOTER TO BE LEFT BEHIND”. 

By 2011, SVEEP became an integral part of election management and its systematic 

implementation was undertaken across 23 State Assembly Elections in 2013. SVEEP 

intervention in Karnataka was part of the second phase of SVEEP which sought to increase 

electoral participation for the first time and, it was observed that the intensified efforts 

yielded fruits with some record results. Karnataka currently is part of SVEEP phase III that 

was introduced in 2016. SVEEP strategy in Karnataka has been designed based on 

evidence-based planning and this is followed presently for structured implementation. The 

aim of SVEEP in Karnataka is to ensure that no voter is left behind and this is sought to be 

achieved by making people aware of the fact that every vote counts. . Its aim is to make 

elections inclusive, accessible and ethical. Inclusivity, which shows the path towards social 

justice, relates to initiatives that are designed to ensure that all voters irrespective of age, 

caste, gender, sex, creed, religion, etc, take part in elections. The state also aims to 

specifically make the election process accessible to specially-abled individuals by providing 

facilities that cater to their needs. SVEEP also seeks to ensure that elections, in general, and 

the process of voting, in particular, are conducted ethically, by executing programmes that 

encourage voters to vote autonomously without falling prey to inducements. 

Though the SVEEP initiative started with some sporadic awareness campaigns at its initial 

stage, SVEEP was never envisaged as a simple awareness program for voter awareness and 

information dissemination. SVEEP has been looked upon as a systematic, strategic and 

scientifically designed intervention for sustained change in electoral behaviour and practices 

among the voters. Consequently, as it evolved and matured, SVEEP was strengthened with 

sound approaches, frameworks, systems and processes. Karnataka has been one of the 

pioneering states in developing SVEEP into its envisaged form of a systematic intervention 

with comprehensive planning and well-structured implementation. 
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Karnataka has been following an evidence-based SVEEP strategy based on situational 

analysis and gap analysis of the past experiences, learning and past election statistics for 

identifying areas for targeted interventions. A KAP study was carried out in 2018 before the 

State‟s Assembly Elections to understand voters‟ knowledge, attitude, behaviour and 

practices. This practice has, since, been made an integral part of the State‟s election 

management process. A systematic Situation and Gap Analysis process is carried out by 

Karnataka at State level as well as at each of the districts well in advance before each 

election. The resulting insights into the voters‟ mind-set form the basis of SVEEP strategy 

and plan. SVEEP Plan is prepared as a regular process at the State and district levels. Each 

district prepares a plan and submits it to the CEO office, which, thereupon, formulates a 

State-level plan. 

As mentioned previously, in order to gain an insight on views of electors on election 

process in Karnataka, the Election Commission had commissioned a Baseline Survey of the 

electors prior to the 2018 State Legislative Assembly elections. Now that the Lok Sabha 

elections are due again in the Middle of April 2019 this year, documentation and evaluation 

of SVEEP intervention in Karnataka has been commissioned to study and assess 

Knowledge, Attitude and Practices related to election process among electors of Karnataka. 

The survey probes knowledge and awareness of electors regarding overall election process 

and identify key influences on issues related to voting by electors. It attempts to assess 

possible factors and reasons of participation and non-participation of electors in Karnataka 

in the election process. Various practices adopted by electors in response to overall election 

process and voter participation have also been studied. The view of voters in terms of their 

belief and behaviour, resulting in their electoral participation has been studied across the 

state of Karnataka. The survey further identifies the awareness of voters relating to various 

interventions adopted by the SVEEP programme of ECI to improve voter participation in 

the election process in Karnataka. The likely responses of voters to, in terms of their 

participation, to various communication strategies adopted by ECI have also been assessed. 

Hence, the present study has been undertaken in the State of Karnataka to obtain views of 

voters in terms of their responses which are likely to influence their participation or non-

participation in the election process. 

This survey will facilitate the Election Commission to gain an insight on present awareness 

level and understanding of electors towards election process and attitude of the electors with 
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regard to their participation in the election process. Further, it will provide an insight and 

knowledge about variety of practices adopted during the election process by electors in the 

state of Karnataka. 

Through the survey, the Election Commission of India is expected to get an idea of the issues 

and concerns of electors in the State of Karnataka. Hence, the survey provides feedback in 

understanding various reasons for eligible voters not coming forward for enrolment in 

electoral rolls, getting electoral photo identity cards and to participate in the election process. 

Thus, this survey provides a benchmark and baseline data/information for the ECI to adopt 

appropriate communication strategies and interventions, before and during the Election 

process, in the State of Karnataka to maximise elector participation. 

The study‟s results and conclusions will allow the Election Commission to take necessary 

steps and adopt strategies and intervention measures for improving voter participation as 

envisaged in the Constitution of India. The conduct of elections in a fair and just manner will 

help strengthen the democratic processes of electing a Government by the people, of the 

people, for the people. Thus the study will facilitate the implementation of policy-based 

decisions for improving the election process in Karnataka. 

1.3 Key SVEEP Strategies and Interventions in Karnataka‟s Legislative Assembly 

Elections 2018 

Karnataka integrated SVEEP seamlessly in its electoral management activities since 

National Voters‟ Day (NVD) 2011 celebrations. The efforts, enthusiasm and innovation 

reached its pinnacle in 2018 with the Legislative Assembly Elections. The SVEEP program 

saw numerous new practices, innovative approaches and initiation of systems & processes 

during the 2018 Karnataka Legislative Assembly Elections. The experiences and learning 

from 2018 Legislative Assembly Elections will be used to re-design the SVEEP for 2019 

General Assembly elections in the State. SVEEP was strengthened by the large number of 

partnerships and resource mobilization initiatives leading to involvement of different 

stakeholders including Government, Private and Civil Society Organizations (CSOs), which 

made it a truly comprehensive, inclusive & effective intervention. It was no surprise that the 

collective efforts led to the highest ever voter turnout in the 2018 Legislative Assembly 

Elections.  
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SVEEP in Karnataka is characterized by some unique features like evidence based planning, 

differentiated approach, targeted intervention, multi-pronged IEC approach, local culture 

capitalization, strategic partnerships and leveraging existing networks. A brief overview of 

how these approaches have shaped SVEEP is given below: 

a. Differentiated Approach: Karnataka is a large state, with its population having 

different ethnicity, cultures, customs and traditions. This diversity among different 

target groups, that need to be reached through the SVEEP, demands use of multiple 

platforms for voter education and behaviour change as along with differentiated 

communication & approaches. A variety of approaches and media including Mass 

Media, Mid-Media activities, Interpersonal Communication, Social Media and other 

innovative approaches were used. For e.g. Urban voters were targeted using FM Radio 

and mid-media activities; Smaller towns had postcards/ pledge/ signature campaigns, 

rallies, competitions; youth were targeted through social media; migrants through 

outreach at bus stations; tribal communities through activities at haats/ markets/ fairs/ 

festivals; women through involvement of outreach ambassadors like Anganwadi 

Workers/ ASHA Workers/ SHG Members etc. 

b. Targeted Intervention Approach: This is one of the most important strategies that 

have been implemented quite successfully in 2018. The objective of the targeted 

intervention approach is to plan and implement events and programs towards impacting 

specific segments of the voter population with history of low voter registration and low 

voter turnout. Thus, a process of identifying specific Polling Stations and population 

groups with low registration and low voter turnout is carried out in each district. This is 

followed by analysis and understanding of reasons for the same. Based on this, 

strategies are formulated for addressing these reasons and increasing the registration 

and voter turnout in the identified Polling Stations and population groups. 

c. Multi-Pronged IEC Approach: Karnataka has adopted the well-known communication 

paradigm that when a message is transmitted through multiple modes from every 

possible avenue, it gets imbibed in people‟s mind over time. SVEEP activities are 

carried out in every mode of communication possible, including mass media (Radio, 

TV, Newspapers-both local and national), magazines, stickers, hoardings, banners, wall 

writings & wall paintings, traditional cultural street plays, internet & social media, 

facilitation centres, one-to-one interaction etc. - on a persistent basis. 
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d. Local Culture Capitalisation: Different districts across Karnataka have different local 

cultures. The SVEEP campaigns and messages are popularized by utilizing media and 

channels, both modern and traditional, that are well accepted by the local community 

and which are an integral part of the State‟s social and cultural ethos. The activities 

ranged from outreach to local fairs and cultural events/gatherings like haats to 

integrating SVEEP messages/activities into festival celebrations like Holi to 

development of IEC using local folk art. 

Electoral Literacy Clubs (ELC) have also been formed as platforms to engage school 

students through interesting activities and hands-on experience to sensitise them on 

their electoral rights and familiarise them with the electoral process of registration and 

voting. ELCs are also present in colleges and rural communities. Election commission 

the officers reach out to the young voters at Pre-University and Degree Colleges for 

new registration in the first stage and educate them about the significance of voting in 

building a strong democracy and strong India. In the second stage, awareness is created 

among the students about the ethical voting. Every Electoral Literacy Club, formed in 

the colleges, have ambassadors and student representatives to voluntarily organize 

debates, essay competitions, quiz street plays, cycle rallies and walkathons, besides 

using social media and other innovative methods to sensitize the voters. In Bengaluru‟s 

Urban areas, BBMP officers have identifed the polling booths, wherein lowest turnout 

was recorded in the last election, and planned for Chunav Patshala - voter education 

campaigns polling booth-wise by enlisting the support of all segments of society and by 

making available election related literature in all beauty parlours, gas agencies, hotels, 

milk vendors in their jurisdiction. 

e. Partnerships: One of the biggest factors of success of the SVEEP campaign in 

Karnataka can be attributed to the network of partners and sponsors who helped and 

supported its implementation. The office of the CEO, Karnataka and its election 

machinery at the district level, partnered with a number of organizations including 

Government departments, media agencies, CSOs, private sector agencies and academic 

institutions to implement SVEEP activities across the state. This helped immensely in 

creating an all-pervasive environment for voters. 

Booth level Awareness Groups have been conceived by the Election Commission of 

India (ECI) in the year 2015 to ensure that citizens actively participated at the booth 
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level. However, it was hitherto implemented only on a small scale across rural areas of 

the state. In order to promote responsible voting ahead of the 2019 general elections, the 

Karnataka State Election Commission as well as the Bruhat Bengaluru Mahanagara 

Palike (BBMP) along with the Bangalore Political Action Committee (B.PAC) 

launched the Booth Level Awareness Groups (BAGs) initiative on January 12, 2019. 

The launch included the introduction of a registration portal and a training toolkit. The 

launch of the BAGs initiative is being seen as a turnaround for the upcoming general 

elections. The Election Commission is banking on the programme to strengthen the 

democratic process by helping eligible citizens register as voters and motivating 

existing voters to give a voice to their ballot. The BAGs initiative launch saw a positive 

response in the number of people signing up to volunteer. 

Many concerned citizens across Bengaluru attended the launch of the BAGs initiative 

 
 

About 100 citizens registered as „democracy warriors‟ at the launch, and as a participant 

mentioned - “This BAGs initiative is an amazing example for all of us to contribute 

towards a successful democracy and it helps empower people by letting them know their 

rights and making them aware of how to exercise them,” .Democracy warriors have a 

few responsibilities towards ensuring responsible voting. They are free to conduct 

social events such as street plays, sports and quizzes keeping in mind the agenda of 

increasing awareness on electoral literacy. The volunteers also need to ensure that 

https://yourstory.com/2019/01/elections-booth-level-awareness-groups-citizens


 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

10  No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts. 

voters do not indulge in malpractices at the time of elections. In case of any unethical 

practice, the volunteer needs to raise a complaint with the ECI‟s flying squads. 

f. Leveraging Existing Networks: One of the success factors of the Karnataka SVEEP 

campaign is that rather than creating a parallel frontline implementation force of its own, 

it takes advantage of the existing large-scale networks for carrying out the SVEEP 

activities. Karnataka SVEEP has successfully tied up with existing networks, which have 

huge reach through its own programs/activities. This has helped in accessing immediate 

and ready channels to reach out to a large number of people across geographical areas. 

The details of intervention by the Chief Electoral office of Karnataka are given in the 

following Figure 1.1. 

Figure 1.1: SVEEP ACTION PLAN 
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1.4 Need for the 2018 Karnataka Legislative Assembly Elections Post-Ballot Survey 

In view of the above and to gain an insight on views of electors on the election process in 

Karnataka, the Chief Election Office proposed to commission a Survey of the electors prior 

to the State legislative Assembly Elections in May 2018. The Baseline survey conducted 

across the districts of Karnataka attempted to study and assess Knowledge, Attitude and 
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Practices (KAP) related to election process among electors of Karnataka. The survey probed 

knowledge and awareness of electors regarding the overall election process and identified 

key influencers on issues related to voting by electors. It revealed attitudes involving belief 

and perception of electors before the 2018 State Legislative Assembly elections in 

Karnataka. It attempted to assess possible factors and reasons of participation and non-

participation of electors in Karnataka in the election process. The survey further identified 

the awareness of voters relating to various interventions, communication and awareness 

strategies adopted by the Election Commission to improve voter participation in the election 

process in Karnataka. It facilitated the development of a benchmark to the State of 

Karnataka to maximise elector participation. The 15
th

 Karnataka Legislative Assembly 

Election 2018 was held on 12
th

 May 2018 in 222 constituencies and this elections saw the 

highest voter turnout since of 72.13%, which was the highest recorded since 1952 Assembly 

polls. One of the important features of the state elections was the massive use of VVPAT 

for the first time that ensured transparency and accountability along with the usage of M3 

EVMs in a phased manner that has the ability to identify the defects within the system. In 

addition, the proportion of first time voters had seen a tremendous surge in this election. 

Further, the photographs of the candidates featured along with their respective names in the 

ballot paper that eased the electoral process.  

The improvement in the electoral turnout call for interrogation and contemplation to assess 

the impact of SVEEP intervention by ECI so as to adopt and intervene with measures that 

result in easier and more-efficient functioning of the election process in the state. The results 

and conclusions will allow Election Commission to take necessary steps and adopt additional 

strategies and intervention measures for improving voter participation as envisaged in the 

Constitution of India to uphold electoral democracy. The objectives of the survey are 

presented in the following section. 

1.5 Objectives 

SVEEP-III seeks to (i) Increase electoral participation through voter registration and turnout 

(ii) Increase qualitative participation in terms of ethical and informed voting and (iii) 

Provide continuous electoral and democracy education. Considering these, the following 

objectives of the study have been defined: 

1. To examine the pattern of electoral turnout in 2018 Assembly Elections and the 

reasons thereof (voter turnouts by age cohorts, gender, residence etc…) 
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2. To evaluate the impact of registration drives on Electoral Participation (EP) Ratio to 

examine the inclusivity of the election in terms of the participation of various across 

electoral groups classified by age, young voters, women, primitive tribal, PwD etc. 

3. To understand the structural constraints faced by the eligible electors in the process of 

registration 

4. To examine the hindrances faced by the stakeholders in getting eligible electors 

registered. 

5. To analyze the level of awareness among voters about EVM & VVPAT and the 

integrity of the same 

6. To analyze the level of awareness about the election Icons, IEC material, mode of 

awareness generation, and its comparative advantage 

7. To examine the facilitation measures provisioned at the polling stations 

8. To assess the effectiveness of electoral literacy clubs and their activities, campus 

ambassadors and National Voter‟s day celebration 

9. To survey and map PwDs and arrangements made for accessible election. 

10. To assess the impediments faced by postal ballot voters/service voters 

11. To examine the effectiveness of targeting the identified target groups by SVEEP 

12. To ascertain the extent and effectiveness of inter-departmental coordination in 

conducting SVEEP activities along with the challenges that such convergence throws 

up in the process of implementation. In particular, SWOT analysis of the institutional 

arrangement; finances; various SVEEP materials developed and media used and 

participation and contribution of various stakeholders would be needful 

13. To evaluate the budget transferred on the level and purpose of its usage 

14. To contemplate the need for devolution of funds to lower administrative machineries 

for easy implementation of SVEEP is this related to the previous objective? 

15. To understand the working of the hierarchy involved in implementing SVEEP activity 

from the point of Chief Electoral Officer down to the level of Booth Awareness 

Groups so as to understand the efficiency of the structure in place 

16. To study the impact of SVEEP on enabling ethical election and NOTA 

17. To study the complaint handling system and its effectiveness 

18. To study and document the Good Practices developed and deployed 

19. To study the effectiveness of media interface and its efficiency in SVEEP 

20. To study the documentation, reporting mechanism of SVEEP and its effectiveness 

21. To assess the effectiveness of CEO website and use of digital media 
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1.6 Research Design 

The research is designed to study by taking into consideration macro level electorate data 

such as rates of enrolment and voting. The tool and the discussion guide to FGDs and In-

Depth Interviews were used to design and elicit maximum information from the participants, 

in order to examine the SVEEP initiatives. The tool is in form of a structured questionnaire 

with well specified code responses. It includes single response and multiple response 

questions and most of the questions are closed ended to keep the study focused on the 

research objectives. 

1.7 Geographical Coverage 

The geographical coverage for the study is an important characteristic. While selecting the 

area to be covered, it is ensured that every region of the state and every section of society get 

equal representation. The state of Karnataka is broadly divided into 4 Administrative 

Divisions viz. Bengaluru, Belagavi, Kalaburgi (Gulbarga) and Mysuru Division. The Data 

has been collected to represent the electorate across all the 4 regions. The number of 

Assembly Constituencies (AC) across each division is given as follows: 

Bengaluru Division – 79 

Belagavi Division – 56 

Kalaburgi Division – 47 and 

Mysuru Division – 49 

Forty ACs have been shortlisted based on the probability proportional to size sampling. 

While selecting these ACs out of the entire region, following criteria was used to ensure 

equal and balanced representation to all sections of the society: 

1. AC reserved Assembly Constituency 

2. AC that witnessed highest voter turnout in last Assembly Election 

3. AC that witnessed lowest voter turnout in last Assembly Election 

4. AC representing Rural population (both developed and backward areas were selected) 

5. AC representing Urban population 

6. AC representing Coastal Area 

7. AC representing Industrial area 
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1.8 Research Methodology 

After selection of the geographical area to be covered under the study, and ensuring that 

every section of the society gets an equal representation, the next step was to design a method 

which ensured that the research has covered its target groups and the motive behind the 

whole exercise could be achieved. For this, both quantitative and qualitative components 

were used. The survey team was extensively trained on how to use these tools in the most 

effective way. The quantitative and qualitative components, the tools used in the study, along 

with their target groups, are described below: 

1.9 Quantitative Survey 

A Structured questionnaire was translated into Kannada to collect the data (see Annexure –I). 

The tool is divided into several sections which cover various aspects of the household as well 

as the respondent such as: 

a. Section A : Identification and quality control 

b. Section B : Background Information of the Respondent 

c. Section C : Registration: Awareness and Constraints 

d. Section D : Facilitation Measures and Voter Participation  

e. Section E : Voter awareness and attitudes 

f. Section F : Impact of SVEEP interventions  

g. Section H : Only for persons with disabilities 

The questionnaire was administered to respondents above the age of 18 years. Selection of 

the household was done randomly, while selection of the respondent was conducted using the 

„KISH GRID‟ and they were subjected to the KAP tool. The implementing officials were also 

interviewed with structured questionnaire to elicit information about the SVEEP intervention 

in the sample districts and talukas (see Annexure – II) 

1.10 Qualitative Survey 

Quantitative Survey provides us a macro view of the scenario existing at the ground level. To 

add to this macro perspective that was obtained on the basis of the survey of about 3360 

respondents, Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) were conducted across all administrative 

divisions of the state of Karnataka. This task was specifically targeted to gauge the needs and 

concerns of varied sections of the society. Across the state, a total of 50 FGDs were 
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conducted in each Assembly Constituency across the four administrative divisions, of 

Bengaluru, Belagavi, Kalburgi and Mysuru with 15, 15, 10 and 10 FGDs respectively. The 

groups targeted include Youth, Women Groups, SC Community, and NGOs/Activists. 

Further, it also included, on a small scale, a section of Migrants, Third Gender, Persons with 

Disabilities, and Excluded Communities, which constitute the most marginalized sections of 

the society. A checklist comprising of questions and statements directed towards the electoral 

process, general attitude and knowledge of voters was used to conduct the Focus Group 

Discussions (FGDs) (See Annexure-III). 

1.11 Sampling Design 

Karnataka State is classified into four administrative divisions comprising of 30 districts and 

224 assembly constituencies. It was decided to choose 2 assembly constituencies (17.85% of 

the State‟s total constituencies) spread across the state. ACs were first stratified into urban, 

semi-urban, rural, rural backward, industrial, tribal, coastal, SC reserved, and ST reserved 

categories. The Forty ACs was selected from these strata based on the proportion of ACs in 

each stratum. From each of these selected forty ACs, four polling stations were selected 

based on turnout ratios (two polling station with high turnout ratio and two with low turnout 

ratio). From the latest voters list, households from each of the polling stations, 20 households 

were selected systematically (See Figure 1.2 for sampling design and Appendix Table 1 to 4 

Districts and Polling Station and Map 1.1 for selected constituencies). From each of the 

selected household, an individual was finally selected based on the Kish Grid method as 

suggested by TISS (Kish grid is a method for randomly selecting members within a 

household for conducting an interview). Thereby, the total sample size for the study is 3602. 
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Figure 1.2: Sample design 
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Map 1.1: Sampled Constituencies in Karnataka 
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1.12 Study Implementation 

The aim of this section of the report is to provide information about the operational details of 

the study. 

1.12.1 Training of Field Teams 

The survey enumerators, supervisors, moderator and facilitator underwent two-day training 

on various aspects related to the conduct of the fieldwork. Two separate sessions were held 

each day. A total of 4 sessions were conducted during the training period. These sessions 

covered a vast range of topics related to fieldwork and other important aspects of the study. 

Following topics were covered during various sessions of the training: 

I. Day One 

Session I: Introduction to the project and its objectives 

Session II: KAP Tool, Research Methodology 

II. Day Two 

Session I: Method of Survey, Quiz, mock fieldwork and its feedback.  

Session II: Data Entry in Excel 

At various stages of the sessions, the whole team was instructed to respect the rights and 

dignity of all survey respondents. At the end of each training day, field enumerators also 

conducted mock interviews with each other in order to identify and address teething problems 

related to the fieldwork. At the end of the training, a quiz, mock fieldwork, training to data 

entry were conducted to familiarize the enumerators with the practical issues of the 

fieldwork.  
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Images of SVEEP Survey Training to Enumerator etc. at Mysore Division 

 
 

Images of SVEEP Survey Training to Enumerators etc. at Gulbarga Division 
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Images of SVEEP Survey Training to Enumerators etc. at Bangalore Division 

 
 

Images of SVEEP Survey Training to Enumerators etc. at Belgaum Division 
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Training on Focus Group Discussion 

 
 

1.12.2 Ethical Considerations 

While conducting the survey, a number of ethical considerations were taken into account. 

Some of them are as follows: 

1. When the enumerators initially approached the respondents, they provided a formal 

introduction about himself/herself and the institution on whose behalf he/she was working. 

After that, the enumerator informed the respondents about the purpose of the visit and also 

about the nature and purpose of the study. 

2. After making sure that the respondents had a clear idea about the purpose of enumerator's 

visit and of the study, the respondents were informed about the approximate time the whole 

exercise would take. 

3. Upon conveying the relevant introductory information to the respondents, they were asked 

for their consent whether they would like to go ahead and participate in the exercise. The 

enumerators clearly explained to each respondent that they had the right to say 'NO' to the 

exercise and it would be carried out only if they were willing to participate in it. 

4. The respondents were also told that they had the right to terminate the interview at any 

point of the exercise and also that they have the option of not responding to any particular 

question or questions if they do not wish to answer them. 
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5. Interviews were conducted only after ensuring that the respondents were comfortable about 

the process and the surroundings. In most cases, the enumerators visited the household of the 

respondents, which made the respondents comfortable 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 informed that even the 

report would consist of just the analysis on the basis of their responses and, their names and 

identity of household will not be disclosed at any stage. 

6. While conducting the interview, it was made sure that only the respondent answered the 

question and there were no inputs or influences from surrounding members even if they were 

from the same family/household. 

7. The enumerators were instructed not to disclose the responses of any respondent to other 

respondents, even if they insisted on doing so. This was done to ensure privacy and 

confidentiality and also to ensure that response from one respondent did not influence the 

response of another respondent. 

8. The whole interview was conducted in such a manner that every respondent was made to 

feel as being engaged in the process rather than being treated as mere information-giver. 

9. Gender roles and cultural and demographic features were kept in perspective in conducting 

the fieldwork, especially in the qualitative component of the study. 

10. Even during FGDs and IDIs (In-depth Interviews), ethical considerations were taken care 

of. Moderators and facilitators were instructed that no one should be forced to participate in 

the exercise, and it should be entirely voluntary and on free will. The whole purpose of the 

exercise was explained and only those members who were willing were made participants. 

11. During conduct of FGDs and IDIs, respect and dignity of each participant was 

maintained. Although the moderator encouraged every participant to actively participate and 

contribute to the discussion, no one was forced to give their opinion or participate as per the 

desire of the moderator. Maximum participation was ensured using a discussion guide and 

certain prompts but not by coercing anyone to give his or her opinion. 
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CHAPTER 2 

SVEEP IN KARNATAKA: A TRANSFORMATIONAL JOURNEY 

2.1 Introduction 

Systematic Voters‟ Education and Electoral Participation (SVEEP) is a programme designed 

by the Election Commission of India as an intervention through multiple modes and mediums 

to increase voters‟ awareness and electoral participation in the electoral processes of the 

country in general, and, of respective states in particular. This design constantly involves 

improving, innovating, up-scaling and motivating eligible voters and future voters for 

electoral education, electoral registration and voters‟ turnout in the country. India, being the 

second populous country in the world, houses the largest number of young cohorts indicating 

the advantage of demographic dividend which the country possesses. This demographic 

transition process in the country puts the onus on the citizens of the country to actively dwell 

in the election processes for a stronger democracy. SVEEP 2019 in Karnataka has been 

designed and implemented by analyzing the results gathered from SVEEP initiatives of the 

past concerning the voter turnout in the past elections of 2013, 2014 and 2018, and 

identifying the gaps and issues which emerged therein. Based on these experiences, the 

Karnataka Chief Electoral Office has focused on achieving the following: 

 Increase in the Voter turnout ratio 

 Educational institutions to be used for campaigning so as to encourage all the eligible 

young fresh voters for enrolment. 

 Reduce the existing gender gap in enrolment and turnout 

 Ensure inclusivity of all in the electoral roll and turnout rates, especially excluded 

communities, primitive tribes and nomadic, while also laying Special emphasis on 

Persons with Disabilities, migrants and other groups through the facilitation of 

required essentials 

 Enhance and restore faith in Electronic Voting Machines, their robustness and 

integrity through awareness camps that detail the functioning process of the 

machinery 
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 Address the urban apathy to the electoral process and increase urban participation 

through special campaigns that use digital and social mediums like facebook and 

twitter 

 Ensure increase in postal ballot voting- all polling personnel are facilitated with the 

same to motivate service voters and polling duty personnel 

 Improve the quality of electoral participation by emphasizing the importance of 

ethical and informed voting 

In view of the above objectives, the impact of the SVEEP analysis has been analyzed and 

described in this chapter by utilizing statistics pertaining to gaps in voters‟ registration 

between draft and the final roll and improvement in the voter turnout ratio. The gaps in voter 

registration are identified using indicators like Elector-Population Ratio, age-cohort 

population figures and gender gap ratios. Voter turnouts are also analyzed further to gauge 

the reasons behind the trend observed. 

2.2 A Brief Socio-Demographic Profile of Karnataka 

Karnataka, one of the four southern states of the subcontinent, is the knowledge hub of the 

country with the State‟s rapidly growing economy driven by development of the industrial 

service sectors. The modern state of Karnataka, rich in natural resources and human capital, 

is a major contributor to the net output of the country. Karnataka‟s capital city, Bengaluru has 

established itself firmly as an agglomeration for Bio-Technology, Information technology, 

Start-Up Capital, automotive manufacturing, pharmaceuticals, textiles and tourism. 

Karnataka has four administrative divisions with thirty districts and 176 Taluks. The state has 

an area of 191791 Sq. Km, and is thus the country‟s seventh largest state in terms of 

geographical area. It is bordered by Arabian Sea to the west, Goa to the northwest, 

Maharashtra to the north, Andhra Pradesh to the east, Tamil Nadu to the southeast, and 

Kerala to the southwest. The state accounts for 5.05% of India‟s population as per the Census 

2011 with 50.5% of the population being male and 49.3% female population (Appendix 

Table 2.1). It also has 68.8% of the population living in rural areas and 31.2% in urban areas. 

The sex ratio in the state is 973 females per 1000 males with the literacy rate of the state, as 

enumerated in census 2011, being 75.4%. A review of growth of literacy during the 2001 – 

2011 decade shows that Karnataka has achieved significant progress. The literacy rate in the 

State as per 2001 Census was 66.64%, which increased to 75.4% in 2011. Urban male 
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literacy rate in the State has crossed 90%. In contrast, however, rural female literacy rate in 

the State is yet to cross 60%. The literacy rank of the State was 9th among 16 major States 

(States with a population of more than 100 lakh) during 2001. It maintained this position even 

in 2011. The overall gain in literacy in the State during the decadal period was 9%. The 

performance of the State is slightly higher than that of the national average on every literacy 

rate parameter. 

Further, Karnataka has 133.57 lakh households with the proportion of female-headed 

households being almost 15%, larger than the national average of 10%. The social fabric of 

the state of Karnataka comprises 84% of the population being Hindu, 12.92% Muslims, 

1.87% Christians, 0.72% Jains, 0.16% Buddhists, 0.05% Sikhs and 0.02% belonging to other 

religions. The Total Minority population in the state is 16% (see for division wise Appendix 

Table 2.2) with the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes population being 17% and 7% 

respectively (Appendix Table 2.1). The birth rate of the state has been 19.2, a decline of 9% 

from 2001, while death rate is 6.5. Further, as far as the marginalized sections of the society 

are concerned, Karnataka has Third Gender population of 20,266 as per the Census 2011 with 

3275 SC‟s TG and 1324 ST‟s TG population. The recent draft of electoral rolls shows that 

there have been 4340 voters who have registered as Transgenders. The Transgender Policy 

2017 of Karnataka identified issues such as insecurity, discrimination, insults, anxiety, 

suicidal tendencies and seeks to intervene so as to bring this population to the mainstream. 

Further, Persons with Disabilities in the state constitute 2.2 percent of the total population 

(See Appendix Table 2.2). 

Migration is significant in Karnataka due to its accelerated economic development, and it is 

observed that Bengaluru stands third in India at 13.4% of the total in-migrants coming to the 

state. The rural-urban migration has been at the rate of 21.2% while the urban to urban 

migration has been at the rate of 15.3%. The net migration rate in Karnataka is +10 compared 

to other southern Indian states. Therefore the in-migration from other states is highly 

pronounced (Appendix Table 2.3). Further details are provided in the Annexure IV. 

2.3 Electoral Profile of the State in Brief 

Table 2.1 summarizes the electoral profile of Karnataka, across the state‟s 30 districts and 

224 Assembly constituencies. While Bengaluru is the largest district with 28 Assembly 

constituencies, Kodagu is the smallest district with only two Assembly constituencies. The 
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total projected population of Karnataka in 2019 is 70,165,991 and the number of electors as 

per the proposed draft roll of 1.1.2019 is 50,307,182. Thus, the ratio of electors to population 

for this state is 71.7. There is an improvement in the gender ratio given that the electors 

gender ratio is 976 while the census gender ratio is 974. The proportion of voters in the age 

group 18-19 years has been 1.42% while for the cohort of 20-29 years it is 20.84%. The 

proportion of voters is highest in the age group of 30- 39 years and lowest in the age-group of 

18-19 years. Thus, more young voters should be encouraged to enroll themselves in electoral 

rolls. 

Table 2.1:  Electoral Profile of the State in Brief 

Sl. No. 
 

Male Female Total 

1 Total Projected Population for 2019 35,455,506 34,710,485 70,165,991 

2 Electors as per Proposed Final Roll w.r.t. 1-1-2019 25,455,976 24,851,206 50,307,182 

3 Ratio of Electors to Population (EP ratio) 71.8 71.6 71.7 

4 % of EPIC Coverage against Roll 
  

100 

5 % of Photo Coverage against Roll 
  

99.93 

6 Census Gender Ratio 
  

974 

7 Elector Gender Ratio 
  

976 

8 Age Cohort of Electors 
  

% 

 
18 - 19 Years 

  
1.42 

 
20-29 Years 

  
20.84 

 
30-39 Years 

  
26.41 

 
40-49 Years 

  
20.64 

 
50-59 Years 

  
14.63 

 
60-69 Years 

  
9.37 

 
70-79 Years 

  
4.82 

 
80 Years and above 

  
1.89 

9 Number of Polling Stations 
  

58186 

2.4 Electoral Roll Management: Cleansing of Electoral Rolls 

The aim of the Election Commission of India (ECI) has been fair and ethical elections. 

Therefore, the ECI has always focused on cleansing of the electoral data. An electoral roll 

should be comprehensive and free of errors. The name of every eligible person should be 

included and that of every ineligible, dead person and repeat, duplicate entries should be 

removed from the electoral roll. Voters are considered ineligible if their citizenship, date of 

birth and ordinary residence are not properly verified, they are foreign nationals, they are 

under-aged or they are non-residents but their names are still enrolled in electoral rolls. The 

factors that adversely affect the fidelity of electoral rolls are identified as follows: 

 Non-inclusion of eligible voters 

 Inadvertent deletions 
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 Possibility of motivated deletions 

 Inclusion of ineligible electors 

 Repeated entries 

 Double registration in bordering constituencies 

 Approving of forms even after a duplicate alert by the software system is provided 

 Continued existence of dead/repeat/shifted voters in the roll 

 BLOs not getting access to secured/closed gate apartments/habitations 

 Delay in issue of EPIC cards causing anxiety and confusion among electors 

 Poor maintenance of records/files pertaining to electoral registration 

 Involvement of NGOs/Youth organizations having political motivations 

There are many challenges to effective management of electoral rolls. One of the biggest 

issues is with the handling of huge volume of claims just before the elections which may 

compromise the quality of rolls. Generation and printing of electoral rolls reflecting all 

deletions within 72 hours of close of nominations is yet another challenge. The other 

challenges are managing huge size of data and improving the quality of data entry, weak 

system of BLOs, weak direct link with voters, multiplicity of voter ID cards, Electoral Roll 

web hosting (violation of privacy of citizens), implementation of Citizen Friendly enrolment 

and simplification of processes forms etc. In order to mitigate these risks, some of the 

strategies that are adopted are: 

 Strengthening the Electoral Roll Management System (ERMS) - Maintain 

standard protocol for ERMS across the State, improve quality of data entry, 

strengthen BLO system, automatic data capture using OMR forms, establish direct 

link with voters, etc. 

 Proposed Amendments - Freezing of Electoral Rolls three months before General 

Elections, allowing inclusion of names of candidates only, simplification of forms, 

making EPIC number as unique ID for citizens across country, make filling part 4 of 

form 6 compulsory for all applicants above 25 years of age, capturing mobile numbers 

or email ID, AADHAAR number, etc. of citizens in the application forms, etc. 

 Data Security Issues - Citizens to be provided with personal data for own enrolment 

and NOT for sharing with others, preventing unrestricted online search that violates 

privacy, law requires only “view” facility, neither downloading, nor even printing, 

etc. 
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 Balance between Security and Transparency - Limiting the number of downloads 

per IP address/user name, flattening of the PDFs, Captcha for avoiding automated 

downloads, etc. 

 Strengthening BLO System - Allowing impartial committed citizens to work as 

BLOs, motivating more competent employees to work as BLOs, engaging postmen 

for reaching out to Voters, verification of the Forms, correction of the Voter List, etc. 

 Citizen Friendly Registration - Opening up of urban Service Centres and Rural 

Service Centres, registering mobile number for better services, accepting the 

application forms by India Post, etc. 

Once the date of election is announced, the data of electors on rolls cannot be cleaned even in 

case of duplication of electors.  However, such data including absent, shifted details are listed 

in probable deletion list titled ASD list. The electors from this list are put on watch list and 

are subjected to questioning for example on the grounds of migration etc.  Further, post 

elections, the ASD list is revisited, the illegitimate voters are identified and their electors are 

deleted before the draft electors roll. 

2.5 Special Summary Revision of Electoral Roll in 2018 

As per existing policy, Special Summary Revision of electoral rolls was done in 2018. The 

activities undertaken for Cleaning of Electoral Rolls are as follows: 

 During Pre-Revision Period, Probable Repeated Electors were generated using 

Software at the State ECI headquarters. 

 Errors Identified by ECI technical team. 

 Corrections/ Dead/ Shifted electors identified through BLO House-to-House Survey 

 List of dead/absentee electors submitted by Political Parties and enquired into by 

BLOs 

 List of dead electors received from Local Self Governments (Municipalities and Gram 

Panchayets) and enquired into by BLOs 

 Form-7 and Form-8 received during continuous updation programme. The corrections 

were reflected in the draft electoral rolls 

 Deletion of shifted electors through Part–IV of Form 6 submitted during Continuous 

Updation programme. 
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2.5.1 Strategies of Special Summary Revision 2018 

The following strategies were adopted during the Special Summary Revision 2018. 

 Duplicate EPIC Numbers - Correction all the duplicate EPICs were undertaken 

during pre-revision activity. 

 Correction of the Identified Errors - Action to correct the identified errors was 

attempted. 

 Removal of Duplicates - Action was undertaken to verify and identify probable 

duplicates and also to remove exact duplicates. 

 Replacement of Poor Quality Photographs - The poor quality images were 

identified through an IT tool provided by the ECI. 

 Prevention of Occurrence of Duplicates - Efforts were undertaken to prevent the 

occurrence of duplicates through the interventions of ADEO/DEO. 

 Enrollment of Young Voters - Wherever additions have been unsatisfactory, special 

efforts was made to improve the same. Polling stations with abnormal inclusions were 

also identified and circulated to all the DEOs. 

 Gender Ratio Abnormality - Verification of the Gender ratio abnormality was 

undertaken to take corrective action for further improvement in women enrollment. 

 Dead Voters - The BLOs verified the registered death cases and took action to 

remove the names of dead voters from the electoral roll. 

 House to House Visit - The BLOs identified un-enrolled eligible voters, details of 

dead/ permanently shifted and repeat electors through house to house visit. 

The pre-revision activities involved analysis of the health of electoral rolls of all the 224 ACs 

and identifying the major gaps. This analysis focused on parameters like abnormal inclusions, 

abnormal deletions, High Gender ratio, High EP Ratio, Identification and removal of dead 

voters and repeat entries and Low EPR/EPIC Coverage etc. 
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The final electoral rolls were published on 28th February 2018. As part of the efforts at 

rationalization of polling stations, 2435 new polling station were created. The number of 

polling stations during 2013 Assembly Elections was 52034 which increased to 56696 after 

the revision i.e. the number of polling stations increased by about 9%. If the number of voters 

in a polling station exceeds 1400 voters, then generally new polling stations were created. 

New polling stations were created if polling station building is dilapidated / not available, or 

is in religious place etc. or if voters had to travel for more than 2 km to reach the polling 

station or if there is public demand for a new polling station for convenience purposes.To 

enable the voter to know his polling station, an SMS based system was launched using which, 

any voter could SMS his EPIC number and get the details of his polling station by a return 

SMS. Facility for Voters to search their names from the CEO Web site, either by their name / 

relation name or by EPIC number was provided. 

During the special summary revision 2018, the BLOs undertook house-to-house visits and 

collected forms for fresh enrollment. Forms were also collected for deletion and modification 

of entries in the voter list. The BLOs visited every house and all educational institutions to 

maximize enrollment. This effort resulted in collection of an all-time high number of 

application forms, and a substantial increase in the enrollment of young and women voters. A 

total of 27 lakh applications were received for inclusions and deletions. Upon considering the 

applications received for modifications and transposition, the total number of applications 

received exceeded 30 lakhs. 

2.6 Cleansing of Electoral Rolls 

The summary of revision of electoral rolls is given in table 2.2. As observed from the table, 

the net addition of voters to the electoral rolls has been quite significant over the years. It was 

highest during the 2013 Assembly polls and lowest during 2017. The net addition of voters 

for the 2019 Parliamentary polls is 651123. 
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Table 2.2:  Summary of Revision of Electoral Rolls 

Revision Male Female Total Net additions 

2013 Final Rolls 21385611 20452930 41838541  

2013 Assembly Rolls 22292036 21360670 43652706 1814165 

2014 Final Rolls 22778644 21865233 44643877 991171 

2014 Lok Sabha Rolls 23555083 22616043 46171126 1527249 

2015 Final Rolls 23951664 23077430 47029094 857968 

2016 Final Rolls 24613637 23854304 48467941 1438847 

2017 Final Rolls 24837240 24049668 48886908 418967 

2018 Final Rolls 25179219 24476840 49656059 769151 

2019 Final Rolls 25455117 24852065 50307182 651123 

 

Table 2.3 shows details of revision of electoral rolls for 2019 at the state level. The focus of 

the revisions had been on deletion of repeated electors (duplicate entries), removal of junk 

characters, corrections in age and other entries, wherever they existed, in the electoral rolls. 

This table shows the number of inclusions in the electoral rolls, the number of exclusions due 

to various reasons and the final rolls. It is seen that, during the 2019 revision process, 

„shifting of voters‟ was the reason which resulted in the highest number of names being 

deleted. The net change in the final roll, as compared to the draft roll, was found to be highest 

in Bellary district and lowest in Bengaluru Central district. At the AC level, the net change in 

electoral roll was highest in Mahadevapura AC (174) and the lowest was in Basavanagudi 

(170). 

Table 2.3:  Draft Roll, Additions, Deletions and the Final Roll for 2019 

Draft Roll 
Total 

Inclusions 

Reasons for Deletion of Name of Voters 

from Final Rolls of 2019 
Total 

Deletions 
Final Rolls 

Expired Shifted Repeated Others 

50338430 721653 195013 472510 80010 5368 752901 50307182 

 

Table 2.4 shows the number of names that were deleted from the voters list due to repetition 

of names during the period 2016 to 2019. As observed, the number of such deletions is higher 

in 2019 as compared to 2018, although the number of deletions of duplicate entries was 

highest in 2016. Details of the overall improvement in health of electoral roll is given in 

Table 2.5. 
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Table 2.4:  Repeated Electors Removed during Last 4 Years 

Summary Revision Year Deletions Due to Repetition 

2016 89486 

2017 33172 

2018 61783 

2019 80010 

 

 

Table 2.5:  Improved Health of Electoral Roll 

 
Indicators Election 2013 Election 2018 

A Gender Ratio 958 974 

B Young Voter Population (18-19 Years) 7.22 lakhs 15.42 lakhs 

C Deletions 
  

 
Due to Death – Special Summary Revision 1,73,460 3,67,445 

 
Continuous Updation 0 82,035 

 
Total 1,73,460 4,49,480 

 
Shifted - Special Summary Revision 2,54,193 4,88,140 

 
Continuous Updation 0 1,50,648 

 
Total 2,54,193 6,38,788 

 
Repeat Case - Special Summary Revision 33,244 61,783 

 
Continuous Updation 0 24,450 

 
Total 33,244 86,233 

 
Deletion Grand Total  4,60,897 11,74,501 

D EP Ratio 69.21 72 * 

 

*   Karnataka Population growth is declining as also characterized by the state‟s declining fertility rate. 

The percentage decadal growth has declined from 17.51 in 1991-2001 to 15.71 in 2001-2011 with a 

change of (-) 1.84 points. This change, which is seen in all districts except Bengaluru, varies across 

districts with the extent of change ranging from -12.55 in Chikkamagaluru district to -1.55 in Dharwad 

district. Bengaluru district recorded a positive change of 11.59 due to in-migration. However, EP ratio 

may not be a good parameter or indicator to compare and measure the performance over time 

especially due to the changing rates of population growth. Increase of EP ratio in Karnataka also 

reflects natural aging of population. 

 
Registration of PwD 

 
3,82,738 

 
Registration of Primitive Tribes 

 
28,000 

 
Registration of Third Gender 

 
5,091 

 
EPIC Coverage 98.97% 100% 

 
Photo Coverage  98.69% 99.64% 

 
EPIC Distributed on National Voters Day (NVD) Nil 16,66,443 
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2.7 GAP Analysis: Registration Coverage 

Karnataka is one of the largest states in India with a projected population of over 7 crores in 

2019. There are considerable regional variations across the state in terms of educational 

attainment, infrastructural facilities and natural resource endowments. These inequalities are 

reflected in various human development indicators. Nevertheless, the people of this state have 

been participating in the electoral process quite ably which is indicated by the electoral 

participation ratio and other measures. 

2.7.1 District Wise Elector Population Ratio (EP Ratio) 2018 and 2019 

The Elector Population Ratio (EP Ratio) for the Parliamentary polls 2019 is recorded at 

71.7% as compared to 72.9% in 2018 and 68.3% as per census 2011 figures of the total 

population belonging to age 18 and above (Table 2.6, Map 2.1, Map 2.2 and Map 2.3). As 

compared to 2018, the EP Ratio for 2019 has declined by 1.2%, with this decline attributable 

to the cleansing of the electoral rolls during 2019. It has been mentioned earlier that the 

number of names that were deleted from the electoral rolls due to repetition of names was 

higher in 2019 as compared to 2018. Chikkamagaluru district has   the highest EP Ratio in 

2018 as well as in 2019 while, the EP Ratio was lowest in Bellary district in 2018, and in 

Bengaluru district in 2019. The EP ratios for males as well as females (during 2018 and 

2019) are higher than the proportion of 18+ population. This difference between the EP ratio 

and the 18+ population proportion is more marked for males than females. This may be 

because of the recent improvement in the sex ratio. 

Table 2.7 presents the EP Ratio for 2018 and 2019 across Assembly Constituencies at an 

aggregate level. In 2018, only 1.8% of the ACs have an EP Ratio in the range 56.00 to 65.00 

as compared to 9.38% of ACs in this range during 2019. Also, the proportion of ACs with EP 

ratio above 80 increased from 7.14% in 2018 to 9.38% in 2019. During both years, the 

highest proportions of ACs have EP Ratio in the range of 70.01 to 75.00. Thus, on comparing 

the EP Ratios of two years (i.e. 2018 and 2019), considerable change is observed across ACs. 

The proportion of ACs with lowest range of EP Ratio and the highest range of EP Ratio have 

increased in 2019. There are regional variations in the EP ratio across the 224 AC‟s which are 

presented in the Appendix Table 2.4. 
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Table 2.6:  EP Ratio and 18+ Population Proportion 

Districts 

General Election Legislative 

Assembly 2018 
Election 2019 

Census 2011 

Percentage of 18+ Population to 

Total Population EP Ratio EP Ratio 

Males Females Total Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Bagalkot 70.90 71.10 71.00 70.60 70.90 70.80 61.90 64.60 63.30 

Bengaluru 70.10 69.40 69.80 64.90 64.50 64.70 73.10 72.30 72.80 

Bengaluru Rural 75.00 77.70 76.30 68.20 70.80 69.40 70.60 70.80 70.70 

Belagavi 70.40 69.70 70.10 70.40 69.60 70.00 64.70 67.10 65.80 

Bellary 66.60 66.90 66.70 66.40 67.20 66.80 62.80 64.20 63.50 

Bidar 71.60 68.30 70.00 71.50 68.80 70.20 62.40 62.80 62.60 

Vijayapura 71.80 70.30 71.10 70.10 68.60 69.30 61.50 63.50 62.50 

Chamarajanagar 77.60 77.10 77.30 77.70 77.60 77.60 71.20 72.70 72.00 

Chikkballapura 73.50 75.20 74.30 73.90 75.90 74.90 68.40 69.70 69.00 

Chikmagalur 81.50 79.20 80.30 82.50 80.60 81.50 71.40 72.60 72.00 

Chitradurga 75.00 74.50 74.80 75.10 74.80 74.90 68.20 69.40 68.80 

Dakshin Kannada 74.10 75.00 74.60 74.30 75.60 74.90 70.90 72.90 71.90 

Davanagere 78.20 77.30 77.80 77.80 76.80 77.30 68.10 69.00 68.60 

Dharwad 71.60 70.50 71.10 71.40 70.20 70.80 67.50 68.60 68.00 

Gadag 73.50 72.80 73.20 74.00 73.30 73.70 65.90 67.50 66.70 

Kalaburagi 72.40 72.00 72.20 71.30 70.50 70.90 60.80 62.40 61.60 

Hassan 78.80 75.90 77.30 79.60 77.30 78.50 72.10 73.20 72.70 

Haveri 71.60 69.50 70.60 71.90 70.10 71.00 66.60 66.90 66.70 

Kodagu 77.30 74.90 76.10 78.70 76.60 77.60 70.10 71.50 70.80 

Kolar 71.80 72.30 72.10 71.20 71.70 71.50 67.70 68.60 68.20 

Koppal 69.00 69.50 69.20 67.90 68.80 68.30 60.70 62.50 61.60 

Mandya 79.90 79.30 79.60 80.80 80.60 80.70 71.50 73.40 72.40 

Mysuru 74.50 73.70 74.10 74.00 73.30 73.70 70.80 71.50 71.10 

Raichur 73.30 74.00 73.70 72.30 73.80 73.10 60.20 62.50 61.30 

Ramanagaram 73.60 75.70 74.60 78.40 80.70 79.60 71.20 72.30 71.70 

Shimoga 76.40 75.50 75.90 77.40 76.70 77.10 69.40 70.60 70.00 

Tumkur 80.10 79.30 79.70 79.90 79.10 79.50 70.50 72.10 71.30 

Udupi 79.50 80.20 79.90 79.90 80.70 80.30 73.00 76.20 74.70 

Uttara Kannada 76.00 75.30 75.60 75.90 75.20 75.50 70.00 71.10 70.50 

Yadgir 72.30 72.30 72.30 69.30 69.60 69.50 57.30 59.80 58.60 

Karnataka State 73.10 72.70 72.90 71.8* 71.6* 71.7* 67.80 68.90 68.30 

*  Note: EP Ratio declined slightly in 2019 as compared to 2018 due to the cleansing of electoral 

rolls (in which name of voters were deleted from the electoral roll due to repetition etc. 
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Map 2.1:  District Wise Electoral to Population Ratio, 2018 
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Map 2.2:  District Wise Electoral Population Ratio, 2019 
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Map 2.3:  District Wise Ratio of 18+ Population to Total Population 

 
  



 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

 

38  No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts. 
 

Table 2.7:  Distribution of EP Ratio at Assembly Constituency Level (2018 and 2019) 

Range of EP 

Ratio 

2018 2019 

Male Female Total Male Female Total 
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56.00 to 65.00 4 1.79 5 2.23 4 1.79 22 9.91 23 10.27 21 9.38 

65.01 to 70.00 45 20.09 61 27.23 55 24.55 53 23.87 55 24.55 58 25.89 

70.01 to 75.00 86 38.39 78 34.82 82 36.61 67 29.73 67 29.91 65 29.02 

75.01 to 80.00 71 31.7 65 29.02 67 29.91 60 26.58 59 26.34 59 26.34 

80.01 and Above 18 8.04 15 6.7 16 7.14 22 9.91 20 8.93 21 9.38 

Total 224 100 224 100 224 100 224 
 

224 
 

224 100 

2.7.2 Effect of Registration Drive during 2018 and 2019 

Table 2.8 presents details of the effect of registration drive gender-wise by comparing the 

Draft and Final Rolls during 2018 and 2019. The difference between the Draft Roll and Final 

Roll indicates the effect of registration drive undertaken by the Election Commission. The 

total number of registered voters in the final roll increased from 49656059 in 2018 to 

50307182 in 2019 marking an increase of 1.31%. The registration drive has increased the 

female registration in 2019 by 1.53% as compared to 1.41% in 2018. On the other hand, the 

male registration increased by 1.10% in 2019 as compared to 1.26% in 2018. 

 

Table 2.8:  Effect of Registration Drive 2018 and 2019 

 
2018 2019 

Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Draft Roll (No.) 24865448 24135342 49000790 25487167 24851263 50338430 

Final Roll (No.) 25179219 24476840 49656059 25455117 24852065 50307182 

Absolute Increase (No.) 313771 341498 655269 275898 375225 651123 

% Increase 1.26 1.41 1.34 1.10 1.53 1.31 
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2.7.3 Age-Cohort Analysis 

Age Cohort Analysis is important since it helps in identifying and emphasizing on the age 

groups that require intervention. This analysis helps in identifying the gaps in enrolment of 

the young voters. The young voters generally belong to the age cohorts of 18-19 and 20-29 

wherein the enrollment gaps are higher. 

Table 2.9:  Gaps in Age Cohort 

Age Cohort 

Projected Census 

Population in Age 

Cohort (Projected 

upto the Year of 

Current Revision) 

Percentage of 

Age Cohort 

Population to 

Total State 

Population 

Electors as 

per Currently 

Proposed 

Final 

Electoral Roll 

Electors to 

Population 

Ratio 

18 - 19 2181554 3.2 770687 35.3 

20 - 29 11370077 16.7 10582635 93.1 

30 - 39 10771149 15.8 13014204 120.8 

40 - 49 8522245 12.5 10306055 120.9 

50 - 59 6263978 9.2 7191358 114.8 

60 - 69 4201237 6.2 4562923 108.6 

70 - 79 2722250 4.0 2302367 84.6 

80+ 1294501 1.9 917877 70.9 

State Total 47326991 69.5 49648106 104.9 

 

Table 2.9 examines the gaps in registration across age cohorts by comparing the projected 

population size with the respective size of electors. It is interesting to see that the gap in 

enrolment is the highest among the 18-19 years group as expected, where only 35.3% have 

registered whereas it is 93% among the age cohort 20-29 years. As age increases, it is 

observed that EP Ratio is high for those who are 30 plus and this calls for further cleaning of 

the rolls by locating shifted, dead, duplicate, repeated names of voters in the electoral rolls. 

The higher ratios also indicate the over-registration of voters among those age cohorts and 

require taking necessary action to delete them from the list. The EP Ratio 2018 across all age 

cohorts among all districts is presented in Appendix Table 2.5 to 2. 7. However, the need to 

intervene among the fresh young voters for higher enrolment is imperative to increase the EP 

Ratio across all districts. 

Since we found that the EP Ratio is lowest among the age-cohort 18-19 at the aggregate 

level, Table2.10 provides the disaggregated statistics across all districts of the state and it 

shows an interesting scenario. The districts with the high EP Ratio are Bengaluru Rural (54.9) 

followed by Chitradurga (53) whereas districts with the lowest EP Ratio are Kalaburagi 
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(23.3) followed by Bengaluru Urban (24.9), and Hassan (27.1). This is an interesting picture 

as it seems like a paradox because developed district like Bengaluru Urban has a similar EP 

Ratio as Kalaburagi and there could be more than urban apathy that has resulted in such a 

pattern. 

Table 2.10:  EP Ratio for the Age Cohort 18-19 Years 

Districts Population Electors Electors to Population Ratio 

Bagalkot 76010 28956 38.1 

Bengaluru 281529 70045 24.9 

Bengaluru Rural 33342 18310 54.9 

Belagavi 177847 55410 31.2 

Bellary 97435 40598 41.7 

Bidar 74749 24359 32.6 

Vijayapura 90088 31008 34.4 

Chamarajanagar 33192 12761 38.4 

Chikkballapura 46800 20308 43.4 

Chikmagalur 40302 12134 30.1 

Chitradurga 59686 31609 53 

Dakshin Kannada 65602 23346 35.6 

Davanagere 68284 32596 47.7 

Dharwad 66107 22274 33.7 

Gadag 38550 14102 36.6 

Kalaburagi 110950 25871 23.3 

Hassan 58425 15822 27.1 

Haveri 59479 18526 31.1 

Kodagu 20287 6133 30.2 

Kolar 58206 25671 44.1 

Koppal 58531 27355 46.7 

Mandya 58328 19460 33.4 

Mysuru 101832 33867 33.3 

Raichur 82760 29576 35.7 

Ramanagaram 35752 14513 40.6 

Shimoga 61384 22637 36.9 

Tumkur 90333 40360 44.7 

Udupi 33454 13523 40.4 

Uttara Kannada 49166 24719 50.3 

Yadgir 54119 14838 27.4 

Karnataka State 2182531 770687 35.3 
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2.7.4 Gender Gap and Sex Ratio 

The sex ratio, a socio-demographic pointer, is defined as the number of females per 1000 

males. The sex ratio in Karnataka, as per 2011 Census, was 989 for the population in the 18 

plus age group. The gender ratio of the electoral roll is calculated in the same way (i.e. 

number of females per 1000 males) with respect to the male and female elector population, or 

those registered on the electoral roll, to provide a comparison.  

Table 2.11:  Gender Gap and Sex Ratio 

Districts 

General Election 

Legislative Assembly 

2013 

General Election 

Legislative Assembly 

2018 

Census 2011 

Gender Gap Gender Gap Sex Ratio 

Electors Votes Polled Electors Votes Polled 18+ Age Group 

Bagalkot 971 943 1000 962 1031 

Bengaluru 909 893 914 933 906 

Bengaluru Rural 961 931 987 965 950 

Belagavi 939 900 972 931 1008 

Bellary 983 939 1002 967 1004 

Bidar 906 916 920 918 963 

Vijayapura 910 885 946 919 992 

Chamarajanagar 974 953 1005 979 1013 

Chikkballapura 976 950 1001 966 991 

 Chikmagalur 972 940 1003 980 1025 

Chitradurga 959 934 984 959 990 

Dakshin Kannada 1018 1016 1035 1051 1048 

Davanagere 964 919 980 949 984 

Dhrawad 957 869 971 900 986 

Gadag 954 912 982 943 1005 

Kalaburagi 945 911 972 935 997 

Hassan 978 966 981 979 1025 

Haveri 900 871 930 899 954 

Kodagu 1001 986 1007 1002 1039 

Kolar 967 944 990 964 991 

Koppal 981 948 998 960 1016 

Mandya 986 968 997 990 1022 

Mysuru 971 927 993 965 996 

Raichur 991 936 1025 966 1038 

Ramanagaram 989 961 1011 989 991 

Shimoga 984 950 1004 978 1015 

Tumkur 976 949 988 962 1006 

Udupi 1115 1137 1077 1123 1142 

Uttara Kannada 956 951 978 972 995 

Yadgir 989 964 998 965 1033 

Karnataka State 958 932 974 958 989 
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Table 2.11 compares the sex ratio (as per 2011 census) with gender gap ratio concerning 

eligible voters of 2013 and 2018 elections. The gender ratio across the electors improved 

from 958 to 974 between the two elections indicating a narrowing of the gap between the 

population and the registered electorate. The gender gap indicates a worrisome situation in 

the votes polled with the ratio being 932 in 2013 and 958 in 2018 as compared to the sex ratio 

of 989 in the 18+ population. The gap is larger in districts like Bidar, Kalaburagi, Vijayapura, 

Belagavi, Dharwad, Haveri and Bangalore Urban (See Map 2.4). Thus, there is a need for 

interventions in these regions so as to register the missing female electors and encouraging 

them to exercise their franchise. 

Map 2.4:  District Wise Gender Gap among Electors, Votes Polled and 18+ Census 

Population 
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2.7.5 Gaps in Voting Turnout 

Figure 2.1 shows the trend of voter turnout in the state‟s Assembly Elections from 1957 until 

the recent 2018 Assembly Election. An upward trend is observed in the voting rate in 

Karnataka. There are considerable fluctuations in voter turnout during this time period. The 

voter turnout was 52.21% in 1957 which increased to 72.5 in the 2018 elections. Before the 

SVEEP intervention, voter turnout was highest during 1989 at 67.53%. The SVEEP 

intervention was launched during the 2008 Assembly election and, this has contributed to the 

improvement in the voting rate from 58.81% in 2009 to 72.5% in 2018. 

 

Figure 2.1: Voter Turnout in Assembly Elections, Karnataka, 1957 to 2018 (Percentage) 

 
Source:  Election Commission of India (Report on „Karnataka SVEEP Action Plan for LS Elections 2014‟) 

2.7.5.1 SVEEP Intervention and Voter Turnout 

The sole purpose of introducing SVEEP in the year 2009 was to spread awareness among the 

eligible voters about their fundamental right to franchise and be part of the larger electoral 

process in the country. Under the SVEEP, Election Commission of India undertook many 

initiatives and campaigns to educate the voters about elections, electoral process and 

management. Karnataka witnessed elections in 2008 during which the activities under 

SVEEP intervention were launched. Table 2.12 presents the voter turnout ratio as per the 

gender groups across the three years of 2008, 2013 and 2018. Table 2.13 presents the change 

in the voter turnout from 2008 to 2013 and from 2013 to 2018. These tables enable us to 

examine the effectiveness of SVEEP intervention in voter turnout ratio (See also Map 2.5). 
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As observed from table 2.12, the voter turnout increased from 64.9% in 2008 to 71.8% in 

2013 and 72.5% in 2018. 

Table 2.12:  Voters Turnout Ratio (%) 

Districts 
2008 2013 2018 

Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Bagalkot 69.40 65.30 67.60 74.90 72.70 74.30 76.20 73.40 75.40 

Bengaluru 52.50 51.70 52.10 61.80 62.00 62.00 55.60 58.20 56.90 

Bengaluru Rural 80.30 76.30 78.50 83.90 81.20 82.90 85.00 83.10 84.50 

BBMP Central 47.80 44.70 46.30 58.80 56.20 57.70 55.20 55.00 55.20 

BBMP North 44.70 42.60 43.70 57.30 55.60 56.60 53.20 53.60 53.50 

BBMP South 46.60 44.20 45.50 55.10 54.60 55.00 51.60 52.20 52.00 

Belagavi 73.10 68.80 71.20 75.90 72.70 74.70 77.20 74.50 76.20 

Bellary 68.60 64.70 66.80 75.30 71.90 73.90 75.70 72.60 74.70 

Bidar 58.00 57.30 57.80 66.00 66.70 66.70 67.80 67.60 68.20 

Vijayapura 61.30 58.60 60.10 67.00 65.10 66.30 70.60 68.60 70.10 

Chamarajanagar 75.30 72.20 74.00 79.50 77.70 79.20 83.50 81.30 83.00 

Chikkballapura 80.00 75.40 77.90 84.50 82.30 84.00 85.50 82.70 84.80 

Chikmagalur 73.10 69.40 71.50 76.70 74.10 76.00 79.00 77.20 78.90 

Chitradurga 70.10 65.40 68.00 77.60 75.60 77.20 81.50 79.60 81.40 

Dakshin Kannada 73.40 72.70 73.40 74.50 74.30 74.80 77.00 78.20 78.20 

Davanagere 73.20 68.40 71.10 77.70 74.10 76.40 77.20 74.80 76.60 

Dharwad 67.60 61.00 64.50 70.20 63.80 67.60 73.60 68.50 71.40 

Gadag 68.50 62.70 65.80 74.40 71.10 73.20 76.10 73.30 75.40 

Kalaburagi 57.10 54.20 55.80 64.90 62.60 64.10 64.40 62.00 63.80 

Hassan 78.70 77.40 78.30 79.10 78.20 79.20 81.40 81.50 82.10 

Haveri 73.20 69.20 71.40 81.10 78.50 80.40 81.80 79.00 80.90 

Kodagu 65.80 64.50 65.30 73.50 72.40 73.30 74.70 74.80 75.30 

Kolar 74.70 71.20 73.40 82.30 80.30 82.10 82.40 80.30 82.30 

Koppal 65.10 59.60 62.50 74.70 72.20 73.90 77.50 74.60 76.60 

Mandya 74.70 72.50 73.90 78.70 77.30 78.40 83.10 82.40 83.30 

Mysuru 69.60 64.20 67.10 73.70 70.30 72.40 75.00 73.00 74.60 

Raichur 57.20 50.80 54.10 66.70 63.00 65.20 67.80 63.80 66.10 

Ramanagaram 77.20 75.10 76.40 84.20 81.80 83.30 85.50 83.60 85.00 

Shimoga 71.70 68.20 70.20 76.70 74.10 75.90 79.00 77.00 78.60 

Tumkur 76.20 72.80 74.80 80.40 78.20 79.80 83.10 80.90 82.50 

Udupi 74.40 76.60 75.90 75.40 76.90 76.70 77.10 80.50 79.40 

Uttara Kannada 70.00 67.40 68.80 73.80 73.40 74.20 78.10 77.80 78.70 

Yadgir 58.60 55.60 57.20 65.70 64.10 65.10 67.00 64.70 66.20 

Karnataka 66.30 63.20 64.90 72.40 70.50 71.80 72.60 71.50 72.50 

Corresponding to this, table 2.13 indicates that the change in voter turnout from 2008 to 2013 

was 6.9% while it changed by only 0.7% from 2013 to 2018. At the district level, a 

significant increase in voter turnout was observed for Mandya (4.9%) followed by Uttar 

Kannada (4.5%), Chitradurga (4.2%), Vijayapura (3.8%), Chamrajnagar (3.8%) and Dharwad 

(3.8%) in 2018 as compared to 2013. On the other hand, a considerable decline in voter 

turnout was observed in districts like Bengaluru Urban (-5.1%) and BBMP North (-3.1%), 



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  45 
 

BBMP South (-3%) and BBMP Central (-2.5%). However, a positive development has been 

the narrowing of the gap between the male and female turnout ratios across the three 

elections. 

Table 2.13:  Change in the Voter Turnout Ratio (%) 

Districts 
Change from 2008 to 2013 Change from 2013 to 2018 

Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Bagalkot 5.5 7.4 6.7 1.3 0.7 1.1 

Bengaluru 9.3 10.3 9.9 -6.2 -3.8 -5.1 

Bengaluru Rural 3.5 4.9 4.4 1.1 1.9 1.6 

BBMP Central 11 11.6 11.4 -3.6 -1.2 -2.5 

BBMP North 12.6 13 12.9 -4.1 -2 -3.1 

BBMP South 8.5 10.4 9.6 -3.5 -2.4 -3 

Belagavi 2.8 3.9 3.5 1.3 1.8 1.5 

Bellary 6.7 7.2 7.1 0.4 0.7 0.8 

Bidar 8.1 9.4 8.9 1.8 0.9 1.5 

Vijayapura 5.7 6.5 6.2 3.6 3.5 3.8 

Chamarajanagar 4.2 5.5 5.2 4 3.6 3.8 

Chikkballapura 4.6 7 6.1 1 0.4 0.8 

Chikmagalur 3.6 4.7 4.5 2.3 3.1 2.9 

Chitradurga 7.5 10.2 9.2 3.9 4 4.2 

Dakshin Kannada 1.1 1.6 1.5 2.5 3.9 3.4 

Davanagere 4.5 5.7 5.3 -0.5 0.7 0.2 

Dharwad 2.6 2.8 3.2 3.4 4.7 3.8 

Gadag 5.9 8.4 7.4 1.7 2.2 2.2 

Kalaburagi 7.8 8.3 8.3 -0.5 -0.6 -0.3 

Hassan 0.4 0.8 0.9 2.3 3.3 2.9 

Haveri 7.9 9.3 8.9 0.7 0.5 0.5 

Kodagu 7.7 7.8 8 1.2 2.4 2 

Kolar 7.6 9.1 8.7 0.1 0 0.2 

Koppal 9.7 12.7 11.4 2.8 2.4 2.7 

Mandya 3.9 4.8 4.6 4.4 5.1 4.9 

Mysuru 4.1 6.1 5.3 1.3 2.7 2.2 

Raichur 9.5 12.2 11.1 1.1 0.8 0.9 

Ramanagaram 7 6.7 6.9 1.3 1.8 1.7 

Shimoga 5 5.8 5.7 2.3 2.9 2.7 

Tumkur 4.2 5.4 5 2.7 2.7 2.7 

Udupi 0.9 0.3 0.8 1.7 3.6 2.7 

Uttara Kannada 3.8 6 5.4 4.3 4.4 4.5 

Yadgir 7.2 8.5 8 1.3 0.6 1.1 

Karnataka 6.1 7.3 6.9 0.2 1 0.7 
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Map 2.5:  District Wise Voters Turnout in Karnataka 2013 and 2018 

 

At the aggregate level, the voter turnout has increased for males as well as females. For 

males, the voter turnout increased from 66.3% in 2008 to 72.4% in 2013 and to 72.6 % in 

2018. The voter turnout for males increased by 6.1% from 2008 to 2013, and by 0.2% from 

2013 to 2018. For females, the increase in the voter turnout ratio was from 63.2% in 2008 to 

70.5% in 2013 and, further to 71.5% in 2018. Thus, for females, the change in voter turnout 

from 2008 to 2013 was by 7.3% and from 2013 to 2018 was by 1%. The increment in 2018 

has been greater for females by 0.8% as compared to males. The magnitude of change in 

voter turnout from 2008 to 2013 was much higher than that during 2013 to 2018. The voter 

turnout increased immediately due to introduction of SVEEP after 2008 elections. This is 

because the growth in voter turnout reached a threshold beyond which the rate of growth is 

expected to be much slower. This is similar to the phenomenon where countries like US and 

UK have much lower voter turnout growth rate despite being developed nations while 

developing countries like India and China have much higher turnout growth rate. 
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At the district level, there has been an increase in the voter turnout ratio for both males and 

females across all districts in 2018 as compared to 2008 and 2013. The amount of increase in 

turnout ratio from 2008 to 2013 was higher for females across all districts except Udupi 

(where the males‟ increment is higher than for females). The increase in the total voter 

turnout was high in the districts of BBMP North, BBMP Central Koppal and Raichur while it 

was low in the districts of Dharwad, Dakshin Kannada, Hassan and Udupi. On the other 

hand, the amount of increase in voter turnout was similar for males and females during 2013-

2018. The increase in the total voter turnout ratio was high in the districts of Mandya, Uttar 

Kannada, Chitradurga and Vijaypura while it was low in the districts of Bangalore Urban, 

BBMP North, BBMP South and BBMP Central. A stark decline is observed in the total 

turnout ratio of BBMP North and BBMP Central during 2013-2018 as compared to 2008-

2013. This may be mainly because of urban apathy.  

Table 2.14:  Number of Assembly Constituencies with Increase in the Voter Turnout 

Ratio between 2008 and 2018 

Particulars 

Voter Turnout Ratio 

between 2008 and 2013 

Voter Turnout Ratio 

between 2013 and 2018 

Frequency Percent Frequency Percent 

More than 6 Percentage Point Increase 124 55.4 9 4.0 

Between 4 to 6 Percentage Point Increase 44 19.6 32 14.3 

Between 2 to 4 Percentage Point Increase 29 12.9 61 27.2 

Between 0 to 2 Percentage Point Increase 17 7.6 68 30.4 

Decline in the Turnout Ratio 10 4.5 54 24.1 

Total 224 100 224 100 

Table 2.14 shows the impact of SVEEP intervention on voter turnout in the year 2018 as 

compared to 2008 and 2013. The aggregates (for detailed figures at AC level, refer Appendix 

Table 2.8 and Appendix Table 2.9. Also see maps 2.6, 2.7, 2.8 and 2.9) show that SVEEP 

intervention has a considerable positive impact on the voter turnout. The voter turnout ratio 

between 2008 and 2013 indicates that the maximum increase in turnout has been in the range 

of “more than 6 percent” (for 124 ACs). This is followed by 44 ACs that constituted 19.6% 

of the total witnessing 4% to 6% increase in voter turnout. Thus, SVEEP intervention has 

significantly raised the voter turnout in more 75% of the ACs. However, there has been a 
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decline in the turnout post SVEEP intervention in 10 ACs comprising 4.5% of the total AC. 

On the other hand, the voter turnout ratio between 2013 and 2018 indicates that the maximum 

increase in turnout has been in the range of “0 to 2 percent” (for 68 ACs) which is followed 

by the range “2 to 4 percent” (for 61 ACs).  The lowest turnout has been in the range of 

“more than 6 percent” (for 9 ACs). One notable transformation is with regard to the 

distribution of change in voter turnout in ACs in 2018 which is much more even as compared 

to 2013 in which more than 50% of the ACs witnessed more than 6% increase in turnout. 

Overall, the SVEEP intervention has led to a drastic transformation in the voter turnout by 

increasing the electoral participation. 

In particular, at the sub-aggregate level (for detailed figures at AC level, refer Appendix 

Table 2.12, 2.13), the data reveals an interesting picture on voter turnout ratios between the 

period 2008 and 2018. Though there has been an increase in voter turnout of both males and 

females post SVEEP intervention, the impact has been higher in the case of females 

specifically with the marked difference being 7.29 for females as against 6.12 for males 

between 2008 and 2013. Between 2013 and 2018, the same trend is observed. The increase in 

voter turnout of females was 1.03 as compared to that of males which was 0.21. This shows 

that women should be made aware of their democratic rights that helps them challenge 

conventions and gender roles further empowering themselves through their choices. 
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Map 2.6:  Assembly Wise Vote Turnout Ratio in Karnataka - 2013 
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Map 2.7:  Assembly Wise Vote Turnout Ratio in Karnataka - 2018 
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Map 2.8:  Assembly Wise Change in Voter Turnout Ratio in Karnataka 2008 to 2013 
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Map 2.9:  Assembly Wise Change in Voter Turnout Ratio in Karnataka 2013 to 2018 

 
 

Table 2.15 shows the top ten and bottom ten Assembly Constituencies in terms of the voter 

turnout ratio during the 2018 elections. Hosakote, Srinivaspur, Melukote, Malur and 

Gundlupet are the ACs in which the turnouts were around 90%. On the other hand, the ACs 

in which the turnouts were lowest are Bommanahalli, Dasarahalli and CV Raman Nagar 
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where voter turnout was less than 50%. These ACs belong to the urban areas where less than 

50% of the electors cast their votes. (Details of voter turnout in for all 224 ACs are given in 

the Appendix Table 2.8 and Appendix Table 2.9. 

Table 2.15:  Top and Bottom 10 AC’s in Terms of Voter Turnout Ratio (2018) 

Top Ten AC Bottom Ten AC 

Hosakote 90.3 Bommanahalli 47.2 

Srinivasapur 89.6 Dasarahalli 48.1 

Melukote 89.5 CV Raman Nagar (SC) 49.1 

Malur 89.1 Vijayanagar 50.1 

Gundlupet 89.1 BTM Layout 50.3 

Nagamangala 87.9 Sarvagna nagar 51.2 

Chikkaballapur 87.7 Bengaluru South 52.9 

Arakalgud 87.7 Basavanagudi 53.1 

Channapatna 86.9 Pulakeshinagar (SC) 53.3 

Magadi 86.4 Shantinagar 53.7 

 

Table 2.16 compares the position of 15 ACs which witnessed low voter turnout in 2013 with 

that of 2018. As observed from this table, Kalaburagi Uttara (North) witnessed the lowest 

voter turnout in 2013 while Bomanahalli witnessed the lowest voter turnout in 2018. The 

voter turnout in Kalaburagi Uttara (North) increased by 4.1% as the position of this AC 

improved in 2018 as compared to 2013. On the other hand, the position of Bommanahalli 

deteriorated in 2018 as compared to 2013 since the voter turnout in this AC declined by 6.9% 

in 2018. The voter turnout of more than 50% of these ACs listed in table 2.16 has improved 

in 2018 election as compared to 2013 elections. The improvement is quite significant in ACs 

like Narasimharaja (7.1%) and Chamaraja (4.2%) of Mysuru district, Hubli-Dharwad Central 

(5.7%)) of Dharwad District and Kalaburagi Uttara (North) (4.1%) in Kalaburagi district. On 

the other hand, a significant decline in voter turnout was witnessed in ACs like Dasarahalli 

(7.4%), Bomanahalli (6.9%), CV Raman Nagar (4.8%), BTM layout (3.1%) and 

Govindarajanagar (1.1%) during 2018 as compared to 2013. The summary table of Voter 

turnout in Karnataka and its achievement is given in Table 2.17 
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Table 2.16:  Status of Low 15 Assembly Constituencies 

Assembly Constituencies VTR in 2013 
Position During 

2013 

VTR in 

2018 

Position 

during 2018 

Kalaburagi Uttar 50.2 1 54.3 12 

Sarvagna nagar 50.2 2 51.2 6 

Basavanagudi 52.3 3 53.1 8 

BTM Layout 53.4 4 50.3 5 

Raichur 53.7 5 54.4 13 

CV Raman Nagar (SC) 53.9 6 49.1 3 

Bommanahalli 54.1 7 47.2 1 

Shivajinagar 54.3 8 55.2 20 

Narasimharaja 54.7 9 61.8 37 

Govindarajanagar 54.8 10 53.7 11 

Hebbal 54.9 11 55.3 22 

Hubli Dharwad Central 55.3 12 61.0 34 

Chamaraja 55.5 13 59.7 30 

Dasarahalli 55.5 14 48.1 2 

Jayanagar 55.9 15 54.9 19 

 

 

Table 2.17:  Record Voter Turnout in 2018 Karnataka Assembly Elections (Surpassing 

that of 1978) 

Indicators Election 2013 Election 2018 

Voter Total Number - Male 2,23,15,727 2,53,21,685 

Turnout Male Number 1,61,55,714 1,84,64,461 

Percentage 72.40% 72.90% 

Voter Total Number - Female 2,13,67,912 2,46,83,210 

Turnout Female 1,50,57,361 1,76,89,985 

Percentage 70.47% 71.66% 

Total Voters Enrolled 
4,36,85,268 5,00,06,744 

(Male + Female + Third Gender) 

Voter Turnout Grand Total 
3,12,13,124 3,61,54,876 

Male + Female + Third Gender 

Percentage 71.45% 72.30% 

Voter Turnout – Low Turnout 4717 PSs 56.61% 65.70% 

Voter Turnout - Meeting Gaps in Gender, Urban 

and Youth Participation, Tribes and PwD   

a. Gender (Female) 70.47% 71.66% 

b. Urban - - 

c. Tribal Area 75.30% 81.10% 
d. PwD 

  
e. Youth 

 
74% 

The improvements in the EP ratio, gender ratio as well as voter turnout ratios since the 

introduction of SVEEP point to the positive contribution of this initiative. It is evident that 

the various interventions under SVEEP have been able to reach out to various voter segments 

and enable their participation in the electoral process. 
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2.8 Special Initiatives under SVEEP 

2.8.1 Photo Voter Slips 

A voter slip bearing the Photo of elector (wherever present in the roll) was distributed 7 days 

before the date of poll to all the enrolled voters by the District Election Officer. This was 

done to facilitate the voters by informing them about the particular polling station where 

he/she is enrolled as a voter and provide them with their corresponding serial number in the 

Electoral roll. 

2.8.2 Voter Guide Brochure 

A Voter Guide Brochure (in Kannada) was distributed to every household before the poll 

day. This brochure provided information about the date and time of polls, contact details of 

the BLOs, important websites, 

helpline numbers, documents 

required for identification at the 

polling station and information 

on the Do's and Don'ts for 

voters at the polling station. 

2.8.3 Assured Minimum 

Facilities (AMF) at Polling 

Stations 

Assured Minimum Facilities 

(AMF) like drinking water, 

shed, toilet, sturdy ramp for the 

physically challenged voters, a 

standard voting compartment 

etc. were provided at the polling 

stations for the convenience of 

voters. 
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2.8.4 Voter Facilitation Posters 

Various types of posters were used to convey relevant information to voters on the poll day: 

 Details of the Polling Booth, polling area specified for that particular polling booth, 

 List of contesting candidates, 

 Contact details of the important election functionaries, 

 List of prescribed identification documents, 

 Illustrative voting procedure, 

 Items prohibited around the polling booth and 

 Important Do's and Don'ts 

2.8.5 Voter Assistance Booths (VAB) 

Voter Assistance Booths having a team of BLO/officials were established at each polling 

station. These booths facilitated the voters to locate his/her polling booth number and serial 

number of that voter in the electoral roll and polling booth. 

2.8.6 Use of Electronic Voting Machines (EVMs) and VVPATs (Voter Verifiable 

Paper Audit Trail) 

EVMs and VVPATs were used to conduct the poll at all polling stations in the State.  
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Several programs, video clippings with Icons, live demonstrations at public places and all 

polling station areas by concerned sector officers were launched and done. This was done to 

spread awareness among voters and to educate them about the integrity and robustness of 

EVMs and VVPATs. Mock Polls were conducted by the Presiding Officer at each Polling 

Station before the commencement of actual polling in the presence of the Polling Agents set 

up by the contesting candidates and a Certificate of successful conduct of the Mock Poll was 

made by the Presiding Officer. Proper training was imparted to all the polling personnel 

regarding the conduct of Mock Poll. Similarly, to create awareness amongst the political 

parties, contesting candidates, their polling agents and other stakeholders were also informed 

in detail about the EVM, VVPAT & Mock Poll. 

2.8.7 Photographs of Candidates on EVM Ballot Paper 

In order to facilitate the electors in identifying the candidates, the photograph of the 

candidates was displayed on the EVMs (Ballot Units) and on Postal Ballot Papers. 

2.8.8 NOTA (None Of The Above) 

After the amendment of the People‟s Representation Act in 1951, several electoral reforms 

have been carried out. In 1988, the voting age in the country was brought down from 21 years 

to 18 years which enhanced “youth power” among voters. Even after this reform, the voting 

rate remained the same. In the context of Karnataka as well, there wasn‟t any remarkable 

upward shift in the voting rate. In the 1989 election, the voting rate dropped to 65.57%, and 

was low again at 65.17% in 2004. About one-third of eligible voters did not vote raising 

doubts about the people‟s sense of social commitment and willingness to take on the 

responsibility of taking democracy further. The stickiness of the voting rate around 65% may 

be due to some discontent with the election process. But, the reasons for people‟s discontent 

with either a political party or a candidate are not easy to isolate or quantify. However, under 

an order from the Supreme Court in September 2013, the Election Commission introduced a 

voting choice called NOTA in the 2014 general elections. Ideally, the option should indicate 

the discontent (either with political parties or candidates or both). The Supreme Court has 

directed that there should be a “None Of The Above” (NOTA) option on the ballot papers 

and EVMs. On the Balloting Unit, below the name of the last candidate, a button with NOTA 

option was introduced so that electors who do not want to vote for any of the candidates 

could can exercise their option by pressing the button against NOTA. The Commission 
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provided a new symbol for the NOTA option, which was designed by National Institute of 

Design (NID). The new symbols facilitate the voters in casting of their votes. (SVEEP, 2018). 

Based on information from the 2014 parliamentary elections in 28 constituencies of 

Karnataka, an average of about 1% of eligible voters chose NOTA, and 32.72% did not vote 

at all. A positive correlation (0.187) between “percentage voted under NOTA” and 

“percentage of voters who did not vote at all” was observed but it was not statistically 

significant. It can be inferred that some voters who chose NOTA would have skipped actual 

voting (Kadekodi and Hanagodimath, 2015).  However, NOTA voting do not necessarily 

reflect for „Not voting at all‟, as a choice for some other reason. Therefore, it perhaps did 

stand for only a marginal degree of discontent with either the candidates or the political 

parties. Besides, it was thought to be worthwhile to examine the link between the 

development status and the voting pattern under NOTA during 2018 elections. As can be 

seen from Figure 2.2, one does not see any significant display of discontent as revealed by the 

poor „NOTA voting pattern linked to the development status‟. The correlation between the 

NOTA voting and development status is very low at 0.0145.  In other words, „None of the 

Above‟ voting rates do not stand out for any good or bad development status either.  

Figure 2.2:  Scatter of % Non-Voters versus the ‘Voting Rates’ under NOTA in 2018 

(For All Constituencies) 

 
Note:  Bengaluru South and Bengaluru North have been excluded. Only 197 constituencies are considered. 

Source:  Kadekodi and Hanagodimath, (2019). 
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Moreover, as can be seen from Figure 2.2, the link between „Not voted at all‟ and „Voting for 

NOTA‟ seems to be positive, suggesting NOTA perhaps captures disinterest in voting by the 

potential voters. Whether this reflects discontent with the developmental status is still a major 

question (Kadekodi and Hanagodimath, 2019). During 2018 general elections, it has been 

found that the proportion of NOTA votes ranged between 0.47% and 1.37% for Karnataka. 

The following figure 2.3 presents the district-wise percentage of NOTA votes in Karnataka. 

As observed, the highest percentage of NOTA votes were cast in Bangalore Urban district 

while the lowest percentage of NOTA votes were cast in Chikkballapura district. The districts 

in which NOTA votes were high were Uttar Kannada, Gadag, Bellary, Yadgir, and Raichur. 

On the other hand, lesser number of NOTA votes was cast in the districts of Tumkur, 

Bangalore rural, Ramanagaram and Mandya. 

Figure.2.3:  District-Wise Percentage of NOTA Votes during 2018 General Assembly 

Elections 

 
 

Table 2.18 and Figure 2.4 shows the distribution of percentage of NOTA votes in ACs during 

the 2018 election (for detailed figures at AC level, refer Appendix Table 2.10). The highest 
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proportion of NOTA votes was observed in Bengaluru South AC of Bengaluru Urban District 

while Holalkere AC of Chitradurga District had the lowest proportion of these votes. About 

30.4% of ACs recorded NOTA votes of 0.75% to 1.00% of the NOTA while 28.1% of the 

ACs saw NOTA votes of 0.50% to 0.75%. On the other hand, the more than 1.50 % of 

NOTA votes were cast in only 4.9% of the ACs. This analysis indicates that 68.3 % of the 

ACs recorded low NOTA votes of less than 1 % while 31.7% of the ACs saw NOTA votes of 

more than 1%. 

