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Women electors turned out more than men in LS polls

Out-migration could possibly explain the anomaly of lower male turnout in States like Bihar in the 2024 polls

ﬁ DATA POINT
Vignesh Radhakrishnan
Srinivasan Ramani
he Election Commission
‘! (EC) has released granular
data for the 2024 Lok Sab-

ha elections recently. As Chart 1
shows, the gap between male and
female turnouts was narrowing in
recent elections, before female
electors’ turnout surpassed that of
men in the 2019 and now, the 2024
elections. The difference between
the turnout increased from 0.16 to
0.23 points from the 2019 to the
2024 elections.

Chart 2 shows that in 15 out of
the 28 major States and U.T.s, fe-
male turnout surpassed that of
men, while in the rest, it was the
opposite. The gender difference in
turnout was highest in Bihar, even
as the overall turnout was relative-
ly low. Bihar apart, Jharkhand and
Uttarakhand also experienced
higher female turnout relative to
males. Among States with high tur-
nout, Arunachal Pradesh, Megha-
laya, Manipur, and West Bengal
had higher female turnout com-
pared to males. In States with
moderate turnout, Odisha, Kerala,
and Himachal Pradesh had a simi-
lar gender divide in turnout.

The situation was the opposite
in Gujarat, Maharashtra, Jammu &
Kashmir, and Rajasthan, where ov-
erall turnout was lower relative to
the rest of the country, and male
turnout surpassed that of females.
In States with moderate turnout,
Haryana, Madhya Pradesh, Telan-
gana, Chhattisgarh, and Karnataka
had higher turnout among men. In
others, the gender difference in
turnout was not that high.

Looking at turnouts alone
would paint an incomplete pic-
ture. We need to see female tur-
nout relative to the electorate. If a
State has a skewed electorate with
higher composition of men, a rela-
tively higher turnout among wo-
men could still mean that men
turned out more because of the

latter’s higher electorate numbers.

Chart 3 plots the ratio of female
to male electors (eligible voters)
against the ratio of female to male
voters (absolute numbers of those
who turned out). Bihar stands out
among States that had a higher fe-
male-to-male (voters) ratio despite
having a lower female-to-male
electorate ratio. This means that in
Bihar, more women turned out to
vote than men in absolute num-
bers even though there were more
registered male electors than wo-
men. Jharkhand and Himachal
Pradesh also come under this cate-
gory but the difference between
these ratios is less stark compared
to Bihar.

In States like Tamil Nadu, Kera-
la, and Andhra Pradesh, more wo-
men were eligible to vote com-
pared to men and more women
turned out to vote as well.

The situation was the opposite
in States like Gujarat, and Madhya
Pradesh among others where fe-
male voters were outnumbered by
male voters as there were more re-
gistered male electors than
women.

What could explain the drastic
difference in female and male vot-
ing in States like Bihar and Jhark-
hand? The reasons could be politi-
cal factors (which motivate more
women to vote) or structural fac-
tors such as the migration of male
workers to other States and their
inability to return to their home
States to vote despite being regis-
tered as voters there.

Table 4 looks at the top 10 com-
mon sources and destinations of
migrant workers who used unre-
served tickets to travel to other
States in 2023. Note how Bihar fea-
tures in four entries among the top
10 sources and the fact that there
are two States/U'T. destinations for
Bihar’s migrants which are not
neighbouring States/U.T.s.

Out-migration seems a possible
reason for lower male turnout in
States like Bihar. Establishing this
fact might require more granular
data processing beyond the scope
of this article.

