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Maharashtra State Election Commission
JAGESHWAR S. SAHARIA
State Election Commissioner, Maharashtra

Message

State Election Commissions have been established in all the States following the 73 and 74%™
Amendments to the Indian Constitution in 1992 in order to ensure free, fair and transparent elections
to various Local Self Governments (LSGs).

State Election Commission of Maharashtra, which was established in 1994 elects more than
2.5 lakh representatives every 5 years in nearly 28,000 Local Self-Governments. Collection of data
generated by more 1 million contesting candidates in these elections is extremely important to
understand the dynamics of LSGs and devising strategies for healthier democracy.

Since data was being collected through traditional methods only so far and that too pertaining
to a very few broad parameters (like number of reserved seats, voter turnout, seats won by different
political parties etc.), it was not amenable to much analysis.

| am happy to mention that following serious efforts by SECM since 2015, a large amount of
data is being collected digitally at source itself including:-

(i) Nomination papers and affidavits by all the candidates
(ii) Data regarding arrangements made by Election Managers and

(iii) Data generated during the process of actual elections

Maharashtra is probably the only State where the above information is being collected digitally
itself.
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Further, | am happy that Association of Democratic Reforms (ADR) on our request, started
analysing the above digitized data on the lines of Parliament & Assembly from 2015 onwards. The
first book published by ADR in November 2017 giving the statistical data of 18 Municipal Corporations
was released by the Hon’ble Governor of Maharashtra during the National Conference on the subject
“25 years of 73" and 74" Amendments to Constitution of India” on 2" and 3" November 2017 and
was highly appreciated by all.

ADR is now publishing the second book with detailed analysis of the following elections which
were conducted between 2015 & 2018:

(i) 22 Municipal Corporations,

(ii) 18 Municipal Councils, 2 Nagar Panchayats

(iii) 25 Zilla Parishads,

(iv) 279 Panchayat Samitis

(v) Elections to the post of President for 10 Municipal Councils.

ADR in this book has analysed data pertaining to criminal, financial, educational and age related
background both for the contesting & elected candidates. Analysis of the remaining LSGs could not
be done because of insufficient data and that too not being in the desired format.

This is an improvement / attempt at deeper analysis by ADR than the previous publication
towards understanding the profile of the candidates. | am sure this booklet will be of immense use
to everybody.

| would like to congratulate ADR and MEW for the above publication and also for their
persistent efforts, resulting in major electoral reforms in the country.

J. S. Saharia
State Election Commissioner,
Maharashtra

4| Page



Foreword

The publication of this book titled “A comparative analysis of local bodies elections in Maharashtra
(2015-2018)” is an effort to analyze and present data of all Local Body elections in one place. This is
the second edition of Electoral Analysis for all Local Body elections published by ADR and Maharashtra
Election Watch (MEW). ADR and MEW have been conducting Election Watch for the Parliament of
India, state legislatures, Rajya Sabha and Local Bodies since 2004. However, this book contains data
pertaining to all Local Body elections, i.e.., Municipal Corporation, Municipal Council, Nagar
Panchayat, Zilla Parishad & Panchayat Samiti, conducted since 2015 by the SEC Maharashtra.

The aim of this compilation is to provide background information of all candidates & winners who
contested the Local Bodies elections in the public domain at one place. Money power & muscle power
are playing a dominant role in our elections. The Supreme Court judgement of 25 September 2018 on
de-criminalisation of politics lamented the fact that large number of candidates/winners have criminal
cases against themselves. The SC directed all political parties to display criminal cases of candidates
contesting elections on their websites as also to give wide publicity to these details in the print &
electronic media thrice, during the election campaign period. After analyzing the data of
approximately 35,000 candidates, it can be concluded that money power is one of the strongest
factors in winning local bodies elections in Maharashtra, followed by muscle power.

The book contains compiled and consolidated data for use by the public, researchers and
practitioners. | convey my compliments to Shri J.S. Saharia, State Election Commissioner and the team
of officers at the State Election Commission Maharashtra for their vision and initiatives. | am also
thankful to ADR & MEW team in their support to compile and analyze the criminal, financial, education
& age related data of candidates and winners in local body elections and dissemination in the public
domain.

| would also like to thank our friends in the media for helping us in building public opinion and
presenting our reports and analytics to the voters and aiding our goal in helping voters make an
informed choice during elections.

Last, but not the least, | convey my thanks to all those persons and organizations whose untiring help,
support and guidance enables us to keep striving to achieve our goals. | dedicate this publication to
everyone responsible in contributing towards electoral and political reforms and strengthening of the
Indian democracy.

Dr. Ajit Ranade

Founder Member and Trustee, ADR
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QEATdAT

HERTSCIA STeledl d TIdieh TRId HEYUred] [ASUhlay 3T 3ieeled Jehsaiiar " HERISEIcTel
TUIfAsh T YT fATSUrhTd Jolelicae faRelsuT (R089-30¢¢)" AT JETHIEAT ThRIATIT HACIHAA T
ARl Hehelel &&eT Tehra fShON HIET FROIET Tcel hell IS, FEITTAT THRHATHS TG TUMioteh T
frasurhE Aifec Taford el 3me. 3AfATee Bk sACH: ReiFy (TE3R) 30T AgRISe Soeer arg
(THSSS) el THIRIA Sholod! JEawrd & gadl nger Mg, 3w ®R SAsed Roiey (TS3R)
HOT HERISE Folehelel drd (THSSSe]) 00¥ UM HRATAT HHGHTS!, USATAT [AUTHHIAATE, TsTHAATS!
3nfor Frfaish ToRTeT FEUETS fAGsUe catdr 3UhA AT A ed. TAMA, AT TR 089 AR
e ATsue IRANEER Beld 3eledl #d FATfae [Aasur, #7gurel, AR difaiel, #9R aR¥e, R
qard, fSegr aRwe 3o gqurad |, ar fAasvyhrr FamEer 3.

T JEThTedT Hehololll AT 3602l TUMioreh fAasuhiatlel 3Acar 3nfor fasia arear aredseel  #nfee,
AT TAh R, STelcdell Tehrd fShoft Jere #or 311e. ar nfor sl & Hasvrhia gemrd §{ffehr Sefadrd.
g HE 08¢ AT 3TIAH ~RTI fASALY §@ gad F:0Ad 3 &, AasueF dequmar gu
3ACAR 30T fasid Irear faiuTd HISdr JHATON el Teo 3. 3TIdH e fAE=ar Jcds
USThIE G&Ta TITIedT dSEISE @Y 3TedT Yailath fHasufd qeauiar 3AEaRIaY Huedl el Geodrdr
AN SER &0 30T fAasue JaRAT e e 3 da@1 Siad 9dd o Al dreauarardy e snfor
golagiioi MfEAT qar SR quard I, AR 35,000 3HCARTTAT Alfgca faeaivor Shedleday, 34
fAshY Hiear I3 Aehelld S HERTSEIS FUTfeleh FaRToT HEYTEAT fdasureh fSiehvarardr den dmhe @aid
QATFIRATCT TCHIAhT Th 308 3MOT ATATR JSAY =1 e I

I GETHIA STATAIS!, HHTSIh HIAhcATHTST 0T HMETRATS Hebfold 0T Tehfadd ATfgell 3uelstr 3.
HERTSE Aoy TATSULh 3Mgerd Al 1. UH.FIRAT 0T ATl Jrferehrarel € g gyesel 0T JeTehRIaTaT
o i AT et &3 sodl M fived R SAkRE Reled (TE3R) nfor #gRISe g
afa (TASsse) ITET AN 3R, S Fifd asvEimtier 39gar T feid arear ey, 3,
FerfOre IO g7 Gefla AR MNBT FeaT ARV el FAdUAT NTGUITH TP Fo.

fAISURIET EXFT HAAGRIGAR AT 37garel 30T fARANUT HIEY kel AN SAHd TR FUAES T
HAGRIAT FoAUT Hlgld HUIHEY Hed HOIES # e 01 gohglicln ACAHEY 3maHear g4 A=
gIféah MR A sfTor.

fAGSuh 30T TThT GUROTAT gIAHR AGUIIATST 30T $IRCAT SIhITETT Soshe HFRUAMTS! STEEeR
3HIT JAPIT HT § T FHATTT .

st. Jrfora T

HEATIS FSET 30T faeaed, v
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SELECT PRESS COVERAGE

CRIMINALISING POLITIGS

IN A RIGH VEIN

87 candidates of State council polls face criminal
charges. As per the party-wise analysis, the BJP
tops the list with 27 candidates, followed by the

B

Congress with 13 and the Shiv Sena with eight

nominees respectively. The NCP stands at number

four with five candidates

8

"‘
p |

By A Staff Reporter

affidavits of 836 candidates, out

of the total 864 in the [ray for the
ongoing polls in ten municipal
councils in Maharashira, stats have
revealed that 87 of them were facing
criminal cases, including some seri-
ous charges like murder, rape, kid-
napping and dacoity.