Table 2.18:  Distribution of Percent of NOTA Votes in ACs 

Percentage of NOTA Votes Frequency Percent 

Up to 0.50% 22 9.8 

0.50% to 0.75% 63 28.1 

0.75% to 1.00% 68 30.4 

1.00% to 1.25% 44 19.6 

1.25% to 1.50% 16 7.1 

Above 1.50% 11 4.9 

Total 224 100.0 

 

 

Figure.2.4:  Percentage of NOTA Votes in ACs during General Elections of 2018 

(Assembly Elections) 

 
 

In order to extend this analysis (Figure 2.5), the relation between the percentage of NOTA 

votes and Voters Turnout Ratio has been examined at the district level. It has been found that 

there is a negative relationship between these two factors indicated by a correlation co-
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efficient of -0.75. The districts with lower Voter Turnout ratio have higher percentage of 

NOTA votes. Thus, the result of this analysis indicates that NOTA is an important tool that 

empower the voters to express their dissent towards the electoral representatives without 

abstaining from the polity. Almost all of the ACs in which highest proportion of NOTA votes 

(i.e. more than 1.5% of NOTA votes) are cast belong to the BBMP region of Bengaluru. This 

indicates that urban voters are aware of the NOTA option. Therefore, the need to emphasize 

and deal with urban apathy is greater in case of these ACs. 

Figure.2.5:  Relation between Percentage of NOTA Votes and Voter Turnout during 

General Elections of 2018 (Assembly Elections) 

 
 

Table 2.19 and 2.20 present an interesting picture based on the share of votes in 2014 Lok 

Sabha elections and PCI (Per capita Income) in Karnataka. An interesting trend is observed in 

the voting pattern across districts. The Pearson Correlation Coefficient calculated between 

elections attributes shows that there has been a linear association seen between average PCI 

of the district and voting patterns. A significant negative association is observed between 

average PCI and voting rates witnessed. Districts like Bengaluru with higher PCI registers 

lower voting rates as against poorer districts. Voting in poorer districts could be a measure of 

discontent and thus confrontational as against cynicism at these districts with higher PCI. 

Another observation from this figure is that there has been a negative correlation between 

Average PCI and voting NOTA though insignificant. Further, it also shows that there has 

been some positive correlation though insignificant between „% voted under NOTA‟ and % 

of voters who did not vote at all‟. Though insignificant, it reflects a positive relation and 
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shows NOTA could make an impact on voting patterns in future. (For detailed data 

concerning Constituency-wise Percentage Share of Votes (2014 Lok Sabha General 

Elections). 

Table 2.19:  Correlation between Different Election Attributes from Karnataka, 2014* 

 
Av PCI (2009-10 

Prices) 

Voted as 

NOTA (%) 

Not Voted at 

All (%) 
Voted (%) 

Av PCI (2009-10) 1.0 -0.093 0.371* -0.371* 

Voted as NOTA (%)  1.0 0.187 -0.187 

Not Voted at all (%)   1.0 -1.0 

Voted (%)    1.0 

 Calculated as Pearson Correlation Coefficient PCI= Per Capita Income, NOTA=none of the above;  

*  Statistically significant at the 1 % level. 

Source:  Kadekodi, Hanagodimath (2015) 

 

Table 2.20:  Constituency-Wise Percentage Share of Votes (2014 Lok Sabha General 

Elections) and Per Capita Income (PCI) in Karnataka 

Constituency PCI 09-10 (Rs.) NOTA Vote %** Not Voted % 

Bagalkot 24070 1.00 68.88 31.12 

Bengaluru Central 99870 0.79 55.70 44.30 

Bengaluru North 99870 0.88 56.47 43.53 

Bengaluru Rural 57889 0.68 66.44 33.56 

Bengaluru South 57889 0.67 55.69 44.31 

Belagavi 26547 1.07 68.43 31.57 

Bellary 34148 1.08 70.28 29.72 

Bidar 17086 0.29 60.15 39.85 

Vijayapura 20813 0.86 59.71 40.29 

Chamarajanagar 21299 1.12 72.81 27.19 

Chikkballapura 20927 0.61 76.06 23.94 

Chikkodi 26547 0.96 74.58 25.42 

Chitradurga 24242 0.81 66.07 33.93 

Dakshin Kannada 56869 0.59 77.18 22.82 

Davanagere 26567 0.41 73.20 26.80 

Dhrawad 43061 1.24 65.95 34.05 

Kalaburagi 19688 0.99 57.90 42.10 

Hassan 27499 0.64 73.50 26.50 

Haveri 20462 0.34 71.60 28.40 

Kolar 47294 0.45 75.50 24.50 

Koppal 22293 1.29 65.59 34.41 

Mandya 20002 0.50 71.42 28.58 

Mysuru 34054 0.77 66.53 33.47 

Raichur 19446 1.36 58.27 41.73 

Shimoga 31354 0.63 72.31 27.69 

Tumkur 25253 1.17 72.50 27.50 

UdupiChikmagalpur* 36080 0.76 74.46 25.54 

Uttara Kannada 27595 1.63 69.20 30.80 
PCI - Per Capita Income in Rs, NOTA=None of the above 

Note:  Average of Per Capita income of Udupi and Chikmagalur districts has been considered; 

**  As a percent of eligible votes 

Source:  Kadekodi, Hanagodimath (2015). 
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2.9 Use of Technology 

The use of technology in electoral system became necessary mainly due to the magnanimity 

of the task. Various processes can be undertaken much faster and in an efficient manner with 

the help of technology. This section highlights the spheres in which technology and IT 

initiatives have been utilized in the electoral process. 

2.9.1 IT Initiatives in Electoral Roll Management 

The CEO Office of Karnataka has two major responsibilities which can be summarized as a. 

Roll and b. Poll. While Roll refers to maintenance of the electoral rolls, Poll implies 

conducting of free and fair polls for the Legislative Assembly, Legislative council and 

Parliament. Management of electoral rolls is a huge task which involves preparation and 

maintenance of electoral rolls.  In this regard, technology plays a major role in recording of 

particulars of the voters faithfully. Thus, the tasks like collection of data, data entry and data 

management processes can be enabled to a large extent through the use of information 

technology. 

2.9.2 State Enhanced Electoral Roll System [STEERS] 

STEERS comprise of many subsystems which are enlisted below: 

 An Intranet facing portal that provides access to electoral roll management processes 

and electoral roll information for all internal stakeholders who manage the electoral 

roll process. The portal provides access to information and services depending on the 

identity of the user and the role to which the identity belongs to. 

 An Internet facing self-service portal that is primarily meant for public at large and 

service centres to provide access to electoral roll information and select functionalities 

such as making requests for inclusion/deletion/modification and subsequently, 

checking the status of the request, retrieve parts of electoral roll, etc 

 A Performance management system that provides reports on the performance of 

various aspects of the electoral system to the CEO/DEO/ERO. 

 An exception creation system that manages the process and information related to 

identifying and correcting errors and anomalies. 
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 The roll management system that manages the processes and information related to 

managing the electoral rolls. 

 The Identity management system that manages the identity of various stakeholders 

and provides appropriate access rights to resources such as the electoral roll data. A 

role-based access control mechanism (RBAC) is used for assigning access to 

resources. Access to resources is logged for auditing purposes.  

 The ERMS uses the central database to store and maintain information related to 

managing the electoral roll system. All end-users go through the ERMS portal to 

access information from the database. 

The STEERS application provides comprehensive electoral roll management. This system 

makes information easily available to all and facilitates involvement of citizen in electoral 

process. It also enables better process control, data management and security features. 

Citizens are able to obtain electoral roll related information with ease and actively participate 

in the process, without the involvement of any intermediary. The STEERS portal provides the 

following information to the Citizens 

 List of Assembly Constituency and Parliamentary Constituency in the state; 

 Prominent areas and localities included in each AC; 

 An AC locator system – given the postal address, village name, the AC and the part 

number are available; 

 Status of inclusion in the roll – if included the AC and the part number in which the 

name has been included; 

 Status of inclusion request – whether under process or if rejected, reasons thereof or if 

included, the AC and the part number, etc. 

 An AC and Polling Booth locator system given the registered Mobile Number 

2.9.3 Electoral Roll Management System (ERMS) 

The Electoral Roll Management System (ERMS) is the software that enables management of 

electoral roll and provides an easy interface for different stakeholders like CEO, DEOs, 

EROs, AEROs and citizens for accessing and managing electoral roll data. The electoral roll 

management process is in accordance with the procedures prescribed in the Representation of 

People Act, 1950 and the rules made there under. The procedures involved in electoral roll 
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management are: enumeration, draft publication, deciding on inclusions, deletions and 

alterations. Therefore, the ERMS has been developed with following features. 

 Digitization of application forms 

 Online approval/rejection of claims/objections by ERO 

 Status of applications notified to citizens through CEO Web site 

 Citizen friendly Search facility – by name, by EPIC no and mobile no 

 Reduplication reports within part and within AC at AERO level and across districts at 

CEO Level 

 AERO alerted on a Probable duplicate before approval 

 ECI prescribed 17 types of error reports in AERO login 

 MIS and Analytical reports to monitor the health status of the roll 

 Abnormalities detected by dashboard reports 

 Generation of pdf documents of electoral roll, alphabetical list, voter slip, EPIC card, 

deletion list, residual voters list etc. in AERO login 

 Rationalization of polling stations and integration of rolls automated 

 

2.9.4 Karnataka Election Information System-2018 

The Karnataka State Remote Sensing Applications Centre developed “Chunavana” mobile 

application in association with the office of the CEO. When introduced in 2018, it facilitated 

the citizens to obtain easy information on 2018 election. With the help of Electors‟ Photo 

Identity Card Number, one can search his/her respective Pooling booth location with shortest 

route to reach there. This application can be downloaded from K-GIS portal or Google play 

store. It is a user-friendly application with GIS maps. Users can download and install the 

application in their mobile phones. Upon clicking on the Mobile application Icon, a flash 

Screen appears for two seconds leading to the subsequent steps. 

2.9.5 Use of Technology to Help PwD Voters 

Karnataka has deployed innovative Information technology solutions to facilitate PWD voters 

in casting their votes. These IT initiatives are listed below: 

 Computerized mapping of PWDs was undertaken. A software was developed to 

manage the database on PWDs so that they can be helped. Information relating on 

3,82,738 individuals were uploaded to this database. This database also helped in 

focusing on the need of the PWDs. 
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 A 1950 toll free helpline number was established and displayed in various publicity 

materials, and a user friendly mobile application named “SAMADHAN” was also 

developed. Through this application and helpline number many PWDs reported their 

grievances and requested for obtaining required facilities at polling stations. 

 The “CHUNAVANA” mobile application enabled PwD to book wheel chair facilities 

at polling stations. 

 Transmission of the election awareness messages using Community Radio run by 

PwDs. 

 Social media like Face book, WhatsApp, caller tunes, and SMS were used. 

Table 2.21 shows the coverage of technology initiatives for PWDs during 2018 elections. 

Table 2.21:  Coverage of Technology Initiatives for PWDs 

Events Mobilization 

SMS/Caller Tune 9.03 lakhs 

Internet Insertions 4.04 lakhs 

Community Radio Channels 12 52.00 lakhs 

Raman Dwani, Community Radio Channel Run by PwDs 

Other areas in which technology has been used in the electoral process are mentioned below. 

2.9.6 Haveri Election Management System (HEMS) 

This software system was developed mainly for randomization of poll staff in Haveri district. 

Besides, ICT was used for randomization of polling personnel including those who were to 

be deployed to the Sakhi polling stations.  In order to train the polling personnel, a special 

video was created by setting up an exact replica of the polling process. This video received 

wide publicity and good feedback. The other districts also used this video to train their 

polling personnel. All the orders for poll personnel were issued in Kannada only. All the 

other ECI software like Suvidha, Sugam, Genesys, ERMS were used with state-of-the-art 

technology. 

2.9.7 Interactive Digital Learning Material (SVEEP) 

Nearly 5 crore people in India have mobile phones and over 4 crores mobiles are connected 

to the internet. This has led to a considerable increase in digital learning. Digital learning as a 
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system has widespread impact toward educating the vast population of the country. This 

method has been used to enlighten people about the election process and to urge them to cast 

their vote. Social media aided in making the electors aware of the current election messages 

and issues. The messages on the digital media have been made with the intention to make the 

people curious, interested and wanting to know more. 

2.9.8 IT Initiatives during 2018 Elections 

The IT initiatives that were undertaken during 2018 Assembly Elections in Karnataka are 

enlisted below. 

 Successful implementation of Suvidha, Samadhan, ETPBS and Election Monitoring 

Dashboards prescribed by the ECI. 

 Creation of the GIS database and visualization of the whole state election machinery in 

the GIS domain for the first time in the country by launching a Karnataka Election 

Information System – A GIS dashboard (kgis.ksrsac.in/ election). 

 Printing of GIS based Polling Station boundary maps of all the 56696 main polling 

stations in the voters slip along with vital information like nearest police station and 

health centre for the citizen. 

 Provision of android mobile-based Assured Minimum Facilities (AMF) Capture 

application to the sector officers and the BLOs for better delivery of facilities to the 

citizens and reviewing at the state level through the GIS dashboard mentioned above. 

 Launch of the first-of-its-kind GIS based mobile application where a citizen can 

identify the level of his/her polling station loaded with all other facilities. An one stop 

app for elections – Chunavana (meaning “Election” in Kannada) which crossed more 

than a lakh downloads in Google Play store and Apple App Store and is also widely 

used by the Flying Squads and enforcement agencies for quick and precise inference of 

jurisdiction. 

 Provision of Wheel Chair Booking online which was used by 303 beneficiaries. 

 Use of the applications in providing all needed information and reaching out to people 

was found to be easy, quick and effective. The turnout updates and the counting updates 
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were given directly in the application for viewing by citizens. The application was 

accessed by 6,50,000 individuals including media journalists and contesting candidates. 

 For the First time in the World, in collaboration with Facebook India, an innovative 

motivational provision was given to all the 50 Lakh Facebook users of Karnataka to see 

the Election Day reminder on May 12, 2018, with this being followed by a provision of 

status updation along with a picture. 

 A landing page was given to the search page of the KEIS Dashboard on the day of poll 

which was widely used by more than 50000 urban voters on the poll day to find their 

polling stations. 

 Developed a module to show the counting trends to the media in the counting centers 

and for generation of Form 20 with the assistance of the state NIC team. 

 Randomization of the polling personnel, women personnel for the pink polling booths 

and the PWD polling booths were done successfully with the time tested randomization 

software of NIC. 

 Election Atlas and Maps were prepared and the rationalization of polling stations 

supported by the GIS decision support system. 

 Integrated 3additional affordable QR code scanners to the ETPBS application for a 

larger benefit of the future elections in the nation. 

2.10 Targeted Interventions under SVEEP 

For effective campaigning, it is important to understand the motivations, desires and concerns 

of different sections of the society. Therefore, targeted interventions are necessary to effect 

behavioral change and motivate people to cast their votes. The target groups that are 

identified keeping in view the theme of this election are as follows: Youth, Women, PwD, 

Migrants, Service Voters, Third Gender, Excluded Communities, and Tribal population. 

2.10.1 Youth 

Karnataka is one of the Indian states with a large young population. It is necessary to 

motivate young voters and make them aware of the significance of exercising their franchise 

by actively participating in the electoral system of the state. The current action plan lays 

emphasis on registering new voters and encouraging them to cast their valuable vote during 
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elections. Therefore, people in the cohort of 18-29 years are targeted by rigorous efforts using 

varied mediums and interventions. 

During the summary revision of 2018, intensive SVEEP activities were undertaken to reach 

out to the prospective and young voter population. Form-6, 7, 8 & 8a were supplied through 

educational institutions. Campus ambassadors were appointed to motivate young voters to 

cast their vote. Almost 2 crore voters were covered under this programme. Electoral Literacy 

Clubs were established at all local levels. School level, Taluka, District and State level Quiz 

programmes, essay writing, collage making and poster making competitions were also 

organized for students. Booth Awareness Groups (BAGs) were used to intervene, enroll 

young voters and make them aware of the importance of NOTA, VVPAT and EVMs. All 

India Radio and other FM Channels were roped in to disseminate key information on voter 

registration and other electoral processes. Videos on use of EVM, VVPAT & NOTA were 

circulated. Youth Icons (male as well as female) were engaged at the local level to encourage 

young voters to enroll themselves in electoral rolls and to cast their vote. Social media was 

used to send short videos, jingles, etc. Nearly 20 lakh prospective young voters were covered 

and sensitized about the electoral process and importance of the right to vote. The activities 

taken to motivate young voters in the state are as follows: 

1. Strengthened ELCs and through them, reached out to students. 

2. Organized Electoral Registration camps at colleges through Campus Ambassadors. 

3. Organized Essay, Poster and Collage making competition at Institutions and at 

District level 

4. Organized National Voters Day celebrations 

5. Formed Human chain as part of Voters day celebrations 

6. Organized Cycle rally to create awareness among young voters and urban voters 

7. Set up Stalls at Malls with Photo booth-distribution of pamphlets- every weekend 

8. Awareness/training of Campus Ambassadors/ELCs to conduct programs in colleges 

9. Writing of Letters to parents by school children/hostel children 

10. Organized Flash Mobs at Colleges, Malls, Software Companies 

11. Conducted Youth Festivals  



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  71 
 

12. Organized Mock polls at schools 

13. Used existing local AIR and local channels programs on youth to spread electoral 

awareness. 

14. Used social and digital media to connect youth, e.g. Whatsapp, sms, e-mail, 

Facebook, Twitter etc. 

15. Collaborated with education institutions for making Form-6 available with admission 

forms. 

16. Organized Drive to enroll non-student youth in the 18-19 age group through Nehru 

Yuva Kendras, District Industries and Commerce Dept for youth working in Industrial 

areas. 

17. Organized Year-long activities towards „Interactive School Engagement‟ integrated 

with this special drive. 

2.10.2 Migrants 

According to the Economic Survey of India 2016-17, India has the largest internal migration 

in the world. Karnataka faces one of the largest volumes of migration in the country due to 

the economic progress of this state. The net migration rate of Karnataka is more than 10 % as 

compared to other southern states. The industrial and service sector of this state attracts 

population from various age-cohorts from other parts of the country. However, these migrants 

who directly or indirectly contribute to the state‟s value addition are seen to detach 

themselves from participation in the electoral processes. In order to include the migrants into 

the electoral system, various measures were undertaken. The migrants from various industrial 

groups were encouraged to provide their migrant workers with Paid Leaves so that they could 

cast their vote. Provisions of work were made for unorganized workers so that they could 

vote without the loss of a day‟s wage. Civil Society Organizations were engaged to conduct 

awareness creation program in areas with a higher proportion of migrant population, Young 

Icons were engaged to inspire young migrants in cities, corporate events like poster making, 

rangoli, quiz, plays etc. were held in corporate offices, demonstration on EVM and VVPAT 

were conducted, mock polling station was set up at railway stations, bus stations and near 

areas with large migrant population, and partnerships were forged with Industrial unions and 

Labor Unions to spread electoral awareness and undertake voter education. 
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Karnataka‟s districts have large number of in-bound migrants from other States as well as 

migrants from within the districts. Some of the constituencies/PSs have high number of 

migrants. Inclusion of these migrants is generally difficult as most of them work as 

unorganized labour. In many cases, the migrants are enrolled at their native place but work in 

other districts/states for their livelihood and hence, they are unable to vote during elections. 

SVEEP 2018 focused on (a) Facilitating migrants if they desired to get enrolled at their 

destination location and (b) Facilitate and motivate migrants to travel to their native place on 

election-day and cast their vote if they are enrolled there. The main activities to motivate 

migrant voters are as follows: 

1. One of the most important intervention for reaching out to migrants was obtaining 

support from the  Labour Department‟s network to carry out SVEEP intervention-

based activities at Factories and Industries as well as ensuring that the migrant labour 

are provided with paid leave for travelling to their native place on election day by 

their employers. 

2. Communication campaign with migrants to motivate the migrants to travel to their 

native places and cast their vote with additional benefit of meeting up with their 

families. 

3. Organizing demonstration of functioning of EVMs and VVPATs at identified 

industrial areas, organize screening of films on EVM & VVPAT and provide a 

firsthand experience of voting to the migrants to address their concerns. 

4. Using NGOs‟ networks to cover daily wage labourers, seasonal migrants, industrial 

workers, slum dwellers, homeless and other migrant population with a focus on 

inclusion. 

5. Conducting events at sites with high population of migrants like industrial 

congregations, migrant localities/slums, transit points like ST/Railway Stations etc. 

6. Interacting with migrants at transit points and facilitation of „On Site‟ filling up forms 

for unregistered migrants. 

7. Reaching out to Corporate Houses through various federations to cover young 

migrant professionals. 

8. Organizing special registration camps with labour unions at factories. 

9. Partnering with industrial and organizational federations to spread electoral awareness 

and voter education. 
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10. Implementing Targeted interventions in coordination with District Labour 

Officer/Labour inspector/Police thanas, etc. 

2.10.3 Transgender Community 

The Indian constitution guarantees the rights to equality, job opportunity, life and personal 

liberty for Transgender. There are around 20,332 transgender individuals in Karnataka 

(though there is no consensus on figures). The highest number of „Other‟ voters was recorded 

in Karnataka during 2014 elections. About 4,552 transgender registered for the first time to 

vote in the 2018 elections. This pattern is in the right direction and it is pertinent to continue 

this tradition in the future as well. Transgender Community is one of the marginalized sexual 

minorities who face survival problems like insecurity, sexual discrimination, social 

discrimination, insults, anxiety, and suicidal tendencies. Under the State‟s Mythri scheme, the 

people belonging to the third gender are paid a monthly pension of Rs. 500. This scheme also 

conducts sensitization programmes for parents, teachers, students, doctors, police and other 

sections of the society to ensure that transgenders are treated with dignity. It is important to 

take certain steps so that these individuals can take part in the electoral system without any 

discrimination. Training has been provided to the election staffs for bringing behavioral 

change and treating them with dignity. Demonstration camps have been set up exclusively for 

this group, and NGO‟s/CSO‟s have been engaged to disseminate the importance of voting 

and convince them about electoral participation. Icons or leaders specific to this group were 

engaged for motivating them to take part in elections. Pride marches were conducted to 

spread awareness about voter education. 

Reaching out to third gender individuals is a challenging task, and SVEEP 2019 aims to 

achieve this most difficult task through a systematic and intensive intervention so as to live 

up to the motto of ensuring inclusion in electoral participation. The activities taken to 

motivate transgender voters are as follows: 

1. Associated with NGOs working with third gender community and community leaders 

to mobilize them for interpersonal communication and electoral participation. 

2. Provide facilitation services to get enrolled as well as for changing the gender 

category in electoral roll to Third Gender if they are already enrolled as Men or 

Women. 
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3. Organized demonstration of EVM & VVPAT where significant number of Third 

Gender people live and can be reached. 

4. Created an environment for their involvement through mainstream communication 

campaigns on how they are an integral part of society at large. 

5. Walkathon for transgender community  

6. Mainstreaming through involving third gender community leaders in public events, 

radio programs, TV programs etc. 

7. Using of social media to mobilize their participation and create awareness among 

general public to make their participation free of bias by general population. 

2.10.4 Service Voters 

The service voters are the personnel who help in conducting the election. However, these 

government personnel are unable to participate in the electoral process due to the tasks which 

they are entrusted with. As per final roll 2018, the number of registered service voters was 

27908 which included 27461 male service voters and 447 female service voters. Many of the 

personnel are unaware of the option of postal ballot that are specially made available for them 

as well as for the armed personnel. Therefore, certain interventions were undertaken to 

popularize postal ballots among the service personnel so that they can fulfill their 

responsibility as a citizen as well as a worker. The messages on postal ballot were sent 

through the armed forces‟ clubs, mess, army schools, defense personnel wives‟ welfare 

associations, canteens, facilitation centers at cantonment areas and so on. 

2.10.5 Women 

About half of the population of this state comprises of women. However, they are still 

assigned secondary status in the society which prevents them from exercising their electoral 

rights and raise their voice through a ballot. The KAP Survey which was conducted in 2018 

revealed that nearly 10% of the state‟s women voters still cast their vote under the influence 

of male family members. To overcome the adverse effects of this social structure, special 

efforts are required. Thus, it is of utmost importance to guide women so that they can make 

their electoral decisions individually and autonomously. They should be enlightened on the 

significance of voting because they can voice their concerns through this process. It is 

necessary to inculcate women about the significance of ethical and informed voting that is 

free of any fear and favor. In this respect, systematic interventions are observed to aid in 
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increasing the voting turnout among women. Many women-specific interventions were 

undertaken to motivate them to participate in the electoral process. They were made aware of 

the presence of Sakhi Polling Stations that are completely maintained by Women officials, 

separate toilets were provided for women at polling stations, Rallies and Walkathon were 

conducted for women, Plays were performed in public places where a woman gathering is 

large, and special TV advertisements were created. ASHA, SHG Groups and Anganawadi 

Workers were engaged to create awareness about NOTA, VVPAT & EVMs. The Stree 

Shakti Sangatans were engaged to spread Voter awareness. Other strategies involved 

displaying images on Gas Cylinders and in Grocery Stores about the importance of voting, 

arranging Rangoli, group songs, folk art, mehendi competitions, etc., through Local 

governments to motivate electoral participation, using PDS shops to create awareness about 

significance of voting through the distribution of pamphlets, posters etc. Some of the 

activities to motivate Women voters in the state are as follows: 

1. Targeting Youth (women) in educational institutions for enrolment with help of 

Campus Ambassadors. 

2. Targeting housewives and women engaged as labour in cities, in factories, small 

industrial establishments, commercial establishments with help of Child Development 

Project Officers (CDPOs), Mahila Mandals, Self Help Groups, Anganwadi Workers 

etc. to spread awareness and motivate women to come out and enroll themselves and 

subsequently vote in all elections. 

3. Inclusion of substantial number of women in Booth Awareness Groups (BAGs). 

4. Partnering and Collaboration with CSOs working with women. 

5. Use of local AIR and local channels focused on women to spread electoral awareness. 

6. Production and display of women specific audio-visual documentaries to spread 

electoral awareness with the help of Department of Information & Public Relations 

7. Organizing sports competitions at GP Level, Taluk Level as part of International 

Women‟s day Celebration. 

8. Spreading Women voters‟ awareness at district level as part of International Women‟s 

Day 

9. Organizing workshops to create awareness about electoral process and EVM- 

VVPAT, discussions in GP Level at Anganawadi and SHG Level. 
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2.11 Sakhi Polling Station 

The Election Commission introduced the Sakhi polling stations with the aim of encouraging 

more voters, especially women voters, to cast their votes. 600 such polling stations were 

established during the 2018 Assembly elections. These polling stations were managed 

exclusively by women polling officers.  

 

To make the Sakhi polling stations distinct, they were decorated in pink colour and the 

women personnel deployed in these stations wore pink saris. Further, the PROs in these 

polling stations were women.  
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In Raichur city, 10 Sakhi polling stations were established with air-conditioned rooms. All 

these rooms were colored pink and were a great attraction to the voters. The following table 

(i.e. table 2.22) shows the number of Sakhi polling stations established in each of the districts 

of Karnataka. 

Table 2.22:  Total Number of Sakhi Polling Stations in Assembly Elections 2018 

District No. of Sakhi Polling Stations 

Bagalkot 14 

Bengaluru 100 

Bengaluru Rural 24 

Belagavi 50 

Bellary 17 

Bidar 30 

Vijayapura 12 

Chamarajanagar 10 

Chikkballapura 30 

Chikmagalur 20 

Chitradurga 12 

Dakshin Kannada 20 

Davanagere 15 

Dharwad 15 

Gadag 12 

Kalaburagi 9 

Hassan 20 

Haveri 14 

Kodagu 10 

Kolar 12 

Koppal 5 

Mandya 15 

Mysuru 24 

Raichur 22 

Ramanagaram 15 

Shimoga 18 

Tumkur 25 

Udupi 10 

Uttara Kannada 12 

Yadgir 8 

Karnataka State 600 

 

As observed from table 2.22, Belagavi district had the highest number of Sakhi polling 

stations while districts like Kalaburagi, Yadgir and Koppal had a lower number of Sakhi 

polling stations. Table 2.23 provides a comparison between the Voter Turnout in 2013 (i.e. 

before introduction of Sakhi polling stations) and 2018 (i.e. after the introduction of the Sakhi 

polling stations). As observed from table 2.23, the total voter turnout increased by 1.42% 

after introduction of the Sakhi polling stations. The increase in the turnout of women voters is 

clearly evident. 
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Table 2.23:  Voter Turnout in Sakhi Polling Stations in 2013 and 2018 

Details 
2013 2018 

Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Total No of Voters 2,43,916 2,44,024 4,87,940 2,56,438 2,67,401 5,23,841 

Voter Turnout 1,68,648 1,62,859 3,31,705 1,72,337 1,75,413 3,67,894 

Percentage of Turnout 67.74 65.84 66.45 68.78 67.04 67.87 

Increase in %age of Voter Turnout from 2013 to 2018 1.04 1.20 1.42 

2.12 PWDs (Persons with Disabilities) 

As per Census 2011, Persons with Disabilities constituted 2.2% of the state‟s population. 

They are mostly ignored due to 

their physical shortcomings. 

PWDs are often socially 

discouraged to register their 

names in electoral rolls and to 

cast vote. However, their 

participation in the electoral 

process is as important as others. 

It is imperative to listen and 

respond to the needs of PwDs of 

the state. The issues that prevent 

the PWDs from participating in 

the electoral process are: 

difficulties in voter registration, 

inaccessible registration materials 

or facilities, inadequate or 

inaccessible voter education and 

related materials, difficulties in 

physical access to polling 

stations, inability to vote 

independently, absence of 

appropriate assistance from poll 

workers, etc. In this context, The 

Right to PwD Act, 2016 was 

implemented to remove the 

barriers to inclusion of PWDs in the electoral process. This legislation directs The Election 
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Commission of India and the State Election Commissions “to ensure that all polling stations 

are accessible to persons with disabilities and all materials related to the electoral process are 

easily understandable and accessible to them.” In view of this legislation, In this context, The 

Right to PwD Act, 2016 was implemented to remove the barriers to inclusion of PWDs in the 

electoral process. This legislation directs The Election Commission of India and the State 

Election Commissions “to ensure that all polling stations are accessible to persons with 

disabilities and all materials related to the electoral process are easily understandable and 

accessible to them.” In view of this legislation, The Election Commission of India has made 

various endeavors to encourage and facilitate Persons with disabilities (PWDs) to take part in 

the electoral process. In 2016, the Election Commission of India directed the States to take 

the following actions: 

 Identify PWDs by collecting preliminary data with the help of Census, Social Justice 

& Empowerment Department, Women and Child Welfare Department and Samagra 

Yojana. 

 Prepare a separate polling station-wise list of PWDs from the voter list. 

 Undertake SVEEP activities for ethical voting: Appointing of an officer at AC 

level and training him/her regarding provision of facilities for PWDs, organizing 

Special/Mobile camps to educate and motivate PWDs, creating awareness regarding 

the election process among PWDs, have renowned PWDs as District Campus 

Ambassadors and District /State Icons to encourage PWD voters to cast vote. 

 Involve NGOs/CSOs/DPOs/ RWAs to assist in providing various facilities to PWDs 

and imparting information on election process to PWDs in a non-political and non-

partisan manner. 

 Sensitizing the election machinery to address the needs of PWDs: For example, the 

basic information on election process should be prepared in Braille script and 

displayed in Hindi, English or regional languages. 

 Using technology to assist PWDs: Visually impaired voters should be provided the 

facility of voice SMS to convey information on the status of registration, polling 

station number, name of polling station, their Serial Number in the voters‟ list, the 

assembly constituency in which the name of PwD is registered, the voter ID 

no.(EPIC), Polling Schedule, etc. 
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In Karnataka, many efforts have been made to encourage PWDs to engage in the electoral 

process. Coordination committees were established at the state, district, taluk (AC) and gram 

panchayat levels to 

bring synergies 

among various 

departments to help 

the PWDs, plan and 

implement various 

activities targeted 

towards PWDs. The 

number of PwDs 

and their respective 

disabilities were 

identified by the 

departments for 

empowerment of 

specially challenged 

and senior citizens. 

This made the 

voting process for 

PwDs more 

accessible and 

inclusive. A survey 

was also conducted which resulted in identification and mapping of 4,36,650 PwDs on the 

basis of polling stations. Out of these PWDs, 3,82,738 of them were registered voters with 

EPIC. Besides, 15,801 PwDs were registered as voters through this survey. Various 

initiatives were undertaken to motivate PwDs to participate in the electoral process. A 

dedicated helpline was developed to address PwDs‟ grievances, awareness programmes were 

conducted about registration and facilities available at polling stations, Sign Language 

Interpreters were engaged for people with hearing disability, and Braille facility in EVMs 

were demonstrated to visually challenged persons. Besides, special provisions were made for 

allowing a companion with PwD if asked for. Volunteers were present at all polling stations 

to guide them in the process before and after exercising their franchise. Preferences were 

given to PwDs on Election Day, and constant updates were provided through cell phones on 
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the status of queue in the polling station to the identified PwDs. All polling stations were 

made disabled-friendly with the provision of ramps of legally specified sizes. 

For the visually impaired persons, voter guide brochures on registration and voting procedure 

were brought out in Braille and distributed throughout the state. Postcards with electoral 

messages were developed in Braille and posted to over 1000 visually-impaired individuals. 

On 7th May 2018, special postage stamps were released on 4 themes including PwDs 

(Accessible, Inclusive, Ethical and Festival of Democracy). Sign language experts were 

appointed to motivate PWDs and communicate election related messages to them. The 

facilities like wheel chairs were provided to all the needy ortho-disabled at polling stations. 

Visually-impaired voters were provided with magnifying glasses at all polling stations. 

Chunavana App was used by 303 persons to book wheelchairs for the use at polling stations. 

The PwD officials employed by the Government were motivated to take part in election 

duties. The provision of wheelchair and other necessary arrangements were made in all 

polling stations to enable PWDs to cast their vote. 

2.12.1 Polling Stations Managed by PwD Employees 

During 2018 election, special emphasis was given on inclusiveness and accessibility to 

elections for all marginalized sections. In order to boost the confidence of persons with 

disability, polling stations that were fully managed by PwD officials were established. The 

PwD employees were encouraged to work as polling personnel. About 388 PwD employees 

participated as presiding officers and polling officers in 86 polling stations of 50 Assembly 

Constituencies during 2018 elections. The number of polling stations that were completely 

managed by PwD employees was 26. From among these, Mandya and Raichur districts had 

14 polling stations that were fully managed by PwDs. The voter turnout in polling stations 

that were fully managed by PWDs was 67.4% in 2018 as compared to 67.22 % in 2013. 

As observed from figure 2.6, nearly 88% of the PwD population has been enrolled as voters. 

During the 2018 elections, special efforts were made to register 15,673.As a result of SVEEP 

interventions, about 4% new enrollments occurred for PwDs during the 2018 elections. 
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Figure 2.6:  Electors among PWDs during 2018 Elections 

 

2.12.2 EP Ratio for PWD Voters 

Table 2.24 provides the number of registered PWD voters, projected population of PWD and 

the EP ratio for all the districts of Karnataka. As observed from table 2.24, there is a huge 

difference in EP ratio for PWD voters among the districts. The total projected EP ratio for 

PWDs in 2018 is 20.80 %. For the Bengaluru district, this difference is stark. While, 

Bengaluru has the lowest EP ratio of 1.24, Uttar Kannada has the highest EP ratio of 70.65 

for PWD voters. Districts like Chamrajanagar, Mandya and Udupi have high EP ratios. 

Modorate EP Ratio is obsevered in districts like Kodagu, Shimoga and Chikmangaluru. On 

the other hand, districts which have low EP Ratio are Kalaburagi, Belagavi and Kolar. 

Therefore, these districts should lay more emphasis on encouraging PWDs to register as 

voters and take part in electoral process. 
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Table 2.24:  District-Wise EP Ratio for PWD in 2018 

Districts 
Registered PwD 

Voters 

Projected Population 

of PwD 

EP Ratio for PwD 

Voters 

(1) (2) (3) (4) = (2)/(3) 

Bagalkot 14546 58416 24.9 

Bengaluru 7181 581064 1.24 

Bengaluru Rural 7390 20246 36.5 

Belagavi 24650 127109 19.39 

Bellary 18242 63435 28.76 

Bidar 11108 54250 20.48 

Vijayapura 16097 48715 33.04 

Chamarajanagar 13075 18522 70.59 

Chikkballapura 12333 37748 32.67 

Chikmagalur 7413 18883 39.26 

Chitradurga 14378 39152 36.72 

Dakshin Kannada 10911 22743 47.98 

Davanagere 15529 46661 33.28 

Dharwad 13029 52090 25.01 

Gadag 9609 31280 30.72 

Kalaburagi 11399 88854 12.83 

Hassan 8450 34310 24.63 

Haveri 14582 48218 30.24 

Kodagu 3019 7172 42.09 

Kolar 8054 40816 19.73 

Koppal 11120 49035 22.68 

Mandya 19621 32829 59.77 

Mysuru 23646 75519 31.31 

Raichur 13643 56853 24.00 

Ramanagaram 7003 19137 36.59 

Shimoga 12050 30538 39.46 

Tumkur 24399 66808 36.52 

Udupi 8174 16833 48.56 

Uttara Kannada 13630 19292 70.65 

Yadgir 8457 33349 25.36 

Karnataka State 382738 1839877 20.8 

Source:  Chief Electoral Office, Karnataka 

2.12.3 Voter Turnout among PwDs 

On account of the efforts under SVEEP, the district administration ensured various facilities 

that were required by the PwD voters. Table 2.25 provides district-wise information on voter 

turnout for PwDs during the 2018 Karnataka Assembly elections. The overall voter turnout 

among PwDs is estimated to be 76.44%. The voter turnout was highest in Ramnagara district 

and lowest in Kalaburgi district. The districts like Bengaluru Urban, Bidar, Raichur and 

Yadgir which have recorded lower voter turnout needs to identify the PwD voters for 
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registration & also improve the facilities for PwD at polling stations through SVEEP 

activities in 2019. The EP ratio and Voter turnout ratio is given in Map 2.10. 

Table 2.25: District-wise voter turnout of PWDs in 2018 

District 

No. of 

PwDs 

Registered 

as voters 

having 

EPIC 

No of 

Recent 

Registration 

Disabilities 

Total No. 

of 

Disabilities 

No. of 

PwDs 

Voted 

Voter 

Turnout 

Ratio 
Ortho Hearing Visually Others 

Bagalkot 14546 681 8765 1568 1837 2376 14546 10872 74.74 

Bengaluru 7181 2466 2923 969 494 2795 7181 4912 68.40 

Bengaluru Rural 7390 274 4379 851 713 1447 7390 6210 84.03 

Belagavi 24650 96 13668 1126 2833 7023 24650 18776 76.17 

Bellary 18242 0 12082 1112 2625 2423 18242 13523 74.13 

Bidar 11108 0 7720 1038 551 1799 11108 7516 67.66 

Vijayapura 16097 976 12046 1235 1508 1308 16097 11208 69.63 

Chamarajanagar 13075 618 7954 1503 2130 1488 13075 10779 82.44 

Chikkballapura 12333 56 8751 713 1668 1201 12333 10383 84.19 

Chikmagalur 7413 274 4917 776 901 819 7413 5808 78.35 

Chitradurga 14378 152 8665 1845 2544 1324 14378 11678 81.22 

Dakshin Kannada 10911 0 5756 1006 829 3320 10911 8473 77.66 

Davanagere 15529 0 9339 1929 1830 2431 15529 11852 76.32 

Dharwad 13029 0 9151 1265 1410 1203 13029 9334 71.64 

Gadag 9609 1145 6707 1170 1382 350 9609 7188 74.81 

Kalaburagi 11399 155 8179 632 1152 1436 11399 7145 62.68 

Hassan 8450 310 5357 1212 1457 424 8450 6885 81.48 

Haveri 14582 76 2257 1960 1779 8586 14582 11734 80.47 

Kodagu 3019 102 2236 164 371 248 3019 2261 74.9 

Kolar 8054 3115 4906 474 861 1813 8054 6555 81.39 

Koppal 11120 0 7325 930 1017 1848 11120 8465 76.12 

Mandya 19621 31 11887 3302 2208 2224 19621 16193 82.53 

Mysuru 23646 633 11817 6110 5117 602 23646 17706 74.88 

Raichur 13643 2651 7970 1550 1304 2819 13643 8977 65.8 

Ramanagaram 7003 590 4190 877 761 1175 7003 5921 84.55 

Shimoga 12050 507 8440 750 1011 1849 12050 9406 78.06 

Tumkur 24399 277 15940 2769 3443 2247 24399 20132 82.51 

Udupi 8174 250 3098 547 605 3924 8174 6446 78.86 

Uttara Kannada 13630 249 7701 1578 1527 2824 13630 10664 78.24 

Yadgir 8457 117 5867 1642 353 595 8457 5568 65.84 

Karnataka 382738 15801 229993 42603 46221 63921 382738 292569 76.44 

 

  



 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

 

86  No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts. 
 

Map 2.10:  District wise EP Ratio Voter Turnout Ratio for PWD Voters in 2018 

 

2.13 Ethnic and tribal communities  

There are many ethnic and tribal communities in Karnataka who are often excluded from the 

electoral process. They constitute nearly 7% of the total population in the state. The people of 

these communities live in extreme poverty. They are mostly neglected because of which their 

holistic development is affected adversely. The people of these communities have been 

marginalized in the society mainly because of the place of their residence. Therefore, various 

initiatives were undertaken to mainstream the people of these communities so that they could 

take part in the electoral process. 

Some of the initiatives taken for these communities are as follows: 

 Folk art was used to disseminate electoral information  

 Local tribal leaders were selected as Icons 

 Assistance from NGOs like Vivekananda Girijana Kalyana Kendra, Swami 

Vivekananda Youth Movement, Development Through Education (DEED), 

Foundation for Educational Innovations in Asia (FEDINA), Coorg Organization of 

Rural Development (CORD), Samagra Grameena Ashrama, Janashikshana Trust, 
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Chintana Foundation, Samvriddi/ Krupa, Vanavasi Kalyana Ashrama was taken to 

motivate these communities about the importance of participation in the electoral 

system. 

 The local officials were involved in the campaigning process since they have better 

understanding of socio-economic needs, traditions and culture of these communities. 

 Demonstration of EVM, VVPAT and especially NOTA was provided to the 

community. 

 Campaigns on importance of ethical voting were undertaken in the local language. 

 Cycle Rallies and Folk art competitions were conducted in tribal areas. 

 Ethnic Polling Stations were set up in tribal areas. 

 

The Directorate of Tribal Welfare helped in setting up of 28 Ethnic Polling Stations in 18 

Assembly Constituencies of 8 districts. Significant efforts were made  to reach out to 

primitive tribes dwelling in deep forests. The districts in which the ethnic polling stations 

were set up are Chamrajnagar, Udupi, Kodagu, Uttar Kannada, Dakshin Kannada, Mysuru, 

Shivamoga and Chikmangaluru. Among these districts, Kodagu has the highest number of 

tribal voters while Shivamoga has the lowest number of tribal voters.  Identifying tribal 

population and enrolling them as electors has been one of the activities of SVEEP 

interventions. The intervention has lead to an increase in the registration of tribals. About 

10.38% increase in registration/ enrolment was observed during the drive. 
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As observed from table 2.26, there is a significant improvement in the voter turnout in tribal 

areas during 2018 as compared to 2013. The voter turnout has increased from 76.98% to 

81.51% in tribal areas. Improvement is visible in almost all the polling stations where tribal 

population is located except in polling station number 184 in Shimoga rural, Virajpet PS114, 

Madikeri PS 45, and Joyida PS 135. 

Table: 2.26: Change in the Voter Turnout Ratio in Tribal areas 

Name of the PS 
2013 2018 

Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Kollegal (PS 192) 77.40 80.62 79.01 84.62 78.63 81.63 

Gundlupet (PS180) 87.10 84.30 85.70 88.60 85.40 87.00 

Chamarajanagara (PS 123) 74.90 73.80 74.35 88.30 89.10 88.70 

Hanur (PS 213) 72.80 76.70 74.75 90.60 90.70 90.65 

Baindur (PS50) 75.40 78.40 76.90 87.40 79.10 83.25 

Karkala (PS 13) 80.90 79.10 80.00 86.30 80.70 83.50 

Virajpet (PS 114) 69.50 76.60 73.05 75.30 78.20 76.75 

Virajpet (PS 255) 67.00 64.50 65.75 69.00 76.80 72.90 

Virajpet (PS 190) 66.20 60.10 63.15 64.60 60.50 62.55 

Madikeri (PS 45) 85.60 89.40 87.50 78.30 80.60 79.45 

Madikeri(PS 143) 81.90 78.10 80.00 85.40 90.00 87.70 

Haliyala, Joyida (PS 135) 83.50 82.50 83.00 81.20 83.60 82.40 

Haliyala, Joyida (PS 179) 83.20 78.50 80.85 89.00 90.20 89.60 

Yallapura (PS 84) 76.10 71.90 74.00 77.30 76.40 76.85 

Yallapura (PS 53) 83.80 77.60 80.70 86.10 78.90 82.50 

Mudabidre (PS 119) 77.60 74.60 76.10 78.30 84.20 81.25 

Puttur (PS 107) 75.10 64.80 69.95 90.30 87.10 88.70 

Belthangadi (PS 83) 75.00 72.60 73.80 87.00 85.60 86.30 

Hunasuru (PS 250) 64.80 66.10 65.45 76.90 73.20 75.05 

Piriyapatna (PS 212) 76.50 79.90 78.20 76.80 75.40 76.10 

Shimoga Rural (PS 184) 82.20 79.70 80.95 67.50 66.30 66.90 

Shimoga Rural (PS 185) 62.40 61.40 61.90 71.10 64.70 67.90 

Shringeri (PS 223) 88.60 85.80 87.20 91.90 90.80 91.35 

Shringeri (PS 96) 81.10 78.00 79.55 86.50 82.90 84.70 

Shringeri (PS 245) 86.60 79.10 82.85 90.90 82.30 86.60 

Shringeri (PS 226) 89.20 84.20 86.70 89.70 88.20 88.95 

Total Average 77.86 76.09 76.98 82.26 80.75 81.51 

Figures 2.7 to 2.9 show the change in voter turnout from 2013 to 2018 among males, females 

and total population in the tribal areas. In this respect, the maximum change in male voter 

turnout is observed in Hanur (PS 213) while the female and the total voter turnout were 

highest in Puttur (PS 107). The male, female and total voter turnout was the lowest in 

Shivamoga Rural (PS 184). The other tribal areas in which the total voter turnout was high 

are Hannur (PS 213), Chamrajnagara (PS 123), Hunasuru (PS 250) and Belthangadi (PS 83). 
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On the other hand, the areas in which the total voter turnout was low are Madikeri (PS 45), 

Piriyapatna (PS 212) and Virajpet (PS 190). 
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Figure.2.7 Change in male voter turnout from 2013 to 2018 in tribal areas 

 
 

Figure.2.8 Change in female voter turnout from 2013 to 2018 in tribal areas 

 
 

Figure.2.9 Change in total voter turnout from 2013 to 2018 in tribal areas 
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2.14 Complaint Handling 

The theme for the General Assembly Elections in Karnataka has been “INCLUSIVE 

ACCESSIBLE AND ETHICAL” elections which aimed at promoting fair and free elections. 

Keeping this goal in mind, the Election Commission of India laid emphasis on management 

of complaints against official machinery, Political parties, Candidates, Corrupt practices, etc. 

The system of handling complaints would ensure a level playing field to all the contesting 

candidates. A comprehensive mechanism has to be developed for timely grievance redressal 

and reporting of such grievances to the Election Commission of India and other concerned 

authorities. The complainant should be updated about the status of complaint as well.  

In this respect, a robust Complaint Monitoring Centre (CMC) was set up at the state as 

well as district levels. The CMC has three cells under it: Receiving Cell, Compliance 

Cell and the Archives Cell. The Receiving Cell receives complaints from various sources 

through standard modes. The Compliance Cell comprises of a team of 15 probationary officers 

who created E-mail ids for each district that are used to receive complaints. The district 

nodal officers notified the District Election Officer (DEO) or Assistant District Election 

Officer (ADEO) about each complaint, followed up with respective officer and obtained 

Action Taken Report (ATR). After receipt of the ATR, the Compliance Cell forwarded the 

file to Archives Cell. Finally, reply on compliance was sent through the same mail from 

which the specific complaint was received. The Archives Cell also forwarded ATR to the 

Election Commission of India, Political Parties or to the complainant. It also archived the 

hard copies of correspondences in a file for future reference and retrieval. 

Public can file  complaints either through registering themselves on the Public Grievance Redress 

(PGR) portal or by making a call to the State level Call Centre or by any other method, including 

meeting officers personally, sending letters, e-mails or Fax etc. The information on the sources 

and modes of lodging complaint, the nature of complaint that can be lodged and action taken 

by concerned officers are provided below. 

2.14.1 Sources of Complaint 

Written complaints received through Election Commission of India, written complaints from 

citizens, written complaints from political parties / Candidates, complaints received 
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through E-mail, complaints received directly at CEO office, complaints received at designated 

telephone numbers / Call Centres, online complaints received through ECI portal, Samadhan, etc. 

 

2.14.2 Modes of Complaint 

The standard modes of complaint are complaints forwarded by Election Commission of India, 

complaints received at CEO office, written letters given in personal visits, letter received 

through Post, complaint received through E-mails. These are the conventional modes of 

complaint which are based on a manual monitoring mechanism. At present, the state has been 

using online system of grievance redress that is available under the National Grievance 

Redress System (NGRS). During the 2018 Assembly Elections of Karnataka, CEO used 

online complaint monitoring mechanism on SAMADHAN portal, for hassle free operation of 

grievance redressal system. Using SAMADHAN portal facilitated in receiving the complaints 

systematically and providing acknowledgement to the complainant. Besides, the functioning 

of the 1950 Call Centre was shifted from CEO office to the YAVNIKA centre which 

facilitated co-ordination and monitoring of complaints under a common roof. This call centre 

functioned 24x7 and details of all the complaints were maintained. Further, all the calls 



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  93 
 

received were recorded. The serious complaints were forwarded to the admin cell under the 

CMC for further action. About 157 serious complaints were sent to the Admin cell during the 

2018 elections. For the other complaints, the Helpline representatives provided appropriate 

information. 

2.14.3 Nature of Complaint: The nature of complaints include 

Electoral Roll related, EPIC related, complaints lodged against political parties/candidates, 

complaints against electoral machinery (polling officials/election related officials), complaints 

relating to MCC violations, election expenditure related complaints, etc., and poll day 

complaints. The complainant has to provide a brief description of the complaint which is fed 

into the system and this description will be seen by the concerned officer. 

2.14.4 Action Taken 

For a particular complaint, the description of the action taken by the concerned officer has to 

be updated in the system. Every time any action is taken, the description of action taken has 

to be updated simultaneously with the disposal status. The old and the updated description of 

action taken are recorded in the system. Thus, a complete history on description of action 

taken is maintained by the system. 

2.14.5 New Challenges 

The voters are being lured by some electoral candidates through means other than the usual 

methods like distribution of cash, liquor or saris. There are various other methods that are 

being adopted by candidates. One such method is providing group insurance to voters that 

would insure them and their children in case of medical emergencies. The candidates 

deliberately make the transactions of insurance policy before the Model Code of Conduct 

(MCC) comes into force so that it is not counted as an Election Expenditure or as a violation 

of MCC. The candidates also lure voters by providing them with financial bonds for a small 

sum of deposit. These bonds are generally worth thousands of rupees and have short maturity 

period. However, the maturity date of the bonds is purposively fixed after announcement of 

election results. The voters realize that they have been cheated when they try to encash the 

bonds. 
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These kind of fraudulent activities are a major challenge to ethical functioning of the electoral 

system.  In order to protect the financial interest of the voters, such fraudulent schemes 

during elections need to be curbed with zero tolerance. 

Table 2.27 and figure 2.10 provide the scenario of compliant handling at the state level 

The total number of complaints received by the state is 15,412 out of which 14,795 have 

been redressed while 618 cases are still pending.  The highest number of complaints have 

been received through the PGR portal while the lowest number of complaints were 

received via letters, E-mails, etc. from ECI and other sources. 

Table 2.27: complaint disposal at state level, 2018 

Category Total Complaints Received Disposed Pending 

Letters, emails etc from ECI and other 

sources 
2348 2191 157 

PGR Portals (Karnataka and ECI) 9321 8883 438 

Samadhan 3743 3720 23 

Total 15,412 14,794 618 

 

Figure 2.10: complaint disposal at state level, 2018 

 

On comparing the performance grievance redressal at the state and district levels (as given in 

table 2.28), it is found that about 99 percent of complaints at the the district-level have been 

addressed while, at the state-level,  96% of the complaints have been disposed.  
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Table 2.28: Status of disposal of complaints at state and district levels , 2018 

SL 

No. 
Category 

Total Complaints 

Received 
Disposed Pending 

% of disposed cases 

in total complaints 

received 

1 
Status of complaint disposal 

at State level 
15,412 14,794 618 95.9 

2 
Status of complaint disposal 

at District level 
9,353 9,256 97 98.9 

Total 24,765 24,050 715 97.1 

Table 2.29 provides details of grievance redressal at the district level. As observed from this 

table, Chikbalapur received highest number of complaints while Udupi received the lowest 

number of complaints. Bengaluru Urban has the highest number of pending cases while in 

most of the districts all the complaints received have been disposed.  

Table 2.29: District-wise information on number of complaints received, disposed and 

pending 

District No of Complaints received No. of Complaints Disposed Total Pending 

Bagalkot 342 342 0 

Bengaluru  651 588 63 

Bengaluru Rural 465 453 12 

Belagavi 232 232 0 

Bellary 190 190 0 

Bidar 362 358 4 

Vijayapura 265 265 0 

Chamarajanagar 159 159 0 

Chikkballapura 1297 1297 0 

Chikmagalur 99 99 0 

Chitradurga 316 316 0 

Dakshin Kannada 469 469 0 

Davanagere 104 104 0 

Dharwad 124 124 0 

Gadag 105 105 0 

Kalaburagi 199 199 0 

Hassan 197 197 0 

Haveri 62 62 0 

Kodagu 152 152 0 

Kolar 356 347 9 

Koppal 153 153 0 

Mandya 508 508 0 

Mysuru 725 723 2 

Raichur 327 327 0 

Ramanagaram 183 183 0 

Shimoga 70 70 0 

Tumkur 507 507 0 

Udupi 62 62 0 

Uttara Kannada 525 518 7 

Yadgir 147 147 0 

Karnataka State 9353 9256 97 
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Figure.2.11 Division-wise number of complaints received and disposed , 2018 

 

Since Karnataka is divided into four divisions, Figure 2.11 shows the division-wise number 

of complaints received and disposed as of 2018. The highest number of complaints have been 

received and disposed by Bengaluru division. Within Bengaluru division, the highest number 

of complaint was received and disposed by the Chikbalapura district while the lowest was by 

BBMP North district. In Belagavi division, Uttar Kannada district had the highest and Haveri 

has the lowest number of complaints received and disposed. Mysuru district had the highest 

and Udupi had the lowest number of complaints received and disposed in the Mysuru 

division. Lastly, for the Kalaburagi division, the highest number of complaint was received 

and disposed by Bidar district while the lowest was by Yadgir district. 

Given the details of complaints received and disposed, Table 2.30 provides information on 

the classification of complaints at the district level. As observed from the table, a  major share 

of complaints has been received through Telephone calls received by Static Surveillance 

Teams (SSTs), Flying squads, etc. while the least number of complaints was received 

through reports on TV channels. Figure 2.12 shows that out of the total complaints, 36% 

were received through telephone calls to SST, Flying Squads, etc. followed by complaints 

through e-mails (20%), written complaints by parties, candidates and public (17%) and other 

sources (10%). The lowest proportion of complaints was received through reports on TV 
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channels (2%). The total number of complaints received was 9353 of which 9256 

complaints were completely redressed while 97 complaints were pending. All the 

complaints received through reports on TV channels, social media, Telephone calls 

received by SST, Flying squads, etc. and other complaints were completely redressed.  

Table 2.30: District Level Complaints Classification 

Category of Complaint 

District Level Complaints Classification 

Total No of 

complaints 

Received 

Total No. of 

Complaints 

Disposed 

Total 

Pending, if 

any 

Written Complaints by parties, candidates and 

public 
1631 1618 13 

Complaints by e-mail 1912 1905 7 

Newspaper reports/columns pertaining to election 

matter 
232 225 7 

Reports on TV Channels 156 156 0 

Social Media : Twitter, Facebook & Instagram etc 265 265 0 

Telephone calls received by SST, Flying squads 

etc 
3386 3386 0 

Complaints received by SST, Flying Squads etc  875 805 70 

Others 896 896 0 

Total 9353 9256 97 

 

Figure.2.12 Total number of complaints Received 

 

Letter and e-mails together are important sources through which complaints are received. 

Therefore, Figure 2.13 shows the division-wise number of complaints received through letter 

and e-mails. In Bengaluru division, Bengaluru urban has the highest number of complaints 

disposed and pending, while Ramangara district has the lowest number of complaints 
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disposed, and  Shivamoga and Ramangara have no pending complaints. For Belagavi 

division, Vijayapura district has the highest number of complaints disposed while Belgaum 

had highest number of pending complaints.  Haveri and Uttar Kannada district has the lowest 

number of complaints disposed while Dharwad has no pending complaints. In Mysuru 

division, Mysuru district has the highest number of complaints disposed while Mandya 

district has highest number of pending complaints. Kodagu districts disposed lowest number 

of complaints. Udupi district has no pending complaints. For Kalaburagi division, Koppal has 

the highest number of disposed complaints while Kalaburagi has the highest number of 

pending complaints. Yadgir district has the lowest number of disposed complaints while 

Bellary district has no pending complaints. 

Figure.2.13 Division-wise number of complaints received through letters and E-mails 

 

Figures 2.14 and 2.15 provide details of complaints on MCC violation. Past experience show 

that large number of MCC Violations takes place before election. Therefore, a strong force 

was put in place to deal with MCC Violations and to ensure strict enforcement of the MCC 

during 2018 elections. As observed from figure 2.14, about 236 complaints on MCC 

violations were received during 2018 election of which 227 of them were closed while 9 

(4%) were under process. Thus, 96% of the complaints that were received were closed while 

4% were under process. 
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Figure.2.14: Disposal of complaints: MCC violation 

 

Figure 2.15 provides details of category-wise disposal of complaints on MCC violations. 

Highest number of complaints on MCC violation was received through TV channels while 

lowest received was through social media. All the complaints received though the toll free 

number 1950, e-mail, hand complaints, social media and ECI were completely disposed. 

Figure 2.15: Category wise disposal of complaints: MCC violation 
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Table 2.31 provides detailed information on the seizure of various items by the FS and SST, 

Police department, income tax department and excise department during the 2018 election. 

As observed from this table, the total worth of assets that have been seized on account of the 

complaints was Rs.1,84,62,23,080. Cash, gold and gold ornaments and liquor are the items 

that have been seized in large quantities.  

Table 2.31: Seizures Statistics as on 15-05-2018 

SL. No. ITEMS QUANTITY Approx. Worth (in Rs.) 

SEIZURE BY FS & SST 

1 Cash - 61,40,22,574.00 

2 Liquor 2693.198 Litres 15,21,647.00 

3 Drugs 51.05 Kg 33,17,925.00 

4 Ganja 36.007 Kg 7,00,800.00 

5 Gold & Gold Ornaments 61.0466 Kg 22,96,63,421.00 

6 Silver & Silver Articles 27.66 Kg 20,00,200.00 

7 Vehicles & Other items 261 Nos. 6,82,48,336.53 

8 Cooker & Other Home Appliances 705 Nos. 1,66,23,888.00 

9 Sarees 10221 Nos. 53,77,750.00 

10 LPG Stoves 253 Nos. 3,69,000.00 

11 Sewing Machines 93 Nos. 3,75,000.00 

12 LED TVs 115 Nos. 2,65,000.00 

13 Solar Sets 176 Nos. 14,08,000.00 

14 

Carton boxes, House hold items, dustbin, 

Mug, Bucket, Lunch box etc and other all 

Miscellaneous items 

1100 Nos. 12,42,81,184.27 

SEIZURE BY OTHER POLICE DEPARTMENT 

15 Cash - 64,93,640.00 

16 Gold 44.755 Kg 16,99,58,047.00 

17 Laptops & Other  items 160 Nos. 2,63,630.00 

SEIZURE BY INCOME TAX DEPARTMENT 

18 Cash - 31,24,99,540.00 

19 Gold - 4,11,79,049.00 

SEIZURE BY EXCISE DEPARTMENT 

20 India Made Liquor (IML) 367421.52 Liters 22,04,52,913.20 

21 IML NOT FOR SALE 15179.13 Liters 75,89,563.00 

22 Duplicate Liquor 1060 Liters 4,23,858.00 

23 Beer 115126 Liters 1,89,95,760.00 

24 Toddy 3206 Liters 1,92,354.00 

Total value Seizure of Cash, Liquor, Gold & Other Articles (in Rs.) 1,84,62,23,080.00 

2.15 Electoral Literacy Clubs 

Under its flagship SVEEP programme, the Election Commission of India carries out various 

interventions for strengthening and enhancing quality electoral participation. Election 

Commission of India is now rolling out its ambitious project „Electoral Literacy Club‟ (ELC) 

for mainstreaming of electoral literacy in Schools, Colleges and Universities to promote 
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electoral literacy in all age groups of the Indian citizens. ELCs aim to promote Electoral 

Literacy among the youth and new voters studying in the formal system of education. The 

students studying from 9
th

 standard and above are the members of the ELCs. The 

teachers/lecturers teaching social science, political science and the experienced faculty of the 

schools and colleges play the role of conveners. The selected/elected students will assist the 

conveners as ambassadors for effective functioning of the ELCs. 

Major Objectives of the ELCs 

1. Educate target population about voter registration and electoral process 

2. EVM and VVPAT familarisation and education about robustness and integrity of the 

electoral process using EVMs 

3. ELCs will facilitate voter registration for its members as they turn 18 

Target Population 

1. Future Voters – 14 to 17+ age group of both formal and non-formal system 

2. New/Fresh Voters – 18+ age group/non-registered voters 

Chunavana Jagruthi Clubs 

Chunavana Jagruthi Clubs (Chunavana Patashalas) are being set up in all the polling stations 

to create awareness on electoral and voting processes among the new and youth voters of the 

Non Formal System. The population of 14+ age is the target group for enrolment as  

members of the CJCs. Booth Level Officers (BLOs) are the conveners ofthe Chunavana 

Jagruthi Clubs which seek to promote electoral literacy among the members of the 

community. 

Voter Awareness Forums 

In organizations such as Government and Non-Government Organizations as well as in 

Corporate bodies, the ELCs has assumed the name of Voter Awareness Forum (VAF) which 

serve the purpose of imparting voter education to all employees within an organization. 

Voters Awareness Forums (VAFs) are informal forums for generating discussions and 

awareness around the electoral process, on the how, what and where of registration and 
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voting, through the medium of real-time activities. All employees, including contractual ones, 

are members of the VAF. The structure of the VAF includes: (1) The Head of each 

organization/Office as the Chair of the VAF (2) Chair-appointed one Senior Officer as the 

Nodal Officer. 

Major Activities of the ELCs/CJCs and VAFs 

Registration of new voters and check their names in the electoral list, celebrate the National 

Voters Day on 25
th

 January every year and take Pledge, motivate the new youth voters for 

active participation in the electoral process. 

Expected Outcomes 

1. Sensitization and familiarization of the Election process among all the stakeholders 

including formal and non-formal system 

2. Target audiences understand the value of their vote and the sanctity of „Secrecy of 

Vote‟ 

3. Overall increase in registration of voters and voter turnout in elections 

Achievements So Far 

1. State Level Master Trainers Training at the National Level – The ECI has organized 2 

day orientation programme on ELC at the National Level from 23
rd

 May to 24
th

 May 

2018 at New Delhi 

2. Selection and Training of SLMTs at the State Level – 18 SLMTs were identified and 

given 2 day training at the State Level in Bengaluru 

3. Selection and Training of District Level Master Trainers – 204 District Level Master 

Trainers (1 per Block) were identified and provided training at the Divisional Level 

during the month of December 2018. Soft copy of the ECI Resource Guide has been 

provided in pen drive to all SLMTs and DLMTs 

4. Selection and Training of Block Level Master Trainers – 606 Master Trainers (3 per 

Block) were identified and provided training at the District Level during the month of 

February 2019. Soft copy of the ECI Resource Guide provided in pen drive to all 

BLMTs 
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5. Selection and Training of the ELCs and CJCs Conveners – About 25,000 ELC 

Conveners and 59,000 CJCs Nodal Officers (BLOs) were trained at the Block Level 

Resource Guide/Kit 

The ECI Resource Guide materials were translated into Kannada and printed materials 

provided to all centres of ELC and CJC 

Establishment and Registration of the Electoral Literacy Clubs 

21,743 ELCs have already been established and 16.18 lakh students are the beneficiaries. The 

details of ELCs are given in Table 2.32 

Table 2.32 Electoral Literacy Clubs 

 Establishment 

Target 

Achievements 

 
Institutions ELCs 

ELC Members 

Students 

1 High Schools 15608 15671 1005911 

2 PU/Diploma/ Polytechnic Colleges 5245 4179 391995 

3 
Colleges and PG Centers and Universities 

(37766 + 66 + 3730) 
1178 1893 220777 

 Total ELCs 24649 21743 1618683 

4 
No. of Chunavana Jagruthi Clubs 

(Chunavana Pathashala) 
24649 7035 3220 

Video Conference (VC) 

Three VCs have been convened till today under the Chairmanship of CEO-Karnataka for 

Orientation and familiarization on the ELC programme among the field functionaries and the 

District Level Authorities. 

Orientation Workshop on Voter Awareness Forum (VAF) 

1. Organized a half-day workshop for the Senior/Nodal Officers of all the Departments 

to establish VAF and conduct activities related to the Election process 

2. Orientation on ELCs and VAFs to all CEOs and other Officials 

3. A Workshop was organized for CEOs/Nodal Officers of selected 100 corporate 

companies on Voter Awareness Forum 
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The details of activity-based participatory approach and its achievements are provided in 

Table 2.33. 

Table 2.33: Mode of Training- Activity Based and Participatory Approach 

 

Sl. 

No. 

Mode 
Target Achievements 

Details 

1 
SLMTs (State Level Master 

Trainers) 
19 19 

Two days training was organized in 

July 2018 at the Jt. CEO Office, 

Bengaluru 

2 
DLMTs (District Level 

Master Trainers) 
204 204 

Two days training was organized in 

December 2018 in all 4 divisions, 

one per Block 

3 
BLMTs (Block Level 

Master Trainers) 
612 612 

Two days training was organized in 

February 2019 at the District Levels, 

3 per Block 

4 ELC Conveners 24649  

Two days training is being organized 

for the Conveners of all ELCs at the 

Taluk Level (from 11
th

 February 

2019 – under progress) 

5 CJCs Nodal Officers 

58186 

(Polling 

Stations) 

24649 

CJCs 

 

One day training programme has 

been organized for the Nodal 

Officers (Booth Level Officers – 

BLOs) of all Polling Booths at the 

Taluk Level (from 11
th

 February 

2019 – under progress) 

6 Resource Guide Kit 26000 Sets 

 ECI has Provided the grade-wise ELC Resource Kit 

consisting of 13 items 

 Translated and supplied the Resource Kits to all ELC 

centers 

7 Funds Allocation 
Rs.1.25 

Crore 

 Action Plan has been prepared and the fund has been 

released to the District Electoral Officers (DEOs) 

 District Institutes for Education and Training (DIETs) 

are the implementing agencies 

8 Monitoring Mechanism 

All Levels 

 Online monitoring review is being done 

 Updating the progress in the prescribed spread sheets 

 Three video conferences have been conducted for interaction with the 

District Authorities and the concerned Resource Groups 

 Nodal Officers are nominated for effective implementation of the 

programme 
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2.16 Booth Level Awareness Group (BAGs) 

Voter turnout during Karnataka's Assembly elections last year touched a new peak 

at 72.13 percent, but the state‟s capital Bengaluru recorded a disappointing 51 percent, 

according to data from the Chief Electoral Office (CEO) of Karnataka. Overall, 

citizens - especially in urban areas - need to be more engaged and must exercise their 

right to vote. The right to vote is the cornerstone of any democracy. The ballot 

represents the voice of people. It is the most powerful tool that citizens can exercise to 

bring about a change in not only their own neighbourhood, but the country as a whole. 

So, in order to engage more citizens in the electoral process and to enable them to 

be 'democracy warriors' in their own constituencies, the Bruhat Bengaluru 

Mahanagara Palike (BBMP) as well as the Chief Electoral Office of Karnataka are 

teaming up with Bengaluru Political Action Committee (B. PAC) and other civic 

organisations to launch ‘Booth Level Awareness Groups’,  The first leg of this 

initiative, including its website and training programme, was launched on January 12, 

2019. 

BAGs  involves an active participation of volunteers at the booth level. There is a 

„democracy warrior‟ for their own booth to ensure elimination of any malpractice and 

they will fight only for better democracy. According to guidelines from the Election 

Commission of India, "responsible voters from different booths, anganwadi staff 

members, teachers working with the postal department, government functionaries, 

para workers, representative of schools or colleges in booth areas as well as member 

representatives of local non-governmental organisations (NGOs)" are all eligible to 

sign up. The only eligibility criteria to register as part of BAGs is that the citizen 

should be politically neutral. The city of Bengaluru has more than 8,000 booths spread 

across 27 constituencies, as per the CEO of Karnataka. The BBMP, B. PAC as well as 

the Electoral Office are working towards getting atleast a couple of volunteers 

registered as part of each booth. They are also conducting extensive training 

programmes for all volunteers in the coming weeks. These programmes  touch upon 

the do's and don‟ts about conducting awareness campaigns and the type of activities 

that can be organised to draw the attention of people at large. Voting is both a 

http://www.ceokarnataka.kar.nic.in/
http://ceo.karnataka.gov.in/DR2019/AC_List_B3.aspx?DistNo=31
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privilege and duty of every citizen. It lays the path towards a stronger democracy. The 

BAGs initiative aims to offer a robust platform for citizens to build this path. Details 

of the district wise BAGs formed and campus ambassadors appointed are given in 

Table 2.34. 

Table 2.34: District Wise Number of BAGs formed and Campus Ambassadors 

Appointed 

Sl.No District Name No of BAGs formed No of Campus Ambassador  appointed 

1 Bagalkot 1543 168 

2 Bengaluru 5180 1740 

3 Bengaluru Rural 1130 18 

4 Belagavi 4408 354 

5 Bellary 2008 735 

6 Bidar 1311 102 

7 Vijayapura 2005 427 

8 Chamarajanagar 967 2 

9 Chikkballapura 1255 24 

10 Chikmagalur 1170 33 

11 Chitradurga 1479 1322 

12 Dakshin Kannada 1665 306 

13 Davanagere 1904 43 

14 Dharwad 1598 18 

15 Gadag 939 10 

16 Kalaburagi 2267 300 

17 Hassan 1966 628 

18 Haveri 1463 37 

19 Kodagu 530 39 

20 Kolar 1568 23 

21 Koppal 1286 407 

22 Mandya 1780 735 

23 Mysuru 2687 0 

24 Raichur 1362 82 

25 Ramanagaram 1117 120 

26 Shimoga 1721 112 

27 Tumkur 2645 116 

28 Udupi 1078 42 

29 Uttara kannada 1434 39 

30 Yadgir 1127 359 

  Karnataka State 52593 8341 
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2.17 Election Performance Index: 

The Elections Performance Index (EPI), measures the election administration‟s 

effectiveness in each district of the state. Election Performance index has been built using 

seven highly relevant output indicators, with the overall performance score which could 

be used to evaluate a district‟s position vis-a-vis other districts. EPI also helps to identify 

best practices and suggest areas for improvement. 

In order to understand the election performance, one should consider three dimensions 

viz., Registration, Voting and Counting. Since, in Karnataka, elections are conducted by 

using EVMs with an additional facility of VVPAT, counting need not be considered as a 

dimension. Thus, seven indicators are chosen to represent Registration and Voting 

dimensions. Two separate indices viz. Registration Index and Voting Index are computed 

separately. Finally, Election Performance Index has been calculated an aggregation of 

Registration and Voting index with equal weights to these indices. Indicators chosen to 

represent the Election Performance Index are as follows: 

Registration 

 Male Electors to population Ratio (Male EP Ratio) 

 Female Electors to population Ratio (Female EP Ratio) 

 New Registration (EP ratio of young voters i.e., 18-19 years) 

 EP ratio of PwD 

Voting 

 Male Voters turnout ratio (Male VTR) 

 Female Voters turnout ratio (Female VTR) 

 Voter Turnout Ratio by the PwD 

These Indicators are first normalised using Max-Min approach and then aggregated 

through their geometric mean. Since all the variables are in percentages, the maximum 

index score is chosen as 100 and minimum as 0. Based on the 2018 assembly election 
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data, election performance index is computed at district level and the same is presented in 

table 2.35 

Table 2.35 : Election Performance Index 

Districts 
Registration 

Index 
Rank 

Voting 

Index 
Rank 

Election 

performance 

index 

Rank 

Bagalkot 0.468 20 0.748 20 0.591 22 

Bengaluru 0.197 30 0.589 30 0.340 30 

Bengaluru Rural 0.585 5 0.840 3 0.701 4 

Belagavi 0.415 28 0.759 18 0.561 25 

Bellary 0.481 18 0.741 23 0.597 21 

Bidar 0.425 27 0.677 26 0.536 27 

Vijayapura 0.489 16 0.696 25 0.584 23 

Chamarajanagar 0.635 2 0.824 5 0.723 2 

Chikkballapura 0.529 12 0.841 2 0.667 9 

Chikmagalur 0.526 13 0.782 12 0.641 13 

Chitradurga 0.574 6 0.808 9 0.681 7 

Dakshin Kannada 0.555 9 0.776 15 0.656 10 

Davanagere 0.557 8 0.761 16 0.651 11 

Dhrawad 0.454 24 0.712 24 0.569 24 

Gadag 0.495 15 0.747 21 0.608 17 

Kalaburagi 0.353 29 0.630 29 0.472 29 

Hassan 0.447 25 0.815 7 0.603 18 

Haveri 0.465 21 0.804 10 0.612 16 

Kodagu 0.521 14 0.748 19 0.624 14 

Kolar 0.461 23 0.814 8 0.612 15 

Koppal 0.475 19 0.761 17 0.601 20 

Mandya 0.596 3 0.827 4 0.702 3 

Mysuru 0.489 17 0.743 22 0.603 19 

Raichur 0.464 22 0.658 28 0.553 26 

Ramanagaram 0.536 11 0.845 1 0.673 8 

Shimoga 0.538 10 0.780 14 0.648 12 

Tumkur 0.567 7 0.822 6 0.683 6 

Udupi 0.595 4 0.788 11 0.685 5 

Uttara Kannada 0.672 1 0.780 13 0.724 1 

Yadgir 0.437 26 0.658 27 0.536 28 

Source: calculated based on 2018 Assembly Constituency election data 

Districts of Uttara Kannada, Chamarajanagara and Mandya Districts stood in the top three 

positions while Yadgir, Kalaburagi and Bengaluru districts are in the last three positions. 
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Both Uttara Kannada and Chamarajanagar districts, which figure in the top positions, were 

able to identify most of the PwDs and get them registered. These districts have not only able 

to get the PwDs registered but also have encouraged and supported them to cast their votes, 

which has resulted in the a voter turnout ratio of about 0.78 (Uttara Kannada) and 0.82 

(Chamarajanagara). Uttara Kannada District has also made efforts in getting the young voters 

registered. On the contrary, Kalaburagi and Yadgir have recorded a low level of PwD and 

young voters‟ identification and registration, with the voter turnout too of these categories 

being quite low. Migration could also be one of the reasons for the low turnout ratio.  

Juxtaposing development, as measured by the district HDI, and the election performance 

index, has enabled the recognition of a relationship between the two measures across all 

districts, but for Bengaluru (fig. 2.16). Further, almost all the poorly performing districts, in 

terms of election performance, belong to Belagavi and Kalaburagi divisions. It is assessed 

that migration, access to the booth etc. could be some of the barriers to participation of 

electors in the election process. In Karnataka, although there has been a gradual upward shift 

in overall voting rates in Karnataka, systematic efforts should be made to identify all the 

causes, including socio-economic factors, for low voter turnout ratio, and strengthen the 

system in the laggard districts. 

Figure 2.16: HDI and Election Performance Index 
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2.18 Conclusion 

This chapter presents the current scenario of the electoral participation in the state of 

Karnataka using information pertaining to EP Ratio and Voter turnout Ratios, summary 

revision of electoral rolls, special initiatives under SVEEP , use of technology, targeted 

interventions under SVEEP, complaint handling, ELCs and BAGs 

i. The total projected population of Karnataka in 2019 is 70,165,991 and the number 

of electors as per the proposed draft roll of 1.1.2019 is 50,307,182. Thus, the ratio 

of electors to population for this state is 71.7. There is an improvement in the 

gender ratio given that the electors gender ratio is 976 while the census gender ratio 

is 974. The proportion of voters in the age group 18-19 years has been 1.42% while 

for the cohort of 20-29 years, it is 20.84%. The proportion of voters is highest in the 

age group of 30- 39 years and lowest in the age-group of 18-19 years. Thus, more 

young voters should be encouraged to enroll themselves in electoral rolls. 

ii. If we look at summary of revision of electoral rolls, the net addition of voters to the 

electoral rolls has been quite significant over the years. It was highest during the 

2013 Assembly polls and lowest during 2017.  The net addition of voters for the 

2019 Parliamentary polls is 6,51,123.  After revision or cleansing the final roll is  

50,307,182. 

iii. The Elector Population Ratio (EP Ratio) for the Parliamentary polls 2019 is 

recorded at 71.7% as compared to 72.9% in 2018 and 68.3% as per census 2011 

figures of the total population belonging to age 18 and above. As compared to 2018, 

the EP Ratio for 2019 has declined by 1.2%, with this decline attributable to the 

cleansing of the electoral rolls during 2019. 

iv. During 2019, the number of registered voters  increased from 50338430 to 

50307182 marking an increase of 1.31% which is comparable to the increase in 

2018. The registration drive has increased the female registration in 2019 by 1.53% 

as compared to 1.41% in 2018. On the other hand, the male registration increased 

by 1.10% in 2019 as compared to 1.26% in 2018.  

v. EP Ratio for 2018 and 2019 across Assembly Constituencies at an aggregate level 

shows that only 1.8% of the ACs have an EP Ratio in the range 56.00 to 65.00 as 

compared to 9.38% of ACs in this range during 2019. Also, the proportion of ACs 
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with EP ratio above 80 increased from 7.14% in 2018 to 9.38% in 2019. During 

both years, the highest proportions of ACs have EP Ratio in the range of 70.01 to 

75.00. Thus, on comparing the EP Ratios of two years (i.e. 2018 and 2019), 

considerable change is observed across ACs. The proportion of ACs with lowest 

range of EP Ratio and the highest range of EP Ratio have increased in 2019. 

vi. The voter turnout was 52.21% in 1957 which increased to 72.5% in the 2018 

elections. The SVEEP intervention was launched during the 2008 Assembly 

election and, this has contributed to the improvement in the voting rate from 

58.81% in 2009 to 72.5% in 2018.  

vii. At the aggregate level, the voter turnout has increased for males as well as females. 

For males, the voter turnout increased from 66.3% in 2008 to 72.4% in 2013 and to 

72.6 % in 2018. For females, the increase in the voter turnout ratio was from 63.2% 

in 2008 to 70.5% in 2013 and, further to 71.5% in 2018. Thus, for females, the 

change in voter turnout from 2008 to 2013 was by 7.3% and from 2013 to 2018 was 

by 1%. The increment in 2018 has been greater for females by 0.8% as compared to 

males. 

viii. At the district level, there has been an increase in the voter turnout ratio for both 

males and females across all districts in 2018 as compared to 2008 and 2013. The 

increase in the amount of voter turnout ratio was higher for females than males 

during 2008-2013 while the amount of increase was similar for males and females 

during 2013-2018. This indicates that SVEEP intervention has significantly 

increased the voter participation in electoral process (especially among females). 

ix. One notable transformation is with regard to the distribution of change in voter 

turnout in ACs in 2018 which is much more even as compared to 2013 in which 

more than 50% of the ACs witnessed more than 6% increase in turnout. Overall, the 

SVEEP intervention has led to a drastic transformation in the voter turnout by 

increasing the electoral participation.  

x. The top ten and bottom ten Assembly Constituencies in terms of the voter turnout 

ratio during the 2018 elections shows that  Hosakote, Srinivaspur, Melukote, Malur 

and Gundlupet are the ACs in which the turnouts were around 90%. On the other 

hand, the ACs in which the turnouts were lowest are Bommanahalli, Dasarahalli and 
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CV Raman Nagar where voter turnout was less than 50%. These ACs belong to the 

urban areas where less than 50% of the electors cast their votes. 

xi. During 2018 general elections, it has been found that the proportion of NOTA votes 

ranged between 0.47% and 1.37 % for Karnataka.  The highest percentage of NOTA 

votes were casted in Bangalore Urban district while the lowest percentage of NOTA 

votes were cast in Chikkballapura district. Other districts in which NOTA votes 

were high were Uttar Kannada, Gadag, Bellary, Yadgir, and Raichur.  

xii. The highest proportion of NOTA votes was observed in Bengaluru South AC of 

Bengaluru Urban District while Holalkere AC of Chitradurga District had the 

lowest proportion of these votes. About 30.4% of ACs recorded NOTA votes 

between the range of 0.75% to 1.00%  while 28.1% of the ACs saw NOTA votes of 

0.50% to 0.75%. On the other hand, more than 1.50 % of NOTA votes were casted 

in only 4.9% of the ACs. This analysis indicates that 68.3 % of the ACs recorded 

low NOTA votes of less than 1 % while 31.7% of the ACs saw NOTA votes of 

more than 1%.  

xiii. The use of technology in electoral system became necessary mainly due to the 

magnanimity of the task. Various processes have been undertaken much faster and 

in an efficient manner with the help of technology. However, the use of technology 

and awareness about technology has to be strengthened further in the state.  

xiv. It is important to understand the motivations, desires and concerns of different 

sections of the society. Therefore, targeted interventions are necessary to effect 

behavioral change and motivate people to cast their votes. Chief Electoral office of 

Karnataka introduced various activities to target Youth, Women, PwD, Migrants, 

Service Voters, Third Gender, Excluded Communities, and Tribal population foir 

inclusive and accessible elections. 

xv. Sakhi polling stations were introduced with the aim of encouraging more voters, 

especially women voters, to cast their votes. 600 such polling stations were 

established during the 2018 Assembly elections.  Belagavi district had the highest 

number of Sakhi polling stations while districts like Kalaburagi, Yadgir and Koppal 

had a lower number of Sakhi polling stations. 

xvi. Voter Turnout in 2013 (i.e. before introduction of Sakhi polling stations) and 2018 

(i.e. after the introduction of the Sakhi polling stations) shows that  total voter 
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turnout increased by 1.42% after introduction of the Sakhi polling stations. The 

increase in the turnout of women voters is clearly evident. 

xvii. During 2018 election, special emphasis was given on inclusiveness and accessibility 

to elections for all marginalized sections. In order to boost the confidence of persons 

with disability, polling stations that were fully managed by PwD officials were 

established. Nearly 88% of the PwD population has been enrolled as voters.  During 

the 2018 elections, special efforts were made to register 15,673.As a result of 

SVEEP interventions, about 4% new enrollments occurred for PwDs during the 

2018 elections.  

xviii. On account of the efforts under SVEEP, the district administration ensured various 

facilities that were required by the PwD voters. The overall voter turnout among 

PwDs is estimated to be 76.44%. The voter turnout was highest in Ramnagara 

district and lowest in Kalaburgi district. The districts like Bengaluru Urban, Bidar, 

Raichur and Yadgir which have recorded lower voter turnout needs to identify the 

PwD voters for registration & also improve the facilities for PwD at polling stations 

through SVEEP activities in 2019.  

xix. There are many ethnic and tribal communities in Karnataka who are often excluded 

from the electoral process. They constitute nearly 7% of the total population in the 

state. The people of these communities live in extreme poverty.  The Directorate of 

Tribal Welfare helped in setting up of 28 Ethnic Polling Stations in 18 Assembly 

Constituencies of 8 districts. Significant efforts were made to reach out to primitive 

tribes dwelling in deep forests. The intervention has lead to an increase in the 

registration of tribals. About 10.38% increase in registration/ enrolment was 

observed during the drive.  

xx. The voter turnout in tribal area has increased from 76.98% to 81.51% in tribal areas. 