Making her presence felt

The data for the charts were sourced from the
Election Commission and the Economic Advisory
Council to the Prime Minister (EAC-PM)

Chart 1: The chart shows the difference between female and
male voter turnouts across Lok Sabha polls in % points

& +0.16 +0.23
HEEEEEE 2l
B i E i ¢
rd 0 f | i
5
Female electors’
turnout
surpassed that
-10 of men in 2013
~and 2024 polls
1967 1996 2024

Chart 2: The chart shows the male # and female voter turnout
@ in the 2024 Lok Sabha elections in %. If the @ is to the right,
female voter turnout was higher and vice-versa. The bigger
the gap between circles, the higher the gender difference in
turnout. Difference is denoted in % points (pp)
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Getting inkad: Female voters in Karakat in Bihar

Chart 3: The ratio of female to male electors (eligible voters,
X axis) against the ratio of female to male voters (absolute

numbers of those who turned out, ¥ axis)
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State Seat Male | Female | Difference
v v
Jharkhand [ Kodarma 54.02 | 70.01 +15.99
West Bengal [Jangipur 68.75| 875 +14
Bihar Supaul 56.94 | 70.56 +13.62
Bihar Madhubani | 46.58 | 60.07 +13.49
Bihar Jhanjharpur | 48.08 | 61.38 +13.3
Allindia 65.55| 65.78 +0.23
Gujarat Rajkot 64.49| 545 -9.99
JEK Srinagar 43.71| 33.22 -10.49
Gujarat Kheda 63.34| 5261 -10.73
Gujarat Jamnagar | 62.97 | 52.02 -10.95
Gujarat Porbandar | 57.14| 46.1 -11.04
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Sanjay Singh wife$s vote
in Delhi illegal, says BJP

Times News NETWORK

New Delhi: BJP on Monday
countered AAP Rajya Sabha
MP Sanjay Singh’s claim that
the party attempted to get his
wife’s name deleted from the
voters’ list of New Delhi as-
sembly seat and said she was
a registered voter in UP’s Sul-
tanpur but had voted in Delhi
o her vote was “both invalid
and illegal”.

BJP'sIT department head
Amit Malviva circulated an
affidavit of Singh's spouse
andsaid, “Thisisthe affidavit
of Anita Singh, Sanjay
Singh’s wife, in which she is
saying that she is a voter of
Sultanpur, Uttar Pradesh.
Now, how can the name of
someone who isnota voter of
Delhi be removed from the
voters’ list of Delhi? And if
shehasdescribed herself asa

voter of Sultanpur in the affi-
davit, but also voies in Delhi,
then it is a crime as per law.
Now, Sanjay Singh should de-
cidehowmuchmorehe wants
to humiliate hiswife.

“QOnly an extremely mean
man wouldhumiliatehis wife
like this for the sake of poli-
tics.”

“BJP SPREADING LIE

«(Manoj) Tiwariis spread-
ingaliebyclaimingmy wife’s
vote remaing in Sultanpur
They should check the EC
websiteand seewhere Anita’s
vote stands. She voted in Del-
hi for the Lok Sabha polls in
May, while Tiwariis citingan
affidavit that dates back to
Jan. An application was sub-
mitted in Sultanpur on Jan4
o delete her name from the
voters’ listthere,” Singh said.
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Only 27% frans persons voted in LS polls EC

MEW DELHI: More people
enrolled themselves in the
voters' list for the 2024 Lok
Sabha elections in the
‘third gender’ category but
only 27 per cent of them
turned up at the polling
stations, according to
Election Commission data.

According to the data issued
by the poli authority Iast
week, 48,194 people were
eligible o vote as third gender
elector in 2024, compared o
39,075 in 2019 - an increase of
235 per cent over the five-year
period :

But only 13,058 of them
actually exercised their
franchise, which comes to 27
peér cent of the total registered
third gender electors.

As per the data, Tamil
Nadu had the highest number
of registersd third gender
elector - 8,467, But only 2,709
cast vote.

Representative image
Their overall participation
in the 2019 Lok Sabha

elections was 14.64 per cent -
almost half as compared to

the latest parliamentary polls.

Thers have been reports

that several enrolled third
gender voters have expressed
reluctance to queue up at
polling booths, claiming that
they are viewed with disdain
and repeatedly asked by

gender category have to fill
the gender as ‘O’ (others).
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