The analysis was conducted by
Associ |.1!||:1| for Democratic
Reforms (ADR) and Maharashtra
Election Watch (MEW). These
organisations alse found that out of
the 836 candidates {analysed so

In an interesting analysis of the

farh, 108 are "crorepatis’.

Eleetion to ten municipal coun-
cils: Dahanu, Hupari, Nandurbar,
Navapur, Kinwat, Chikhaldara,
Pandharkavda, Jat, Trimbaek and
fgatpuri are being held in three
phases. While some of the connrily
wend to polls on December. 10,
polling in some others is being held
today. The last phase of the palls wall
be held on the coming Sunday
(December 17).

Resides, bypolls for four counciis-
Ambejogai, Shahada, Mangurlpir
anel Jintar will alse be held simulta-
neotsly

ADR and MEW analysed the affi-

davits of 836 candidates, They said
ina press release that afMidavis of 33
candidates cautld not be analvsed as
they were not availahle.

As per the party-wise analysis, the
BIP taps the list with 27 candidates
facing criminal charges, followed by
the Congress with 13-and the Shiv
Sena with eight nominees respec-
tively, the press release said, The
NCP stands at nnmber four with five
such candidates, it added,

Apart from murder, rape, Kid-
napping and dacoity, the criminal
charges include criminal intimida-
tion, robbery, forgery, cheating
and crime against women, the

pip 27

coNGRESs 13
SHIV SENA 8
Nep 4

report said,
Congress candidate in Dahanu
corporation,  Ashok
Shinwar Mali, has emerged as the
weslthiest candidate with declared
assets worth Rs 27 crores, i1 said,
However, wo  candidates have
dectared that they have "zero” assets,
I terms of the educational gual-
ifications, 52 candidates men-
tioned. that they were illiterate, 93
candidates said they had passed
5th standard, 160 have passed 8th
standard, 147 candidates have
passed 10th standard. 182 candi-
dates are 12th pass, while 125 can-
didates are graduates.
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RICHEST CANDIDATES

L Vijay Shewale (BJP)
Rs. 157.29 crore
Aundh-Bopodi panel

2. Rekha Tingre (NCP)
Rs. 134.29 crore
Kalas Dhanori panel

3. Yogesh Mulik (BJP) " =
Rs. 109.98 crore i S
Vadgaonsheri panel e in

Total Candidates with Candidates with assets
Candidates: assetsoverRs 1 over Rs. 100 crore
1,090 Crore:

2383 | Candidates with VR
assets between Rs. 50 |
to Rs. 100 crore
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Targd AR fAasurehidier efa-10 Freier 3AgaR

By: USlIUl HTSAT d& &I | Last Updated: 20 Feb 2017 01:55 PM

HaS : GuUrId QA Aasurehicer 3,522 9ehT 457 3ACER AL 3MTed. T 8 SHCART HITHT = 37T,

HAERTSE SFeU ard 30T 3AIfATAA B 3Hhicd R (VEIR) it AGRISSIAT 13 Teeqiaey glom=ar
118 T HAATAT ATSULhIIT GH-IT TTUATATSE! GIUT=AT 1288 SIEATST 21 thedRY 2017 =T fAasuyhraed
HTIT HUTAT 5,166 3ASATUST 3,522 IACATAT YTaaTaad [T T,

FIOTT qaTd et 3AgaR Freaeier

sTTeTaT=aT faRereld FeledT 691 SACARITIHI 85 IHEGAR 37T 12% IHEAR ShicTefier 3med..
FITT faeareld SFoledr 513 3HCARTIET 80 3HCAR AT 16% 3HeaR Hicaelier 3ed.

RIa@sear faeerld Foledr 629 IACARTYHI 76 3ACAR 31ATT 12% IHAGAR HICTENA 3Ted.
CTRRATET Shifcl JTETSI Tehlel 3HGAR 3HT shell 3« 81 3HGAR HICHLA 3Te.
U HITBAST T TS I 43% 3AGAR HITTLNL 37TRC.
FregrqY fotesT arRRol e JTersie 40% 3AGAR HieaLher e,
AT geTTehs HaTd HHEY JATT HdD 4% HicTHIRr 3HCAR M.

T AT WA HAT A5 9iEd 10 2 d SHEaw

1 | T ST T Y (TAR) | R () | 28w 74 A
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8 | TeraTST = wiee () A EE | 16 22 T
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Narkhed Municipal Council Elections: 13 of 55 contestants
for council president are crorepatis

Published: January 2, 2017 9:32 PM IST
By Press Trust of India Email

Nagpur, Jan 2: Of the 55 candidates contesting for the posts of municipal council president in
the fourth and final phase of civic polls in Maharashtra, 13 (23 per cent) are “crorepatis’. The
final phase of municipal council and Nagar Panchayat elections in the state would be held on
January 8. On an average, each of these 55 candidates is worth more than Rs 87 lakh.

The candidate with highest declared total assets is Abhijeet Ramesh Gupta, who is contesting
for post of president of Narkhed Municipal Council (Nagpur).

Gupta has assets of more than Rs five crore. Association for Democratic Reforms (ADR) and
Maharashtra Election Watch analysed the affidavits of 55 candidates out of 77 who are
contesting for the posts of council president in Nagpur and Gondiya districts. Only two of
these candidates, Kalpana Pundlik Charde from Katol Municipal Council (Nagpur) and
Gaurdhan Katwaru Jaiswal from Gondiya Municipal Council (Gondiya) have declared assets

below Rs two lakh.
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Aerrsg forem uRwe goma: 1920 F & 127 3Ffiqant &
f@eme gof g sk A,

Published: February 20, 2017 11:09 AM IST
By www.india.com AbdulkadirEmailFollow

Municipal election 2017
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CHAPTERI

Criminal background of Candidates & Winners
of all local bodies in Maharashtra
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Graph no. 1: Criminal & Serious criminal cases declared by candidates & winners in local body

elections held in Maharashtra during year 2015-2018

Municipal Corporations data

Candidates with declared Criminal Cases

o .
- Total number | Candidates |% of candidates | Candidates with % of candl.dates
Sr. No. Name of Municipal X X i . with serious
. of Candidates | with declared | with declared |serious declared .
Corporation .. . .. declared criminal
analyzed criminal cases | criminal cases | criminal cases
cases
! Kalyan Dombivii 741 121 16% 95 13%
Municipal Corporation
2 Navi Mumbai Mun|C|paI 537 53 10% 40 7%
Corporation
3 Vasai Virar MEJnICIpa| 329 54 16% 38 12%
Corporation
4 Kolhapur Mu.n|C|pa| 367 60 16% 32 9%
Corporation
> Thane Municipal 785 134 17 % 104 13%
Corporation
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Sr. No Name of Municipal Total number | Candidates |% of candidates | Candidates with %v?lift;a:edrliiztses
e Corporation P of Candidates | with declared | with declared |serious declared declared criminal
P analyzed criminal cases | criminal cases | criminal cases cases
6 Plrr_1p.ar| Chmchwa_d 7a1 89 12% 60 8%
Municipal Corporation
/ Akola Municipal 546 67 12% 58 11%
Corporation
8 Amravati Mu.n|C|paI 615 38 6% 30 59
Corporation
9 Ulhasnagar M.umupal 456 59 13% 47 10%
Corporation
10 Solapur Mur.1|C|paI 607 94 15% 59 10%
Corporation
11 Panvel Mun.|C|paI 414 59 14% 43 10%
Corporation
12 Malegaon Ml:InICIpa| 358 54 15% 37 10%
Corporation
13 Mira - Bhayander 506 81 16% 57 11%
Municipal Corporation
14 Bhiwandi - Nizampur 451 82 18% 61 14%
Municipal Corporation
1> Chandrapuraur 446 35 8% 18 4%
Municipal Corporation
16 Parbhani Mu.n|C|paI 402 a1 10% 25 6%
Corporation
17 Latur Mun|.C|paI 396 38 10% 2 5%
Corporation
18 Bruhanmumbai 2204 284 13% 206 9%
Mahanagar Palika
19 Nagp“;gfiiza”agar 1078 97 9% 66 6%
20 Pune Mahanagarpalika 1067 171 16 % 124 12 %
21 Nashik Mahanagar Palika 793 82 10% 61 8%
22 Nanded Waghala 563 91 16% 71 13%
Municipal Corporation
Total 14402 1884 13% 1353 9%

e Out of the total 14,402 candidates analyzed, in 22 Municipal Corporations, 1884 or 13% declared
criminal cases in their election affidavits.