Improvement is visible in almost all the polling stations where tribal population is 

located except Madikeri (PS 45), Piriyapatna (PS 212) and Virajpet (PS 190). 

xxi. A comprehensive mechanism has been developed for timely grievance redressal and 

reporting of such grievances to the Election Commission of India and other 

concerned authorities. The total number of complaints received by the state is 

15,412 out of which 14,795 have been redressed while 618 cases are still 

pending.  The highest number of complaints have been received through the 
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PGR portal while the lowest number of complaints were received via letters, E-

mails, etc. from ECI and other sources. 

xxii. On comparing the performance grievance redressal at the state and district levels (as 

given in table 2.28), it is found that about 99 percent of complaints at the the 

district-level have been addressed while, at the state-level, 96% of the complaints 

have been disposed.  

xxiii. Chikbalapur received highest number of complaints while Udupi and Haveri 

districts received the lowest number of complaints. Bengaluru Urban has the highest 

number of pending cases while in most of the districts all the complaints received 

have been disposed.  

xxiv. During 2018 election,  total worth of assets that have been seized on account of the 

complaints was Rs.184.6 crores. Cash, gold and gold ornaments and liquor are the 

items that have been seized in large quantities.  

xxv. Electoral Literacy Club‟ (ELC)  aim to promote Electoral Literacy among the youth 

and new voters studying in the formal system of education. Near about 21,743 

ELCs have been  already  established and 16.18 lakh students are the beneficiaries 

in Karnataka. 

xxvi. Booth Level Awareness Groups (BAGs)  involves an active participation of 

volunteers at the booth level. There is a „democracy warrior‟ for their own booth to 

ensure elimination of any malpractice and they will fight only for better democracy.   

The first leg of this initiative, including its website and training programme, was 

launched on January 12, 2019. Near about 52,593BAGs are formed in the state and 

8341 campus ambassadors appointed   

xxvii. The Elections Performance Index (EPI) computed  helps ECI to identify best 

practices and suggest areas for improvement.  Districts of Uttara Kannada, 

Chamarajanagara and Mandya Districts stood in the top three positions while 

Yadgir, Kalaburagi and Bengaluru districts are in the last three positions. Both 

Uttara Kannada and Chamarajanagar districts, which figure in the top positions, 

were able to identify most of the PwDs and get them registered. These districts have 

not only able to get the PwDs registered but also have encouraged and supported 

them to cast their votes, which has resulted in the a voter turnout ratio of about 0.78 

(Uttara Kannada) and 0.82 (Chamarajanagara). Uttara Kannada District has also 
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made efforts in getting the young voters registered. On the contrary, Kalaburagi and 

Yadgir have recorded a low level of PwD and young voters‟ identification and 

registration, with the voter turnout too of these categories being quite low. 

Migration could also be one of the reasons for the low turnout ratio.  

xxviii. Juxtaposing development, as measured by the district HDI, and the election 

performance index, has enabled the recognition of a relationship between the two 

measures across all districts. Almost all the poorly performing districts, in terms of 

election performance, belong to Belagavi and Kalaburagi divisions. It is assessed 

that migration, access to the booth etc. could be some of the barriers to participation 

of electors in the election process. In Karnataka, although there has been a gradual 

upward shift in overall voting rates in Karnataka, systematic efforts should be made 

to identify all the causes, including socio-economic factors, for low voter turnout 

ratio, and strengthen the system in the laggard districts. 

To conclude, the improvements in the EP ratio, gender ratio as well as voter turnout ratios 

since the introduction of SVEEP point to the positive contribution of this initiative. It is 

evident that the various interventions under SVEEP have been able to reach out to various 

voter segments and enable their participation in the electoral process in Karnataka. 
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CHAPTER 3 

SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE 

3.1 Introduction 

This chapter provides a concise analysis of social, economic and demographic profiles of the 

respondents, and characterises the respondents on the basis of these characteristics. A primary 

survey has been conducted to assess the SVEEP intervention in Karnataka on various 

dimensions. The survey was conducted with the participation of 3538 respondents selected 

from four administrative divisions of Karnataka. 

Karnataka, as per the 2011 Census, had a population of  6,10,95,297(3,74,69,335 rural (61%) 

and 2,36,25,962 urban (39%)) with a literacy rate of 75.4%. The sex-ratio of the state is 973 

females for 1000 males. Religious diversity is found across the state with about 84% of the 

population being Hindu, 12.92% Muslim, 1.87% Christian, 0.72% Jain, 0.16% Buddhist and 

0.02% of the population belonging to other religions.  For the purpose of administration, the 

state’s thirty districts and 176 Talukasare grouped into four revenue divisions; Belgaum 

(Belagavi), Bangalore (Bengaluru), Mysore (Mysuru) and Gulbarga (Kalaburgi) with. The 

state has been a leading contributor in driving India’s economic growth through technological 

development and is increasingly becoming a knowledge-based economy. 

The current chapter analyses the socio-economic- demographic profiles of this study’s 

survey’s respondents so as to ensure their representativeness of the state’s general population. 

The present analysis emphasises three broad factors namely, social, economic and 

demographic characteristics of the respondents. Demographic factors include aspects such as 

age, gender, marital status, disability status, current residence status and migration status. The 

social factors include aspects such as caste and religion affiliation, while the economic factors 

include aspects such as education and occupation. The findings of the socio-economic 

demographic analysis are presented below. 
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3.2 Data Analysis and Interpretation 

3.2.1 Demographic Factors 

3.2.1.1 Location-Wise Distribution of Respondents across Administrative Divisions 

Figure 3.1 provides details of the location of the respondents (i.e. rural and urban region) 

across the divisions. About 46.2% of all the respondents in the sample belong to urban areas 

while 53.8% belonged to rural areas. The proportion of rural respondents is highest in 

Belgaum division (64.4%) followed by Mysore division (52.6%), Bangalore (50.1%) and 

Gulbarga division (45.9%). Among urban respondents, Gulbarga division has the highest 

proportion (54.1%) of respondents, followed by Bangalore (49.9%), Mysore (47.4%) and 

Belgaum divisions (35.6%) (see Appendix Table 3.1 for Table). 

Figure 3.1: Location-Wise Distribution of Respondents (%) 

 

3.2.1.2 Distribution of Respondents across Age Groups 

Figure 3.2shows the age distribution of respondents across the four administrative divisions. 

Five age-cohort categories have been created to analyze the age distribution of respondents 

(Appendix Table 3.2). As observed from figure 3.2, the highest proportion (27.3%) of 

respondent belongs to the age-cohort 46-60 years with the lowest proportion of 12.7% in the 

age cohort of 18-25 years. Further, at the division level, it can be observed that most of the 

young voters representing the youth (age 18-25) are from Bangalore (17.4%) and Belgaum 

(13.1%) divisions respectively. This age-cohort analysis captures the demographic transition 

in the state which is expected to provide new opportunities as well as pose new challenges for 

the state 
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Figure 3.2:  Distribution of Respondents across Age Groups (in %) 

 

On the other hand, the proportion of respondents in the age group of 36-45 years is highest in 

Gulbarga division (30.4%). The proportion of respondents in this age-cohort is almost same 

for the other three divisions (i.e. Mysore, Bangalore and Belgaum). For the age-cohort of 46-

60 years, the proportion of respondents is highest in the Mysore division (33.0%) followed by 

Belgaum (30.2%), Gulbarga (24.4%) and Bangalore (22.1%) division. For the age group of 

61 years and above, Belgaum (19.4%) has the highest proportion of respondents followed by 

Mysore (19%), Bangalore (16%) and Gulbarga (8.8%) division. This age-cohort analysis 

captures the demographic transition in the state which is expected to provide new 

opportunities as well as pose new challenges for the state (See Appendix Table 3.2). 

3.2.1.3 Gender Wise Distribution 

Gender is an important factor that determines the electoral participation of voters. Table 3.1 

presents gender wise distribution of respondents across all administrative divisions of the 

state. At the aggregate level, about 55.25% respondents are male while 44.56% are females 

and 0.19% are transgender/ third gender. 
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Table 3.1:Gender wise Distribution of Respondents (%) 

Gender Belgaum Bangalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

Male 58.20 51.61 56.17 56.12 55.25 

Female 41.48 48.30 43.34 43.88 44.56 

Third Gender 0.31 0.09 0.49 0.00 0.19 

 

3.2.1.4 Distribution of Respondents across Marital Status 

Figure 3.3 shows the marital status of the respondents. 77.2% of the respondents are married, 

13.9% of them were never married while 8.5% are widowed, while 0.4 % of the respondents 

in the sample are separated or divorced. 

 

Figure 3.3: Distribution of Respondents by Marital Status 

 
 

3.2.1.5 Distribution of PwD respondents 

Inclusion of PwD population in the electoral process has been a focus area for the SVEEP 

and, therefore, the study has included PwD as respondents. Table 3.2 presents the details on 

the disabled respondents. At the aggregate level, 1.8% of the respondents in the sample 

reported to have some form of disability. Out of the total respondents with disability, 50% of 

them reported to have movement disability. Further, across sex groups, disability is highest 

among the transgender/third gender respondents (28.6%). 
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About 2.2% of the respondents with disability belong to the rural areas, while 1.4% of them 

belong to the urban areas. At the division level, Belgaum division (2.3%) and Mysore 

division (1.0%) have the highest and lowest proportion of PwD respondents respectively. 

Table 3.2: Respondents with Disability 

Sl. No. Particulars Proportion of PwD (%) Respondents 

1. 

Type of Disability 

Sight 26.6 

Speech 9.4 

Hearing 14.1 

Movement 50.0 

2. 

Gender 

Male 2.1 

Female 1.3 

Third gender 28.6 

3. 

Location 

Rural 2.2 

Urban 1.4 

4. 

Division 

Bangalore 1.7 

Belgaum 2.3 

Gulbarga 2.1 

Mysore 1.0 

 Karnataka State 1.8 

 

3.2.1.6 Distribution of Respondents on the Basis of Migration 

Migration is an important factor determining the participation of people in the electoral 

process. Migration can hinder people from participating in the electoral process. Figure 3.4 

shows the migration rate among the respondents. For one year reference period, 0.92% of 

respondents in the state has migrated. The proportion of respondents who migrated in last one 

year is highest in Bangalore division (1.92%) followed by Belgaum division (1.04%). Lower 

levels of migration are observed in Mysore division (0.34%). It has been mentioned earlier in 

chapter 2 that the registration process and the voter turnout ratio in the Gulbarga district are 

quite poor. Migration may be a reason behind this observation which is supported by the 

analysis from primary survey presented in figure 3.4. 
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Figure 3.4: Division-Wise Information on Migration during Last One Year 

 
 

3.2.2 Social and Economic Factors 

3.2.2.1 Social Group Wise Distribution 

Caste of an individual plays a significant role in the socio-economic political spheres. Figure 

3.5 (and Appendix Table 3.3) presents the distribution of respondents based on their caste. It 

can be observed that, at the aggregate level, OBC respondents (33.6%) constitute the highest 

proportion of the total respondents followed by others (24.4%), SC (22.4%), ST (10.4%) and 

Minority (9.1%). A similar pattern is also observed across all divisions except in Gulbarga 

division where SC (38.8%) representation is higher followed by OBC (37.0%), others 

(10.4%) and ST (8.3%) respectively (Figure 3.6). 

Figure 3.5: Distribution of Respondents across Social Groups (in %) 
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3.2.2.2 Educational Attainment of Respondents 

Education of individuals plays an important role in determining the electoral outcomes. An 

educated person is expected to have a better discretion on whom to vote for, and to take part 

in the electoral process because each vote is crucial in determining the electoral outcomes. In 

order to capture data regarding the level of electoral participation, respondents with different 

education levels were included in the sample. As observed from table 3.3 and figure 3.6, a 

majority of the respondents (26%) in the sample are illiterate. About 23% of them have 

completed high school level of education while 20% of them have primary level of education. 

12% of respondents are graduates or have higher level of education including Professional/ 

Technical Courses. 

Table 3.3 shows that the proportion of illiterates is highest (41%) in Gulbarga division and 

lowest (20%) in Bangalore division. Belgaum division has highest proportion (25%) of 

respondents who have complete primary level of education while Gulbarga has the lowest 

(13%). Mysore division has the highest proportion (27%) of respondents who have completed 

high school education while Gulbarag division has the lowest (16%). The proportion of 

respondents who have completed higher secondary level of education is highest (17%) and 

lowest (11%) in Bangalore division and Gulbarga divisions respectivelyin the. Bangalore 

division has the highest proportion (7%) of respondents who have completed 

diploma/certificate courses while Belgaum division has the lowest (4%). The proportions of 

respondents who are graduates or have higher level of education including Professional/ 

Technical Courses are highest (14%) in the Bangalore division and lowest (9%) in the 

Mysore division. 

Table 3.3: Education Level of Respondents (%) 

Education Level Belgaum Bangalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

Illiterate 25 20 41 23 26 

Primary School 25 18 13 22 20 

High School 22 25 16 27 23 

Higher Secondary 15 17 11 13 14 

Diploma/Certificate 4 7 5 5 5 

Graduate & above including 

Professional/Technical Courses 
11 14 13 9 12 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 
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Figure 3.6: Distribution of Respondents across Education Levels 

 
 

3.2.2.3 Occupation Wise Distribution 

Table 3.4 presents the occupation-wise distribution of the respondents across the four 

divisions. This table captures the economic conditions characterising the state and highlights 

the conditions of economic progress. The occupational structure of the respondents reflects 

the absorption of the labour force into various categories of economic activity. As observed 

from figure 3.7, the highest proportions (32.7%) of respondents are engaged in agriculture 

and allied activities or as labourer and cultivators. This is followed by the homemakers 

(22.7%) and respondents owning an enterprise (13.3%). On the other hand, nearly 4.5% of 

the respondents in the sample are unemployed. 

Table 3.4 shows that the highest proportion (7.1%) of respondents who are students is from 

Bangalore division while the lowest (3.4%) is from Belgaum division. The highest proportion 

(5.4%) of unemployed respondents is from Belgaum division while the lowest (3.6%) is from 

the Mysore division. Gulbarga division has the highest proportion (9.6%) of respondents who 

are engaged in Government services while Mysore division has the lowest (5.9%). Bangalore 

division has the highest proportion (15.7%) of respondents who are engaged in the private 

services while Gulbarga division has the lowest (7.1%). The highest proportion of 

respondents (17.9%) who own enterprises belong to Mysore division while the lowest 
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proportions (10.5%) of entrepreneurs belong to Bangalore Division. The highest proportion 

(45.2%) of respondents who are engaged in agriculture and allied activities or as labourer and 

cultivators is from the Belgaum division while the lowest (21.2%) is from the Bangalore 

division. Highest proportions (26.9%) of homemakers are from Bangalore division while the 

lowest (13.1%) is from Belgaum division. The highest proportion of respondents (7.7%) 

engaged in other occupation is from Bangalore division while the lowest (1.0%) is from the 

Mysore division. 

Table 3.4: Occupation of Respondents (%) 

Occupation Belgaum Bangalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

Student 3.4 7.1 4.7 3.9 4.9 

Unemployed 5.4 4.8 4.2 3.6 4.5 

Government Service 4.7 6.0 9.6 5.9 6.2 

Private Service 10.2 15.7 7.1 9.9 11.4 

Own enterprise 13.5 10.5 11.7 17.9 13.3 

Labourer/ Cultivator/ 

Agricultural and allied 

activities 

45.2 21.2 36.2 31.7 32.7 

Homemaker 13.1 26.9 24.8 26.1 22.7 

Others 4.5 7.7 1.6 1.0 4.2 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

 

 

Figure 3.7: Occupation Wise Distribution of Respondents 
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3.2.2.4 Exposure to Media 

Media, the fourth estate of democracy, has a very important role in creating awareness among 

voters and motivating them to take part in the electoral process. In order to gauge the 

effectiveness of media in capturing the knowledge, attitude, practices of the population, the 

exposure of the respondents to media has been analyzed. Figure 3.8 (andAppendix Table 3.4) 

presents information on the exposure of respondents to various media such as newspapers, 

radio, television and internet. Television (82.9%) and newspapers or magazines (40.3%) are 

the major source of information since these media are accessed by a large proportion of 

respondents every day. This is followed by Internet (32.4%) and Radio (18.5%). On the other 

hand, 69.7% of respondents do not listen to radio at all. The proportion of respondents who 

do not have access or do not use internet at all is also quite high at 61.2%. About 45.9% of 

the respondents do not read newspapers or magazines at all. 

 

Figure 3.8: Respondents’ Exposure to Media (in %) 
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3.3 Conclusions 

This chapter presented the socio-economic demographic profile of the respondents from 

Karnataka’s four administrative divisions viz, Belgaum, Bangalore, Gulbarga and Mysore. 

The distribution of respondents on the basis of socio-economic demographic indicators such 

as age, gender, location (rural/urban), marital status, migration, disability, education, 

occupation, social group and exposure to media has also been examined. The main 

conclusions are as follows: 

 Respondents in the age cohort of 46-60 years constituted a larger share (27.3%) of the 

total respondents followed by those in the 36-45 years cohort (23.3%). 

 Males constituted 55.25% of the respondents, while,44.56% of respondents were 

females and 0.19% of respondents belonged to the Third Gender. 

 Location wise distribution shows that 46.2% of the respondents are from urban areas 

while 53.8% are from rural areas. 

 1.8% of the respondents in the sample reported to have some form of disability. 

Higher proportions of disabled respondents are from the rural areas and Belgaum 

division. 

 Across castes, a majority of the respondents belonged to Other Backward classes, 

(33.6%) followed by others (24.4%), SC (22.4%),ST (10.4%) and Minority (9.1%) 

respectively. 

 Respondents who are illiterate, completed primary school education and high school 

education constituted the highest proportion of the total respondents. 

 Respondents who were engaged in Labourer/Cultivator/Agriculture and Allied 

Activities constituted the highest proportion of respondents. 

 0.92% of respondents in the state have migrated in last one year. The proportion of 

respondents who migrated is high in the Bangalore, Belgaum and Gulbarga divisions 

and low in Mysore division. 

 At the aggregate level, television and newspaper & magazines are the major media to 

which respondents are exposed on a daily basis 
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In this study, the diverse character of Karnataka’s population has been captured by selecting 

respondents of different socio-economic demographic indicators. This enables the 

formulation of intervention policies and strategies to enhance electoral participation across all 

citizen groups of the state. 
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CHAPTER 4 

KNOWLEDGE REGARDING ELECTION-RELATED PROCESS 

This chapter examines the level of awareness regarding a few key election processes among 

respondents. The Election Commission of India, a constitutional and independent body, has 

taken numerous initiatives in this regard to enlighten and increase the level of awareness 

among the voters and also to clarify various fallacies that people hold regarding the electoral 

process in the country. Consequently, it is attempted to explore the varying levels of 

knowledge and perceptions across socio-economic and demographically-diverse respondents 

on issues such as awareness regarding minimum age of registration, qualifying date for 

getting registered for election, national voters’ day, NOTA, VVPAT, and availability of 

candidate names in Braille on the EVM. It is also attempted to identify the multiple sources 

of knowledge (media) which are used by respondents to obtain election-related information. 

4.1 Awareness Regarding Minimum Age of Registration to Become a Voter 

The extent of awareness, among the study’s respondents, regarding the minimum age of 

registration for being eligible to become a voter is provided in Table 4.1. it is seen that, at the 

aggregate level, about 83% of respondents were aware of the minimum age of registration. 

The highest (87.8%) and lowest levels (70.1%) of awareness were recorded in Belgaum and 

Gulbarga divisions respectively. 

Across social groups, the lowest level of awareness (80.6%) was recorded among STs 

while86.3% of respondents belonging to the minority groups had the highest awareness 

regarding the minimum age of voter registration. However, it is seen that the awareness levels 

across all the social groups were more than 80% indicating a fair level of awareness and low 

levels of divergence across social groups. 

Across rural and urban respondents, it was seen that awareness among urban respondents 

(86.8%) was higher than that of rural respondents (80.0%).It is seen that 87.5% of 

respondents in the age group of 18-25 were aware of the minimum age of registration to 

become a voter. This is in contrast with the lowest level of awareness reported by 81.4% of 

respondents in the age group of 61 and above. This difference in awareness could probably be 

attributed to the young population’s access to alternate sources of information, higher level of 
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literacy and educational attainment etc. However, it is surprising to note a lower level of 

awareness (81.9%) among respondents in the age group of 26-35. 

Table 4.1:  Awareness Regarding Minimum Age of Registration to be a Voter (% of 

Respondents) 

Particulars Aware Not Aware Total 

Divisions 

Belgaum 87.8 12.2 100 

Bangalore 85.5 14.5 100 

Gulbarga 70.1 29.9 100 

Mysore 84.1 15.9 100 

Total 83.1 16.9 100 

Social Group 

SC 81.3 18.7 100 

ST 80.6 19.4 100 

OBC 83.6 16.4 100 

Others 84.2 15.8 100 

Minority 86.3 13.7 100 

Total 83.1 16.9 100 

Location 

Rural 80 20 100 

Urban 86.8 13.2 100 

Total 83.1 16.9 100 

Age Group 

18-25 87.5 12.5 100 

26-35 81.9 18.1 100 

36-45 82.5 17.5 100 

46-60 83.6 16.4 100 

61 and Above 81.4 18.6 100 

Total 83.1 16.9 100 

Education 

Illiterate 64.5 35.5 100 

Primary school 84.6 15.4 100 

High school 88.6 11.4 100 

Higher secondary 90.9 9.1 100 

Diploma/ Certificate 96.8 3.2 100 

Graduate & above incl. Professional/ Technical 

Courses 
95.7 4.3 100 

Total 83.1 16.9 100 

Gender 

Male 84.9 15.1 100 

Female 81 19 100 

Third gender 85.7 14.3 100 

Total 83.1 16.9 100 

Occupation 

Student 92.1 7.9 100 

Unemployed 90.3 9.7 100 

Regular Salaried work 90.5 9.5 100 

Own Account enterprise 90 10 100 

Cultivators and Labourers 75.5 24.5 100 

Home Makers 80.8 19.2 100 

Others 84.7 15.3 100 

Total 83.1 16.9 100 
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A very low level of awareness (64.5%) was seen among illiterate respondents of the study 

while about 96.8% of the respondents who had completed their diploma/certificate course, 

had the highest level of awareness. It is apparent that the level of awareness increases with 

the educational attainment of the population. The low level of awareness among illiterates 

needs to be addressed through multiple strategies if the goal of inclusive elections has to be 

achieved. 

It was seen that a lower proportion (81%) of female respondents were aware of the minimum 

age of registration to be a voter as compared to males (84.9%). However, the highest level of 

awareness was seen among the third gender respondents (85.7%), and this could be attributed 

to the special drives undertaken by the ECI to include this disadvantaged group in the 

election process. Across occupation of respondents, the highest level of awareness (92.1%) 

regarding the minimum age of registration to become a voter was reported by students while 

the lowest awareness (75.5%) was among respondents who were labourers / cultivators and 

those involved in agriculture and allied activities. This finding calls for broad-based strategies 

that are customized and have a wide reach so that awareness levels of this group (labourers 

etc.) is enhanced, and their participation in the election processes increased. 

4.2 Awareness Regarding Date for Determining Qualifying Age for Getting 

Registered in Electoral Rolls 

43.7% of the respondents stated that they were unaware of the date for determining 

qualifying age for getting registered in electoral rolls (Table 4.2). In aggregate, only 23.3% of 

the respondents were aware that 1
st
 January was the date for determining qualifying age for 

getting registered in electoral rolls. About 33% of the respondents stated that the date of the 

18
th

 birthday was the relevant date. Across regions, the highest level of awareness (30.3%) 

regarding the qualifying date as 1
st
 January of the year in which the electoral roll is prepared 

or revisedwas recorded in Bangalore division while the lowest level (13.3%) was reported in 

Mysore division. Most of the respondents (55.5%) in Belgaum division stated that the 18
th

 

birthday was the qualifying date for obtaining registration in the electoral rolls. It is evident 

that awareness levels regarding the qualifying date are low across all divisions of the state. 
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Table 4.2:  Awareness about Date for Determining Qualifying Age for Getting 

Registered in Electoral Rolls (% of Respondents) 
Particulars 18th Birthday 1st January Don't know Total 

Division 

Belgaum 55.5 27.2 17.3 100 

Bangalore 22.8 30.3 47.0 100 

Gulbarga 24.2 19.0 56.8 100 

Mysore 27.9 13.3 58.8 100 

Total 33.0 23.3 43.7 100 

Gender 

Male 33.9 23.7 42.5 100 

Female 31.8 23.0 45.2 100 

Third gender 42.9 14.3 42.9 100 

Total 33.0 23.3 43.7 100 

Location 

Rural 35.0 23.7 41.3 100 

Urban 30.6 22.9 46.5 100 

Total 33.0 23.3 43.7 100 

Education 

Illiterate 27.3 13.3 59.4 100 

Primary school 37.9 18.1 44.0 100 

High school 34.2 26.9 38.9 100 

Higher secondary 34.8 30.3 35.0 100 

Diploma/ Certificate 31.7 35.5 32.8 100 

Graduate & above incl. 

Professional / Technical 

Courses 

32.6 33.8 33.6 100 

Total 33.0 23.3 43.7 100 

Occupation 

Student 37.1 26.4 36.5 100 

Unemployed 27.9 36.4 35.8 100 

Regular Salaried work 30.8 29.3 39.9 100 

Own Account enterprise 35.0 26.7 38.3 100 

Cultivators and Labourers 33.6 17.5 48.9 100 

Home Makers 30.4 19.9 49.8 100 

Others 45.3 34.7 20.0 100 

Total 33.0 23.3 43.7 100 

Social Group 

SC 30.5 23.6 45.9 100 

ST 29.8 30.1 40.2 100 

OBC 36.4 22.4 41.3 100 

Others 31.7 22.8 45.5 100 

Minority 33.1 20.4 46.5 100 

Total 33.0 23.3 43.7 100 

Age Group 

18-25 39.2 24.9 35.9 100 

26-35 34.0 24.0 42.1 100 

36-45 28.5 23.9 47.6 100 

46-60 34.7 23.1 42.3 100 

61 and Above 30.5 21.0 48.6 100 

Total 33.0 23.3 43.7 100 

 

  



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  131 
 

Male and female respondents reported a near-similar level of awareness (about 23%) 

regarding 1
st
 January as the qualifying date for registration in the electoral roll. However, 

awareness regarding the qualifying date was lowest among third gender respondents, with 

most of them reporting 18
th

 birthday as the qualifying date.It was seen that a marginally 

higher level of awareness (23.7%) regarding 1
st
 January as the qualifying age existed among 

rural respondents as compared to urban respondents (22.9%). 

More than one-third of the respondents who had educational qualification greater than higher 

secondary were aware regarding1st January as the qualifying date. Awareness regarding this 

issue was lowest (13.3%) among illiterates. Across occupation-based groups, the highest 

level of awareness (36.4%) of the qualifying date was recorded among the unemployed and 

‘Others’, while the lowest level of awareness (17.5%) was among labourers/cultivators and 

those involved in agriculture and allied activities. A significant proportion of respondents 

who were students, entrepreneurs and were in the salaried category reported the wrong 

response of the date of 18
th

 birthday. The wide gap between the highest and lowest levels 

indicates that occupation could be a determinant of knowledge regarding the qualifying date, 

with the occupation-related factors (e.g. exposure to media) having a role in the awareness of 

respondents. The low level of awareness regarding the qualifying date vis-à-vis the high level 

of awareness regarding the minimum age for voting calls for additional messages or content 

regarding the qualifying age. 

Across social groups, the lowest level of awareness (20.4%) regarding the qualifying date 

was recorded among respondents belonging to minority groups while the highest level of 

awareness (30.1%) was among STs. About a quarter of respondents belonging to the age 

group of 18-25 was aware of 1
st
 January being the qualifying date as compared to 21% of 

respondents in the ’61 and above’ age group. However, it is evident that a majority of the 

respondents in the younger age groups too are unaware of the qualifying date. 

4.3 Awareness Regarding Voters Day 

Nearly (79%) of the respondents stated that they were unaware regarding the date of voters 

day. Only about 10.2% of the respondents were aware of 25
th

 January every year as the date 

of voters day, while a comparable number of respondents mentioned an incorrect date. This 

calls for additional efforts to promote voters day. Across divisions (Table 4.3), the highest 
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level of awareness (11.9%) was among respondents in Bangalore division while the lowest 

(7.0%) level of awareness was reported in Mysore district. 

Across gender groups, it was seen that none of the respondents belonging to the third gender 

was aware of the correct date of National voters day. The awareness levels across males and 

females regarding 

voters day was 

nearly 

similar.About 

13.3% of urban 

respondents were 

aware of the 

correct date of 

voters day as 

compared to 7.5% 

of rural 

respondents, 

indicating a wide 

gap in awareness 

between the two 

groups of 

respondents. 

Across 

educational 

attainment levels, respondents who were ‘graduates and above including 

professional/technical courses’ qualifications had the highest level of awareness (22.5%) as 

compared to 5.6% among illiterates. This wide gap indicates the need for customized 

strategies to reach out to illiterates across the state to create awareness regardingvoters day 

and its relevance.Across occupation groups, ‘Homemakers’ had the lowest level of awareness 

at 5.9% while 20.7% of ‘Others’ respondents were aware of the correct date. ‘Cultivators and 

Labourers’ too had a low level of awareness (6.1%) regarding the date of voters day. 
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Only 8.4% of SC respondents were aware of voters day as compared to 11.3% of voters 

belonging to ‘Others’ social group. About 10% of respondents from the minority community 

were aware of the correct date of voters day.Respondents in the age groups of ‘26-35’ and 

‘61 and above’ had the lowest levels of awareness at 8.8% and 9.1% respectively while the 

highest level of awareness (12.3%) was with the younger voters in the age group of ’18-25’. 
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4.4 Awareness Regarding Voters Day Celebration by Local Body 

Since the year 2011, National Voters Day celebrations are being organized across the country 

on 25th January every year to encourage, facilitate and maximize the enrollment, especially 

for the new voters. 

Table 4.3:  Awareness Regarding Voters' Day (% of Respondents) 

Particulars Incorrect Date Correct Date Don't Know Total 

Division 

Belgaum 14.3 11.3 74.4 100 

Bangalore 9.5 11.9 78.6 100 

Gulbarga 13.0 9.9 77.1 100 

Mysore 7.0 7.0 85.9 100 

Total 10.8 10.2 79.0 100 

Gender 

Male 10.6 10.3 79.2 100 

Female 11.0 10.2 78.8 100 

Third gender 14.3 0.0 85.7 100 

Total 10.8 10.2 79.0 100 

Location 

Rural 13.2 7.5 79.3 100 

Urban 7.9 13.3 78.7 100 

Total 10.8 10.2 79.0 100 

Education 

Illiterate 4.0 5.6 90.4 100 

Primary school 10.3 6.1 83.6 100 

High school 14.6 8.2 77.2 100 

Higher secondary 15.3 14.0 70.7 100 

Diploma/ Certificate 14.5 19.9 65.6 100 

Graduate & above incl. 

Professional/Technical Courses 
11.5 22.5 65.9 100 

Total 10.8 10.2 79.0 100 

Occupation 

Student 13.5 15.7 70.8 100 

Unemployed 16.4 14.5 69.1 100 

Regular Salaried work 12.1 14.4 73.5 100 

Own Account enterprise 11.3 15.2 73.5 100 

Cultivators and Laborers 9.7 6.1 84.2 100 

Home Makers 10.2 5.9 83.9 100 

Others 6.0 20.7 73.3 100 

Total 10.8 10.2 79.0 100 

Social Group 

SC 11.3 8.4 80.3 100 

ST 10.1 10.9 79.0 100 

OBC 13.0 10.4 76.6 100 

Others 8.8 11.3 80.0 100 

Minority 7.3 10.0 82.7 100 

Total 10.8 10.2 79.0 100 

Age Group     

18-25 12.9 12.3 74.8 100 

26-35 11.8 8.8 79.5 100 

36-45 10.5 10.8 78.7 100 

46-60 10.8 10.4 78.9 100 

61 and Above 8.3 9.1 82.6 100 

Total 10.8 10.2 79.0 100 
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 These celebrations are used to spread awareness among voters for promoting their informed 

participation in the electoral processes. As part of this study, respondents were asked 

regarding voters day celebrations by the local bodies in their area. It was found that only 

7.2% of respondents were aware that such celebrations were organized (Table 4.4). 

Table 4.4:  Awareness Regarding Celebration of Voters' Day by Local Body  

(% of Respondents) 
Particulars Yes No Don't Know Total 

Gender 

Male 7.4 30.2 62.4 100 

Female 7.0 27.7 65.3 100 

Third gender 0.0 14.3 85.7 100 

Total 7.2 29.0 63.7 100 

Division 

Belgaum 3.9 43.6 52.6 100 

Bangalore 8.6 24.4 67.0 100 

Gulbarga 15.6 15.4 69.0 100 

Mysore 3.2 28.8 68.0 100 

Total 7.2 29.0 63.7 100 

Location 

Rural 6.5 30.6 62.9 100 

Urban 8.1 27.2 64.7 100 

Total 7.2 29.0 63.7 100 

Education 

Illiterate 3.1 18.9 78.0 100 

Primary school 5.5 30.1 64.4 100 

High school 6.1 35.5 58.3 100 

Higher secondary 9.7 33.4 56.9 100 

Diploma/ Certificate 17.7 30.6 51.6 100 

Graduate & above incl. Professional/ Technical Courses 13.7 30.7 55.6 100 

Total 7.2 29.0 63.7 100 

Occupation 

Student 10.1 30.3 59.6 100 

Unemployed 10.3 29.1 60.6 100 

Regular Salaried work 10.6 32.8 56.6 100 

Own Account enterprise 9.2 28.1 62.7 100 

Cultivators and Labourers 4.3 29.4 66.2 100 

Home Makers 5.6 24.9 69.5 100 

Others 11.3 34.0 54.7 100 

Total 7.2 29.0 63.7 100 

Social Group 

SC 7.6 28.0 64.4 100 

ST 7.2 32.4 60.4 100 

OBC 6.9 31.7 61.4 100 

Others 8.3 27.9 63.8 100 

Minority 4.6 21.0 74.5 100 

Total 7.2 29.0 63.7 100 

Age Group 

18-25 7.2 29.1 63.7 100 

26-35 6.4 29.5 64.1 100 

36-45 7.9 29.8 62.4 100 

46-60 8.1 29.1 62.8 100 

61 and Above 5.8 27.4 66.8 100 

Total 7.2 29.0 63.7 100 
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7.4% of the male respondents were aware of the celebrations while it was 7% for the females. 

However, none of the respondents belonging to the third gender was aware of these 

celebrations. 15.6% of respondents from Gulbarga division were aware of the organizing of 

the voters celebrations as compared to only 3.2% in Mysore division. Thereby, the overall 

awareness regarding the date of voters day as well as the celebration of voters day has been 

lowest in Mysore district. 

8.1% of urban respondents were aware of the voters day celebration as compared to 6.5% in 

rural areas. Across educational attainment groups, respondents who had completed a 

diploma/certificate programme had the highest level of awareness (17.7%) while the lowest 

level was reported among illiterate respondents (3.1%). 

Cultivators and labourers had the lowest level of awareness (4.3%) regarding voters day 

celebrations while respondents in the ‘Others’ group had the highest level of awareness 

(11.3%). Among social groups, respondents belonging to the minorities group (4.6%) had the 

lowest level of awareness as compared to the highest level of awareness among ‘Others’ 

(8.3%). Respondents in the age group of 46-60 had the highest level of awareness (8.1%) as 

compared to the lowest level of awareness (5.8%) among respondents in the age group of ’61 

and above’. 

4.5 Awareness Regarding NOTA (None of the Above) 

NOTA has been a pioneering innovation by the ECI to encourage voters to exercise their 

franchise in an independent and unbiased manner. The ECI has been taking various measures 

to increase awareness regarding this option that is available to electors. However, it is seen 

that awareness regarding NOTA is quite low in the state with only 44.4% of the respondents 

being aware regarding NOTA option in the EVM (Table 4.5).This indicates that more than 

half of the respondents (selected from across the State) were unaware of this option in EVMs. 

Across divisions, the highest level of awareness (57.2%) regarding NOTA was in Bangalore 

division while the lowest level of awareness (35.8%) was seen in Mysore division, indicating 

a wide gap in awareness levels across divisions. The awareness level among urban 

respondents (45.1%) was higher as compared to that of rural respondents (43.8%). 
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Table 4.5:  Awareness Regarding NOTA Option in EVM (% of Respondents) 

Particulars % Respondents 

Division 

Belgaum 41.0 

Bangalore 57.2 

Gulbarga 38.0 

Mysore 35.8 

Total 44.4 

Location 

Rural 43.8 

Urban 45.1 

Total 44.4 

Age group 

18-25 46.0 

26-35 42.9 

36-45 47.9 

46-60 43.4 

61 and Above 41.6 

Total 44.4 

Gender 

Male 45.8 

Female 42.6 

Third gender 42.9 

Total 44.4 

Occupation 

Student 51.7 

Unemployed 53.9 

Regular Salaried work 54.9 

Own Account enterprise 50.8 

Cultivators and Labourers 36.1 

Home Makers 38.4 

Others 57.3 

Total 44.4 

Social Group 

SC 43.2 

ST 43.6 

OBC 46.0 

Others 45.2 

Minority 39.8 

Total 44.4 

Education 

Illiterate 29.5 

Primary school 36.0 

High school 47.7 

Higher secondary 54.8 

Diploma/ Certificate 59.1 

Graduate & above incl. Professional/ Technical Courses 65.9 

Total 44.4 

Across age groups, the highest level of awareness (47.9%) regarding NOTA option in EVM 

was reported among respondents in the age group of 36-45 while the lowest level (41.6%) of 

awareness was seen among those in the age group 61 and above. Awareness regarding NOTA 

was higher among male respondents (45.8%) as compared to female (42.6%) and third 

gender (42.9%) respondents. On the basis of occupation, respondents in the ‘Others’ group 
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had the highest level of awareness (57.3%) as compared to cultivators and labourers who had 

the lowest level of awareness (36.1%). Further, respondents belonging to minority 

communities had the lowest level of awareness (39.8%) regarding NOTA as compared to 

46% of OBC respondents who were aware of this option in EVMs. Across respondent groups 

based on educational attainments, 65.9% of graduates and above incl. professional/technical 

courses were aware of NOTA as compared to 29.5% respondents who were illiterates. 

4.6 Awareness Regarding Braille on EVM 

Since the mid-2000s, ECI has introduced Braille signage in EVMs to facilitate visually 

impaired electors to exercise their franchise. The serial numbers of candidates have been 

embedded in Braille on the right side of the voting buttons in M2 and M3 models of EVMs. 

While Rule 49N of The Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, allowed for permitting the elector 

to take with him a companion of not less than 18 years of age to the voting compartment to 

record the vote on his behalf, the provision of Braille enabled the visually impaired to 

exercise their franchise without the need for a companion. 

  



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  139 
 

Across the State, about half of the respondents (50.9%) had seen Braille signage or had heard 

about Braille signage in EVMs (Table 4.6). 

Table 4.6:  Awareness about Braille on EVM (% of Respondents) 

 

Yes, I saw while 

casting my vote 

Yes, I have heard 

about it 
No Total 

Division 

Belgaum 27.1 35.6 37.3 100 

Bangalore 33.9 20.9 45.2 100 

Gulbarga 20.8 15.3 64.0 100 

Mysore 21.4 21.9 56.7 100 

Total 26.8 24.1 49.1 100 

Gender 

Male 26.9 26.3 46.8 100 

Female 26.5 21.4 52.1 100 

Third gender 42.9 28.6 28.6 100 

Total 26.8 24.1 49.1 100 

Location 

Rural 24.9 24.5 50.6 100 

Urban 29.0 23.6 47.4 100 

Total 26.8 24.1 49.1 100 

Social Group 

SC 26.6 19.4 54.1 100 

ST 22.1 27.7 50.3 100 

OBC 30.5 22.0 47.4 100 

Others 21.3 28.6 50.2 100 

Minority 33.7 27.4 38.9 100 

Total 26.8 24.1 49.1 100 

Age Group 

18-25 28.0 22.1 49.9 100 

26-35 29.2 19.7 51.1 100 

36-45 26.4 27.0 46.5 100 

46-60 26.4 25.2 48.4 100 

61 and Above 24.0 25.0 50.9 100 

Total 26.8 24.1 49.1 100 

Occupation 

Student 29.2 21.3 49.4 100 

Unemployed 26.7 31.5 41.8 100 

Regular Salaried work 36.0 25.1 39.0 100 

Own Account enterprise 28.5 28.8 42.7 100 

Cultivators and Labourers 21.8 24.3 53.9 100 

Home Makers 27.1 19.1 53.8 100 

Others 17.3 25.3 57.3 100 

Total 26.8 24.1 49.1 100 

Education 

Illiterate 17.3 16.4 66.3 100 

Primary school 22.6 29.1 48.3 100 

High school 27.5 27.1 45.4 100 

Higher secondary 31.1 26.4 42.5 100 

Diploma/ Certificate 33.9 25.8 40.3 100 

Graduate & above incl. Professional/ 

Technical Courses 
45.3 22.8 31.9 100 

Total 26.8 24.1 49.1 100 
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Awareness regarding Braille on EVMs was highest (62.7%) among respondents in Belgaum 

division as compared to 36.1% of respondents in Gulbarga division. Across gender groups, 

71.5% of third gender respondents had seen or heard regarding Braille signage on EVMs as 

compared to about 47.9% of female respondents and 53.2% of the male respondents. 52.6% 

of urban respondents were aware of Braille on EVMs as compared to 49.4% of rural 

respondents. 61.1% of respondents belonging to minority groups were aware of Braille on 

EVMs as compared to 46.0% of SC respondents, indicating a wide gap in awareness across 

social groups. 

53.4% of respondents in the age group of 36-45 were aware of Braille on EVMs as compared 

to 48.9% of respondents in the age group of 26-35. Overall the proportion of respondents 

who are aware of Braille on EVMs is low across age groups. 61.1% of respondents in the 

occupation group of ‘Regular salaried work’ were aware of Braille in EVMs as compared to 

42.6% of respondents belonging to the ‘Others’ occupation group, indicating a wide gap in 

awareness levels across occupation groups. The level of awareness is high among 

respondents with a higher level of educational.About 68.1% of respondents who were 

graduates and above were aware of Braille on EVMs. In contrast, only 33.7% of illiterate 

respondents were aware of this initiative targeted at the visually impaired. 

4.7 Awareness Regarding VVPAT (Voter Verified Paper Audit Trail) 

Voter Verifiable Paper Audit Trail (VVPAT) machinesare independent verification printer 

machines which are attached to electronic voting machines. These machines allow voters to 

verify if their vote has gone to the intended candidate. VVPATs are used during the election 

process to verify that the vote polled by a voter goes to the correct candidate. VVPATs are a 

second line of verification particularly and are particularly useful in the time when allegations 

around Electronic Voting Machines' tampering crop up. VVPATs were introduced in some 

phases of the Lok Sabha Elections 2014 to improve voter confidence and ensure transparency 

of voting. 

Although the ECI has taken various measures to create awareness regarding VVPATs, and 

had also introduced VVPATs on a pilot scale in Bangalore during the Assembly elections 

2018, only 54.3% of the respondents in Karnataka were aware of these machines (with these 

respondents saying that they had either seen the machines or had heard about them) (Table 

4.7). Across divisions, 62.6% of respondents in Bangalore division were aware of VVPATs 
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as compared to 40.4% in Gulbarga division, reflecting a significant difference in awareness 

across the State’s divisions. Further, 56.9% of rural respondents were aware regarding 

VVPATs as compared to 51.2% of urban respondents. 

Table 4.7:  Awareness about VVPATs (% of Respondents) 

Particulars 
Yes, I saw while 

casting my vote 

Yes, I have heard 

about it 
No Total 

Division 

Belgaum 29.6 31.1 39.3 100 

Bangalore 33.0 29.6 37.3 100 

Gulbarga 27.1 13.3 59.6 100 

Mysore 22.4 23.6 54.0 100 

Total 28.5 25.8 45.7 100 

Location 

Rural 30.3 26.6 43.1 100 

Urban 26.4 24.8 48.8 100 

Total 28.5 25.8 45.7 100 

Age Group 

18-25 33.7 24.7 41.6 100 

26-35 31.0 22.3 46.7 100 

36-45 27.5 27.4 45.1 100 

46-60 27.0 27.1 45.8 100 

61 and Above 25.4 26.2 48.4 100 

Total 28.5 25.8 45.7 100 

Social Group 

SC 27.4 22.7 49.9 100 

ST 25.8 28.7 45.5 100 

OBC 31.2 26.5 42.3 100 

Others 25.0 27.3 47.7 100 

Minority 33.7 23.1 43.2 100 

Total 28.5 25.8 45.7 100 

Education 

Illiterate 18.7 21.6 59.7 100 

Primary school 25.5 27.6 46.9 100 

High school 28.8 27.1 44.1 100 

Higher secondary 33.8 28.9 37.3 100 

Diploma/ Certificate 33.3 30.6 36.0 100 

Graduate & above incl. Professional/ 

Technical Courses 
46.3 23.0 30.7 100 

Total 28.5 25.8 45.7 100 

Occupation 

Student 28.7 28.1 43.3 100 

Unemployed 31.5 32.7 35.8 100 

Regular Salaried work 36.1 24.3 39.6 100 

Own Account enterprise 32.7 26.0 41.3 100 

Cultivators & Labourers 24.6 24.8 50.6 100 

Home Makers 27.8 22.7 49.5 100 

Others 14.0 45.3 40.7 100 

Total 28.5 25.8 45.7 100 

Gender 

Male 29.9 24.6 45.4 100 

Female 26.7 27.2 46.2 100 

Third gender 42.9 28.6 28.6 100 

Total 28.5 25.8 45.7 100 
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58.4% of respondents in the age group of 18-25, 53.3% of the respondents in age group 26-

35, 54.9% of respondents in the age group of 36-45,54.1% in the age group of 46-60 and 

51.6% in the age group of 61 and above were aware of VVPATs.Across social groups, 57.7% 

of OBC respondents were aware of VVPATs as compared to 50.1% of SC respondents. 

69.3% of respondents with educational qualification of ‘Graduate and above’ were aware of 

VVPATs while only 40.3% of illiterate respondents were aware of these machines, again 

indicating that the awareness of such initiatives are proportional to educational attainments. 

Across occupation groups, 64.2% of the unemployed were aware of VVPATs while the 

lowest level of awareness (49.4%) was reported by cultivators and labourers. About 71.5% of 

the respondents belonging to third gender were aware of VVPATs as compared to 54.5% of 

the male respondents and 53.9% of the female respondents. 

4.8 Perception Regarding Manipulation of Electronic Voting Machines (EVMs) 

Occasionally, questions have been raised by various stakeholders regarding the possibility of 

manipulating EVMs to favour certain political parties. While the ECI has constantly refuted 

such allegations and organized a number of events to demonstrate the robustness and 

infallibility of these machines, some sections of voters still appear to suspect the unbiased 

and neutral nature of this innovative device. Such suspicions can undermine the very 

foundation of democracy by reducing the trust of electors in the election process. Therefore, 

as part of this study, the perceptions of voters regarding the manipulation, or the potential for 

manipulation of the EVMs were explored, and the findings are provided in Table 4.8. At the 

State level, 23.7% of the respondents felt that EVMs could be manipulated or agreed with the 

perceptions of other individuals that the EVMs could be manipulated. However, it is a matter 

of satisfaction that 76.3% of respondents believed that the EVMs could not be 

manipulated;with 43.1% of the respondents considered that EVMs could not be manipulated 

at all thereby confirming the trust of the majority of the electors in these machines. 

While a nearly equal proportion of men and women respondents (7.0% and 7.4%) were of the 

opinion that the EVMs could be manipulated, 9.6% of urban respondents felt so, as against 

5.1% of rural respondents. However, an overwhelming 81.5% of rural respondents reported 

that the EVMs could not be manipulated. 
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30.3% of the respondents engaged in regular salaried work reported that EVMs can be 

tampered as against only 19.7% of the cultivators and laboureres. 

Table 4.8:  Awareness Regarding Manipulation of EVMs (% of Respondents) 

Particulars 
Yes, I think 

so 

Yes, people say 

so 

I do not 

think so 
Not at all 

Gender 

Male 7.0 15.4 33.4 44.2 

Female 7.4 17.8 32.9 41.9 

Third gender 0.0 14.3 57.1 28.6 

Total 7.2 16.5 33.2 43.1 

Location 

Rural 5.1 13.4 34.8 46.7 

Urban 9.6 20.0 31.4 39.0 

Total 7.2 16.5 33.2 43.1 

Occupation 

Student 7.3 12.9 28.1 51.7 

Unemployed 6.7 17.0 31.5 44.8 

Regular Salaried work 11.7 18.6 35.6 34.1 

Own Account enterprise 9.2 14.6 34.2 42.1 

Cultivators and Labourers 3.6 16.1 27.6 52.7 

Home Makers 7.5 17.9 37.0 37.6 

Others 8.0 12.0 52.0 28.0 

Total 7.2 16.5 33.2 43.1 

Education 

Illiterate 4.3 19.4 28.4 47.8 

Primary school 4.3 15.7 36.3 43.7 

High school 9.2 13.6 34.7 42.5 

Higher secondary 7.8 15.5 35.1 41.6 

Diploma/ Certificate 12.9 16.7 33.9 36.6 

Graduate & above incl. Professional/ 

Technical Courses 
11.0 18.0 33.1 37.9 

Total 7.2 16.5 33.2 43.1 

Social Group 

SC 5.3 12.4 34.6 47.6 

ST 5.9 19.7 35.1 39.4 

OBC 7.7 16.0 33.0 43.3 

Others 8.3 19.1 31.7 40.8 

Minority 8.2 17.3 32.5 41.9 

Total 7.2 16.5 33.2 43.1 

Age Group 

18-25 7.4 16.6 33.3 42.7 

26-35 8.4 17.1 31.2 43.3 

36-45 7.4 16.4 37.6 38.6 

46-60 6.3 16.4 31.2 46.1 

61 and Above 6.6 15.7 32.8 44.8 

Total 7.2 16.5 33.2 43.1 

Division 

Belgaum 1.3 6.3 20.2 72.3 

Bangalore 13.9 27.7 42.7 15.6 

Gulbarga 5.8 14.4 32.1 47.6 

Mysore 5.7 14.3 35.8 44.2 

Total 7.2 16.5 33.2 43.1 
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A larger proportion of respondents with a higher level of education (above higher secondary) 

felt that the EVMs were open to manipulation. It is intriguing to note that the trust on EVMs 

appears to be inversely related to the level of educational attainment.Interestingly, 80% of the 

respondents with primary school education and 76.2% of the illiterate respondents have trust 

in this machine as compared to lower proportion of respondents in higher educated groups. 

Across social groups, 27.4% of respondents in the ‘Others’ category believed or suspected 

that the EVMs could be manipulated as compared to 17.7% of the SC respondents. Thus, the 

belief that EVMs can’t be tampered is higher among SCs. Nearly a quarter of respondents in 

the age group of 26-35 believed that these machines could be manipulated. It is noteworthy 

that about 41.6% of respondents in Bangalore division felt that the machines could be 

manipulated, in contrast to 7.6% of Belgaum division’s respondents who felt that the 

machines were not susceptible to manipulation. 

With the use of EVMs to conduct elections across vast regions in the country resulting in 

faster completion of the multiple phases of voting, and the faster announcement of results, it 

is clear that EVMs are here to stay. However, the high levels of distrust among a few sections 

of the population needs to be addressed through additional measures by the ECI in 

partnership with representatives of key stakeholder groups. 

4.9 Awareness Regarding Possible Denial of Opportunity to Cast Vote for 

thosePossessing Electors Photo Identify Card (EPIC) 

Mere possession of EPIC Card is not enough for the electors to vote but their names should 

also be there in the electoral roll for enabling them to cast their vote on the poll day. It is, 

therefore, necessary that the citizens/electors should check that their names figure in the 

electoral rolls. Awareness regarding this guideline was examined as part of this study, and the 

findings are provided in Table 4.9. Across the State, only 46.1% of respondents were aware 

of this guideline with 49.1% of rural respondents being aware of this possibility as compared 

to 42.6% of urban respondents. About 46.9% of male respondents were aware regarding this 

guideline as compared to about 42.9% of third gender respondents who were aware. 
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About 72.6% of respondents in Belgaum division were aware of this guideline as compared 

to a mere 29.4% of respondents in Gulbarga division. Across age groups, the highest level of 

awareness (50%) was recorded among respondents in the age group of 46-60 as compared to 

40.7% of respondents in the age group of 18-25. 53.2% of respondents who belong to the 

‘Minorities’ and 53.5% of them from ST social groups were aware of this guideline. 49.5% of 

respondents who possessed higher secondary education were aware of this guideline as 

compared to 39.7% of illiterates. 51% of respondents who owned an enterprise were aware of 

this guideline as compared to 43.1% of the home makers. 

It is apparent that awareness regarding this guideline which has the potential to deprive an 

EPIC-holder from casting his vote on the voting day is at low levels, with less than half of the 

respondents being aware of this guideline. It is apparent that additional initiatives be taken to 

create awareness regarding this guideline. 
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Table 4.9:  Possible Denial of Opportunity to Cast Vote DespitePossessing EPIC (% of 

Respondents who are Aware) 
Particulars Percentage 

Location 

Rural 49.1 

Urban 42.6 

Total 46.1 

Gender 

Male 46.9 

Female 45.2 

Third gender 42.9 

Total 46.1 

Division 

Belgaum 72.6 

Bangalore 43.1 

Gulbarga 29.4 

Mysore 33.0 

Total 46.1 

Age Group 

18-25 40.7 

26-35 41.2 

36-45 47.4 

46-60 50.0 

61 and Above 48.1 

Total 46.1 

Social Group 

SC 39.5 

ST 53.2 

OBC 45.7 

Others 47.0 

Minority 53.5 

Total 46.1 

Education 

Illiterate 39.7 

Primary school 48.8 

High school 47.8 

Higher secondary 49.5 

Diploma/ Certificate 46.2 

Graduate & above incl. Professional/Technical Courses 48.0 

Total 46.1 

Occupation 

Student 43.3 

Unemployed 47.9 

Regular Salaried work 48.9 

Own Account enterprise 51.0 

Cultivators and Labourers 45.0 

Home Makers 43.1 

Others 45.3 

Total 46.1 
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4.10 Sources of Information about Elections and Politics 

Electors obtain information regarding elections and politics from various sources including 

media. The media provides extensive coverage of political events and election-related 

information/news at all times of the year. However, although the unbiasedness and breadth of 

coverage of these issues has been called to question on various occasions, it is inevitable for 

the ECI to reach out to electors through various media so as to reach a majority of voters 

across the country. In this context, it is important to identify the media which are used by 

electors to obtain their requirement of information regarding elections and politics. This study 

has attempted to identify these media and the findings are presented in Tables 4.10 to 4.16. 

At the State level, in aggregate, 81.7% of respondents stated that television was a reliable 

source of information about elections and politics, followed by newspapers/magazines 

(28.4%), mobile phone (22.7%), internet (18.7%) and radio (16.2%).  

Television was the main source of information about elections and politics across all gender 

categories (Table 4.10) with 82.9%of males, 80.2% of the females and 57.1% of the third 

gender respondents stating that television was a reliable source. Also, 42.9% of third gender 

respondents reported that mobile phones were a reliable source of information.  

Table 4.10:  Gender-Wise Reliable Source of Information about Election and Politics 

Gender 
Newspaper/ 

Magazine 
Television Radio Internet 

Mobile 

Phone 

Family/ Relatives/ 

Friends 

Male 29.6 82.9 16.4 20.0 24.3 23.7 

Female 26.9 80.2 15.9 17.0 20.7 21.4 

Third 

Gender 
28.6 57.1 14.3 14.3 42.9 14.3 

Total 28.4 81.7 16.2 18.7 22.7 22.6 

 

Table 4.11:  Division-Wise Reliable Source of Information about Election and Politics 

Division 
Newspaper/ 

Magazine 
Television Radio Internet 

Mobile 

Phone 

Family/ Relatives/ 

Friends 

Belgaum 19.7 68.9 2.0 9.9 13.1 22.3 

Bangalore 34.4 87.8 26.2 27.3 34.7 20.1 

Gulbarga 32.5 79.7 19.5 23.2 25.0 51.1 

Mysore 27.2 89.0 16.2 13.7 16.0 6.5 

Total 28.4 81.7 16.2 18.7 22.7 22.6 

Across divisions (Table 4.11), 89% of respondents in Mysore division and 87.8% from 

Bangalore division stated that Television was one of their sources of information. On the 

other hand, 2% of respondents from Belgaum division stated that Radio was one of their 

sources of information regarding elections and politics. Also, about 26.2% of Bangalore 



 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

148  No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts. 
 

division’s respondents stated that Radio was one of their sources of information. It is 

intriguing that a mere 6.5% of Mysore’s respondents, vis-à-vis 51.1% of Gulbarga’s 

respondents stated that family/relatives/friends were a source of information. Responses of 

rural and urban respondents (Table 4.12) regarding sources of information indicated a high 

level of similarity across Television and Radio while a greater proportion of urban 

respondents mentioned internet and mobile phone as their sources of information regarding 

elections and politics as compared to rural respondents. 

Table 4.12:  Location-Wise Reliable Source of Information about Election and Politics 

Location 
Newspaper/ 

Magazine 
Television Radio Internet 

Mobile 

Phone 

Family/ Relatives/ 

Friends 

Rural 26.5 81.2 16.4 16.1 20.8 22.5 

Urban 29.9 82.1 15.9 20.6 24.2 22.7 

Total 28.4 81.7 16.2 18.7 22.7 22.6 

About 91.4% of diploma/certificate holders and 89% of graduates and above’ mentioned that 

television was a source of information (Table 4.13). For illiterate respondents, television 

(70.8%), and family/relatives/friends (27.3%) were reliable sources of information while 

54.3% of diploma/certificate holders had newspapers/magazine as one their sources of 

information. It is evident that audio-visual media and mobile phone/internet as a source of 

information was higher among respondent groups with higher educational attainment. 

Table 4.13:  Education Level-Wise Reliable Source of Information about Election and 

Politics 

Education 
Newspaper/ 

Magazine 
Television Radio Internet 

Mobile 

Phone 

Family/ 

Relatives/ 

Friends 

Illiterate 6.4 70.8 5.0 2.1 7.0 27.3 

Primary school 17.7 78.9 9.9 7.7 17.8 23.0 

High school 35.5 87.5 17.8 21.4 28.1 20.4 

Higher secondary 47.4 86.2 26.6 32.8 31.7 21.7 

Diploma/ Certificate 54.3 91.4 31.2 45.2 39.8 22.0 

Graduate & above including 

Professional/ Technical 

Courses 

47.0 89.0 29.0 39.8 36.7 17.3 

Total 28.4 81.7 16.2 18.7 22.7 22.6 

Across occupation groups, a larger proportion of unemployed, labourer/cultivator, 

Government service and private service respondents mentioned that family/relatives/friends 

were a source of information (Table 4.14). Internet and mobile phones were a source of 

information for a larger proportion of students (vis-à-vis other occupational groups) while 

6.5% of labourer/cultivator respondents mentioned that internet was a source of information. 



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  149 
 

Across social groups, a lower proportion of ST respondents (18.4%) stated 

newspaper/magazine as a source of information. On the other hand, family/relatives/friends 

are significant source of information for SC, ST and OBC respondents (Table 4.15). For 

respondents in the age group 18-25stated that internet (30%) and mobile phone (31.9%) were 

a source of information (Table 4.16). 

Table 4.14:  Occupation-Wise Reliable Source of Information about Election and 

Politics 

Occupation 
Newspaper/ 

Magazine 
Television Radio Internet 

Mobile 

Phone 

Family/ 

Relatives/ 

Friends 

Student 43.3 87.1 30.3 47.8 42.1 16.9 

Unemployed 40.0 78.3 17.5 22.5 21.7 26.7 

Unemployed available for 

work 
20.0 84.4 20.0 28.9 26.7 13.3 

Government Service 58.2 86.2 38.2 43.6 43.1 25.3 

Private Service 44.0 86.8 29.6 32.8 34.2 24.7 

Own enterprise 32.7 88.1 15.0 20.2 25.0 19.0 

Labourer/ Cultivator/ 

Agricultural and allied 

activities 

17.0 73.6 7.2 6.5 15.6 25.4 

Home maker 24.0 84.7 14.1 15.6 16.4 21.7 

Others (please specify) 16.7 82.7 12.7 9.3 20.0 14.7 

Total 28.4 81.7 16.2 18.7 22.7 22.6 

 

Table 4.15:  Social Group-Wise Reliable Source of Information about Election and 

Politics 

Social 

Group 

Newspaper/ 

Magazine 
Television Radio Internet 

Mobile 

Phone 

Family/ Relatives/ 

Friends 

SC 29.9 78.4 16.0 17.9 22.2 30.3 

ST 18.4 78.5 13.0 14.9 17.0 23.1 

OBC 29.9 82.7 17.2 18.2 24.9 21.8 

Others 31.6 84.9 18.4 21.5 24.0 18.5 

Minority 22.5 81.2 10.3 19.1 18.8 17.3 

Total 28.4 81.7 16.2 18.7 22.7 22.6 

 

Table 4.16:  Age Group-Wise Reliable Source of Information about Election and 

Politics 

Age Group 
Newspaper/ 

Magazine 
Television Radio Internet Mobile Phone 

Family/ Relatives/ 

Friends 

18-25 35.7 82.9 19.3 30.0 31.9 19.9 

26-35 29.5 82.7 17.4 19.6 22.1 25.8 

36-45 28.8 83.9 16.0 18.9 24.5 24.2 

46-60 27.7 81.5 17.0 16.0 21.4 20.2 

61 and Above 22.2 76.5 11.2 12.9 15.9 22.7 

Total 28.4 81.7 16.2 18.7 22.7 22.6 
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4.11 Conclusions 

a. Across the State, about 83.1% of respondents were aware of the minimum age of 

registration. The highest was for Belgaum division (87.8%) and lowest was for 

Gulbarga division (70.1%).Across occupation of respondents, the highest level of 

awareness (92.1%) regarding the minimum age of registration to become a voter was 

reported by students while the lowest awareness (75.5%) was among respondents who 

were labourers / cultivators and those involved in agriculture and allied activities. 

b. Only 23.3% of the respondents were aware that 1
st
 January of the year of revision of 

electoral roll was the date for determining qualifying age for getting registered in 

electoral rolls. About a 33% of the respondents stated that the date of the 18
th

 birthday 

was the relevant date. A majority of the respondents in the younger age group too are 

unaware of the qualifying date. 

c. Nearly 79% of the respondents stated that they were unaware regarding the date of 

voters day. Only about 10.2% of the respondents were aware of 25
th

 January every 

year as the date of voters day, while 10.8% of respondents mentioned an incorrect 

date. Only 7.2% of respondents were aware that voters day celebrations were 

organized by local bodies in their area. The overall awareness regarding the date of 

voters day as well as the celebration of voters day has been lowest in Mysore district. 

d. Only 44.4% of the respondents were aware regarding NOTA option in EVMs. The 

highest level of awareness (57.2%) regarding NOTA was in Bangalore division while 

the lowest level of awareness (35.8%) was seen in Mysore division, indicating a wide 

gap in awareness levels across divisions. Across the State, about half of the 

respondents (50.9%) had seen Braille signage or had heard about Braille signage in 

EVMs. Only 33.7% of illiterate respondents were aware of this initiative targeted at 

the visually impaired. 

e. 54.3% of the respondents in Karnataka were aware of the VVPAT machines with 

these respondents saying that they had either seen the machines or had heard about 

them. 62.6% of respondents in Bangalore division were aware of VVPATs as 

compared to 40.4% in Gulbarga division, reflecting a significant difference in 

awareness across the State’s divisions. 

f. 76.3% of respondents believed that the EVMs could not be manipulated, with 43.1% 

of the respondents considered that EVMs could not be manipulated at all thereby 

confirming the trust of the majority of the electors in these machines. A larger 
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proportion of respondents with a higher level of education (above higher secondary) 

felt that the EVMs were open to manipulation. About 41.6% of respondents in 

Bangalore division felt that the machines could be manipulated, in contrast to 7.6% in 

theBelgaum division. 

g. Across the State, only 46.1% of respondents were aware of the guideline that mere 

possession of EPIC Card is not enough for the electors to vote. 

h. 81.7% of respondents stated that television was a reliable source of information about 

elections and politics, followed by 28.4% stating that newspapers/magazines were 

reliable sources. Only 16.2% of respondents relied upon radio for their information 

requirements. 

To conclude, while knowledge regarding the basic tenets of minimum age for voting is quite 

high in the state, the low levels of knowledge/awareness regarding the new initiatives of the 

ECI calls for the implementation of additional targeted programs which map the target 

segments (with low awareness) to preferred media (e.g. television). The apparent higher 

apathy/distrust of urban electors to the reliability of EVMs could be addressed by more live 

demonstrations and innovative experiential programmes. 
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CHAPTER 5 

ATTITUDES REGARDING THE ELECTORAL PROCESS 

5.1 Introduction 

Elections are the cornerstone of Democracy and therefore, electoral participation and electoral 

democracy are key indicators of this form of governance. It is said that ‘who votes, and who doesn’t, 

has important consequences for who gets elected and for the content of public policies’. However, all 

over the world, an increasingly declining participation is being witnessed across democracies. 

Towards ensuring the sustenance and development of the democratic election processes, it is 

important to arrest this trend, for which it is important to investigate the attitude of the people in the 

state towards elections and its allied processes. This chapter concentrates on people’s perspectives in 

areas such as willingness of the respondents to register and turnout to vote, exploring the reasons for 

people not coming forward for enrolling themselves as voters, and lastly, attempts to highlight the 

possible reasons for those voters who avoid participating in the process by not exercising their right to 

vote. Further, it attempts to capture the opinion of voters regarding the election process. Respondents’ 

attitudes regarding their intention to vote in the upcoming elections, etc. were also analyzed 

considering that attitudes reflect on the electorate’s growing passivity towards elections and voting. 

Thus, this chapter sheds light on the attitudes of electors towards elections. 

5.2. Reasons for Voting 

Figure 5.1examinesthe factors which influence respondents to cast their vote. It can be observed from 

figure 5.1 that, at the aggregate level, majority of the respondents consider voting as their right 

(89.8%) while, 84.1%of the respondents consider voting to be their duty. Apart from these, other 

stated important reasons for casting votes are: casting votes can change things (38.1%), voting 

because candidate was good (26.5%), getting registered in electoral roll (24.2%) and candidate was of 

respondent’s choice (24.1%). On the other hand, the presence of the NOTA option, influence of head 

of the family, friends and religious leader, threats and coercions are relatively less important factors 

that influence participation of respondents in electoral process.  

Division-wise reasons for voting are presented in table 5.1, and it is seen that the reasons for voting 

are similar across divisions.. A majority of the respondents across all the divisions consider voting to 

be their right and duty, while 38.1% of respondents believed that their vote can change the political 

system. Apart from these, other important reasons are: candidate was of respondent’s choice, 

candidate was good, receiving voter slip and having NOTA option.  
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Figure 5.1: Reasons for Voting (in %)

 

However, the relative importance of these reasons varied with divisions e.g. in Gulbarga and 

Bengaluru divisions, 12.3% and 6.8% respectively of the respondents reported that having NOTA 

option is a reason for casting their vote (as against 0.7% respondents in Belgaum.This is has to be 

seen in the light of the proportion of NOTA votes being highest in Bangalore district across all 

districts during the 2018 assembly elections. Although 5.1% of electors felt that NOTA was a reason 

of voting, only 0.86% actually cast their vote under NOTA.  

Table 5.1: Division-wise Reasons for Voting(in% ) 

Reasons Belgaum Bangalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

Voting is my right  94.6 89.3 76.8 94.2 89.8 

Voting is my duty  79.1 85.5 79.3 91.7 84.1 

My vote can change things/ affect 

how the country is run 
42.6 34.1 53.9 27.0 38.1 

Candidate was good  19.8 40.0 35.1 9.9 26.5 

I got registered in electoral roll 16.7 29.9 42.0 12.5 24.2 

Candidate was of my choice  15.5 33.4 31.5 16.4 24.1 

I got voter slip  19.7 18.8 24.5 7.9 17.4 

Because of enabling environment 

(free and fair) created by Election 

Commission 

9.3 20.8 25.6 5.5 14.8 

Head of family said to vote  12.3 8.6 27.7 5.6 12.2 

Influenced by friends  10.5 8.2 9.4 6.1 8.5 

I am a political party sympathizer  11.2 10.3 8.5 2.3 8.4 

I had the option of NOTA  0.7 6.8 12.3 2.9 5.1 

Voted as religious leader said so  0.8 4.0 10.5 1.0 3.5 

Cast vote due to threat or coercion  0.3 4.1 1.1 0.6 1.7 
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Further, among those who are aware of NOTA, nearly 27.2% in rural areas and 31.9% in urban areas 

felt that it is better to stay at home when there is no deserving candidate rather than voting as 

NOTA..Further, it is observed that, except in Mysore division, respondents in the other divisions 

stated that receiving voter slip and getting registered in electoral list are important reasons to vote.  

An analysis of variations in the reasons for voting across respondents’ locations (rural and urban) are 

presented in table 5.2. 87.3% of rural respondents and 91.0% of urban respondents consider that 

voting is their right, while84.4% and 82.3% of rural and urban respondents consider that voting is 

their duty. The other prominent reasons for voting in both the rural and urban areas are: belief that 

one’s vote can change the political system, candidate was good, getting registered in electoral roll and 

candidate was of respondent’s choice. 14.9% of the respondents in urban areas reported that they were 

influenced by head of the family to cast their vote as against 9.6% in rural areas.  

Table 5.2: Location-wise Reasons for Voting (in %) 

Reasons Rural Urban Total 

Voting is my right 87.3 91.0 89.8 

Voting is my duty 84.4 82.3 84.1 

My vote can change things/ affect how the country is run 38.8 36.8 38.1 

Candidate was good 28.2 24.1 26.5 

I got registered in electoral roll 19.9 28.7 24.2 

Candidate was of my choice 14.8 34.4 24.1 

I got voter slip 16.1 18.7 17.4 

Because of enabling environment (free and fair) created by Election 
Commission 13.0 15.3 14.8 

Head of family said to vote 9.6 14.9 12.2 

Influenced by friends 3.3 14.4 8.5 

I am a political party sympathizer 4.6 12.6 8.4 

I had the option of NOTA 5.1 5.0 5.1 

Voted as religious leader said so 3.0 4.0 3.5 

Cast vote due to threat or coercion 1.2 2.3 1.7 

Table 5.3 presents the reasons for voting as stated by respondents classified on the basis of social 

groups .It can be observed that the major reasons for voting across all social categories are voting is 

one’s right and duty, and voting can change things/ affect how the country is run.About33% of 

respondents belonging to SCs, 27.8% of OBCs, 24.9% of STs, 22% of others and 20.6% of 

respondents of minority communities considered that candidate being good was an important reason 

for casting vote. The influence of head of the family to cast vote is relatively higher among SC 

(15.4%) followed by Others (15.3%), Minorities (15.2%),ST (12.6%), and OBC (6.9%).About7.6% of 

the respondents from the SC community,5.6%from the ST community, 5.2% from the other 

communities, 4.0% from OBCs and 2.4% from the minority communities consider the availability of 

NOTA to be a reason for casting vote. Around, 3.2% of the respondents belonging to the SC 
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community and 2.5% of the respondents belonging to ST community reported that they cast their vote 

due to some threat or coercion.  

Table 5.3: Social Group wise Reasons for Voting (in %) 

Reasons SC ST OBC Others Minority Total 

Voting is my right  88.4 86.6 89.6 92.4 90.9 89.8 

Voting is my duty  82.9 79.6 86.1 85.3 82.1 84.1 

My vote can change things/ affect how the 

country is run 
40.7 33.1 48.3 26.5 31.4 38.1 

Candidate was good  33.0 24.9 27.8 22.0 20.6 26.5 

I got registered in electoral roll 27.2 17.6 23.9 26.0 20.9 24.2 

Candidate was of my choice  27.2 17.4 22.0 27.9 23.0 24.1 

I got voter slip  23.1 11.8 17.1 15.8 16.2 17.4 

Because of enabling environment (free and 

fair) created by Election Commission 
18.2 15.1 18.7 7.5 11.8 14.8 

Head of family said to vote  15.4 12.6 6.9 15.3 15.2 12.2 

Influenced by friends  11.1 2.8 3.8 12.6 16.6 8.5 

I am a political party sympathizer  10.4 5.9 6.0 10.9 8.8 8.4 

I had the option of NOTA  7.6 5.6 4.0 5.2 2.4 5.1 

Voted as religious leader said so  6.3 3.9 2.2 2.9 2.7 3.5 

Cast vote due to threat or coercion  3.2 2.5 1.0 1.6 0.3 1.7 

Table 5.4 presents the reasons stated by respondents, classified age-group wise, for taking part in the 

electoral process. The belief that each vote counts and it can change things persist largely among all 

age cohorts with the lower age cohorts expressing relatively more optimism in this context. A higher 

proportion of respondents in younger age cohorts of 18-25 years and 26-35 years stated that they have 

voted because of the enabling environment by the Election Commission. This indicates that the efforts 

of the ECI to conduct free and fair elections are enabling young voters to actively take part in the 

electoral process. Voting because respondents are registered in the electoral roll is another important 

reason for respondents in the age cohorts of 36-45 years, 18-25 years, and 46-60 years. Thus, getting 

registered as voter is an important reason for voting among the young age cohorts. Subsequently, 

candidate being good has been reported as an important reason to vote by respondents in the age 

cohorts of 18-25 years, 26-35 years and 40-60 years. Respondents in the older cohorts of46-60 years 

and 61 years and above reported a relatively lower importance of the factor of candidates being good. 

A higher proportion of respondents in the age cohorts of 26-35 years, 36-45 years and 61 years and 

above voted because the candidate was of their choice, while for other cohorts, this factor wasn’t as 

important. Even though the proportion of respondents reporting that they voted due to threat or 

coercion is quite less among all age cohorts, it is high for young voters in the age cohort of 18-25 

years and for the old age cohort of 61 years and above. Further, the option of NOTA is yet another 

reason for casting of votes by young voters in the age cohort of 18-25 years as compared to voters in 

the older age-cohorts. 
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Table 5.4: Age Group-wise Reasons for Voting(in %) 

Reasonsfor Voting 18-25 26-35 36-45 46-60 
61 and 

Above 
Total 

Voting is my right  93.2 87.8 88.6 90.5 90.5 89.8 

Voting is my duty  85.0 84.7 83.4 84.2 83.9 84.1 

My vote can change things/ affect how the country is 

run 47.8 41.3 35.5 37.0 33.9 38.1 

Candidate was good  28.0 30.3 25.8 26.4 22.3 26.5 

I got registered in electoral roll 25.1 23.8 26.9 24.3 20.2 24.2 

Candidate was of my choice  20.9 25.9 24.0 22.9 26.1 24.1 

I got voter slip  15.6 20.0 17.6 15.3 18.8 17.4 

Because of enabling environment (free and fair) 

created by Election Commission 18.9 17.9 15.5 13.2 10.4 14.8 

Head of family said to vote  9.1 15.0 13.0 11.6 10.2 12.2 

Influenced by friends  8.6 7.5 9.3 8.3 9.1 8.5 

I am a political party sympathizer  8.6 8.7 8.3 7.4 9.6 8.4 

I had the option of NOTA  6.2 5.3 5.6 4.8 3.9 5.1 

Voted as religious leader said so  3.8 5.3 3.1 2.8 2.9 3.5 

Cast vote due to threat or coercion  3.2 1.8 1.2 1.4 2.1 1.7 

Across respondents classified on the basis of their educational attainments (Table 5.5), it is seen that 

respondents who are graduate and above have laid emphasis on Vote as a catalyst of change. Other 

important reasons for voting across all the levels of education are: candidate was good and the 

candidate was of their choice, getting registered in electoral roll and received voter slip. A higher 

proportion of respondents with high school and higher secondary level of education, as compared to 

respondents with higher levels of education, have reported that receiving voter slip is an important 

reason to vote. A higher proportion of illiterate respondents and respondents with higher secondary 

and diploma/certificate level of education reported to have voted because of the enabling environment 

by the Election Commission. The influence of the head of the family is higher for the respondents 

who have lower levels of education and it decreases as educational attainment improves. The 

availability of the NOTA option is important for respondents with high school and higher secondary 

level of education as compared to respondents with higher level of education. Another interesting fact 

is that religious leaders have considerable influence on illiterate respondents for casting of vote as 

compared to respondents with higher levels of education. 
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Table 5.5: Education level wise Reasons for Voting(in %) 

Reasons for Voting Illiterate 
Primary 

school 

High 

school 

Higher 

secondary 

Diploma/ 

Certificate 

Graduate & 

above 

including 

Professional/ 

Technical 

Courses 

Total 

Voting is my right  83.3 90.5 91.7 93.2 95.7 93.3 89.8 

Voting is my duty  80.8 80.2 83.6 89.2 93.2 90.5 84.1 

My vote can change 

things/ affect how 

the country is run 32.6 35.2 37.6 44.8 47.5 45.7 38.1 

Candidate was good  28.8 25.8 26.3 28.9 30.2 18.1 26.5 

I got registered in 

electoral roll 19.9 23.6 26.7 27.4 27.8 24.8 24.2 

Candidate was of 

my choice  18.5 23.0 28.4 28.0 29.6 23.4 24.1 

I got voter slip  17.2 16.7 21.4 18.3 14.8 11.1 17.4 

Because of enabling 

environment (free 

and fair) created by 

Election 

Commission 15.7 11.1 17.0 16.8 15.4 12.5 14.8 

Head of family said 

to vote  16.5 14.2 12.5 9.3 1.2 5.6 12.2 

Influenced by 

friends  5.6 10.6 12.1 10.8 2.5 4.2 8.5 

I am a political party 

sympathizer  4.3 8.9 11.8 11.3 6.8 7.0 8.4 

I had the option of 

NOTA  3.3 4.3 5.7 7.3 4.3 7.5 5.1 

Voted as religious 

leader said so  5.6 2.2 3.0 3.8 1.2 2.5 3.5 

Cast vote due to 

threat or coercion  1.0 1.9 2.5 3.1 0.0 0.6 1.7 

 

Table 5.6 presents the reasons for voting as stated by respondents classified across occupational 

categories. It shows that are the dominant reasons to cast vote. Further, across all the categories of 

occupation, along with the primary reasons of right and duty to vote and vote as a catalyst of change, 

the other reasons for voting are: candidate was good, getting registered in electoral rolls, and 

candidate was of respondent’s choice. A considerable proportion (15.2%) of students and respondents 

engaged in agriculture and allied activities reported to have voted because of the enabling 

environment by the Election Commission. 10.3% of respondents who are unemployed reported that 

they have cast their vote due to threat and coercion and under the influence of the head of the family. 

A high proportion of respondents from this occupational category also reported to have cast their vote 

since they have the NOTA option. It is interesting to see that about 5.6% of the respondents who are 

cultivators and engaged in agriculture and allied activities consider NOTA option to be an important 

reason for voting.  
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Table 5.6: Occupation level-wise Reasons for Voting (in %) 

 
Student Unemployed 

Regular 
Salaried 

work 

Own 
Account 

enterprise 

Cultivators 
and 

Labourers 

Home 
Makers 

Others Total 

Voting is my right 87.9 92.5 92.8 92.1 87.0 86.2 91.5 89.8 

Voting is my duty 80.4 84.2 88.6 85.1 79.6 84.2 83.8 84.1 

My vote can change 
things/ effect how the 
country is run 

45.8 39.0 44.6 28.4 40.6 33.5 32.4 38.1 

Candidate was good 21.5 22.4 25.2 20.5 26.7 26.4 52.8 26.5 

I got registered in 
electoral roll 

25.2 24.7 28.6 23.3 24.0 21.7 17.6 24.2 

Candidate was of my 
choice 

16.8 23.1 28.9 28.7 19.9 24.1 25.4 24.1 

I got voter slip 14.0 11.6 18.4 14.4 20.1 15.9 15.5 17.4 

Because of enabling 
environment (free and 
fair) created by Election 
Commission 

12.8 12.4 14.8 8.4 15.2 15.9 13.8 14.8 

Head of family said to 
vote 

7.5 9.5 6.7 12.9 14.6 12.2 16.9 12.2 

Influenced by friends 5.6 6.1 9.2 16.0 7.8 5.2 9.2 8.5 

I am a political party 
sympathizer 

6.5 10.9 8.7 11.7 8.9 4.5 10.6 8.4 

I had the option of 
NOTA 

8.4 7.5 6.0 4.7 5.6 2.6 5.6 5.1 

Voted as religious 
leader said so 

4.7 4.1 2.2 3.2 4.2 2.8 6.3 3.5 

Cast vote due to threat 
or coercion 

2.8 4.1 1.3 1.1 1.5 1.5 4.9 1.7 

5.3. Reasons for Not Voting 

It is observed from figure 5.2 that only 9% of the respondents in the sample have reported that they 

did not cast their vote. These non-voting respondents were further asked about the reasons for not 

voting and their responses are captured in table 5.7. Out of the 9% respondents who did not cast their 

vote, 3.2% of them reported absence of name in the electoral list to be the major reason for not voting. 

About 2.5% of them reported that they abstained from voting since they didn’t have an EPIC 

card.1.7% of them reported to have not received the voter slip while 0.6% of them reported that they 

were not present in the constituency during elections. These reasons highlight the limitations of the 

bureaucratic and administrative functions characterising the electoral system. In order to increase the 

electoral participation, these gaps need to be fulfilled so that it can enable eligible voters to exercise 

their franchise. 
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Figure5.2. Reasons for not voting (in %) 

 
 

Table 5.7: Reasons for not voting(in %) 

Reasons for not voting 
No. of 

respondents 
Percent of all 
respondents 

My name was not on the electoral roll 115 3.2 

I did not have my EPIC card 89 2.5 

I did not get voter slip 60 1.7 

I was not in my constituency 21 0.6 

I did not know my polling station 12 0.3 

Long queue and I did not have time 6 0.2 

I felt insecure to go to the polling station 6 0.2 

Voting in National/assembly elections doesn't make any 
difference 2 0.1 

Polling station was at a distance 1 0.0 

Total 3602 100 
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5.4. Opinion about election process 

Table 5.8 attempts to capture the opinions of voters regarding the electoral processes and their 

management. The respondents were asked to respond to certain statements that would reflect their 

attitude towards electoral democracy and related governance mechanisms. A five point Likert scale 

was used to collect respondents’ responses to the statements. 68.13% of respondents in the sample 

agreed with the statement that every vote counts while 23.15% of them strongly agreed with this 

statement. This implies an 8% increase in this number as compared to the survey conducted during the 

last general assembly elections (2018). This indicates that the SVEEP campaign has been effective in 

enlightening the general population about the importance of casting vote.  

While 61.66% of the respondents agree to the statement that voting should be made compulsory, 

24.99% strongly agree to it, 8.02% neither agree nor disagree, 4.28% disagree to it and 1.05% of them 

strongly disagree to it. The opinion of respondents on this issue is quite interesting since a similar 

trend is observed among voters in other countries. However, to make voting compulsory, new 

constitutional guidelines need to be framed. A large proportion of respondents (41.84%) do not agree 

that voting is a cumbersome chore although11.63% of the respondents agree and 4.69% strongly 

agree with this statement. This requires attention and intervention so as to make the electoral process 

efficient and simpler which, in turn, will motivate more eligible voters to cast their vote.53.86% of the 
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respondents agree that elections are conducted freely and fairly in India while 23.57% of them 

strongly agree to it. However, about 10% of the respondents disagreed or strongly disagreed that 

elections are conducted freely and fairly in India. 

Thus, more efforts are required to make the electoral process transparent and accountable, and also 

enable the creation of a positive perception .Further, 57.38% of the respondents agree and about 

21.04% of them strongly agree with the statement that EVMs provide accurate results. This indicates 

that most people trust the voting machinery despite the confusion surrounding EVM tampering. While 

less than half of the respondents (48%) in the sample disagree (disagree and strongly disagree 

combined) with the statement that women should consult male members or elders before voting, a 

considerable proportion (34%) of them still agree (agree and strongly agree combined) to it. This 

possibly hints that even after setting up Sakhi polling stations across the state and creating awareness 

on electoral process through various means, quite a few women voters are not allowed to take 

electoral decisions independently. Thus, under the SVEEP intervention, women voters should be 

made aware of the importance of impartial and independent voting. While 38.23% of the respondents 

agree that influence of money and muscle power is increasing in elections, 22.54% of them strongly 

agree to it, 15.82% neither agree nor disagree to it and 14.13% disagree to this statement. There is an 

aggregate15% increase in the proportion of respondents agreeing to this statement as compared to that 

of the survey conducted during last general assembly elections. Lastly, respondents were asked 

whether they do not intend to vote in the upcoming elections. About 63% of the respondents said that 

they intend to vote in the upcoming elections while 25% do not intend to vote. As compared to the 

last survey, there is a 5% increase in the proportion of respondents who are not intending to vote. 

Therefore, more interventions and awareness generation among eligible voters is necessary to 

decrease the number of non-voters and to do away with the apparent apathy. 

Table 5.8: Opinion about election process (in %) 

Opinion 
Strongly 

disagree 
Disagree 

Neither 

agree nor 

disagree 

Agree 
Strongly 

agree 

Every vote counts 1.47 0.94 6.30 68.13 23.15 

Voting should be made compulsory 1.05 4.28 8.02 61.66 24.99 

Voting is acumbersome chore 21.82 41.84 20.02 11.63 4.69 

Elections are conducted freely and fairly in 

India 3.44 6.66 12.47 53.86 23.57 

EVMs provide accurate results 4.72 5.30 11.55 57.38 21.04 

Women should consult male members or elders 

before voting in elections 15.21 32.79 17.88 25.40 8.72 

The influence of money and muscle is 

increasing in elections 9.27 14.13 15.82 38.23 22.54 

I do not intend to vote in the upcoming 

elections 27.07 35.73 11.66 17.55 8.00 
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It was observed (in Table 5.8) that 34% of respondents felt that women should consult male and 

elders in the family before casting their vote. In order to examine this issue further, Table 5.9 shows 

the division-wise opinion of respondents on the statement that women should consult the male 

members of the family or elders before voting in the elections. In Belgaum (56.1%) and Gulbarga 

(50.5%) divisions, more than half of the respondents in the sample disagreed (disagree and strongly 

disagree combined) with this statement while in Bangalore (43.9%) and Mysore (42.8%) division, a 

comparatively lower proportion of respondents disagreed with it. On the other hand, 24% of the 

respondents in Belgaum division, 31% of them in Bangalore division, 21.1% of them in the Gulbarga 

division and22.6% of them in the Mysore division agree to this statement. , 14.9% of Gulbarga 

division’s respondents and 9.5% of Mysore division’s respondents strongly agree with this statement. 

On the other hand, 4.1% of respondents in Belgaum division and 8.6% of respondents in the 

Bangalore division strongly agree to it. Therefore, it appears that more emphasis on women voters 

should be laid to address this issue in Gulbarga, Mysore and Bangalore divisions. 

Table5.9: Women should consult male members or elders before voting in election – 

disaggregated responses across divisions (in %) 

Division Strongly disagree Disagree 
Neither agree 

nor disagree 
Agree 

Strongly 

agree 
Total 

Belgaum 21.5 34.6 15.8 24.0 4.1 100 

Bangalore 7.2 36.7 16.4 31.0 8.6 100 

Gulbarga 31.3 19.2 13.5 21.1 14.9 100 

Mysore 7.5 35.3 25.2 22.6 9.5 100 

Total 15.2 32.8 17.9 25.4 8.7 100 

 

One of the aims of ECI has been to conduct free and fair elections. In order to assess the opinion of 

respondents on ethical voting, they were asked to respond to three statements pertaining to ethical 

voting practices. It can be seen in Table 5.10 that 20.9% of respondents strongly agreed to the 

statement that their votes are not saleable. About 41.8% of the respondents agree to it, 16.7% are 

indifferent to it, 12.9% disagree to it while 7.7% strongly disagree with it. A majority of respondents 

(62% - 41.5% agree and 20.5% strongly agree) that they could not be influenced by various types of 

coercion or threats. Regarding their non-support for misuse of EPIC cards, about 70% of the 

respondents agreed to it (46.8% agree and 23% strongly agree) while 17.3% of respondents are 

indifferent. While it is satisfying to note that a majority of the respondents agree to all the statements 

which indicate good practices that promote ethical voting, a considerable proportion of the 

respondents are indifferent or disagree with it. This indicates that interventions are required to 

enlighten people on ethical voting leading to positive changes in their attitude towards the election 

process.  
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Table 5.10: Opinion about Ethical Voting (in %) 

Opinion 
Strongly 

disagree 
Disagree 

Neither agree nor 

disagree 
Agree 

Strongly 

agree 
Total 

Your Vote is not saleable 
7.7 12.9 16.7 41.8 20.9 100.0 

Not to be Influenced 5.4 13.5 19.1 41.5 20.5 100.0 

Can't give EPIC cards to 

anyone 
4.5 8.4 17.3 46.8 23.0 100.0 

ECI emphasizes on the importance of ethical voting and therefore, this issue is examined in further 

detail (Table 5.11). Across locations, about 63% of the respondents from rural areas and 62.3% of the 

respondents in the urban areas agree (agree and strongly agree combined) that their votes are not 

saleable. About 63% of the rural respondents and 60.9% urban respondents state that they cannot be 

influenced while 74.8% and 64.1% of rural and urban respondents respectively stated that they would 

not give their EPIC card to others..Interestingly, this analysis reveals that rural respondents have a 

more positive attitude towards ethical voting practices as compared to urban respondents. Another 

interesting thing to note here is that, for each of the three statements, the proportion of respondents 

who are indifferent is higher in urban areas than those in rural areas.  

Table 5.11:Location wise Opinion about Ethical Voting(in%) 

Details Rural Urban Total 

Your Vote is not 

saleable 

Strongly disagree 8.0 7.5 7.7 

Disagree 15.2 10.1 12.9 

Neither agree nor disagree 13.8 20.1 16.7 

Agree 44.9 38.1 41.8 

Strongly agree 18.1 24.2 20.9 

Not to be 

Influenced by 

anyone 

Strongly disagree 4.8 6.0 5.4 

Disagree 16.1 10.5 13.5 

Neither agree nor disagree 16.1 22.6 19.1 

Agree 44.3 38.3 41.5 

Strongly agree 18.7 22.6 20.5 

Can't give EPIC 

card to anyone 

Strongly disagree 4.5 4.5 4.5 

Disagree 8.7 7.9 8.4 

Neither agree nor disagree 12.0 23.4 17.3 

Agree 49.2 44.1 46.8 

Strongly agree 25.6 20.0 23.0 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

Table 5.12 presents the division wise opinion of respondents on ethical voting practices. A Majority 

of the respondents across the divisions agree to all the three statements presented to them. It is seen 

that nearly a third of the respondents in Gulbarga and Mysore divisions disagreed with the statement 

that their vote was not saleable. Further, about 35% of respondents in Gulbarga division stated their 

disagreement with the statements that they would not be influenced or that they would not give their 

EPIC cards to others. In Belgaum division, 48% of the respondents agree and 39.5% of them strongly 

agree to the first statement. 43.2% of the respondents in this division agree and 35.9% strongly agree 
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to the second statement. For the third statement, 55.9% of the respondents in this division agree and 

37.4% of them strongly agree to it. In the Bangalore division, 38.8% of the respondents agree to the 

first statement, 35.7% are indifferent to it and 13.8% strongly agree to it. 41.6% of the respondents in 

this division agree to the second statement, 37.7% neither agree nor disagree to it and 11.2% strongly 

agree to it. For the third statement, 45% of the respondents of this division agree to it, 36.4% of them 

are indifferent to it and 13.3% strongly agree to it. As observed from the analysis Also, it is seen that a 

large proportion of respondents in the Bangalore division, with these respondents located mostly in 

urban areas, are indifferent to all the three statements relating to ethical practices. This observation 

corroborates with the observation in table 5.11 wherein a majority of the urban respondents are 

indifferent to the ethical practices. In the Gulbarga division, 30.2% of the respondents agree to the 

first statement, 26.9% of them strongly agree to it while 18.3% disagree to it. For the second 

statement, 28.6% of the respondents in this division agree to it, 29.2% of them strongly agree to it and 

20.1% disagree to it. For the third statement, 30.5% strongly agree to it, 27.1% agree to it and 16.6% 

disagree to it. In the Mysore division, 47.1% agree to the first statement, 28.8% disagree to it, 15% are 

indifferent to it and only 5.8% are strongly agree to it. For the second statement, 48.6% of the 

respondent agrees to it, 23.2% disagree to it, 14.7% are indifferent to it and only 9.9% strongly agree 

to it. Further for the third statement, 53.2% of the respondents from the Mysore division agree to it, 

15% disagree to it while 14.9% strongly agree to it. 

Table 5.12: Region-wise Opinions about Ethical Voting (in %) 

Details Belgaum Bangalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

Your Vote 

is not 

saleable 

Strongly disagree 9.2 4.9 17.0 3.4 7.7 

Disagree 1.8 6.9 18.3 28.8 12.9 

Neither agree nor disagree 1.6 35.7 7.5 15.0 16.7 

Agree 48.0 38.8 30.2 47.1 41.8 

Strongly agree 39.5 13.8 26.9 5.8 20.9 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Not to be 

Influenced 

Strongly disagree 2.0 4.1 15.6 3.5 5.4 

Disagree 9.9 5.5 20.1 23.2 13.5 

Neither agree nor disagree 9.0 37.7 6.5 14.7 19.1 

Agree 43.2 41.6 28.6 48.6 41.5 

Strongly agree 35.9 11.2 29.2 9.9 20.5 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Can't give 

EPIC 

cards to 

anyone 

Strongly disagree 1.0 1.7 17.9 2.5 4.5 

Disagree 2.7 3.6 16.6 15.0 8.4 

Neither agree nor disagree 2.9 36.4 8.0 14.5 17.3 

Agree 55.9 45.0 27.1 53.2 46.8 

Strongly agree 37.4 13.3 30.5 14.9 23.0 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 
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Thus, the proportion of respondents disagreeing to all the ethical practices-related questions is quite 

high in Gulbarga and Mysore divisions. Thus, focused interventions are needed in these two divisions 

to change the attitudes of people toward ethical voting. 

Table 5.13presents the opinions on ethical voting practices among the respondents who are grouped 

on the basis of their educational attainments. While a higher proportion of respondents with primary 

education, high school education, graduates and higher secondary education strongly agreed that their 

vote is not saleable, about 30.7% of respondents with diploma and certificate education were 

indifferent or disagreed with this statement. A similar trend is observed regarding the respondents not 

being influenced by anyone regarding their voting decisions, or the respondents not giving their EPIC 

cards to others, with diploma or certificate holders being indifferent or disagreeing with these 

practices. On the whole, the analysis presented in this section broadly indicates that education has 

some impact at on ethical voting practices. 

 

Table 5.13: Education Level wise Opinion about Ethical Voting (in %) 

Details Illiterate 

Primary 

school 

High 

school 

Higher 

secondary 

Diploma/ 

Certificate 

Gradua

te & above Total 

Your Vote 

is not 

saleable 

Strongly 

disagree 8.9 6.5 4.8 8.5 15.6 8.9 7.7 

Disagree 13.5 13.8 13.0 9.3 15.1 12.9 12.9 

Neither agree 

nor disagree 17.0 15.3 15.8 16.3 23.1 18.0 16.7 

Agree 41.8 40.1 44.2 45.4 32.3 39.6 41.8 

Strongly agree 18.9 24.3 22.2 20.4 14.0 20.6 20.9 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Not to be 

Influenced 

by anyone 

Strongly 

disagree 5.3 4.0 4.4 4.9 9.7 8.4 5.4 

Disagree 16.3 12.7 13.0 10.1 15.1 13.4 13.5 

Neither agree 

nor disagree 17.9 17.0 20.0 18.4 28.0 20.4 19.1 

Agree 39.8 42.1 41.7 46.8 37.1 39.3 41.5 

Strongly agree 20.6 24.3 20.9 19.8 10.2 18.5 20.5 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Can't give 

EPIC card 

to anyone 

Strongly 

disagree 5.6 2.6 3.2 3.7 7.5 7.4 4.5 

Disagree 10.2 6.9 7.6 5.6 10.8 10.8 8.4 

Neither agree 

nor disagree 17.4 13.9 15.6 20.6 25.3 18.5 17.3 

Agree 40.4 52.3 52.2 47.6 45.2 40.8 46.8 

Strongly agree 26.5 24.3 21.4 22.5 11.3 22.5 23.0 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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5.5. Conclusions 

This chapter presented the attitudes of respondents about electoral participation and electoral 

processes. The major findings of this chapter are enlisted below: 

 A majority of the respondents groups across various characteristics (location, division, age, 

social group, education level, occupation) consider voting to be their Right and Duty. 

 The other important reasons for casting votes are: vote as a catalyst for changing the system, 

candidate being good, candidate of respondent’s choice, getting registered in electoral list, 

and receiving voter’s slip.  

 The major reasons for not voting are -absence of name in the electoral list, not having EPIC, 

lack of voter slip, voter not being present in the constituency during elections, long queue at 

the polling booth &the voter not having time to vote.  

 Most respondents show a positive attitude towards the voting and electoral processes in 

general.  

 A majority of the respondents have appositive attitude towards ethical voting.  

 A higher proportion of rural respondents and respondents have positive attitude towards 

ethical voting as compared to others in urban areas. 

 Education has an impact on ethical Voting 

 Higher proportion of respondents belonging to the Belgaum and Gulbarga division has 

positive opinion on ethical voting as compared to the other two divisions. 

The overall analysis indicates that respondents have positive opinions and attitude towards the 

electoral process. However, there are few areas in which disagreement, reflecting negative attitudes, is 

observed among respondents. It is, therefore, important to address these negative attitudes through 

focused IEC programmes, and mitigate the issues arising out of administrative shortcomings that 

prevent eligible voters from casting their votes. Appropriate interventions are required in this regard 

so that voters can participate in the electoral process more actively and in an ethical manner.  
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CHAPTER 6 

VOTERS PARTICIPATION 

6.1 Introduction 

Voter Participation in the electoral process is an important outcome indicator of the 

effectiveness of the various actions of ECI to encourage eligible voters to exercise their 

franchise in a free and fair manner. Studies have shown that knowledge, belief and attitude of 

people towards the election process determine their participation in elections. These 

intangibles translate to the election-related practices followed by voters, and also reflect on 

individuals’ conviction as well as his association with diverse group identities. Therefore, 

analysis of voter’s participation in the electoral process can provide insights to address 

barriers, streamline administrative processes and nurture the enabling factors. This chapter 

provides a detailed analysis of voters’ participation in the electoral process by examining 

issues such as registration of voters, process of enrolment, participation in last general 

assembly elections, facilities at polling stations and difficulties faced while voting. This 

chapter also assesses the reasons that deter people from enrolling themselves in the electoral 

list and from exercising their franchise. In addition, analysis of the ratings that people assign 

to the process of enrolment and voting has been done. An exploration of the difficulties that 

respondents face during enrolment and at the time of casting their vote at the polling stations 

has also been attempted. 

6.2 Registration of Voters 

Getting registered in the electoral roll is necessary to vote and, therefore, registering reflects 

an individual’s willingness to participate in the electoral process. 

Table 6.1 presents the distribution of respondents by the length of living in their place of 

residence. This is a major determinant of electoral participation because frequent change of 

residence affects electoral participation since it requires certain changes to be undertaken in 

the electoral list. At the aggregate level, 82.6% of the respondents lived in their place of 

residence since birth while about 1.3% of the respondents lived in a residence for less than a 

year. It is seen that the length of living in a place of residence varied across rural – urban 

location with 90.3% of rural respondents and 73.6% of urban respondents reporting to have 



 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

170  No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts. 

lived in a particular residence since birth. 2% of the urban respondents reported to have lived 

in a particular residence for less than a year as against 0.6% of rural respondents.  

Table 6.1: Distribution of Respondents by length of living in their current place of 

residence (% of respondents) 
Length of residence Rural Urban Total 

Less than one year 0.6 2.0 1.3 

1-10 Years 2.7 8.8 5.6 

11-20 2.8 7.6 5.0 

More than 20 years 3.6 7.9 5.6 

Since Birth 90.3 73.6 82.6 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

An analysis of information on voter ID registration (Table 6.2) showed that, at the aggregate 

level, 89.5% of the respondents were currently enrolled in the voters list, while 7.6% of 

respondents reported that their application is in progress, and 2.9% stated that they had never 

tried to enrol themselves in the voters list. While these proportions were comparable across 

rural and urban respondents with respect to their current enrolment and enrolment-in-

progress, 3.4% of the urban respondents reported that they have never enrolled themselves in 

the voters list as against 2.5% of rural respondents. This indicates that there is an urgent need 

for intervention in urban areas to get the eligible voters enrolled in the voters list.  

Table 6.2: Location-wise Information on Voter Registration (% of respondents) 
 Location Never Application in progress Currently enrolled Total 

Rural 2.5 8.2 89.3 100.0 

Urban 3.4 6.9 89.7 100.0 

Total 2.9 7.6 89.5 100.0 

The division-wise analysis on voter ID registration (table 6.3) suggests that the 94.7% of 

respondents from Belgaum division have currently enrolled in the voters list as compared to 

84.2% of respondents in Mysore division. On the other hand, 12.6% of the respondents from 

Mysore division have reported that their application is still in progress followed by Bangalore 

(7.7%), Belgaum (5.0%) and Gulbarga (4.4%) divisions. Further, 5.4% of respondents in 

Bangalore division reported that they have never enrolled themselves in the voters list. Thus, 

more interventions are required in Bangalore division to motivate eligible voters for getting 

registered in the electoral roll. Further, an analysis of the time required for the processing of 

the applications, and the causes for delays, could enable the faster completion of the 

enrolment process, paving the way for higher voter participation. 
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Table 6.3: Division-wise Information on Voter Registration (% of respondents) 
Division Never Application in progress Currently enrolled Total 

Belgaum  0.3 5.0 94.7 100.0 

Bangalore 5.4 7.7 86.9 100.0 

Gulbarga 2.0 4.4 93.7 100.0 

Mysore 3.2 12.6 84.2 100.0 

Total 2.9 7.6 89.5 100.0 

Details of voter registration across respondents classified on the basis of their educational 

attainments are presented in table 6.4. It is seen that the proportion of respondents who are 

currently registered is the highest among illiterates (93.4%) followed by those who have 

completed primary education (91.9%), high school education (89.3%), graduate and above 

(86.1%), higher secondary education (84.9%) and diploma and certificate holders (81.7%). 

On the other hand, a high proportion of respondents with higher secondary education (7.0%) 

reported to have never registered themselves in the voters list as compared to diplomaand 

certificate holders (5.9%), graduate and above (5.0%), those who completed high school 

education (2.4%), illiterates (1.4%) and those who completed primary education (0.6%). 

Thereby, it appears that a considerable proportion of respondents with higher levels of 

education have never registered themselves in the electoral rolls. Therefore, focused 

interventions are required to encourage people with higher level of education (mainly those 

with higher secondary level of education and above) to get registered in the electoral rolls so 

that they can actively take part in the electoral process. Further, the proportion of respondents 

who reported that their application is in progress is highest for diploma and certificate holders 

(12.4%) followed by graduate and above (8.9%), those who completed high school education 

(8.3%), higher secondary education (8.2%), primary education (7.6%) and illiterates (5.2%). 

Thus, a considerable proportion of respondents who have completed primary education and 

those who are illiterate have their application in progress.  

Table 6.4: Education Level-wise Information on Voter Registration (% of respondents) 
 Education Never Application in progress Currently enrolled Total 

Illiterate 1.4 5.2 93.4 100.0 

Primary school 0.6 7.6 91.9 100.0 

High school 2.4 8.3 89.3 100.0 

Higher secondary 7.0 8.2 84.9 100.0 

Diploma/ Certificate 5.9 12.4 81.7 100.0 

Graduate & above incl. 

Professional/ Technical Courses 5.0 8.9 86.1 100.0 

Total 2.9 7.6 89.5 100.0 
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Table 6.5 presents the social group-wise information on voter registration. The proportion of 

respondents who have reported to be currently enrolled is highest for STs (93.4%) followed 

by OBC (90.6%), Minority (89.1%), SC (88.1%) and others (87.7%). These proportions hint 

at the positive role that is being played by the Government and CSOs to motivate eligible 

voters of backward sections of society to enrol themselves in voters list so that these voters 

can voice their political opinions by exercising their franchise. The proportion of respondents 

who reported that their application is in progress is higher for the other communities (8.9%), 

SCs (8.8%) and minorities (8.2%). On the other hand, the proportion of never-enrolled 

respondents is highest for the other communities (3.4%) followed by SCs (3.1%), OBCs 

(2.8%), minorities (2.7%) and STs (1.9%). 

Table 6.5: Social Group wise Information on Voter ID Registration (% of respondents) 

Social Group  Never Application in progress Currently enrolled Total 

SC 3.1 8.8 88.1 100.0 

ST 1.9 4.8 93.4 100.0 

OBC 2.8 6.6 90.6 100.0 

Others 3.4 8.9 87.7 100.0 

Minority 2.7 8.2 89.1 100.0 

Total 2.9 7.6 89.5 100.0 

Figure 6.1shows the number of visits required by applications to the relevant officers for 

completing the registration process. 70.8% of the respondents reported that they had 

completed their registration with just one visit while 18.3% of them reported to have visited 

the relevant office twice to get them-selves enrolled. Further, 5.7% of the respondents 

reported that they have visited thrice and around 1.3% of them reported making more than 

three visits for registration. Thus, a majority of the respondents have reported to have visited 

the relevant office only once to get them-selves registered in the voters list. However, 

cumulatively, as about 30% of respondents had to make more than one visit to get registered, 

it may be useful to review the registration steps and address the bottlenecks/causes for delays 

so multiple visits of applicants for getting registered in the electoral rolls could be avoided. 
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Figure 6.1: Frequency of visits for Registration (% of respondents) 

 

An examination of the location-wise frequency of visits (table 6.6) for registration shows that 

75.4% of the urban respondents and 66.9% of rural respondents had made only one visit for 

registration. 16.2% of the respondents in urban areas and 20.1% of the respondents in rural 

areas reported to have visited twice. Further, 6% in rural areas and 5.3% in urban areas 

reported that they have visited thrice in order to get themselves enrolled in the voters list. 

Only 1.7% of the urban respondents had made more than three visits. It is, therefore, evident 

that the number of visits undertaken by rural respondents was more than that by urban 

respondents.   

Table 6.6: Location-wisefrequency of visits for registration(% of respondents) 
 Location Once Twice Thrice More than thrice No Answer Total 

Rural 66.9 20.1 6.0 1.0 6.0 100.0 

Urban 75.4 16.2 5.3 1.7 1.3 100.0 

Total 70.8 18.3 5.7 1.3 3.8 100.0 

Table6.7 captures the division-wise frequency of visits for registration. The proportion of 

respondents who reported to have visited the notified office only once for registration is 

highest in Gulbarga division (81.5%) followed by Belgaum (77.8%), Bangalore (65.4%) and 

Mysore (62.4%) divisions. This implies that the proportion of respondents who have had to 

visit more than once is higher in Mysore and Bangalore divisions. Thus, the table highlights 

the need for intervention in Bangalore and Mysore division to reduce the frequency of visits 

and speed up the process of registration. 
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Table 6.7: Division wise frequency of visits for registration(% of respondents) 
Location Once Twice Thrice More than thrice No answer Total 

Belgaum 77.8 18.6 3.1 0.2 0.3 100 

Bangalore 65.4 18.1 9.6 1.1 5.8 100 

Gulbarga 81.5 4.8 1.3 1.2 11.3 100 

Mysore 62.4 28.0 6.8 2.8 0.0 100 

Total 70.8 18.3 5.7 1.3 3.8 100 

Across respondents classified on the basis of their social groups (table 6.8), 75.8% of 

respondents from SC community have reported that they made only one visit for registration 

purpose followed by minority (74.7%), Others (70.4%), OBC (69.1%) and ST (63.4%). A 

relatively larger proportion of respondents belonging to ST category reported visiting twice 

(24.7%) and thrice (8.4%) to get themselves enrolled in the voters list. On the other hand, a 

higher proportion of respondents belonging to Others category (2.1%) reported to have 

visited more than thrice for the purpose of enrolment. 

Table 6.8: Social group wise frequency of visits for registration(% of respondents) 
Social group Once Twice Thrice More than thrice No answer Total 

SC 75.8 16.0 4.4 1.8 2.0 100 

ST 63.4 24.7 8.4 0.8 2.7 100 

OBC 69.1 20.2 4.2 0.5 5.9 100 

Others 70.4 16.0 7.2 2.1 4.2 100 

Minority 74.7 15.9 7.5 1.3 0.6 100 

Total 70.8 18.3 5.7 1.3 3.8 100 

6.2.1 Reasons for multiple visits 

As a considerable proportion of respondents had to visit the concerned offices more than 

thrice to get themselves registered in the voters list, the reasons necessitating the multiple 

visits were analyzed (figure 6.2). From among the respondents who made more than three 

visits, 48.9% of respondents reported that they faced problems at the registration centre while 

36.2% of them reported that they had not carried the required documents and hence they had 

visited more than thrice for the purpose of registration. This possibly calls for more IEC 

efforts to inform citizens about the registration process.12.8% of the respondents, who made 

more than three visits, reported that money was demanded for the registration, and 2.1% 

reported that the officials refused to register them in the voters list. Addressing such issues 

could facilitate the eligible voters to get themselves registered without any hassles and delay.  
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Figure 6.2: Reasons for visiting more than thrice for registration (% of respondents) 

 

EPIC card is an identity document issued by ECI, and it is an essential identity proof while 

casting a vote. Figure 6.3shows the percentage of voters possessing EPIC card. A majority of 

the respondents (93%) possessed EPIC Card while 7% of respondents report that they did not 

possess an EPIC Card.  

Figure 6.3: EPIC Card Possessed by Voters (% of respondents) 

 

6.3. Process of Enrolment  

Details of the enrolment options utilized by voters to enrol themselves are presented in Figure 
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centre, while 33.9% of respondents had enrolled during a special enrolment drive, and 19.6% 

of respondents had enrolled by Booth Level Officer having visited their residence. 

Figure 6.4: Enrolment Process(% of respondents) 

 

Further, details of location-wise process of enrolment are presented in table 6.9.34.8% of the 

rural respondents have reported to have enrolled during a special enrolment drive, followed 

by local voter enrolment centre (30.6%), BLO’s visit to residence (21.9%), with the help of 

CSO/ Association/Individual (4.9%) and political parties(3.7%). This is in contrast to 40.7% 

of the urban respondents having enrolled at the local voter enrolment centre followed by 

enrolment during a special enrolment drive (32.6%), BLO’s visit to residence (17%) and by 

visiting the State Election Office (3%). 

Table 6.9: Location wise Enrolment Process(% of respondents) 
 Enrolment process Rural Urban Total 

During a special enrolment drive 34.8 32.6 33.8 

A Booth Level Officer had visited residence 21.9 17.0 19.7 

Went to the local voter enrolment center 30.6 40.7 35.3 

Went to the State Election Office 2.3 3.0 2.6 

Online/ NVSP 0.6 1.2 0.9 

With help from political parties 3.7 2.5 3.1 

With help from CSO/ Association/Individual 4.9 2.3 3.7 

Don't know 1.2 0.6 0.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Further, details of division-wise enrolment process are presented in table 6.10. It is seen that 

70.4% of the respondents in Mysore division, 26.9% in Bangalore division, 26.8% in the 

Gulbarga division and2.9% in Gulbarga division reported to having enrolled during a special 

enrolment drive.29.5% of respondents from Bangalore division, 23.3% in Gulbarga division, 
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20.9% from the Belgaum division and only 3.3% from Mysore division reported to have 

enrolled by the visit of aBooth Level Officer to their residence.Further, the proportion of 

respondents who got registered at the local voter enrolment centre is high in Gulbarga 

division (57.1%) followed by Bangalore (38.9%), Belgaum (37.8%) and Mysore (13.9%) 

divisions. Thus, special enrolment drives, visit of BLOs to voter’s residence and individuals 

themselves going to the local voter enrolment centre are the popular enrolment processes that 

are adopted by the respondents as compared to other processes 

Table 6.10: Division-wise Enrolment Process(% of respondents) 
Process Belgaum Bangalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

During a special enrolment drive 26.8 26.9 2.9 70.4 33.9 

A Booth Level Officer had visited residence 20.9 29.5 23.3 3.3 19.6 

Went to the local voter enrolment centre 37.8 38.9 57.1 13.9 35.3 

Went to the State Election Office 4.1 2.3 1.7 1.8 2.6 

Online/ NVSP 0.0 1.1 1.7 1.1 0.9 

With help from political parties 5.9 0.5 2.9 3.4 3.1 

With help from CSO/ Association/Individual 4.5 0.8 4.4 6.2 3.7 

Don't know 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Table 6.11 presents details of the medium through which enrolment process has been 

undertaken by respondents across social groups. Across all the social groups, the popular 

ways for enrolment are: Local voter enrolment centre, special enrolment drive and BLO’s 

visit to residence. However, variations are observed within the social groups. Among SCs, 

the other ways of getting enrolled in electoral rolls are: visiting the State Election Office 

(2.8%), assistance from CSO/ Association/Individual (2.8%) and assistance from political 

parties (2.7%). ST respondents stated that the other important enrolment processes included 

assistance from CSO/ Association/Individual (6.2%), while 5.5% and 4.3% of OBC 

respondents used Assistance from political parties and assistance from CSO/ 

Association/Individual respectively to get registered in the electoral rolls. 4.2% of the 

respondents from other communities visited the State Election Office while 2.1% 

obtainedassistance from CSO/ Association/Individual to register themselves. In case of 

minority community, 5.2% of them receivedassistance from CSO/ Association/Individual to 

register themselves in the electoral rolls. 
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Table 6.11: Social Groups-wise Enrolment Process (% of respondents) 
Process SC ST OBC Others Minority Total 

During a special enrolment drive 30.1 33.6 23.9 48.2 41.9 33.9 

Visit of Booth Level Officer to residence 23.0 28.6 19.2 14.5 16.1 19.6 

Went to the local voter enrolment centre 35.2 27.2 42.9 29.2 32.6 35.3 

Went to the State Election Office 2.8 1.1 2.2 4.2 1.3 2.6 

Online/ NVSP 0.9 1.1 1.1 0.4 1.0 0.9 

With help from political parties 2.7 1.7 5.5 1.5 1.3 3.1 

With help from CSO/ Association/Individual 2.8 6.2 4.3 2.1 5.2 3.7 

Don't know 2.4 0.6 0.8 0.0 0.6 0.9 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Those respondents who reported to have enrolled during special registration drive were 

further asked about the sources from which they came to know about the enrolment drive. 

Their responses are presented in figure 6.5. The data indicates that 42.1% of the respondents 

who registered through special enrolment drive reported that they got to know about it 

through local TV channels/FM/ community radio. This is followed by information obtained 

through newspapers/ pamphlets/ poster (35.6%), tom-tom announcements (30.2%) and 

electoral literacy campaign (23.5%). Only 3.7 % of the respondents reported that they got to 

know about the enrolment drive through social media such as Facebook, WhatsApp, 

Instagram etc. 

Figure 6.5: Awareness to enrol during a special enrolment drive (% of respondents) 
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6.4. Rating of enrolment process 

Those respondents who had already enrolled and those whose application was in progress 

were asked to rate the process of enrolment and their responses are presented in Figure 6.6. 

66.34% of these respondents felt that the current enrolment procedure is easy while only 

2.86% feel that the process is difficult. Although the proportion of respondents who consider 

the registration process to be difficult is small, it is necessary to reduce the identified 

impediments and bottlenecks to enrolment. On the other hand, 17.5% of the respondents were 

indifferent about the registration process.   

Figure 6.6: Rating of Registration Process (% of respondents) 

 

Table 6.12 presents the ratings provided by rural and urban respondents on the process of 

enrolment. A higher proportion of urban respondents (67.2%) reported the registration 

process to be easy as compared to that of rural respondents (65.6%). Besides, a higher 

proportion (18.2%) of respondents from rural areas was indifferent about the rating of the 

registration process. On the other hand, about 3.2% of the urban respondents, as compared to 

2.6% of rural respondents, felt that the enrolment process was difficult. 

Table 6.12: Rating of Registration Process based on respondent location (% of 

respondents) 
 Location Easy Neither easy nor difficult Difficult Don't know Total 

Rural 65.6 18.2 2.6 13.6 100.0 

Urban 67.2 16.7 3.2 12.9 100.0 

Total 66.3 17.5 2.9 13.3 100.0 

Table 6.13 presents the division-wise rating provided by respondents on the process of 

enrolment. The proportion of respondents who consider the process of registration to be easy 

is highest in Belgaum division (85.7%). This is followed by Bangalore (62.9%), Mysore 
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(57.6%) and Gulbarga (54.1%) divisions. 30.4% of respondents from Bangalore division 

followed by 15.5% respondents in Mysore division, 14.4% in Gulbarga division and 6.6% in 

Belgaum division were indifferent to the process of registration. 29.8%respondents from 

Gulbarga and 21.2% of Mysore division’s respondents reported that they didn’t know if the 

process of registration was easy or difficult. 

Table 6.13: Division-wise Rating of Registration Process (% of respondents) 
Division  Easy Neither easy nor difficult Difficult Don't know Total 

Belgaum 85.7 6.6 2.3 5.3 100 

Bangalore 62.9 30.4 1.8 4.9 100 

Gulbarga 54.1 14.4 1.7 29.8 100 

Mysore 57.6 15.5 5.7 21.2 100 

Total 66.3 17.5 2.9 13.3 100 

Table 6.14 presents social group-wise rating on the enrolment process. Around 79.4% of the 

respondents from the minority community have reported the process of enrolment to be 

easier. This is followed by Others (68.2%), OBC (64.8%), SC (63.8%) and ST (61.2%). A 

relatively larger proportion of respondents from ST community (24.1%) are indifferent 

toward the registration process.  

Table 6.14 Social Group-wise Rating of the Registration Process (% of respondents) 

Social Group Easy Neither easy nor difficult Difficult Don't know Total 

SC 63.8 17.5 2.3 16.4 100 

ST 61.2 24.1 2.4 12.2 100 

OBC 64.8 18.9 3.6 12.7 100 

Others 68.2 15.4 3.2 13.2 100 

Minority 79.4 10.0 1.3 9.4 100 

Total 66.3 17.5 2.9 13.3 100 

Table 6.15 presents the opinions of respondents about the registration process being easier 

during last general assembly election (2018) as compared to the earlier election. It can be 

seen that 48.7% of the respondents reported that the registration process was easier in the last 

general assembly election compared to the earlier election while 16.4% of them reported it to 

be more difficult. About 31.4% reported that there was no change in the ease or difficulty or 

registration process between the two elections. 

Table 6.15: Ease of Registration Process during last general assembly election as 

compared to earlier election  
Process Frequency Percent 

Easier  1889 48.7 

Not easier 592 16.4 

No Change 1121 31.1 

Total 3602 100 
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6.5. Reasons for Not Enrolling in Voter list 

As presented in Table 6.2, 2.9% of the respondents had not registered in the electoral rolls. 

These respondents were asked about the efforts made by them for self-enrolment in the voters 

list (see figure 6.7).  79.0% of these respondents reported that they have not made any effort 

in enrolling themselves in the electoral list while only 21.0% of those have reported to have 

made attempts in that direction.  

Figure 6.7: Efforts for Self-Enrolment (% of non-enrolled respondents) 

 

Since 2.9% of the respondents had never registered in the electoral rolls, they were asked 

about the reasons for the same, and their responses are presented in Table 6.16. Most (54.2%) 

of such respondents reported that they are unaware of the procedure involved in the 

enrolment process while 21.7% of those respondents who have never enrolled, reported that 

the procedure is cumbersome. 2.4% of such non-enrolled respondents reported that they were 

not interested in getting enrolled, while 1.2% of respondents reported that they had not 

attempted for enrolment as they did not possess proof of residence.  

Table 6.16: Reasons for non-Enrolment (% of respondents who had never enrolled) 

Reason Frequency 

Percentage of non-
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Percentage of all 

(total) respondents 

I don't know the Procedure 45 54.2 1.2 

The procedure is very cumbersome 18 21.7 0.5 

Do not have any proof of residence 1 1.2 0.0 

I am not interested 2 2.4 0.1 

Others 1 1.2 0.0 

No answer 16 19.3 0.4 

Total 83 100.0 2.3 
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6.6. Voter Turnout 

Voters’ turnout in the last 2018 general assembly elections was analyzed across groups of 

respondents classified by location, gender of respondents and their social groups. As 

observed from Figure 6.8, at the aggregate level, 91.3% of the respondents reported to have 

exercised their votes while only 8.7% of the respondents stated that they did not vote in the 

last assembly elections (This section has to be considered in the light of overall state-level 

voter turnout during the 2018 Karnataka assembly elections being 74%).  

Figure 6.8: Voters turnout in 2018 Karnataka Assembly Elections (% of respondents) 

 

Across locations, 92.0% of urban respondents and 90.8% of the rural respondents had cast 

their votes (Table 6.17). Further, as shown in Table 6.18, 92.3%, 90.2% and 71.4% of male, 

female and third gender respondents had cast their votes in the 2018 Karnataka Assembly 

elections. 

Table 6.17Casting of votes(turnout) by respondents in 2018 Karnataka Assembly 

Election - Location-wise (% of respondents) 

 Location No Yes Total 

Rural 9.2 90.8 100.0 

Urban 8.0 92.0 100.0 

Total 8.7 91.3 100.0 
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Table 6.18 Casting of votes(turnout) by respondents in 2018 Karnataka Assembly 

Election – Gender-wise (% of respondents) 

Gender No Yes Total 

Male 7.7 92.3 100 

Female 9.8 90.2 100 

Third gender 28.6 71.4 100 

Total 8.7 91.3 100 

A higher proportion of ST respondents (94.9%) had voted in the 2018 Karnataka Assembly 

Election as compared to OBC (92.4%), Other communities (91.5%), Minority community 

(90.0%) and SCs (88.5%) (Table 6.19) indicating the differential levels of voter turnout 

(participation) across social groups. 

Table 6.19 Casting of votes (turnout) by respondents in 2018 Karnataka Assembly 

Election - Social group-wise (% of respondents) 
Social groups No Yes Total 

SC 11.5 88.5 100 

ST 5.1 94.9 100 

OBC 7.6 92.4 100 

Others 8.5 91.5 100 

Minority 10.0 90.0 100 

Total 8.7 91.3 100 

6.7. Facilities in Polling Station 

Facilities at the polling station are an important factor that affects the participation of people 

in voting. Table 6.20presents the views of respondents on the basic facilities available at the 

polling station. At the aggregate level, 90.9% of respondents reported that proper lightning 

was available at the polling station while 84.6% of the respondents reported that there was 

adequate drinking water facility at the polling station. 74.1% of them reported that 

chairs/benches were available while 72.2% reported that toilet facility was present in the 

polling station. On the other hand, only 47.5% of the respondents reported that the facility of 

wheelchair was available at the polling stations. 59.1% of the respondents reported that the 

ramp facility was available at polling station. Therefore, it would be useful if a larger level of 

awareness regarding the availability of these facilities in polling stations is created, thereby 

encouraging more voters to cast their votes. Awareness regarding wheelchairs and ramps 

would motivate PwD voters, senior citizens and other voters in need of wheelchair to travel to 
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the polling stations and cast their votes without being subject to the risks arising from 

mishaps.  

Table 6.20 Facilities available in Polling Station (% of voter-respondents) 
 Facilities No Yes Don't know Total 

All 

Separate queues for women, persons with disabilities and senior citizens 27.2 69.8 3.0 100.0 

Drinking water 11.2 84.6 4.2 100.0 

Chairs/benches 19.5 74.1 6.4 100.0 

Toilets 20.2 72.2 7.5 100.0 

Help desk 25.2 64.9 9.9 100.0 

Separate entry and exit in the polling booth 46.1 48.5 5.4 100.0 

Ramp 30.7 59.1 10.2 100.0 

Wheelchairs 37.4 47.5 15.1 100.0 

Signs for directions 25.0 63.1 11.9 100.0 

Proper lighting 6.6 90.9 2.5 100.0 

Volunteers/escorts 20.3 71.1 8.6 100.0 

Rural 

Separate queues for women, persons with disabilities and senior citizens 31.0 64.7 4.3 100.0 

Drinking water 13.1 81.5 5.4 100.0 

Chairs/benches 22.4 69.8 7.8 100.0 

Toilets 25.1 66.7 8.1 100.0 

Help desk 31.7 56.6 11.7 100.0 

Separate entry and exit in the polling booth 54.5 38.9 6.6 100.0 

Ramp 38.4 53.3 8.3 100.0 

Wheelchairs 46.4 38.7 15.0 100.0 

Signs for directions 29.4 54.5 16.1 100.0 

Proper lighting 7.3 89.0 3.7 100.0 

Volunteers/escorts 24.2 65.8 9.9 100.0 

Urban 

Separate queues for women, persons with disabilities and senior citizens 22.8 75.6 1.6 100.0 

Drinking water 8.9 88.2 2.9 100.0 

Chairs/benches 16.2 79.1 4.7 100.0 

Toilets 14.6 78.5 6.9 100.0 

Help desk 17.6 74.5 7.9 100.0 

Separate entry and exit in the polling booth 36.4 59.6 4.0 100.0 

Ramp 21.8 65.7 12.5 100.0 

Wheelchairs 27.0 57.7 15.3 100.0 

Signs for directions 20.1 72.9 7.1 100.0 

Proper lighting 5.7 93.1 1.1 100.0 

Volunteers/escorts 15.8 77.2 7.0 100.0 

In both rural and urban areas, a high proportion of respondents reported that the lighting was 

proper (89% - rural and 93.1% - urban) and drinking water facility (81.5% - rural and 88.2% - 

urban areas) was available. A lower proportion of the respondents reported that wheelchair 

(38.7% for rural and 57.7% for urban areas) and ramp (53.3% for rural and 65.7% for urban 

areas) facilities were provided at the polling stations. 
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Further, a lower proportion of 

respondents from rural (38.9%) 

and urban (59.6%) areas reported 

that separate entry and exit 

facility was available at the 

polling stations. Only 66.7% of 

rural respondents reported that 

toilet facilities were available at 

polling stations as compared to 

78.5% of urban respondents. 

Considering respondents’ 

opinions, it appears that the 

facilities in urban areas were 

better than those in rural areas. 

During the survey, respondents 

also suggested that additional facilities such as helpdesk facility, signs for direction to polling 

stations and separate queues for women, PwDs and senior citizens at polling stations and 

toilet facilities were required in polling stations.  
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65.3% of respondents reported that there was a significant improvement in facilities provided 

by the Election Commission (Figure 6.9) as compared to facilities during previous elections. 

On the other hand, about 27.2% of the respondents felt that there was no perceptible change 

in the facilities provided while 7.5% reported that facilities provided were not good. 

Figure 6.9: Rating of Facilities provided by Election Commission during Karnataka 

Assembly Elections 2018, in comparison with previous elections (% of voter-

respondents) 

 

Further, as seen in Table 6.21, 64% of the respondents from rural areas said that there has 

been a lot of improvement in the facilities provided while 27.1% reported that facilities 

provided were same as earlier. On the other hand, 8.9% felt that the facilities provided were 

not so good. 66.7% of urban respondents reported that there has been an improvement in the 

facilities provided while 27.4% felt that there was no change in the facilities provided and 

5.9% reported that facilities provided were not so good. Thereby, it appears that the rating of 

facilities across urban and rural locations were quite similar although the marginally higher 

level of dissatisfaction among rural respondents could be explored further, at the polling 

stating level, to provide better facilities. 

Table 6.21: Location-wise Rating of Facilities provided by Election Commission during 

Karnataka Assembly Elections 2018, in comparison with previous elections (% of voter-

respondents) 
 Rating Rural Urban Total 

Improved a lot 64.0 66.7 65.3 

Same as Earlier 27.1 27.4 27.2 

Not so good 8.9 5.9 7.5 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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6.8. Difficulty Faced in Voting 

Table 6.22 presents the location-wise difficulty faced while voting. At the aggregate level, 

12.5% of the respondents reported to having faced difficulty while voting. Of these 

respondents, 15.5% belonged to urban areas while 9.9% of them were rural respondents. 

Thus, as compared to rural respondents, a higher proportion of urban respondents reported 

facing difficulty in casting their vote.  

Table 6.22: Difficulty Faced while voting: Location-wise (% of voters) 
Location  %  

Rural 9.9 

Urban 15.5 

Total 12.5 

Table 6.23 presents the division-wise difficulty faced while voting. 17.5% of the respondents 

who faced difficulty while voting were from the Bangalore division, 11.7% from Belgaum 

division, 10.5% from Mysore division and 7.0% from Gulbarga division. Thus, a majority of 

the respondents who faced difficulty while voting belonged to Bangalore division. 

Table 6.23: Difficulty faced while voting: Division-wise(% of voters) 
Division  % 

Belgaum 11.7 

Bangalore 17.5 

Gulbarga 7.0 

Mysore 10.5 

Total 12.5 

Table 6.24 presents gender-wise difficulty faced while voting. 13.5% of male respondents 

reported to having faced difficulty while voting are while 11.3% and 0% of female and third 

gender voters reported difficulty while voting. 

Table 6.24: Difficulty Faced while voting: Gender-wise (% of voters) 
Gender  % 

Male 13.5 

Female 11.3 

Third gender 0.0 

Total 12.5 

87.5% of respondents faced no difficulty while voting (Figure 6.10). The 12.5% of 

respondents who faced difficulty while voting were asked about the types of difficulties 

which they faced while voting. Absence of separate queue for senior citizens (4%) is reported 

to be the major impediment faced while voting, followed by long queue (3.1%), lack of 

facillities like drinking water, toilet and ramp at polling stations (2%), absence of voter slip 
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(1.2%), no guidance from polling personnel (0.9%), difficulty in locating polling station 

(0.7%), and threat or coercion by political parties (0.6%) were the types of difficulties faced 

by voter-respondents. Therefore, as about one-eighth of the voter-respondents reported 

regarding facing difficulties while voting, it should be attempted to provide all essential 

facilities at all polling stations. More emphasis is required on better management of queues at 

polling stations to facilitate the process of voting. Absence of voter slip is yet another 

difficulty faced while voting. Although many initiatives (like launching of Chunavana mobile 

application) have been taken by the ECI to help people locate their polling stations, it is seen 

that some voters continue to face difficulty in this regard.  

Figure 6.10: Types of Difficulties faced while voting (% of voter-respondents)  

 

Table 6.25 presents details of difficulties faced while voting by respondents who were 

classified based on their urban-rural location. Rural respondents, who faced difficulty while 

voting, stated that lack of facilities such as drinking water, toilet and ramp at polling stations 

(2.7%) was the major issue followed by absence of separate queue for senior citizen (2.5%), 

no guidance from polling personnel (1.1%), difficulty in locating polling station (1%) and 

absence of voter slip (1%). On the other hand, urban respondents, who faced difficulty while 

voting, stated that the major issue was long queue (6.3%) followed by absence of separate 

queue for senior citizens (6.1%) and absence of voter slip (1.4%).   
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Table 6.25: Difficulty Faced while Voting: Location-wise (% of respondents) 
 Type of difficulty faced Rural Urban Total 

Did not face any difficulty 90.1 84.5 87.5 

% of electors who faced difficulty               

Long queue 0.8 6.3 3.1 

No separate queue for senior citizen 2.5 6.1 4.0 

Lack of facilities including drinking water toilet and ramp 2.7 0.7 2.0 

Coercion/ threat by political party 0.7 0.4 0.6 

Difficulties in locating my polling station 1.0 0.2 0.7 

Difficulties in voting in absence of voter slip 1.0 1.4 1.2 

No guidance from polling personnel 1.1 0.4 0.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Across the state’s administrative divisions (Table 6.26), it was seen that, in Belgaum division, 

the major difficulties faced during voting were absence of separate queue for senior citizen 

(5.4%) and long queue (5.3%). In Bangalore division, the major difficulty with voting was 

absence of separate queue for senior citizen (4.5%) followed by lack of facilities at polling 

stations (3.4%), long queue (2.2%), no guidance from polling personnel (2.1%), difficulty in 

locating polling station (2%) and absence of voter slip (2%). Respondents in Gulbarga 

division reported that lack of facilities at polling stations (2.7%) was the major difficulty 

while voting, followed by difficulties of long queue (1.6%) and threats from political parties 

(0.9%). Respondents of Mysore division reported that absence of separate queue for senior 

citizen (3.4%) was the major difficulty while voting followed by lack of facilities at polling 

stations (2.2%), absence of voter slip (2.1%) and long queue (1.8%). Thus, across all the 

divisions, albeit regional variations reported in terms of provision of facilities, the major 

difficulties faced while voting are absence of separate queue for senior citizen, long queue, 

lack of facilities at polling stations and absence of voter slip. 
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Table 6.26: Type of Difficulty Faced while Voting: Division wise (% of respondents) 
 Type of difficulty faced Belgaum Bengalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

Did not face any difficulty 88.4 82.5 93.0 89.5 87.5 

% of electors who faced difficulty         

Long queue 5.3 2.2 1.6 1.8 3.1 

No separate queue for senior citizen 5.4 4.5 0.9 3.4 4.0 

Lack of facilities including drinking 

water toilet and ramp 0.4 3.4 2.7 2.2 2.0 

Coercion/ threat by political party 0.1 1.3 0.9 0.3 0.6 

Difficulties in locating my polling 

station 0.1 2.0 0.2 0.3 0.7 

Difficulties in voting in absence of voter 

slip 0.1 2.0 0.4 2.1 1.2 

No guidance from polling personnel 0.3 2.1 0.4 0.5 0.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Details of the difficulties faced by respondents belonging to different gender groups while 

voting are presented in Table 6.27. The difficulties faced by male voters while casting their 

vote was absence of separate queue for senior citizens (4.3%), long queue (3.8%), lack of 

facilities at polling stations (2.3%) and absence of voter slip (1.1%). The major difficulties 

faced by female voters were comparable with that faced by male voters. 3.7% of female 

voters reported facing difficulty due to  absence of a separate queue for senior citizens while 

long queue (2.1%), lack of facilities at polling stations (1.6%), absence of voter slip (1.3%) 

and no guidance by polling personnel (1.1%) were the other difficulties faced. 

Table 6.27: Difficulty Faced while Voting: Gender-wise (% of respondents) 
 Type of difficulty faced Male Female Total 

Did not face any difficulty 86.6 88.7 87.5 

% of electors who faced difficulty         

Long queue 3.8 2.1 3.1 

No separate queue for senior citizen 4.3 3.7 4.0 

Lack of facilities including drinking water toilet and ramp 2.3 1.6 2.0 

Coercion/ threat by political party 0.7 0.5 0.6 

Difficulties in locating my polling station 0.5 1.0 0.7 

Difficulties in voting in absence of voter slip 1.1 1.3 1.2 

No guidance from polling personnel 0.7 1.1 0.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

6.9. Conclusions 

 89.5% of respondents were enrolled in the voter list while 7.6% of respondents said 

that their application is in progress while 2.9% of them had never registered. 3.4% of 

urban respondents had never enrolled themselves in the voters list as against 2.5% of 

rural respondents, indicating an urgent need for interventions in urban areas to get the 

eligible voters enrolled in the voters list. Further, a review of the application 
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collection and processing mechanisms in Mysore division may be reviewed as 12.6% 

of the respondents stated that their application was in progress. 

 A considerable proportion of respondents with higher levels of education have never 

registered themselves in the electoral rolls. Therefore, focused interventions are 

required to encourage people with higher level of education (mainly those with higher 

secondary level of education and above) to get registered in the electoral rolls so that 

they can actively take part in the electoral process. 

 70.8% of  respondents stated that they have visited the enrolment office only once for 

the purpose of registering their names in the voters’ list while 18.3% made two visits, 

5.7% of the  respondents made three visits and 1.3% made more than three visits. Of 

those who made more than three visits, about 48.9% of them faced problems at the 

registration centre while 36.2% of them did not carry the required documents, 12.8% 

of them said that money was demanded for registration, 2.1% of the respondents said 

that the officials refused to register them in the rolls. The number of visits undertaken 

by rural respondents was more than that by urban respondents. Further, the proportion 

of respondents who have had to visit more than once is higher in Mysore and 

Bangalore divisions. 

 93% of the respondents in the sample have reported to possess EPIC Card. The major 

means for enrolment are: visiting the local voter enrolment centre, Special Enrolment 

Drives and BLO’s visit to residence. The major source of awareness to enrol during 

special enrolment drive was Local TV channels/FM/community radio followed by 

newspaper/ pamphlets/ banners, Tom-Tom announcements and electoral literacy 

campaign. 

 66.3% of respondents felt that the enrolment procedure was easy while 2.8% felt the 

process to be difficult and 17.5% of the respondents were indifferent to it. 

 The major reasons cited by the respondents who didn’t register in voter list were that 

they were unaware of the enrolment procedure and the procedure of enrolment was 

cumbersome.  

 91% of the respondents had voted in the last general assembly elections. 

 84.6% of the respondents reported that drinking water facility was available at the 

polling station while 90.9% of them reported that the polling station had proper 

lighting.  
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 Based on respondent opinion, it appears that the facilities that need to be improved are 

wheelchair facility, ramp facility, separate entry and exit facility, helpdesk facility, 

signs for direction to polling stations and separate queues for women, PwDs and 

senior citizens at polling stations and toilet facilities. 

 12.5 % of voter-respondents expressed that they faced difficulty while voting with the 

main difficulties being: absence of separate queue for senior citizens, long queue, lack 

of facilities like drinking water, toilet and ramp at polling station and absence of voter 

slip. 

To conclude, while voters participation, measured as turnout in elections, has been increasing 

over time in the State, additional initiatives to encourage citizens who have not enrolled to 

obtain enrolment, and to motivate registered electors who have not voted due to stated 

difficulties could further increase voter turnout. While voters have been unequivocal 

regarding the improvement in facilities available at polling stations, better crowd 

management strategies could result in the higher participation of senior citizens, PwD and 

other disadvantaged elector groups. Also, additional IEC interventions to make registered 

electors aware of the facilities available in polling stations, especially those stations which 

have had historically low turnouts, could encourage higher voter turnout. 
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CHAPTER 7 

IMPACT OF SVEEP INTERVENTIONS 

7.1 Introduction  

Systematic Voters‟ Education and Electoral Participation (SVEEP) is a programme launched 

by the Election Commission of India in 2009 with the aims of educating citizens about the 

importance of voting, and increasing electoral participation to strengthen the robust 

foundations of Indian democracy. SVEEP attempts to inculcate a sense of electoral 

responsibility among citizens by providing consistent and appropriate information about the 

voting process and its crucial role in a democracy. As part of SVEEP, the ECI conducts 

various events such as debates, drawings, folk art competition, slogans etc, to encourage all 

voters, young/old, rural/urban etc. to cast their votes in a fair and free manner. The impact of 

SVEEP in the state of Karnataka has been assessed by examining various outcome 

parameters during the Assembly and Lok Sabha Elections which were held post-2009. This 

chapter captures the impact and effectiveness of SVEEP interventions and briefly presents an 

outline of the way forward. The perceptions of voters and implementing officials regarding 

the SVEEP interventions have been analyzed and presented in this chapter. 

Section 1: SVEEP and Citizens’ Participation - Perspectives of People  

7.2. Recall Rate of Election Campaign 

Election-related Campaigns play a prominent role in raising awareness about the electoral 

processes and their management. As part of the SVEEP initiative, the Election Commission 

implements various activities to inculcate the values of electoral democracy in voters of the 

country. As a part of this study, respondents were queried whether they could recall any 

elections-related campaigns. 26.7% of the respondents stated that they could not recollect any 

such campaign  while 58.5% of respondents could recollect seeing such a campaign (44.4% 

in 2018) thereby indicating a positive impact of the SVEEP campaign (Table 7.1). This 

indicates that the election-related campaign under SVEEP has been more effective since the 

previous elections although opportunity exists to reach out further to the electorate regarding 

elections and their significance. The recall rates across various indicators have been presented 

in Figure 7.1. 
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Table 7.1 Recall rates of Election Commission’s Campaign (% of respondents) 

Details Yes No Don't Know Total 

DIVISION     

Belagavi 58.1 13.3 28.6 100 

Bengaluru 75.1 17.6 7.3 100 

Kalaburagi 66.4 21.4 12.2 100 

Mysuru 31.9 56.7 11.5 100 

Total 58.5 26.7 14.8 100 

LOCATION         

Rural 52.3 27.4 20.3 100 

Urban 65.7 25.8 8.4 100 

Total 58.5 26.7 14.8 100 

EDUCATION         

Illiterate 45.1 31.2 23.7 100 

Primary school 53.7 29.4 17.0 100 

High school 58.7 29.3 12.0 100 

Higher secondary 65.4 23.5 11.1 100 

Diploma/ Certificate 79.0 13.4 7.5 100 

Graduate & above including Professional/ Technical Courses 78.4 16.5 5.0 100 

Total 58.5 26.7 14.8 100 

SOCIAL GROUP         

SC 57.1 28.7 14.3 100 

ST 62.0 22.9 15.2 100 

OBC 62.1 23.2 14.7 100 

Others 57.2 29.5 13.3 100 

Minority 48.0 31.6 20.4 100 

Total 58.5 26.7 14.8 100 

AGE GROUP         

18-25 63.0 24.7 12.3 100 

26-35 58.4 27.0 14.7 100 

36-45 61.5 24.9 13.6 100 

46-60 55.7 28.8 15.5 100 

61 and Above 55.5 26.9 17.6 100 

Total 58.5 26.7 14.8 100 
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Figure 7.1 Recall rates of Election Commission’s Campaign (% of respondents) 

 

The recall rates of the campaigns in the districts surveyed since the previous KAP report have 

increased in all regions except Mysore, which has shown a decline from 31.6 percent to 44.6 

percent i.e., by about 12 percentage points. This is contrast to the findings in Bangalore, 

Gulbarga and Belgaum regions wherein which recall rates have increased by more than 20 

percentage points. A higher percentage of urban respondents were aware about the campaign. 

Education has played an important role in the recall rates of campaigns with recall rates being 

higher among literates. The increase in literacy rates since the previous KAP study could also 

have contributed to higher recall rates of election campaigns. The recall rates among 

illiterates have also shown a rise. Across social categories, an overall improvement in 

awareness has been recorded with the highest improvement being seen among ST 

respondents, possibly revealing the efforts of the election commission in reaching out to 

disadvantaged communities.  
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84.9% of respondents stated that TV advertisements and programmes were the key sources of 

election-related information. 58.1% and 56.7% of respondents stated that 

Newspapers/magazines, and Activities such as rallies, prabhat pheris, and loudspeaker 

announcement were the key sources of election information respectively (Table 7.2 and 

Figure 7.2). Other relatively important sources in disseminating election information were 

posters, hoardings and publicity materials (34.6%), cultural/entertainment programmes 

(28.4%) and NGO and civil society groups (28.2%), Government offices circulars (24.1%) 

and Radio and FM channels (23.2%). Internet/social media/Whatsapp was stated as a source 

by just 18% of respondents although the percentage of respondents mentioning this source 

has increased since the last one year.  

Figure 7.2: Sources of Election Related Information (% of respondents) 
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Table 7.2: Key Sources of Elections-related information (% of respondents) 

Material Belagavi Bengaluru Kalaburagi Mysuru Total 

TV advertisements and programmes 81.3 84.8 87.8 87.9 84.9 

Newspapers/magazines 63.5 58.2 64.1 38.8 58.1 

Activities like Rallies, Prabhat Pheris, 

loudspeaker announcement 55.0 60.0 61.9 42.0 56.7 

Posters, hoardings and publicity materials 41.4 27.1 46.7 26.3 34.6 

Cultural/entertainments programmes 8.3 40.9 39.4 14.2 28.4 

NGO and Civil society groups 29.1 38.3 21.0 6.0 28.2 

Government offices circulars 34.4 18.9 29.3 11.7 24.1 

Radio and FM channels 3.1 29.2 40.1 20.3 23.2 

Pledge letters/Sankalp patras through 

school students in the family 18.7 8.7 47.9 8.2 18.9 

Internet/ social Media/Whatsapp 23.0 13.0 30.3 8.2 18.4 

At Polling Station 16.7 19.3 6.8 4.6 14.2 

SMS 18.3 3.7 9.5 2.5 8.5 

Others  1.6 1.9 2.0 0.4 1.6 

The sources of information vary across divisions with Belagavi and Kalaburagi divisions 

performing better in disseminating election-related information across most sources (as stated 

by respondents). NGOs and civil society groups, cultural / entertainment programmes and 

polling stations were important sources in Bengaluru division, while Television was a key 

source in Mysuru division. 

Figure 7.3: Messages Received from Election Commission (in %) 

 

Figure 7.3 provides details of the kinds/types of voter-targeted information received by 

respondents from the Election Commission. These messages play an important role in 
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informing electors about the elections, its underlying principles and processes. 86.9% of the 

respondents reported to having received the message - “Voting is my right and duty”, while 

72.5% of the respondents informed that they received messages regarding the dates of voting 

(schedule). 34.9% of the respondents had seen the message regarding alternate identity 

documents for voting in the event of non-availability of EPIC card. Other important messages 

received by electors are “Cast vote as per choice and without taking any inducement”, and 

“Register Yourself”. Across divisions, the percentage of respondents who reported having 

seen specific messages was seen to vary (Table 7.3) with respondents in Gulbarga division 

stating their exposure to a higher extent as compared to other divisions. It is evident that the 

percentage of respondents who are aware of the messages sent by the Election commission as 

a part of the SVEEP campaign has drastically increased vis-a-vis the previous assembly 

elections (2018).  

Table 7.3: Messages Received from Election Commission (% of respondents) 

Messages  Belagavi Bengaluru Kalaburagi Mysuru Total 

Voting is my right and duty 90.1 84.9 86.8 86.8 86.9 

Date of voting and schedules 70.5 73.6 79.2 63.0 72.5 

Cast vote as per choice and without taking 

any inducement 30.2 44.1 67.5 17.1 41.4 

Register Yourself 19.2 51.2 38.4 11.0 34.9 

Alternate identity documents for voting 31.7 34.6 33.7 44.1 34.9 

Preparation of voter cards (EPIC) 24.3 23.5 37.7 20.6 26.1 

Separate queues for old and sick 18.9 26.0 37.4 17.4 25.2 

Voter slip distribution schedule 17.4 24.0 32.3 11.7 22.3 

Dos and donts on polling day 9.2 13.4 34.5 23.1 17.7 

NVSP portal 0.4 2.0 6.1 0.4 2.1 

Others 0.4 0.2 1.0 0.4 0.4 

7.3: Most Appealing/Motivating ICON/STAR 

Icons/Stars are being utilized as Ambassadors by the Election Commission to convey 

election-related messages through mass media and events. It is expected that the transmission 

of messages through these icons would enhance recall rates of the messages and encourage 

desirable behaviour. Table 7.4 presents details of the recall rates of messages transmitted by 

Icons/Stars.  
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Table 7.4: Recall rates of messages conveyed by ICONS (% of respondents) 

DIVISION No Yes Don't Know Total 

Belagavi 22.6 46.1 31.3 100.0 

Bengaluru 31.6 55.5 12.8 100.0 

Kalaburagi 29.2 47.6 23.2 100.0 

Mysuru 42.7 49.3 7.9 100.0 

Total 31.5 50.1 18.3 100.0 

LOCATION         

Rural 32.3 43.3 24.4 100.0 

Urban 30.6 58.1 11.3 100.0 

Total 31.5 50.1 18.3 100.0 

GENDER         

Male 28.8 53.4 17.8 100.0 

Female 34.9 46.1 19.0 100.0 

Third gender 42.9 57.1 0.0 100.0 

Total 31.5 50.1 18.3 100.0 

EDUCATION         

Illiterate 39.7 27.3 32.9 100.0 

Primary school 34.6 44.3 21.1 100.0 

High school 33.3 53.9 12.8 100.0 

Higher secondary 28.0 59.8 12.2 100.0 

Diploma/ Certificate 19.9 73.1 7.0 100.0 

Graduate & above 14.1 81.3 4.6 100.0 

Total 31.5 50.1 18.3 100.0 

SOCIAL GROUP         

SC 37.7 39.7 22.6 100.0 

ST 30.6 46.3 23.1 100.0 

OBC 29.5 53.1 17.4 100.0 

Others 28.9 55.9 15.2 100.0 

Minority 32.2 53.8 14.0 100.0 

Total 31.5 50.1 18.3 100.0 

AGE GROUP         

18-25 31.9 54.3 13.8 100.0 

26-35 32.9 50.7 16.4 100.0 

36-45 31.4 49.4 19.2 100.0 

46-60 31.1 49.8 19.1 100.0 

61 and Above 30.5 47.9 21.7 100.0 

Total 31.5 50.1 18.3 100.0 

About half of the respondents could recall ICONS/STARS in the election commission‟s 

messages regarding the importance of elections and electoral participation. The highest 

percentage of recall is seen amongst respondents from Bangalore division, while a higher 

percentage of respondents from urban areas could recollect messages conveyed by ICONS. 

The recall rate was higher with males. Education seems to have play a significant role in 

influencing the recall rate as it shows that a higher education level correlates with a higher 

recall rate. Nearly 81% of the graduate electors were aware of messages conveyed by Icons. 
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Among social groups, respondents belonging to „Others‟ category had a higher recall rate of 

Icon messages as compared to other groups. Youth in the age group of 18-25 have a higher 

recall rate of Icons as compared to respondents belonging to other age groups. However, as 

compared to the previous GAP study, the percentage of respondents recalling the Icons has 

declined from 53.2% to 50.1% i.e., by about 3.1 percentage points. During the survey, it was 

noticed that respondents could recollect the messages conveyed by Puneeth Rajkumar and 

Dr. Abdul Kalam who were icons during the previous Lok Sabha elections.  

Figure 7.4: Recall seeing any ECI advertisement or campaign with ICONs/STARS during 

this election (% of respondents) 
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The Election Commission has chosen achievers from various walks of life including sports 

personalities, scientists, actors, activists and persons with disability to motivate people to 

practice fair and ethical voting. Details of the most motivating election-related Star/Icon as 

recollected by respondents are presented in Table 7.5. 57.5% of the respondents are of the 

view that Cricketer Rahul Dravid was the most appealing/motivating personality followed by 

Poet, Jnanapitha Awardee Chandrasekhara Kambar (8.6%). Scientist, Bharat Ratna CNR Rao 

and Salu Marada Thimmakka were mentioned as motivating personalities.  

Table 7.5: Most Motivating Icon (% of respondents) 
ICONs Percent 

Cricketer Rahul Dravid 57.5 

Poet, Jnanapitha Awardee Chandrasekhar Kambara 8.6 

TV Actress Vaishnavi Gowda 8.1 

Yogaraj Bhat 6.8 

Scientist, Bharat Ratna CNR Rao 6.6 

Saalu MaradaTimmakka 6.5 

Actress Paranitha Subhash 2.3 

Chandhan Shetty 1.7 

Actress Rajini 0.8 

Other 0.6 

Ashwini Angadi (PwD) 0.3 

Gireesha Gowda (PwD) 0.2 

Vaisista Simha 0.1 
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7.4 Website Access and Satisfaction 

The Election Commission‟s website is one of the major sources of information that can be 

used by electors to obtain information. In the current digital era, it is expected that electors 

would access the website to obtain election-related information, with the website‟s URL 

being highlighted in the Election Commission‟s advertisements and IEC materials under 

SVEEP. However, it was found that only 4.4 % of the respondents had accessed the Election 

Commission‟s website while 74.0% reported to not having accessed the website although 

they were aware of its existence (Figure 7.5). 21.6% of the respondents were unaware of the 

existence of the website. Table 7.6 provides details of the purpose for which the respondents 

visited the website. 62.7% of the website users had accessed the website for searching their 

names and other details on the electoral list while 23.4% reported that they used the website 

to obtain information regarding polling details. 21.5% of the user-respondents had visited the 

website to know the election results followed by 10.1% to register and make modifications. 

However, it was learnt that website users had not used the website to learn about the 

candidates/political parties, thereby indicating that such respondents continued to vote 

without gathering additional information regarding candidates and political parties. 

Figure 7.5: Usage of Election Commission Website (% of respondents) 
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Table 7.6: Purpose for which website was used (% of website users) 
Purpose Percentage 

To search name and other details on the Electoral Roll 62.7 

To know polling details 23.4 

To know election results 21.5 

Others 12.2 

To register/ make modifications online 10.1 

To download registration forms 7.0 

To check the name of the voter in the liset 1.9 

To participate in online contests 1.3 

To know details about the candidates/ political parties 0.6 

 

Table 7.7: Satisfaction level of Respondents about EC website (% of website users) 
Level Percent 

No 9.5 

Some What 68.4 

Yes 22.2 

Total 100 

22.2% of the website-users indicated their satisfaction with the online service while 68.4% of 

the website users indicated moderate satisfaction (satisfied somewhat) while 9.5% of the 

user-respondents were dissatisfied with the website‟s services (Table 7.7). It is evident that 

potential exists to educate the eligible voters and registered voters to use the online services 

of the Election Commission to access the election related information that is available on the 

website. It also puts the onus on the commission to bring clarity in the website‟s contents so 

as to increase the level of usage and satisfaction among the users.  

7.5. Call centre Facility use and Satisfaction  

Election Commission of India has set up Call Centres to provide information to citizens on an 

interactive basis and redress the grievances along with helping and clearing doubts 

concerning registration process, voting process, polling dates, details of Block Level Officers, 

etc. through personal interaction of voters with well-trained call centre personnel. However, 

only 1.7% of the sampled respondents had used the call centres for enquiries and complaints 

whereas almost 73.2% had not used the facility (while being aware) and 25.1% of 

respondents were unaware of the call centre facility (Figure 7.6).  
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Figure 7.6: Usage of Call Centre Facility (% of respondents) 
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To know details of your BLO 29.5 

To register a complaint 18.0 
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Table 7.9: Satisfaction level with Call Centre Facility (% of call centre users) 
Satisfaction Level Percent 

No 20.5 

Some What 47.7 

Yes 31.8 

31.8% of the respondents who had used the Call Centre facility reported that they were 

satisfied with the facility while 47.7% of respondents were somewhat satisfied. 20.5% of the 

user-respondents indicated their dissatisfaction with the Call Centre (Table 7.9).  

7.6. Usage of Chunavana App and Satisfaction  

Election commission, as a new initiative, introduced Chunavana app to facilitate the electors 

to know the availability of the election-related facilities and make use of those facilities. E.g. 

use of the Chunavana app to know regarding the queue in their polling booth, booking of 

wheel chair and transportation for PwD etc.. However, only 2.6% of the electors had used the 

App while 25.5 people did not know about the App and 72% of the respondents had not used 

the App although they were aware of it (Figure 7.7). Table 7.10 presents the reasons for 

which the Chunavana app was used. 50.5% of the App-users had used the App to know the 

schedule of the elections, 34.4% of them had used it to find the polling station, 20.4% to 

check their name in the voter list and 17.2% of App-users had checked the queue status in the 

polling booth.  

Figure 7.7: Usage of Chunavana App (% of respondents) 
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Table 7.10: Purpose for which Chunavana App was used (% of App users) 
Purpose % of App users 

To know election schedule 50.5 

To find the polling Station 34.4 

To check the name of the voter in the list 20.4 

To check the queue at the polling booth 17.2 

To know the contesting candidate 12.9 

To check the list of SP, DEC and RO and inform them of issues and violations 10.8 

Other 2.2 

 

Table 7.11: Satisfaction level of Call Centre Facility (% of App users) 
Satisfaction Level % of App users 

No 26.9 

Some What 32.3 

Yes 40.9 

Total 100 

40.9% of those who had used the Chunavana app were satisfied with the app, 26.9% were 

somewhat satisfied, while 26.9% indicated dissatisfaction (Table 7.11).  

7.7 Voters Edutainment Programme  

Voter education is one of the interventions done by the Election Commission to increase 

electoral participation with activities under these interventions specifically designed to inform 

voters about the specifics and mechanics of the voting process.  
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Table 7.12: Awareness about Edutainment Material Developed by Election Commission 

(% of respondents) 
ECI Material Belgaum Bangalore Gulbarga Mysore Total 

Election Anthem  

No 41.2 26.1 59.3 51.5 42.0 

Yes 16.5 53.6 13.1 19.5 28.5 

Don't Know 42.3 20.3 27.6 29.0 29.5 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

 Video Films about EVM, VVPAT etc 

No 27.4 39.1 51.0 37.1 37.5 

Yes 37.0 43.1 23.7 25.3 33.8 

Don't Know 35.6 17.9 25.3 37.6 28.7 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Audio Tracks 

No 42.7 30.6 55.8 55.3 44.2 

Yes 14.7 43.4 14.3 21.5 25.5 

Don't Know 42.5 26.0 29.9 23.1 30.3 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

 Jingles 

No 41.5 36.0 55.7 41.8 42.3 

Yes 9.8 36.0 12.3 17.3 20.4 

Don't Know 48.7 28.0 32.0 40.8 37.3 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Poster design, hoarding design, standees, sign boards, wall writing, wall hangings, roll maps 

No 25.3 41.2 49.7 43.9 39.1 

Yes 44.8 37.6 25.2 34.8 36.7 

Don't Know 29.9 21.3 25.2 21.3 24.2 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Cartoons 

No 41.9 29.9 55.7 45.5 41.3 

Yes 5.6 42.0 15.3 24.3 23.4 

Don't Know 52.5 28.1 29.1 30.3 35.3 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Drama, election song, pamphlet 

No 19.7 38.4 50.2 42.2 36.4 

Yes 48.4 43.3 23.7 28.2 37.6 

Don't Know 31.9 18.3 26.1 29.6 26.0 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Quiz, Essay Writing, Collage and Poster making 

No 32.0 47.7 54.1 48.0 44.7 

Yes 17.2 23.3 16.7 7.8 16.8 

Don't Know 50.8 29.0 29.2 44.2 38.6 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Respondents‟ opinions were sought about their awareness regarding the voter edutainment 

materials provided by ECI. The voter edutainment materials include Election anthem, Video 

films about EVM, VVPAT etc., audio tracks, Jingles, Poster design, hording design, standees, 

signboards, wall writing, wall hangings, roll maps, cartoons, Drama, election song, pamphlet, 
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and other competition like Quiz, Essay Writing, Collage and Poster making etc.. The findings 

regarding awareness of these materials are presented in Table 7.12. The most effective 

medium has been Drama, elections songs and pamphlets (about 37.6% respondents being 

aware of it) followed by poster design, hording design, standees, sign boards, wall writing, 

wall hangings, roll maps (36.7%) and video films about EVM, VVPAT (33.8%). These 

materials have been effective and have increased the outreach of the people. The least 

effective edutainment activities were Quiz, Essay Writing, Collage and Poster making.  

Awareness regarding edutainment materials varies across divisions. 53.6% of the respondents 

from Bangalore division, as compared to 13.1% of respondents in Gulbarga division, were 

aware of the election anthem. A higher percentage of respondents from Bangalore division 

were aware about video films about Audio tracks and Jingles, EVM and VVPAT etc. 

Awareness through the edutainment materials like Poster design, Hoarding design, Standees, 

Sign boards, Wall writings, Wall Hangings, Roll maps etc. was higher (44.8%) in the districts 

in Belgaum division. Belgaum division further leads with respect to the awareness about the 

edutainment materials like Drama, Election song, Pamphlet, Quiz, Essay writing, Collage and 

Poster making. It is evident that the SVEEP intervention has contributed to raising awareness 

levels about the edutainment materials.  

7.8: Electoral Literacy Club (ELC) 

Electoral Literacy Club is a platform to engage school students through interesting activities 

and hands-on experience to sensitise them on their electoral rights and familiarise them with 

the electoral process of registration and voting. ELCs are also present in colleges and rural 

communities. At ELCs, learning meets fun. Activities and Games are designed to stimulate 

and motivate students provoking them to think and ask questions. Through ELCs, the 

Election Commission aims at strengthening the culture of electoral participation among 

young and future voters. ELCs have been constituted in high schools, PU colleges, First 

grade colleges, medical colleges and polytechnic institutes. ELCs will create awareness 

through rallies, street plays and administering oaths among fellow members. Teachers have 

been selected as nodal officers for the ELCs. Further, Campus Ambassadors have been 

nominated in all colleges and the Ambassadors have been asked to guide students on 

enrolling in the voters‟ list and processes related to making corrections in the EPIC, including 

change of name in the EPIC etc.. They have also been trained in guiding students about the 

functioning of the electoral process.  
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Youngsters, below 30 years, were asked regarding their awareness about the electoral literacy 

clubs. Nearly 40% of the electors were aware of the Electoral literacy clubs of which, 53.1% 

of the respondents participated in ELC activity. They were further asked if there was an 

orientation toward EVM and VVPAT as a part of the club activity, for which nearly 75% 

answered yes. Further, nearly 73.2% of the youngsters felt that participation in ELC has 

influenced them to vote in the last assembly election. 

 

Table 7.13: Awareness and Impact of Electoral Literacy club(ELC) 
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Among the student respondents, 43% mentioned that campus ambassadors were nominated in 

their college (figure 7.8) and nearly 30% were not aware about the concept of campus 

ambassadors. 

Figure 7.8: Knowledge about the Campus Ambassador in the college:  

 

Section 2: SVEEP and Citizens’ Participation - Perspectives of 

Implementing Officials 

7.9 Introduction:  

As part of this study, it has also been attempted to assess the perspectives of officials who are 

involved in implementing the SVEEP activities. It is expected that this analysis would be 

useful to identify problems faced by officials in implementing these activities and the 

constraints to their better performance. On the whole, implementing officials reported facing 

several hindrances in getting the eligible electors registered, and in facilitating PwDs to cast 

their votes. Impediments were also faced with respect to postal ballot voters, and in handling 

of complaints. Towards examining these issues in a comprehensive manner, an effort was 

made as part of this study to obtain the perspectives and feedback of implementation 

personnel at the district and taluk levels through the use of a structured questionnaire. The 

questionnaire tried to capture the perspectives of officials on voter registration, inter-

departmental coordination, inclusion of persons with disability, grievance / complaints 

redressal mechanism, effectiveness of IEC (information, education and communication) 

activities, support of state and district level machinery in implementing programs, financial 
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resources and best practices. The findings, which are based on the responses obtained from 

implementing officials of 20 selected districts and 37 Talukas, are discussed in detail in the 

following sections.  

7.10: Registration Process 

It is stipulated that relevant documents such as photos, proof of address, and proof of date of 

birth have to be submitted by eligible voters to obtain registration. 35% of the officials, at 

both the district and taluk levels, reported difficulties in registration due to non-availability of 

relevant proof-of-age documents, while officers also cited difficulties in registration due to 

non-availability of applicants‟ photos and documents relating to proof of address (proof of 

residence)(fig 7.9).  

In cases where in all the relevant documents required for voters‟ registration were available, 

problems in registration due to technical issues such as irregular electricity supply, computer 

and internet issues etc. were reported. Officers at the district level also reported to have 

experienced challenges posed by local political leaders or parties in getting the eligible 

electors registered.  

Figure 7.9: Percentage of officers who felt the hindrances during registration process: 

 

7.10.1 Role of Booth level officers (BLOs): BLOs facilitate the voter list management 
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and maintenance of voter lists. BLOs visit houses, identify and help the young voters, women 

voters and unregistered voters to get registered. They also identify and verify the ASD voters 

and take necessary action towards it. Hence, an adequate number of BLOs is essential to 

ensure the constant updating of the voters list. It was seen that, in 6 districts, less than 1500 

BLOs were available while, in about two-thirds of taluks, less than 250 BLOs were involved 

in this activity. 

In almost all districts and taluks, BLOs reported visiting all the houses in their jurisdiction. At 

the district and taluk levels, implementing officers reported that the work of BLOs was 

satisfactory regarding registration of the young, women and unregistered voters. BLOs at the 

district and taluk levels were involved in verification of ASD voters and follow-up action 

regarding the same. In cases wherein the BLOs‟ work was found to be unsatisfactory, certain 

remedial actions are taken at the district and taluka level. In most such cases, training 

programmes were organized for BLOs, while, in a few other cases, effective and constant 

monitoring of BLOs was undertaken, and, in cases wherein such BLOs‟ performance 

continued to be below par, they were replaced with other individuals. 

7.10.2 Role of political parties in voter registration: Most officials were of the view that 

political parties should take an active and positive role in getting voters registered. Further, at 

the district level, it was felt that support from political parties in the appointment of Block 

Level Agents (BLAs) would be useful. The support from political parties was also perceived 

to be useful for identification of ASD and un-enrolled voters.. 

7.11: Facilitating PwD voters 

As part of the ECI‟s initiatives to achieve accessible elections, various efforts are being made 

under the SVEEP intervention to enable the participation of PwDs in the electoral process. 

The perspectives of implementing officers regarding their efforts were collected as part of 

this study and the same have been presented below. 

7.11.1 Registration of PwDs: Tables 7.14 and 7.15 provide details of the number of PwD 

voters who were identified, registered and marked during the last general assembly elections 

in the selected districts and taluks. As observed from table 7.14, the lowest number of PwD 

voters was identified, registered and marked in Davangere district while the highest was in 

Tumkur district. See Chapter 2 for a detailed information on EP ratio, Voters Turnout Ratio 

for all the districts with respect to PWDs.  As per the implementing officials of the selected 



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  213 

20 districts, 267774 PwD voters were identified, 248890 of them were registered and 149836 

of them were marked in the 2018 general assembly elections. 

Table 7.13: District Wise Number of PwD voters Identified, Registered and Marked in 

the Electoral Roll 

District 
Number of PwD voters 

identified 

Number of PwD voters 

registered 

Number of PwD voters 

marked 

Bagalkot 14546 14546 16675 

Bangalore - - - 

Bangalore Rural 1716 1716 1716 

Belgaum 23332 23332 - 

Bijapur 16097 16097 12062 

Chikkballapura 12333 12333 12333 

Chitradurga 15436 15436 15436 

Dakshin Kannada 10911 10911 10911 

Davanagere 1242 1242 1242 

Dharwad 11331 11331 - 

Gulbarga 11399 - - 

Hassan 8910 8910 8910 

Kolar 15933 15933 14283 

Koppal 12460 12460 11498 

Mandya 20308 17705 17705 

Mysore 23646 23646 18003 

Raichur 19739 18271 1468 

Ramanagaram 7003 7003 7003 

Tumkur 27222 24399 - 

Uttara Kannada 14210 13619 591 

Total 267774 248890 149836 

Among the chosen taluks, 74836 PwD voters were identified, 68990 of them were registered 

and 36180 of them were marked in the last general assembly elections. The lowest and 

highest number of identified, registered and marked PwD voters were in Belthangady taluk of 

Dakshina Kannada district and Hubli-Dharwad taluk of Dharwad district respectively. (Table 

7.15). Talukas of Chikkodi, Raibaug and Hukkeri in Belgaum district, Davanagere taluk in 

Davangere district, Holenarasipura in Hassan district and T. Narasipura in Mysore district 

have identified, registered and marked a lower number of PwD voters. Therefore, it is 

apparent that those districts and taluks which have performed poorly in identifying, 

registering and marking PwD voters need a special emphasis in the next elections.  
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Table 7.14: Taluka level details regarding number of PWD voters identified, registered 

and marked in electoral roll 
Taluka District Number of PWD 

voters identified 

Number of 

PWD voters 

registered 

Number of PWD 

voters marked in 

electoral roll 

Arsikere Hassan 1432 - 1432 

Badami Bagalkote 3420 2860 2236 

Bagalkot Bagalkote 3432 1986 1044 

Bagepalli Chikballapur 3033 2738 2738 

Bangalore North Bangalore - - - 

Bangalore South Bangalore - - - 

Bangarpet Kolar  1893 1893 1876 

Belagavi Belgaum 1585 1585 1585 

Belthangady Dakshin Kannada 313 313 313 

Bijapur Bijapur 2057 2057 1612 

Challakere Chitradurga 2784 2784 2784 

Chikballapur Chikballapur 2264 1808 1808 

Chikkodi Belgaum 971 679 679 

Chincholi Gulbarga 1583 1583 1583 

Davangere Davangere 1242 1242 1242 

Gubbi Tumkur 1691 1691 - 

Heggadadevanakote Mysore 1890 1890 1153 

Hiryur Chitradurga 2028 2028 2028 

Holenarasipura  Hassan 1176 1176 1176 

Hosakote  Bengaluru Rural  1716 1716 1716 

Hubli Dharwad Dharwad 11331 11331 - 

Hukkeri  Belgaum 757 757 757 

Kalburgi  Gulbarga - - - 

Koppal  Koppal  2412 2412 0 

Kumta Uttar Kannada 2216 2057 159 

Maddur Mandya 3287 3287 - 

Magadi Ramanagara 1931 1931 1931 

Mandya Mandya 4221 4221 - 

Mangalore Dakshin Kannada - - - 

Mysore Taluk Mysore  1854 1854 900 

Pandavpura  Mandya 2189 2189 - 

Raibaug Belgaum 984 984 984 

Raichur Raichur - - - 

Sedam  Gulbarga  1552 1552 1552 

Sindagi Bijapur 2353 2353 1686 

T. Narasipura  Mysore 1206 - 1206 

Yelburga  Koppal  4033 4033 - 

Total 74836 68990 36180 

Since PwD voters are a significant part of the voter community and society in general, their 

vote is important to achieve the ECI‟s goal of “No voter to be left behind”. The reasons for 

the low number of PwD voters identified, registered and marked in many districts and talukas 

were examined. A majority of the district and taluk-level officers reported shortage of time to 

identify, register and mark registered PwDs voters while about a third of the officers reported 

that assistance and data pertaining to PwD voters were not available from the concerned 

department which made it difficult for them to complete this task. It was also reported that 3-

5% of PwDs voters refused to obtain registration as PwD voters(see figure 7.10). 
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Figure 7.10: Percentage of Officers opinion, on the reasons for not identifying the 

PWDs. 