e 9% or 1353 candidates declared serious criminal charges.

Winners with declared Criminal Cases

Sr. No. .. Total number of| Winners with | % of Winners with Winners with % of Winners with
Name of Municipal . s - . .
. Winners declared criminal| declared criminal | serious declared serious declared
Corporation . .
analyzed cases cases criminal cases criminal cases
! Kalyan Dombivli 119 30 25% 26 22%
Municipal Corporation
Navi Mumbai Mun|C|pa| 105 17 16% 13 12%
Corporation
3 Vasai Virar Mfmlupal 102 17 17% 12 12%
Corporation
4 Kolhapur Mu.n|C|pa| 75 18 249% 10 13%
Corporation
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Sr. No. Name of Municipal Total number of | Winners with | % of Winners with Winners with % of Winners with
Corporation P Winners declared criminal| declared criminal | serious declared serious declared
P analyzed cases cases criminal cases criminal cases
5 Thane Mun.|C|paI 128 a 329 )8 22%
Corporation
6 Pmpari Chinchwad 123 24 20% 16 13%
Municipal Corporation
7 Akola Mun|.C|paI 75 17 239% 16 21%
Corporation
8 Amravati Mu.n|C|paI 37 3 9% 7 8%
Corporation
9 ulhasnagar M.un|C|paI 73 17 23 11 15
Corporation
10 Solapur Murlnmpal 08 23 24% 14 14%
Corporation
11 Panvel Mun.|C|paI 78 17 22% 12 15%
Corporation
12 Malegaon ML.JnICIpa| 79 18 239% 12 15%
Corporation
13 Mira - Bhayander 95 27 28% 17 18%
Municipal Corporation
14| Bhiwandi - Nizampur 88 27 31% 21 24%
Municipal Corporation
15 Chnadrapur Munlupal 64 1 17% 4 6%
Corporation
16 Parbhani Mu.n|C|paI 60 14 239% 7 129%
Corporation
17 Latur Mun|.C|paI 70 9 13% 5 7%
Corporation
18 Bruhanmumbai o o
Mahanagar Palika 225 43 19% 28 12%
19 Pune Mahanagarpalika 151 40 27 % 27 18 %
20 Nagp”:)z/l'iiza“agar 146 28 19% 17 12%
21 NaSh'kP';/:?kZa”agar 114 27 24% 17 15%
22 Nanded Waghala 77 24 31% 18 23%
Municipal Corporation
Total 2232 497 22% 338 15%

e Qut of the total 2232 winners analyzed, in the above 22 Municipal Corporations, 497 or 22%
declared criminal cases in their election affidavits.

e 15% or 338 winners declared serious criminal charges.

From the above table, it can be seen that 13% candidates have declared criminal cases against themselves in
the 22 Municipal Corporations i.e.., Mumbai, Pune, Nagpur, Nasik, Nanded, Kalyan Dombivali, Navi Mumbai,
Vasai Virar, Kolhapur, Thane, Pimpari Chinchwad, Akola, Amravati, Ulhasnagar, Solapur, Panvel, Malegaon,
Mira-Bhayander, Bhiwandi-Nizampur, Chandrapur, Parbhani & Latur; whereas after winning these elections,
the percentage of winners declaring criminal cases against themselves increases to 22%, which is a significant
increase in numbers of criminal candidates, as compared to candidates data.

Similarly, it can be seen that as compared to 9% candidates who have declared serious criminal cases against
themselves in above municipal corporation elections, the percentage of winners declaring serious criminal
cases against themselves goes to 15%, which is a significant increase as compared to candidates’ data.
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Municipal Councils data

Candidates with declared Criminal Cases

% candidates Candidates % of candidates
Sr. Name of Municipal Council Total number Candidates with declared with serious with serious
No. of Candidates with declared | criminal cases declared declared
analyzed criminal cases criminal cases criminal cases
1 Nandurbar Municipal Council 111 22 20 % 18 16 %
2 Kinwat Municipal Council 108 9 8% 7 6 %
3 Hupari Municipal Council 94 17 18% 12 13 %
4 Nawapur Municipal Council 93 9 10% 7 8%
5 Pandharkavada Municipal
84 6 7% 5 6%
Council
6 Dahanu Municipal Council 83 4 5% 3 4%
7 Igatpuri Municipal Council 79 5 6 % 4 5%
8 Jat Municipal Council 74 14 19% 13 18 %
9 Bhor Municipal Council 66 6 9% 2 3%
10 Vaijapur Municipal Council 59 4 7% 3 5%
11 Trimbak Municipal Council 54 0 0% 0 0%
12 Jamner Municipal Council 52 0 0% 0 0%
13 Chikhaldara Municipal
42 0 0% 0 0%
Council
14 Wanadongari Municipal
25 1 4% 0 0%
Council
15 Ambejogai Municipal Council 6 0 0% 0 0%
16 Jintur Municipal Council 4 0 0% 0 0%
17 Shahada Municipal Council 2 1 50 % 1 50 %
18 Mangrulpir Municipal 2 0 0% 0 0%
Council
Total 1038 98 9% 75 7%

e Qut of the total 1038 candidates analyzed, in 18 Municipal Councils, 98 or 9% declared criminal cases
in their election affidavits.
e 7% or 75 candidates declared serious criminal charges.

Winners with declared Criminal Cases

Sr. No. . % of . .
Winners . Winners |% of Winners
Total X Winners . A X X
number of with with with serious | with serious
Name Of Municipal Council . declared declared declared
Winners L declared L L
criminal . criminal criminal
analyzed criminal
cases cases cases
cases
1 Nandurbar Municipal Council 39 8 21% 7 18%
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Sr. No. Total Winners W‘f\::rs Winners |% of Winners
number of with \INith with serious | with serious
Name Of Municipal Council Y . €rot | declared declared declared
Winners . declared L .
criminal L. criminal criminal
analyzed criminal
cases cases cases
cases
2 Kinwat Municipal Council 18 1 6 % 1 6 %
3 Hupari Municipal Council 18 4 22 % 2 11%
4 Nawapur Municipal Council 20 3 15% 3 15%
5 Pandharkavada Municipal Council 17 1 6% 1 6 %
6 Dahanu Municipal Council 20 3 15% 2 10%
7 Igatpuri Municipal Council 18 1 6 % 0 0%
8 Jat Municipal Council 20 4 20% 4 20%
9 Bhor Municipal Council 18 2 11% 1 6 %
10 Vaijapur Municipal Council 24 2 8% 1 4%
11 Trimbak Municipal Council 16 0 0% 0 0%
12 Jamner Municipal Council 22 0 0% 0 0%
13 Chikhaldara Municipal Cpuncil 17 0 0% 0 0%
14 Wanadongari Municipal Council 5 0 0% 0 0%
15 Ambejogai Municipal Council 1 0 0% 0 0%
16 Jintur Municipal Council 1 0 0% 0 0%
17 Shahada Municipal Council 1 0 0% 0 0%
18 Mangrulpir Municipal Council 1 0 0% 0 0%
Total 276 29 11% 22 8%
® Qut of the total 276 winners analyzed, in 18 Municipal Councils, 29 or 11% declared criminal cases
in their election affidavits.
® 8% or 22 winners declared serious criminal charges.