 

Analysis of the measures taken in the last general assembly election to facilitate the PwD 

voters to get registered at the district and taluka levels indicate that most of the officers 

conducted door-to-door surveys with the officers also seeking help from the concerned 

departments, Gram Panchayats, and Pensioners‟lists. About two-thirds of the officers felt that 

additional efforts are required for the facilitation of PwDs to register as voters(see figure 

7.11).  
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Figure 7.11: Measures taken by the officers(in %) to facilitate PwD to get registered as 

voters in last general assembly election 

 

 

7.12: Officers’ Views on Impediments Faced by Service voters  

Often, service voters are unable to cast their own votes although they aid citizens to cast their 

votes in polling stations. About a fourth of district-level officers and 11% of the taluka-level 

officers felt that non-issue of ballots was an impediment for service voters to cast their votes. 

However, a larger proportion of officers stated that ballots were issued albeit with a delay 

leading to service voters being unable to cast their votes. About 10% of officers perceived the 

lack of a full-fledged facilitation centre for service voters to cast their votes. In order to 

overcome the impediments faced by the service voters in casting their votes, two important 

suggested measures were: a. Open of the facilitation centre till mustering day and b. voting 

by post without facilitation. Most of the officials at district and taluk level were of the view 

that opening of facilitation centre till mustering day would be a good measure to overcome 

the challenges in casting of votes by service voters. 

  

90 90
85

80

55

73

87

70 68

46

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

Door to door 
survey

With the help of 
Concerned 

department

With the help of 
Gram Panchayat

With the help of 
Pensioner’s list

One or more of the 
above

District Taluk



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  217 

Figure 7.12: Impediments Faced by Postal Ballot Voters and measures suggested by 

officers (in %) for facilitating them to cast their votes  
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districts and taluks felt that the active involvement of major government departments was 

helpful in making SVEEP more effective. Also, most of the district and taluk-level officers 

reported that providing facilities to PwDs by district administration was helpful.  
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7.14: Financial resources for implementation of SVEEP 

Availability of adequate financial resources is necessary to organize various SVEEP 

activities. More than 80% of the officers at the district and taluk levels reported that adequate 

funds required for conducting SVEEP activities were made available on time. 

About a third of the officers suggested that provision of funds before one month of NVD / 

before commencement of the activity would be helpful in planning and implementing the 

SVEEP activities. Further, about 50% of the officers at both the district and taluk levels felt 

that provision of funds directly to CEO, ZP (and not to the DC) was necessary to make the 

financial resources available on time. A comparable number of officers also reported the need 

for early planning of SVEEP activities and linking the release of funds to the planned 

activities in order to make the financial resources available on time. It was also felt that the 

early release of funds would enable the resolution of the K1/K2 problem well in time.  

Most of the district and taluk-level officers reported that they did not face difficulties in 

implementing SVEEP. Thus, considering these responses, the smooth, large-scale 

implementation of SVEEP may be attributed to the timely and sufficient availability of funds/ 

financial resources at the district and taluk levels. 

7.15: Materials for SVEEP 

IEC materials help in 

creating awareness about the 

electoral process among 

citizens. The use of 

innovative posters was 

considered to be very good 

or good by all the district-

level officials, as compared 

to 92% of taluk-level 

officials. More than 80% of 

the district and taluk-level 

officials considered 

handbills to be very good or 
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good. About half of the district-level officers considered Radio jingles to be very good as 

compared to a similar perception by just one-fifth of the taluk-level officials. District level 

ambassadors were considered to be very good by about a third of the districts‟ officials and 

about a fifth of taluk-level officials. In contrast, a higher proportion of the district-level and 

taluka-level officials stated that state level ambassadors were very good. 55% of the district-

level officials considered TV advertisements to be very good. None of the district-level 

officers considered „Other‟ IEC materials to be useful while 14% of the taluka-level 

respondents considered these „Other‟ IEC materials as being very good. 

 

7.16: Recommendations to make SVEEP effective 

In most (about 90%) of the selected districts and taluks, workshop / orientation training to 

officials is considered to be helpful in making SVEEP more effective. Most of the taluk-level 

officials were of the view that designing/developing customized and context-specific SVEEP 

materials would render SVEEP more effective. About three-fourths of the officials were of 

the view that adequate financial resources and proper guidance/suggestions from the higher 

authorities are necessary to make SVEEP effective. 
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7.17: Good practices followed under the SVEEP campaign 

At the district level, 23 good practices, which have made SVEEP effective in the last general 

assembly elections and increased the registration, voter turnout and services provided to 

voters, have been identified. IEC materials, electoral literacy clubs and facilities to PwD are 

considered to be most effective in creating awareness and increasing the registration and 

turnout of voters and in providing improved services to voters. About half of the district-level 

officials considered electoral literacy clubs, rallies and IEC materials as very good, and as 

being helpful for an improvement in registration of the eligible voters. Further, 60% of the 

district-level officials stated that IEC activities helped in improving voter turnout. The other 

practices that helped in improvement in voter turnout include NGO participation (55%) 

followed by activities though electoral literacy clubs and targeted approach (focusing on 

specific group of population like women voters, young voters, PwD voters and Transgender 

voters). The activities that helped in improving the services to voters are IEC materials, 

facilities to PwD, rallies. In contrast, election anthem and video clips displayed in movie 

halls, railway stations and other public places were considered to be least effective in making 

SVEEP successful (see table 7.16). 
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At the taluk level, 27 good practices were identified of which, activities such as cycle jatha, 

bike rallies, candle light march and walkathon are considered to be most effective in creating 

awareness, in increasing the registration and turnout of voters and in providing improved 

services to voters. Most of the taluk-level officials perceived rallies as being effective in 

increasing the registration of voters, in raising voter turnout, while a about a third of these 

officials felt that the rallies were useful in improving the services to voters(see table 7.17).  

 

The SVEEP interventions that helped in increasing voter registration were identified as IEC 

materials, awareness through ELCs, facilities to PwD voters, Campaigns and Cultural 

competition and targeted approach (focusing on specific population groups such as women 

voters, young voters, PwD voters and Transgender voters). The activities that helped in 

increasing the voter turnout were perceived to be IEC materials, awareness through ELCs, 

facilities to PwD voters and targeted approach. The activities that helped in improving the 

services to voters are IEC materials, awareness through ELCs and targeted approach. 
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Table 7.15: Good practices adopted by districts in the last General Assembly Elections 

to make SVEEP effective and their role in increasing registration, voter turnout and 

improving services to voters 

SL. 

No 
Good Practices 

% of districts 

consider these 

practices increased 

registration 

% of districts 

consider these 

practices raised 

voter turnout 

% of districts 

consider these 

practices improved 

services to voters 

1 

 Rallies 

(Bike rally, cycle rally, candle 

light march, , walkathon, jatha 

and , marathon) 

50 30 25 

2 Activation of BAGs 10 5 10 

3 
Campaigns and Cultural 

Competitive Activities 
5 15 10 

4 Deepostava 15 15 0 

5 Election Anthem 0 10 0 

6 

Electoral Literacy Club  

(Campus ambassador, essay, 

drawing, quiz, creative poster, 

campus activity) 

55 45 25 

7 
EVM and VVPAT Hands on 

Training 
5 15 15 

8 
Facilities to PwDs Voters  

(Vehicles for PwDs) 
35 30 30 

9 Help Line 5 5 5 

10 

IEC Material  

(Advertisement, posters, street 

plays, radio jingles, comedy 

shows) 

50 60 50 

11 Minchina nondani 15 0 0 

12 Minimum Assured Facility at PS 0 15 15 

13 NGO Participation 10 55 0 

14 SHGs 5 10 0 

15 

Targeted Approach  

(PwDs voters, young voters 

registration, transgender, sakhi 

polling station ) 

25 35 25 

16 
Repeated and Regular Guidance 

through Letters and VC 
5 5 5 

17 Ambassadors 5 5 0 

18 
Evaluating Each Activity 

Comprehensively 
5 5 0 

19 
 Concentration on Low VTR 

Station 
5 10 5 

20 
Coordination and Cooperation of 

all Department 
5 0 5 

21 Chunavane 0 5 5 

22 
Arrangement of Assistants in 

Polling Station poll day 
0 5 5 

23 Meeting on Ethical Voting 0 5 0 
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Table 7.16: Good practices adopted by Talukas in the last General Assembly Elections 

to make SVEEP effective and their role in increasing registration, voter turnout and 

improving services to voters 

Sr. 

No. 

Good practices  % of Talukas 

consider these 

practices 

increased 

registration 

% of Talukas 

consider these 

practices 

raised voter 

turnout 

% of Talukas 

consider these 

practices 

improved services 

to voters 

1. Facilities to PWD Voter (vehicle facilities)  24 43 38 

2. 
Rallies (Cycle Jatha, Bike rally, Candle light, 

Walkathon)  70 78 38 

3. Campaigns and Cultural competition  22 16 5 

4. 
Training materials supplied to CEOs and distributed 

to all BLOs 3 3 3 

5. Door to door approach  3 3 3 

6. 
Targeted approach (Women voters, young voters, 

PWD voters, Transgender)  22 35 22 

7. Identification of ICONs  5 0 0 

8. Activation of BAGs  5 5 5 

9. SVEEP program  3 3 3 

10. Repeated regular guidance through letters and VC  3 3 3 

11. 
Involvement of BLOs and Graam Panchayat level 

officers and staff in SVEEP activities  8 8 8 

12. Minchina Nondini  11 0 0 

13. Awareness program at village booth level  3 3 0 

14. Evaluating each activity Comprehensively  5 5 0 

15. IEC Materials  49 54 30 

16. Multi-departmental involvement in SVEEP  11 11 11 

17. EVM and VVPAT Demo and training  5 8 11 

18. 
Election anthem video clip is helpful for the display 

at cinema halls and railway stations and public places  0  0 

19. Concentrating on PS with low VTR PS  3 3 3 

20. Assured Minimum Facilities (AMF)  0 5 3 

21. Chunavana App  3 3 3 

22. MGNREGA work spot SVEEP awareness  3 3 3 

23. Awareness though ELCs  30 27 27 

24. NGO participation  11 11 0 

25. Arranging assistants in PS on polling day  0 3 3 

26. WhatsApp Messages  3 3 3 

27. Deepotsava  16 16 0 
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7.18: Resolving complaints (Complaints resolution) 

Resolving complaints is an important task of the district administration. Complaints 

pertaining to registration, violation of MCC and other issues are received by the district 

administration from various sources. Most of the districts and taluk-level officials felt that 

setting up of a call centre is an innovative mechanism for timely resolution of complaints. 

Also, most (more than 80%) of district and taluk-level officials recognized the setting up of 

helpdesks as being effective in timely resolution of complaints. Online system is considered 

as effective in this respect by about two-thirds of the district-level officials and by about half 

of the taluk-level officials. „Other‟ mechanisms are considered to be effective by personnel of 

only 8% of the taluk-level officials. 

About 60% of the district and taluk-level officials reported that special attention or priority 

was provided by the district administration to address complaints received from VVIPs and 

political parties, while a fourth of such officials stated that such special attention or priority 

was not provided to complaints received from VVIPs and political parties. 

7.19: Conclusion 

Nearly 58.5% of electors were able to recall the election-related campaign activities 

undertaken as part of the SVEEP activity, and the increase in recall rate, as compared to the 

previous elections, is a positive sign regarding the role of well-designed interventions to 

encourage citizen participation in the electoral process. However, awareness levels among the 

rural voters need to further increase as a higher level of improvement in awareness was seen 

among the respondents from urban areas, educated and young voters.  

TV advertisements and programmes along with Newspapers/magazines, and Activities such 

as Rallies, Prabhat Pheris, and loudspeaker announcement were found to be the key sources 

of information about elections and related information. ICONS/STARS representing election 

commission in various messages had a high recall rate, with sports personalities and 

litterateurs having a higher recognition. 

Although Karnataka has been in the forefront of the IT industry in India, the use of election 

commission website, as a source of information, was at low rates. Most of the users used thos 

facility to search their names and other details on the electoral list. Most of the respondents 

were unaware of the call centre set up by the ECI to handle enquiries and complaints, while 

those who reported to having used the call centre facility had used the facility to clear their 

doubts about the registration process.  
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Although ECI has introduced Chunavana app which provides several facilities, a very small 

number of respondents reported using it to know the schedule of the elections, and to find the 

polling station. The Election Commission‟s initiative to introduce several edutainment 

materials has contributed to an increase in electoral participation, and Drama, elections songs 

and pamphlets, followed by poster design, hoardings, standees, sign boards, wall writing, 

wall hangings, and video films were found to have a higher level of recognition. Electoral 

Literacy Clubs (ELCs) were found to have influenced a significant number of young voters to 

vote in the last assembly election. Also, more than half of the young respondents stated that 

they had participated in ELC activities. 

At the implementing-agency level, the major hindrance faced by the officers during 

registration process was regarding potential voters not possessing the proof regarding date of 

birth (proof of age). Enrolling officers faced difficulties in identifying and registering the 

PwDs due to shortage of time and lack of information about them from the concerned 

departments.  

An overwhelming majority of the respondents felt that the SVEEP campaign was excellent 

and effective, with Sakhi booths being reported to be a highly effective intervention. 

Intervention of media, provision of voter help desk, effective ELC etc. were also identified as 

some of the other important measures under SVEEP. IEC materials such as innovative 

posters, hand bills, Radio Jingles, state level and, district level ambassadors and TV 

advertisements were also stated to have led to high levels of positive impact. Election 

personnel were also satisfied regarding the timely and adequate availability of funds for 

implementation of SVEEP activities. 

It is evident that the SVEEP interventions in Karnataka have been able to effectively 

contribute to the stated objectives of the programme in relation to increasing citizen 

participation in the election process. On the whole, the implementing personnel are satisfied 

with the administrative mechanisms for programme implementation. However, ample scope 

exists to enhance voter awareness regarding new channels of information that have been 

opened up by the ECI through the use of information technology. This would lead to higher 

and sustained voter participation considering the youth-based demographic profile of the 

state, while also contributing to the ECI‟s vision that “No voter is left behind”.  
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CHAPTER 8 

GROUND SITUATION AND SERVICES: PEOPLE’S VOICE THROUGH FOCUSED 

GROUP DISCUSSIONS 

8.1 Introduction 

Focus Group Discussions (FGD) were conducted to complement the quantitative survey and 

elicit perceptions and opinions to corroborate the quantitative evidence. The discussions were 

conducted by using a well-designed FGD Guide which provided specific pointers to the 

moderator to facilitate the discussion. The FGD Guide is enclosed in the appendix (Appendix 

III). The FGDs were specifically designed to gather the perceptions of different sections of 

society and to obtain their suggestions to improve electoral participation through targeted 

interventions. 50 FGDs were conducted across the four administrative divisions of Karnataka 

viz. Bengaluru, Belagavi, Gulbarga and Mysuru. These discussions included Youth, Women, 

Scheduled Caste, and Persons with Disability communities, in all administrative divisions, as 

the participants. These participants were posed questions concerning election-related 

knowledge, attitude, practices, available services from the Govt, and SVEEP activities carried 

out in the last legislative assembly elections, to assess the level of understanding about the 

electoral process, in general, among specific groups and also to ascertain the hindrances faced 

by them. 

A strong democratic nation requires the active participation of young minds as it provides an 

impetus to lay the foundation for a better future. Today, India is demographically 

transitioning with the presence of a significant youth bulge in its population pyramid. Youth 

are primarily first-time voters and, this stratum also constitutes the largest number of the non-

registered population that would be associated with the electoral process for a longer 

duration. In Karnataka, the youth population size of 2.12 crores renders a favourable 

demographic dividend to the state. Elections provide a good opportunity to understand the 

aspirations and concerns of this population as ballot is an important catalyst in their hands to 

reform the system and bring transformational change in the political system. Therefore, it is 

important to understand this age cohort (16-35 years) so as to improve electoral participation 

of these young fresh minds. 
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Women constitute half of the world‟s population but continue to be considered as secondary 

citizens. In Karnataka, although there has been an increase in voter turnout of both males and 

females post the SVEEP interventions, the impact has been higher in the case of females 

specifically with the increase being a significant 7.29% between 2008 and 2013. However, it 

is necessary to increase women voter turnout further by addressing the issues that constrain 

their electoral participation and by making them aware of their democratic rights. Higher 

participation of women in the electoral process would help this segment to challenge 

conventions and gender roles, and empower themselves through their choices. 

Further, SC Community representatives were included in the discussions as this community 

has been relatively marginalized due to social structures that subjugate them to pressures and 

anti-social elements. Making their voices heard through electoral participation can uplift the 

community in favour of their interests and help achieve greater inclusion at the political level. 

One of the most significant and appreciable initiative taken by the honourable Election 

Commission of India is the inclusion of the most marginalized in the democratic process. The 

campaign that focussed on „No Voter is Left Behind‟ provided a special focus on inclusion of 

persons with disability by creating an enabling environment for them to vote. In this study, a 

separate FGD was conducted with Persons with Disability to understand the ground situations 

concerning them. 

The observations from these FGDs are presented division-wise as they highlight distinct 

issues and concerns and sharp variations/opinions observed across these divisions on certain 

issues.. 

8.2 Perceptions of Persons with Disability (PwD) 

Q1. Awareness of the registration process to obtain registration in the voters list 

In Bengaluru and Mysuru divisions, clarity exists among PwD regarding the process of 

registration. It was mentioned that Gram Panchayats and the department for empowerment of 

differently abled had taken good initiatives to encourage registration. The Gram Panchayats 

had undertaken PwDs registration on a separate day, while the Survey to register PwDs was 

undertaken done by department, Anganavadi workers and local institutions. The participants  

felt that the current enrolment process is much better and improved as compared to earlier 

initiatives in this direction. 
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In Belagavi division, women and the elderly were made aware of the registration process by 

the officials of Panchayat, Anganavadi workers and school teachers. Awareness existed about 

the mandatory age for registration in voter list, with social workers also being involved in 

creating awareness. However, the PwDs in this division had lower clarity on dates and days 

to register and obtain a voter ID. 

In Kalaburagi division, few people possessed complete information about the registration 

process. Also, FGD participants were unaware about the special ambassadors from PwD 

community designated by election commission during last election, and it was felt that 

commission must create awareness regarding this. 

Q2. Electoral registration processes in the village, disadvantages and suggestions to 

improve the registration process 

In Bengaluru division, the participants were aware of registration process but were unaware 

of the specific date and time of registration. Further, it was felt that the voters list is not 

updated to include all the eligible PwDs. It was mentioned that money and time had to be 

spent in obtaining a voter ID card, and that they had to bear a „cost‟ at the Taluk Panchayat 

office to obtain the voter ID early. 

In Mysuru division, most people were unaware of the special focus initiatives of the ECI to 

enable PwDs to obtain registration in the voters list. It was commonly felt that government 

officials did not respond properly to queries regarding registration. It was also felt that 

community leaders do not provide the necessary information. Also, participants stated that in 

a situation where in all the required documents to obtain voter ID were unavailable, the 

support provided by Gram Panchayats was inadequate. 

In Belagavi division, it was stated that social activists were working actively in increasing the 

registration. It was mentioned that Anganvadi workers did not respond properly to 

registration-related queries even though people had given them all the required documents. It 

was felt that proper and adequate information was not available in the taluk level office. Most 

participants mentioned that they had to pay Rs. 50 to Rs. 100 for getting a voter ID, although 

some said that they had obtained their voter ID free-of-cost. The role of a „broker‟ or 

„middleman‟ in obtaining a Voter ID was also mentioned. It was mentioned that about a 

quarter of PwD applicants had not received their voter ID cards despite providing all 

necessary documents. Also, it was mentioned that in some voter ID cards, mistakes in the 

voters‟ name, age, address etc. were found in the card. 
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In Kalaburagi division, the registration process through the BLO was stated to be systematic. 

Although Anganvadi workers had undertaken the registration of PwDs, they had missed the 

PwDs who were not available at home during the visit of the Anganvadi workers.. 

Participants stated that the GP had conducted various activities including awareness jaatha 

programme, election rally, T.V and radio programmes and by disseminating information 

though school children, to create awareness for registration. 

 

Suggestions 

In Bengaluru division, it was suggested that appropriate authorities should visit each gram 

panchayat (GP) for registration. It was also felt that the registration process should be linked 

to Aadhaar for automatic registration. Online registration was sought and it was stated that 

the GP should take the lead role in the registration process. It was felt that a separate day and 

place should be announced for registration of PWDs. Participants felt that the voter enrolment 

/registration should be advertised by PwD achievers, and that PwD voting ambassadors 

should be utilized to grab the attention of the entire community of PwD. It was also stated 
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that an orientation programme on Braille script should be conducted for Visually challenged 

persons (PwDs). 

In Mysuru division, participants mentioned that the election enrolment advertisements should 

have information on registration process, date, day and required documents. It was felt that 

officials should help in getting required documents for registration as many PwDs do not 

have the needed documents. Also, it was stated that the registration process should not be 

conducted occasionally but such drives should be undertaken on a regular basis. It was felt 

that localised measures such as street plays, announcing through “TAM-TAM” etc. should be 

done at the village level so as to reach out to the illiterate PwDs. 

In Belagavi division, participants mentioned that delays in obtaining the Voter IDs can be 

avoided by empowering the village-level Bapuji service centres to issue Voter IDs. It was 

also stated that stringent provisions should be made to deter the registering officers from 

demanding money for providing Voter IDs. 

In Kalaburagi division, PwD participants felt that the GP should spread awareness about the 

day and date of registration to make the process more effective and ensure that no eligible 

PwD is left out of the electoral process. 

 

Q3. and Q4. Activities conducted by GP/administration/BLO to create awareness 

about registration 

In Bengaluru division, participants were aware of the ECI‟s initiatives at spreading awareness 

through Jaathas by School Children. In Mysuru division, it was mentioned that the Gram 

panchayat had promoted the registration process though localised means like announcing 

using “TAM-TAM”. In Belagavi, none of the FGD participants were aware of the BLO. 

However, they mentioned that Anganvadi workers had spread awareness and provided 

information regarding the registration process. It was mentioned that the GP had put up 

posters to spread awareness, and had conducted street plays, Dangura (TAM-TAM) and 

announcements through loudspeakers to spread awareness. In Kalaburagi, BLO and 

Anganvadi workers had visited people at home to inform about registration through local 

panchayat. However, it was also stated that BLOs or Anganvadi workers did not conduct 

share information about the date of registration. 
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It was suggested that localised activities should be conducted by panchayats to spread 

awareness regarding the registration process. Also, it was mentioned that door-to-door visits 

should be carried out to and voters should be made to take oath to cast their votes in an 

ethical manner. 

Q5. Overall experience of voter registration and awareness campaigns during the last 

General Assembly Election as compared to earlier experiences 

PwD participants‟ overall experience of voter registration and awareness campaign during the 

last General Assembly Elections was found to be similar to their earlier experiences 

regarding registration. In Bangalore, participants stated that the approach of the campaign 

was found to be inadequate, and the advertisements did not carry important information. In 

Mysuru division, it was felt that advertisements in both print and electronic media were 

effective, and participants were aware of the ongoing campaign. In Belagavi division, most 

participants had not seen advertisements relating to registration, while those who had seen the 

advertisements felt that the quality of the awareness campaigns had improved and the 

campaign was currently more meaningful. In Kalaburagi division, it was stated that the 

quality of the awareness programmes had improved leading to their higher effectiveness. 

Q6. Advertisements on registration drives in TV, radio or any other media 

In Bengaluru division, it was suggested that awareness campaigns should include PwD 

persons and achievers. In Belagavi division, participants felt that the number of 

advertisements regarding registration were lower in number than those that attempted to 

create awareness on voting. It was felt that Dangura/Tam Tam and loud speaker 

announcements were the most effective modes to create awareness regarding registration in 

villages. It was suggested that, in urban areas, registration drives should be announced 

through Swachcha Bharat Vehicle or Waste collection vehicles. In Kalaburagi division, it was 

stated that TV messages should be used to spread awareness as they have a higher reach to 

cover illiterates too. Participants felt that advertisements for creating awareness should be 

published/broadcast regularly and not just at the time of elections. 
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Q7. Awareness programmes for the voters and sources of awareness 

In Bengaluru division, respondents said that some Jaathas were held by school students, In 

Belagavi division, participants recognized that many awareness programmes were conducted 

for voters, while in Kalburgi division, PwD participants mentioned that awareness was 

created among voters at the village level by political leaders, senior citizens and educated 

persons of villages. It was also stated that, in the awareness drives, voters became aware 

about use of EVM machine for voting and about ballot papers. 

The participants in the Bengaluru PwD FGD were of the view that awareness campaigns 

should be conducted by PwDs. This opinion was echoed in Mysuru with the participants 

stating that PwDs should be selected as Ambassadors. These participants also felt that quick 

programs on the Braille script should be conducted for the benefit of the visually challenged. 

Regarding the campaign on EVM usage, women participants in Belagavi suggested that 

EVM-related awareness programmes/messages for voters should be broadcast to a large 

extent on TV as women cannot come out of their homes frequently to attend awareness 

events. It was also opined that awareness should be provided not only through film actors but 

also social activists, sportspersons, and other achievers. 

Q8. Reasons for the low or high electoral turnout during the last general assembly 

election? 

The common perception among participants was that the general populace has lost faith in 

their representatives. It was felt that candidates visited communities before elections seeking 

votes but did not address people‟s problems after the elections or after being elected. Further, 

participants stated that the voter list has not been updated. It was felt that dailywagers do not 

cast their voting as they lose a day‟s wages in travelling to voting booths which are located 

far away. Also, it was felt that the dailywagers would not be able to meet the expenditure that 

would be incurred to travel to the distant voting booth. It was stated that migration is a major 

reason for low turnout. Also, lack of awareness regarding the processes of registration and 

voting was stated as a reason for low turnout. Many participants suggested that confidence 

regarding the electoral process should be instilled among voters by undertaking an 

independent verification of the work carried out by the previously-elected representatives. 
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In Bengaluru division, PwD participants shared their despair with the functioning of political 

parties as the parties were said to focus on their party‟s candidate‟s development rather than 

people‟s development. It was also said that voters did not have clarity about NOTA and its 

relevance. In Mysuru, participants felt that the previously-elected representatives had not 

done any work for the common man. It was stated that, before the elections, candidates 

comes to voters‟ houses, and after the elections, voters need to visit the winning candidates‟ 

houses to obtain even basic services and have their grievances addressed. Such behaviour 

from the elected representatives had reportedly made voters lose confidence in the electoral 

process. In Belagavi, participants felt that voter turnout was low as the cost of travelling long 

distances to cast their vote was unaffordable for a majority of registered voters among the 

poorer sections of society. In Kalburgi, respondents said that high turnout is recorded when a 

good candidate is nominated by a political party, and when voting is recognized by voters as 

a fundamental right. 

Suggestions 

The common view to increase voter turnout among PwD participants was that the ECI should 

provide voting facilities for migrant villagers to vote in their place of work. It was also felt 

that the voter list should be regularly updated, and that election booth centres / polling 

stations should be easily accessible. Towards increasing turnout by the poorer sections of 

society, it was suggested that PwD dailywagers should be given a day‟s wage for casting their 

vote. 

In Bengaluru division, it was suggested that provision should be made to cast PwD votes 

through an online portal or through postal services. It was also felt that there was a strong 

need for effective and meaningful awareness campaign on voting and on NOTA (which is 

instrumental in representing the disappointment of the people). Some participants suggested 

that voting by PwD should be allowed by giving a missed call to a designated phone number. 

It was also suggested that effective campaigns should be implemented regarding the benefits 

of voting. In Mysuru division, it was felt that PwD voter turnout could be increased by 

implementing additional strategies for the enrolment of new voters who have completed 18 

years. It was also said that the BLO should provide proper information to avoid confusion 

regarding voting. Participants suggested that turnout could be increased by providing error-

free voter IDs. In Belagavi division, it was suggested that a day‟s wage and travel allowances 

should be paid to PwD dailywagers to increase that segment‟s turnout.  
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Q9. Impacts and benefits of casting votes, and facilities required on voting day 

The general perception was that PwD voters recognized voting as their right, and the electoral 

process as being important for development. In Bengaluru and Mysuru divisions, there was a 

lower level of awareness among PwD about benefits of voting although participants said that 

voting led to acceleration in the development of the nation, and voting provided an 

opportunity to select a good leader. In Belagavi division, PwD participants said that voting 

was important to achieve the country‟s growth by helping the country to select the right 

candidate. It was mentioned that voting was important to benefit from social sector 

programmes like education, health, public distribution system, and housing, and to obtain 

proper economic infrastructure like road, bridges, electricity, and transport. Voting was 

important to obtain social security for old, widow, disabled and vulnerable section and poor, 

to achieve income re-distribution, and to dislodge the anti-people governments. In 

Kalaburagi, PwD participants were of the view that voting led to creation of political 

awareness in villages, and to elect a suitable candidate as the leader. 
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Suggestions 

 Adequate security should be provided to voters 

It was suggested that, on election day, free transportation facility to the voting booth should 

be provided by ECI. Also, it was felt that basic facilities of drinking water and seating should 

be provided at the polling centres, and that preference should be given for PWDs and the 

aged to vote first without having to wait in long queues. It was also suggested that a general 

holiday should be declared on voting day to help working sections of society. It was felt that 

voters list should be updated on a regular basis. It was also suggested that CCTVs should be 

installed in vantage locations inside and in the vicinity of polling booths. 

Q10. Appropriate of Paper or EVM machine for casting vote 

PwD respondents were unanimous in their opinion that that EVM machines were better as 

they save time, money and labour. Further, EVMs were also stated to be more accurate as 

compared to ballot paper voting. Further, it was felt that voters felt reassured on seeing their 

cast votes through the VVPATs. Respondents were of the view that there was a possibility of 

discrepancy in counting of paper votes (ballot paper), and that such discrepancies did not 

occur in EVMs. Also, it was stated that votes cannot be transferred in EVMs as could be 

possible in manual counting of ballots. 

Q11. Forms of bribing and their impact on voting 

In Mysuru division, participants said that bribes were offered to voters in both cash and kind. 

In Belagavi, PwD participants felt that bribing of voters is a common phenomenon in every 

election, and that the amount of bribes is higher in GP and ZP elections followed by MLA, 

TP and MP. Bribe is given in the form of cash, non-veg food, liquor, saree for women, funds 

for SHGs etc. However, most of the participants felt that although people collected bribes 

from candidates, people eventually voted for the candidate of their choice. Participants 

recognized that bribes impacted the electoral process negatively, as financially poor 

candidates with goodwill would not have an opportunity to win in the elections. In 

Kalaburagi, respondents mentioned that gifts, mainly in the form of money and alcohol, were 

given to lure voters. 
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Q 20. Visits by surveyors / Govt. officials to conduct door-to-door survey of PwD 

voters 

In Belagavi division, none of the PwD participants replied in the affirmative to this question. 

In Kalaburagi division too, participants said that surveyors/Government officials had not 

visited their houses to conduct door-to-door survey of PwD voters. 

Q 21. Voter guide brochures for visually challenged using Braille script 

In Belagavi and Kalaburagi, blind participants were unaware of the voter guide brochures.. 

Respondents had also not received postcard and letters in Braille Script. It was suggested that 

the concerned authorities must take care to provide the Braille script to the visually 

challenged. Respondents suggested that wheelchair facility should been provided at polling 

stations. At the polling stations, it was felt that staff were very cooperative to help the 

physically challenged to cast their vote. 

8.3 FGD with Women 

Q1. Awareness of the registration process 

In Bengaluru and Mysuru divisions, clarity existed among women participants regarding the 

process of registration. Respondents stated that they used various social media platforms such 

as Facebook and Whatsapp wherein they accessed information regarding registration. In 

Belagavi division, women and the elderly obtained information regarding the registration 

process from the officials of Panchayat, Anganvadi workers and school teachers. Women 

were also informed about the registration process by their husband. Participants were aware 

about the mandatory age for registration in voters list. Social workers were also involved in 

spreading awareness. However, some women participants did not have clarity regarding date-

day to register themselves and get a voter ID. In Kalaburagi, only a few women participants 

were aware of the process of registration. 

Q2. Village/local-level electoral registration processes 

Women participants felt that, on the whole, women were aware of the registration process but 

are not aware of the date and time of registration. They felt that the voters list was not 

updated, and that they had to incur a cost and face delays to obtain a voter ID. 
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In Bengaluru division, some participants said that they had to bribe officials in the Taluk 

Panchayat to get the voter ID early. In Mysuru division, women felt that BLOs were not 

providing proper/accurate voters list and that the concerned government officials did not 

respond properly to queries regarding the registration processes. Women participants said that 

some women were not aware of the registration process as community leaders had not 

provided the necessary information. It was also stated that many women did not have the 

requisite documents to obtain their voter ID cards. In Belagavi division, women respondents 

mentioned that social activists were working actively to increase the voter registration. They 

were of the view that Anganvadi workers did not respond properly even upon being provided 

all the necessary documents for registration. Women stated that they did not receive suitable 

and comprehensive information in the taluk level office. They revealed that most women 

were required to pay Rs. 50 to Rs. 100 for obtaining a voter ID card. Some of the participants 

had obtained their voter ID card for free i,e, without paying money to obtain the card. 

Women participants in Belagavi division also said that brokers played a crucial role in 

obtaining Voter ID cards. They said that about a quarter of the newly eligible women voters 

had not received their voter ID cards despite providing the necessary documents to the 

concerned officials. Also, women who had received their voter ID had found mistakes in their 

name, age, place, as printed in the ID cards. In Kalaburagi division, it was stated that the 

Registration process though the BLO is systematic, although Anganvadi workers also 

conducted the registration process as well. However, it was mentioned that the Anganvadi 

workers missed out on registering people who were not available at home. Women 

respondents mentioned that the GP conducted various activities to create awareness for 

registration through Awareness jaatha programme, election rally, T.V and radio programme 

and by disseminating information though school children.  

In Bangalore division, it was suggested that authorities should visit each gram panchayat to 

ensure effectiveness of registration. It was also opined that the registration process should be 

linked to Aadhaar for automatic registration. Participants felt that online registration should 

be permitted, and that GP should take the lead in the registration process. In Mysuru division, 

women respondents said that advertisements should have information on registration process, 

date, day, and documents to be produced for registration. They felt that officials should help 

in procuring the required documents for registration as people may not have the requisite 

documents for registration. It was also suggested that the registration process should be 
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conducted be done on a regular basis and not occasionally; Also, towards reaching out to the 

illiterate community, localised activities such as street plays, and announcing through “TAM-

TAM” should be done at village level. Women participants stated that there should be regular 

verification and updating of voters list by adding new members and removing the names of 

dead voters. In Belagavi division, it was suggested that Bapuji service centres at village level 

should be given the powers to issue voter IDs, and that money should not be demanded by 

anybody for providing Voter ID cards. In Kalaburagi, it was suggested that, towards ensuring 

that every eligible voter is registered, GP should spread awareness about the day and date of 

registration to make the process more effective. 

Q3. and Q4. Activities conducted by GP/administration/BLO to create awareness 

about the registration process 

In Bengaluru division, participants reported that awareness programmes were conducted by 

GPs and Anganvadi workers. It was suggested that awareness programmes should be 

conducted by the involvement of youth in colleges, and by spreading awareness through 

Jaathas by School Children. In Mysuru division, Gram panchayats had advertised about 

registration process though local practices such as making announcements using “TAM-

TAM”. In Belagavi division, FGD participants were unaware about “BLO”, and most 

members of the FGD had obtained information regarding registration through Anganvadi 

workers. However, it was reported that GP had put up posters to spread awareness, and 

conducted street plays to spread awareness and organised announcements through Dangura 

and Loudspeakers. In Kalaburagi, BLO and Anganvadi workers had visited people‟s homes 

to inform about registration thorough local panchayat. However, a few women participants 

mentioned that neither BLOs nor Anganvadi workers had visited them to inform them about 

the date of registration. 

It was suggested that local activities should be conducted by panchayats to spread awareness 

regarding the registration process. The involvement of the Anganvadi workers should be 

made more effective. Also, it was felt that GP should take the lead in the registration process 

and BLOs should create awareness. It was also suggested that women should be helped to 

obtain the requisite documents in case they did not have the documents required to obtain 

registration. 
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Q5. Overall experience of voter registration and awareness campaign 

The general perception was that women‟s overall experiences of voter registration and 

awareness campaign during the last General Assembly Election, as compared to earlier 

experiences, were found to be similar. In Bengaluru, women participants said that the 

approach of the awareness campaign during the last GAE was found to be inadequate, and 

that the advertisements did not carry any important information. In Mysuru, it was mentioned 

that advertisements in both print and electronic media were also effective and the participants 

were aware of the ongoing campaign. In Belagavi, participants expressed that the quality of 

the awareness campaign had improved and the campaign was more meaningful now. 

However, most women participants had not seen advertisements regarding registration. In 

Kalaburagi division, women participants stated that the quality of awareness programs had 

improved. 

Q6. Advertisements on registration drive in TV, radio or any other media 

In Bengaluru, women participants suggested that Advertisements should focus on sharing 

information regarding the advantages of voting, and that advertisements should have 

information on registration process. It was also felt that a helpline should be available to 

address queries of people who did not have voter ID cards. In Mysuru division, it was felt 

that Advertisements should have proper information regarding the registration process, and 

that street plays should be conducted to spread awareness. In Belagavi, it was perceived that 

advertisements regarding registration are fewer in number than awareness about voting. It 

was suggested that Dangura/Tam Tam and loudspeaker announcement were more effective  

sources of advertisement regarding registration in villages. It was suggested that, in urban 

areas, announcements regarding registration should be made through Swachcha Bharat 

Vehicle or Waste collection vehicles. In Kalaburagi division, women suggested the increased 

use of TV to spread awareness so as to increase reach to illiterate sections of society. It was 

also felt that awareness advertisements should be placed regularly and not just at the time of 

elections. 

Q7. Awareness for voters and sources of awareness 

In Bengaluru division, women respondents said that election-related campaign was done 

through colleges. Some participants said that they had become aware of elections and voting 

through television advertisements. In Mysuru, awareness was created through TV, GP‟s 
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TAM-TAM, Social Media, Government school teachers. In Belagavi, multiple media (print, 

A-V) and awareness programmes created awareness among voters. In Kalaburagi, Awareness 

among voters was created at the village level by political leaders, senior citizens and educated 

persons of villages. Voters had also obtained awareness regarding use of EVMs and about 

Ballot papers. 

In Bengaluru, it was suggested by women respondents that awareness on NOTA needs to be 

created as it may lead to increase in voter turnout. Also, it was felt that advertisements should 

feature illustrious persons like Mrs. Sudha Murthy as such women achievers would be 

effective in reaching out to women voters. It was also opined that awareness advertisements 

should feature women achievers and not film actresses. In Mysuru division, participants 

stated that digital displays should be set up at various public locations to spread awareness, 

and that awareness programmes should be conducted on a regular basis. In Belagavi, women 

participants suggested that awareness messages should be frequently broadcast on Television, 

and that awareness should be provided not only through film actors but also social activists, 

sportspersons, and achievers. 

Q8. Electoral turnout during the last general assembly election 

Women participants felt that the winning and contesting candidates neglected voters after the 

elections. It was suggested that the voters list had to be regularly updated. It was opined that 

low turnout could be caused as dailywagers did not travel to vote as they stand to lose a day‟s 

wage. Also, it was felt that voters whose voting booths were away from their place of 

residence had to spend money to travel to those locations, and this could be difficult for poor 

voters. Also, Migration was attributed to be a major reason for low turnout. It was felt that 

awareness was lacking among women (vis-a-vis men) regarding the processes of registration 

and voting. 

In Bengaluru, the Group members stated that they are unhappy with the way the electoral 

process is working, as the focus is on political parties‟ candidates and their personal 

achievements rather than people‟s/social development. In Mysuru, it was opined that 

previously-elected representatives had not done any work to help the community and that, 

elected candidates were not accessible after the elections. In Belagavi, participants mentioned 

that travelling long distances to cast their vote was unaffordable for a majority of poor voters 

leading to reduction in voter turnout. In Kalaburagi, participants stated that high voter turnout 

was recorded when good candidates were in the fray, and therefore, political parties should 
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nominate suitable candidates. It was also felt that voting should be recognized as a 

fundamental right by citizens. 

It was commonly suggested by women participants across all locations that migrants should 

be allowed to vote in their place of work, and that polling booths should be easily accessible. 

Also, it was felt that dailywagers should be provided a day‟s wage which they stand to lose 

for missing work when they travel for voting. In Bengaluru division, women said that 

provision should be made to enable voting through online portals or through postal services. 

Also, it was suggested that more effective and meaningful awareness campaigns should be 

conducted on voting and on NOTA, with the latter being instrumental in representing the 

disappointment of the people. It was opined that postal voting should be enabled for women 

voters. In Mysuru, it was suggested that effective strategies should be implemented for the 

enrolment of new women voters i.e. those who have completed 18 years. It was mentioned 

that BLO should provide proper information to avoid confusion regarding the electoral 

process and voting-related facilities. Also, it was stated that all eligible voters should be 

provided voter identity cards in a timely manner and without cost. In Belagavi divison, it was 

suggested that a day‟s wage and travel allowances should be paid to women dailywagers to 

help them to cast their votes.  

Q9. Impacts and benefits of voting, and facilities required on voting day 

In Bengaluru division, it was felt that most women recognized that voting is their right. 

However, a low level of awareness existed among women FGD participants regarding the 

benefits obtained from casting their vote. Members felt that Voting accelerated the nation‟s 

development, and that voting should be recognized as a right and responsibility to select a 

good leader. In Mysuru, most participants recognized that voting was their right, and that 

voting was important for development of the nation and for selecting a good leader. In 

Belagavi, women said that they recognized that voting was their right and that voting helps in 

selecting the right candidates / representatives who would drive the country‟s growth. They 

opined that voting contributed to nation-building, and helped in selecting a Government that 

provided relevant benefits to the needy. In Kalaburagi, it was felt that voting is important for 

creation of political awareness among women in villages / rural areas. 

It was suggested that adequate security should be provided to women voters to cast their 

votes. It was also stated that free transportation facility should be provided by the ECI to the 

women voters for travel to and from the polling booths. It was stated that basic facilities such 



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  243 

as drinking water, toilets and seating should be provided at the polling centre, and that 

separate queues should be maintained for women in the polling booths.  In Bengaluru 

division, women participants said that the ECI should restrict the use of money power to lure 

voters. 

 

Q 10. Appropriate of Paper or EVM machine for casting vote 

All women respondents were of the view that EVM machines were better as they saved time, 

money and labour. Further, EVMs were seen to be more accurate as compared to ballot paper 

voting. They felt that voters felt happy when they saw their choice of candidate through the 

VVPAT, and that use of EVMs reduced or eliminated discrepancies in counting. 

Q 11. Forms of bribes and their impact on voting 

In Bengaluru, women said that in most cases, women voters were offered bribes in the form 

of cash, but bribes were said to bear no impact on the choice of candidate. Women also 

mentioned that some people launder money during elections, and money is offered to their 

contacts, including local women leaders. It was felt that the ECI should take strong penal 

action to control bribing of both men and women alike. In Mysuru division, participants said 

that bribes are offered to SHGs too along with individual voters. In a few places, candidates 

had promised to give some gifts, but eventually (after the elections) did not give anything to 
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the SHGs. It was strongly felt that bribes had an impact on voting/elections. In Belagavi 

division, bribing of women voters was reported to be a common phenomena in every 

election. Women stated that although some of them accepted cash as bribes, most of the 

participants stated that they eventually voted for the candidate of their choice.  In Kalaburagi 

division, participants mentioned that gifts, mainly in the form of money and alcohol, were 

given to women voters especially in rural areas. 

Q 12. Suggestions for fair and better elections 

Women FGD participants suggested that voters list had to be updated on a regular basis. In 

Bengaluru & Mysuru divisons, it was felt that the facility of Online and Postal voting should 

be provided to women voters and that voting by giving missed calls from mobile phones 

should be enabled for registered women voters. It was also felt that quarterly verification of 

voters list should be done, and that voters list should not be freely available for viewing by all 

as the list could be put to negative uses. It was suggested that the convenient time for voting 

by women is from 9 a.m. to 12 noon and from 4 to 6 p.m., and that time slots could be 

provided for working women to exercise their franchise in the evening. It was suggested that 

if a lengthy queue of voters were to be seen at a polling booth, an additional EVM should be 

provided in such a booth immediately. In Belagavi division, it was stated that EVMs had 

played an important and positive role and, hence, the use of EVMs should be continued. 

Women participants suggested that alcohol should be banned during the entire period of 

„model code of conduct‟. It was also opined that the installation of CCTV Cameras in vantage 

locations near and inside polling stations will be helpful for the conduct of fair and free 

elections. In Kalaburagi division, it was suggested that, on the day of election, the ECI must 

provide separate transport facility for women for travel to and from polling stations. Also, it 

was felt that media should be effectively utilised to spread awareness amongst women. It was 

felt that the best time for women to cast their vote was during 9.00 AM to 11.00 AM, and that 

to increase women turnout, a separate queue for women voters must be followed. Toilets, 

waiting room and drinking water facility must be provided in the polling stations. 

Q 13. Offering of money or gifts or other forms of materials to influence the members 

of Women Self Help Groups 

In Belagavi and Kalaburagi divisions, it was felt that the offering of money or gifts or other 

forms of materials to Women Self Help Groups was common in every election. It was stated 

that, in most cases, financially poor women voters were attracted to bribes.  
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8.4 FGD with Youth 

Q1. Awareness regarding the registration process 

In Bengaluru and Mysuru divisions, a lack of clarity existed among the youth participants 

regarding the process of registration. The participants were unaware of the concerned officer 

who should be approached for registration, and the existence of BLOs in their area of 

residence/voting. In Belagavi division, the youth participants were aware of the registration 

process as they were provided the relevant information by Panchayat officials, Anganvadi 

workers and school teachers. Respondents were also aware of the mandatory (minimum) age 

for registration as a voter. They mentioned that social workers were creating awareness 

among voters regarding the registration process. However, FGD participants were unaware of 

the dates/day to register themselves and obtain a voter ID. In Kalaburagi division, a few 

respondents possessed complete information about the registration process. However, the 

youth respondents were unaware about the youth special ambassadors designated by ECI 

during the last election. 

Q2. Electoral registration processes 

On the whole, the youth participants were aware of the registration process but were largely 

unaware regarding the date and time to obtain registration. The youth respondents stated that 

the voters list has not been updated, and that they had to incur a cost to obtaining a voter ID. 

Also, delays were reported in obtaining the voter IDs. 

In Bengaluru division, respondents said that they had to pay bribes in the Taluk Panchayat 

office to get the voter ID early. It was stated that election literacy clubs in colleges should be 

made more active, and that registration of voters should be undertaken in colleges, 

Anganvadis, through BLOs, and through online modes. In Mysuru division, most of the 

respondents were unaware of the registration process. Respondents stated that the concerned 

government officials, Community leaders and the Gram Panchayats did not provide 

information/clarifications in a comprehensive manner. Also, it was reported that many youth 

did not possess the required documents to obtain their voter ID. In Belagavi division, it was 

mentioned that social activists were helpful in increasing voter registration. However, it was 

also stated that Anganvadi workers did not respond suitably even after the submission of all 

the relevant documents for registration. Respondents said that adequate and clear information 

regarding registration was not available in the taluk office. Also, some respondents stated that 
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they had obtained their voter IDs after paying an amount of Rs. 50 to Rs. 100, while a few 

participants mentioned that they had received their voter ID without payment of a fee. 

Participants also mentioned about the role of middlemen in obtaining Voter IDs. Some of the 

respondents said that they had not received their voter ID card despite providing the 

necessary documents. Some of the respondents who had received their voter ID cards, had 

found mistakes in the printed name, age, address etc. on the card. In Kalaburagi, youth 

respondents mentioned that the registration process, through the BLO, was systematic, and 

that Anganvadi workers were involved in carrying out the registration process. They 

mentioned that the Gram Panchayat had conducted various activities to create awareness 

regarding registration by implementing Jaatha, rallies, and by disseminating information 

though school children.  

Suggestions 

In Bengaluru division, it was suggested that the concerned authorities should visit each gram 

panchayat to ensure comprehensive registration, and that the registration process should be 

linked to Aadhaar number for automatic registration. It was also suggested that online 

registration should be permitted. Respondents were of the view that advertisements regarding 

registration should contain more information. In Mysuru division, respondents felt that the 

ECI should automatically enrol members who are 18 years of age based on the information in 

their ration card. It was suggested that quarterly visits to houses should be undertaken for 

registration of people who do not have voter IDs. The youth participants said that locally 

suited means of campaigning e.g. street plays, should be done for greater impact. They said 

that registration of voters should be an ongoing process with the registration being done in 

colleges so as to enrol young voters. It was felt that surveys should be conducted in every 

village to identify new voters, and that information regarding the day, date and time of 

election should be provided through multiple media. It was also suggested that alternate 

voting mechanisms should be provided for migrants so as to enable them to vote in their 

place of work. In Belagavi division, it was suggested that Bapuji service centres should be 

given the powers to issue voter IDs, and that Voter ID cards should be provided free-of-cost. 

In Kalaburagi division, participants were of the view that the Gram Panchayat should spread 

widespread awareness about the day and date of registration so as to render the registration 

process more effective. 
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Q3. and Q4. Activities conducted by GP/administration/BLO to create awareness 

about registration 

In Bengaluru division, it was informed that awareness was created through Jaathas by School 

Children while in Mysuru division, the Gram panchayat had advertised about the registration 

process though local means such as announcing using “TAM-TAM”, street plays, through 

aaganwadi workers, nurses at PHC. Also, awareness talk by Salu marada Thimamakka was 

also organized. In Belagavi division, none of the FGD youth participants were aware of the 

“BLO”. The youth had obtained registration-related information though Anganvadi workers 

and posters that were put up by the GP. The GP had also conducted streetplays and organised 

Damgura and Loudspeakers to create awareness. In Kalaburagi division, the BLO and 

Anganvadi workers had visited people‟s homes to inform about registration thorough local 

panchayat. 

It was suggested that more promotional and awareness creation programmes should be 

conducted by panchayats, and that registration should be an ongoing process. 

Q5. Overall experience of voter registration and awareness campaigns during the last 

General Assembly Elections (GAE) 

The overall experience regarding voter registration and awareness campaign during the last 

GAE was similar to earlier experiences. In Bengaluru, the youth participants felt that the 

contents of the advertisements had to be improved and that multi-channel communication 

should be taken up. However, in contrast, the youth in Mysuru stated that the effectiveness of 

advertisements in both print and electronic media had improved over time and that the youth 

had been exposed to the ongoing campaigns. In Belagavi division too, respondents stated that 

the quality of the awareness campaign has improved. However, respondents could not 

recollect advertisements regarding registration. In Kalaburagi division too, the youth 

respondents stated that the quality of the awareness programmes had improved over time. 

Q6. Advertisements regarding registration drive on TV, radio and other media 

In Bengaluru division, participants felt that more awareness should be created through online 

and offline modes to attract the eligible college students to get themselves registered as 

voters. In Belagavi, it was stated that advertisements on registration are lower in number than 
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awareness about the voting. It was mentioned that Dangura/Tam Tam and loudspeaker 

announcements were the major sources of information on registration in villages. Participants 

felt that, in cities, registration-related information should be announced through Swachcha 

Bharat Vehicle or Waste collation vehicles. In Kalaburagi division, participants suggested the 

use of TV to spread awareness as it can increase the reach to illiterates too. It was felt that 

advertisements should be published/broadcast regularly and not just at the time of elections. 

Q7. Sources and content for voter awareness 

In Bengaluru and Mysuru divisions, the youth could recollect their exposure to Jaathas 

conducted by school students, and street plays. They also mentioned that they had come 

across messages through WhatsApp, Social media (Facebook), Television and FM radio. In 

Belagavi division, the youth felt that ample awareness programmes were organized for 

voters, while in Kalaburagi division, respondents stated that voter awareness was created at 

the village level by political leaders, senior citizens and educated persons of villages. The 

youth participants also mentioned that they become aware about the use of EVM machines 

during such local awareness drives. 

In Bengaluru division, the youth participants stated that awareness should be created amongst 

college students so as to motivate them to cast their vote. It was felt that the ECI should 

recruit local young achievers (authors, sportspersons etc.) as Youth ambassadors to inspire 

the young voters. In Mysuru, it was felt that effective and innovative campaigns should be 

conducted in TV, Radio and newspapers and that pamphlets should be distributed about the 

election and registration/voting processes. It was also felt that social media should be used to 

spread awareness. Some participants stated that special efforts would be required to attract 

the youth to cast their votes as many young citizens had become disillusioned with the 

democratic process due to widespread corruption and the ineffectiveness of political parties to 

address societal issues. In Belagavi, young women participants suggested that awareness 

programmes/messages should be broadcasted more in TV, since women cannot participate 

frequently in public awareness events. It was also suggested that awareness should be created 

not only through film actors but also by recruiting social activists, sportspersons and 

achievers in the literary fields. 
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Q8. Electoral turnout and suggestions to improve voter turnout 

Youth participants felt that the turnout of youth to cast their votes was low due to the loss of 

confidence and faith of the youth on people‟s representatives. It was also mentioned that 

turnout was lower due to migration and because the voter list was not updated. Also, the loss 

of a day‟s pay because of skipping work to cast their vote deterred young dailywagers from 

casting their votes. Also, it was perceived that the voting booths were located in distant 

locations and that the voters would have to incur costs to travel to the distant booths to cast 

their vote. It was mentioned that many new voters were not aware of the voting process and 

the importance of voting. Also, a general lack of awareness regarding NOTA was stated to 

exist among the new voters. 

Suggestions 

It was suggested that the voters list should be updated regularly and that election booth 

centres should be easily accessible. It was felt that provision should be made for voting by 

migrant villagers in their place (town/village) of employment, and that a day‟s wage should 

be provided for dailywagers or those with MGNREGA job cards for casting their votes.  

In Bengaluru division, youth participants felt that releasing the voters list in digital form 

would help voters to easily identify from their mobile phones or computers if their name is 

missing from the list. It was also suggested that SMS should be sent to all registered voters 

about their booth numbers and location. It was mentioned that BLOs should visit voteres‟ 

houses a day before voting to inform people about the place of voting. In Mysuru, it was felt 

that benefits from the Government should be curtailed or made more expensive for those who 

did not cast their vote due to legitimate reasons. Also, it was felt that a provision should be 

made for votes to be cast through online modes.  

Q9. Impacts of casting votes and facilities at voting centres 

At the broad level, the youth FGD participants felt that young voters were disinclined to take 

efforts to cast their votes due to their dissatisfaction with the long-prevailing political 

situation and corruption. Also, it was stated that many unemployed youth did not cast their 

vote as they saw this act as a means of expressing their dissatisfaction. However, some 

participants also mentioned that they recognized that voting accelerates the development of 
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the nation, while also providing an opportunity to select a good leader. These perceptions 

were echoed in all the FGDs conducted in Bengaluru, Mysuru and Belagavi. 

The youth FGD participants also elucidated their reasons for voting. They mentioned that 

they cast their vote to benefit from social sector programmes like education, health, public 

distribution system and housing, and to obtain access to proper economic infrastructure like 

road, bridges, electricity, transport etc. A well-elected Government was also seen to provide 

social security for old, widow, disabled and vulnerable section and the poor. In Kalaburagi, 

voting was seen as a means of creation of political awareness in the village. 

It was suggested that adequate security should be provided to voters to cast their votes 

without fear. It was felt that free transportation facility to the voting booth should be provided 

and that basic facilities such as drinking water and seating should be provided at the polling 

centres. 

Q 10. Appropriate of Paper-based voting or EVM-based voting 

Respondents were unanimous in their opinion that EVM machines were better than paper-

based voting as the machines saved time, money and labour in voting and subsequent 

counting. Further, the machines were stated to be more accurate as compared to ballot paper 

voting. The respondents stated that they felt reassured when they saw their voting preference 

displayed in the VVPAT machine. 

Q 11. Forms of bribes to voters and its impact on voter decisions 

In Bengaluru and Mysuru, the youth respondents felt that bribe is offered as both cash and 

kind. However, it was perceived that bribing of voters was common only among the 

economically weaker sections. It was also felt that the modern youth do not get swayed by 

bribes. In Belagavi division, it was mentioned that bribing of voters was seen in every 

election. It was commonly agreed that bribing had a negative impact in a democracy as 

suitable candidates with goodwill and a willingness to honestly contribute to society cannot 

win in the elections when unscrupulous methods including bribing are used to lure voters. In 

Kalaburagi, it was mentioned that bribing was done in the form of Gifts mainly in the form of 

money and alcohol. 

  



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  251 

Q20. Visit of Surveyors / Govt. officials to homes to conduct door-to-door survey  

In both Belagavi and Kalaburagi divisions, it was commonly stated that surveyors / 

Government officials had not visited the houses to conduct door-to-door surveys. 

Q.12. Modes of registration and technological solutions for registration, Awareness 

and perception regarding the Campus Ambassador Program 

Youth respondents felt that online registration was useful. It was also assessed that 

registration by Anganawadi workers was also helpful. It was suggested that user-friendly 

mobile apps regarding the registration and election processes should be developed, and they 

should be popularized. 

The youth participants said that the Campus Ambassador Program was popular among 

college students. It was felt that this programme had helped in the electoral process and it was 

assessed that this programme‟s popularity will increase in course of time. 

Q13. Effectiveness of awareness campaigns during the last General Assembly 

Elections (GAE)? 

It was commonly agreed that advertisements in Television was the major campaign with such 

campaigns being impressive across all sections of society. Newspaper ads, posters, and Street 

plays were also stated to be useful in creating awareness.  

Q14. Electoral Literacy Club (ELC) in colleges and their activities 

Participants stated that most of the colleges had recently set up Electoral Literacy Clubs 

(ELC), through which various programmes were being conducted. Demonstrations on use of 

EVM and VVPAT in colleges have been recently conducted through the ELCs. It was felt 

that the ELCs were useful for students and the students also shared their learnings with their 

parents. The ELC activities are also reported in local newspapers thereby encouraging all 

colleges to set up these clubs. However, in Kalaburagi division, a few respondents mentioned 

that their colleges did not have ELCs. 
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Q15. Drivers of voting by youth in the last GAE 

Respondents stated that most youth who had completed the registration process and had voter 

ID cards had voted in the last GAE. However, the youth also lamented about the lack of good 

and honest candidates across all political parties. 

Q16. Motivating factors for youth to vote in the last GAE 

In Belagavi division, it was mentioned that many new youth had voted as it was the first 

election after they had obtained their Voter ID card. Also, it was stated that the youth were 

motivated by various Slogans and advertisements regarding elections. Also, some youth 

stated that the local candidate and national leader was good, while a few of them mentioned 

that they were inspired by parents, elders, relatives and friends to go out and vote. 

Q17. Effective ambassadors to motivate youth at the local level 

The respondents stated that youth are attracted to such individuals who have attained a high 

level of educational achievement and succeeded in his/her career while also being recognized 

as a reputed alumnus of their college/school. It was also felt that honest and long-standing, 

politically unaffiliated social activists from non-government organizations could be useful as 

youth ambassadors. 

Q18. Suggestion to facilitate youth to vote in large numbers 

It was suggested that awareness campaigns should be made more meaningful along with 

reaching out to a larger number of persons through multiple channels. It was felt that access 

to government benefits should be related to an individual casting his/her vote. 

8.5 FGD with SC/ST 

Q1. Awareness regarding the registration process 

In Bengaluru division, respondents stated that Anganvadi workers were working to spread 

awareness regarding the registration process. In Mysuru, there was a lack of clarity on the 

process of registration, and respondents were not aware about registration through the Gram 

Panchayat. Some respondents felt that the previous registration drives were better than the 

current processes of registration. In Belagavi, respondents obtained awareness regarding the 
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registration process through the Panchayat officials, Anganvadi workers, social workers and 

school teachers. Respondents were aware about the mandatory age for the registration in 

voter list. However, they were unaware regarding the dates on which they could register 

themselves to obtain a voter ID card. In Kalaburagi, only a few respondents were aware of 

the complete registration process. Respondents were not aware about the special ambassadors 

from disadvantage communities designated by ECI during the last elections.  

Q2. Village-level electoral registration processes 

On the whole, SC/ST respondents were unaware of the registration process. They mentioned 

that the voters list was not updated, and that they had to pay money and incur delays in 

obtaining a voter ID card. 

In Bengaluru division, respondents mentioned that they had to pay a bribe in the Taluk 

Panchayat office to obtain their voter ID card without delays. Government School teachers, 

Anganvadi workers, BLO, BBMP and other district-level officials were involved in 

implementing the registration process through special drives. In Mysuru, respondents were 

unaware of the registration process, and they mentioned that the concerned government 

officials and local community leaders did not respond suitably and provide information. 

Some respondents said that SC/STs did not have required documents to get the voter ID card 

and they did not receive support from Gram Panchayat to obtain the documents. They said 

that BLOs were not visiting villages. It was reported that, in some cases, the voter ID cards 

were either not updated or they contained wrong information. Respondents said that they had 

visit the designated centre multiple times to complete the registration process. In Belagavi 

division, respondents mentioned that social activists were working actively in increasing the 

registration. It was stated that Anganwadi workers and taluk office officials did not respond 

properly to requests for information and that people were being charged Rs. 50 to Rs. 100 to 

obtain a voter ID. Again, the role of middlemen (agents) was mentioned with regards to the 

process of registration. In Kalaburagi division, respondents stated that registration through 

BLOs and Anganavadi workers was systematic and efficient with minimal delays. It was also 

mentioned that GP conducted various activities to create awareness for registration through 

Awareness Jaatha programme, election rally, T.V and radio programme and by disseminating 

information though school children.  
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Suggestions 

In Mysuru, it was suggested that information for registration should be provided effectively 

to the locals through reliable persons. It was also mentioned that customized awareness 

campaigns, which are suitable to the local context, should be organized in every village. In 

Belagavi, it was suggested that money should not be demanded for providing Voter ID cards. 

In Kalaburagi, respondents felt that GP should spread awareness about the day and date of 

registration so as to make the process more effective 

Q3. and Q4. Activities conducted by GP/Administration/BLO /local Anganvadi 

workers to create the awareness about registration 

Respondents stated that BLOs did not visit their village. In Bengaluru and Mysuru, it was 

mentioned that awareness was created through Jaatha by School Children, and that the Gram 

panchayat had advertised about the registration process though local means such as 

announcements using “TAM-TAM”, announcements on Autorickshaws, and through 

household visits. It was also reported that messages were circulated on TV and WhatsApp. In 

Belagavi, awareness regarding the “BLO” was very low, and Anganvadi workers were the 

main source of information regarding registration. However, some respondents stated that GP 

had put up posters to spread awareness, and that the GP had conducted street plays to spread 

awareness, and had organised Dangura and Loudspeakers to make announcements. In 

Kalaburagi, BLOs and Anganvadi workers had visited people‟s homes to inform about 

registration thorough local panchayat. 

Suggestions 

It was suggested that awareness building activities which are compatible with the local 

context need to be conducted by GPs to spread awareness regarding the registration process. 

Q5. Experience of voter registration and awareness campaign during the last GAE 

Overall, SC/ST respondents perceived that the overall experience of voter registration and 

awareness campaign during the last GAE was similar as compared to earlier experiences 

during elections. In Bengaluru, it was stated that the content of the advertisements should be 

improved, and should be more targeted. In Mysuru, respondents stated that advertisements in 

both print and electronic media were effective and that they are aware of the ongoing 
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campaign. In Belagavi, respondents were of the view that the quality of the awareness 

campaigns had increased and were more meaningful currently. However, most respondents 

had not been exposed to advertisements focusing on registration. In Kalburgi, SC/ST 

respondents stated that the awareness programmes were effective. 

Q6. Advertisements regarding registration drives in TV, radio or any media 

In Bengaluru and Mysuru, campaigns had been undertaken in multiple platforms including 

TV and WhatsApp. In Belagavi, respondents stated that the number of advertisements 

regarding registration was lower than those regarding voting. Dangura/Tam Tam and 

loudspeaker announcements were the major source of advertisement on registration in 

villages, while respondents felt that, in cities/towns, announcements should be made through 

mobile vans etc. In Kalaburagi, it was suggested that TV advertisements were effective in 

spreading awareness regarding registration drives across all sections of society. 

Q7. Sources of awareness and suggestions for improvement 

In Bengaluru, respondents said that they obtained awareness from Jaathas that were held by 

school students while in Kalaburagi, it is was reported that awareness was created at the 

village level by political leaders, senior citizens and local educated persons.  

Suggestions 

Bengaluru‟s SC/ST FGD participants said that the awareness programmes should be 

customized to address local information requirements. In Mysuru and Belagavi, it was 

suggested that the campaigns should focus on EVM usage, and that local opinion leaders 

should be selected as ambassadors in advertisements. 

Q8. Voter turnout during the last general assembly election, and suggestions to 

improve voter turnout 

Low voter turnout was attributed to disinterest among registered voters due to their 

historically being let down by elected representatives. Voter list not being updated, distant 

voting booths, cost of travel, migration, and lack of awareness regarding the registration and 

voting processes were stated to be the major reasons for low turnout. 
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In Bengaluru, SC/ST respondents mentioned that voters were scared that if they did not cast 

their vote, their name would be removed from the voters list. It was also mentioned that they 

voted because they wanted to elect a person who represented them at a higher level to resolve 

their issues. In Mysuru, it was said that low turnout was seen as previously elected 

representatives had failed to meet the expectations of the voters. Also, changes in the 

numbers of wards and ignorance of local officials who were expected to guide voters, were 

stated as reasons for low turnout. In Belagavi, respondents were of the view that travelling 

long distances to cast their vote was unaffordable to a majority of people. In Kalaburagi, it 

was reported that voter turn-out was high when good candidates were nominated by political 

parties. 

Suggestions 

It was suggested that migrant villagers should be allowed to vote in their place (town) of 

work. Bengaluru‟s SC/ST FGD respondents said that there was a need for more effective and 

meaningful awareness campaign on voting and on NOTA. It was also mentioned that postal 

voting should be allowed for all voters. In Mysuru, it was felt that new strategies should be 

implemented for the enrolment of new voter, and that BLOs should provide proper 

information to avoid further confusion regarding on voting. 

Q9. Impacts of voting and facilities required on voting day 

SC/ST respondents were of the view that voting was essential for the selection of good 

leaders who would strive for the development of the country. It was felt that good leaders 

could also provide facilities to the public at large. In Mysore, some respondents mentioned 

that voting did not have any impact as voters were being lured through various unscrupulous 

means. However, it was also agreed that any positive change requires the voting for good 

candidates. On the whole, respondents felt that voting for the right candidates helped in 

obtaining access to good social sector programmes in the areas of education, health, public 

distribution system, and housing. It was also mentioned that many SC/ST voters are in dire 

straits with low financial security, and therefore, it is important to vote for those who can 

provide social security for old, widow, disabled and vulnerable section and the poor, while 

also enabling access to jobs for SC/ST youth. 
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Suggestions 

SC/ST respondents were of the view that better security arrangements should be made in 

SC/ST clusters so that voters can come out to vote without fear. It was also mentioned that 

basic facilities such as drinking water, seats and toilets should be provided at the polling 

centres. 

Q 10. Appropriateness of Paper-based voting or EVM-based voting 

Respondents felt that the EVM machines were better as compared to ballot paper voting. 

However, it was also mentioned that many SC/ST voters are unaware of the correct way to 

vote in the EVM. They seek the support of the polling booth staff to cast their votes. It was 

also stated that, in some such cases, the polling booth staff cast the vote on behalf of the 

actual voters. The voters do not protest against this as they are scared that there would be 

repercussion from the concerned officer or from the candidates. However, it was felt that 

EVMs were better as they were based on modern technology and led to saving in time and 

cost. Also, respondents said that voters were satisfied with the VVPAT machines. 

Q11. Bribing of voters and its impact 

In Mysuru division, respondents said that bribes were provided in the form of liquor and 

money. Respondents said that upon receiving bribe from political parties, they are treated as 

slaves by the elected representatives. A similar perception was echoed in Belagavi SC/ST 

FGD. However, some participants were also of the view that voters were scared to reject the 

bribes as the offering candidate perceived such an action as favouring an opposing candidate. 

Accepting bribes was seen as an acceptance by the voter to vote for the person who has 

offered the bribe. Thereby, it was mentioned that voters accepted the bribe and voted for a 

person of their choice. However, respondents also stated that in some cases, losing candidates 

who had paid a bribe would constantly look for opportunities to retaliate against those who 

accepted a bribe but did not vote for him/her. Also, it was mentioned that some persons from 

the community also behaved as local leaders and interacted with various candidates to 

transfer the bribes to voters. Therefore, respondents mentioned that bribing was a two-sided 

affair with both candidate and voters to be blamed. 
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Q 12. Suggestions for fair and better elections 

In Mysuru‟s FGD with SC/ST respondents, it was suggested that the voters list should be 

updated and verified regularly. It was also stated that people who have good credibility in 

society should contest in elections. It was also suggested to the ECI that only supportive 

administrative officials, who are willing to help SC/STs should be a part of the process. 

Respondents also mentioned that the ECI should provide more facilities to the youth to cast 

their vote. 

8.6 FGD with Third Gender Community 

Third Gender (TG) Community is one of the most marginalized and stigmatized section of 

society in India. The recent draft of electoral rolls show that 4340 voters have registered as 

Trans Genders while the Census 2011 enumerates 20000 individuals belonging to the TG 

Community in Karnataka. This chunk of population requires emphasis as they are socially 

economically and politically backward. Distinct FGDs were conducted for individuals of the 

TG community so as to understand their grievances and their perceptions about elections. 

The FGDs revealed that the Urban TG individuals were, by and large, aware of their rights 

but were not very aware about the voter registration and electoral process. They reported to 

facing difficulties in voter registration as they did not possess valid documents mandated by 

EC for registering as a voter. It was stated that there is some indifference towards elections 

among the community members as they have been discriminated against, irrespective of any 

political system or administrative machinery. This discrimination was seen as a major 

concern and hindrance in voter registration. It was seen that TG registration and voter 

turnouts are relatively better in Bengaluru as compared to Belagavi and Gulbarga divisions. 

8.7 FGD with Migrants 

Small FGDs were held among groups that include migrants, third-gender community, persons 

with disabilities and excluded communities. The observations gathered from these FGDs are 

listed below: 

Karnataka is one of the well developed and industrialized states in the country. Given this 

economic structure, there has been large scale inward migration to the state and its share in 

the proportion of total migrants has been about five percent. Bengaluru is home to a large 
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number of migrant professionals and educated youth and also have been a rapid driver of 

migration through real estate development. In addition, since regional disparities persist 

within the state, huge migration of both educated and uneducated population in search of 

livelihood is witnessed in Karnataka. The observations of migrants are deemed to be 

necessary as it is assessed that migration leads to lower voter turnout. As part of the FGDs. It 

was stated by respondents that they incurred high transactions costs for travel to cast their 

votes. It was suggested that ECI could make arrangements of transport facility on the 

Election Day to facilitate migrants to exercise their franchise. Also, migrant respondents 

sought for some incentives to be provided when voters had to forego their wages to cast their 

votes. It was suggested that all Election Days, even in the case of multi stage voting within 

the state, should be declared as Public Holidays.  

8.8 FGD with Excluded Communities 

Socio-Economic and Political Backwardness persist among few communities and 

respondents from those excluded communities were interviewed to understand their concerns 

and aspirations about the electoral process and its management. The respondents were 

selected from the excluded communities of Banjara, Lambani, Maiga/Holeya, Koracha, and 

Korma. A primary concern of these representatives was that they were unaware of the 

personnel/officers to be contacted for voter registration. It was also stated that many members 

of these communities did not possess the requisite documents that were required for voter 

registration. Representatives lamented that despite India gaining independence more than 7 

decades ago, the social affiliations continue to influence voting by individual voters with 

voters being unable to evaluate the worthiness of candidates. 

The FGD of these disadvantaged communities showed that they continue to face larger and 

bigger hindrances in terms of electoral participation. Specific interventions targeting these 

communities through campaigning particularly meant for them is to be pursued to increase 

their turnout and to realize the EC‟s aim of „No Voter to be Left Behind‟.  

8.9 Summary 

The FGDs conducted with various voter groups have provided specific insights into the 

issues faced by these groups and their perceptions regarding various stages and activities 

relating to the electoral process. These insights could be useful in making suitable 
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modifications in the EC‟s initiatives so as to bring about sustained change in key electoral 

indicators. 

a. Persons with Disabilities (PwD) 

 While PwDs are generally aware of the process of registration, the major challenge is the 

constrained mobility or inability of such individuals to reach out to various 

officials/offices to complete the registration process and obtain their voter ID cards. It 

was seen that the PwDs lack information regarding the dates and time of registration. 

 It is evident that PwDs need to be provided a distinct mechanism to get their registration 

completed. It must be attempted to get them registered at their homes through home visits 

by officials and facilitators. Also, as part of special drive, the registration dates, time and 

and related infrastructure (e.g. queues) should be distinct for PwDs.  

 If within the mandate of the EC, political parties should be encouraged to field candidates 

who are physically challenged. 

 The voting centre should have basic facilities to support the PwDs. The centres should 

have provision for drinking water, wheelchair, EVMs and some instructional materials in 

Braille script (for the visually impaired). Officers at the centre should ensure that the 

PwDs have a separate queue for voting, or that they are given priority for voting. 

 PwDs are unanimous in their view that the use of EVM machines is a more efficient 

process than ballot paper-based voting. 

 PwDs expect the EC to implement additional mechanisms to prevent bribing of voters. 

Also, it is expected that voter ID cards should be provided free-of-cost without delay if all 

the documents are provided. Also, PwDs may need assistance in procuring some 

documents that are essential to obtain registration. Also, PwDs who are challenged in 

mobility require assistance in travelling to the voting centre on voting day. 

 PwDs are of the opinion that the advertisement campaigns should feature PwDs too and 

that the messages should be based on local context and issues. 

b. Women 

 On the whole, women are unaware of the registration process. Although they state that 

they have been obtaining registration-related information through anganwadi workers, the 

workers are unable to arrange for documents and additional coordination with the 

registration-related officials to receive the voter ID cards without delays. Social workers 

too are a source of information and support for the women. 
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 Women participants in the FGDs mentioned that as they are constrained from attending 

public awareness events on a frequent basis, the EC should run campaigns on television 

and through Anganwadi workers etc. 

 Suggestions were received that women should have a separate time for voting and that 

their queues should be separate from that of men. Also, women expect basic facilities 

including toilets in the voting centres. 

 It was felt that the voters list had to be updated duly and should be displayed in the 

concerned registration centre, so that discrepancies can be identified and rectified at any 

point of time. It was mentioned that the voter ID cards should be provided free-of-cost 

and without delays.. 

 Women participants said that the awareness campaigns should feature women achievers 

too. They felt that the campaigns should be customized to local contexts and should be 

done in such a way that they focus on the process and advantage of voting than just 

voting as a right. 

 EVM machines are found to be convenient and acceptable by women. 

Youth 

 As in the case of the previous two groups of participants, youth too lack clarity regarding 

the process of registration. They are, by and large, unaware of the process and the offices/ 

persons to be contacted for registration and they are unaware of the role of the BLO. 

Some of them do not have information about the documents which they need to produce 

to get themselves registered 

 Most of the youth use social media to obtain information for voting and registration. In 

colleges, election literacy clubs are gaining popularity but these clubs are also expected to 

support the college students in getting themselves registered without facing difficulties 

and delays. 

 It was expressed that the reason for low turnout among youth voters was their 

disillusionment with the political system and their disengagement with the 

electoral/democratic processes. It was suggested that young achievers in various fields 

should be recruited as youth ambassadors and utilized for the campaigns. It was felt that 

more efforts should be laid in creating awareness about NOTA so that the youth could 

voice their disagreement in a free manner. 

 EVMs are found to be acceptable to the youth. 



 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

262  No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts. 

SC/ST 

 SC/STs too are unaware of the registration process. It was mentioned that the voters list 

was not updated and that they had bear a cost to obtain their voter ID cards. It wsa stated 

that community leaders have not provided the necessary information and BLOs do not 

visit villages. 

 The participants felt that the registration process should not be active only at the time of 

elections, but should be an ongoing process with the involvement of facilitators. 

 Migration is high and people from other states/regions are unable to vote because of lack 

of provision for voting locally or through remote means (e.g. postal voting). 

 EVM machines are acceptable to SC/STs. The participants felt that bribing and coercion 

should be controlled by the EC so as to enable SC/STs to exercise their vote without fear. 

 Participants mentioned their disillusionment with the political parties as they felt that the 

candidates were not committed to work for the benefit of society at large.  

 In some cases, it was reported that the voting centre is away (distant) from the place of 

residence of SC/ST voters. It was mentioned that dailywagers and the poor voters cannot 

lose a day‟s wage or spend money to travel to the voting centres to cast their votes.  

Excluded Communities/Migrants/Third Gender/Others 

 Excluded and marginalized Communities form one of the voiceless communities in the 

electoral process as they are largely unaware of the voter registration process due to lack 

of personnel or BLO officers who can guide them in voter registration and electoral 

process. In many cases, the excluded and marginalized communities do not possess the 

necessary identity documents to obtain registration.  

 Migrants were of the view that transaction costs related to voting are higher due to travel 

costs and loss of wages due to their participation in the voting process. 

 Third Gender Community continues to face challenges in registration and participation in 

the voting process. Non-availability of requisite documents is a barrier for registration by 

individuals of this community. 
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CHAPTER 9 

CONCLUSIONS, SUGGESTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

9.1. Conclusions 

The SVEEP program in Karnataka intends to increase voters‟ awareness and electoral participation in 

electoral processes besides making the electoral process inclusive, accessible and ethical. The major 

goals which the ECI intends to achieve through the SVEEP intervention are: increasing the enrolment 

of eligible voters, improving voter turnout, reduction of gender gap in enrolment and turnout, 

inclusion of people from all communities, ethnic groups, migrants, PwDs, transgender and other 

groups in the electoral process, restoring faith in EVMs, addressing urban apathy towards electoral 

processes, increase postal ballot voting, while emphasizing on ethical and informed voting. Keeping 

these objectives in mind, this report attempts to capture all these targeted dimensions of the SVEEP 

program, and identify and analyze the gaps/issues therein. 

This report utilizes secondary data as well as primary data which was collected through large scale 

surveys. The analysis of secondary data mainly pertains to issues such as cleansing of electoral rolls, 

gaps in registration, voter turnout, influence of NOTA, IT initiatives under the SVEEP intervention, 

targeted interventions focusing on young voters, female voters, transgender voters, migrant voters and 

service voters, special initiatives like Sakhi polling stations, special interventions for PwDs, ethnic 

and tribal communities, management of complaints related to electoral process to achieve fair and free 

elections, special awareness drives like Electoral literacy clubs (ELCs), Booth Level Awareness 

Groups (BAGs) and, development of an election performance index to assess the effectiveness of 

election administrations in each district. The primary survey covered 3602 households from 20 

districts and 37 talukas. The primary survey has enabled the collection of specific data for 

documentation and assessment of the SVEEP intervention in Karnataka. Along with collection of 

primary data from households, data was collected from officials at the district and taluka levels to 

assess voters‟ registration process with a special emphasis on PwD voters and service voters, 

challenges faced in implementation of SVEEP, good practices followed under SVEEP, management 

of complaints, and activities undertaken to make SVEEP successful in the State. The gaps in 

knowledge, attitude and practices concerning voter registration and electoral participation have been 

identified and analysed using information from the primary survey.  

The findings of this study are expected to enable the respective authorities / EC officers to design and 

modify the behavioural change campaigns so as to make the campaigns more effective with target 

segments. It has been observed that interventions by the ECI through SVEEP activities have led to an 

improvement in the participation of females and other marginalized sections of the society in the 
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electoral process. However, certain issues, which act as barriers to eligible voters from coming 

forward to exercise their franchise, still persist. Thus, it is important to address those issues in a timely 

manner for further improvement of voters‟ participation in the electoral process. The subsequent 

sections of this chapter provide an overview of the major conclusions which have been derived from 

the study.  

Analysis of Secondary Data 

 The total projected population of Karnataka in 2019 is 70,165,991 and the number of electors as 

per the proposed draft roll of 1.1.2019 is 50,307,182. Thus, the ratio of electors to population for 

the state is 71.7. There is an improvement in the gender ratio given that the electors gender ratio is 

976 while the census gender ratio is 974. The proportion of voters in the age group of 18-19 years 

has been 1.42% while for the cohort of 20-29 years, it is 20.84%. The proportion of voters is 

highest in the age group of 30- 39 years while it is lowest in the age-group of 18-19 years. Thus, it 

is apparent that additional initiatives are required to encourage young voters to enrol themselves 

in the electoral rolls. 

 Analysis of data regarding the revision of electoral rolls reveals that the net addition of voters to 

the electoral rolls has been quite significant over the years. It was highest during the 2013 

Assembly polls and lowest during 2017. The net addition of voters for the 2019 Parliamentary 

polls is 6,51,123 resulting in the final number of electors being 50,307,182. 

 The Elector Population Ratio (EP Ratio) for the Parliamentary polls 2019 is recorded at 71.7% as 

compared to 72.9% in 2018 and 68.3% as per census 2011 with respect to the total population of 

age 18 and above. As compared to the year 2018, the EP Ratio for 2019 has declined by 1.2%, 

with this decline attributable to the ECI‟s drive towards cleansing of electoral rolls during 2019. 

 During 2019, special voter registration drives led to an increase in the number of registered voters 

from 50,307,182 to 50,338,430 marking a growth of 1.31% which is comparable to that recorded 

in 2018. The registration drives have increased the female registration in 2019 by 1.53% as 

compared to 1.41% in 2018. On the other hand, the male registration increased by 1.10% in 2019 

as compared to 1.26% in 2018.  

 EP Ratios, across Assembly Constituencies (AC) at an aggregate (state) level, indicate that 1.8% 

of the ACs had an EP Ratio in the range of 56% - 65% during 2018 as compared to 9.38% of ACs 

being in this range during 2019. Also, the proportion of ACs with EP ratio above 80% increased 

from 7.14% in 2018 to 9.38% in 2019. During both years, the largest proportion of ACs had EP 

Ratio of 70.01% - 75%. Thus, on comparing the EP Ratios of two consecutive years (i.e. 2018 and 

2019), a considerable change is observed across ACs. The proportion of ACs with lowest and the 

highest range of EP Ratio have increased in 2019. 
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 The state‟s voter turnout, which was recorded at 52.21% in the 1957 elections, grew to 72.5% in 

the 2018 GAE. The SVEEP intervention was launched during the 2008 Assembly election and, it 

can be inferred that this has contributed to the dramatic rise in voter turnout from 58.81% in 2009 

to 72.5% in 2018 i.e. an increase of about 14% in a decade. 

 At the aggregate (state) level, the voter turnout has increased for males as well as females. For 

males, the voter turnout increased from 66.3% in 2008 to 72.4% in 2013 and to 72.6 % in 2018. 

For females, voter turnout increased from 63.2% in 2008 to 70.5% in 2013 and, further to 71.5% 

in 2018. Thus, for females, the rise in voter turnout during 2008 - 2013 and from 2013 – 2018 was 

recorded at 7.3% and 1% respectively. It may be observed that the incremental growth in female 

turnout has been higher than that of male turnout by about 0.8% in the period 2013-2018, 

indicating a growth inclusiveness of women in the electoral process. 

 At the district level too, there has been an increase in the voter turnout ratio for both males and 

females across all districts in 2018 as compared to voter turnout recorded in 2008 and 2013. The 

increase in the amount of voter turnout ratio was higher for females than males during 

2008-2013 while the amount of increase was similar for males and females during 2013-

2018. This indicates that SVEEP intervention has significantly increased the voter participation, 

especially among females, in the electoral process. 

 A notable transformation is seen with regard to the distribution of „change in voter turnout‟ in 

ACs in 2018 with the distribution being more uniform as compared to 2013 in which more than 

50% of the ACs witnessed more than 6% increase in turnout. Thereby, it can be inferred that, on 

the whole, the SVEEP intervention has led to a drastic, broad based transformation in voter 

turnout by increasing the electoral participation across most ACs.  

 Analysis of the top and bottom ten ACs in terms of voter turnout ratio during the 2018 elections 

shows that the ACs of Hosakote, Srinivaspur, Melukote, Malur and Gundlupet recorded voter 

turnout of about 90%, while ACs of Bommanahalli, Dasarahalli and CV Raman Nagar recorded 

voter turnout of less than 50%, with these low-performing ACs being urban in nature. 

 During 2018 general elections, it has been found that the proportion of NOTA votes 

ranged between 0.47% and 1.37 % for Karnataka.  The highest percentage of NOTA 

votes were casted in Bangalore Urban district while the lowest percentage of NOTA votes 

were cast in Chikkballapura district. Other districts in which NOTA votes were high were 

Uttar Kannada, Gadag, Bellary, Yadgir, and Raichur. 

 Across ACs, the highest and lowest proportion of NOTA votes was observed in Bangalore South 

AC of Bangalore Urban District and Holalkere AC of Chitradurga District. About 30% of ACs 

recorded NOTA votes in the range of 0.75% - 1.00% while 28% of the ACs had NOTA votes of 

0.50% - 0.75%. 4.9% of the ACs recorded NOTA votes of more than 1.50 %. On the whole, this 

analysis shows that 68.3 % of the ACs recorded low NOTA votes of less than 1 %.  
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 The use of information technology in the electoral mechanisms has been necessitated by the 

enormity of the involved task. By the use of technology, various processes have been undertaken 

in a faster and efficient manner. However, the use of election-related IT solutions (e.g. Apps) 

needs to be increased in the state through the implementation of awareness and digital literacy 

programmes.  

 Achievement of the SVEEP‟s objectives entails a deep and rich appreciation of the motivations, 

desires and concerns of different sections of society. Such an appreciation would lead to the 

design of targeted interventions to effect behavioural change and motivate people to cast their 

votes. In this direction, the Chief Electoral office of Karnataka has initiated various activities that 

target Youth, Women, PwDs, Migrants, Service Voters, Third Gender, Excluded Communities, 

and Tribal population to achieve inclusive and accessible elections. As a result of these 

interventions, voter turnout amongst the target elector segments has increased significantly. 

 Sakhi polling stations were introduced with the aim of encouraging more voters, especially 

women voters, to cast their votes. 600 such polling stations were established during the 2018 

Assembly elections. Belgaum district had the highest number of Sakhi polling stations while 

districts like Gulbarga, Yadgir and Koppal had a lower number of Sakhi polling stations. Analysis 

of voter turnout in 2013 (i.e. before introduction of Sakhi polling stations) and 2018 (i.e. after the 

introduction of the Sakhi polling stations) shows that total voter turnout increased by 1.42% after 

introduction of the Sakhi polling stations. The increase in the turnout of women voters is evident. 

 During the 2018 GAE, special emphasis was laid on inclusiveness and accessibility to elections 

for all marginalized sections. Nearly 88% of the PwD population was enrolled as voters. During 

the 2018 elections, special efforts were made to register PwDs as a result of which 15,673 new 

PwD voters (4% of total PwD voters) were added in the electoral list. Further, in order to boost 

the confidence of PwD voters, polling stations that were fully managed by PwD officials were 

established.  

 On account of the efforts under SVEEP, the district administration ensured that various facilities 

which were required by the PwD voters were available in the polling stations. The overall voter 

turnout among PwDs in the 2018 election is estimated to be 76.44%, with the PwD voter turnout 

being highest in Ramanagaram district and lowest in Kalaburgi district. Bengaluru urban, Bidar, 

Raichur and Yadgir districts, which have recorded lower PwD voter turnout, need to identify the 

unregistered PwD voters & also improve the facilities for PwDs at polling stations through 

SVEEP activities in 2019.  

 Many ethnic and tribal communities, who live in conditions of extreme poverty, are often 

excluded from the electoral process due to various social factors. In Karnataka, such communities 

constitute nearly 7% of the State‟s total population. The Directorate of Tribal Welfare assisted in 
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the setting up of 28 Ethnic Polling Stations in 18 Assembly Constituencies of 8 districts. 

Significant efforts were made to reach out to primitive tribes dwelling in deep forests. The 

intervention has lead to an increase of 10.38% in the number of tribals who have obtained 

registration. Further, voter turnout in tribal-dominated areas has increased from 76.98% to 

81.51%. A significant improvement is visible in almost all the polling stations located in tribal-

dominated areas except Madikeri (PS 45), Piriyapatna (PS 212) and Virajpet (PS 190). 

 A comprehensive mechanism has been deployed for timely redressal of electors‟ grievances and 

reporting of such grievances to the Election Commission of India and other concerned 

authorities. The total number of complaints received in the state during 2018 general election   

was 15,412 of which 14,795 have been redressed while 618 cases are still pending. The 

highest number of complaints was received through the PGR portal while the lowest number 

of complaints was received via letters, emails, etc. from ECI and other sources. A 

comparison of grievance redressal at the state and district levels (as given in table 2.28) shows 

that about 99 percent of complaints at the district-level have been addressed while, at the state-

level, 96% of the complaints have been disposed. Chikballapur district recorded the highest 

number of complaints while Udupi and Haveri districts received the lowest number of complaints. 

Bangalore urban has the highest number of pending cases while in most districts all the 

complaints have been disposed.  

 During the 2018 GAE, the total value of assets that have been seized, based on complaints, was 

Rs. 184.6 crore. Cash, gold and gold ornaments, and liquor have been seized in large quantities 

due to the vigilant practices of the EC.  

 Electoral Literacy Clubs (ELCs) aim to promote electoral literacy among the youth and new 

voters studying in educational institutions. 21,743 ELCs have already been established in 

Karnataka with these ELCs reaching out to 16.18 lakh students. 

 Booth Level Awareness Groups (BAGs) are based on the active participation of volunteers at the 

booth level. A „democracy warrior‟ is identified from every booth to ensure elimination of any 

malpractice and to protect the democratic principles which are embedded in the electoral process. 

The first leg of this initiative, including its website and training programme, was launched on 

January 12, 2019. 52,593 BAGs have been formed in the state and 8341 campus ambassadors are 

appointed.  

 The Elections Performance Index (EPI) helps ECI to identify best practices and areas for 

improvement. Uttara Kannada, Chamarajanagara and Mandya Districts hold the top three 

positions while Yadgir, Gulbarga and Bangalore districts are in the last three positions. Both 

Uttara Kannada and Chamarajanagar districts, which figure in the top positions, were able to 

identify most of the PwDs and get them registered. These districts have not only been able to get 

the PwDs registered but have also encouraged and supported them to cast their votes, which has 
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resulted their obtaining a voting index of about 0.78 (Uttara Kannada) and 0.82 

(Chamarajanagara). Uttara Kannada District has also made efforts in getting the young voters 

registered. On the contrary, Gulbarga and Yadgir have recorded a low level of PwD and young 

voters‟ identification and registration, with the voter turnout too of these categories being quite 

low. However, it is recognized that migration could also be one of the reasons for the low turnout 

ratio, although the verification of this hypotheses is beyond the scope of this study. 

 Juxtaposing development, as measured by the district HDI, and the election performance index, 

has enabled the recognition of a relationship between the two measures across all districts. Almost 

all the poorly performing districts, in terms of election performance, belong to Belgaum and 

Gulbarga divisions. It is assessed that migration, access to the booth etc. could be some of the 

barriers to participation of electors in the election process. In Karnataka, although there has been a 

gradual upward shift in overall voter turnout, systematic efforts should be continued to identify 

the likely causes, including socio-economic factors, for low voter turnout ratio, and to strengthen 

the electoral process in the laggard districts. 

SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE 

 Respondents in the age cohort of 46 - 60 years constituted a larger share (27.3%) of the total 

respondents followed by those in the 36 - 45 years cohort (23.3%). 

 Males constituted 55.25% of the respondents, while, 44.56% of the respondents were females and 

0.19% of respondents belonged to the Third Gender. 

 Location wise distribution shows that 46.2% of the respondents were from urban areas with the 

rest being based in rural areas. 

 1.8% of the respondents in the sample reported to have some form of disability. A higher 

proportion of disabled respondents were from rural areas and Belgaum division. 

 Across social groups, a majority of the respondents belonged to OBC (33.6%) followed by others 

(24.4%), SC (22.4%), ST (10.4%) and Minority (9.1%) respectively. 

 The proportion of respondents who were illiterate or completed primary school education or 

completed high school education was higher in the sample. 

 Based on occupational categories, respondents who were engaged in 

Labourer/Cultivator/Agriculture and Allied Activities constituted the highest proportion of 

respondents. 

 0.92% of respondents in the state had migrated in the last one year. The proportion of respondents 

who had migrated was higher in Bangalore, Belgaum and Gulbarga divisions. 

 At the aggregate level, television and newspaper & magazines were the major media to which 

respondents were exposed on a daily basis. 
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KNOWLEDGE 

 At the aggregate (state) level, 83.1% of respondents were aware of the minimum age of 

registration to become a voter. The highest proportion of aware respondents was recorded in  

Belgaum division (87.8%) while the lowest proportion was seen in Gulbarga division (70.1%). 

Across occupation of respondents, the highest level of awareness (92.1%) was reported by 

students while the lowest awareness (75.5%) was among respondents who were 

labourers/cultivators and those involved in agriculture and allied activities. Thus, additional 

interventions are needed to create awareness in this regard among those segments which have a 

low level of awareness regarding the minimum age of registration. 

 Only 23.3% of the respondents were aware that 1
st
 January of the year of revision of electoral roll 

is the date for determining qualifying age to get registered in electoral rolls. About 33% of the 

respondents stated that the date of the 18
th
 birthday was the relevant date. A majority of the 

respondents in the younger age group too were unaware of the qualifying date. Thus, awareness 

campaigns should also focus on informing citizens about the qualifying age to get registered in 

electoral rolls. 

 79% of the respondents stated that they were unaware of the date of voter‟s day. Only about 

10.2% of the respondents were aware of 25
th
 January every year as the date of voters day, while 

10.8% of respondents mentioned an incorrect date. Only 7.2% of respondents were aware that 

voters day celebrations were organized by local bodies in their area. The overall level of 

awareness regarding the date of voters day as well as the celebration of voters day has been 

lowest in Mysore district. 

 44.4% of the respondents were aware of the NOTA option in EVMs. The highest level of 

awareness (57.2%) regarding NOTA was in Bangalore division while the lowest level of 

awareness (35.8%) was seen in Mysore division, indicating a wide gap in awareness levels across 

divisions.  

 At the aggregate (state) level, only about half of the respondents (50.9%) had seen Braille signage 

or heard about Braille signage in EVMs. Only 33.7% of illiterate respondents were aware of this 

initiative which is targeted at the visually impaired. These findings indicate that more emphasis is 

required on making people aware of the presence of Braille signs in EVMs. Widespread 

awareness generation in this context will enable visually challenged persons to actively take part 

in the electoral process.  

 54.3% of the respondents in Karnataka were aware of VVPAT machines with these respondents 

stating that they had either seen the machines or had heard about them. 62.6% of respondents in 

Bangalore division were aware of VVPATs as compared to 40.4% in Gulbarga division, 

reflecting a significant difference in awareness regarding VVPAT across the State‟s divisions.  
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 76.3% of respondents believed that the EVMs could not be manipulated, with 43.1% of the 

respondents being of the view that EVMs could not be manipulated at all thereby confirming the 

trust of a majority of electors in these machines. However, a larger proportion of respondents with 

a higher level of education (above higher secondary) felt that the EVMs were open to 

manipulation. Therefore, it should be attempted to interact/communicate with the people with 

higher educational qualifications so as to make them aware of the genuineness and infallibility of 

EVMs. About 41.6% of respondents in Bangalore division felt that the machines could be 

manipulated, in contrast to 7.6% in Belgaum division. Therefore, additional programmes for 

awareness generation in this regard are necessary for voters, especially urban voters, in Bangalore 

division.  

 At the aggregate level, only 46.1% of respondents were aware of the guideline that mere 

possession of EPIC Card was not sufficient for the registered persons to cast their vote. 

 A majority of the respondents stated that television (81.7%) and newspapers/magazines (28.4%) 

were reliable source of information about elections and politics. On the other hand, only 16.2% of 

the respondents relied on radio for their information requirements. 

ATTITUDE 

 A majority of the respondents across classification categories (location, division, age, social 

group, education level, occupation) considered voting to be their Right and Duty. 

 The other important reasons for casting of votes across various categories of respondents were: 

vote as a catalyst for changing the prevailing system, availability of a good candidate, a candidate 

being preferred by voters, and obtaining registration in electoral list, and receiving voters slip.  

 The major reasons for not voting were absence of name in the electoral list, not having EPIC, lack 

of voter slip, voter being away from the constituency during elections, long queue in the polling 

centre & lack of time to vote. It may be useful for the EC to consider such issues and address 

constraints/barriers so that registered individuals could cast their votes with ease. 

 Most respondents reported a positive attitude towards voting and the electoral process in general.  

 A majority of the respondents had a positive attitude towards ethical voting.  

 A higher proportion of rural respondents, and respondents with lower levels of education had a 

positive attitude towards ethical voting as compared to other categories of respondents. 

 A higher proportion of respondents belonging to Belgaum and Gulbarga divisions had a positive 

opinion on ethical voting as compared to the other two divisions.  
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PRACTICE 

 89.5% of respondents were enrolled in the voter list while 7.6% of respondents said that their 

application was under review, and 2.9% of the respondents had never registered. 3.4% of urban 

respondents had never enrolled themselves in the voters list as against 2.5% of rural respondents, 

indicating an urgent need for interventions in urban areas to get the eligible voters enrolled in the 

voters list. In Mysore division, about 12% of the respondents stated that their application was 

under review. The process of registration needs to be made faster in this division so that the 

eligible voters receive their EPIC without further delay.  

 A considerable proportion of respondents with higher levels of education had never registered 

themselves in the electoral rolls. Therefore, focused interventions are required to encourage 

people with higher level of education (mainly those with higher secondary level of education and 

above) to get registered in the electoral rolls so that they can actively take part in the electoral 

process. 

 70.8% of respondents stated that they had visited the enrolment office only once for the purpose 

of registering their names in the voters‟ list while 18.3% had undertaken two visits, 5.7% of the 

respondents had made three visits and 1.3% of respondents had to make more than three visits. 

Those respondents who had visited the enrolment office more than three times for getting 

registered stated that they faced multiple problems. About 48.9% of them faced problems at the 

registration centre while 36.2% of them did not possess the requisite documents. 12.8% of such 

respondents mentioned that money was demanded for registration and 2.1% of such respondents 

said that the officials therein refused to register them in the rolls. Thus, interventions are needed 

to make people aware of the documents required for registration, and also make arrangements to 

facilitate the disadvantaged sections of society to obtain the requisite documents. Also, the 

administrative machinery should take necessary steps to tackle the issue of bribes in the 

registration process.  

 The number of visits undertaken by rural respondents to obtain registration was more than that by 

urban respondents. Further, the proportion of respondents who had to visit more than once was 

higher in Mysore and Bangalore divisions. These issues need special attention from the 

administrative machinery in order to increase and facilitate the registration of new eligible voters, 

especially those from rural areas. 

 93% of the respondents reported to possessing an EPIC Card.  

 The major means for enrolment were: visiting the local voter enrolment centre, Special Enrolment 

Drives and BLO‟s visit to residence.  

 The primary source of awareness to enrol during special enrolment drive was Local TV 

channels/FM/community radio followed by newspaper/pamphlets/banners, Tom-Tom 

announcements and electoral literacy campaigns. 
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 66.3% of respondents felt that the enrolment procedure was easy while 2.8% perceived that the 

process was difficult, and 17.5% of the respondents were indifferent to it. Thus, a majority of the 

respondents felt the registration process was easy. 

 The major reasons cited by the respondents who didn‟t register in the voter list were that they 

were unaware of the enrolment procedure, and that the procedure of enrolment was cumbersome. 

 About 91% of the respondents had voted in the last general assembly elections. 

 Nearly 84.6% of the respondents reported that drinking water facility was available at the polling 

station while 90.9% of them reported that the polling station had proper lighting.  

 12.5 % of voter-respondents expressed that they faced difficulty due to lack of suitable facilities 

in the polling station. Based on respondent opinion, the facilities that need to be improved are 

wheelchair facility, ramp facility, separate entry and exit facility, helpdesk facility, signs for 

direction to polling stations and separate queues for women, PwDs and senior citizens at polling 

stations and toilet facilities. 

SVEEP AND ITS IMPACT 

 58.5% of electors were able to recall the elections-related campaign, and the recall rate has 

increased from 44.4% to 58.5% thereby confirming the visibility of the SVEEP activity. 

Awareness levels were higher among the urban respondents, educated and young voters.  

 Key sources of information about the election and related information were TV advertisements 

and programmes (84.9%) along with Newspapers/magazines (58.1%) and Activities such as 

Rallies, Prabhat Pheris, and loudspeaker announcement (56.7%). 

 The most catchy message/slogan in the EC‟s messages was “Voting is my right and duty”. 86.9% 

of the respondents had received this message through various sources. This was followed by 

72.5% of the respondents being able to recall messages which contained the date of voting and 

schedules.  

 About half of the respondents could not recall ICONS/STARS representing election commission 

in the promotional messages which seek to inform the importance of registration/voting. The 

highest level of recall was recorded in Bangalore division.  

 57.5% of the respondents were of the view that Cricketer Rahul Dravid was the most 

appealing/motivating personality followed by Poet and Jnanapitha Awardee Dr. Chandrasekhar 

Kambara (8.6%). Scientist, Bharat Ratna CNR Rao and Saalu Marada Thimmakka were also 

found to be motivating personalities.  

 The usage of election commission website was at low levels. 4.4 % of the respondents reported 

having accessed the election commission‟s website while 21.6% of respondents were unaware 

about the existence of the website. Among those who accessed the website, 62.7% had accessed 

the website for searching their names and other details on the electoral list followed by 23.4% of 
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respondents who reported that they visited the website to obtain details regarding the polling date, 

schedule etc. 

 1.7% of the sampled respondents had contacted the call centre for enquiries and complaints 

whereas 73.2% of respondents were unaware of the call centre facility. Among those who 

reported to having used the call centre facility, 41.0% had used the facility to get their doubts 

clarified doubts about the registration process followed by 34.4% of respondents who had 

contacted the call centre regarding the polling dates and details. Thus, it may be useful for the EC 

to create more awareness about the call centre facility as a mode of registering complaints and 

resolving various queries related to the electoral process. 

 2.6% of the respondents had used the Chunavana app to know the schedule of the elections, and 

to find their polling station. Thus, additional efforts may be required to create awareness 

regarding the app and the services provided through the app. 

 Voter education is one of the interventions done by the Election Commission to increase electoral 

participation by informing voters about the specifics and mechanics of the voting process. Several 

edutainment materials were introduced under the SVEEP intervention and the most effective 

methods have been Drama, elections songs and pamphlets (about 37.6% respondents being aware 

of it) followed by posters, hoardings, standees, signboards, wallpainting, wall hangings, roll maps 

by (36.7%) and video films about EVM and VVPAT (33.8%).  

 About 40% of respondents below the age of 30 years were aware of Electoral literacy clubs. 

53.1% of such respondents had participated in the ELCs activities, and 73.2% of the young 

respondents felt that participation in ELCs had motivated them to vote in the last GAE.  

 From the perspective of implementing agencies, a major hindrance faced by the concerned 

officers in the registration process was about desirous registrants not possessing the date of birth 

proof document.  

 Problems faced by officers in identifying and registering the PwDs include the shortage of time 

and the non-availability of information about PwDs from the concerned department. The 

concerned officers were of the opinion that these issues need to be resolved in order to increase 

the registration of PwD voters.  

 Regarding the effectiveness of the SVEEP campaign, about 45% of the officials felt that the 

SVEEP campaign was excellent while 50% of them reported it to be very good. A majority of the 

officers felt that Sakhi booths were one of the best measures taken by the district administration to 

make the SVEEP intervention more effective. Also, involvement of multiple media, provision of 

voter helpdesk, effectiveness of ELC etc., were some of the other important measures which were 

stated to be making SVEEP more effective. 
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 With respect to the edutainment material developed during the previous GAE, officials indicated a 

higher level of satisfaction with the innovative posters, handbills, Radio Jingles, state level and, 

district level ambassadors and TV advertisements.  

 Lack of funds for maintaining all facilities designed for the election process was reported to be 

major challenge faced by officials.  

9.2 Focus Group Discussions  

PwD 

 Although awareness existed regarding the process of registration, the major challenge faced 

by PwDs is their constrained mobility which prevents them from taking actions on their own 

to obtain registration. Also, awareness regarding the dates and time of registration was found 

to be low. 

 Certain days should be allocated for the registration of PwDs. It was also suggested that 

separate queues should be made for PwDs to cast their votes, or that PwDs should be given 

preference to cast their votes (without having to stand in queues).  

 It was felt that political parties should nominate PwD candidates so that PwD voters have an 

incentive to vote for individuals who appreciate the issues faced by PwDs. 

 It was suggested that voting centres should have basic facilities such as drinking water, 

wheelchair, and informational materials in Braille script for the visually impaired. 

 EVMs were found to be acceptable by PwD respondents as they found it easy to cast their 

votes in these machines. 

 People expect that the EC introduces more mechanisms to prevent bribing of voters. 

 Respondents were of the view that the campaigns that are carried out under SVEEP should be 

designed based on local contexts and should be implemented to highlight the process and 

advantages of voting. 

Women 

 Most women respondents were unaware of the registration process. They had obtained some 

information through aaganwadi workers, but the women respondents sought support in 

obtaining their voter IDs by providing the requisite documents. It was mentioned that social 

workers were helpful in reaching out to women and encouraging them to participate in the 

electoral process. 

 Respondents were of the view that women should have a separate time for voting and that 

their queue should be separate from that of men.  
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 It was suggested that the voters list needs to be updated regularly and displayed in the 

concerned registration centre, so that discrepancies, if any, can be rectified. It was also stated 

that voter ID cards should be provided free-of-cost to women. 

 Women respondents sought basic seating facility, restrooms and drinking water in the polling 

stations. It was also suggested that the polling stations should be located in proximity to the 

residential areas as women cannot travel long distances away from their homes to cast their 

votes.  

 Women found the EVMs to be acceptable and felt that these machines enabled free and fair 

elections. 

 It was mentioned that Women SHGs were offered bribes to encourage their members to vote 

for certain candidates, and that individual women too were offered cash and gifts to cast their 

vote in favour of certain candidates/political party.  

Youth 

 Youth respondents in the FGDs did not possess clarity on the process of registration. This was 

particularly seen among youth with lower levels of education with these individuals being 

unaware of the officers to be contacted for registration. They were also unaware of the BLO 

and the BLO‟s activities. They were also unaware of the documents required to obtain 

registration. 

 It was seen that most youth are dependent on social media to obtain information regarding 

voting and registration. They felt that the campaigns transmitted inadequate information about 

voting. It was also mentioned that the campaigns focus on voting but have minimal content on 

the registration process. 

 It was also stated that the Electoral literacy clubs should be more proactive and help eligible 

students to obtain registration. 

 It was mentioned that many young electors did not cast their vote as private sector employers 

did not provide paid leave on voting day.  

 Respondents felt that a reason for low turnout amongst youth was the low representation of 

youth among candidates nominated by leading political parties. Also, it was suggested that the 

EC‟s campaigns should feature youth icons, and also share information regarding NOTA 

which is a tool for the youth to share their displeasure. 

 It was stated that many young persons migrate in search of jobs or for education. Such 

persons are unable to cast their votes due to lack of provision to cast their votes in the location 

of their residence (place of work) or to vote remotely in the polling station near their 

permanent residence. 
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 The youth respondents were satisfied with the performance and reliability of EVMs and it 

was also mentioned that the use of such innovative technologies should be encouraged. 

SC/ST 

 Most of the SC/ST participants were unaware of the registration process. They mentioned that 

the voters list was not updated. It was also stated that community leaders had not provided the 

necessary information and BLO did not visit villages for registration. 

 It was felt that the registration process should not be activated at the time of elections but 

should be an ongoing process so as to make it convenient for people to obtain registration at 

their convenience. 

 It was perceived that voters did not trust the candidates as these candidates are not accessible 

after they are elected. Also, it was felt that the elected representatives do not carry out 

developmental activities with commitment resulting in people becoming demotivated to cast 

their votes.  

 Respondents stated that distant polling stations dissuaded people from travelling to cast their 

votes. This is especially seen with reference to dailywagers and labourers.  

Excluded Communities/Migrants/Third Gender/Others 

 Excluded Communities form one of the voiceless communities in the electoral process. They 

are, by and large, unaware of the voter registration process due to lack of access to reliable 

sources who could guide them in voter registration and the electoral process. It was also 

mentioned that many individuals of these communities did not possess the necessary identity 

documents to insist upon obtaining registration.  

 It was learnt that migration is prevalent in these communities and that the costs involved in 

casting votes is high among migrants due to costs of travel and loss of wages. It was 

mentioned that turnout of such migrants could improve if transport facilities are provided by 

the EC. 

 Participants belonging to the third gender stated that they faced administrative hurdles, 

including the lack of supporting documents, in obtaining registration.  

 TV advertisements, loudspeaker campaigns, and campaigns by Local Icons/Stars have been 

the major sources of election-related information for these communities 

 Bribing of these communities‟ voters during elections was stated to be widely prevalent  

 It was sought by the respondents that the EC should deploy adequate police personnel at the 

polling station to prevent any inconvenience/trouble to voters from these communities  
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9.3 Recommendations  

This study has thrown up interesting observations and results based on which a few recommendations 

have been suggested for the consideration of the Election Commission. It is assessed that effecting 

improvements in the electoral participation would require the commission to adopt a set of short term 

and long term measures as behavioural changes would be seen over time. Therefore, certain measures 

that can be taken to increase voter turnout and improve electoral participation in the upcoming 

elections, and those which can be executed currently over a longer time span are presented.  

The long term measures can include a dedicated entity that deals primarily with SVEEP interventions 

through continuous campaigns conducted throughout the year, organizes refresher and orientation 

courses to be held annually for the involved staff in order to update them with the latest initiatives of 

the EC, and steps to improve the level of civic participation among citizens. Educational Institutions 

including colleges and universities, NCC and NSS Organisations, Panchayat Raj Institutions or Local 

Self Governments should be mandated to raise the awareness levels among the eligible voters through 

multiple strategies. Further, initiatives to increase the voter registration and voter turnout can be 

intensified with the identification of assembly constituencies and polling stations that have a history 

of low voter registration and low voter turnout. Due to the general and common observations about 

the influence of money and muscle power in elections, the need to check political expenditure and 

political funding and its sources should be of utmost importance. The EC could consider making ot 

mandatory for candidates/political parties to place their election expenditure and funding sources to 

public scrutiny so as to assure transparency and accountability.  

The short term measures include steps such as appointment of committed and informed officers at the 

Taluk level to execute the SVEEP plan, based on well-designed and customized strategizes to reach 

out to the target groups through preferred media such as online media, print, or electronic media or 

even loudspeaker/Tam-Tam/Dangura campaigns. Further, the EC could develop a mechanism 

including the provision of help desk to facilitate the provision of all the necessary information and 

facilities (including adequate security personnel, basic conveniences such as drinking water and 

restrooms) in polling stations so that voting can take place autonomously and in a safe environment.  

The study‟s findings reinforce the need to urgently develop a policy and intervene strategically 

through a preparation of a multi-dimensional roadmap for civic and voter education. Specific 

proposals that could be considered for the SVEEP campaign include - 
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Long term measures for SVEEP 

Long term measures constitute a continuous process to bring about sustained improvements of the 

electoral process, with these measures being implemented post-elections too. 

 A dedicated body/wing can be constituted within EC to design and formulate/implement the 

SVEEP strategies and campaigns. Inherent feedback mechanisms can enable timely innovations 

and interventions so as to improve the effectiveness of the campaigns.  

 In order to achieve the long-term objective of increasing citizens‟ electoral participation, a five 

year SVEEP plan can be formulated and implemented in stages. An annual impact Assessment 

can guide appropriate modifications if required. 

 Refresher and orientation courses should be held annually for the election-related staff, in order to 

update them with the latest initiatives of the EC. This exercise will also enable the EC to get 

periodic feedback from the staff about the ground realities, and hence, trigger further 

improvements in the campaigns.  

 To improve civic awareness and educate voters about the electoral process, EC needs to address 

the larger institutional and structural issues impacting access, inclusivity and ethical electoral 

participation. While creating awareness is a concrete step in this direction, it is important that a 

larger multi-institutional initiative, spanning across governmental departments/institutions be 

implemented so that no voter is left behind in the electoral process.  

 The new voters (youth) need to be focused upon by including emerging democratic principles and 

innovative electoral mechanisms in the curricula of higher secondary institutions, colleges and 

universities. Various events (e.g. moot Parliament) could be organized in academic institutions so 

as to inculcate the spirit of being politically aware/active and bring awareness among the youth 

 Educational Institutions should enable students to get registered in their respective campuses only. 

Necessary fields to obtain information regarding voter registration can be added in the college and 

university forms/database to identify students who need to be supported in obtaining registration.  

 NSS and NCC divisions in educational institutions could be actively involved in educating and 

motivating students. Performances with educational messages that raise the awareness about 

voting and elections can be introduced as part of their activities.  

 Block Level Officers can collect information of students who are eligible for voting and facilitate 

their registration process. 

 A majority of the State‟s population resides in rural areas and, hence, round-the-year campaigns 

may be conducted with the involvement of local institutions. 

 The EC could identify assembly constituencies and polling stations which have a history of low 

voter registration and voter turnout, and intervention measures could be initiated to address the 

barriers leading to lower electoral participation.  
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 EC should employ additional mechanism to check election expenditure by political parties and 

individuals. It should contemplate on the possibility of public funding of elections or make the 

political funding subject to scrutiny (incl. through social audits).  

 Information regarding addition/modification/ deletion of name from the electoral rolls should be 

intimated by sending a SMS. 

 National Voters Day should be celebrated on a wide scale by all government bodies, including 

local governments, to generate interest among voters. 

Short Term Measures for SVEEP 

These measures include steps that can be implemented in time for the upcoming elections. 

Assessments, conducted before-and-after every election could guide the design of these measures. 

 A taluk-level nodal officer for execution of SVEEP campaigns can be appointed in every taluk of 

the State.  

 Training sessions for the concerned staff can be organized for better understanding and 

implementation of the involved activities.  

 Digital promotion through mobile phones (e.g sharing information regarding registration centres 

and polling stations through geofencing) can be undertaken so as to attract young voters to 

register themselves and cast their votes. 

 Short edutainment films regarding electoral participation should be screened in all cinema halls 

before the screening of movies and during movie intervals. 

 Advertisements should be customized/targeted to meet the information requirements of specific 

segments (e.g. registration-related information for students, voting-related information for women 

and PwD)  

 Special enrolment drives could be held in universities and colleges before the 

announcement/conduct of elections. Also, special campaigns could be held in all villages to 

ensure that all eligible persons are registered. 

 Hoardings and rallies could be used effectively in vantage locations in cities and towns with the 

hoardings carrying attractive messages regarding enrolment and voting.  

 Helpdesks should be set up in all polling stations by the EC and not by political parties  

 Adequate security arrangements should be made at all the polling stations to ensure free and fair 

voting. Special arrangements should be made at those polling stations which have been declared 

as being highly sensitive or sensitive. 

 Adequate arrangements for first aid, ambulance and fire brigade should be made in the polling 

stations. 

 Companions for assistance to Persons with Disabilities need to be provisioned in each AC.  
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 Information regarding voting dates, polling stations, websites, candidates, and political parties 

should be made accessible to PwDs.  

 Government officers and other related stakeholders need to trained to bring about an attitudinal 

change for dealing with PwD voters, Third Gender community members and excluded 

communities.  

The EC could consider adoption of the proposed short-term and long-term measures and also take 

additional steps by appealing to voters, political parties and other stakeholders to increase their 

participation and thereby strengthen the electoral process in the State. Karnataka has indeed, over 

time, laid down a high benchmark for what SVEEP can achieve and the State Election Machinery 

could continue to set higher benchmarks in election administration. 

9.4. Challenges and Opportunities  

A few challenges and opportunities that have been identified based on this study are discussed below. 

1. Bridging Gender Gap: The gender gap in voting and elector participation has been reducing over 

the years. However, sustained efforts are required to completely eliminate this gap and bring about 

gender parity in participation.  

2. Urban Apathy: Urban apathy can be addressed by more engaging interventions beyond traditional 

communication channels and by the adoption of new and social media, possibly in partnership with 

the private sector. The EC could consider these interventions especially in cosmopolitan cities so that 

registered voters do not equate voting day with a general holiday for personal entertainment. The EC 

could design suitable messages to deter such behaviour and also utilize the services of multiple 

agencies (including the private sector) to ensure that voter turnout improves in urban areas. Also, as 

far as possible, the schedule of voting days could be designed so as to avoid creating a series of 

holidays before and after voting days. 

3. Youth: The newly eligible voters, youth in the 18-19 year age group, constitute about four per cent 

of the total eligible population (as per the Census 2011 and population projections). Unlike other age-

cohorts, this group is a major challenge as enrolment in this age-cohort has to commence from zero 

every year. Also, various studies have shown that if voting, as a habit, is not inculcated in the early 

years, it becomes harder to make older people to adopt the practice. While engaging educational 

institutions (through ELCs) in SVEEP has given considerable benefits, the challenge now is to reach 

out to more youth outside the formal educational institutions. 

4. Migration & Change of Residence: India is a country on the move with its citizens shifting base 

frequently for education, marriage, work, for better careers, and for a better quality of life etc. More 
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often than not, this shift entails movement from one state to another or from village to town or town to 

metropolis or within the same urban centre for reasons of housing/accommodation. The internal 

migration situation poses a major challenge for electoral registration and voter participation. While 

some categories of workers, such as agricultural labourers, may migrate during specific seasons, quite 

a few Indians migrate and live in places other than their place of birth for years and yet not feel that 

they “belong” to that place. All members of their family may not migrate with them. Migrants may be 

unable to obtain voter identity cards in the place to which they have migrated. Also, they may fail to 

get their names deleted from the Electoral Rolls of their original place of residence. Migrants may 

also wilfully decide to not shift their names in the electoral roll for other interests. There is a need to 

reach out to this migrant population and capture the related information in an authentic manner. The 

related issue of missing names of migrants need to be addressed suitably as part of the Electoral Roll 

updation and SVEEP management. This would also call for the sensitisation of voters to fill in the 

necessary forms (and provide suitable supporting documents) and check their names on the electoral 

roll well before the last date for inclusion/deletion in the electoral rolls. 

5. Participation Pattern: The classical gap noticed in the turnout between local election and 

Assembly election and between Assembly election and Parliamentary election points to a disconnect 

with the national federal structure. SVEEP should adopt some bold new measures to address this 

detachment rather than passively accepting this fact. 

6. Booth Level Officers: The presence of BLOs is the most differentiating aspect of the Indian voter 

education programme. Having a grassroots network of workers who have been a part of multiple 

elections is possibly unparalleled anywhere in the world. BLOs need to be better resourced and better 

enabled so that they can continue to deliver on voter education and facilitate the involved processes 

more effectively. BLOs should be sensitized through orientation programme and training programmes 

that voter education is an essential part of their job, along with updation of the electoral roll. 

7. Evidence Based Interventions: ECI has taken great strides in favour of evidence based 

interventions, and the use of this evidence can be further optimised. Specific interventions are 

possible for each PS based on voter registration and turnout. Since this data is already available with 

the DEO, the disaggregated information/data should be provided to those recognized entities which 

are engaged in increasing participation. Collecting age-wise data relating to voter turnout would be 

imperative in the coming days. While this analysis needs to be shared with the BLOs, it also needs to 

be disseminated in the public domain so as to make the process transparent and unbiased. 

8. CSR Linkages: Resourceful corporate sector firms could formally implement a few SVEEP 

interventions under the domain of CSR activities for which they are mandated to spend atleast two 

percent of their net profit. EC has already taken up the issue with the Ministry of Corporate Affairs for 

inclusion of „Voter education and awareness and electoral participation‟ in the activities under CSR as 
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given in schedule VII of „The Companies Act 2013‟. Irrespective of such formal inclusion, corporate 

houses could be motivated to take up the cause of electoral participation among employees and other 

accessible communities without further delay. 

9. Engagement with Schools: SVEEP has discovered that, potentially, its most important and long 

lasting partners are schools which are geographically dispersed and have about 100 percent 

enrolment. As the current school students are tomorrow‟s new voters, garneting their interest and 

engaging them in the democratic processes would be useful to ensure their registration and voting. It 

is important to keep voter education relevant, practical and renewed/updated through a host of 

curricular, co-curricular and extra-curricular methods. Production and distribution of quality 

edutainment material as „Election Kits‟ or „Democracy Kits‟ among schools will be a necessary step 

in this direction. Nodal officers for this purpose need to be identified in concerned offices of the EC.  

10. Optimising the use of Social Media: One of the most engaging and interactive communication 

channels, especially for the young voters, is social media. This has been reflected during the Lok 

Sabha 2014 elections as well. The trend is likely to continue to increase over the next few years. EC 

and the SVEEP Division have forayed into social media‟s use, but at lower levels than the use of 

social media by certain political parties and CSOs. With many CEOs and DEOs having their 

Facebook pages, these pages could be made more active and interactive with updates and pictures and 

videos by involving professional in the area of social media advertising/promotion. New engagement 

activities, new updates, profiles, field stories and interaction, chat with CEOs, DEOs and SVEEP 

managers could be undertaken. An ECI YouTube channel has also been initiated but its presence, in 

terms of viewer engagement, needs to be increased by making it more user-friendly, interactive and 

engaging. For SVEEP, this is a great touchpoint with young voters and aspiring and future voters as 

well. Other social media platforms like Twitter, Blogs, mobile apps etc., can also be utilized for voter 

interaction, updating of information and also for announcements. But, awareness about use of IT 

applications should be created, possibly as part of the Digital India initiatives. Voter Interactivity by 

the EC would entail the development of an inhouse team of professionals to provide back-end services 

and responses (online reputation management). 

11. Dialogues and Debates: Election managers who grapple with the issue of youth participation are 

confronted with hard questions which are required to be answered by politicians rather than election 

managers. India‟s youth have frequently voiced the absence of any platform to engage with 

politicians, ask questions and to share their aspirations without having to join a political forum. In its 

current design, SVEEP has not focused deeply on these questions. At some stage, it needs to attend to 

this issue, by possibly involving Campus Ambassadors and BAGs as a starting point. SVEEP has to 

examine if it can neutrally mediate a dialogue between the youth and political formations in the 
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interest of informed and ethical participation. The need for such platforms wherein communication 

and negotiation can take place is equally valid for groups also along with the youth. 

12. Innovations: SVEEP has witnessed numerous innovations since 2009. Many of these innovations 

are now Standard Operating Procedures, which have yielded the intended benefits. For duly 

facilitating, motivating and informing voters, so that participation levels in complex contexts are 

higher than what has already been achieved, the rate of innovations will have to be sustained or 

accelerated. Most of the innovations have to be put in place at the district and the sub-district levels so 

that the local specific issues are addressed effectively. SVEEP Committees at various levels will have 

to draw upon creative ideas and solutions. Exchange of good practices would help in replicating 

successes in similar situations. A good practice or innovation by one DEO or CEO may be 

successfully adopted by others and, upon validation, such innovations may be incorporated in the 

State plan. 

13. Experience Sharing & Documentation: SVEEP has been effective because of strong ownership 

across the entire election machinery. SVEEP is a now a core component of the Indian election 

management/administration system. This programme will have the responsibility for creating 

advocacy for itself. There is a need for creating platforms such as journals, newsletters, portals, and 

workspaces for SVEEP, wherein managers/administrators and stakeholders express, share and learn 

their insights and experiences from across the country. 
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Appendix Table 1.1: Sample Constituencies in Belgaum Division 

Type of 

constituency 

Name of the 

Assembly 

Constituency 

District to 

which it 

belongs 

Voter 

turnout 

ratio- 

2018 

Polling station 

code/Part 

Number as of  

2018 

District 

Code 

Assembly 

code 
Remark 

SC Raybag (SC) Belgaum 

88.54% 188 

01 006 

  

89.44% 078   

48.20% 127   

31.02% 175   

ST 
Yemkanamardi 

(ST) 
Belgaum 

95.09% 096 

01 010 

  

91.34% 099   

60.43% 198   

31.32% 227   

Sub-Urban Badami Bagalkot  

94.90% 186 

02 023 

  

94.30% 202   

63.16% 150 Pink 

49.60% 154   

City 
Hubli Dharwad 

West 
Dharwad 

90.44% 198 

09 074 

  

84.28% 184   

27.63% 234   

45.17% 212   

Rural 

Backward 
Belgaum Rural  Belgaum 

96.69% 166 

01 013 

  

93.37% 108   

43.47% 061   

42.19% 065   

Highest 

change in the 

TO ratio 

Babaleswar Bijapur 

91.29% 106 

03 029 

  

76.46% 104 Pink 

59.42% 016   

56.35% 013   

Rural 

Developed 
Bagalkot Bagalkot 

88.90% 185 

02 024 

  

88.10% 047   

62.07% 162 Pink 

34.47% 163   

Lowest 

Turnout 
DevaraHippargi Bijapur 

85.25% 022 

03 027 

  

65.75% 040 Pink 

21.95% 108   

15.94% 107   

Highest 

Turnout  
ChikodiSadalga Belgaum 

95.32% 188 

11 002 

  

94.80% 183   

62.03% 221   

60.98% 220   

Coastal Kunta UK 

92.56% 006 

10 078 

  

83.72% 099 Pink 

63.53% 206   

61.23% 200   
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Appendix Table 1.2: Sample Constituencies in Gulbarga Division 

Type of 

constituency 

Name of the 

Assembly 

Constituency 

District to 

which it 

belongs 

Voter 

turnout 

ratio - 

2018 

Polling 

station 

code/Part 

Number as 

of 2018 

District 

Code 

Assembly 

code 
Remark 

SC Chincholi (SC) Gulbarga  

93.37% 046 

04 042 

  

92.42% 176   

68.56% 137 Pink 

50.21% 136   

ST 
Raichur Rural 

(ST) 
Raichur  

91.12% 081 

06 053 

  

57.46% 023 Pink 

44.62% 008 PwD 

29.07% 013   

Sub-Urban Koppal Koppal 

95.29% 241 

07 064 

  

94.85% 154   

57.04% 126 Pink 

31.40% 142   

City Gulbarga Dakshin Gulbarga  

86.30% 206 

04 044 

  

80.31% 208   

48.63% 118   

27.09% 139   

Rural 

Backward 
Sedam Gulbarga  

88.95% 148 

04 041 

  

88.10% 078   

64.69% 109 Pink 

32.57% 082   

Lowest 

Turnout 
Raichur   Raichur  

85.25% 022 

06 054 

  

48.04% 026 Pink 

54.19% 179 PwD 

15.94% 107   

Highest 

Turnout  
Yelburga Koppal 

94.44% 053 

07 063 

  

93.09% 036   

56.52% 081   

54.19% 080   
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Appendix Table 1.3: Sample Constituencies in Bangalore Division 

Type of 

constituency 

Name of the 

Assembly 

Constituency 

District to 

which it 

belongs 

Voter 

turnout 

ratio - 

2018 

Polling station 

code/Part 

Number as of 

2018 

District 

Code 

Assembly 

code 
Remark 

SC 
CV Raman 

Nagar (SC) 
BBMP North  

65.45% 162 

32 161 

  

60.94% 060 Pink 

8.86% 040   

5.56% 103   

SC Bangarapet (SC) Kolar 

95.09% 157 

20 147 

  

75.06% 164 Pink 

54.73% 121   

52.71% 136   

ST Challakere (ST) Chitradurga 

95.09% 157 

13 098 

  

95.04% 158   

83.14% 076 Pink 

52.71% 136   

Sub-Urban Davangere North  Davangere 

90.99% 017 

14 106 

  

88.63% 018   

54.59% 075 Pink 

40.74% 074   

Sub-Urban Chikkaballapur Chikkaballapur 

98.98% 028 

19 141 

  

98.33% 070   

79.66% 158 Pink 

59.77% 146   

City 
Mahalakshmi 

Layout 
BBMP North  

72.15% 042 

32 156 

  

68.17% 071   

42.74% 255   

35.20% 121   

City Vijayanagr BBMP South 

71.59% 270 

33 167 

  

68.02% 080   

36.26% 073   

22.76% 007   

Rural 

Backward 
Bagepalli  Chikkaballapur 

96.53% 149 

19 140 

  

96.25% 228   

60.91% 052 Pink 

59.85% 054   

Highest 

change in 

turnout ratio 

Hiriyur Chitradurga 

95.61% 013 

13 100 

  

93.92% 039   

55.13% 156   

48.15% 158   

Rural 

Developed 
Gubbi Tumkur 

95.71% 168 

18 135 

  

94.99% 014   

84.71% 032 Pink 

32.82% 039   

Rural 

Developed 
Magdi Ramanagaram 

97.24% 294 

23 182 

  

96.66% 290   

55.45% 236   

55.09% 239   

Lowest 

Turnout 
Dasarahalli 

Bangalore 

Urban  

74.79% 005 

34 155 

  

69.73% 027   

29.60% 023   

25.44% 044   

Highest 

Turnout  
Hosakote 

Bangalore 

Rural  

99.16% 006 

22 178 

  

99.12% 134   

61.99% 146   

61.72% 147   
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Appendix Table 1.4: Sample Constituencies in Mysore Division 

Type of 

constituency 

Name of the 

Assembly 

Constituency 

District to 

which it 

belongs 

Voter 

turnout 

ratio - 

2018 

Polling 

station 

code/Part 

Number as 

of 2018 

District 

Code 

Assembl

y code 
Remark 

SC 
T.Narasipura 

(SC) 
Mysore  

89.85% 068 

28 220 

  

89.65% 055   

60.15% 149   

28.32% 192   

ST 
Heggadadevanak

ote (ST) 
Mysore  

93.07% 081 

28 213 

  

59.85% 097   

54.06% 090   

53.68% 091   

Sub-Urban Arsikere Hassan  

95.63% 013 

25 194 

  

59.33% 128   

46.43% 147   

44.29% 145   

City Krishnaraja Mysore  

72.14% 132 

28 216 

  

61.80% 121 Pink 

63.76% 080 PwD 

38.54% 087   

Rural 

Backward 
Holenarasipura Hassan  

96.10% 146 

25 197 

  

95.69% 041   

68.04% 264   

59.26% 278   

Rural 

Developed 
Maddur Mandya 

94.07% 069 

24 187 

  

73.14% 103 Pink 

62.04% 109 PwD 

59.56% 096   

Highest 

change in 

turnout ratio 

Belthangady DK 

91.05% 089 

26 200 

  

81.76% 083 Tribal 

73.20% 104 Pink 

63.80% 091   

Lowest 

Turnout 
Mandya Mandya 

91.14% 038 

24 189 

  

55.40% 199 PwD 

59.75% 162 Pink 

41.81% 177   

Highest 

Turnout  
Melukote Mandya 

98.98% 109 

24 188 

  

97.98% 138   

65.48% 183 Pink 

65.06% 026   

Coastal Mangalore  DK 

95.37% 082 

26 204 

  

93.22% 081   

81.31% 200 Pink 

22.44% 148   
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Appendix Table 2.1: Share of SC/ST and Women Population to the Total Population 

District 
Scheduled Caste Scheduled Tribe Women Total Population 

2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 

Gulbarga  1893110 2498832 1142682 1430678 4687609 5551084 9526286 11215224 

Bangalore 3313695 3991107 1079036 1312087 8977550 10975375 18490811 22523301 

Belgaum 1593517 2027798 629479 758536 6387320 7289241 13042163 14793174 

Mysore  1763608 1957255 612789 747686 5899165 6312940 11791302 12563598 

Karnataka 8563930 10474992 3463986 4248987 25951644 30128640 52850562 61095297 

Share of SC/ST and Women Population to the Total Population 

Gulbarga 19.87 22.28 12 12.76 49.21 49.5 
  

Bangalore  17.92 17.72 5.84 5.83 48.55 48.73 
  

Belgaum  12.22 13.71 4.83 5.13 48.97 49.27 
  

Mysore  14.96 15.58 5.2 5.95 50.03 50.25 
  

Karnataka 16.2 17.15 6.55 6.95 49.1 49.31 
  

Source:Census 2001 & 2011 

 

 

 

Appendix Table 2.2: Minority and Disabled Population 

Division 
Minority 

% to the Total 

Population 
Disabled Population 

% to the 

Total 

Population 

2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2011 

Gulbarga 1925748 1960808 20.22 17.48 172665 258793 2.3 

Bangalore 2739398 3470726 14.81 15.41 320070 540414 2.4 

Belgaum  1648157 1779461 13.98 14.16 227154 223004 1.5 

Mysore  2215980 2566830 16.99 17.35 220872 301994 2.4 

Karnataka 8529283 9777825 16.14 16 940761 1324205 2.2 

 

 

Appendix Table 2.3: Net Migration Rate (per 1000 of Population) 

State/UT 

In-

Migrant 

(00) 

Out 

migrant To 

Another 

State (00) 

Outmigrat

ion 

Abroad 

(00) 

Net Migration 

(00) 

(Col. 2- Col. 3-

Col.4) 

Population 

(00) 

Net 

Migration 

Rate 

Andhra Pradesh 10153 12324 4374 -6545 752758 -9 

Karnataka 20130 14173 1228 4729 489468 10 

Kerala 10691 8096 15832 -13237 298619 -44 

Maharashtra 56584 15414 2286 38884 948135 41 

Tamil Nadu 9906 13675 4983 -8752 614601 -14 
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Appendix Table 2.4:Assembly Constituency wise EP Ratio (2018 and 2019) 

Districts 
Assembly 

Constituency 
Male Female Total 

2018 2019 2018 2019 2018 2019 
B

EL
G

A
U

M
 

Nippani 70.6 70.7 69.4 69.1 70 69.9 

ChikodiSadalga 71.3 71.9 71.2 72 71.3 71.9 

Athani 69 69.3 66.8 66.8 67.9 68.1 

Kagwad 68 68.4 65.8 65.6 66.9 67 

Kudachi 67.1 67.3 65.5 65.9 66.3 66.6 

Raibag 70.3 70.9 67.6 68.7 69 69.8 

Hukkeri 68.7 68.9 69 69.1 68.9 69 

Arabhavi 67.1 67.1 67.8 67.1 67.4 67.1 

Gokak 70.7 70.8 72.4 71.8 71.6 71.3 

Yamkanmardi 68.8 68.9 68.3 68.1 68.5 68.5 

Belgaum North 70.9 70 72.4 70.9 71.7 70.5 

Belgaum South 77.7 76.8 77.5 76.3 77.6 76.5 

Belgaum Rural 72.6 72.9 73.4 73.5 73 73.2 

Khanapur 74.1 73.5 70.2 69.5 72.2 71.5 

Kittur 70.3 70.4 69.1 68.9 69.7 69.7 

Bailhongal 70.6 70.7 70.6 70.8 70.6 70.7 

SaundattiYallamma 68.1 67.9 67.7 67.7 67.9 67.8 

Ramdurg 70.7 70.6 69 69.2 69.9 69.9 

B
A

G
A

LK
O

T 

Mudhol 69.5 69.6 70.1 70.4 69.8 70 

Terdal 68.4 68.3 69.1 69.2 68.7 68.7 

Jamkhandi 71.1 71.6 70.6 71.3 70.8 71.5 

Bilagi 70.1 69.9 70.7 70.5 70.4 70.2 

Badami 70.6 69.7 69.9 69.2 70.2 69.5 

Bagalkot 75.3 75.1 75.8 75.8 75.5 75.4 

Hunagund 71.4 70.2 71.3 70.4 71.4 70.3 

B
IJ

A
P

U
R

 

Muddebihal 70 69 67.1 66.4 68.5 67.7 

DevarHipparagi 76.1 74.4 72.3 70.9 74.2 72.7 

BasavanaBagevadi 66.7 66.1 64.1 64 65.4 65 

Babaleshwar 75 71.9 75.4 71.5 75.2 71.7 

Bijapur City 74.4 72.2 74.2 72 74.3 72.1 

Nagathan 72.3 69.4 71.2 68 71.8 68.7 

Indi 71.6 70.4 70.5 69.4 71.1 69.9 

Sindhagi 69.1 67.9 67.7 66.6 68.4 67.2 

G
U

LB
A

R
G

A
 

Afzalpur 70.1 69.4 67.7 66.7 68.9 68.1 

Jewargi 68.4 67.7 69.5 68.4 68.9 68.1 

Chittapur (SC) 74.1 72.5 74.5 72.6 74.3 72.5 

Sedam 70.6 69.9 71.1 70 70.8 70 

Chincholli (SC) 70.4 69.3 68.1 66.4 69.3 67.9 

Gulbarga Rural (SC) 69 68.4 66.8 65.6 68 67 

Gulbarga (N) 77.2 76.3 79.7 78.1 78.4 77.2 

Gulbarga (S) 76.8 74.5 77.4 75.1 77.1 74.8 

Aland 74.4 73.5 72.5 71 73.4 72.3 

B
ID

A
R

 

Basavakalyan 72.4 72.5 67.2 68.1 69.9 70.3 

Humnabad 69.3 69.8 65.6 66.7 67.5 68.3 

Bidar(south) 73.6 73.6 70 70.4 71.8 72 

Bidar 67.3 66.8 68.2 67.8 67.8 67.3 

Bhalki 75.8 75.8 71 71.5 73.5 73.7 
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Appendix Table 2.4:Assembly Constituency wise EP Ratio (2018 and 2019) 

Districts 
Assembly 

Constituency 
Male Female Total 

2018 2019 2018 2019 2018 2019 

Aurad(sc) 71.7 71.3 68.6 68.7 70.1 70 

R
A

IC
H

U
R

 

Raichur (Rural) 71.2 70.7 73.4 72.7 72.3 71.7 

Raichur 77.4 75 77.4 75.1 77.4 75 

Manvi 74.9 74.1 76.8 76.1 75.8 75.1 

Devadurga 71 70.6 72.8 72.2 71.9 71.4 

Lingasugur 72.2 71.7 73.4 73.2 72.8 72.4 

Sindhanur 71.7 71.8 73.3 73.6 72.5 72.7 

Maski 73.9 72.9 74.7 74.2 74.3 73.5 

K
O

P
P

A
L 

Kushtagi 70.7 69.5 70.7 70.1 70.7 69.8 

Kanakagiri 67.6 66.7 68.2 67.7 67.9 67.2 

Gangavathi 67.4 66.4 68.2 67.3 67.8 66.8 

Yelburga 68.9 68.4 68.8 68.6 68.8 68.5 

Koppal 70.1 68.6 71.3 69.8 70.7 69.2 

G
A

D
A

G
 Shirahatti (SC) 74 75 73.5 74.6 73.8 74.8 

Gadag 72.4 72.6 72.1 72.2 72.2 72.4 

Ron 73.4 74.3 72.3 73.2 72.9 73.7 

Nargund 74.5 74.4 73.5 73.4 74 73.9 

D
H

A
R

W
A

D
 

Navalgund 70.7 70.2 68.9 68.29 69.8 69.2 

Kundagol 71.4 70.4 69.1 68.29 70.3 69.4 

Dharwad 70.3 70.5 70.3 70.11 70.3 70.3 

Hubli Dharwad East 68 67.7 66.5 65.68 67.3 66.7 

Hubli Dharwad Central 74.6 75 73.5 73.65 74.1 74.3 

Hubli Dharwad West 76.4 76.3 76.6 76.39 76.5 76.3 

Kalaghatagi 68.9 69 66.9 67.01 67.9 68 

U
TT

A
R

A
K

A
N

N
A

D
A

 

Haliyal 73.2 73.5 72.4 72.4 72.8 73 

Karwar 78.1 77.4 79.7 79 78.9 78.2 

Kumta 78.9 78.7 77.9 77.7 78.4 78.2 

Bhatkal 79.2 78.6 75.7 74.8 77.4 76.7 

Sirsi 78.4 78.6 75.1 75.5 76.8 77.1 

Yellapur 67.7 68.3 70.3 71 68.9 69.6 

H
A

V
ER

I 

Hangal 70.1 70.5 65.9 66.5 68 73 

Shiggaon 70.1 70.1 67.7 68 68.9 78.2 

Haveri 71 71.3 69.1 69.6 70 78.2 

Byadagi 72 72 70.6 71 71.3 76.7 

Hirekerur 72 72.4 69.5 70.2 70.8 77.1 

Ranebennur 74.5 75.2 74.3 75.4 74.4 69.6 

B
EL

LA
R

Y 

Hadagali 70.3 69.8 69.2 68.9 69.8 69.4 

Hagaribommanahalli 68.3 67.8 68.5 68.4 68.4 68.1 

Vijayanagar 63.9 64.7 64 65.6 64 65.2 

Kampli 66.6 66.6 65.4 66.3 66 66.5 

Siruguppa 64.9 64.2 64.8 64.3 64.8 64.2 

Bellary 69.1 68.6 71.3 71.3 70.2 70 

Bellary City 65.2 65.5 66.8 67.6 66 66.5 

Sandur 63.1 62.9 64.8 65 64 63.9 

Kudligi 69 68.5 68.7 68.3 68.8 68.4 

C
H

IT
R

A
D

U
R

G
A

 Molakalmuru 71.9 72.1 71.8 72.1 71.9 72.1 

Challakere 74.7 74.8 74.7 75.2 74.7 75 
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Appendix Table 2.4:Assembly Constituency wise EP Ratio (2018 and 2019) 

Districts 
Assembly 

Constituency 
Male Female Total 

2018 2019 2018 2019 2018 2019 

Chitradurga 76.5 77.1 77.3 78.1 76.9 77.6 

Hiriyur 76.4 75.8 76.4 75.9 76.4 75.8 

Hosadurga 75.3 75.2 72.8 73 74.1 74.1 

Holalkere 75.4 75.4 73.6 74 74.5 74.7 

D
A

V
A

N
G

ER
E 

Jagalur(SC) 79.2 78.4 77.9 77 78.5 77.7 

Harapanahalli 77.5 77 75.4 75.2 76.5 76.1 

Harihar 76.8 75.1 78.7 75.8 77.7 75.5 

Davanagere North 78.3 78.7 78.1 79.1 78.2 78.9 

Davanagere South 78.7 78.7 77.6 77.8 78.1 78.3 

Mayakonda(SC) 82.1 81.8 79.6 79.4 80.9 80.6 

Channagiri 76.2 75.5 74.8 74.1 75.5 74.8 

Honnali 77.7 77.4 76.6 76.2 77.2 76.8 

SH
IM

O
G

A
 

Shimoga Rural (SC) 74.8 74.7 74.6 74.6 74.7 74.7 

Bhadravathi 74 75.7 75.3 77.1 74.7 76.4 

Shimoga 78.1 80.4 79.3 82.1 78.7 81.2 

Thirthahalli 79.6 79.9 76.9 77.3 78.3 78.5 

Shikaripura 75 76.3 73.3 74.6 74.2 75.5 

Sorab 76.8 77.5 73.5 74.3 75.1 75.9 

Sagar 76.6 77.3 74.6 75.7 75.6 76.5 

U
D

U
P

I 

Byndoor 83.9 84.7 80.3 81 82 82.8 

Kundapur 80.7 81.2 80.2 81 80.4 81.1 

Udupi 76.4 76.3 79.2 79.6 77.9 78 

Kapu 78 78.1 80.6 80.7 79.4 79.4 

Karkal 78.6 79 80.6 81.2 79.6 80.1 

C
H

IK
K

M
A

G
A

LU
R

 

Sringeri 81.2 82.1 78.8 80.1 80 81.1 

Mudigere 81 80.9 79.1 79.5 80 80.2 

Chikmagalur 81.2 82.8 79.4 81.4 80.3 82.1 

Tarikere 81.7 81.9 78.6 79.7 80.1 80.8 

Kadur 82.5 84.3 79.9 82 81.2 83.1 

TU
M

K
U

R
 

Chikkanayakanhalli 80.3 80.5 78.5 78.9 79.4 79.7 

Tiptur 77.5 77.8 79.5 79.7 78.5 78.8 

Turuvekere 84.9 83.7 82.4 80.6 83.6 82.1 

Kunigal 83.1 83.3 79.7 79.9 81.4 81.6 

Tumkur City 82 79.2 83.5 81.6 82.7 80.4 

Tumkur Rural 77.1 76.9 81.8 81.8 79.4 79.3 

Koratagere 79.5 79.6 79.1 79.1 79.3 79.4 

Gubbi 79.9 79.8 79.2 79.1 79.6 79.5 

Sira 78.2 78.5 75 75.3 76.6 76.9 

Pavagada 79.2 79.8 75.6 76.1 77.4 78 

Madhugiri 80.1 80.6 77.9 78.3 79 79.5 

C
H

IK
K

A
B

A
LL

A
P

U
R

 

Gowribidanur 74.5 74.6 76.1 76.2 75.3 75.4 

Bagepalli 75.1 75.4 77.1 77.6 76.1 76.5 

Chickballapur 70.7 71.2 73.5 74.5 72.1 72.8 

Sidlagatta 72.7 73.2 74.1 74.6 73.4 73.9 

Chintamani 74.5 75.3 75.2 76.4 74.9 75.9 

K
O

LA R
 Srinivaspur 71.1 70.1 73.7 72.6 72.4 71.3 

Mulbagal(SC) 72.4 72.4 72.7 73.2 72.6 72.8 
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Appendix Table 2.4:Assembly Constituency wise EP Ratio (2018 and 2019) 

Districts 
Assembly 

Constituency 
Male Female Total 

2018 2019 2018 2019 2018 2019 

KGF (SC) 66.2 65.9 65.8 66 66 65.9 

Bangarpet (SC) 74.3 74.1 75.4 75.4 74.8 74.8 

Kolar 76.2 75.4 72.8 72.3 74.5 73.8 

Malur 70.2 69.3 72 71.3 71.1 70.3 

B
A

N
G

A
LO

R
E 

R
U

R
A

L Hosakote 71.3 67.5 74.4 70.6 72.8 69 

Devanahalli 72.9 68.2 75.5 70.6 74.2 69.4 

Doddaballapur 71.2 66.9 74 69.8 72.5 68.3 

Nelamangala 74.1 70.2 76.1 72.2 75.1 71.2 

R
A

M
A

N
A

G
A

R
A

 

Magadi 79.2 81.6 80.6 82.5 79.9 82 

Ramanagara 70 72.8 73.4 76.3 71.7 74.5 

Kanakapura 79.1 81.3 82.1 83.9 80.6 82.6 

Channapatna 76.3 78.2 78.5 80.3 77.4 79.3 

M
A

N
D

YA
 

Malavally 82.2 83.4 81.2 82.6 81.7 83 

Maddur 79.4 80.5 80.8 82.4 80.1 81.5 

Melukote 77.2 77.7 77 77.7 77.1 77.7 

Mandya 78.7 78.7 80.3 81 79.5 79.8 

Srirangapatna 77.5 79 77.8 79.8 77.7 79.4 

Nagamangala 86.6 87.8 83.6 85 85.1 86.4 

Krishnaraja Pet 77.8 79 74.5 75.6 76.1 77.3 

H
A

SS
A

N
 

Shravanabelagola 82.7 82.6 80.7 80.7 81.7 81.6 

Arasikere 76 76.8 74.7 75.5 75.3 76.1 

Belur 79.9 81.1 76.2 77.6 78 79.4 

Hassan 77.6 79.4 77.4 79.4 77.5 79.4 

Holenarasipura 80.9 82 78.4 79.6 79.6 80.8 

Arakalgudu 77.3 79 72.4 74.6 74.9 76.8 

Sakaleshpura 76.3 77 73.7 74.4 75 75.7 

D
A

K
SH

IN
A

 K
A

N
N

A
D

A
 Belthangady 75.9 75.4 74.1 74.1 75 74.7 

Moodabidri 75.2 75.4 77.5 78 76.4 76.7 

Mangalore City North 69.3 70 73.4 74.4 71.4 72.2 

Mangalore City South 73.6 74.4 75.9 76.7 74.8 75.6 

Mangalore 74.4 74.7 75.5 75.9 75 75.3 

Bantwal 77.7 77.5 77.4 78.1 77.6 77.8 

Puttur 73.3 73.4 73.2 74 73.3 73.7 

Sullia 74 74 73.4 73.8 73.7 73.9 

K
O

D
A

G
U

 Madikeri 77.3 78.9 75.5 77.3 76.4 78.1 

Virajpet 77.2 78.5 74.3 75.9 75.7 77.2 

M
YS

O
R

E 

Periyapatna 66.1 66.5 67.1 67.3 66.6 66.9 

Krishnarajanagara 73.6 73.4 72 71.7 72.8 72.5 

Hunsur 72 71.5 71.1 70.6 71.5 71 

Heggadadevanakote 
(ST) 

73.5 73.1 71.8 71.4 72.6 72.2 

Nanjangud (SC) 74 74.2 72 72.3 73 73.3 

Chamundeshwari 88.4 88.7 88 88.6 88.2 88.6 

Krishnaraja 73.6 71.7 73 71.5 73.3 71.6 

Chamaraja 68.9 67 68.7 67.2 68.8 67.1 

Narasimharaja 76.9 76.5 77.1 77 77 76.7 

Varuna 73.2 74.1 71.5 72.2 72.4 73.1 
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Appendix Table 2.4:Assembly Constituency wise EP Ratio (2018 and 2019) 

Districts 
Assembly 

Constituency 
Male Female Total 

2018 2019 2018 2019 2018 2019 

T. Narsipura (SC) 77.8 76.6 77.2 75.8 77.5 76.2 

C
H

A
M

A
R

A
J 

N
A

G
A

R
 Hanur 77.6 78.2 77 77.6 77.3 77.9 

Kollegal 77.4 77.4 77.7 77.7 77.6 77.6 

Chamarajanagar 77.6 77.5 78.2 78.1 77.9 77.8 

Gundlupet 77 77.5 76.1 77 76.5 77.3 

B
A

N
G

A
L

O
R

E
  

Rajarajeshwarinagar 77.4 68.8 75.9 67.4 76.7 68.1 

Shivajinagar 71.6 63.5 70.5 62.8 71.1 63.1 

Shantinagar 70.1 62.2 68.7 60.9 69.4 61.5 

Gandhinagar 68 60.4 68.5 61.4 68.2 60.9 

Rajajinagar 67.5 60.3 68.8 61.6 68.2 61 

Chamarajpet 71.2 64 68.7 61.9 69.9 62.9 

Chickpet 70.9 61.9 70.1 61.6 70.5 61.7 

K R. Pura 76.2 73 75 71.8 75.7 72.4 

Mahalakshmi layout 68.8 60.7 69.4 61.3 69.1 61 

Malleshawaram 67.8 61.8 68.6 62.9 68.2 62.4 

HEBBAL 68.9 64.1 68.4 63.9 68.6 64 

Pulakeshinagara 69.1 61.6 68.1 60.9 68.6 61.2 

Sarvagnagar 69.1 64 69.1 64 69.1 64 

C.V. Ramannagar 69.2 63.7 66.1 61 67.7 62.4 

Govindarajanagar 72.1 64.4 72.2 64.8 72.2 64.6 

Vijayanagar 71.8 63.8 69.4 61.7 70.6 62.8 

Basavanagudi 75.8 66.3 74.9 65.5 75.4 65.9 

Padmanabanagar 67.6 61.2 67.5 61.5 67.5 61.3 

BTM Layout 62.5 56.3 64.2 58.1 63.3 57.2 

Jayanagar 65.2 60.5 66.6 62 65.9 61.3 

Bommanahalli 75.1 69.1 67.5 62.2 71.4 65.7 

Yelahanka 76.2 69.9 77.9 71.6 77 70.7 

Byatarayanapura 70.1 65.6 69.2 65 69.7 65.3 

Yeshwanthpura 78.4 72.6 78.7 73.4 78.5 73 

Dasarahalli 71.4 64.9 69.9 63.8 70.7 64.4 

Mahadevapura 69 66.4 68.3 66.1 68.6 66.2 

Bangalore South 68.1 63.4 68.5 64.1 68.3 63.7 

Anekal 70.3 65.2 72.5 67.4 71.3 66.2 

Y
A

D
G

IR
I Shorapur 70.7 67.9 70.5 68.1 70.6 68 

Shahapur 68.7 66.6 69.4 67.4 69.1 67 

Yadgir 73.4 70.4 73.7 70.9 73.6 70.7 

Gurmitkal 76.8 72.7 76 72.4 76.4 72.6 

  KARNATAKA 73.1 71.8 72.7 71.6 72.9 71.7 
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Appendix Table 2.5: Age- Cohort Wise Population (2018) 

District 
Total 

Population 
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79 80+ 

Share of 
18+ 

Population 
to total 

Bagalkot 2088668 76010 362738 309717 236025 167749 117499 80778 32998 66.2 

Bangalore 13286006 281529 1638785 2212808 1510502 937964 599184 334835 186492 58 

Bangalore Rural 1110816 33342 184168 186376 144166 100457 65741 46584 25140 70.8 

Belgaum 5246787 177847 888427 758805 639085 471818 335698 229720 100995 68.7 

Bellary 2836457 97435 501270 430085 316182 217935 142715 84564 36435 64.4 

Bidar 1869250 74749 365836 261780 206190 144672 107593 83380 37553 68.6 

Bijapur 2509664 90088 422375 340484 268671 197220 139320 91634 41866 63.4 

Chamarajanagar 1062446 33192 181579 175684 150471 114895 76165 54860 26590 76.6 

Chikkballapura 1338477 46800 241825 207307 181377 137250 92013 62951 29879 74.7 

Chikmagalur 1135892 40302 200218 191969 173730 143270 91173 58744 29234 81.8 

Chitradurga 1770916 59686 313003 272303 231780 181278 118013 79019 36891 73 

Dakshin Kannada 2242095 65602 371286 362979 300909 245991 166091 95743 50917 74 

Davanagere 2066111 68284 372835 330307 271739 204087 131358 84236 39378 72.7 

Dharwad 2051748 66107 342938 313735 254603 188925 128333 82693 37247 68.9 

Gadag 1137729 38550 206090 175632 140151 104125 73460 48244 19450 70.8 

Gulbarga 2907878 110950 533167 398178 304653 221340 154534 97270 44259 64.1 

Hassan 1816343 58425 305193 300612 263772 215862 142916 100548 48989 79.1 

Haveri 1725062 59479 313704 266989 214147 163054 106280 68954 27303 70.7 

Kodagu 558764 20287 92733 89480 80548 69454 46796 27058 14227 78.8 

Kolar 1656041 58206 302432 262418 218364 161464 105113 72967 37703 73.6 

Koppal 1555514 58531 290649 226665 170131 115869 81999 54334 21226 65.5 

Mandya 1836069 58328 316673 310365 270322 212228 140055 100810 47245 79.3 

Mysore 3299442 101832 552172 540166 446430 333306 215727 140401 70803 72.8 

Raichur 2148223 82760 405375 322071 238942 170119 109519 64703 26005 66.1 

Ramanagaram 1121492 35752 196420 188577 151131 117818 82098 62132 31174 77.1 

Shimoga 1836756 61384 316481 290277 257371 209223 132089 77558 36206 75.2 

Tumkur 2748182 90333 475253 436892 381383 313440 214201 152092 69311 77.6 

Udupi 1226428 33454 194015 199477 166286 141647 104219 72954 40078 77.6 

Uttara Kannada 1500401 49166 250480 245757 204247 167006 114766 69431 33296 75.6 

Yadgir 1375096 54119 238406 176881 136654 97485 67905 43450 16180 60.4 

Karnataka State 69064753 2182531 11376527 10784775 8529962 6266950 4202573 2722646 1295068 68.6 
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Appendix Table 2.6: Age- Cohort Wise Electors 2018 

District 18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79 80+ 

Bagalkot 28956 348144 410074 288317 194247 117825 63607 22670 

Bangalore  70045 1606981 2801960 1955791 1154881 717899 355356 135400 

Bangalore Rural 18310 178581 210581 166311 110706 72827 36508 15841 

Belgaum 55410 801210 909520 737251 543764 349361 183531 77255 

Bellary 40598 471928 501876 368373 246075 147894 68877 24806 

Bidar 24359 313936 328150 257723 177495 113459 60703 25721 

Bijapur 31008 412801 469562 348707 240893 151209 78928 30195 

Chamarajnagar 12761 173966 181041 181299 127005 83320 43969 17565 

Chikkaballapur 20308 219283 237891 201785 144214 95981 51430 19217 

Chikmagalur 12134 165779 199383 203567 163082 100233 47399 21013 

Chitradurga 31609 294694 319965 268358 197203 124486 61337 22890 

Dakshin Kannada 23346 317696 390731 355753 272362 176425 90221 40280 

Davanagere 32596 361025 420483 327752 227505 140229 69830 24301 

Dharwad 22274 303776 388677 296935 210895 132327 67756 26108 

Gadag 14102 200783 216386 164426 117037 71909 34190 11546 

Gulbarga 25871 519490 557877 408160 282172 177563 90589 36214 

Hassan 15822 253881 333346 309445 233950 150886 76163 30826 

Haveri 18526 266049 318907 219056 183254 120792 60616 26043 

Kodagu 6133 80806 98660 89665 71831 46530 22709 8689 

Kolar 25671 268608 292442 238758 168846 110468 56141 23030 

Koppal 27355 291762 271033 201418 139638 84285 39487 14219 

Mandya 19460 275570 339135 333551 232961 151581 77169 31604 

Mysore 33867 454327 597696 517581 383033 247371 135637 62826 

Raichur 29576 434160 413785 290758 206169 121886 55196 20004 

Ramanagaram 14513 177910 222083 177442 126533 85294 42002 19182 

Shimoga 22637 284561 350422 299873 221494 132001 59741 22147 

Tumkur 40360 435098 478567 474529 352682 237933 121311 48984 

Udupi 13523 175175 217551 207319 162276 113834 61880 26945 

Uttara Kannada 24719 232898 280573 233180 177017 111688 53986 19539 

Yadgir 14838 261757 255847 182972 122138 75427 36098 12817 

Karnataka State 770687 10582635 13014204 10306055 7191358 4562923 2302367 917877 
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Appendix Table 2.7: Age- Cohort Wise EP Ratio 2018 

District 18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79 80+ 

Bagalkot 38.1 96 132.4 122.2 115.8 100.3 78.7 68.7 

Bangalore Rural 54.9 97 113 115.4 110.2 110.8 78.4 63 

Bangalore Urban 24.9 98.1 126.6 129.5 123.1 119.8 106.1 72.6 

Belgaum 31.2 90.2 119.9 115.4 115.2 104.1 79.9 76.5 

Bellary 41.7 94.1 116.7 116.5 112.9 103.6 81.4 68.1 

Bidar 32.6 85.8 125.4 125 122.7 105.5 72.8 68.5 

Bijapur 34.4 97.7 137.9 129.8 122.1 108.5 86.1 72.1 

Chamarajnagar 38.4 95.8 103 120.5 110.5 109.4 80.1 66.1 

Chikkaballapur 43.4 90.7 114.8 111.3 105.1 104.3 81.7 64.3 

Chikmagalur 30.1 82.8 103.9 117.2 113.8 109.9 80.7 71.9 

Chitradurga 53 94.2 117.5 115.8 108.8 105.5 77.6 62 

Dakshin Kannada 35.6 85.6 107.6 118.2 110.7 106.2 94.2 79.1 

Davanagere 47.7 96.8 127.3 120.6 111.5 106.8 82.9 61.7 

Dharwad 33.7 88.6 123.9 116.6 111.6 103.1 81.9 70.1 

Gadag 36.6 97.4 123.2 117.3 112.4 97.9 70.9 59.4 

Gulbarga 23.3 97.4 140.1 134 127.5 114.9 93.1 81.8 

Hassan 27.1 83.2 110.9 117.3 108.4 105.6 75.7 62.9 

Haveri 31.1 84.8 119.4 102.3 112.4 113.7 87.9 95.4 

Kodagu 30.2 87.1 110.3 111.3 103.4 99.4 83.9 61.1 

Kolar 44.1 88.8 111.4 109.3 104.6 105.1 76.9 61.1 

Koppal 46.7 100.4 119.6 118.4 120.5 102.8 72.7 67 

Mandya 33.4 87 109.3 123.4 109.8 108.2 76.5 66.9 

Mysore 33.3 82.3 110.7 115.9 114.9 114.7 96.6 88.7 

Raichur 35.7 107.1 128.5 121.7 121.2 111.3 85.3 76.9 

Ramanagaram 40.6 90.6 117.8 117.4 107.4 103.9 67.6 61.5 

Shimoga 36.9 89.9 120.7 116.5 105.9 99.9 77 61.2 

Tumkur 44.7 91.6 109.5 124.4 112.5 111.1 79.8 70.7 

Udupi 40.4 90.3 109.1 124.7 114.6 109.2 84.8 67.2 

Uttara Kannada 50.3 93 114.2 114.2 106 97.3 77.8 58.7 

Yadgir 27.4 109.8 144.6 133.9 125.3 111.1 83.1 79.2 

State 35.3 93 120.7 120.8 114.8 108.6 84.6 70.9 
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Appendix Table 2.8:Impact of SVEEP: Voter Turnout Ratio in each 224 Assembly 

Constituencies between 2008 and 2018 

Constituency 
2008 2013 2018 

Males Females Total Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Nippani 75.27 72.62 73.99 81.06 79.65 80.62 81.7 80.2 81.1 

ChikkodiSadalga 75.55 72.7 74.23 80.42 78.69 80.03 84.7 84.4 84.9 

Athani 75.24 70.64 73.16 79.75 76.65 78.69 80.3 77.9 79.6 

Kagwad 72.5 68.25 70.57 79.97 76.64 78.69 81.4 77.9 80.1 

Kudachi (SC) 71.1 65.11 68.36 79.59 75.63 78 77 73.7 75.7 

Raybag (SC) 68.67 63.02 66.04 75.97 73.78 75.17 77.4 75.6 76.8 

Hukkeri 80.69 79.54 80.33 76.15 74.83 75.87 81.2 80.2 81 

Arabhavi 76.86 71.12 74.09 76.5 70.64 73.87 78.3 73.9 76.4 

Gokak 71.01 66.97 69.08 72.68 70.15 71.76 72.9 70.2 71.9 

Yemkanamardi (ST) 74.47 71.36 72.93 77.24 76.04 76.83 79.6 78.5 79.5 

Belgaum Uttar 63.56 59.03 61.71 61.04 56.78 59.41 63.9 60.9 62.8 

Belgaum Dakshin 66.39 60.49 63.65 67.11 62.82 65.25 64.5 60.1 62.5 

Belgaum Rural 74.15 67.97 71.1 75.51 72.15 74 77.8 76.7 77.6 

Khanapur 71.06 69 70.28 73.2 71.77 72.76 75.6 73.1 74.7 

Kittur 76.49 72.13 74.58 77.39 72.89 75.61 79.8 76.4 78.7 

Bailahongal 73.11 69.63 71.56 79.01 75.07 77.73 79.6 75.9 78.4 

SaundattiYellammma 76.61 71.69 74.32 80.75 76.31 78.96 81.8 77.7 80.2 

Ramdurg 74.32 69.63 72.23 75.95 73.19 75 76.9 73.1 75.5 

Mudhol (SC) 73.68 69.47 71.76 79.04 75.44 77.62 77.2 73.1 75.6 

Terdal 72.74 66.61 69.8 80.04 76.69 78.65 80 76.8 78.8 

Jamkhandi 70.56 64.38 67.62 75.88 72.33 74.64 76.5 73.4 75.5 

Bilgi 72.8 69.07 71.12 78.52 77.49 78.33 80.5 77.6 79.4 

Badami 66.9 63.95 65.77 71.09 69.41 70.71 76.3 73 75.3 

Bagalkot 63.19 60.95 62.39 69.51 68.52 69.55 70.1 68.4 70 

Hungund 66.82 63.13 65.28 71.49 69.91 71.4 73.5 71.3 73.1 

Muddhebihal 61.12 60.8 61.14 64.97 66.22 65.93 67.3 66.7 67.6 

DevaraHippargi 61.64 61.32 61.53 64.02 65.06 64.7 66.7 66.1 66.7 

BasavanBagevadi 65 63.96 64.74 72.2 71.65 72.18 73.5 72.2 73.3 

Babaleshwar 69.42 64.86 67.19 74.52 71.18 73.03 82.3 79.3 81.1 

Bijapur city 50.25 46.83 48.66 57.34 54.6 56.33 62.2 60.4 62 

Nagthan (SC) 57.25 53.59 55.52 63.85 59.99 62.18 68.9 65.6 67.6 

Indi 62.92 58.22 60.84 70.19 67.41 69.2 73.1 70.8 72.5 

Sindgi 63.81 60.79 62.5 70.36 67.69 69.47 72.4 69.4 71.4 

Afzalpur 60.88 56.17 58.75 69.25 65.58 67.89 69.2 65.5 68.1 

Jevargi 63.13 58.26 60.76 75.01 70.9 73.29 70.6 66.6 69 

Chittapur (SC) 54.27 49.77 52.01 66.08 63.79 65.11 61.4 59.3 60.5 

Sedam 66.33 63.75 65.2 74.54 71.8 73.42 74.9 71.8 73.8 

Chincholi (SC) 54.94 53.02 54.02 67.02 66.38 66.93 69.3 67.6 68.8 

Gulbarga Rural (SC) 51.32 48.65 50.04 59.32 57 58.44 61.3 59.6 61 

Gulbarga Dakshin 51.35 49.98 50.79 55.86 53.79 55.94 54.6 52.7 54.8 
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Appendix Table 2.8:Impact of SVEEP: Voter Turnout Ratio in each 224 Assembly 

Constituencies between 2008 and 2018 

Constituency 
2008 2013 2018 

Males Females Total Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Gulbarga Uttar 51.13 50 50.68 51.29 48.56 50.23 54.5 52.5 54.3 

Aland 62.56 60.36 61.61 68.87 68.27 68.94 69.2 67.2 68.7 

Shorapur (ST) 60.74 57.45 59.12 66.9 65.4 66.38 72.6 69.8 71.6 

Shahapur 60.7 55.63 58.24 68.74 65.91 67.6 70.3 67.3 69.3 

Yadgir 55.65 52.87 54.31 64.11 61.28 62.89 62.3 59.7 61.4 

Gurmitkal 56.61 56.01 56.37 63.22 63.59 63.55 61.9 61.6 62 

Basavakalyan 55.83 56.35 56.23 62.11 64.87 63.78 63.4 65.6 64.9 

Humnabad 58.59 59.5 59.06 64.91 66.8 66.04 65.9 67 66.8 

Bidar South 59.08 57.84 58.5 68.66 68.99 68.97 69.8 69.2 69.8 

Bidar 48.43 46.9 47.89 59.11 58.54 59.47 65.3 62.6 65 

Bhalki 66.11 66.05 66.31 72.71 73.49 73.5 73.6 74 74.4 

Aurad (SC) 59.56 56.56 58.11 68.69 67.54 68.45 69.1 67.4 68.8 

Raichur Rural (ST) 60.6 52.13 56.28 71.34 66.21 68.87 71.6 66.9 69.3 

Raichur 47.11 43.29 45.31 54.8 51.41 53.68 55.3 52.9 54.4 

Manvi (ST) 58.4 51.07 54.68 63.32 58.51 61.13 65.3 60.4 63 

Devadurga (ST) 58.83 52.62 55.76 70.97 68.04 69.7 71.7 66.3 69.2 

Lingsugar (SC) 56.71 50.38 53.65 66.27 63.82 65.51 69.4 66.1 68.3 

Sindhanur 61.06 56.08 58.64 73.65 70.72 72.64 71.2 67.5 69.8 

Maski (ST) 57.69 49.53 53.55 66.22 61.63 64.14 70.7 66.7 69 

Kushtagi 62.04 59.33 60.93 71.44 71.15 71.81 74.1 72.3 73.9 

Kanakagiri (SC) 60.84 51.93 56.32 75.92 71.6 73.99 80.4 77.5 79.2 

Gangavathi 65.7 60.94 63.39 74.89 71.69 73.36 77.2 73.6 75.9 

Yelburga 68.46 63.91 66.4 76.09 74.88 76.03 80.1 77.4 79.5 

Koppal 68.19 62.24 65.39 75.45 72.01 74.38 76.2 72.5 75.1 

Shirahatti (SC) 65.85 59.58 62.88 73.32 69.61 71.88 76.8 73.4 75.7 

Gadag 64.62 59.75 62.31 72.88 68.68 71.34 73.8 70.8 73.1 

Ron 69.59 64.18 66.96 75.06 73.3 74.59 76.3 74.2 75.9 

Nargund 74.6 67.73 71.3 76.46 72.99 74.93 77.7 75.2 77.1 

Navalgund 72.71 66.07 69.58 77.87 71.36 75.1 80.9 74.6 78.2 

Kundgol 75.69 66.95 71.54 79.58 73.71 77.08 81.1 75.7 78.7 

Dharwad 71.13 63.27 67.31 74.98 69.07 72.68 77.3 72.4 75.2 

Hubli Dharwad East 59.83 52.51 56.23 66.02 58.57 62.58 72.7 67.3 70.1 

Hubli Dharwad Central 61.28 55.07 58.37 58.06 51.15 55.33 62.9 58.4 61 

Hubli Dharwad West 58.15 53.68 56.06 59.5 53.71 57.61 63.3 59.3 61.8 

Kalghatagi 77.2 72.62 75.03 80.37 75.28 78.25 82.2 77.5 80.1 

Haliyal 70.29 69.26 69.87 76.03 75.31 76.25 77.7 75.8 77.2 

Karwar 65.42 61.25 63.4 70.34 69.75 70.7 73.4 72.4 73.8 

Kumta 70.28 67.3 68.94 73.89 72.88 74.17 80.6 80 81.2 

Bhatkal 62.18 64.74 63.45 68.04 73.38 70.97 74.6 79.3 77.3 

Sirsi 76.61 70.36 73.75 76.26 72.48 75.34 81.5 79.3 81.4 

Yellapur 77.28 73.51 75.58 80.04 77.96 79.61 82.7 80.9 82.3 



 
Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

302  No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts. 

Appendix Table 2.8:Impact of SVEEP: Voter Turnout Ratio in each 224 Assembly 

Constituencies between 2008 and 2018 

Constituency 
2008 2013 2018 

Males Females Total Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Hangal 76.89 75.36 76.25 83.3 81.99 83.06 84.9 83.1 84.4 