From the above table, it can be seen that 9% candidates have declared criminal cases against themselves in
the above mentioned 18 Municipal Councils; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of winners
declaring criminal cases against themselves increases to 11%, which is slightly more than that of candidates.

Similarly, it can be seen that as compared to 7% candidates who have declared serious criminal cases
against themselves in above 18 municipal council elections, the percentage of winners declaring serious
criminal cases against themselves goes to 8%, which is slightly more as compared to that of candidates’ data.
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Nagar Panchayat data

Candidates with declared Criminal Cases

% candidates Candidates % of candidates
Sr. Name of Nagar Panchayat Total number Candidates with declared with serious with serious
No. of Candidates with declared criminal cases declared declared
analyzed criminal cases criminal cases criminal cases
1 Devrukh Nagar Panchayat 67 0 0% 0 0%
2 Guhagar Nagar Panchayat 50 1 2% 0 0%
Total 117 1 1% 0 0%
e Out of the total 117 candidates analyzed, in 2 Nagar Panchayats, only 1 or 1% has declared criminal
cases in election affidavit.
Winners with declared criminal cases
% winners Winners with % of winners
Sr. Name of Nagar Panchayat Total number Winners with with declared serious with serious
No. of winners declared criminal cases declared declared
analyzed criminal cases criminal cases criminal cases
1 Devrukh Nagar Panchayat 18 0 0% 0 0%
2 Guhagar Nagar Panchayat 18 1 6% 0 0%
Total 36 1 3% 0 0%

® Out of the total 36 winners analyzed, in 2 Nagar Panchayats, only 1 or 3% has declared criminal

cases in election affidavit.

From the above table, it can be seen that 1% candidate has declared criminal cases against him in the above
mentioned 2 Nagar Panchayats namely Devrukh & Guhagar; whereas after winning these elections, although
the percentage of winners declaring criminal cases against themselves increases to 3%, but the number
remains only one.
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Zilla Parishad data

Candidates with declared criminal cases

% candidates Candidates % of candidates
Sr. Name of Zilla Parishad Total number Candidates with declared with serious with serious
No. of Candidates with declared criminal cases declared declared
analyzed criminal cases criminal cases criminal cases
1 ZP Amravati 382 21 5% 14 4%
2 ZP Pune 364 35 10 % 25 7%
3 ZP Nanded 360 35 10 % 27 8%
4 ZP Yavatmal 343 30 9% 24 7%
5 ZP Beed 336 47 14 % 43 13%
6 ZP Nashik 324 29 9% 22 7%
7 ZP Buldhana 316 17 5% 13 4%
8 ZP Aurangabad 313 26 8% 17 5%
9 ZP Kolhapur 307 29 9% 20 7%
10 ZP Chandrapur 299 21 7% 17 6 %
11 ZP Wardha 293 12 4% 9 3%
12 ZP Ahmednagar 282 26 9% 20 7%
13 ZP Satara 277 34 12 % 21 8%
14 ZP Solapur 274 31 11% 22 8%
15 ZP Parbhani 269 24 9% 18 7%
16 ZP Jalna 260 24 9% 15 6 %
17 ZP Gadchiroli 258 11 4% 5 2%
18 ZP Osmanabad 249 20 8% 15 6%
19 ZP Hingoli 241 9 4% 8 3%
20 ZP Jalgaon 235 21 9% 16 7%
21 ZP Latur 228 11 5% 9 4%
22 ZP Ratnagiri 224 14 6 % 9 4%
23 ZP Sangali 208 17 8% 8 4%
24 ZP Raigad 183 31 17 % 27 15%
25 ZP Sindhudurga 166 20 12 % 18 11%
Total 6991 595 9% 442 6%
595 out of 6991 (9%) candidates declared criminal cases in their election affidavits.
6% or 442 candidates declared serious criminal charges.
Winners with declared criminal cases
% winners Winners % of winners
Sr. Name of Zilla Parishad Total number | Winners with with with serious with serious
No. of Winners declared declared declared declared
analyzed criminal cases criminal criminal cases | criminal cases
cases
1 ZP Amravati 53 7 13% 5 9%
2 ZP Pune 71 11 16 % 6 9%
3 ZP Nanded 60 9 15% 8 13%
4 ZP Yavatmal 61 6 10% 4 7%
5 ZP Beed 56 16 % 9 16 %

23 | Page




% winners Winners % of winners
Sr. Name of Zilla Parishad Total number | Winners with with with serious with serious
No. of Winners declared declared declared declared
analyzed criminal cases criminal criminal cases | criminal cases
cases
6 ZP Nashik 72 6 8% 5 7%
7 ZP Buldhana 57 3 5% 2 4%
8 ZP Aurangabad 58 8 14 % 5 9%
9 ZP Kolhapur 66 8 12 % 4 6 %
10 ZP Chandrapur 55 6 11% 5 9%
11 ZP Wardha 51 4 8% 3 6 %
12 ZP Ahmednagar 61 6 10% 4 7%
13 ZP Satara 62 8 13% 5 8%
14 ZP Solapur 66 13 20 % 12 18 %
15 ZP Parbhani 52 8 15% 6 12%
16 ZP Jalna 52 4 8% 2 4%
17 ZP Gadchiroli 50 3 6 % 2 4%
18 ZP Osmanabad 53 5 9% 4 8%
19 ZP Hingoli 50 2 4% 2 4%
20 ZP Jalgaon 65 11 17 % 9 14 %
21 ZP Latur 53 3 6 % 2 4%
22 ZP Ratnagiri 54 4 7% 3 6 %
23 ZP Sangali 51 2 4% 1 2%
24 ZP Raigad 56 11 20 % 8 14 %
25 ZP Sindhudurga 46 9 20% 8 17 %
Total 1431 166 12 % 124 9%

e QOut of the total 1431 winners analyzed, 166 or 12% declared criminal cases in their election
affidavits.
o 9% or 124 winners declared serious criminal charges.

From the above table, it can be seen that 9% candidates have declared criminal cases against themselves in
the above mentioned 25 ZPs; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of winners declaring
criminal cases against themselves increases to 12%, which is slightly more than candidates.

Similarly, it can be seen that as compared to 6% candidates who have declared serious criminal cases against

themselves in above 25 ZPs, the percentage of winners declaring serious criminal cases against themselves
goes to 9%, which is slightly more as compared to candidates’ data.

Panchayat Samiti data

Candidates with declared Criminal Cases

o .
Total Number Of | Candidates With | % Of Candidates | Candidates With Av(\)liftﬁasne‘ili‘:zies
Numbers of Panchayat Samiti Candidates Declared Criminal | With Declared Serious Declared ..
. .. Declared Criminal
Analyzed Cases Criminal Cases Criminal Cases
Cases
279 Panchayat Samitis 12408 624 5% 461 4%
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e QOut of the total 12408 candidates analyzed, 624 or 5% declared criminal cases in their election

affidavits.

e 461 or 4% candidates declared serious criminal charges

Panchayat Samiti wise Winners with declared Criminal Cases

Numbers of Panchayat

Total number of

Winners with % of Winners

Winners with

% of Winners with
serious declared

279 Panchayat Samitis

" Winners declared with declared | serious declared .
Samiti .. L . criminal cases
analyzed criminal cases | criminal cases | criminal cases
2868 187 7% 150 5%

e Qut of the total 2868 winners analyzed, 187 or 7% declared criminal cases in their election affidavits.

e 5% or 150 winners declared serious criminal charges.

From the above table, it can be seen that 5% candidates have declared criminal cases against themselves in
the above mentioned 279 Panchayat Samiti elections; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage
of winners declaring criminal cases against themselves increases to 7%, which is slightly more than candidates.

Similarly, it can be seen that as compared to 4% candidates who have declared serious criminal cases against
themselves in above 279 Panchayat Samiti elections, the percentage of winners declaring serious criminal cases
against themselves goes to 5%, which is almost equal to candidates’ data.