Shiggaon 73.53 69.58 71.76 80.93 77.51 79.72 81.8 77.9 80.3 

Haveri (SC) 65.65 59.63 62.9 76.91 73.52 75.82 78.1 74.7 77 

Byadgi 75.88 71.49 73.91 83.74 81.3 83.02 83.8 81.4 83.1 

Hirekerur 77.07 72.59 75.12 82.38 80.75 82.09 84.2 82.6 84.1 

Ranebennur 71.38 68.05 69.91 80.22 77.04 79.31 78.8 75.8 77.9 

Hadagali (SC) 67.18 62.8 65.21 74.62 72.08 73.89 79.3 72.4 76.8 

Hagaribommanahalli 

(SC) 
71.52 68.32 70.12 79.25 76.23 78.24 80.5 77 79.8 

Vijayanagara 68.82 65.38 67.29 74.51 70.45 72.82 72.8 71.3 72.5 

Kampli (ST) 74.12 68.6 71.33 78.93 74.74 76.98 79.2 76.1 78 

Siraguppa (ST) 77.22 71.54 74.4 76.46 72.32 74.56 76 73.1 75 

Bellary (ST) 61.6 58.01 59.81 77.2 73.12 75.28 75.8 72.7 74.7 

Bellary City 52.8 51.01 52.04 62.86 59.63 61.54 65.5 63.4 64.9 

Sandur (ST) 78.79 74.5 76.79 76.01 73.18 74.75 76 72.8 74.6 

Kudligi (ST) 73.72 69.83 71.86 78.6 76.83 78 77.3 75.2 77 

Molakalmuru (ST) 74.16 69.44 71.91 79.76 78.27 79.41 83.7 81.8 83.3 

Challakere (ST) 68.2 62.76 65.57 78.58 77.01 78.39 81.1 79.5 81 

Chitradurga 68.32 64.74 66.7 73.09 70.51 72.62 75.2 74 75.5 

Hiriyur 66.14 62.44 64.39 74.52 73.14 74.25 80.4 78.6 80.2 

Hosadurga 74.55 71.7 73.35 79.94 78.27 79.94 85 83.7 85.5 

Holalkere (SC) 70.31 62.53 66.62 80.67 77.76 79.78 84.9 81.6 84.1 

Jagalur (ST) 73.43 70.14 72 79.84 77.23 78.98 78.3 76.5 78.1 

Harapanahalli 82.06 78.31 80.68 81.95 79.37 81.29 82.7 81.2 82.7 

Harihar 76.78 72.67 74.93 79.6 74.98 77.7 79.4 75.2 77.7 

Davangere North 58.53 52.93 55.93 66 62.46 64.82 65.5 64.1 65.5 

Davangere South 64.54 59.73 62.2 68.09 63.69 66.05 66.6 64.7 65.8 

Mayakonda (SC) 73.87 65.88 70.03 79.4 74.55 77.26 82.6 79.4 81.5 

Channagiri 75.55 70.44 73.23 82.96 79.39 81.62 81.6 78.1 80.6 

Honnali 83.43 81.08 82.54 85.74 84.09 85.7 83.8 82.2 83.8 

Shimoga Rural (SC) 73.17 67.2 70.29 79.48 74.06 77.1 83 79.2 81.5 

Bhadravathi 64.79 62.39 63.81 72.56 70.64 72.03 73.6 72.6 73.7 

Shimoga 57.94 55.44 56.79 65.64 62.11 64.77 67.7 65.5 67.5 

Tirthahalli 79.79 77.72 78.9 81.77 81.33 81.97 85.4 84.2 85.3 

Shikaripura 80.25 75.85 78.38 80.74 78.83 80.24 82.5 80.8 82.3 

Sorab 78.36 74.55 76.67 82.57 80.64 82.07 84.7 83.5 84.7 

Sagar 71.56 68.56 70.34 76.9 74.69 76.46 80.3 78.1 79.9 

Baindur 72.92 79.12 76.55 72.09 78.82 76.01 74.8 82.8 79.5 

Kundapur 75.68 80.56 78.61 74.81 76.9 76.42 77.2 80.5 79.5 

Udupi 73.95 73.68 74.2 76.37 75.37 76.56 77.4 78.1 78.4 

Kapu 72.12 70.6 71.46 73.33 72.46 73.29 77.2 79.8 79 
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Appendix Table 2.8:Impact of SVEEP: Voter Turnout Ratio in each 224 Assembly 

Constituencies between 2008 and 2018 

Constituency 
2008 2013 2018 

Males Females Total Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Karkala 77.62 78.21 78.13 80.73 80.35 81.06 79.5 80.8 80.7 

Sringeri 77.26 75.38 76.51 80.12 78.84 80.08 82.5 81.5 82.6 

Mudigere (SC) 72.97 67.02 70.09 73.89 69.83 72.17 78.2 75.6 77.2 

Chikmagalur 69.36 65.95 67.96 73.41 70.81 72.79 74.4 73 74.6 

Tarikere 74.95 71.38 73.46 78.64 76.12 78.02 82.1 79.9 81.8 

Kadur 71.99 68.22 70.41 77.82 75.61 77.52 79.1 77.1 79.2 

Chikknayakanahalli 79.28 76.12 77.93 81.71 79.46 81.07 85.8 83.5 85.1 

Tiptur 81.61 77.18 79.57 83.08 79.46 81.86 85.2 81.3 83.6 

Turuvekere 78.63 76.99 78 80.19 78.23 79.6 85.7 83.2 84.8 

Kunigal 79 75.97 77.62 83.72 82.53 83.45 85.7 83.8 85.1 

Tumkur City 54.18 50.88 52.64 66.04 63.81 65.79 65.4 64.5 65.5 

Tumkur Rural 80.18 75.44 77.99 84.91 81.74 83.71 86.1 83.8 85.4 

Koratagere (SC) 78.63 75.5 77.25 84.42 82.36 83.78 85.5 82.7 84.7 

Gubbi 82.34 77.89 80.45 84.06 81.55 83.22 86.1 82.9 85 

Sira 78.87 75.59 77.54 79.79 77.76 79.19 84.9 83.9 84.8 

Pavagada (SC) 74.72 71.07 73.09 78.48 76.91 78.12 83 81.6 82.6 

Madhugiri 76.18 73.54 75.09 81.02 79.26 80.72 86.4 84.5 85.9 

Gauribidanur 76.05 71.82 74.22 79.92 78.27 79.66 83.9 80.8 83.1 

Bagepalli 80.69 76.51 78.7 85.78 84.25 85.55 83.6 81.2 83.1 

Chikkaballapur 81.16 76.33 78.78 83.76 81.5 83.22 88.1 85.9 87.7 

Sidlaghatta 84.61 79.86 82.36 88.05 84.98 87.03 87.3 83.5 85.9 

Chintamani 77.81 72.93 75.54 85.45 82.91 84.81 84.8 82.1 84.3 

Srinivasapur 85.08 81.25 83.49 88.32 86.82 88.47 89.7 87.2 89.6 

Mulbagal (SC) 69.82 66.5 68.47 81.08 79.22 80.95 81.3 78.8 81 

Kolar Gold Field (SC) 63.45 61.47 62.61 69.62 68.4 69.32 72.6 72.7 73.2 

Bangarapet (SC) 74.83 70.43 72.94 82.53 80.54 82.07 81.5 79.5 81.4 

Kolar 72.12 68.44 70.55 83.65 81.03 83.36 80.1 77 79.6 

Malur 83.62 79.64 81.78 87.95 85.24 87.37 89.6 87 89.1 

Yelahanka 62.27 59.75 61.07 67.21 66.17 66.93 62.8 63.3 63.3 

Byatarayanpura 53.78 52.58 53.22 62.89 62.98 63.06 56.6 58.4 57.6 

Yeshwanthpura 57.53 55.94 56.77 65.82 66.38 66.24 59 61.9 60.5 

Dasarahalli 43.99 43.56 43.8 54.77 56.1 55.54 46.4 49.9 48.1 

Mahadevapura (SC) 53.1 53.25 53.17 61.3 61.76 61.54 54.8 58.1 56.3 

Bangalore South 44.03 43.93 43.98 56.2 55.74 56.03 51.9 53.9 52.9 

Anekal (SC) 59.39 57.58 58.55 69.07 68.35 68.89 61.8 64.9 63.4 

Rajarajeshwarinagar 48.39 46.98 47.73 56.72 56.61 56.82 53.2 55.4 54.4 

Shivajinagar 50.5 45.25 47.91 56.74 51.71 54.33 56.2 53.9 55.2 

Shantinagar 45.68 42.8 44.05 58.55 56.85 57.8 53.2 54.1 53.7 

Gandhinagar 45.69 42.56 44.19 59.03 55.54 57.47 55.7 54.5 55.2 

Rajajinagar 54.86 50.24 52.66 62.64 59.25 61.23 57.3 56.2 56.9 

Chamarajpet 41.85 39.86 40.9 59.93 57.45 58.92 54.9 53.7 54.4 
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Appendix Table 2.8:Impact of SVEEP: Voter Turnout Ratio in each 224 Assembly 

Constituencies between 2008 and 2018 

Constituency 
2008 2013 2018 

Males Females Total Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Chickpet 48.97 45.04 47.06 59.87 55.77 57.98 58.2 56.9 57.7 

K R Pura 43.64 42.38 43.06 58.89 58.74 58.91 54 55.1 54.6 

Mahalakshmi Layout 52.25 50.61 51.49 60.2 59.89 60.28 53.9 55.4 54.7 

Malleshwaram 54.56 49.77 52.22 63.68 60.6 62.33 56.7 55.8 56.5 

Hebbal 45.97 43.65 44.87 56 53.48 54.89 55 55.3 55.3 

Pulakeshinagar (SC) 43.27 41.3 42.3 57.68 54.98 56.37 53 53.5 53.3 

Sarvagnanagar 36.13 34.65 35.4 51.73 48.61 50.24 51.7 50.7 51.2 

CV Raman Nagar (SC) 41.82 39.43 40.67 54.52 52.99 53.85 48.3 49.8 49.1 

Govindarajanagar 42.77 41.93 42.39 55.07 53.93 54.82 52.7 54.5 53.7 

Vijayanagar 44.6 41.78 43.17 57.1 55.38 56.47 49.7 50.3 50.1 

Basavanagudi 44.39 40.58 42.57 53.86 50.37 52.33 53.4 52.3 53.1 

Padmanabanagar 54.68 51.16 52.99 59.75 56.7 58.44 57.8 58.3 58.1 

BTM Layout 48.18 45.23 46.76 54.12 51.89 53.43 50 50.2 50.3 

Jayanagar 49.15 44.94 47.1 57.79 53.77 55.93 55.6 54.3 54.9 

Bommanahalli 44.41 44.26 44.35 50.72 57.91 54.09 46.4 48.1 47.2 

Hosakote 90.94 87.36 89.35 91.36 89.77 90.99 90 89.9 90.3 

Devanahalli (SC) 81.61 76.4 79.1 84.35 80.93 82.84 85.8 83.1 84.7 

Doddaballapur 76.75 74.37 75.78 81.57 79.42 81 83.8 81.5 83.3 

Nelamangala (SC) 72.35 67.39 70.11 78.09 74.83 76.88 80.2 77.7 79.4 

Magdi 78.37 75.7 77.34 84.24 82.84 83.88 86.2 85.4 86.4 

Ramanagaram 74.56 72.27 73.49 81.47 79.12 80.58 83.6 81.5 83 

Kanakapura 76.71 75.33 76.21 84.63 82.1 83.63 84.9 81.9 83.7 

Channapatna 79.03 76.72 78.11 86.17 82.87 84.78 87.1 85.5 86.9 

Malavalli (SC) 70.15 66.93 68.82 75.23 73.78 74.9 81.9 80.1 81.6 

Maddur 76.08 74.2 75.32 80.47 77.84 79.45 83.7 82.8 83.8 

Melukote 81.2 77.83 79.68 84.62 82.89 84.12 89.1 88.8 89.5 

Mandya 63.52 61.31 62.59 69.09 66.6 68.58 72.4 71.6 72.7 

Shrirangapatana 80.04 75.41 77.79 81.73 79.44 80.85 84.7 83.6 84.5 

Nagamangala 77.31 76.69 77.27 81.35 80.79 81.64 87.6 86.8 87.9 

Krishnarajpet 77.56 77.81 78.02 80.24 81.99 81.57 83.6 84.9 84.7 

Shravanabelagola 74.67 75.04 75.06 81.86 81.58 82.21 82.2 82.4 82.7 

Arsikere 79.3 76.32 78.05 81.03 78.52 80.5 82.7 81.7 83 

Belur 100 100 100.21 76.5 74.81 76.06 79.1 79.5 79.9 

Hassan 66.87 64.62 66.09 69.37 67.56 69.57 71.2 71.5 72.6 

Holenarasipur 78.11 77.95 78.33 81.31 81.43 81.83 85.5 85.8 86.4 

Arakalgud 81.59 81.23 81.56 85.12 86.02 86.02 86.4 87.7 87.7 

Sakaleshpur (SC) 76.25 74.04 75.19 77.75 76.57 77.42 82.2 81.9 82.4 

Belthangady 73.85 74.83 74.57 75.21 74.99 75.48 81.5 81.4 82.1 

Moodabidri 73.01 71.63 72.54 74.15 73.65 74.24 74.6 76.8 76.2 

Mangalore City North 72.39 71.38 72.16 71.27 71 71.5 73.9 75.2 75.1 

Mangalore City South 65.35 62.43 64.14 65.13 63.55 64.52 66.8 68 68.2 
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Appendix Table 2.8:Impact of SVEEP: Voter Turnout Ratio in each 224 Assembly 

Constituencies between 2008 and 2018 

Constituency 
2008 2013 2018 

Males Females Total Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Mangalore 74.42 72.69 73.8 72.96 74.6 74.25 74 77.7 76.3 

Bantwal 76.75 79.31 78.24 78.11 79.86 79.32 80.9 82.8 82.4 

Puttur 76.05 76.5 76.56 78.5 79.36 79.54 81 82.3 82.5 

Sulia (SC) 75.76 74.71 75.61 81.02 80 81.07 84.3 83.7 84.9 

Madikeri 70.22 69.66 70.07 75.89 74.97 75.89 77.1 77.7 78 

Virajpet 61.59 59.6 60.69 71.14 69.75 70.77 72.4 72 72.6 

Periyapatna 82.28 75.89 79.29 84.93 82.8 83.89 86.8 84.7 86.3 

Krishnarajanagara 81.75 78.13 80.44 82.95 82.34 83.61 85.2 84.4 85.9 

Hunsur 79.6 74.69 77.39 80.44 77.59 79.35 83.4 81.6 83 

Heggadadevanakote 

(ST) 
71.49 64.67 68.22 78.44 75.53 77.3 80.3 77.8 79.6 

Nanjangud (SC) 74.46 69.26 71.92 77.57 74.08 76.21 80 76.4 78.6 

Chamundeshwari 69.44 64.3 67.02 75.31 72.35 74.23 76.6 75.5 76.5 

Krishnaraja 58.46 53.72 56.19 60.5 56.44 59.13 59.3 58.2 59.5 

Chamaraja 53.54 48.62 51.17 57.85 52.28 55.46 59.8 58.6 59.7 

Narasimharaja 52.1 48.15 50.16 56.33 52.36 54.73 61.7 60.9 61.8 

Varuna 78.79 72.5 75.72 83.8 80.57 82.43 80.6 77.2 79.2 

T. Narasipur (SC) 70.37 65.16 67.84 76.27 73.75 75.23 79.6 76.4 78.3 

Hanur 70.36 69.08 69.72 75.34 76.07 76.12 81.9 81.3 82.1 

Kollegal (SC) 74.09 70.09 72.25 76.88 74.45 76.47 80.5 77.8 79.9 

Chamarajanagar 73.9 70.34 72.28 79.68 76.4 78.59 82.4 78.6 81.1 

Gundlupet 82.89 79.26 81.22 85.87 83.8 85.31 89.3 87.8 89.1 

Karnataka 66.27 63.18 64.87 72.39 70.47 71.83 72.6 71.5 72.5 
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Appendix Table 2.9: Impact of SVEEP: Change in Voter Turnout Ratio in each 

224 Assembly Constituencies between 2008-2013 and 2013-2018 

Constituency 
Difference (2008 - 2013) Difference (2018 - 2013) 

Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Nippani 5.79 7.03 6.63 0.64 0.55 0.48 

ChikkodiSadalga 4.87 5.99 5.8 4.28 5.71 4.87 

Athani 4.51 6.01 5.53 0.55 1.25 0.91 

Kagwad 7.47 8.39 8.12 1.43 1.26 1.41 

Kudachi (SC) 8.49 10.52 9.64 -2.59 -1.93 -2.3 

Raybag (SC) 7.3 10.76 9.13 1.43 1.82 1.63 

Hukkeri -4.54 -4.71 -4.46 5.05 5.37 5.13 

Arabhavi -0.36 -0.48 -0.22 1.8 3.26 2.53 

Gokak 1.67 3.18 2.68 0.22 0.05 0.14 

Yemkanamardi (ST) 2.77 4.68 3.9 2.36 2.46 2.67 

Belgaum Uttar -2.52 -2.25 -2.3 2.86 4.12 3.39 

Belgaum Dakshin 0.72 2.33 1.6 -2.61 -2.72 -2.75 

Belgaum Rural 1.36 4.18 2.9 2.29 4.55 3.6 

Khanapur 2.14 2.77 2.48 2.4 1.33 1.94 

Kittur 0.9 0.76 1.03 2.41 3.51 3.09 

Bailahongal 5.9 5.44 6.17 0.59 0.83 0.67 

SaundattiYellammma 4.14 4.62 4.64 1.05 1.39 1.24 

Ramdurg 1.63 3.56 2.77 0.95 -0.09 0.5 

Mudhol (SC) 5.36 5.97 5.86 -1.84 -2.34 -2.02 

Terdal 7.3 10.08 8.85 -0.04 0.11 0.15 

Jamkhandi 5.32 7.95 7.02 0.62 1.07 0.86 

Bilgi 5.72 8.42 7.21 1.98 0.11 1.07 

Badami 4.19 5.46 4.94 5.21 3.59 4.59 

Bagalkot 6.32 7.57 7.16 0.59 -0.12 0.45 

Hungund 4.67 6.78 6.12 2.01 1.39 1.7 

Muddhebihal 3.85 5.42 4.79 2.33 0.48 1.67 

DevaraHippargi 2.38 3.74 3.17 2.68 1.04 2 

BasavanBagevadi 7.2 7.69 7.44 1.3 0.55 1.12 

Babaleshwar 5.1 6.32 5.84 7.78 8.12 8.07 

Bijapur City 7.09 7.77 7.67 4.86 5.8 5.67 

Nagthan (SC) 6.6 6.4 6.66 5.05 5.61 5.42 

Indi 7.27 9.19 8.36 2.91 3.39 3.3 

Sindgi 6.55 6.9 6.97 2.04 1.71 1.93 

Afzalpur 8.37 9.41 9.14 -0.05 -0.08 0.21 

Jevargi 11.88 12.64 12.53 -4.41 -4.3 -4.29 

Chittapur (SC) 11.81 14.02 13.1 -4.68 -4.49 -4.61 

Sedam 8.21 8.05 8.22 0.36 0 0.38 

Chincholi (SC) 12.08 13.36 12.91 2.28 1.22 1.87 

Gulbarga Rural (SC) 8 8.35 8.4 1.98 2.6 2.56 

Gulbarga Dakshin 4.51 3.81 5.15 -1.26 -1.09 -1.14 

Gulbarga Uttar 0.16 -1.44 -0.45 3.21 3.94 4.07 

Aland 6.31 7.91 7.33 0.33 -1.07 -0.24 

Shorapur (ST) 6.16 7.95 7.26 5.7 4.4 5.22 

Shahapur 8.04 10.28 9.36 1.56 1.39 1.7 

Yadgir 8.46 8.41 8.58 -1.81 -1.58 -1.49 

Gurmitkal 6.61 7.58 7.18 -1.32 -1.99 -1.55 

Basavakalyan 6.28 8.52 7.55 1.29 0.73 1.12 
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Appendix Table 2.9: Impact of SVEEP: Change in Voter Turnout Ratio in each 

224 Assembly Constituencies between 2008-2013 and 2013-2018 

Constituency 
Difference (2008 - 2013) Difference (2018 - 2013) 

Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Humnabad 6.32 7.3 6.98 0.99 0.2 0.76 

Bidar South 9.58 11.15 10.47 1.14 0.21 0.83 

Bidar 10.68 11.64 11.58 6.19 4.06 5.53 

Bhalki 6.6 7.44 7.19 0.89 0.51 0.9 

Aurad (SC) 9.13 10.98 10.34 0.41 -0.14 0.35 

Raichur Rural (ST) 10.74 14.08 12.59 0.26 0.69 0.43 

Raichur 7.69 8.12 8.37 0.5 1.49 0.72 

Manvi (ST) 4.92 7.44 6.45 1.98 1.89 1.87 

Devadurga (ST) 12.14 15.42 13.94 0.73 -1.74 -0.5 

Lingsugar (SC) 9.56 13.44 11.86 3.13 2.28 2.79 

Sindhanur 12.59 14.64 14 -2.45 -3.22 -2.84 

Maski (ST) 8.53 12.1 10.59 4.48 5.07 4.86 

Kushtagi 9.4 11.82 10.88 2.66 1.15 2.09 

Kanakagiri (SC) 15.08 19.67 17.67 4.48 5.9 5.21 

Gangavathi 9.19 10.75 9.97 2.31 1.91 2.54 

Yelburga 7.63 10.97 9.63 4.01 2.52 3.47 

Koppal 7.26 9.77 8.99 0.75 0.49 0.72 

Shirahatti (SC) 7.47 10.03 9 3.48 3.79 3.82 

Gadag 8.26 8.93 9.03 0.92 2.12 1.76 

Ron 5.47 9.12 7.63 1.24 0.9 1.31 

Nargund 1.86 5.26 3.63 1.24 2.21 2.17 

Navalgund 5.16 5.29 5.52 3.03 3.24 3.1 

Kundgol 3.89 6.76 5.54 1.52 1.99 1.62 

Dharwad 3.85 5.8 5.37 2.32 3.33 2.52 

Hubli Dharwad East 6.19 6.06 6.35 6.68 8.73 7.52 

Hubli Dharwad Central -3.22 -3.92 -3.04 4.84 7.25 5.67 

Hubli Dharwad West 1.35 0.03 1.55 3.8 5.59 4.19 

Kalghatagi 3.17 2.66 3.22 1.83 2.22 1.85 

Haliyal 5.74 6.05 6.38 1.67 0.49 0.95 

Karwar 4.92 8.5 7.3 3.06 2.65 3.1 

Kumta 3.61 5.58 5.23 6.71 7.12 7.03 

Bhatkal 5.86 8.64 7.52 6.56 5.92 6.33 

Sirsi -0.35 2.12 1.59 5.24 6.82 6.06 

Yellapur 2.76 4.45 4.03 2.66 2.94 2.69 

Hangal 6.41 6.63 6.81 1.6 1.11 1.34 

Shiggaon 7.4 7.93 7.96 0.87 0.39 0.58 

Haveri (SC) 11.26 13.89 12.92 1.19 1.18 1.18 

Byadgi 7.86 9.81 9.11 0.06 0.1 0.08 

Hirekerur 5.31 8.16 6.97 1.82 1.85 2.01 

Ranebennur 8.84 8.99 9.4 -1.42 -1.24 -1.41 

Hadagali (SC) 7.44 9.28 8.68 4.68 0.32 2.91 

Hagaribommanahalli (SC) 7.73 7.91 8.12 1.25 0.77 1.56 

Vijayanagara 5.69 5.07 5.53 -1.71 0.85 -0.32 

Kampli (ST) 4.81 6.14 5.65 0.27 1.36 1.02 

Siraguppa (ST) -0.76 0.78 0.16 -0.46 0.78 0.44 

Bellary (ST) 15.6 15.11 15.47 -1.4 -0.42 -0.58 

Bellary City 10.06 8.62 9.5 2.64 3.77 3.36 

Sandur (ST) -2.78 -1.32 -2.04 -0.01 -0.38 -0.15 
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Appendix Table 2.9: Impact of SVEEP: Change in Voter Turnout Ratio in each 

224 Assembly Constituencies between 2008-2013 and 2013-2018 

Constituency 
Difference (2008 - 2013) Difference (2018 - 2013) 

Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Kudligi (ST) 4.88 7 6.14 -1.3 -1.63 -1 

Molakalmuru (ST) 5.6 8.83 7.5 3.94 3.53 3.89 

Challakere (ST) 10.38 14.25 12.82 2.52 2.49 2.61 

Chitradurga 4.77 5.77 5.92 2.11 3.49 2.88 

Hiriyur 8.38 10.7 9.86 5.88 5.46 5.95 

Hosadurga 5.39 6.57 6.59 5.06 5.43 5.56 

Holalkere (SC) 10.36 15.23 13.16 4.23 3.84 4.32 

Jagalur (ST) 6.41 7.09 6.98 -1.54 -0.73 -0.88 

Harapanahalli -0.11 1.06 0.61 0.75 1.83 1.41 

Harihar 2.82 2.31 2.77 -0.2 0.22 0 

Davangere North 7.47 9.53 8.89 -0.5 1.64 0.68 

Davangere South 3.55 3.96 3.85 -1.49 1.01 -0.25 

Mayakonda (SC) 5.53 8.67 7.23 3.2 4.85 4.24 

Channagiri 7.41 8.95 8.39 -1.36 -1.29 -1.02 

Honnali 2.31 3.01 3.16 -1.94 -1.89 -1.9 

Shimoga Rural (SC) 6.31 6.86 6.81 3.52 5.14 4.4 

Bhadravathi 7.77 8.25 8.22 1.04 1.96 1.67 

Shimoga 7.7 6.67 7.98 2.06 3.39 2.73 

Tirthahalli 1.98 3.61 3.07 3.63 2.87 3.33 

Shikaripura 0.49 2.98 1.86 1.76 1.97 2.06 

Sorab 4.21 6.09 5.4 2.13 2.86 2.63 

Sagar 5.34 6.13 6.12 3.4 3.41 3.44 

Baindur -0.83 -0.3 -0.54 2.71 3.98 3.49 

Kundapur -0.87 -3.66 -2.19 2.39 3.6 3.08 

Udupi 2.42 1.69 2.36 1.03 2.73 1.84 

Kapu 1.21 1.86 1.83 3.87 7.34 5.71 

Karkala 3.11 2.14 2.93 -1.23 0.45 -0.36 

Sringeri 2.86 3.46 3.57 2.38 2.66 2.52 

Mudigere (SC) 0.92 2.81 2.08 4.31 5.77 5.03 

Chikmagalur 4.05 4.86 4.83 0.99 2.19 1.81 

Tarikere 3.69 4.74 4.56 3.46 3.78 3.78 

Kadur 5.83 7.39 7.11 1.28 1.49 1.68 

Chikknayakanahalli 2.43 3.34 3.14 4.09 4.04 4.03 

Tiptur 1.47 2.28 2.29 2.12 1.84 1.74 

Turuvekere 1.56 1.24 1.6 5.51 4.97 5.2 

Kunigal 4.72 6.56 5.83 1.98 1.27 1.65 

Tumkur City 11.86 12.93 13.15 -0.64 0.69 -0.29 

Tumkur Rural 4.73 6.3 5.72 1.19 2.06 1.69 

Koratagere (SC) 5.79 6.86 6.53 1.08 0.34 0.92 

Gubbi 1.72 3.66 2.77 2.04 1.35 1.78 

Sira 0.92 2.17 1.65 5.11 6.14 5.61 

Pavagada (SC) 3.76 5.84 5.03 4.52 4.69 4.48 

Madhugiri 4.84 5.72 5.63 5.38 5.24 5.18 

Gauribidanur 3.87 6.45 5.44 3.98 2.53 3.44 

Bagepalli 5.09 7.74 6.85 -2.18 -3.05 -2.45 

Chikkaballapur 2.6 5.17 4.44 4.34 4.4 4.48 

Sidlaghatta 3.44 5.12 4.67 -0.75 -1.48 -1.13 

Chintamani 7.64 9.98 9.27 -0.65 -0.81 -0.51 
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Appendix Table 2.9: Impact of SVEEP: Change in Voter Turnout Ratio in each 

224 Assembly Constituencies between 2008-2013 and 2013-2018 

Constituency 
Difference (2008 - 2013) Difference (2018 - 2013) 

Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Srinivasapur 3.24 5.57 4.98 1.38 0.38 1.13 

Mulbagal (SC) 11.26 12.72 12.48 0.22 -0.42 0.05 

Kolar Gold Field (SC) 6.17 6.93 6.71 2.98 4.3 3.88 

Bangarapet (SC) 7.7 10.11 9.13 -1.03 -1.04 -0.67 

Kolar 11.53 12.59 12.81 -3.55 -4.03 -3.76 

Malur 4.33 5.6 5.59 1.65 1.76 1.73 

Yelahanka 4.94 6.42 5.86 -4.41 -2.87 -3.63 

Byatarayanpura 9.11 10.4 9.84 -6.29 -4.58 -5.46 

Yeshwanthpura 8.29 10.44 9.47 -6.82 -4.48 -5.74 

Dasarahalli 10.78 12.54 11.74 -8.37 -6.2 -7.44 

Mahadevapura (SC) 8.2 8.51 8.37 -6.5 -3.66 -5.24 

Bangalore South 12.17 11.81 12.05 -4.3 -1.84 -3.13 

Anekal (SC) 9.68 10.77 10.34 -7.27 -3.45 -5.49 

Rajarajeshwarinagar 8.33 9.63 9.09 -3.52 -1.21 -2.42 

Shivajinagar 6.24 6.46 6.42 -0.54 2.19 0.87 

Shantinagar 12.87 14.05 13.75 -5.35 -2.75 -4.1 

Gandhinagar 13.34 12.98 13.28 -3.33 -1.04 -2.27 

Rajajinagar 7.78 9.01 8.57 -5.34 -3.05 -4.33 

Chamarajpet 18.08 17.59 18.02 -5.03 -3.75 -4.52 

Chickpet 10.9 10.73 10.92 -1.67 1.13 -0.28 

K R Pura 15.25 16.36 15.85 -4.89 -3.64 -4.31 

Mahalakshmi Layout 7.95 9.28 8.79 -6.3 -4.49 -5.58 

Malleshwaram 9.12 10.83 10.11 -6.98 -4.8 -5.83 

Hebbal 10.03 9.83 10.02 -1 1.82 0.41 

Pulakeshinagar (SC) 14.41 13.68 14.07 -4.68 -1.48 -3.07 

Sarvagnanagar 15.6 13.96 14.84 -0.03 2.09 0.96 

CV Raman Nagar (SC) 12.7 13.56 13.18 -6.22 -3.19 -4.75 

Govindarajanagar 12.3 12 12.43 -2.37 0.57 -1.12 

Vijayanagar 12.5 13.6 13.3 -7.4 -5.08 -6.37 

Basavanagudi 9.47 9.79 9.76 -0.46 1.93 0.77 

Padmanabanagar 5.07 5.54 5.45 -1.95 1.6 -0.34 

BTM Layout 5.94 6.66 6.67 -4.12 -1.69 -3.13 

Jayanagar 8.64 8.83 8.83 -2.19 0.53 -1.03 

Bommanahalli 6.31 13.65 9.74 -4.32 -9.81 -6.89 

Hosakote 0.42 2.41 1.64 -1.36 0.13 -0.69 

Devanahalli (SC) 2.74 4.53 3.74 1.45 2.17 1.86 

Doddaballapur 4.82 5.05 5.22 2.23 2.08 2.3 

Nelamangala (SC) 5.74 7.44 6.77 2.11 2.87 2.52 

Magdi 5.87 7.14 6.54 1.96 2.56 2.52 

Ramanagaram 6.91 6.85 7.09 2.13 2.38 2.42 

Kanakapura 7.92 6.77 7.42 0.27 -0.2 0.07 

Channapatna 7.14 6.15 6.67 0.93 2.63 2.12 

Malavalli (SC) 5.08 6.85 6.08 6.67 6.32 6.7 

Maddur 4.39 3.64 4.13 3.23 4.96 4.35 

Melukote 3.42 5.06 4.44 4.48 5.91 5.38 

Mandya 5.57 5.29 5.99 3.31 5 4.12 

Shrirangapatana 1.69 4.03 3.06 2.97 4.16 3.65 

Nagamangala 4.04 4.1 4.37 6.25 6.01 6.26 
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Appendix Table 2.9: Impact of SVEEP: Change in Voter Turnout Ratio in each 

224 Assembly Constituencies between 2008-2013 and 2013-2018 

Constituency 
Difference (2008 - 2013) Difference (2018 - 2013) 

Males Females Total Males Females Total 

Krishnarajpet 2.68 4.18 3.55 3.36 2.91 3.13 

Shravanabelagola 7.19 6.54 7.15 0.34 0.82 0.49 

Arsikere 1.73 2.2 2.45 1.67 3.18 2.5 

Belur -23.5 -25.19 -24.15 2.6 4.69 3.84 

Hassan 2.5 2.94 3.48 1.83 3.94 3.03 

Holenarasipur 3.2 3.48 3.5 4.19 4.37 4.57 

Arakalgud 3.53 4.79 4.46 1.28 1.68 1.68 

Sakaleshpur (SC) 1.5 2.53 2.23 4.45 5.33 4.98 

Belthangady 1.36 0.16 0.91 6.29 6.41 6.62 

Moodabidri 1.14 2.02 1.7 0.45 3.15 1.96 

Mangalore City North -1.12 -0.38 -0.66 2.63 4.2 3.6 

Mangalore City South -0.22 1.12 0.38 1.67 4.45 3.68 

Mangalore -1.46 1.91 0.45 1.04 3.1 2.05 

Bantwal 1.36 0.55 1.08 2.79 2.94 3.08 

Puttur 2.45 2.86 2.98 2.5 2.94 2.96 

Sulia (SC) 5.26 5.29 5.46 3.28 3.7 3.83 

Madikeri 5.67 5.31 5.82 1.21 2.73 2.11 

Virajpet 9.55 10.15 10.08 1.26 2.25 1.83 

Periyapatna 2.65 6.91 4.6 1.87 1.9 2.41 

Krishnarajanagara 1.2 4.21 3.17 2.25 2.06 2.29 

Hunsur 0.84 2.9 1.96 2.96 4.01 3.65 

Heggadadevanakote (ST) 6.95 10.86 9.08 1.86 2.27 2.3 

Nanjangud (SC) 3.11 4.82 4.29 2.43 2.32 2.39 

Chamundeshwari 5.87 8.05 7.21 1.29 3.15 2.27 

Krishnaraja 2.04 2.72 2.94 -1.2 1.76 0.37 

Chamaraja 4.31 3.66 4.29 1.95 6.32 4.24 

Narasimharaja 4.23 4.21 4.57 5.37 8.54 7.07 

Varuna 5.01 8.07 6.71 -3.2 -3.37 -3.23 

T. Narasipur (SC) 5.9 8.59 7.39 3.33 2.65 3.07 

Hanur 4.98 6.99 6.4 6.56 5.23 5.98 

Kollegal (SC) 2.79 4.36 4.22 3.62 3.35 3.43 

Chamarajanagar 5.78 6.06 6.31 2.72 2.2 2.51 

Gundlupet 2.98 4.54 4.09 3.43 4 3.79 

State 6.12 7.29 6.96 0.21 1.03 0.67 
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Appendix Table 2.10: AC Wise Turnout Ratio and % of NOTA Votes 

District Name of AC 

2018 

Turnout 

Ratio 

2013 

Turnout 

Ratio 

Change 
% of NOTA 

Votes (2018) 

B
el

g
au

m
 

Nippani 82.4 80.62 1.76 0.84 

ChikkodiSadalga 86.9 80.03 6.85 0.76 

Athani 81.2 78.69 2.52 0.49 

Kagwad 81.5 78.69 2.85 0.52 

Kudachi (SC) 77.3 78 -0.67 0.26 

Raybag (SC) 78.5 75.17 3.29 0.79 

Hukkeri 82.2 75.87 6.35 1.16 

Arabhavi 77.5 73.87 3.62 0.79 

Gokak 73 71.76 1.27 1.22 

Yemkanamardi (ST) 80.5 76.83 3.66 1.14 

Belgaum Uttar 64.2 59.41 4.83 0.93 

Belgaum Dakshin 63.6 65.25 -1.69 1.01 

Belgaum Rural 79.6 74 5.64 1.05 

Khanapur 75.3 72.76 2.58 1.02 

Kittur 79.8 75.61 4.15 0.99 

Bailahongal 79.3 77.73 1.62 0.94 

SaundattiYellammma 81.1 78.96 2.12 0.63 

Ramdurg 76.6 75 1.57 1.13 

B
ag

al
k
o
t 

Mudhol (SC) 77.1 77.62 -0.5 1.09 

Terdal 80 78.65 1.32 1.17 

Jamkhandi 77.2 74.64 2.57 0.25 

Bilgi 80.9 78.33 2.54 0.49 

Badami 76.3 70.71 5.59 1.23 

Bagalkot 71.5 69.55 1.91 1.19 

Hungund 73.9 71.4 2.54 1.09 

B
ij

ap
u
r 

Muddhebihal 69 65.93 3.11 0.94 

DevaraHippargi 67.1 64.7 2.41 0.82 

BasavanBagevadi 75 72.18 2.8 1.15 

Babaleshwar 82.1 73.03 9.05 1.04 

Bijapur City 62.8 56.33 6.44 0.92 

Nagthan (SC) 68.4 62.18 6.18 0.9 

Indi 73.5 69.2 4.3 0.74 

Sindgi 71.9 69.47 2.45 0.77 

G
u

lb
ar

g
a 

Afzalpur 68.4 67.89 0.56 0.84 

Jevargi 69.8 73.29 -3.52 0.81 

Chittapur (SC) 61.4 65.11 -3.71 0.75 

Sedam 74.4 73.42 0.94 0.8 

Chincholi (SC) 69.6 66.93 2.71 0.82 

Gulbarga Rural (SC) 61.3 58.44 2.81 1.06 

Gulbarga Dakshin 55.7 55.94 -0.19 0.78 

Gulbarga Uttar 53.6 50.23 3.41 0.76 

Aland 69.9 68.94 1 0.9 

Y
ad

g
ir

 Shorapur (ST) 73.4 66.38 7.02 0.88 

Shahapur 71 66.94 4.01 0.91 

Yadgir 62.5 65.23 -2.73 1.15 

Gurmitkal 62.9 63.23 -0.34 1.6 

B
i

d
a r Basavakalyan 65.7 63.78 1.95 0.98 
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Appendix Table 2.10: AC Wise Turnout Ratio and % of NOTA Votes 

District Name of AC 

2018 

Turnout 

Ratio 

2013 

Turnout 

Ratio 

Change 
% of NOTA 

Votes (2018) 

Humnabad 68.2 66.04 2.18 0.74 

Bidar South 70.6 68.97 1.67 0.69 

Bidar 65.5 59.47 6.06 0.5 

Bhalki 75.1 73.5 1.59 0.63 

Aurad (SC) 69.1 68.45 0.69 0.66 

R
ai

ch
u
r 

Raichur Rural (ST) 70.8 68.87 1.96 1.12 

Raichur 56.5 53.68 2.83 0.47 

Manvi (ST) 64.6 61.13 3.43 1.22 

Devadurga (ST) 70.4 69.7 0.72 1.23 

Lingsugar (SC) 69 65.51 3.49 1.27 

Sindhanur 71.5 72.64 -1.17 0.82 

Maski (ST) 69.9 64.14 5.79 1.5 

K
o

p
p

al
 

Kushtagi 74.2 71.81 2.39 1.13 

Kanakagiri (SC) 79.8 73.99 5.82 1 

Gangavathi 76.4 73.36 3.05 1.1 

Yelburga 80.5 76.03 4.43 0.92 

Koppal 75.8 74.38 1.42 0.81 

G
ad

ag
 Shirahatti (SC) 76.9 71.88 5.04 0.76 

Gadag 74.4 71.34 3.09 1.26 

Ron 77.2 74.59 2.56 1.58 

Nargund 77.7 74.93 2.8 0.82 

D
h
ar

w
ad

 

Navalgund 79.4 75.1 4.33 1.2 

Kundgol 79.9 77.08 2.78 0.7 

Dharwad 76.4 72.68 3.76 1.27 

Hubli Dharwad East 71.4 62.58 8.83 0.93 

Hubli Dharwad Central 63.1 55.33 7.81 0.7 

Hubli Dharwad West 63.2 57.61 5.6 1.25 

Kalghatagi 81.4 78.25 3.18 0.95 

U
tt

ar
ak

an
n
ad

a Haliyal 78.1 76.25 1.82 0.96 

Karwar 74 70.7 3.34 1.48 

Kunta 81.6 74.17 7.45 1.51 

Bhatkal 78 70.97 7.04 1.2 

Sirsi 82.3 75.34 6.98 1.25 

Yellapur 83.4 79.61 3.79 1.02 

H
av

er
i 

Hangal 86 83.06 2.93 0.45 

Shiggaon 81.6 79.72 1.89 0.64 

Haveri (SC) 78.6 75.82 2.76 1.21 

Byadgi 84.6 83.02 1.58 0.88 

Hirekerur 85.6 82.09 3.49 0.65 

Ranebennur 80.3 79.31 1.03 0.79 

B
el

la
ry

 

Hadagali (SC) 78.3 73.89 4.38 1.46 

Hagaribommanahalli (SC) 81 78.24 2.75 0.77 

Vijayanagara 75.3 72.82 2.47 1.06 

Kampli (ST) 80.1 76.98 3.1 1.29 

Siraguppa (ST) 76.3 74.56 1.73 1.32 

Bellary (ST) 75.9 75.28 0.6 1.04 

Bellary City 66.3 61.54 4.79 0.67 

Sandur (ST) 75.2 74.75 0.43 1.15 

Kudligi (ST) 78.2 78 0.2 1.36 
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Appendix Table 2.10: AC Wise Turnout Ratio and % of NOTA Votes 

District Name of AC 

2018 

Turnout 

Ratio 

2013 

Turnout 

Ratio 

Change 
% of NOTA 

Votes (2018) 

C
h

it
ra

d
u
rg

a 

Molakalmuru (ST) 84.8 79.41 5.36 0.71 

Challakere (ST) 81.8 78.39 3.45 1.03 

Chitradurga 76.9 72.62 4.24 0.76 

Hiriyur 81.1 74.25 6.9 0.62 

Hosadurga 86.2 79.94 6.29 0.84 

Holalkere (SC) 84.6 79.78 4.79 0.21 

D
av

an
g

er
e 

Jagalur (ST) 78.9 78.98 -0.04 0.58 

Harapanahalli 83.7 81.29 2.45 0.57 

Harihar 78.7 77.7 1.05 0.61 

Davangere North 67.5 64.82 2.67 0.68 

Davangere South 67.6 66.05 1.58 0.65 

Mayakonda (SC) 83.1 77.26 5.8 0.81 

Channagiri 81.5 81.62 -0.08 0.6 

Honnali 84.9 85.7 -0.83 0.78 

S
h
im

o
g
a 

Shimoga Rural (SC) 83.2 77.1 6.08 0.77 

Bhadravathi 76 72.03 3.96 0.93 

Shimoga 69.9 64.77 5.13 0.51 

Tirthahalli 87.3 81.97 5.35 0.77 

Shikaripura 83.7 80.24 3.5 0.59 

Sorab 85.8 82.07 3.73 0.67 

Sagar 80.8 76.46 4.33 0.97 

U
d
u
p
i 

Baindur 80.7 76.01 4.73 0.93 

Kundapur 80.5 76.42 4.07 1.14 

Udupi 79.7 76.56 3.13 0.67 

Kapu 80.3 73.29 7.04 0.58 

Karkala 81.5 81.06 0.46 0.92 

C
h
ik

m
ag

al
u
r Sringeri 84.5 80.08 4.43 0.74 

Mudigere(SC) 78.7 72.17 6.48 1.01 

Chikmagalur 77.3 72.79 4.52 0.76 

Tarikere 83 78.02 4.99 0.51 

Kadur 81.8 77.52 4.29 0.68 

T
u

m
k

u
r 

Chikknayakanahalli 85.9 81.07 4.84 0.62 

Tiptur 84.5 81.86 2.67 0.57 

Turuvekere 85 79.6 5.43 0.62 

Kunigal 85.9 83.45 2.41 0.51 

Tumkur City 66.3 65.79 0.48 0.78 

Tumkur Rural 86.3 83.71 2.6 0.89 

Koratagere (SC) 85.8 83.78 1.99 0.79 

Gubbi 86.2 83.22 2.94 0.3 

Sira 85.8 79.19 6.59 0.32 

Pavagada (SC) 83.7 78.12 5.55 0.49 

Madhugiri 87.3 80.72 6.54 0.26 

C
h
ik

ab
al

la
p

u
r Gauribidanur 83.9 79.66 4.27 0.46 

Bagepalli 84.5 85.55 -1.08 0.42 

Chikkaballapur 88.6 83.22 5.36 0.41 

Sidlaghatta 87.1 87.03 0.07 0.57 

Chintamani 85.8 84.81 0.99 0.49 

K
o
la

r 

Srinivasapur 90.3 88.47 1.87 0.38 

Mulbagal (SC) 81.8 80.95 0.87 0.39 
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Appendix Table 2.10: AC Wise Turnout Ratio and % of NOTA Votes 

District Name of AC 

2018 

Turnout 

Ratio 

2013 

Turnout 

Ratio 

Change 
% of NOTA 

Votes (2018) 

Kolar Gold Field (SC) 74.5 69.32 5.22 1.26 

Bangarapet (SC) 82.9 82.07 0.82 0.72 

Kolar 80.5 83.36 -2.9 0.67 

Malur 89.5 87.37 2.14 0.43 

B
am

g
al

o
re

 u
rb

an
 Yelahanka 65.5 66.93 -1.39 0.84 

Byatarayanpura 60.5 63.06 -2.61 0.85 

Yeshwanthpura 63.3 66.24 -2.91 0.51 

Dasarahalli 49.5 55.54 -6.06 0.93 

Mahadevapura (SC) 60.4 61.54 -1.16 1.22 

Bangalore South 57 56.03 0.96 4.78 

Anekal (SC) 65.4 68.89 -3.48 0.93 

B
B

M
P

 C
en

tr
al

 Rajarajeshwarinagar 56.4 56.82 -0.45 1.06 

Shivajinagar 56.7 54.33 2.34 1.52 

Shantinagar 55.6 57.8 -2.23 1.14 

Gandhinagar 56.8 57.47 -0.66 1.63 

Rajajinagar 57.8 61.23 -3.39 1.61 

Chamarajpet 55.4 58.92 -3.5 0.6 

Chickpet 59.5 57.98 1.48 1.04 

B
B

M
P

 N
o
rt

h
 

K R Pura 58 58.91 -0.95 0.97 

Mahalakshmi Layout 55.7 60.28 -4.56 1.09 

Malleshwaram 57.9 62.33 -4.42 1.75 

Hebbal 58 54.89 3.12 0.99 

Pulakeshinagar (SC) 54.5 56.37 -1.85 1.11 

Sarvagnanagar 53.2 50.24 3 1.35 

CV Raman Nagar (SC) 50.7 53.85 -3.19 1.71 

B
B

M
P

 S
o
u
th

 

Govindarajanagar 54.5 54.82 -0.28 1.01 

Vijayanagar 51.2 56.47 -5.25 1.26 

Basavanagudi 54.5 52.33 2.17 1.43 

Padmanabanagar 60.3 58.44 1.89 1.49 

BTM Layout 51.5 53.43 -1.91 1.74 

Jayanagar 57.1 55.93 1.18 0.76 

Bommanahalli 48.3 54.09 -5.82 1.27 

B
an

g
al

o
re

 

R
u
ra

l 

Hosakote 91.7 90.99 0.68 0.28 

Devanahalli (SC) 85.5 82.84 2.63 0.76 

Doddaballapur 84.5 81 3.49 0.61 

Nelamangala (SC) 81.1 76.88 4.18 0.72 

R
am

an
ag

ar

a 

Magdi 87 83.88 3.13 0.43 

Ramanagaram 83.7 80.58 3.14 0.67 

Kanakapura 84.5 83.63 0.82 0.63 

Channapatna 87.3 84.78 2.55 0.58 

M
an

d
y
a 

Malavalli (SC) 82.7 74.9 7.81 0.76 

Maddur 85 79.45 5.57 0.79 

Melukote 90.7 84.12 6.53 0.56 

Mandya 74.6 68.58 6 0.61 

Shrirangapatana 86.6 80.85 5.7 0.51 

Nagamangala 89.3 81.64 7.65 0.36 

Krishnarajpet 86.3 81.57 4.71 0.63 

H
as

s

an
 Shravanabelagola 84.1 82.21 1.86 0.54 

Arsikere 84.4 80.5 3.9 0.63 
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Appendix Table 2.10: AC Wise Turnout Ratio and % of NOTA Votes 

District Name of AC 

2018 

Turnout 

Ratio 

2013 

Turnout 

Ratio 

Change 
% of NOTA 

Votes (2018) 

Belur 81.6 76.06 5.54 0.73 

Hassan 74.7 69.57 5.14 0.63 

Holenarasipur 88 81.83 6.16 0.55 

Arakalgud 89.9 86.02 3.85 0.63 

Sakaleshpur (SC) 83.3 77.42 5.87 0.99 

D
ak

sh
in

a 
K

an
n
ad

a 

Belthangady 83.9 75.48 8.45 0.7 

Moodabidri 78.1 74.24 3.84 0.68 

Mangalore City North 77.2 71.5 5.72 0.66 

h Mangalore City South 70.9 64.52 6.39 0.65 

Mangalore 78.5 74.25 4.2 0.55 

Bantwal 84.5 79.32 5.18 0.52 

puttur 84 79.54 4.44 0.74 

Sulia (SC) 86.2 81.07 5.1 0.78 

K
o

d
a

g
u

 Madikeri 79.7 75.89 3.77 0.95 

Virajpet 74 70.77 3.2 1.1 

M
y
so

re
 

Periyapatna 87.9 83.89 4.05 0.76 

Krishnarajanagara 87 83.61 3.35 0.69 

Hunsur 84.1 79.35 4.77 0.83 

Heggadadevanakote (ST) 81.6 77.3 4.34 0.94 

Nanjangud (SC) 80.7 76.21 4.46 1.19 

Chamundeshwari 78.3 74.23 4.02 0.69 

Krishnaraja 61.4 59.13 2.28 0.98 

Chamaraja 61.5 55.46 6.05 1.11 

Narasimharaja 64 54.73 9.24 0.75 

Varuna 81.9 82.43 -0.56 0.85 

T. Narasipur(SC) 79.1 75.23 3.83 1.07 

C
h
am

ar
aj

a

n
ag

ar
 Hanur 83.1 76.12 7 0.81 

Kollegal(SC) 80.8 76.47 4.28 0.91 

Chamarajanagar 81.9 78.59 3.27 1.24 

Gundlupet 90.2 85.31 4.85 0.67 
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Appendix Table 3.1:  Location wise Distribution of Respondents 

 
Rural Urban Total 

Belgaum 64.4 35.6 100 

Bangalore 50.1 49.9 100 

Gulbarga 45.9 54.1 100 

Mysore 52.6 47.4 100 

Total 53.8 46.2 100 

 

 

Appendix Table 3.2:  Distribution of Respondents across Age Group 

Age 18-25 26-35 36-45 46-60 61 and Above Total 

Belgaum 13.1 17.8 19.5 30.2 19.4 100.0 

Bangalore 17.4 20.8 23.6 22.1 16.0 100.0 

Gulbarga 10.9 25.6 30.4 24.4 8.8 100.0 

Mysore 7.4 18.5 22.1 33.0 19.0 100.0 

Total 12.7 20.3 23.3 27.3 16.4 100.0 

 

 

Appendix Table 3.3:  Distribution of Respondents across Social Group 

Social Groups SC ST OBC Others Minority Total 

Belgaum 18.0 11.7 35.2 24.3 10.8 100 

Bangalore 21.9 11.0 32.8 28.1 6.3 100 

Gulbarga 38.8 8.3 37.0 10.4 5.5 100 

Mysore 16.3 9.9 30.7 29.5 13.6 100 

Total 22.4 10.4 33.6 24.4 9.1 100 

 

 

 

Appendix Table 3.4:  Distribution of Respondents with Regard to Exposure to Media 

Exposure to Media 
Read a newspaper or 

magazine 

Listen to 

the radio 

Watch 

television 

Internet (Facebook, 

Whatsappetc) 

Almost every day 40.3 18.5 82.9 32.4 

At least once a week 7.4 6.2 3.9 2.9 

Less than once a week 6.4 5.6 4.9 3.4 

Not at all 45.9 69.7 8.2 61.2 

Total 100 100 100 100 
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Appendix Table 5.1: Region wise Opinions (%) 

Region 
Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree 
Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Agree 
Strongly 

agree 
Total 

Every vote counts 

Belgaum 0.8 0.4 0.4 57.2 41.2 100.0 

Bangalore 1.8 0.3 15.9 74.5 7.4 100.0 

Gulbarga 2.3 2.8 5.7 49.0 40.3 100.0 

Mysore 1.1 1.0 0.7 85.0 12.1 100.0 

Total 1.5 0.9 6.3 68.1 23.2 100.0 

Voting should be made compulsory 

Belgaum 0.5 0.4 1.6 52.9 44.6 100.0 

Bangalore 1.0 0.6 16.4 72.7 9.2 100.0 

Gulbarga 1.8 6.3 9.9 37.7 44.3 100.0 

Mysore 1.1 11.8 2.8 73.6 10.7 100.0 

 Total 1.1 4.3 8.0 61.7 25.0 100.0 

Voting is a  cumbersome chore 

Belgaum 35.7 49.6 7.7 6.1 0.8 100.0 

Bangalore 9.0 41.1 35.1 7.7 7.1 100.0 

Gulbarga 36.7 21.9 15.9 16.2 9.3 100.0 

Mysore 13.0 48.3 16.6 19.6 2.5 100.0 

Total 21.8 41.8 20.0 11.6 4.7 100.0 

Elections are conducted freely and fairly in India 

Belgaum 1.8 3.4 3.3 44.6 46.8 100.0 

Bangalore 2.2 2.3 18.9 68.4 8.3 100.0 

Gulbarga 4.4 8.4 12.2 37.2 37.8 100.0 

Mysore 6.2 14.6 14.2 56.7 8.3 100.0 

Total 3.4 6.7 12.5 53.9 23.6 100.0 

EVMs provide accurate results 

Belgaum 13.1 3.2 7.0 42.7 34.0 100.0 

Bangalore 1.4 2.0 19.9 68.5 8.2 100.0 

Gulbarga 2.1 6.8 8.3 42.2 40.6 100.0 

Mysore 1.8 10.8 7.9 69.4 10.1 100.0 

Total 4.7 5.3 11.5 57.4 21.0 100.0 

Women should consult male members or elders before voting in elections 

Belgaum 21.5 34.6 15.8 24.0 4.1 100.0 

Bangalore 7.2 36.7 16.4 31.0 8.6 100.0 

Gulbarga 31.3 19.2 13.5 21.1 14.9 100.0 

Mysore 7.5 35.3 25.2 22.6 9.5 100.0 

Total 15.2 32.8 17.9 25.4 8.7 100.0 

The influence of money and muscle is increasing in elections   

Belgaum 13.8 7.7 2.2 49.7 26.5 100.0 

Bangalore 5.0 14.2 30.3 24.8 25.6 100.0 

Gulbarga 20.3 21.6 15.3 27.9 14.9 100.0 

Mysore 2.3 15.8 12.1 50.3 19.5 100.0 

Total 9.3 14.1 15.8 38.2 22.5 100.0 

I do not intend to vote in the upcoming elections 

Belgaum 53.7 31.9 1.4 9.2 3.9 100.0 

Bangalore 7.8 41.2 16.7 26.9 7.3 100.0 

Gulbarga 33.9 32.0 6.0 14.6 13.5 100.0 

Mysore 18.4 35.4 20.2 16.6 9.5 100.0 

Total 27.1 35.7 11.7 17.5 8.0 100.0 
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District Code 
f¯Áè PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 

AC Code 
J¹ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 

Polling Booth Code 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 

Household  Code 
PÀÄlÄA§zÀ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 

          
 

 

SVEEP – III Project Plan No Voter to be left behind 

J¸ï«EE¦-III¥ÀjAiÉÆÃd£ÉAiÀÄ AiÉÆÃd£É AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À¢AzÀ »AzÀÄ½AiÀÄ¨ÁgÀzÀÄ 

 

 

 

 

Annexure I: Questionnaire on the Evaluation of the SVEEP 

Intervention in Karnataka 

C£ÀÄ§AzsÀ 1: PÀ£ÁðlPÀzÀ°è J¸ï«EE¦ ªÀÄzsÀåAvÀgÀ ªÀiË®åªÀiÁ¥À£À PÀÄjvÀ 

¥Àæ±ÁßªÀ½ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chief Electoral Office, Karnataka 
ªÀÄÄRå ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ PÀZÉÃj, PÀ£ÁðlPÀ 

and 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ  

Institute for Social and Economic Change, Bengaluru 
¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DyðPÀ §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ CzsÀåAiÀÄ£À À̧A Ȩ́Ü, ¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ 
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Annexure I: Questionnaire on the Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

C£ÀÄ§AzsÀ 1: PÀ£ÁðlPÀzÀ°è J¸ï«EE¦ ªÀÄzsÀåAvÀgÀ ªÀiË®åªÀiÁ¥À£À PÀÄjvÀ ¥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 Bengaluru that regularly conducts 

surveys on various socio-economic and political issues. Presently we are interviewing people 

here in __________ (name of town/village) in Karnataka state and collecting information 

regarding about their electoral participation. I’m going to ask you some questions related to 

registration and participations 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 answering every question and you may choose not to respond to 

any question. Further, you may also terminate this interview at any time if you are 

uncomfortable answering the questions. There is no penalty for refusing to take part in this 

interview nor is there any incentive for participation. 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 survey. The survey will take about 15-20 minutes to ask these 

questions. Would you be willing to participate? 

 
¦ÃpPÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ M¦àUÉ: ±ÀÄ s̈Á±ÀAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ!  £À£Àß ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ____________________________(¥ÀÆtð ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ).  

£Á£ÀÄ É̈AUÀ¼ÀÆj£À°ègÀÄªÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DyðPÀ §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ ¸ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄ ¥ÀgÀªÁV PÉ®¸À ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛzÉÝÃ£É. F 

¸ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄÄ À̧A±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 s̈ÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀAUÀæ»¸ÀÄwÛzÉÝÃªÉ.  £Á£ÀÄ 

vÀªÀÄUÉ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ s̈ÁUÀªÀ»¸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 À̧®Ä EaÒ¸ÀÄvÉÛÃ£É.  ¥ÀæwAiÉÆAzÀÄ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀÆ GvÀÛgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ É̈ÃPÉA§ 

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 s̈ÁUÀªÀ»¸À®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤gÁPÀj¹zÀ°è ¤ªÀÄUÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zÀAqÀªÀ£ÀÄß «¢ü¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅ¢®è CxÀªÁ 

s̈ÁUÀªÀ»¸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 À̧«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ ¸ÀQæAiÀÄªÁV 

s̈ÁUÀªÀ»¹zÀÝPÉÌ £ÁªÀÅ ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß §ºÀ¼ÀµÀÄÖ ¥Àæ±ÀA¹¸ÀÄvÉÛÃªÉ.  À̧«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ J¯Áè ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃ¼À®Ä 15-20 ¤«ÄµÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

É̈ÃPÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉ.  EzÀgÀ°è s̈ÁUÀªÀ»¸À®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ EaÒ¸ÀÄwÛÃgÁ? 

  

https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjEkeeZgKnYAhUDtI8KHbz8AVkQFggoMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.isec.ac.in%2F&usg=AOvVaw0TY6-UxJM-CLch35_w2DiM
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjEkeeZgKnYAhUDtI8KHbz8AVkQFggoMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.isec.ac.in%2F&usg=AOvVaw0TY6-UxJM-CLch35_w2DiM
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjEkeeZgKnYAhUDtI8KHbz8AVkQFggoMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.isec.ac.in%2F&usg=AOvVaw0TY6-UxJM-CLch35_w2DiM
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Section A: Identification  
«¨sÁUÀ J: UÀÄgÀÄw À̧Ä«PÉ 

Qno. 
¥Àæ±Éß. 

¸ÀASÉå 

Question 
¥Àæ±Éß 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

Code  
PÉÆÃqï 

¸ÀASÉå 

Skip 
¸ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ 

ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj 

A1  
J1 

Consent  
M¦àUÉ 

Not received 
¹QÌ®è 0  

→ END 

→ªÀÄÄPÁÛAiÀÄ 

Received  
¹QÌzÉ 1  

 

A2  
J2 

Name of state/UT & census 

code  
gÁdå/PÉÃAzÁæqÀ½vÀ ¥ÀæzÉÃ±À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ d£ÀUÀtw 

PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 

KARNATAKA    

A3 
J3 

Name of district & census 

codef É̄è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ d£ÀUÀtw PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 
    

A4 
J4 

Type of residence  
ªÁ À̧¸ÀÜ¼ÀzÀ «zsÀ 

RuralUÁæ«ÄÃt 0   

Urban£ÀUÀgÀ 1  

A5 
J5 

Name of AC & code  
«zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ PÉëÃvÀæzÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÉÆÃqï 

¸ÀASÉå 

    

A6  
J6 

Name of polling station & part 

no.  
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ ºÉ À̧gÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ s̈ÁUÀ À̧ASÉå 

    

A7 
J7 

Name of village/urban block & 

codeUÁæªÀÄzÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ/£ÀUÀgÀ ¨ÁèPÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 

    

A8 
J8 

Landmarknearhouse 
ªÀÄ£ÉAiÀÄ ºÀwÛgÀzÀ ºÉUÀÄÎgÀÄvÀÄ 

   

 

Subsection A(i): Details of interview 

G¥À«¨sÁUÀ J(i): À̧AzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ «ªÀgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

A9  
J9 

Date of interview  
¸ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ 

(In DD-MM format) 2019 
(¢£À-wAUÀ¼ÀÄ À̧égÀÆ¥ÀzÀ°è) 2019 

     

A10  
J10 

Start time of interview  
¸ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ DgÀA¨sÀzÀ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄ 

(In HH:MM, 24 hour format)  
(UÀAmÉ:¤«ÄµÀ, 24 UÀAmÉ ¸ÀégÀÆ¥ÀzÀ°è) 

     

A11  
J11 

End time of interview  
¸ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ ªÀÄÄPÁÛAiÀÄzÀ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄ 

(In HH:MM, 24 hour format)  
(UÀAmÉ:¤«ÄµÀ, 24 UÀAmÉ ¸ÀégÀÆ¥ÀzÀ°è) 

     

A12  
J12 

Interview result codes  
¸ÀAzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ ¥sÀ°vÁA±ÀzÀ PÉÆÃqïUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Completed  
¥ÀÆtðUÉÆArzÉ 1  

 

Entire HH absent for a long time  
ErÃ PÀÄlÄA§ªÀÅ ¢ÃWÀðPÁ®¢AzÀ UÉÊgÀÄºÁdj 2  

Postponed  
ªÀÄÆAzÀÆqÀ¯ÁVzÉ 3  

Refused (Pl. specify reasons)  
wgÀ À̧Ìj¸À¯ÁVzÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ PÁgÀtUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹) 
4  

HH/dwelling vacant  
PÀÄlÄA§/¤ªÁ À̧ SÁ° 5  

Address of HH/dwelling not found  
PÀÄlÄA§/ªÁ¹UÀ¼À «¼Á À̧ PÀAqÀÄ§A¢®è 6  

A13  
J13 

Name of enumerator and 

ID/code  
J£ÀÄåªÀÄgÉÃlgï ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ Lr/PÉÆÃqï 

    

A14 
J14 

Name of supervisor and 

ID/code  
ªÉÄÃ°éZÁgÀPÀgÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ Lr/PÉÆÃqï 
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Subsection A(ii): Quality control  

G¥À«¨sÁUÀ J (ii) : UÀÄtªÀÄlÖ ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt 

A15  
J15 

Field: back check  
PÉëÃvÀæ: ¥ÀÄ£À: ¥Àj²Ã®£É 

No   E®è 0   

Yes  ºËzÀÄ 1  

A16  
J16 

Field: scrutiny  

PÉëÃvÀæ: ಪರಿಶೆ ೋಧನೆ 
No   E®è 0   

Yes   ºËzÀÄ 1  

A17  
J17 

Data entry: double entry  

zÀvÁÛA±À £ÀªÀÄÆzÀ£É: JgÀqÀÄ¨Áj £ÀªÀÄÆದು 
No    E®è 0   

Yes   ºËzÀÄ 1  

 
 

Section B: Respondent and their Back ground Information 
« s̈ÁUÀ ©: ¥ÀæwQæ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀªÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀgÀ »£Éß¯É ªÀiÁ»w 

Q. No. 
¥Àæ±Éß. À̧ASÉå 

Question 
¥Àæ±Éß 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

B1 
©1  

How many people (including you) ordinarily 

reside in this household?  
 

 F PÀÄlÄA§zÀ°è ¤ÃªÀÇ Ȩ́ÃjzÀAvÉ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV JµÀÄÖ d£À 

ªÁ¹ À̧ÄwÛ¢ÝÃj? 

 

B2 
©2 

How many people  are  older than  18 years? (as 

on 1 January 2018) 
JµÀÄÖ d£ÀgÀÄ 18 ªÀµÀðQÌAvÀ ºÉZÀÄÑ ªÀAiÀÄ¹ì£ÀªÀgÁVzÁÝgÉÉ? (d£ÀªÀj 

1, 2018) 

 

   

 

Subsection B(i):  Household (HH) roster 
G¥À « s̈ÁUÀ ©: PÀÄlÄA§zÀ À̧gÀ¢ ¥ÀnÖ 

 

NOTE: LIST ALL THOSE WHO LIVE UNDER THE SAME ROOF, SHARE THE SAME KITCHEN 

AND ARE ABOVE 18 YEARS OLD STARTING WITH THE HH HEAD. THE NUMBER OF ENTRIES 

IN THE HH ROSTER (B3) SHOULD BE EQUAL TO THE NUMBER IN B2. 
n¥ÀàtÂ: MAzÉÃ ¸ÀÆj£Àr ªÁ¹ À̧ÄªÀ, MAzÉÃ CrUÉªÀÄ£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸ÀÄªÀ, PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ªÀÄÄRå¸ÀÜgÉÆA¢UÉ ¥ÁægÀA©ü¹ 18 

ªÀµÀðQÌAvÀ ªÉÄÃ®àlÖ J®ègÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÀnÖ ªÀiÁr.  F PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ¸ÀgÀ¢ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ (©3) gÀ°è zÁR°¹zÀ ¸ÀASÉåUÀ¼ÀÄ (©2) 

¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ°è£À ¸ÀASÉåUÉ ¸ÀªÀÄ£ÁVgÀÀ É̈ÃPÀÄ. 
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B3 
©3 

B4 
©4 

B5 
©5 

B6 
©6 

B7 
©7 

B8 
©8 

B9 
©9 

B10 
©10 

B11 
©11 

Sl. 

No. 
PÀæ. 

¸ÀA. 

Name 
ºÉ À̧gÀÄ 

Relation 

with 

HHhead 
PÀÄlÄA§zÀ 

ªÀÄÄRå À̧ÜgÉÆA

¢UÉÉ À̧A§AzsÀ 

Sex 
°AUÀ 

Age (in 

years) 
ªÀAiÀÄ À̧Äì 

(ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è) 

Disable

d 

ವಿಶೆೋಷZÉ
ÃvÀ£ÀgÉÃ 

Migrated in 

last 1 year 
PÀ¼ÉzÀ MAzÀÄ 

ªÀµÀðzÀ°è ªÀ® Ȩ́ 

ºÉÆÃVzÁÝgÉAiÉÄ? 

Voted in 

lastLok 

Sabha 

election 
PÀ¼ÉzÀ 

¯ÉÆÃPÀ À̧¨sÁ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ

°è ªÀÄvÀ 

ºÁPÀ¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄ

? 

Voted in 

last 

Assembly 

election 
PÀ¼ÉzÀ 

«zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ

°è ªÀÄvÀ 

ºÁPÀ¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄ

? 

1.   0  1         

2.            

3.            

4.            

5.            

6.            

7.            

8.            

 

CODE LIST FOR HH ROSTER: 
À̧gÀ¢ ¥ÀnÖ PÀÄlÄA§zÀ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉåAiÀÄ ¥ÀnÖ: 

• Relationship with HH head: Head=01; Wife/Husband=02; Son/Daughter=03; Daughter-in-law/Son-in-

law=04; Grandchild=05; Father/Mother=06; Brother/Sister=07; Father-in-law/Mother-in-law=08; 

Nephew/Niece=09; Brother-in-law/Sister-in-law=10; Other relatives=11; Servant/Others=12 
PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ªÀÄÄRå À̧ÜgÉÆA¢UÉ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ: ªÀÄÄRå À̧Ü=01; ºÉAqÀw/UÀAqÀ=02; ªÀÄUÀ/ªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ=03;  Ȩ́Æ¸É/C½AiÀÄ=04; ªÉÆªÀÄäUÀ/¼ÀÄ=05;  

vÀAzÉ/vÁ¬Ä=06;  Ȩ́ÆÃzÀgÀ/ Ȩ́ÆÃzÀj=07; ªÀiÁªÀ/CvÉÛ=08; Ȩ́ÆÃzÀgÀ½AiÀÄ/ Ȩ́ÆÃzÀgÀ Ȩ́Æ¸É=09; s̈ÁªÀ-ªÉÄÊzÀÄ£À/CwÛUÉ-£Á¢¤=10; EvÀgÉ 

¸ÀA§A¢üUÀ¼ÀÄ=11; PÉ® À̧zÁ¼ÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ/EvÀgÀgÀÄ=12 

 
• Sex: Male=1; Female=2; Third gender=3 

• °AUÀ: ¥ÀÄgÀÄµÀ=1; ªÀÄ»¼É=2; vÀÈwÃAiÀÄ°AUÀ=3 

 
• Disabled: No=0; Yes (in seeing)=1; Yes(in speech)=2; Yes(in hearing)=3; Yes(in movement)=4; 

• «PÀ®(«±ÉÃµÀ)ZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀÄ: E®è=0; ºËzÀÄ (£ÉÆÃqÀÄªÀ ±ÀQÛ)=1; ºËzÀÄ (ªÀiÁvÀ£ÁqÀ®Ä)=2; ºËzÀÄ (PÉÃ½¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä)=3; ºËzÀÄ (NqÁqÀ®Ä)=4; 

 
• Migrated in last 1 year: No=0; Yes=1 

• PÀ¼ÉzÀ MAzÀÄ ªÀµÀðzÀ°è ªÀ® Ȩ́: E®è=0; ºËzÀÄ=1 

 
• Enrolled: No=0; Yes (application in progress)=1; Yes(currently enrolled)=2 

• £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ:  E®è=0; ºËzÀÄ(Cfð ¥ÀæUÀwAiÀÄ°èzÉ)=1;  ºËzÀÄ (¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂAiÀiÁVzÉ)=2 

 
• Voted in last Lok Sabha/Assembly election: No=0; Yes=1 

• PÀ¼ÉzÀ É̄ÆÃPÀ¸À¨sÉ/«zsÁ£À À̧¨sÉ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄ?: E®è=0; ºËzÀÄ=1 
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Subsection B (ii):  Background informationof the Respondent 

G¥À«¨sÁUÀ © (ii): ¥ÀæwQæ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀªÀgÀ »£Éß¯É ªÀiÁ»w 

Q. 

No. 
¥Àæ±Éß 

À̧ASÉå 

Question 
¥Àæ±Éß 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

Code PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 

B12  What's your 

educational 

qualification?  

Illiterate C£ÀPÀëgÀ À̧Ü 1 

©12 ¤ªÀÄä «zÁå s̈Áå À̧zÀ 

ªÀÄlÖ K£ÀÄ? 
Primaryschool¥ÁæxÀ«ÄPÀ ²PÀët 2 

  Highschool ¥ËæqsÀ±Á¯É 3 

  Higher secondary G£ÀßvÀ ¥ËæqsÀ±Á¯É 4 

  Diploma/ Certificate 
r¥ÉÆèªÀiÁ/ ¥ÀæªÀiÁt¥ÀvÀæ ²PÀët 5 

  Graduate & above including Professional/ Technical 

Courses  
¥ÀzÀ« ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÉaÑ£À ²PÀët - ªÀÈwÛ¥ÀgÀ / vÁAwæPÀ PÉÆÃ À̧ÄðUÀ¼ÀÆ Ȩ́ÃjzÀAvÉ 

6 

B13  What's your 

occupation?  
Student«zÁåyð 1 

©13 ¤ªÀÄä GzÉÆåÃUÀ 

K£ÀÄ? 
Unemployed¤gÀÄzÉÆåÃV 2 

  Unemployed available for work  
PÉ® À̧PÉÌ ® s̈Àå«gÀÄªÀ ¤gÀÄzÉÆåÃV 

3 

  Government Service  
À̧PÁðj Ȩ́ÃªÉ 

4 

  Private ServiceSÁ À̧V Ȩ́ÃªÉ 5 

  Own enterprise À̧éAvÀ G¢ÝªÉÄ 6 

  Labourer/ Cultivator/ Agricultural and allied activities  
PÁ«ÄðPÀ / ¸ÁUÀÄªÀ½zÁgÀ / PÀÈ¶ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ À̧A§A¢üvÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 

7 

  Home makerUÀÈ»tÂ 8 

  Others (please specify)   
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹) 

9 

B14  What's your 

marital status?  
¤ªÀÄä ªÉÊªÁ»PÀ 

¹Üw K£ÀÄ? 

Never married«ªÁºÀªÉÃ DV®è 1 

 Married«ªÁºÀªÁVzÉ 2 

 Widowed/«zsÀªÉ 3 

 Separated/divorced 
É̈Ã¥ÀðlÖ/ «ZÉÒÃ¢vÀ  

4 

B15 What's your 

social group?  
¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ 

¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ UÀÄA¦UÉ 

Ȩ́Ãj¢ÝÃj? 

SC¥Àj²µÀÖ eÁw 1 
©15 ST¥Àj²µÀÖ ¥ÀAUÀqÀ 2 

 OBCEvÀgÉ »AzÀÄ½zÀ eÁw 3 

 OthersEvÀgÉ 4 
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B1

6  

 

How often do you: a. read 

a newspaper or magazine?  

b. listen to the radio?  

c. watch television?  

d Internet (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 À̧ÄwÛÃgÁ? (¥sÉÃ¸ï§ÄPï, 

ªÁmÁìöå¥ï, EvÁå¢) 

Responses 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Read a 

newspaper 

or 

magazine 
¢£À¥ÀwæPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉUÀ

¼À£ÀÄß 

NzÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 

Listen to 

Radio 
gÉÃrAiÉÆÃªÀ£ÀÄß 

PÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 

Watch TV 
zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£ÀªÀ£À

Äß £ÉÆÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 

Internet 

whattsapp, 

facebook, 

twitter, 

instagram 
CAvÀeÁð®, 

ªÁmÁìöå¥ï, 

¥sÉÃ¸ï§ÄPï, 

nélÖgï, 

E£Áì÷ÖUÁæA 

©1

6 

Almosteveryday 
ºÉZÀÄÑ PÀrªÉÄ ¢£À¤vÀå 1 1 1 1 

 At least once a week  
PÀ¤µÀ× ¥ÀPÀë ªÁgÀPÉÌ 

MªÉÄäAiÀiÁzÀgÀÆ 

2 2 2 2 

 Less than once a week 
ªÁgÀPÉÆÌªÉÄä VAvÀ®Æ PÀrªÉÄ 3 3 3 3 

 Not at all  
E®èªÉÃ E®è 

4 4 4 4 

B1

7 

During elections, which of 

the following sources do 

you rely on the most to get 

news on elections and 

Politics?  
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ À̧AzÀ s̈ÀðzÀ°è 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ gÁdQÃAiÀÄzÀ 

§UÉV£À À̧Ä¢ÝUÀ¼À£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄ®Ä 

¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ ªÀÄÆ®UÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É 

ºÉZÀÄÑ CªÀ®A©vÀgÁV¢ÝÃj? 

Newspaper/magazine¢£À¥ÀwæPÉ / ¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉ 1 

©1

7 
TelevisionzÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£À 2 

 RadiogÉÃrAiÉÆÃ 3 

 InternetCAvÀeÁð® 4 

 MobilephoneªÉÆ É̈Ê¯ï ¥sÉÆÃ£ï 5 

 Family/relatives/friendsPÀÄlÄA§ªÀUÀð¢AzÀ/ À̧A§A¢üPÀjAzÀ/ Ȩ́ßÃ»vÀjAzÀ 6 

 Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹) 

 
 
 

 

 

Section C:Registration: Awareness and Constraints 
«¨sÁUÀ ¹: £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ : CjªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¤§ðAzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Qno. 

¥Àæ±Éß ¸ÀASÉå 
Question 

¥Àæ±Éß 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

Code 
PÉÆÃqï 

¸ÀASÉå 

Skip 
¸ÀÆa¹zÀA

vÉ 

ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ

¬Äj 

C1  
¹1 

How long have you been living in your current 

residence? *CODE 00 FOR LESS THAN 1 YR.  

*CODE 98 IF LIVING SINCE BIRTH  
FVgÀÄªÀ ¤ªÁ À̧zÀ°è JµÀÄÖ ¢£ÀUÀ½AzÀ ªÁ À̧ªÁV¢ÝÃj? 

* 1 ªÀµÀðQÌAvÀ PÀrªÉÄAiÀiÁzÀgÉ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 00 §¼À¹ 

* ºÀÄnÖzÁV¤AzÀ ªÁ¹ À̧ÄwÛzÀÝgÉ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 98 §¼À¹ 

In years  
ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è £ÀªÀÄÆ¢¹ 
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C2 
¹2 Are you native of this village/habitation NoE®è 0  

 ¤ÃªÀÅ F ºÀ½îAiÀÄ / ªÁ À̧¸ÀÜ¼ÀzÀ ¤ªÁ¹AiÀiÁV¢ÝÃgÀ?  Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

C3 
¹3 

Are you registered in the voter list 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ £ÉÆAzÁ¬Ä À̧®ànÖ¢ÝÃgÁ? 

Never 
JA¢UÀÆ E®è 

0 
→ C12 
¹12ºÉÆÃV 

 Yes, application in progress  
ºËzÀÄ, Cfð ¥Àj²Ã®£ÉAiÀÄ°èzÉ 

1 
→ C5  
¹5ºÉÆÃV 

 Yes, currently enrolled  
ºËzÀÄ, FUÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂAiÀiÁVzÉ 

2 
 

C4  IF CODED 2 IN C3: Do you have a voter ID 

card/ EPIC?  
No E®è 0 

 

¹4 ¹3 gÀ°è 2 JAzÀÄ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: ¤ªÀÄä §½ 

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ UÀÄgÀÄw£À aÃn/E¦L¹ EzÉAiÉÄ? 
Yes ºËzÀÄ 1 

 

C5  
¹5 

IF CODED 1 OR 2 IN C3: Which polling 

station have you applied to be enrolled in/are 

currently enrolled in?  

*NOTE: CROSS VERIFY FROM A6  

Incorrect polling station  
vÀ¥ÀÄà ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ 

0  

 ¹3 gÀ°è 1 CxÀªÁ 2 PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: AiÀiÁªÀ 

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¹¢ÝÃj? CxÀªÁ 

¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀzÀ°è £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ DV¢ÝÃj? 

* n¥ÀàtÂ: J6 jAzÀ ªÀÄgÀÄ¥ÀjÃQë¹ 

Correct polling station  
¸ÀjAiÀiÁzÀ ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ 

1  

C6  
¹6 

IF CODED 1 OR 2 IN C3: How did you enrol 

yourself?  
¹3 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 1 CxÀªÁ 2 £ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: ¤ÃªÀÅ 

ºÉÃUÉ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¢ÝÃj? 

During a special enrollment 

drive«±ÉÃµÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 

DAzÉÆÃ®£ÀzÀ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è 
1 

 

A Booth Level Officer had 

visited residence  
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ ªÀÄlÖzÀ C¢üPÁj ªÀÄ£ÉUÉ 

¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÀÝgÀÄ 

2 

 

 Went to the local voter 

enrollment centre  
¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 

PÉÃAzÀæPÉÌ ¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÁÝUÀ 

3 

 

 Went to the State Election 

Office  
gÁdå ªÀÄlÖzÀ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ PÀZÉÃjUÉ 

¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÁÝUÀ 

4 

 

 Online/ NVSP  
D£ï É̄Ê£ï/J£ï«J¸ï¦ 

5 
 

 With help from political 

parties  
gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼À £ÉgÀ«¤AzÀ 

6 

 

 With help from CSO/ 

Association/ Individual  
¹J¸ïM / À̧AWÀUÀ¼ÀÄ/ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À 

£ÉgÀ«¤AzÀ 

7 

 

 Don't know  
UÉÆwÛ®è 

99 
 

 Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹) 
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C7 

 
¹7 

IF CODED 1 IN C6: How did you 

come to know the enrolment drive? 

¹6 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 1£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è, ¤ªÀÄUÉ 

£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀ §UÉÎ ºÉÃUÉ w½¬ÄvÀÄ?  

Newspapers/Pamphlets/posters

/banners/hoardings/folders etc.,  
¢£À¥ÀwæPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ/PÀgÀ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ/©üwÛ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ/¨Áå

£ÀgïUÀ¼ÀÄ/¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ/¥sÉÆÃ®ØgïUÀ¼ÀÄ 

1 

 

Local TV 

channels/FM/Community 

Radio 
¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ n« 

ªÁ»¤UÀ¼ÀÄ/J¥sïJA/ À̧ªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄ 

gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ 

2 

 

Bulk SMS J¸ïJAJ¸ïUÀ¼ÀÄ 3  

Facebook/twitter/instagram/ 

whatsapp 
¥sÉÃ¸ï§ÄPï/nÖlÖgï/E£Áì÷ÖUÁæA/ªÁmïì¥
ï  

4 

 

Electoral Literacy Campaign  
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁ ¥ÀæZÁgÀ 

5 
 

Cinema theatre clips 
¹¤ªÀiÁ yAiÉÄÃlgï Qè¦AUïUÀ¼ÀÄ 

6 
 

Street play/market play 
©Ã¢£ÁlPÀ/¸ÀAvÉ £ÁlPÀ 

7 
 

Tom Tom announcements 
mÁA mÁA ¥ÀæPÀluÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 8 

 

Others (please specify) 
EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹) 9 

 

C8 
¹8 

During last General Assembly Election 

how many times any government  level 

officer have visited your village 
PÀ¼ÉzÀ ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ «zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è 

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ À̧PÁðj ªÀÄlÖzÀ C¢üPÁj ¤ªÀÄä 

UÁæªÀÄPÉÌ JµÀÄÖ ¨Áj s̈ÉÃn ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉ? 

More than one time MAzÀQÌAvÀ 

ºÉZÀÄÑ ¨Áj 

1  

At least one time PÀ¤µÀ× MAzÀÄ 

¨Áj 

2  

Not at all JA¢UÀÆ E®è 3  

Dont Know UÉÆwÛ®è 4  

C9  
¹9 

IF CODED 1 OR 2 IN C3: How would 

you rate the process of getting 

enrolled? 
¹3 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 1 CxÀªÁ 2 £ÀÄß 

¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃªÀÅ ºÉÃUÉ 

gÉÃmï ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛÃj? 

Easy 
¸ÀÄ®¨sÀªÁVvÀÄÛ 

1 

Also H3 for 

persons 

with 

disabilities 
«PÀ®ZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÉ 

JZï 3 À̧ºÀ 

Neither easy nor difficult  
¸ÀÄ®¨sÀªÁVAiÀÄÆ E®è PÀµÀÖªÁVAiÀÄÆ 

E®è 
2 

 

DifficultPÀµÀÖPÀgÀªÁVvÀÄÛ 3  

Don't knowUÉÆwÛ®è 9  

C10 How many times you have visited to 

get yourself enrolled 

Once 
MAzÀÄ 

1  

¹10 ¤ÃªÀÅ JµÀÄÖ ¨Áj ¤ÃªÁVAiÉÄÃ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 

ªÀiÁr¸À®Ä s̈ÉÃn PÉÆnÖ¢ÝÃj? 
Twice  
JgÀqÀÄ 

2  

  Thrice 
ªÀÄÆgÀÄ 

3  

  More than three time 
ªÀÄÆgÀQÌAvÀ®Æ ºÉZÀÄÑ ¨Áj 

4 → C11 
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C11 IF CODED 4 in C10: Reasons for 

visiting more than three times 

Not carried required documents 
CUÀvÀå zÁR É̄UÀ¼À£ÀÄß M¬ÄÝgÀ°®è 

1  

¹ 11 ¹ 10 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉ 4 £ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: 

ªÀÄÆgÀÄ ¸À®QÌAvÀ®Æ ºÉZÀÄÑ ¨Áj s̈ÉÃn PÉÆqÀ®Ä 

PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? 