Presidential Elections data

Municipal Council Wise Presidential Candidates with declared criminal cases

o .
Total Number Of | Candidates With % Of Candidates Candidates With Avc\)nftﬁasnedrlizzies
Name Of Municipal Council Candidates Declared Criminal With Declared Serious Declared ..
.. .. Declared Criminal
Analyzed Cases Criminal Cases Criminal Cases
Cases
Trimbak Municipal Council 7 1 14 % 1 14 %
Dahanu Municipal Council 7 1 14 % 1 14 %
Igatpuri Municipal Council 7 2 29 % 1 14 %
Nandurbar Municipal Council 6 2 33% 2 33%
Kinwat Municipal Council 6 2 33% 1 17%
Pandharkavada Municipal Council 6 1 17% 0 0%
A o
Others (Hupari, Chikkhaldhar, 17 0 0% 0 0%
Nawapu & Jat)
Total 56 9 16% 6 10%

e Qut of the total 56 Presidential candidates analyzed, 9 or 16% declared criminal cases in their

election affidavits.
e 6 or 10% candidates declared serious criminal charges.
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Municipal Council Wise Presidential Winners with declared criminal cases

Total Number Of Winners With % Of Winners With Winners With % Of Winners With
Name Of Municipal Council Winners Analvzed Declared Criminal | Declared Criminal Serious Declared Serious Declared
¥ Cases Cases Criminal Cases Criminal Cases

Dahanu Municipal Council 1 1 100 % 1 100 %

Trimbak Municipal Council 1 0 0% 0 0%
. .. . 1 0 o o
Igatpuri Municipal Council 0% 0 0%
Nandurbar Municipal Council 1 0 0% 0 0%
Kinwat Municipal Council & 0 0% 0 0%
Pandharkavada.MunlmpaI 1 0 0% 0 0%
Council
Others (Hupari, Chikkhaldhar, 4 0 0% 0 0%
Nawapur, Jat)
10 1 10 % 1 10%

Total

e Qut of the total 10 winners analyzed, 1 or 10% declared criminal cases in election affidavit.

e 10% or 1 winner has declared serious criminal charges.

From the above table, it can be seen that 16% candidates have declared criminal cases against themselves in
the above mentioned 10 Municipal Council Presidential elections; whereas after winning these elections, the
percentage of winners declaring criminal cases against themselves decreases to 10%, which is significantly
lower than candidates; which is surprisingly reverse trend as compared to Municipal Corporation, Municipal
Council members, Nagar Panchayat, ZP & Panchayat Samiti elections.

Similarly, it can be seen that as compared to 10% candidates who have declared serious criminal cases against
themselves in above 10 Municipal Council Presidential elections, the percentage of winners declaring serious

criminal cases against themselves remains static to 10%, which is equal to candidates’ data.
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CHAPTERI I

Financial background of Candidates & Winners

of all local bodies in Maharashtra
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Graph no. 2 : Number of Crorepati candidates & winners of local bodies in Maharashtra

Municipal Corporation wise Crorepati Candidates

Sr. No. Name of Municipal Corporation Total Candidates |Crorepati Candidates Percentage.of Crorepati
Candidates

1 Kalyan Dombivli.MunicipaI 741 191 26%
Corporation

2 Navi Mumbai Municipal Corporation 537 201 37%

3 Vasai Virar Municipal Corporation 329 99 30%

4 Kolhapur Municipal Corporation 367 63 17%

5 Thane Municipal Corporation 785 246 31%

6 Pimpari Chinchwa_d Municipal 741 281 38%
Corporation

7 Akola Municipal Corporation 546 53 10%

8 Amravati Municipal Corporation 615 63 10%

9 Ulhasnagar Municipal Corporation 456 76 17%

10 Solapur Municipal Corporation 607 62 10%

11 Panvel Municipal Corporation 414 161 39%
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Sr. No. Name of Municipal Corporation Total Candidates |Crorepati Candidates Percentage_of Crorepati
Candidates

12 Malegaon Municipal Corporation 358 30 8%
13 Mira - Bgz\r/sgg:tzol\:umupal 506 209 1%
14 Bhlwandl(-:cl)\lrltz)zrrr;pt)it:)rnMunlupal 451 118 26%
15 Chnadrapur Municipal Corporation 446 39 9%
16 Parbhani Municipal Corporation 402 32 8%
17 Latur Municipal Corporation 396 54 14%
18 Bruhanmumbai Mahanagar Palika 2204 630 29%
19 Nagpur Mahanagar Palika 1078 208 19%
20 Pune Mahanagarpalika 1067 391 37%
21 Nashik Mahanagar Palika 793 230 29%
22 Nandedcvc\)lrapg:ra;:ixunlupal 563 51 9%

Total 14,402 3488 24%

e Qut of the total 14,402 candidates analyzed, in the 22 Municipal Corporations, 3488 or 24% were

Crorepatis.
Crorepati Winners
Sr. No.
Name of Municipal Corporation Total Winners Crorepati Winners | Percentage of Crorepati Winners

1 Kalyan Dombivli Municipal Corporation 119 71 60%
2 Navi Mumbai Municipal Corporation 105 69 66%
3 Vasai Virar Municipal Corporation 102 56 55%
4 Kolhapur Municipal Corporation 75 27 36%
5 Thane Municipal Corporation 128 83 65%
6 Pimpari Ccl:;:;:)]:::iirl:ﬂun|C|pal 123 83 67%
7 Akola Municipal Corporation 75 17 23%
8 Amravati Municipal Corporation 87 20 23%
9 Ulhasnagar Municipal Corporation 73 35 48%
10 Solapur Municipal Corporation 98 21 21%
11 Panvel Municipal Corporation 78 60 77%
12 Malegaon Municipal Corporation 79 15 19%
13 Mira - Bhayender Municipal Corporation 95 73 77%
14 BhlwandlC(l)\l:;zr:;pt)itérnMunlupal 88 a4 50%
15 Chnadrapur Municipal Corporation 64 13 20%
16 Parbhani Municipal Corporation 60 15 25%
17 Latur Municipal Corporation 70 26 37%
18 Bruhanmumbai Mahanagar Palika 225 144 64%
19 Pune Mahanagarpalika 151 109 72%
20 Nagpur Mahanagar Palika 146 58 40%
21 Nashik Mahanagar Palika 114 69 61%
22 Nanded Waghala Municipal Corporation 77 26 34%

Total 2232 1134 51%
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e Qut of the total 2232 winners analyzed, in the 22 Municipal Corporations, 1134 or 51% were
Crorepatis.

From the above table, it can be seen that 24% candidates have declared themselves as Crorepatis in the 22
Municipal Corporations elections i.e., Mumbai, Pune, Nagpur, Nasik, Nanded, Kalyan Dombivali, Navi
Mumbai, Vasai Virar, Kolhapur, Thane, Pimpari Chinchwad, Akola, Amravati, Ulhasnagar, Solapur, Panvel,
Malegaon, Mira-Bhayander, Bhiwandi-Nizampur, Chandrapur, Parbhani & Latur whereas after winning these
elections, the percentage of winners declaring themselves as Crorepatis increases to 51%, which is more than
double of candidates.

Hence, it can be said that money power plyas a very important factor in winning Municipal Corporation
elections.

Municipal Councils wise Crorepati Candidates

Sr. No. N _ - Crorepati Percentage.of
Name OF Municipal Council Total Candidates Candidates Cror.epatl
Candidates

1 Nandurbar Municipal Council 111 25 23%

2 Kinwat Municipal Council 108 10 9%

3 Hupari Municipal Council 94 6 6%

4 Nawapur Municipal Council 93 10 11%

5 Pandharkavada Municipal Council 84 11 13%

6 Dahanu Municipal Council 83 13 16%

7 Igatpuri Municipal Council 79 11 14%

8 Jat Municipal Council 74 10 14%

9 Bhor Municipal Council 66 13 20%

10 Vaijapur Municipal Council 59 14 24%

11 Trimbak Municipal Council 54 11 20%

12 Jamner Municipal Council 52 12 23%

13 Chikhaldara Municipal Council 42 1 2%

14 Wanadongari Municipal Council 25 2 8%

15 Ambejogai Municipal Council 6 0 0%

16 Jintur Municipal Council 4 0 0%

17 Shahada Municipal Council 2 0 0%

18 Mangrulpir Municipal Council 2 0 0%
Total 1038 149 14 %

® Qut of the total 1038 candidates analyzed, in 18 Municipal Councils, 149 or 14% are Crorepatis.

29 | Page



Crorepati Winners

Sr. No.

Percentage of

Name Of Municipal Council W.Ii-::maelrs (\:I:I?::\Tr:i Crt?repati
Winners

1 Nandurbar Municipal Council 39 17 44%
2 Kinwat Municipal Council 18 5 28%
3 Hupari Municipal Council 18 1 6%
4 Nawapur Municipal Council 20 6 30%
5 Pandharkavada Municipal Council 17 2 12%
6 Dahanu Municipal Council 20 6 30%
7 Igatpuri Municipal Council 18 3 17%
8 Jat Municipal Council 20 5 25%
9 Bhor Municipal Council 18 6 33%
10 Vaijapur Municipal Council 24 8 33%
11 Trimbak Municipal Council 16 5 31%
12 Jamner Municipal Council 22 9 41%
13 Chikhaldara Municipal Council 17 1 6%
14 Wanadongari Municipal Council 5 1 20%
15 Ambejogai Municipal Council 1 0 0%
16 Jintur Municipal Council 1 0 0%
17 Shahada Municipal Council 1 0 0%
18 Mangrulpir Municipal Council 1 0 0%

Total 276 75 27 %

® Qut of the total 276 winners analyzed, in 18 Municipal Councils, 75 or 27% are Crorepatis.

From the above table, it can be seen that 14% candidates have declared themselves as Crorepatis in the above
mentioned 18 municipal council elections; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of winners
declaring themselves as Crorepatis increases to 27%, which is almost double of candidates.

Hence, it can be concluded that although muscle power is not very significant in winning elections in
Municipal Councils but money power plays a very dominant role in winning elections at Municipal Council

level.
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Nagar Panchayat wise Crorepati Candidates

Sr. No. Crorepati Percentage Of
Name OF Nagar Panchayat Total Candidates . P Crorepati
Candidates .
Candidates
1 Devrukh Nagar Panchyat 67 9 13%
2 Guhagar Nagar Panchyat 50 5 10%
Total 117 14 12 %
® Qut of the total 117 candidates analyzed, in 2 Nagar Panchayats, 14 or 12% are crorepatis.
Crorepati Winners
Sr. No. Total Crorepati Percentage.of
Name Of Nagar Panchayat . . Crorepati
Winners Winners i
Winners
1 Devrukh Nagar Panchyat 18 4 22%
2 Guhagar Nagar Panchyat 18 2 11%
Total 36 6 17 %
® QOut of the total 36 winners analyzed, in 2 Nagar Panchayats, 6 or 17% are crorepatis.

From the above table, it can be seen that 12% candidates have declared themselves as Crorepatis in above 2
Nagar Panchayat elections; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of winners declaring
themselves as Crorepatis increases to 17%, which shows a significant increase.

Zilla Parishad wise Crorepati Candidates

Crorepati Percentage of
Sr. No. Name Of Zilla Parishad Total Candidates . P Crorepati
Candidates .
Candidates
1 ZP Amravati 382 52 14%
2 ZP Pune 364 162 45%
3 ZP Nanded 360 71 20%
4 ZP Yavatmal 343 77 22%
5 ZP Beed 336 77 23%
6 ZP Nashik 324 101 31%
7 ZP Buldhana 316 44 14%
8 ZP Auragabad 313 86 27%
9 ZP Kolhapur 307 68 22%
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Crorepati Percentage of
Sr. No. Name Of Zilla Parishad Total Candidates . patl Crorepati
Candidates .
Candidates
10 ZP Chandrapur 299 40 13%
1 ZP Wardha 293 44 15%
12 ZP Ahmednagar 282 69 24%
13 ZP Satara 277 77 28%
14 ZP Solapur 274 78 28%
15 ZP Parbhani 269 59 22%
16 ZP Jalna 260 56 22%
17 ZP Gadchiroli 258 29 11%
18 ZP Osmanabad 249 38 15%
19 ZP Hingoli 241 28 12%
20 ZP Jalgaon 235 61 26%
21 ZP Latur 228 39 17%
22 ZP Ratnagiri 224 43 19%
23 ZP Sangali 208 45 22%
24 ZP Raigad 183 74 40%
25 ZP Sindhudurga 166 37 22%
Total 6991 1555 22 %
o 22 % or 1555 out of 6991 candidates were crorepatis
Crorepati Winners
. Percentage of
Sr. No. Name Of Zilla Parishad 'I:otal Crc.)repatl Crorepati
Winners Winners i
Winners
1 ZP Amravati 53 14 26%
2 ZP Pune 71 56 79%
3 ZP Nanded 60 24 40%
4 ZP Yavatmal 61 23 38%
5 ZP Beed 56 33 59%
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. . Total Crorepati Percentage.of
Sr. No. Name Of Zilla Parishad Winners Winners Crt?repatl
Winners

6 ZP Nashik 72 45 63%
7 ZP Buldhana 57 19 33%
8 ZP Auragabad 58 29 50%
9 ZP Kolhapur 66 30 45%
10 ZP Chandrapur 55 15 27%
1 ZP Wardha 51 16 31%
12 ZP Ahmednagar 61 27 44%
13 ZP Satara 62 32 52%
14 ZP Solapur 66 39 59%
15 ZP Parbhani 52 23 44%
16 ZP Jalna 52 15 29%
17 ZP Gadchiroli 50 11 22%
18 ZP Osmanabad 53 12 23%
19 ZP Hingoli 50 13 26%
20 ZP Jalgaon 65 22 34%
21 ZP Latur 53 17 32%
22 ZP Ratnagiri 54 22 41%
23 ZP Sangali 51 24 47%
24 ZP Raigad 56 34 61%
25 ZP Sindhudurga 46 20 43%

Total 1431 615 43 %

e 615 out of 1431 (43%) winners analyzed were crorepatis.

From the above table, it can be seen that 22% candidates have declared themselves as Crorepatis in above 25
ZP elections; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of winners declaring themselves as
Crorepatis increases to 43%, which is double of candidates.

Hence, it can be concluded that although muscle power is not very significant in winning elections in ZPs but
money power plays a very dominant role in winning elections at ZP level elections.
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Panchayat Samiti wise Crorepati Candidates

Numbers of Panchayat Samiti Total Candidates Crorepati Candidates Percentage of Crorepati
Candidates
279 Panchayat Samiti 12,408 1,135 9%

e Qut of the total 12,408 candidates analyzed, 1,135 or 9% were crorepatis

Panchayat Samiti wise Crorepati Winners

Numbers of Panchayat Samiti Total winners Crorepati Winners Percentage of Crorepati
Winners
279 Panchayat Samiti 2,868 499 17 %

e Qut of the total 2,868 winners analyzed, 499 or 17% were Crorepatis.
From the above table, it can be seen that 9% candidates have declared themselves as Crorepatis in above 279

Panchayat Samiti elections; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of winners declaring
themselves as Crorepatis increases to 17%, which is almost double of candidates.

Municipal Council Wise Crorepati Presidential Candidates

Crorepati Percentage Of
S.N. Name of Municipal Council Total Candidates . P Crorepati
Candidates .
Candidates
1. Trimbak Municipal Council 7 1 14%
2. Dahanu Municipal Council 7 4 57%
3. Igatpuri Municipal Council 7 2 29%
4, Nandurbar Municipal Council 6 2 33%
5. Kinwat Municipal Council 6 1 17%
6. Nawapur Municipal Council 6 3 50%
7. Pandharkavada Municipal Council 6 3 50%
8. Hupari Municipal Council 5 2 40%
9. Jat Municipal Council 4 2 50%
10. Chikhaldara Municipal Council 2 0 0%
Total 56 20 34%

e Qut of the total 56 candidates analyzed, 20 or 34% were Crorepatis.
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Municipal Council Wise Crorepati Presidential Winners

sr. No. Name of Municipal Council Total Winner Crorepati Winner c::errec::t';avgv?nafer
1. Trimbak Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
2. Dahanu Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
3. Igatpuri Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
4. Nandurbar Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
5. Kinwat Municipal Council 1 0 0%
6. Nawapur Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
7. Pandharkavada Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
8. Hupari Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
9. Jat Municipal Council 1 1 100 %
10. Chikhaldara Municipal Council 1 0 0%
Total 10 8 80%

e Qut of the total 10 winners analyzed, 8 or 80% were Crorepatis.