Problem at the registration centre 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ PÉÃAzÀæzÀ°è ¸ÀªÀi Ȩ́å 

2  

  Officials denied registration 
C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂUÉ M¥Àà°®è 

3  

  Money demanded for 

registration 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂUÁV ºÀtzÀ ¨ÉÃrPÉ 

4  

C12  
¹12  

IF CODE 0 IN C3: Did you try to ever 

enrol yourself? 
¹3 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 0 ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: ¤ÃªÀÅ 

AiÀiÁªÁUÀ¯ÁzÀgÀÆ ¤ÃªÁVAiÉÄÃ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 

ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä ¥ÀæAiÀÄwß¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

No E®è 0  

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

C13 
¹13 

IF CODED 0 IN C12: Why didn't you 

try to enrol yourself in the voter's list? 
¹12 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 0 ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: 

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 

¤ÃªÀÅ KPÉ ¥ÀæAiÀÄwß¸À°®è? 

I don’t know the procedure 
£À£ÀUÉ «zsÁ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ UÉÆwÛ®è 

1  

 The procedure is very 
cumbersome  
PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£ÀªÀÅ §ºÀ¼À PÀµÀÖPÀgÀªÁVzÉ 

2  

 Do not have any proof of 
residence 
£À£ÀUÉ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ «¼Á À̧zÀ ¥ÀÄgÁªÉ 

EgÀ°®è 

3  

 I am not interested £À£ÀUÉ D À̧QÛ 

EgÀ°®è 
4  

  Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹) 

 
 

C14 
¹14 

During last Assembly Election, Have 

you experienced any 

constraints/Challenges during 

registration process 

No E®è 

0 

 

 PÀ¼ÉzÀ É̄ÆÃPÀ¸À¨sÁ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è, £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 

¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆ 

¤§ðAzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß/¸ÀªÁ®ÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß JzÀÄj¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

Yes ºËzÀÄ 

1 

 

C15 
¹15 

If yes, reasons 
ºËzÁzÀgÉ, PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Frequent failure of 

computer/internet 
PÀA¥ÀÆålgï/CAvÀeÁð®zÀ DUÁUÉÎ ªÉÊ¥sÀ®å 

1 

 

 Non-cooperative Officials 
C¸ÀºÀPÁj C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ 2 

 

 Lack of clarity on registration 

process among Officials 
C¢üPÁjUÀ¼À £ÀqÀÄªÉ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ 

¸ÀàµÀÖvÉAiÀÄ PÉÆgÀvÉ 

3 

 

 Demanded money for 

registration 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂUÁV ºÀtzÀ ¨ÉÃrPÉ 

4 

 

 Not knowing the local language 
¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ¨sÁµÁ UÉÆwÛ®è 5 

 

 Others Specify  
EvÀgÉ, ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹ 9 
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C16 
¹16 

Do you think that registration 

process was easier during the last 

General Assembly Election 

compared to earlier elections 
»A¢£À ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ½UÉ ºÉÆÃ°¹zÀgÉ PÀ¼ÉzÀ 

¨ÁjAiÀÄ ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ «zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄ ¸ÀÄ® s̈À 

JAzÀÄ ¨sÁ«¸ÀÄwÛÃgÁ? 

No E®è 0  

 Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

 

No Change §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉ E®è 2  

     

C17 
¹17 

Do you know how to check your 

name in Electoral Roll? 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄUÉ ¤ªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß 

¥Àj²Ã° À̧®Ä w½¢zÉAiÉÄ? 

No E®è 0  

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1 
 

C18 
¹18 

IF CODED 1 in C17, which source 

 
¹17 £À°è PÉÆÃqï 1 ¤ÃrzÀÝgÉ, AiÀiÁªÀ 

ªÀÄÆ®¢AzÀ 

Through sms  J¸ïJAJ¸ï ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 1  

Chunavana app   ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ D¥ï ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 2  

CEO website  ¹EM eÁ®vÁt ªÀÄÆ®PÀ  3  

Other(specify)   EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹) 4  

 

 

Section D: Facilitation Measures and Voter participation 
«¨sÁUÀ r: ¸ËPÀAiÀÄðUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¨sÁUÀªÀ» À̧Ä«PÉ 

Qno.¥Àæ±Éß 

¸ÀASÉå 
Question 
¥Àæ±Éß 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

Code 
PÉÆÃqï 

¸ÀASÉå 

Skip 
¸ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ 

ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj 

D1  
Did you vote in at least one 

election?  

*(VERIFY WITH RESPONSE IN 

B10 OR B11) 
PÀ¤µÀ× ¥ÀPÀë MAzÀÄ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ¯ÁèzÀgÀÆ ¤ÃªÀÅ 

ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

* (©10 CxÀªÁ ©11 gÀ°è ¤ÃrzÀ 

GvÀÛgÀzÉÆA¢UÉ ¥ÀjÃQë¹) 

NoE®è 0 
→ D13 
r13 PÉÌ ºÉÆÃV 

r1  
 
Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

D2 
r2 

Did  you  vote  in 
 the  recent  Assembly Election  

NoE®è 0  

 EwÛÃa£À «zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ 

ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 
 
Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

D3 

 

 

IF CODED 1 IN D1: What were 

your reasons for voting in this 

election? * MULTIPLE CODING 

POSSIBLE 
 

r1 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 1 £ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: F 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀºÁPÀ®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ EzÀÝAvÀºÀ 

PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ?  

* ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉåUÀ¼À GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

® s̈Àå 

My vote can change things/ effect 

how the country is run£À£Àß ªÀÄvÀªÀÅ 

¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß §zÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧§ºÀÄzÀÄ / gÁµÀÖçªÀÅ 

£ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛgÀÄªÀ jÃwAiÀÄ ªÉÄÃ É̄ ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄ 

©ÃgÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ 

1 

 

 Voting is my right ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À £À£Àß ºÀPÀÄÌ 2  

 Voting is my dutyªÀÄvÀzÁ£À £À£Àß PÀvÀðªÀå 3  

r3 Because of enabling environment 

(free and fair) created by Election 

Commission   
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ªÀÄÄPÀÛ ºÁUÀÆ GvÀÛªÀÄ 

ªÁvÁªÀgÀtªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀÈ¶Ö¹zÀ PÁgÀtPÁÌV 

4 

 

 I got registered in electoral roll  
£Á£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ 

ªÀiÁr¹PÉÆArzÉÝ 
5 
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  I got voter slip  
£À£ÀUÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ aÃn ¹QÌvÀÄÛ 

6 
 

Candidate was good  
C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄÄ M¼ÉîAiÀÄªÀgÁVzÀÝgÀÄ 

7 
 

 Candidate was of my choice 
C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄÄ £À£Àß DAiÉÄÌ DVzÀÝgÀÄ 

8 
 

I am a political partysympathizer 
£Á£ÀÄ MAzÀÄ gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëzÀ »vÀaAvÀPÀ  

9 
 

 Cast vote due to threat or coercion  
¨ÉzÀjPÉ CxÀªÁ zÀ¨Áâ½PÉ¬ÄAzÀ  ªÀÄvÀ 

ºÁPÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 

10 

 

Voted as religious leader said so  
zsÁ«ÄðPÀ UÀÄgÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ®Ä ºÉÃ½zÀÝjAzÀ 

11 
 

 Head of family said to vote  
PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ªÀÄÄRå¸ÀÜgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ®Ä 

ºÉÃ½zÀÝjAzÀ 

12 

 

Influenced by friends  
UÉ¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ ¥Àæ¨sÁªÀ¢AzÀ 

13 
 

 I had the option of NOTA  
£À£ÀUÉ £ÉÆÃmÁ DAiÉÄÌ EvÀÄÛ 

14 
 

Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹) 

  

D4 

IF CODED 1 IN D1: Did you come 

across any of these basic minimum 

facilities at the polling station? 

Separate queues for women, persons 

with disabilities and senior citizens 

ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄjUÉ, ವಿಶ ೇಷZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÉ ºÁUÀÆ 

»jAiÀÄ £ÁUÀjPÀjUÉ ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ ¸ÀgÀ¢ ¸Á®Ä 

EvÉÛÃ? 

  

 *CODE LIST: 

 No=0; Yes=1; Don't know=9  
r1 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 1£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: 

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ°è F PÀ¤µÀ× ªÀÄÆ® 

¸ËPÀAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸À¯ÁVvÉÛ?  

* PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå ¥ÀnÖ:  

E®è=0; ºËzÀÄ=1; UÉÆwÛ®è=9 

Drinking water PÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀ ¤Ãj£À 

¸ËPÀAiÀÄð 

  

 Chairs/benches PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ/¨ÉAZÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ   

r4 Toilets ±ËZÁ®AiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ   

 Helpdesk¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ PÉÃAzÀæ    

 Separate entry and exit in the polling 

booth ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ M¼ÀUÉ ºÉÆÃUÀ®Ä ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

ºÉÆgÀUÉ §gÀ®Ä ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ zÁégÀUÀ½zÀÝªÉ?  

  

 RampªÉÄnÖ®ÄgÀ»vÀ £ÀrUÉUÁV E½eÁgÀÄ    

  Wheelchairs  
UÁ°PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ 

  

  Signs for directions  
ªÀiÁUÀð¸ÀÆa aºÉßUÀ¼ÀÄ 

  

  Proper lighting 
¸ÀjAiÀiÁzÀ ¨É¼ÀQ£À ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜ  

  

  Volunteers/escorts  
¸ÀéAiÀÄA¸ÉÃªÀPÀgÀÄ/¸ÀºÁAiÀÄPÀgÀÄ 

  

D5 
r5 

How do you rate the facilities 

mentioned above in comparison with 

your previous voting experience. 
¤ªÀÄä »A¢£À ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀzÉÆA¢UÉ 

ºÉÆÃ° À̧ÄªÀÅzÁzÀgÉ F ¸Ë® s̈ÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃªÀÅ 

ºÉÃUÉ gÉÃmï ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛÃj? 

Same as Earlier ªÉÆzÀ°£ÀAvÉAiÉÄ EzÉ 1  

Improved a lot §ºÀ¼ÀµÀÄÖ ¸ÀÄzsÁj¹zÉ 2  

Not so goodCµÉÆÖAzÀÄ ZÉ£ÁßV®è 

3  
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D6 
r6 Did you officially file any complaint No  E®è 0   

 ¤ÃªÀÅ C¢üPÀÈvÀªÁV AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zÀÆgÀ£ÀÄß 

zÁR°¹gÀÄ«gÁ? 
Yes ºËzÀÄ 1   

D7 IF CODED 1 in D6: If yes type of 

complaint 

Electoral Roll related – inclusion, 

deletion, correction and transfer 
ªÀÄvÀ¥ÀnÖ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¸ÀA§A¢üvÀ: ¸ÉÃ¥ÀðqÉ, 

C½¸ÀÄ«PÉ, wzÀÄÝ¥Àr ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀUÁðªÀuÉ 

1  

r7  

r 6 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï 1 £ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝgÉ, 

ºËzÁzÀgÉ, zÀÆj£À «zsÁ£À 

Violation of Model code of conduct 

– complaints against official 

machinery, political parties, 

candidates, corrupt practices, 

etc.ªÀiÁzÀj ¤Ãw À̧A»vÉ G®èAWÀ£É  C¢üPÀÈvÀ 

AiÀÄAvÉÆæÃ¥ÀPÀgÀtUÀ¼ÀÄ, gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼ÀÄ, 

C¨sÀåyðUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¨sÀæµÀÖ C¨sÁå¸ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, EvÁå¢UÀ¼À 

«gÀÄzÀÞ zÀÆgÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ. 

2  

  Election expenditure relatedZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ 

ªÉZÀÑPÉÌ À̧A§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 
3  

  Delays in issuing permission for use 

of vehicles, rallies, processions, 

public meeting venues, etc. ªÁºÀ£ÀUÀ¼À 

§¼ÀPÉ, gÁå°UÀ¼ÀÄ, ªÉÄgÀªÀtÂUÉUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ 

¸À¨sÁ À̧Ü¼ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ EvÁå¢UÀ¼À §¼ÀPÉUÉ C£ÀÄªÀÄw 

¤ÃqÀÄªÀ°è «¼ÀA§ 

4  

Law and Order PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀÄªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜ 5  

Polling Station related 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖUÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 6  

Major irregularities in Electoral roll 
ªÀÄvÀ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è£ ¥ÀæªÀÄÄR CPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 7  

Any other specify 
E£ÉßÃ£ÁzÀgÀÆ, ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹ 8  

D8 
r8 

Whether the complaint was 

resolved? 
zÀÆgÀ£ÀÄß §UÉ ºÀj¸À¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄ? 

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

 No E®è 0  

D9 
r9 

Did you face any difficulty in voting 

in last general assembly election 
PÀ¼ÉzÀ ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ «zsÁ£À¸À¨sÁ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è 

¤ÃªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ°è K£ÁzÀgÀÆ vÉÆAzÀgÉ 

C£ÀÄ¨sÀ«¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

No E®è 0  

D10 
r10 

Did you find voter help desk outside 

the booth? 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ ºÉÆgÀUÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ 

ಕ ೇೇಂದ್ರPÀAqÀÄPÉÆAr¢ÝÃgÁ? 

Yes  ºËzÀÄ 1 

 
No E®è 0 

D11 
r11 

Did you find any instruction board 

providing details about vote process 

outside the booth? 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ ºÉÆgÀUÉ ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆ 

ªÀÄvÀ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ §UÉÎ «ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀ 

¸ÀÆZÀ£Á ¥sÀ®PÀªÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃr¢ÝÃgÁ? 

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1 

 
No E®è 0 
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D12 
 

 

 

 

r12 

IF CODED 1 IN D9: What difficulty 

did you face? *MULTIPLE 

CODING POSSIBLE 

 
r9 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï 1 £ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝgÉ, AiÀiÁªÀ 

¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃªÀÅ C£ÀÄ¨sÀ«¹¢j?  

* §ºÀÄ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉåUÀ¼ÀÄ ®¨sÀå. 

Long queue  
GzÀÝ£ÉAiÀÄ ¸ÀgÀ¢AiÀÄ ¸Á®Ä 

1 Also H4 for 

persons with 

disabilities 
JZï4 

«PÀ®ZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÀÆ 

¸ÀºÀ 

 No separate queue for senior citizen  
»jAiÀÄ£ÁUÀjPÀjUÉ ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ ¸ÀgÀ¢AiÀÄ ¸Á®Ä 

EgÀ°®è 

2  

 Lack of facilities including drinking 

Water,  toilet and ramp  
PÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀ ¤ÃgÀÄ, ±ËZÁ®AiÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ 

£ÀrUÉgÀ»vÀ zÁj(E½eÁgÀÄ)  ¸ËPÀAiÀÄð 

EgÀ°®è 

3  

 Coercion/ threat by political party  
gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀë¢AzÀ ¨ÉzÀjPÉ/zÀ¨Áâ½PÉ EvÀÄÛ  

4  

 Difficulties in locating my polling 

station  
£À£Àß ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÀÄqÀÄPÀ®Ä PÀµÀÖªÁ¬ÄvÀÄ 

5  

 Difficulties in voting in absence of 

voter slipªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ aÃnAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

¤ÃqÀ¢gÀÄªÀzÀjAzÀ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ®Ä PÀµÀÖªÁ¬ÄvÀÄ 
6  

 Noguidance from polling 

personnelªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ C¢üPÁjUÀ½AzÀ 

ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ±Àð£À EgÀ°®è 
7  

 Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹)   

D13 

 

 

 
r13 

IF CODED 0 IN D1: What were 

your reasons for not voting in this 

election?  

 
r1 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 1 £ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: F 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧¢gÀ®Ä ¤ªÀÄUÉ 

EzÀÝAvÀºÀ PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ?  

* ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉåUÀ¼À GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

® s̈Àå 

My name was not on the electoral 

roll 
£À£Àß ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è 

EgÀ°®è 

1  

I was not in my constituency  
£Á£ÀÄ £À£Àß PÉëÃvÀæzÀ°è EgÀ°®è 2  

I did not get voter slip 
£À£ÀUÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ aÃn ¹UÀ°®è 3  

 I did not have my electoral photo ID 

card(EPIC)  
 ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¥sÉÆÃmÉÆÃ Lr PÁqÀð£ÀÄß 

(J¦Pï) ºÉÆA¢ರಲಿ®è 

4  

 I did not know my polling station £À£Àß 

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæzÀ §UÉÎ £À£ÀUÉ w½¢gÀ°®è 
5  

 Polling station was at a distance 

(logistic problem) ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀÀ PÉÃAzÀæªÀÅ 

zÀÆgÀzÀ°èvÀÄÛ (¯Áf¹ÖPï À̧ªÀÄ¸Éå) 
6  

 Long queue and I did not have time 
GzÀÝ£ÉAiÀÄ ¸ÀgÀ¢¸Á®Ä ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £À£ÀUÉ 

¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄ«gÀ°®è 
7  

I felt insecure to go to the polling 

station ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæPÉÌ ºÉÆÃUÀ®Ä 

C¸ÀÄgÀQëvÀ JAzÀÄ ¨sÁ«¹zÉÝ 

8  
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  There was no candidate of my 

choice/liking  £À£Àß DAiÉÄÌAiÀÄ/EZÉÒAiÀÄ 

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ C¨sÀåyðAiÀÄÄ EgÀ°®è 
9  

I just did not want to vote as 

nothing will change/ No faith in 

political system  
ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄ°è K£ÀÆ §zÀ¯ÁUÀÄªÀÅ¢®è/ 

gÁdQÃAiÀÄzÀ°è £ÀA©PÉ¬Ä®è JAzÀÄ 

£Á£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧®Ä ºÉÆÃUÀ°®è 

10  

Did not vote as community or 

religious leader said so  
¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄ CxÀªÁ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ 

ªÀÄÄRAqÀgÀÄ ºÉÃ½zÀÀAvÉ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀ°®è 

11  

Head of family said not to vote  
PÀÄlÄA§zÀ ªÀÄÄRå¸ÀÜgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧zÀAvÉ ºÉÃ½zÀgÀÄ 
12  

Voting in national or Assembly 

elections doesn’t make a 

difference, I vote only in local 

election   
gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ CxÀªÁ C Ȩ́A©è 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ ªÀåvÁå¸ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

GAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅ¢®è, £Á£ÀÄ ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀiÁvÀæ ªÀÄvÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧ÄvÉÛÃ£É.  

13  

Voting in national elections 

doesn’t make a difference, I 

vote only in Assembly and 

local election  
gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ 

ªÀåvÁå¸ÀªÀ£ÀÄß GAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅ¢®è, 

£Á£ÀÄ C¸ÉA©è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀiÁvÀæ ªÀÄvÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧ÄvÉÛÃ£É. 

14  

Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹)   

 

 

Section E: Voter awareness and attitudes 
«¨sÁUÀ E : ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ w¼ÀÄªÀ½PÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÀÈ¶ÖPÉÆÃ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Q. 

No. 
¥Àæ±Éß 

¸ÀASÉå 

Question 
¥Àæ±Éß 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

Code 
PÉÆÃqï 

¸ÀASÉå 

Skip 
¸ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ 

ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¬Äj 

E1 

 
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¸ÁìVgÀ É̈ÃPÀÄ? *  

UÉÆwÛ®è¢zÀÝgÉ PÉÆÃqï ¸ÀASÉå 99 

§¼À¹ 

In years  
ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À°è   
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E2 

 
E2 

What is the date for determining 

qualifying age for getting 

registered on the electoral roll/ 

voting?  
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä / ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 

¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr À̧®Ä CºÀðvÁ 

ªÀAiÀÄ À̧ì£ÀÄß ¤zsÀðj À̧ÄªÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ 

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ? 

18
th

 Birthday 
18£ÉÃ ºÀÄlÄÖºÀ§â 0  

 1
st
 January 

1£ÉÃ d£ÀªÀj 1  

 Don’t Know  
UÉÆwÛ®è 99  

E3 When is the National Voters’ 

Day celebrated? 

Incorrect Date 
vÀ¥ÁàzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ 0  

E3 gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¢£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß AiÀiÁªÁUÀ 

DZÀj À̧¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ? 
Correct date  
À̧jAiÀiÁzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ 1  

  Don’t Know  
UÉÆwÛ®è 

99  

E4 Did your Local Body celebrated 

National Voters Day in your 

village/locality 

Yes 
ºËzÀÄ 1  

E4 ¤ªÀÄä À̧Ü½ÃAiÀÄ DqÀ½vÀªÀÅ gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ 

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¢£ÁZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ªÀÄä 

ºÀ½î/¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è DZÀj¹zÉAiÉÄ? 

No 
E®è 

0  

  Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è 99  

E5 Do you know about NOTA on 

EVM 

No 
E®è 0  

E5 E«JA £À°è £ÉÆÃmÁ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 

w½¢zÉAiÉÄ? 
Yes 
ºËzÀÄ 1  

  Not Aware 
w½¢®è 2  

E6 When there is no deserving 

Candidate voting NOTA is better 

than sitting at home 

Yes 1  

E6 AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ CºÀð£ÁzÀ C s̈ÀåyðAiÀÄÄ 

E®è¢zÁÝUÀ, ªÀÄ£ÉAiÀÄ°è 

PÀÄ½vÀÄPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀQÌAvÀ £ÉÆÃmÁ 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧ÄªÀÅzÀÄ GvÀÛªÀÄ. 

No 0  

E7 

 

 
E7 

Do you know that serial number  

of contesting Candidate is made 

available in Braille on EVM 
C s̈ÀåyðUÀ¼À ºÉ À̧gÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ E«JA £À°è 

É̈æöÊ¯ï£À°è ¹UÀÄªÀÅzÉAzÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 

w½¢zÉAiÉÄ? 

Yes, I saw while casting my 

vote ºËzÀÄ, £Á£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧ÄªÁUÀ £ÉÆÃrzÉ 

1  

Yes, I have heard about it 
ºËzÀÄ, £Á£ÀÄ CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ PÉÃ½zÉÝÃ£É 2  

 No E®è 3  

E8 

 
E8 

Do you know that voter 

verifiable paper audit trail 

(VVPAT), helps verify your vote 
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ£À ¥Àj²Ã®£Á ¥ÉÃ¥Àgï Drmï 

mÉæöÊ¯ï (««¥Áåmï), ¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

¥Àj²Ã° À̧®Ä À̧ºÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄvÀÛzÉ JAzÀÄ 

¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄ? 

Yes, I saw while casting my 

vote ºËzÀÄ, £Á£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧ÄªÁUÀ £ÉÆÃrzÉ 

1  

Yes, I have heard about it 
ºËzÀÄ, £Á£ÀÄ CzÀgÀ §UÉÎ PÉÃ½zÉÝÃ£É 2  

 No E®è 3  

E9 Do you think EVM can be 

manipulated/tampered to change 

the vote to the person other than 

you casted the vote 
¤ÃªÀÅ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¹zÀ ¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀªÀ£ÀÄß É̈ÃgÉ 

ªÀåQÛUÉ E«JA £À°è §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉ/wzÀÄÝ¥Àr 

ªÀiÁqÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ JAzÀÄ ¤ÃªÀÅ 

s̈Á« À̧ÄwÛÃgÁ? 

Yes, I think so 
ºËzÀÄ, ºÁUÉ s̈Á« À̧ÄvÉÛÃ£É 

1  

E9 Yes, people say so 
ºËzÀÄ, d£ÀgÀÄ ºÉÃ¼ÀÄvÁÛgÉ 2  

 I do not think so 
£Á£ÀÄ ºÁUÉ s̈Á« À̧ÄªÀÅ¢®è 3  

 Not at all E®èªÉÃ E®è 4 
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E10 
E10 

Do you know possessing EPIC 

does not guarantee you to vote, 

unless your name is there in the 

Roll. 
¤ÃªÀÅ J¦Pï ºÉÆA¢zÀÝgÀÆ À̧ºÀ, ¤ªÀÄä 

ºÉ À̧gÀÄ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧®Ä 

SÁvÀj ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅ¢®è JAzÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 

UÉÆwÛzÉAiÉÄ? 

No  E®è 0  

Yes  ºËzÀÄ 1 

 

E11 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

E11 

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 correct or incorrect 

responses so please give me your 

honest opinion. 
PÉÆ£ÉAiÀÄzÁV, £Á£ÀÄ PÉ®ªÀÅ ºÉÃ½PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

NzÀÄvÉÛÃ£É ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀÅUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄä 

C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄ w½AiÀÄ®Ä EaÒ À̧ÄvÉÛÃ£É. 

zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤ÃªÀÅ w½¹  

§®ªÁV M¥ÀÄà¢®è (=1), M¥ÀÄàªÀÅ¢®è 

(=2), M¦àPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅ¢®è CxÀªÁ M¥ÀÄàªÀÅzÉÃ 

E®è(=3), M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É (=4) CxÀªÁ 

§®ªÁV M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É (=5). EzÀgÀ°è 

À̧jAiÀiÁzÀ CxÀªÁ vÀ¥ÁàzÀ ¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄUÀ½®è, 

DzÀÝjAzÀ zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÁæªÀiÁtÂPÀ 

C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß w½¹. 

Every vote counts 

¥Àæw ªÀÄvÀªÀÇ ¥ÀjUÀtÂ À̧ಲಾಗುvÀÛzÉ   

Voting should be made 

compulsory 

ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß PÀqÁØAiÀÄUÉÆಳಿ À̧ É̈ÃPÀÄ 

  

Voting is a cumbersome chore  
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ MAzÀÄ vÉÆqÀQ£À PÉ® À̧ 

  

Elections are conducted freely 

and fairly in India s̈ÁgÀvÀzÀ°è 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄÄPÀÛªÁV ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

ZÉ£ÁßV £ÀqÉ À̧¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ 

  

 EVMs provide accurate results 
E«JA ¤RgÀªÁzÀ ¥sÀ°vÁA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

PÉÆqÀÄvÀÛzÉ 

  

 Women should consult male 

members or  elders before 

voting in elections ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀÄ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ 

ªÉÆzÀ®Ä ¥ÀÄgÀÄµÀ À̧zÀ À̧ågÀÄ CxÀªÁ 

»jAiÀÄgÀ À̧®ºÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ É̈ÃPÀÄ 

  

 The influence of money and 

muscle is increasing in 

elections ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À°è zsÀ£À§® 

ªÀÄvÀÄÛ §®¥ÀæzÀ±Àð£ÀzÀ ¥Àæ s̈ÁªÀ 

ºÉZÀÄÑwÛzÉ 

  

 I do not intend to vote in the 

upcoming elections ªÀÄÄA§gÀÄªÀ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ¼À°è £Á£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀ 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧®Ä §AiÀÄ À̧ÄªÀÅ¢®è 

  

E12 
E12 

What is your opinion about 

following statement relating to 

Ethical Voting b   Please tell me 

if you strongly disagree (=1), 

disagree (=2), neither agree nor 

disagree (=3), agree (=4) or 

strongly agree (=5). 

 
£ÉÊwPÀ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÉÌ À̧A§A¢ü¹zÀ 

ºÉÃ½PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß C£ÀÄ À̧j¹ ¤ªÀÄä 

C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄªÉÃ£ÀÄ? 

zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤ÃªÀÅ w½¹,  

¤ÃªÀÅ §®ªÁV M¥ÀÄàªÀÅ¢®è (=1),  

M¥ÀÄàªÀÅ¢®è (=2), M¦àPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅ¢®è 

CxÀªÁ M¥ÀÄàªÀÅzÉÃ E®è (=3), M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É 

(=4) CxÀªÁ §®ªÁV M¥ÀÄàvÉÛÃ£É (=5).  

Your vote is not saleable 

¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀªÀÅ ªÀiÁರಾಟಕ್ಕಿ®è   

Not to be influenced by 

anyone 
AiÀiÁgÉÆ§âjAzÀ®Æ 

¥Àæ s̈Á«vÀgÁUÀ¨ÁgÀzÀÄ 

  

Can’t give your EPIC card to 

anyone 
¤ªÀÄä J¦Pï PÁqÀð£ÀÄß AiÀiÁjUÀÆ 

¤ÃqÀ®Ä ¸ÁzsÀå«®è 
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Section F: Impact of SVEEP interventions 
«¨sÁUÀ J¥sï: J¸ï«EE¦ ªÀÄzsÀå¹ÜPÉUÀ¼À ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Q. No. 
¥Àæ±Éß 

¸ÀASÉå 

Question 
¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼ÀÄ 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

Code 
PÉÆÃqï 

Skip 
¸ÀÆa¹zÀAvÉ 

ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ

¬Äj 

F1 
 

 

 

 

 

J¥sï1 

Do  you  recall  seeing  or 

reading any voter/election 

related campaign of Chief 

Election Commission, 

Karnataka  
 

PÀ£ÁðlPÀzÀ ªÀÄÄRå ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ 

DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ §UÉÎ / 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ §UÉÎ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ 

¥ÀæZÁgÀzÀ §UÉÎ N¢zÀ CxÀªÁ 

£ÉÆÃrzÀ §UÉÎ £É£À¦zÉAiÀiÁ? 

No  
E®è 0   

Yes   
ºËzÀÄ 1 

 

Don't know   UÉÆwÛ®è 9  

F2 From which source did 

you receive the election 

related information 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ 

ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ 

ªÀÄÆ®UÀ½AzÀ ¥ÀqÉ¢j 

*MULTIPLE CODING 

POSSIBLE 
* §ºÀÄ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉåUÀ¼À 

GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ®¨sÀå 

Newspapers/magazines  
¢£À¥ÀwæPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ / ¤AiÀÄvÀPÁ°PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 

1 
 

J¥sï2 TV advertisements and 

programmes 
n« eÁ»ÃgÁvÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 

2 

 

 Radio and FM channels  
gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ J¥sïJA ZÁ£À®ÄèUÀ¼ÀÄ 

3 
 

 Activity like Rallies, Prabhat 

Pheris, Loudspeaker announcement 
eÁxÁUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥Àæ¨sÁvï¥sÉÃjUÀ¼ÀÄ,  

zsÀé¤ªÀzsÀðPÀ WÉÆÃµÀuÉUÀ¼ÀAvÀºÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 

4 

 

 Cultural/entertainments 

programmes  
¸ÁA¸ÀÌøwPÀ / ªÀÄ£ÀgÀAd£Á PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 

5 

 

 Government offices’ circulars 
¸ÀPÁðj PÀZÉÃjUÀ¼À ¸ÀÄvÉÆÛÃ É̄UÀ¼ÀÄ 

6 
 

 Posters, hoardings and publicity 

materials©üwÛ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ,¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

¥ÀæZÁgÀ ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼ÀÄ 
7 

 

 NGO and Civil society 

Group À̧PÁðgÉÃvÀgÀ À̧A¸ÉÜ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £ÁUÀjÃPÀ 

¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ UÀÄA¥ÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ  
8 

 

 Internet/Social Media/Whatsapp/ 

Twitter/Instagram 
CAvÀeÁð®/¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ/ 

ªÁmÁìöå¥ï/nélÖgï/E£Áì÷ÖUÁæªÀiï  

9 

 

SMSJ¸ïJAJ¸ïUÀ¼ÀÄ 10  

Pledge letters/Sankalp 

patrasthrough school students in the 

family 
PÀÄlÄA§zÀ°è£À ±Á¯Á «zÁåyðUÀ¼À ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 

zÉÆgÉAiÀÄÄªÀ ¸ÀAPÀ®à ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ / §zÀÞvÁ 

¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ 

11 
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  At Polling Stations  
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄÀ°è 12 

 

Others (Please Specify)EvÀgÉ 

(zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹) 

  

F3  
 

 

 

 

 

J¥sï3 

What were the voter 

information/ messages 

you received?  

*MULTIPLE CODING 

POSSIBLE 

 
¤ÃªÀÅ ¹éÃPÀj¹zÀ À̧AzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ / 

ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ªÀiÁ»wUÀ¼ÀÄ 

AiÀiÁªÀÅªÀÅ?  

 

* §ºÀÄ PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉåUÀ¼À 

GvÀÛgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ®¨sÀå 

Date of voting and schedules 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÃ¼Á¥ÀnÖ  

01  
 

Voting is my right and duty 
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀÅ £À£Àß ºÀPÀÄÌ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀvÀðªÀå DVzÉ  

02  
 

Cast vote as per choice and without 

taking  any inducement 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¥Àæ É̄ÆÃ s̈À£À«®èzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DAiÉÄÌAiÀÄ 

C£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀ ºÁQ  

03   

Register Yourself 
¤ÃªÁVAiÉÄÃ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¹PÉÆ½î 04  

 

Preparation of voter cards 

(EPIC)ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ aÃnUÀ¼À vÀAiÀiÁjPÉ 

(J¦Pï) 
05  

 

Voter slip distribution schedule  
ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ aÃnUÀ¼À «vÀgÀuÉ ªÉÃ¼Á¥ÀnÖ 

06  
 

Alternate identity documents for 

votingªÀÄvÀ ºÁPÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV ¥ÀAiÀiÁðAiÀÄ 

UÀÄgÀÄw£À zÁR É̄UÀ¼ÀÄ 
07  

 

Separate queues for old and sick  
ªÀÈzÀÞjUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ gÉÆÃVUÀ½UÉ ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ ¸ÀgÀ¢AiÀÄ 

¸Á®Ä 

08  

 

Do’s and don’ts on polling day  
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ¢£ÀzÀAzÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÁzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÁgÀzÀ CA±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

09  

 

NVSP portalJ£ï«J¸ï¦ ¥ÉÆÃlð¯ï 10   

Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹) 

  

F4  
J¥sï4 

Do you recall seeing any 

ECI - advertisement or 

campaign with ICONs/ 

STARS during this 

election? 
F ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ¨sÁgÀwÃAiÀÄ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅ ¤ÃrzÀ 

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ eÁ»gÁvÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ CxÀªÁ 

¥ÀæSÁåvÀgÀÄ / ¥ÀæªÀÄÄRgÀ 

¥ÀæZÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃrzÀ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 

£É£À¦¢AiÀiÁ? 

No E®è 0 

→ F6 
J¥sï6 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

Don't know 

UÉÆwÛ®è 9 

→ F6  
J¥sï6 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

F5 
J¥sï5 

Who was the most 

appealing/ motivating 

ICON/STAR?  
F ¥ÀæSÁåvÀgÀ / ¥ÀæªÀÄÄRgÀ ¥ÉÊQ 

AiÀiÁgÀÄ ¤ªÀÄUÉ CvÀåAvÀ ºÉaÑ£À 

¥Àæ¨sÁªÀ ©ÃjzÀgÀÄ / ¥ÉæÃgÀuÉ 

¤ÃrzÀgÀÄ? 

Cricketer Ravul Dravid 
QæPÉnUÀ gÁºÀÄ¯ï zÁæ«qï 

1 
 

Scientist, Bharat Ratna C N R Rao 
«eÁÕ¤ ¹ J£ï. Dgï. gÁªï 2 

 

Poet, Jnanpith 

AwardeeChandrasekhar Kambara 
PÀ« eÁÕ£À¦ÃoÀ ¥ÀÄgÀ¸ÀÌøvÀ ZÀAzÀæ±ÉÃRgÀ PÀA¨ÁgÀ 

3 
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  Actress Pranitha Subhash 
£Àn ¥ÀjtÂÃvÁ À̧Ä¨sÁµï 4 

 

TV Actress Vaishnavi Gowda 
QgÀÄvÉgÉ £Àn ªÉÊµÀÚ« UËqÀ 5 

 

Actress Rajini 
£Àn gÀf¤ 6 

 

Gireesha Gowda, (PwD) 
VjÃ±À UËqÀ, (¦qÀ§Æèöår) 

7  

Chandhan Shetty ZÀAzÀ£ï ±ÉnÖÀ 8  

Vasista Simha ªÀ¹µÀ× ¹AºÀ 9  

Yogaraj BhatÀ AiÉÆÃUÀgÁeï s̈Àmï 10  

Air Marshall Nanda Cariyappa 
Kgï ªÀiÁµÀð¯ï £ÀAzÁ PÁjAiÀÄ¥Àà 

11  

Ashwini Angadi (PwD) 
C²é¤ CAUÀr (¦qÀ§Æèöår) 

12  

Salu Maradha Thimmkka 
¸Á®Ä ªÀÄgÀzÀ wªÀÄäPÀÌ 

13  

Others (Please Specify District 

ICONS) EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ f¯Áè 

LPÁ£ïUÀ¼À£ÀÄß w½¹) 

  

 15  

 16  

 17  

 18  

F6  Have you ever accessed 

the websites of the 

Election Commission/ 

Chief electoral Officer of 

your state?  
¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÁUÀ¯ÁzÀgÀÆ ¤ªÀÄä 

gÁdåzÀ ªÀÄÄRå 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ¢üPÁjAiÀÄªÀgÀ / 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 

CAvÀeÁð® vÁtªÀ£ÀÄß 

G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

No  
E®è 0 

→ F9 
J¥sï 9 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

J¥sï6 Yes  
ºËzÀÄ 1 

 

 Don't know  UÉÆwÛ®è 9 → F9 
J¥sï 9 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

F7 
 

J¥sï7 

If yes, for what purpose 

did you access the 

website?  
 

ºËzÁzÀgÉ, CAvÀeÁð® vÁtªÀ£ÀÄß 

AiÀiÁªÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV ¤ÃªÀÅ 

G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¹¢ÝÃj? 

To search name and other details 

on the Electoral Roll ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 

¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è£À ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EvÀgÉ «ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

ºÀÄqÀÄPÀ®Ä 

1 

 

 To register/make modifications 

online D£ï É̄Ê£ï £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ/wzÀÄÝ¥ÀrUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä 
2 

 

 To download registration forms 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ £ÀªÀÄÆ£ÉUÀ¼À ¥ÀæwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä   3 

 

 To know polling details  
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ «ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄ®Ä 4 

 

 To know election results  
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¥sÀ°vÁA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄ®Ä 5 
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  To know details about the 

candidates/political parties 
C¨sÀåyðUÀ¼À/gÁdQÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼À §UÉÎ w½AiÀÄ®Ä 

6 

 

To participate in online contests  
D£ï É̄Ê£ï À̧àzsÉðUÀ¼À°è¨sÁUÀªÀ» À̧ÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV 

7  

To check the name of the voter in the 

list¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è vÀªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ EzÉAiÉÄÃ JAzÀÄ 

¥Àj²Ã° À̧®Ä 

8  

Others (Please Specify)EvÀgÉ 

(zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹) 

  

F8  
J¥sï8 

Did you have a 

satisfactory experience?  
NoE®è 0 

 

 Somewhat ¸Àé®àªÀÄnÖUÉ 1  

¤ªÀÄUÉ vÀÈ¦ÛzÁAiÀÄPÀ 

C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀªÁVzÉAiÉÄ? 
Yes E®è 2 

 

F9  
J¥sï9 

Have you ever used the 

call centre facility/ called 

at the helpline numbers of 

ECI?  
¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÁUÀ¯ÁzÀgÀÆ ¨sÁgÀvÀ 

ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ 

¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ PÉÃAzÀæzÀ 

¸Ë® s̈ÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß §¼À¹ PÉÆAr¢ÝÃgÁ 

CxÀªÁ À̧ºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ À̧ASÉåUÀ½UÉ 

PÀgÉ ªÀiÁr¢ÝÃgÁ? 

No E®è 0 

→ F12  
J¥sï12 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

Don't know 

UÉÆwÛ®è 9 

→ F12 
J¥sï12 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

F10  
J¥sï 10 If yes, for what purpose 

did you make a call?  

To clear doubts about registration 

process £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ 

¸ÀAzÉÃºÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀjºÀj¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 
1 

 

ºËzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ 

GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV PÀgÉ ªÀiÁr¢Ýj? 
To clear doubts about voting 

process ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£ÀzÀ §UÉÎ 

¸ÀAzÉÃºÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀjºÀj¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 
2 

 

 To know the polling dates and 

details ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

«ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV 
3 

 

To know details of your BLO  
¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ C¢üPÁjUÀ¼À ««gÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

w½AiÀÄ®Ä 
4 

 

To register a complaint   
zÀÆgÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä À̧®Ä 5 

 

Others (please specify)  
EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ ¥Àr¹) 

  

F11  
 

J¥sï 11 

Did you have a 

satisfactory experience/ 

was your problem 

addressed satisfactorily?  
¤ªÀÄUÉ F ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄÄ 

vÀÈ¦ÛzÁAiÀÄPÀ C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀ 

DVzÉAiÉÄ/¤ªÀÄä ¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

vÀÈ¦ÛPÀgÀªÁV ¥ÀjºÀj À̧¯Á¬ÄvÉ? 

No  
E®è 0 

 

Somewhat 
¸Àé®àªÀÄnÖUÉ 1 

 

Yes 
ºËzÀÄ 2 
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F12  

 
J¥sï 12 

Have you ever used 

Chunavana Mobile app 

application?  
¤ÃªÀÅ JAzÁzÀgÀÆ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ 

ªÉÆ¨ÉÊ¯ï C¦èPÉÃ±À£ï 

§¼À¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

No E®è 0 

→ F15 
J¥sï15 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1  

Don't know 

UÉÆwÛ®è 9 

→ F15 
J¥sï15 PÉÌ 

ºÉÆÃV 

F13  

 

 

 
J¥sï 

13 

If yes, for what purpose 

did you use?  

 

 
ºËzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀ 

GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¹¢ÝÃj? 

To find the polling station  
ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæªÀ£ÀÄß w½AiÀÄ®Ä 1 

 

To check the list of SP, DEC and 

RO and inform them of issues and 

violationsJ¸ï¦, rE¹,DgïM CªÀgÀ §UÉÎ 

w½AiÀÄ®Ä ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀgÀÄUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåUÀ¼À 

ºÁUÀÆ G®èAWÀ£ÉUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ªÀiÁ»w ¤ÃqÀ®Ä 

2 

 

To know election schedule  
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ªÉÃ¼Á¥ÀnÖ w½zÀÄPÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 3  

To check the queue at the polling 

booth ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖAiÀÄ°è ¸ÀgÀ¢ ¸Á®Ä 

¥ÀjÃQë À̧®Ä 
4  

To know the contesting candidate 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ C s̈ÀåyðAiÀÄ §UÉÎ w½zÀÄPÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 5  

To check the name of the voter in the 

list¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è vÀªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ EzÉAiÉÄÃ JAzÀÄ 

¥Àj²Ã° À̧®Ä 

6  

Others (please specify) 
EvÀgÉ (zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹) 

7 
 

F14 

 
J¥sï 14 

Did you have a 

satisfactory experience/ 

was your problem 

addressed satisfactorily?  
¤ªÀÄUÉ F ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄÄ 

vÀÈ¦ÛzÁAiÀÄPÀ C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀ 

DVzÉAiÉÄ/¤ªÀÄä ¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

vÀÈ¦ÛPÀgÀªÁV ¥ÀjºÀj À̧¯Á¬ÄvÉ? 

No  
E®è 0 

 

Somewhat 
¸Àé®àªÀÄnÖUÉ 1 

 
 

Yes  
ºËzÀÄ 2 

 

 

F15 

 

 

 
J¥sï 15 

Have You come across 

any of these edutainment 

material 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 À̧A¥ÀPÀðPÉÌ 

§A¢¢ÝÃgÁ? 

 

EC Material 
ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ¸ÁªÀÄVæ 

No 
E®è 

Yes 
ºËzÀÄ 

Don’t 

Know 

UÉÆwÛ®è 

Election AnthemZÀÄ£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 

writings, Wall hangings, roll maps 
¥ÉÆÃ À̧Ögï «£Áå À̧, ºÉÆÃrðAUï «£Áå¸À, 

¸ÁÖöåArÃ¸ï, £ÁªÀÄ¥sÀ®PÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, 

UÉÆÃqÉ§gÀºÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, ªÁ¯ïºÁåAVAUïUÀ¼ÀÄ, 

£ÀPÉëUÀ¼ÀÄ 
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  CartoonsªÀåAUÀåavÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ    

Drama, election song, pamplet 
£ÁlPÀ, ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ºÁqÀÄ, PÀgÀ¥ÀvÀæ  

 
 

Quiz, Essay writing, collage and 

poster makinggÀ¸À¥Àæ±Éß, ¥Àæ§AzsÀ §gÀºÀ, 

PÉÆ¯Áeï ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÉÆÃ À̧Ögï vÀAiÀiÁjPÉ 
 

 

 

F16 
J¥sï 16 

If the respondents age is 

below 30 ask following 

questions 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀªÀgÀ ªÀAiÀÄ¸ÀÄì 

30 QÌAvÀ PÀrªÉÄ EzÀÝgÉ 

C£ÀÄ¸ÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃ½ 

 

Yes 
ºËzÀÄ 

(1) 

No  E®è 

    (0) 

Are you aware of Electoral Literacy 

Club(ELC)¤ÃªÀÅ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁ 

PÀè¨ï (EJ¯ï¹) §UÉÎ w½¢zÉAiÉÄ? 

 

 

Have you participated in any of 

Electoral Literacy Club activity 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁ 

PÀè¨ï£À°è ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

   

If yes, was there an orientation on 

EVM and VVPAT? ºËzÁzÀgÉ, E«JA 

ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ««¥Áåmï §UÉÎ ¥ÁævÀåQëPÉ EvÉÛ? 
   

  Participation in ELC influenced 

you to vote in the last General 

Assembly ElectionEJ¯ï¹ £À°è£À 

¨sÁUÀªÀ»¸ÀÄ«PÉAiÀÄÄ PÀ¼ÉzÀ¨ÁjAiÀÄ ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ 

«zsÁ£À À̧¨sÁ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧®Ä ¥ÉæÃgÉÃ¥ÀuÉ ¤ÃrvÀÄ 

   

F17 
J¥sï 17 

Was there a Campus 

Ambassador nominated in 

your College 
¤ªÀÄä PÁ É̄Ãf£À°è 

£ÁªÀÄ¤zÉÃð²vÀgÁzÀ PÁåA¥À¸ï 

gÁAiÀÄ¨sÁj EzÀÝgÉ? 

No E®è 0   

Yes ºËzÀÄ 1   

Don’t Know UÉÆwÛ®è 2   

Not applicable C£Àé¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅ¢®è 3  
 

 

 

Section H: Only for Persons with Disabilities(PwDs) 
«¨sÁUÀ JZï: ವಿಶೆೋಷZÉÃvÀ£À ªÀåQÛUÀ½UÉ ªÀiÁvÀæ (¦qÀ§ÆèöårÃ¸ï) 
QNo. 
¥Àæ±Éß 

¸ÀASÉå 

Question 
¥Àæ±Éß 

Response 
¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄ 

Code 
PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉå 

H1 
JZï1 

Have you come across any 

publicity/voter edutainment 

material aimed at participation 

of PwDs? 

No 
E®è 0 

 ವಿಶ ೇಷZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀ ¨sÁUÀªÀ» À̧Ä«PÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß  

GzÉÝÃ²¹ ¹zÀÞ¥Àr¹zÀ ¥ÀæZÁgÀ CxÀªÁ 

±ÉÊPÀëtÂPÀ ªÀÄ£ÀgÀAd£ÉAiÀÄ ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼À §UÉÎ 

¤ÃªÉÃ£ÁzÀgÀÆ w½¢¢ÝÃgÁ? 

Yes 
ºËzÀÄ 1 

H2  
JZï2 

Have you been contacted by the 

BLO of your area?  
¤ªÀÄä ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ ªÀÄlÖzÀ 

C¢üPÁjAiÀÄÄ ¤ªÀÄä£ÀÄß ¸ÀA¥ÀQð¹zÀÝgÉ? 

No 
E®è 0 

Yes 
ºËzÀÄ 1 
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H3  IF CODED 2 OR 3 IN C9: 

Please elaborate on the 

difficulties faced in the process 

of registration 
¹ 9 gÀ°è 2 CxÀªÁ 3 PÉÆÃqï 

¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ÃrzÀÝ°è: zÀAiÀÄ«lÄÖ 

£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃªÀÅ JzÀÄj¹zÀ 

PÀµÀÖUÀ¼À£ÀÄß «ªÀgÀªÁV w½¹. 

Facility/IEC Vote Material were not 

PwD friendly 
¸Ë® s̈Àå/LE¹ ªÀÄvÀ ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼ÀÄ «PÀ®ZÉÃvÀ£À 

¸ÉßÃ»AiÀiÁVgÀ°®è 

1 

JZï3 Registration centre was not 

accessible 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ PÉÃAzÀæªÀÅ ºÀwÛgÀ«gÀ°®è 

2 

 Had to visit the centre multiple times 
PÉÃAzÀæªÀ£ÀÄß C£ÉÃPÀ ¨Áj s̈ÉÃn ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃQvÀÄÛ 

3 

 No one to accompany  
eÉÆvÉAiÀÄ°è AiÀiÁgÀÆ EgÀ°®è 

4 

 Others, Specify   
EvÀgÉ, ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹ 

5 

H4  IF CODED 1 IN D9: Please 

elaborate on the difficulties 

faced in the process of voting.  

 
r9 gÀ°è 1 PÉÆÃqï À̧ASÉåAiÀÄ£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 

1 

 

 

JZï4 

Polling station staff were not 

supportive 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ «¨sÁUÀzÀ ¹§âA¢AiÀÄªÀgÀ 

¸ÀºÀPÁgÀ«gÀ°®è  

2 

 No Ramps at the Polling Booth 
ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖ §Ævï£À°è gÁåA¥ïUÀ½gÀ°®è 

3 

 No wheelchairs/ Assistance support 

available at the Polling booth 

ªÀÄvÀUÀmÉÖಯÀ°è UÁ°PÀÄaðUÀ¼ÀÄ/¸ÀºÁAiÀÄPÀ 

¨ÉA§® ® s̈Àå«ರಲಿ®è 

4 

 No priority queue for 

disabledವಿಶ ೇಷZÉÃvÀ£ÀjUÉ ¸ÀgÀ¢¸Á°£À°è 

DzÀåvÉ ಇರಲಿ®è 

5 

 Transport facility not arranged 
¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë® s̈ÀåzÀ ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜ ªÀiÁrgÀ°®è 

6 

 Others, SpecifyEvÀgÉ, ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹ 7 

H5 

 
JZï5 

Have you used Chunavana 

Mobile app applicationZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ 

ªÉÆ¨ÉÊ¯ï C¦èPÉÃ±À£ï§¼À¹¢ÝÃgÁ? 

No E®è 0 

YesºËzÀÄ 1 

H6 
JZï6 

If CODED 1 IN H5: List the 

purpose 
JZï5 gÀ°è PÉÆÃqï 1 ¤ÃrzÀÝgÉ, 

GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀnÖªÀiÁr 

To register as a PwD  
¦qÀ§Æèöår UÉ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¸À®Ä 

1 

To book the wheel chair 
UÁ°PÀÄaðAiÀÄ£ÀÄß PÁ¬ÄÝj¸À®Ä 

2 

To ask for transportation 
¸ÁjUÉ ¸Ë® s̈Àå PÉÃ¼À®Ä 

3 

Other (specify) 
EvÀgÉ (¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹) 

4 

 

 

* ** 
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Annexure - II 

 
Officials Questionnaire on the Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

 

TICK APPROPRIATE ANSWER 

 

A. Hindrances in Getting Eligible Electors Registered 

1. Was there any difficulties faced in getting the following documents for voter’s 

registration? 

  Documents Yes No 

 1.1 Photos   

 1.2 Address Proof   

 1.3 Date of Birth Proof   

 

2. Did you face any technical glitches at the time of voter enrolment? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

3. 

If yes, what are the measures you had taken to resolve technological glitches at the 

registration centers which is commonly expressed by electors?(Multiple answers 

are possible) 

 3.1 Took help of TP  

 3.2 Contacted SLA at CEO office  

 3.3 Spoke to Additional/Joint CEO  

 3.4 Personally visited CEO  

  Other(specify)  

    

    

 

4. 
Have you experienced any challenges by local political leaders or parties in getting 

the electors registered? 

 Yes  

 No  

5. Total number BLOs? Out of which how many are in place? How many are vacant? 

 5.1 Total Booths  

 5.2 BLOs  

 5.3 BLOs not in place  

 

6. BLOs visited all the houses in his / her jurisdiction? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

7. 
Do you think that the work of BLOs is satisfactory in registration of young, 

women and unregistered voters? 

 Yes  

 No  
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8. 
Whether verification and proper action is taken/done by the BLOs in case of 

Absentee, Shifted and Duplicate (ASD) voters? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

 

9. 
If BLOs work is not satisfactory, then what are the measures to be taken in this 

regard? (Multiple answers are possible) 

 9.1 BLO Replaced  

 9.2 Constant/Effective Monitoring  

 9.3 Proper Training/Motivation  

 9.4 Other(specify)  

    

    

10. 
Do you suggest the political parties should take more active role in getting electors 

registered? 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11. If yes, what support you expect from political parties? 

 11.1 BLA Appointment  

 11.2 Identification of ASD  

 11.3 Identification of Un-enrolled Electors  

 11.4   

 

 

12. 
Have the recognized national and state parties have appointed Booth Level 

Agents(BLA)? 

 Yes  

 No  
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13. 

If so, the party wise number of BLAs appointed by these parties and assistance rendered 

by them to the BLOs in registration of unregistered voters and identification of Absent, 

Shifted and Dead(ASD) voters? 

 13.1 

Name of National/State 

recognized party 

13.2 

Total number 

of booths 

13.3 

Number of 

BLAs 

appointed 

13.4 

How many of them were 

active and assisted in 

registration of 

unregistered voters and 

identification of ASD 

voters 

    

    

    

    

    

    

 

 

14. 
If appointments are not made, then what are the measures to be taken in the 

appointment of BLAs and getting assistance from them for the above work? 

 14.1 Repeated persuasion in all meetings  

 14.2 Request letters addressed to all parties  

 14.3 Both  

 

 

B. Facilitating Persons with Disability 
 

15. 
What are the measures you took in the last general assembly election (GAE) to 

facilitate PwD to getting registered as voters? (Multiple answers are possible) 

 15.1 Door to door survey  

 15.2 With the help of Concerned department  

 15.3 With the help of Gram Panchayat  

 15.4 With the help of Pensioner’s list  

 15.5 One or more of the above  

 15.6 None of the above  

 

 

16. Were all the PwD voters identified, registered and marked in the Electoral Roll? 

  Particulars Numbers 

 16.1 Number of PwD voters identified  

 16.2 Number of PwD voters registered  

 16.3 Number of PwD voters marked  
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17. 
If all eligible PwD voters not identified, registered and marked, reasons for the 

same(Multiple answers are possible) 

 17.1 Shortage of time to identify PwD voters  

 17.2 
Shortage of time to register identified 

PwD voters 
 

 17.3 
Shortage of time to mark registered PwD 

voters 
 

 17.4 
Assistance from concerned department 

not availed/available 
 

 17.5 
Data from the concerned department not 

availed/available 
 

 17.6 
PwD voters refused to identify as PwD 

voters 
 

 17.7 Others (Specify)  

 

 

18. 

What are the facilities provided to PwD voters to actively participate in voting? Are 

these facilities as per specification prescribed by the ECI and what was the 

satisfaction level of PwD voters in availing these facities? 

  
Facility 

As per 

Specification 
Satisfaction Level 

   Yes No Good Satisfactory Not good 

 18.1 Ramp with railing      

 18.2 Magnifying glass      

 18.3 
Sign language 

interpreter 
     

 18.4 Q management      

 18.5 
Transport 

management 
     

 

 

19. Are there any improvements required? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

 

C. Impediments Faced by Postal Ballot Voters/Service Voters 
 

20. 
What are the impediments faced by postal ballot voters as per your observation or 

experience? 

 20.1 Ballots not issued  

 20.2 Ballots issued but belated  

 20.3 No facilitation centre to cast vote  
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21. 
What are the measures you suggest to facilitate the postal ballot voters to cast their 

vote easily? 

 21.1 Open facilitation centre till mustering day  

 21.2 Voting by post without facilitation  

D. SVEEP Coordination – Institutional Arrangements – IEC Activities 
 

22. 
What is your opinion on the effectiveness of SVEEP activities in the last General 

Assembly Election time? 

 22.1 Excellent  

 22.2 Very good  

 22.3 Good  

 22.4 Poor  

 

 

23. 

What are the top five measures taken by district administration you remember that 

made the SVEEP effective (if you feel it was effective) (Choose five out of the below 

measures and rank them)? 

 23.1 ICONs  

 23.2 Facilities for PwD  

 23.3 Sakhi Booths  

 23.4 PwD Booths  

 23.5 Voter helpdesks  

 23.6 Special camps  

 23.7 Media interventions  

 23.8 
Active involvement of major government 

departments 
 

 23.9 Effective ELC/NGO  

 

 

24. 
Were there any the major coordination challenges/problems/obstacles between different 

departments of the Government you observed? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

 

25. If yes, major coordination challenges/problems/obstacles 

 25.1 Non cooperation  

 25.2 Not available at all times  

 25.3 Insufficient information provided  

 25.4 Not effective  

 

  



 

Documentation and Evaluation of the SVEEP Intervention in Karnataka 

No Voter To Be Left Behind. Every Vote Counts.  351 

 

26. 
Whether the financial resources/funds made available in a timely manner to organize 

the SVEEP activities by the district administration? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

 

27. The financial resources/funds made available under SVEEP were sufficient? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

 

28. The financial resources/funds made available under SVEEP 

 28.1 

Installment 

28.2 

Date 

28.3 

Amount 

received 

28.4 

Amount 

spent 

28.5 

Balance

Amount 

28.6 

Purpose for 

which it is spent 

in brief 

28.7 

Amount 

surrendered 

        

        

        

        

        

        

 TOTAL       

 

29. Did you face any difficulty in implementing SVEEP? 

 Yes  

 No  

 

30. 
If so, what measures do you suggest making the financial resources/funds timely and 

avoiding difficulties during the last General Assembly Elections? 

 30.1 
Provide funds before one month of NVD before 

start of the activity/NVD 
 

 30.2 Provide funds directly to CEO, ZP and not to DC  

 30.3 Resolve K1/K2 problem before hand  

 30.4 
Plan SVEEP activities in advance and releases 

should be linked to these activities 
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31. 
What is your rating and recommendation on the IEC 

materials developed in the last GAE? 

 

  IEC Materials 

Your Rating 
 

0 - Don’t know 

1 - Poor 

2 - Average 

3 - Good 

4 - Very Good 

Suggestion for Improvement 

 31.1 Poster   

 31.2 Hand Bills   

 31.3 Radio Jingles   

 31.4 District Level Ambassadors   

 31.5 State Level Ambassadors   

 31.6 TV Advertisements   

 31.7 Others (Specify)   

 

E. Good Practices 

32. 

What are the measures taken by the Office of the Chief Election Officer that you most 

appreciate in the last GAE to make the SVEEP effective? Or what are the good 

practices adopted under SVEEP? These good practices helped in improvement of 

registration, voter turnout and the services to the voters and polling personnel 

   Helped in Improvement of 

 

 Good Practice 

Registration 
Voter 

Turnout 

Services 

to the 

Voters 

 32.1     

 32.2     

 32.3     

 32.4     

 32.5     

 32.6     

 

33. 
What are your recommendations to the Office of the Chief Election Officer to 

make the SVEEP more effective in the coming days? 

 33.1 Workshop/orientation to officials 

 

 

 

 33.2 Designing/developing SVEEP materials 

 

 

 

 33.3 Enough financial resources 

 

 

 

 33.4 Proper guidance/suggestions 
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F. Complaint Handling Mechanism 

34. 
What are the top five areas (issues) on which you generally observed receiving complaints from 

the public in the last GEA? 

  Type of Complaints 

received locally and 

from CEO & ECI 

Timeline 

Fixed 

(72/48/24/2 

hours/one 

week) 

No. of 

complaints 

resolved 

on time 

No. of 

complaints 

not resolved 

on time 

Reasons for delay 

 34.1 Voter Enrollment     

 34.2 Issue of EPIC     

 
34.3 

Questioning 

impartiality of officers 
    

 34.4 Facilities at booth     

 
34.5 

No voter helpdesks in 

the polling stations 
    

 
34.6 

Non responsive 

officials 
    

 
34.7 

Polling Station 

information 
    

 
34.8 

Non availability of 

BLO 
    

 

34.9 

Political motivated 

inclusion / deletion of 

voters 

    

 
34.10 

Model Code of 

Conduct(MCC) cases 
    

 
34.11 

Ineffective 

enforcement of MCC 
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35. 

What was the timeline fixed by the ECI, for the complaints received by the ECI, 

for taking action on these complaints during MCC period and also 72/48 hours 

before the poll till on the day of poll? Whether they have resolved on time? 

  Type of Complaints 

received locally and 

from CEO & ECI 

Timeline 

Fixed 

(72/48/24/2 

hours/one 

week) 

No. of 

complaints 

resolved on 

time 

No. of 

complaints 

not 

resolved on 

time 

Reasons 

for 

delay 

 35.1 Voter Enrollment     

 35.2 Issue of EPIC     

 

35.3 

Questioning 

impartiality of 

officers 

    

 34.4 Facilities at booth     

 
35.5 

No voter helpdesks in 

the polling stations 
    

 35.6 MCC cases     

 
35.7 

Non responsive 

officials 
    

 
35.8 

Polling Station 

information 
    

 
35.9 

Non availability of 

BLO 
    

 

35.10 

Political motivated 

inclusion / deletion of 

voters 

    

 
35.11 

Ineffective 

enforcement of MCC 
    

 

 

36. 
What is the unique or innovative mechanism set up by your district administration 

to resolve the complaints in a timely fashion? 

 36.1 Call Centre  

 36.2 Help Desk  

 36.3 Online System  

  Any other(specify)  

 

 

37. 
Was there any special attention or priority provided by the district administration 

to address the complaints received by the VVIPs and political parties? 

 Yes  

 No  
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Annexure - III 

FOCUSED GROUP DISCUSSION – CHECK LIST (Youth/Women/SC/ST) 

C£ÀÄ§AzsÀ 3: PÉÃA¢æÃPÀÈvÀ UÀÄA¥ÀÄ ZÀZÉð - vÀ¥À²Ã®Ä ¥ÀnÖ 

(AiÀÄÄªÀd£ÀvÉ/ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀÄ/J¸ï¹/J¸ïn) 

1. ¤ªÀÄUÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¥ÀnÖAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄä ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬Ä À̧®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ §UÉÎ 

w½¢¢ÝÃgÁ?Are you aware of the registration process to get yourself registered in 

the voters list?  

2. ¤ªÀÄäUÁæªÀÄzÀ°è ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀ£À £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄ ºÉÃUÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ?AiÀiÁgÀ£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛJ°è ¸ÀA¥ÀQð¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ? 

C£Á£ÀÄPÀÆ®vÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ£ÀÄßGvÀÛªÀÄ¥Àr¸À®Ä ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ ¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? 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? 

3. ¤ªÀÄäUÁæªÀÄ ¥ÀAZÁAiÀÄw/DqÀ½vÀ PÀZÉÃjAiÀÄªÀgÀÄ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂAiÀÄ §UÉÎ eÁUÀÈwGAlÄªÀiÁqÀ®ÄAiÀiÁªÀ 

ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß DAiÉÆÃf¹zÀÝgÀÄ? What are all the activities conducted by your GP / 

administration to create awareness about registration?  

4. §Ævï ªÀÄlÖzÀ C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄ£ÉUÉ É̈Ãn ¤ÃrzÁÝgÉAiÉÄÃ? ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ CAUÀ£ÀªÁrPÁAiÀÄðPÀvÀðgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ 

£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂPÀÄjvÀÄ ªÀiÁ»w ¤ÃrzÀÝgÉÃ? ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀAZÁAiÀÄwAiÀÄÄAiÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ «±ÉÃµÀ 

PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄßªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂUÁV DAiÉÆÃf¹vÉÛÃ? Whether BLO visited home/local 

Anganawadi workers informed about voter registration/ local Panchayat 

organized any special programme to register votes. 

5. PÀ¼ÉzÀ «zsÁ£À ¸À s̈ÁZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ À̧ªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀÄvÀÄÛeÁUÀÈwC©üAiÀiÁ£ÀzÀ §UÉÎ 

¤ªÀÄäMmÁÖgÉC£ÀÄ s̈ÀªÀªÀÅ »A¢£À C£ÀÄ s̈ÀªÀUÀ½UÉ ºÉÆÃ°¹zÀgÉ ºÉÃVvÀÄÛ?How was your overall 

experience about voter registration and awareness campaign during the last 

GAE compared to earlier experiences?  

6. zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£À, gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ EvÁå¢UÀ¼À°è £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂC©üAiÀiÁ£ÀzÀ eÁ»gÁvÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃr¢ÝÃgÁ? eÁ»gÁw£À°è£À 

¸ÀÄzsÁgÀuÉAiÀÄPÀÄjvÀÄAiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¸À®ºÉEzÉAiÉÄÃ? Have you seen advertisement on registration 

drive in TV, Radio, etc.,. Any suggestion for improvement in the advertisement. 

7. ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀjUÁVAiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆw¼ÀÄªÀ½PÉ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ½ªÉAiÉÄÃ? CªÀÅUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ¤ÃªÀÅ ºÉÃUÉ w½zÀÄPÉÆArj? ¤ÃªÀÅ 

K£À£ÀÄßPÀ°w¢ÝÃj? EzÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÃUÉ ¸ÀÄzsÁj¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ?Has there been any awareness for the voters? 

How did you get to know? What have you learnt? How should it be improved? 
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8. PÀ¼ÉzÀ ¸ÁªÀðwæPÀ«zsÁ£À¸À s̈ÁZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°èPÀrªÉÄCxÀªÁ ºÉaÑ£À ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀDzÀ §UÉÎ ªÀgÀ¢AiÀiÁVzÉ. 

EzÀPÉÌPÁgÀtªÉÃ£ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀÄzsÁj¸À®ÄCxÀªÁ ºÁUÉÃ ºÉaÑ£À ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀªÁVgÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄßG½¹PÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 

¤ªÀÄä ¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? The low or high electoral turn out reported in your area during 

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 turnout? 

9. ¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀZÀ¯ÁªÀuÉ¬ÄAzÀ DUÀÄªÀ ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? AiÀiÁvÀPÁÌV£ÁªÀÅ ªÀÄvÀZÀ¯ÁªÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀ É̈ÃPÀÄ? ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ 

¢£ÀzÀAzÀÄCUÀvÀå«gÀÄªÀ ¸Ë® s̈ÀåUÀ¼ÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀÅªÀÅ? ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ ¹ÜwCUÀvÀå«gÀÄªÀªÀÄvÀÄÛC¥ÉÃPÀëtÂÃAiÀÄ ªÁvÁªÀgÀtUÀ¼À 

PÀÄjvÀÄC©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄ ¤Ãr.What are the impacts of casting vote? Why should we caste 

vote? What are the facilities required on the day of election? Reflect on both 

present conditions as well desirable atmospheres. 

10. ªÀÄvÀZÀ¯ÁªÀuÉUÉ E«JA AiÀÄAvÀæCxÀªÁ ªÀÄvÀ¥ÀvÀæAiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ ¸Àj? KPÉ? ªÀÄvÀZÀ¯ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ £ÀAvÀgÀ ¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄvÀ 

¸ÀjAiÀiÁVzÁR¯ÁVzÉJA§ÄzÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÃUÉ SÁwæ¥Àr¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîwÛÃj?What is appropriate for casting vote 

– Paper or EVM machine? Why? How do you ensure your vote has been 

appropriately casted? 

11. PÀ¼ÉzÀ ¨ÁjAiÀÄZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ®AZÀzÀCxÀªÁC£À¥ÉÃQëvÀ D«ÄµÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄ? AiÀiÁªÀ §UÉAiÀÄ 

gÀÄµÀÄªÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ¯ÁVzÉ? ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°èEzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ É̄ ºÉÃUÉ ¥Àæ s̈ÁªÀ ©ÃjzÉ?  Whether 

bribes or undue advantages offered during the last election? What are the forms 

of bribes given? How the same affected the voting in your area?   

«±ÉÃµÀªÁV ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄjUÁV: Exclusively for Women:  

12. £ÁåAiÉÆÃavÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛGvÀÛªÀÄ ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉUÀ½UÁV ¤ªÀÄä ¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ?What are your suggestions for 

fair and better elections? 

13. ªÀÄ»¼Á À̧é¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ UÀÄA¦£À ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀ ªÉÄÃ É̄ ¥Àæ s̈ÁªÀ ©ÃgÀ®Ä ºÀtCxÀªÁ GqÀÄUÉÆgÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß CxÀªÁEvÀgÉgÀÆ¥ÀzÀ 

ªÀ¸ÀÄÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÆqÀ¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉJAzÀÄ DUÁUÀ PÉÃ½§gÀÄvÀÛzÉ. ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀzÀ°èEzÀgÀC£ÀÄ s̈ÀªÀªÉÃ£ÀÄ? gÁdQÃAiÀÄ 

¥ÀPÀëUÀ¼ÀÄ KPÉ »ÃUÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄvÉÛÃªÉ? F C£À¥ÉÃQëvÀ ªÀ¸ÀÄÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¹éÃPÀj¸ÀÄªÀ°è ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ°è ¸ÁªÀiÁ£Àå w¼ÀÄªÀ½PÉ 

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ? EªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÀÜVvÀUÉÆ½¸À§ºÀÄzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛEzÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀÜVvÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ ¤ªÀÄä ¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? Offering 

of money or gifts or other forms of materials to influence the members of 

Women Self Help Group is often heard. What is the experience in your area? 

Why political parties do this? What is the common understanding among 

women in accepting these undue materials? Should this be stopped and what 

are your suggestion to stop this?  

14. ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄjUÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä ¢£ÀzÀGvÀÛªÀÄ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄAiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ? ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀÄ ºÉaÑ£À ¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ 

ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸À®Ä C£ÀÄPÀÆ®ªÁUÀÄªÀAvÉ C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀ ºÉaÑ£À PÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆ¼Àî É̈ÃPÀÄ? What time 

of the day is best for women to vote? What additional measures the authorities 

should take to facilitate women to vote in large numbers?  
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AiÀÄÄªÀd£ÀvÉ - PÁ É̄ÃdÄYouth – College 

15. AiÀiÁªÀ ¸ÀégÀÆ¥ÀCxÀªÁ£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂAiÀÄ «zsÁ£ÀªÀÅGvÀÛªÀÄªÁVzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¤ªÀÄUÉ 

AiÀiÁªÀAiÀiÁªÀvÀAwæPÀ¥ÀjºÁgÀªÀÅGvÀÛªÀÄªÉAzÀÄPÀAqÀÄ§A¢zÉ (D¥ï, eÁ®vÁt, EvÁå¢)? KvÀPÁÌV? ¤ÃªÀÅ 

PÁåA¥À¸ïgÁAiÀÄ¨sÁjPÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀ §UÉÎ w½¢¢ÝÃgÁÀ? ¤ªÀÄäPÁ É̄Ãf£À°è F MAzÀÄPÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄ«vÉÛÃ? ªÉÄÃ É̄ 

ºÉÃ½zÀ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀ §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄäC©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄªÉÃ£ÀÄ? What  forms or mode of registration is  

better and which are the technological solution you found better (app, website 

etc) ? Why?Do you know about Campus Ambassador Program? Was there a 

program in your college? What is your opinion on the said program?  

16. PÀ¼ÉzÀ ¸ÁªÀðwæPÉ «zsÁ£À¸À s̈ÁZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ¤ªÀÄUÉ PÀAqÀÄ§AzÀ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁjeÁUÀÈw C©üAiÀiÁ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

AiÀiÁªÀÅªÀÅ?What are the Awareness campaigns you found effective during the last 

General Assembly Elections (GAE)?  

16J; ¤ÃªÀÅ ¤ªÀÄäPÁ É̄Ãf£À°èZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÁPÀëgÀvÁPÀè¨ï (EJ¯ï¹) C£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢gÀÄ«gÁ?PÀ¼ÉzÀ MAzÀÄ ªÀµÀðzÀ°è 

EJ¯ï¹ AiÀÄ s̈ÁUÀªÁUÀAiÀiÁªÀÅzÁzÀgÀÆPÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄßDAiÉÆÃf¸À¯ÁVvÉÛ?EJ¯ï¹ AiÀÄ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 

AiÀiÁªÀÅªÀÅ?CªÀÅ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄPÀªÁVzÉAiÉÄ? 

16A: Do you have Electoral Literacy Club(ELC) in your college? During last one year 

any programme was conducted as a part of ELC? What were the activities of 

ELC? Was it helpful? 

17. ¤ªÀÄUÉ PÀAqÀÄ §AzÀAvÉ PÀ¼ÉzÀ «zsÁ£À¸À s̈ÁZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°èAiÀÄÄªÀd£ÀvÉ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À¢AzÀ zÀÆgÀªÀÅ½AiÀÄ®Ä 

PÁgÀtUÀ¼ÁªÀÅzÀÄ? PÀ¼ÉzÀ «zsÁ£À¸À s̈ÁZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°è ªÀÄvÀ ZÀ¯Á¬Ä À̧®Ä AiÀÄÄªÀd£ÀgÀ£ÀÄßAiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ ¥ÉÆæÃvÁì»¹vÀÄ? 

As per your observation What inhibited the youth to vote in the last GAE?What 

encouraged the youth to vote in the last GAE? 

18. ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄlÖzÀ°èAiÀÄÄªÀd£ÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁjAiÀiÁVvÀ®Ä¥À®ÄgÁAiÀÄ¨sÁjAiÀÄ£ÁßVAiÀiÁgÀ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀ É̈ÃPÀÄ? 

Who should be made as an ambassador to reach youth effectively at the local 

level?  

19. ºÉaÑ£À ¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ°èAiÀÄÄªÀd£ÀvÉ ªÀÄvÀZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸À®ÄC£ÀÄPÀÆ®vÉPÀ°à¸À®ÄPÀ£ÁðlPÀZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁDAiÉÆÃUÀPÉÌ ¤ªÀÄä 

¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? What is your suggestion for Election Commission of Karnataka to 

facilitate youth to vote in large number?  
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¦qÀ§Æèöår («±ÉÃµÀ ZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀÄ): DAiÀÄÝf¯ÉèCxÀªÁgÁdåªÀÄlÖzÀ°è «±ÉÃµÀ ZÉÃvÀ£À ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À 

À̧AWÀzÉÆA¢UÉJ¥sïfrPWD: FGD with Disabled Persons Organization in a selected 

district or state level 

¦qÀ§ÆèöårPÉëÃvÀæªÀÄlÖzÀ ¸À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ ºÉÆgÀvÀÄ ¥Àr¹, ªÀÄzsÀå¸ÀÜUÁgÀgÀ ((C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ - ARO RO, 

DEO,ZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁDAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¦qÀ§ÆèöårUÁVPÁAiÀÄð¤ªÀð»¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀPÁðgÉÃvÀgÀ À̧A¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ) ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

¥ÀqÉÉAiÀÄ®ÄMAzÀÄ ¢£ÀzÀPÁAiÀiÁðUÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¥sÉ§æªÀj 2019 gÉÆ¼ÀUÉ ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀªÁV £ÀqÉ¸À¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. F ªÀiÁ»wAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

DzsÀj¹, MAzÀÄ ªÀgÀ¢AiÀÄ£ÀÄß §gÉAiÀÄ¯ÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ: 

Apart from field level survey on PWD, Separate one day Workshop will be conducted to 

elicit information from Stakeholders (Officials- ARO RO, DEO, officials from election 

commission, NGOs working for PWD) within February 2019). Based on the observation, a 

report will be written  

20. ¦qÀ§Æèöår ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀ ¸À«ÄÃPÉëUÁV ¸À«ÄÃPÀëPÀgÀÄ/¸ÀPÁðj C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄ£ÉªÀÄ£ÉUÀ¼À ¸À«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 

¤ªÀÄä ªÀÄ£ÉUÉ s̈ÉÃnPÉÆnÖzÁÝgÉAiÉÄ? Whether the surveyors / Govt. officials visited your 

houses to conduct door to door survey of PwD voters?  

21. zÀÈ¶Ö«PÀ®ZÉÃvÀ£ÀgÀÄ É̈æöÊ¯ï°¦AiÀÄ£ÀÄß §¼À¹PÉÆAqÀÄ G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀiÁUÀð¸ÀÆa PÉÊ¦rUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃr¢ÝÃgÁ? 

ºËzÁzÀgÉ, ¤ªÀÄä ¥ÀæwQæAiÉÄCxÀªÁ ¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? Have you seen the voter guide brochures for 

visually challenged using Braille script? If yes, what are your response or suggestions?  

22. ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄ, À̧«ÄÃPÉëAiÀÄ «ªÀgÀUÀ¼ÀÆ Ȩ́ÃjzÀAvÉZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁ ¸ÀAzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¨ÉæöÊ¯ï °¦AiÀÄ°è 

ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ ¥ÉÆÃ¸ïÖPÁqÀðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀvÀæUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃªÀÅ ¹éÃPÀj¹¢ÝÃgÁ? EzÀgÀ ¨UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄäC©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄ/¸À®ºÉUÀ¼ÉÃ£ÀÄ? 

Have you received Post cards and Letters to in Braille script containing electoral 

message including Details of date and timing of poll? What is your response / 

suggestion to it? 

23. ªÀÄvÀzÁ£À PÉÃAzÀæUÀ¼À°è UÁ°PÀÄað¸Ë® s̈Àå«vÉÛ? ¹§âA¢UÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀºÀPÁjAiÀiÁVzÀÝgÉ? ¤ªÀÄäC£ÀÄ s̈ÀªÀ ºÉÃVvÀÄÛ? Was 

there a wheel chair facility at the polling stations? Whether staff were cooperative? 

How was the experience?  

24. ¤ÃªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃjÃwAiÀÄ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ PÉÃ¼À®Ä CxÀªÁ ¤ªÀÄä £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¸Àé¸ÀºÁAiÀÄPÁÌVCxÀªÁ ªÀÄvÀzÁ£ÀPÉÃAzÀævÀ®¥ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, 

EvÁå¢UÀ½UÉ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄªÁtÂ À̧ASÉå 1950 PÉÌ PÀgÉ ªÀiÁr¢ÝgÁ? ºËzÁzÀgÉ, CzÀgÀC£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀ ºÉÃVvÀÄÛ? Have you 

make any calls for 1950 Helpline asking any assistance or support to get your self 

registered or reaching polling station etc? If yes, what was the experience?  

25. PÀ¼ÉzÀ ¨ÁjAiÀÄZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÉAiÀÄ°èZÀÄ£ÁªÀuÁDAiÉÆÃUÀ¢AzÀ ¦qÀ§Æèöår ¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄzÀ°èAzÀ £ÉÃªÀÄPÀUÉÆAqÀ «±ÉÃµÀ 

gÁAiÀÄ¨sÁjUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ¤ªÀÄUÉ w½¢zÉAiÉÄ? PÉ®ªÀgÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÃ¼À§ºÀÄzÉ? ¦qÀ§Æèöår ªÀÄvÀzÁgÀgÀªÉÄÃ¯É D gÁAiÀÄ¨sÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ 

¥Àæ¨sÁªÀ ©ÃjzÁÝgÉAiÉÄ? Do you know about the special ambassadors from PwD Community 

designated by the election commission during last elections? Can you name the few? 

Was there any influence by those ambassadors on PwD?  
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ANNEXURE IV 
KARNATAKA AT A GLANCE 

Sl. No. Item Units 1960-61 1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2011-12 

1 Geographical Area '000 Sq.Km. 192 192 192 192 192 192 

 
Administrative Setup 

2 Revenue Divisions No. 4 4 4 4 4 4 

3 Districts -do- 19 19 19 20 27 30 

4 Taluks -do- 175 175 175 175 175 176 

5 Inhabited Villages -do- 26377 26826 27028 27066 27481 27397 

6 Uninhabited Villages -do- 2972 2707 2362 2127 1925 1943 

7 Towns -do- 231 245 245 250 270 347 

 
Population as per 
Census  

1961 1971 1981 1991 2001 2011 

8 Total (in 000s) 23587 29299 37136 44977 52851 61095 

9 Males -do- 12041 14972 18923 22952 26899 30967 

10 Females -do- 11546 14327 18213 22025 25952 30128 

11 Rural -do- 18320 22177 26406 31069 34889 37469 

12 Urban -do- 5267 7122 10730 13908 17962 23626 

13 Scheduled Castes -do- 3117 3850 5595 7369 8564 10475 

14 Scheduled Tribes -do- 192 231 1825 1916 3464 4249 

15 Density of Population Per Sq.Km. 123 153 194 235 276 319 

16 Literacy Rate Percentage 29.80a 36.83a 46.21b 56.04b 66.60b 75.36b 

17 Sex Ratio 
Females per 
1000 males 

959 957 963 960 965 973 

18 Urban Population Percentage 22.33 24.3 28.89 30.92 33.99 38.67 

 
State Income - at 
Current Prices  

1960-61 1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2018-19 

19 State Income Rs.Crore 751 2016 5587 20551 96348 1510250 

20 Primary Sector -do- 432 1063 2573 7626 31473 146388 

21 Secondary Sector -do- 122 418 1160 4734 18684 286944 

22 Tertiary Sector -do- 197 535 1854 8191 46191 915556 

23 Percapita Income Rupees 321 696 1520 4598 18344 207062 

 
Agriculture 

 
1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2010-11 2016-17 

24 Net Area Sown '000 Ha. 10248 9899 10381 10410 10523 9855 

25 Gross Cropped Area -do- 10887 10660 11759 12284 13062 11779 

26 Gross Irrigated Area -do- 1584 1676 2598 3271 4279 3548 

27 
Gross Irrigated Area to 
Gross Cropped Area 

Percentage 14.55 15.72 22.09 26.63 32.76 30.12 

 
Industrial 

 
2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2017-18 e 

 
Project investments - Rs.3 crore to Rs.50 crore 

57 Projects Approved No. 871 727 310 359 439 336 

58 Investments Rs.in.Crore 11511 10267 5182 7750 6880 23537 

59 Employments No. 612620 349015 135623 115932 110505 203489 

 
Project investments - above Rs.50 crore 

60 Projects Approved No. 66 108 50 110 186 15 

61 Investments Rs.in.Crore 92056 160523 105266 288549 187186 30119 

62 Employments No. 781966 1996504 410842 284934 580161 67616 

 
Electricity $ 

 
1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2010-11 2017-18 

63 Total Generation in Mus 4833 6389 12431 21985 47112 64830 * 

64 Total Consumption -do- 3187 5189 12182 17860 37202 54273 

65 Industrial Consumption -do- 2488 3864 5429 4882 8425 9764 

66 Agricultural Consumption -do- 179 384 4486 7350 12802 19946 

67 Domestic Consumption -do- 217 696 1803 3909 7893 12478 

 
Banking 

 
1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2010-11 2017-18 # 

68 
Scheduled Commercial 
Banks 

No. 1190 2823 4245 4758 6291 10039 

69 Deposits Rs. Crore 369 2042 9665 55592 349009 7874396 

70 Advances -do- 275 1524 7985 32984 253121 5257533 
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KARNATAKA AT A GLANCE 

 
Education 

 
1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2010-11 f 2017-18g 

71 Primary Schools No. 32630 35143 40208 50340 59428 62007 

72 Enrolment '000s 4064 4974 6922 8581 7425 8365 

73 High Schools No. 2002 2381 5020 8928 13447 15666 

74 Enrolment '000s 483 713 1334 1955 2604 1760 

 
Health 

 
1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2010-11 2017-18 

75 Hospitals (Govt.) No. 195 233 293 297 382 414 

76 
Beds per lakh population 
(Govt. Hospitals) 

-do- 89 94 103 103 103 107 

 
Demographic Status 

 
1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2016 

77 Birth Rate '000s 31.7 28.3 26.9 22 19.2 17.6 

78 Death Rate '000s 12.1 9.1 9 7.8 7.1 6.7 

79 Infant Mortality Rate 
Per 1000 Live 

Births 
69 69 77 58 38 24 

 
Transport 

 
1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2010-11 2016-17 

80 Railway Route Length Kms. 2806 2825 3090 3041 3244 3281 

81 Total Road Length -do- 70383 109551 130924 154204 222431 266886 

82 Motor Vehicles '000s 123 400 1433 3691 9930 17870 

 
Co-operation 

 
1980-81 1990-91 2000-01 2010-11 2016-17 2017-18 

83 
Primary Agricultural 
Credit Co-Operative 
Societies 

No. 4871 4350 4388 4914 5463 5573 

84 Membership '000s 3692 4469 5245 8992 6117 6400 

85 
Total No. of Co-operative 
Societies 

No. 23159 25083 29930 35502 41402 42543 

86 Total Membership '000s 8289 11800 16167 21534 24821 22885 

 
Local bodies 

 
2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2017-18 

87 Zilla Parishat/Panchayat No. 30 30 30 30 30 30 

88 Taluk Panchyats -do- 176 176 176 176 176 176 

89 Gram Panchayats -do- 5627 5627 5631 6019 6019 6024 

90 
Municipalities and  
Corporations 

-do- 219 219 220 220 274 279 

Source:                 
1. Statistical Abstract of Karnataka 1967-68, 1970-71, 1973-74, 1983-84, 1993-94, 2000-05, 2005-
11,2015-16.                  
2. Karnataka at a Glance: 1961-62, 1970-71, 1980-81, 1990-91, 2000-01,2009-10,2011 Census, 
2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15, 2015-16 & 2016-17.              
a. Population aged 5 years and above        
b. Population aged 7 years and above        
c. Bales of 170 Kgs. In lint form       
d. Excludes number of Dogs, Rabbits and Elephants.        
e. Project investments - Rs.15 to 500 crores from 2016-17 onwards (enhancement from Rs.3 to Rs.50 crores). 
f. 1-7th Statndard Primary and 8-10th Secondary Schools       
g. 1 - 8th Standard Primary and 9 - 10th Standard Secondary Schools.      
$. Including HKRECS.(Hukeri Rural Electrical Co-operative Society)      
#. Rs. in Millions.        
* Of the total power generated from wind energy, open axis and losses occurred due to transmission in sub-

centres have all been excluded. 
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