From the above table, it can be seen that 34% candidates have declared themselves as Crorepatis in above 10
Municipal Council Presidential elections; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of winners
declaring themselves as Crorepatis increases to 80%, which is substantially high i.e more than double of the
percentage of candidates.
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Chapter lll

Educational background of Candidates & Winners
of all local bodies in Maharashtra
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Graph no. 3 : Educational data of candidates & winners for 22 Municipal Corporation elections
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Graph no. 4 : Educational data of candidates & winners for Nagar Panchayat elections
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Graph no. 5 : Educational data of candidates & winners for Municipal Council elections
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Educational data for Candidates of all local bodies

Sr. Education Group Municipal Municipal Nagar Presidential
No Corporation Council Panchayat elections Grand
Total
1 llliterate 305 (6%) 60 (6%) 1(1%) 1(2%) 367 (6%)
2 Literate 78 (1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 78 (1%)
3 5th pass 557 (10%) 118 (11%) 11 (9%) 3 (5%) 689 (10%)
4 8th pass 1062 (19%) 200 (19%) 28 (24%) 14 (25%) 1304 (19%)
5 10 pass 1010 (18%) 184 (18%) 29 (25%) 11 (20%) 1234 (18%)
6 12t pass 909 (16%) 216 (21%) 20 (17%) 10 (18%) 1155 (17%)
7 Graduate 781 (14%) 158 (15%) 22 (19%) 11 (20%) 972 (15%)
8 Graduate 179 (3%) 17 (2%) 0 (0%) 2 (3%) 198 (3%)
Professional
9 Post Graduate 253 (5%) 60 (6%) 5 (4%) 3 (5%) 321 (5%)
10 Doctorate 16 (0%) 2 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 18 (0%)
11 Others 114 (2%) 2 (0%) 1(1%) 0 (0%) 117 (2%)
12 Not Given 246 (4%) 21 (2%) 0 (0%) 1(2%) 268 (4%)
Total 5510 (82%) 1038 (15%) 117 (2%) 56 (1%) 6721
(100%)
* Note: Educational data is not captured for few local bodies
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Educational data for Winners of all local bodies
Sr. No. Education Municipal Municipal Nagar Presidential Grand Total
Group Corporation Council Panchayat elections
1 llliterate 42 (4%) 19 (7%) 1(2%) 0 (0%) 62 (5%)
2 Literate 16 (2%) 0 (0%) 0 (1%) 0 (0%) 16 (1%)
3 5th pass 109 (11%) 27 (10%) 4 (11%) 0 (0%) 140 (10%)
a4 8th pass 190 (19%) 55 (20%) 7 (16%) 3 (30%) 255 (19%)
5 10t pass 167 (16%) 50 (18%) 6 (21%) 2 (20%) 225 (17%)
6 12t pass 177 (17%) 63 (23%) 7 (19%) 3 (30%) 250 (19%)
7 Graduate 169 (17%) 37 (13%) 9 (20%) 2 (20%) 217 (16%)
8 Graduate 40 (4%) 7 (3%) 0 (1%) 0 (0%) 47 (4%)
Professional
9 Post Graduate 42 (4%) 10 (4%) 1(6%) 0 (0%) 53 (4%)
10 Doctorate 3 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (0%)
11 Others 28 (3%) 1 (0%) 1(2%) 0 (0%) 30 (2%)
12 Not Given 29 (3%) 7 (2%) 0 (1%) 0 (0%) 36 (3%)
Total 1012 (76%) 276 (20%) 36 (3%) 10 (1%) 1334 (100%)

* Note: Educational data is not captured for few local bodies

It can be seen that the highest numbers of candidates i.e., 19% have declared their educational qualification
up to 8™ Std pass whereas the highest numbers of winners i.e. 19% have declared their educational
qualification up to 8" Std pass & 12 Std pass each.

The second highest number of candidates i.e. 18% have declared their educational qualification as 10™ pass
whereas the highest numbers of winners i.e. 17% have declared their educational qualification up to 10"
standard pass.

The third highest numbers of candidates i.e. 17% have declared their educational qualification as 12" pass
whereas the highest numbers of winners i.e. 16% have declared their educational qualification up to
Graduation level.

The fourth highest numbers of candidates i.e., 15% have declared their educational qualification as Graduate
level whereas the highest numbers of winners i.e. 10% have declared their educational qualification up to 5%

pass.
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The fifth highest numbers of candidates i.e. 10% have declared their educational qualification as 5% pass
whereas the highest numbers of winners i.e. 5% each have declared their educational qualification as totally
llliterate.

From the above table, it can be seen that 71% candidates who contested local bodies elections have declared
their educational qualification between llliterate to 12th pass whereas similar 71% winners declared their
educational qualification between llliterate to 12th pass. 23% candidates have declared their educational
qualifications between Graduation till Doctorate level whereas a slightly more percentage of winners i.e. 24%
have declared their education in this category. Thus, it can be concluded that Education is not playing any
dominant role in deciding winnability of candidates in local bodies’ elections.
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Chapter IV

Age Group of Candidates & Winners
of all local bodies in Maharashtra
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Graph no. 6: Age data of candidates & winners for 22 Municipal Corporations
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Graph no 7: Age data of candidates & winners for Municipal Councils
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Graph no. 8: Age data of candidates & winners for Zilla Parishads

B Panchayat Samiti
Candidates

m Panchayat Samiti Winners

21-24 25-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80

Graph no. 9: Age data of candidates & winners for Panchayat Samiti
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Age of Candidates in all local bodies

Sr. Age Municipal Municipal Zilla Parishad Panchayat | Presidential

No. Group Corporation Council Samiti elections Grand Total
1 Unknown 5 (0%) 202 (19%) 0 (%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 207 (0%)
2 21-24 621 (4%) 31 (3%) 320 (5%) 713 (6%) 0 (0%) 1685 (5%)
3 25-30 1857 (13%) 128 (12%) 888 (13%) 2031 (16%) 3 (5%) 4907 (14%)
a4 31-40 4705 (33%) 287 (28%) 2274 (32%) 4148 (33%) 14 (25%) 11428 (33%)
5 41-50 4563 (32%) 247 (24%) 2050 (29%) 3419 (28%) 25 (45%) 10304 (30%)
6 51-60 2063 (14%) 102 (10%) 1056 (15%) 1487 (12%) 11 (20%) 4719 (14%)
7 61-70 530 (4%) 38 (4%) 352 (5%) 535 (4%) 2 (3%) 1457 (4%)
8 71-80 52 (0%) 3 (0%) 47 (1%) 68 (1%) 1 (2%) 171 (0%)
9 81 & above 6 (0%) 0 (0%) 4 (0%) 7 (0%) 0 (%) 17 (0%)

Total 14,402 (41%) | 1038 (3%) 6,991 (20%) 12,408 56 (0%) 34,895 (100%)
(36%)
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Age of Winners in all local bodies
Sr. No. Age Municipal Municipal Zilla Panchayat Presidential
Group Corporation Council Parishad Samiti elections Grand Total
1 Unknown 1(0%) 69 (25%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 70 (1%)
2 21-24 54 (2%) 10 (4%) 41 (3%) 136 (5%) 0 (0%) 241 (3%)
3 25-30 205 (9%) 28 (10%) 159 (11%) 417 (15%) 0 (0%) 809 (12%)
4 31-40 683 (31%) 78 (28%) 496 (35%) 1027 (36%) 1(10%) 2285 (33%)
5 41-50 821 (37%) 56 (20%) 449 (31%) 848 (30%) 5 (50%) 2179 (32%)
6 51-60 366 (16%) 24 (9%) 218 (15%) 331 (12%) 4 (40%) 943 (14%)
7 61-70 93 (4%) 10 (4%) 57 (4%) 97 (3%) 0 (0%) 257 (4%)
8 71-80 9 (1%) 1(0%) 11 (1%) 12 (0%) 0 (0%) 33 (1%)
9 81 & above 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
Total 2232 (33%) 276 (4%) 1431 (21%) 2868 (42%) 10 (0%) 6817 (100%)

From the age data, this can be concluded that almost 2/3™ of the candidates (63%) who contested local body
elections in Maharashtra during year 2015-2018 have declared their age to be between 31 to 50 years and the
65% winners (near to 2/3" majority) who won the elections were also falling in this age group of 31 to 50 years.

For More Information, Please Visit:
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Summary of conclusions

Analysis of Criminal data of Candidates & Winners

Candidates Winners
Sr. No. . Candidates . . . .
Name of local body |Total number| C2n9i93tes | i cerious [Total number of Vinners with | Winners with
. with declared R declared serious declared
of candidates| . . declared winners . ..
criminal cases| . . criminal cases | criminal cases
criminal cases
1 Municipal Corporation| 14402 1884 (13%) 1353 (9%) 2232 497 (22%) 338 (15%)
2 Municipal Council 1038 98 (9%) 75 (7%) 276 29 (11%) 22 (8%)
3 Nagar Panchayat 117 1(1%) 0 (0%) 36 1(3%) 0 (0%)
4 Zilla Parishad 6991 595 (9%) 442 (6%) 1431 166 (12%) 124 (9%)
5 Panchayat Samiti 12408 624 (5%) 461 (4%) 2868 187 (7%) 150 (5%)
Total 34,956 3,202 (9%) 2331 (7%) 6843 880 (13%) 634 (9%)

Out of the total 34,956 candidates analyzed, in 22 Municipal Corporations, 18 Municipal Councils, 2

Nagar Panchayats, 25 ZPs & 279 Panchayat Samitis, 3202 or 9% declared criminal cases in their election
affidavits. 7% or 2331 candidates declared serious criminal cases against themselves.

election affidavits. 9% or 634 winners declared serious criminal cases against themselves.

Out of the total 6,843 winners analyzed, in above local bodies, 880 or 13% declared criminal cases in their

It can be seen from the above summary table that 9% aggregate candidates have declared criminal cases
against themselves in the Maharashtra local bodies’ elections during year 2015-2018; whereas after winning
these elections, the percentage of winners declaring criminal cases increases to 13%, which is a significant
increase, as compared to candidates data.

Similarly, it can be seen that as compared to 7% candidates who have declared serious criminal cases against
themselves in above elections, the percentage of winners declaring serious criminal cases goes up to 9%, which
is slightly more than candidates’ data.

Hence, it can be concluded that although muscle power is not very dominant factor but still it is one of the
key winnability factor in Maharashtra local bodies’ elections.

Analysis of Financial data of Candidates & Winners

Candidates Winners
Sr. No. Name of local body Total Crorepati T I Crorepati
candidates Candidates Winners
1 Municipal Corporation 14402 3488 (24%) 2232 1134 (51%)
2 Municipal Council 1038 149 (14%) 276 75 (27%)
3 Nagar Panchayat 117 14 (12%) 36 6 (17%)
4 Zilla Parishad 6991 1555 (22%) 1431 615 (43%)
5 Panchayat Samiti 12408 1135 (9%) 2868 499 (17%)
Total 34,956 6341 (18%) 6843 2329 (34%)

Out of the total 34,956 candidates analyzed, in above local bodies, 6341 or 18% are Crorepatis.
Out of the total 6,843 winners analyzed, in above local bodies, 2329 or 34% are Crorepatis.
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It can be seen from the above summary table that 18% candidates have declared themselves as Crorepatis in
these elections; whereas after winning these elections, the percentage of Crorepati winners increases to 34%,
which is almost double as compared to candidates data.

Hence, it can be concluded that money power is clearly playing a very dominant role in winning elections in
Maharashtra local bodies elections.

1. Analysis of Educational data of Candidates & Winners

Sr. No. Education Group Total Candidates Total Winners
1 Illiterate 367 (6%) 62 (5%)
2 Literate 78 (1%) 16 (1%)
3 5th pass 689 (10%) 140 (10%)
4 8th Pass 1304 (19%) 255 (19%)
5 10t Pass 1234 (18%) 225 (17%)
6 12t Pass 1155 (17%) 250 (19%)
7 Graduate 972 (15%) 217 (16%)
8 Graduate Professional 198 (3%) 47 (4%)
9 Post Graduate 321 (5%) 53 (4%)
10 Doctorate 18 (0%) 3 (0%)
11 Others 117 (2%) 30 (2%)
12 Not Given 268 (4%) 36 (3%)
Total 6721 (100%) 1334 (100%)

From the above table, it can be seen that 71% candidates who contested local bodies elections have declared
their educational qualification between llliterate to 12th pass whereas similar 71% winners declared their
educational qualification between llliterate to 12th pass. 23% candidates have declared their educational
qualifications between Graduation and Doctorate level whereas slightly more percentage of winners i.e. 24%
have declared their education in this category. Thus, it can be concluded that Education is not playing any
dominant role in deciding winnability of candidates in local bodies’ elections.
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IV. Analysis of Age data of Candidates & Winners

Sr. No. Age Group (in years) Total Candidates Total Winners
1 Unknown 207 (0%) 70 (1%)
2 21-24 1685 (5%) 241 (3%)
3 25-30 4907 (14%) 809 (12%)
4 31-40 11428 (33%) 2285 (33%)
5 41-50 10304 (30%) 2179 (32%)
6 51-60 4719 (14%) 943 (14%)
7 61-70 1457 (4%) 257 (4%)
8 71-80 171 (0%) 33 (1%)
9 81 & above 17 (0%) 0 (0%)

Total 34,895 (100%) 6817 (100%)

From the age data, this can be concluded that almost 2/3™ of the candidates (63%) who contested local body
elections in Maharashtra during year 2015-2018 have declared their age to be between 31 to 50 years and the
65% winners (near to 2/3" majority) who won the elections were also falling in the age group of 31 to 50 years.
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CONTACT DETAILS

Maharashtra Election Watch

National Election Watch/Association for Democratic Reforms

DISCLAIMER

All information about candidates & winners, in this report has been taken from the affidavits filed online by
Candidates / Winners along with their nomination papers on
https://panchayatelection.maharashtra.gov.in/ and submitted to the Election Returning Officers appointed
in respective local bodies by State Election Commission, Maharashtra (SECM). ADR does not add or
subtract any information, unless the SECM changes the data. In particular, no unverified information from
any other source is used. While all efforts have been made to ensure that the information is in keeping with
what is mentioned in the affidavits, in case of discrepancy between information in this report and that given
in the affidavits, the information reported in the affidavits filed by Candidates / Winners should be treated
as correct. Association for Democratic Reforms, Maharashtra Election Watch and their volunteers are not
responsible or liable for any damage arising directly or indirectly from the publication of this report.
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How information is disseminated?

www.myneta.info www.adrindia.org

Provides full information of criminal cases, Provides detailed analytical reports of
asset, liability and education details Lok Sabha, state assembly, local
declared by candidates in the self sworn body elections and financial reports
affidavits filed by them prior to contesting of political parties.

Lok Sabha and State Assembly elections.

44 Get information by SMS the users have to send
Pl '@ MYNETA <PINCODE> or <CONSTITUENCY>
) to 56070 or 9246556070

"’ \ 1800-110-440

FREE =
) Mon to Fri : 10 am to 6 pm

Twitter: www.twitter.com/adrspeaks

i
Facebook page: www.facebook.com/adr.new
facebook " www.facebook.com/myneta.info

cuiceer
You Tube: www.youtube.com/adrspeaks

Myneta:

The Criminal, Financial, Educational and other background information self
declared by candidates in their affidavits during elections is now available on
your mobile phones.

Election Watch Reporter :
This app enables citizens with a tool to capture violation of election related
laws and the code of conduct.

\ r_.-r itan
" . o oogle play
Both the applications are available on Google Play Store. > Googe i
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