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HARYANA MID-TERM ELECTICN RESULTS

SWATANTRA PARTY

I. WINNING CONSTITUELCIES
JULANA E}ectorate
o Votes Polled
HARNAUND Electorate
s Votes Polled
II. BECOND PLACE
GHARAUNDA Electorate
5 T TR Votes Folled
SHERHADA Electorate
T Votes Folled
KATAYAT Electorate
Votes Polled
NARWANA Electorate
Votes Folled
JHAJ AR Electorate
Votes Polled
BAHADUR GARH Electorate
Votes Polled
EAINAL Electorate
Votes Polled
HASSANPUR (R) Electorate
Votes Polled
MUNDAL KHURD Electorate

Votes Polled

BHATIANT KHERA E lectorate

Votes Polleg

PATAUDI Electorate

Votes Poliegq

52,879
34,873

55,242
28,686
57,691

33,634

55,827
37,795

54,020
15,368

55,655
35,793

66,671
38,076

65,380
44,783

62,875
36,657

62,833
26,715

51,846
51,584

53,122
22,303

63,084
43,862

ANNEXURE-A
Farain Singh SWA 17,052
Ram Dhari oD 1,109
Joginder Singh Sih 14,973
Rﬂmes}r‘ﬂr D‘ut,“b CONG '8.235
Jarma Singh IND 2,224
Randhir Singh Js 7,766
Rulya Ram SWA 7,754
Rajendra Pal CONG 7,653
Surjit Singh CONG 21,074
Jagjit Singh BhleoSWA 11,929
Al ¥han Singh VHP 1,576
Bhagtu CONG 9,117
Anent Ram Siis 4,998
Fagir Chand SSP 482
llek Ram CONG 17,833
Shamsher Singh Silh 11,685
Sewa Singh SSP 4,293
Gange. Sagar CONG 13,253
Manphul Singh Sin 11,414
Chandra Singh IND 10,166
Pratap Singh CONG 23,714
Hardwari lal Silh 19,379
Ram Narain IND 1,086
Rup Lal Mehta  CONG 19,231
Dhan Singh SWA 12,102
Om Prakagh D 3,259
Manohar Singh CONG 15,583
Shyam Sunder SiA  6,B26
Man Singh 98 2,750
Sarup Singh CONG 10,700
Jacwant Singh Sih 10,455
¥ani Ram IND 639
Prabhu Singh CONG 9,611
Amar Singh Siih 7,397
Feteh Singh D 4,234
Ram Jiwan Singh TND 20,306
Sees Ram SWA 14,678
Jagmal Singh CONG 7,209
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I7i. THIRD PIACE

Conste.

8 . Ho,
7 IU;.GGI:. L

25 PELEOW®!

33 GOHAWIA

43 ~ BERI

43  SAHL/AGIAS

57 BATLL (R)
64 DADRI (R)
66 TOSHAM

70  HANSI

74 BIRIALL (R)

IV. THE REST

5  YAMOWINAGAR
14  INDRI

22 FADRI

21 R.LJAUND (R)
32 BAROD: (R)
38  HASS/NGLRE
47 PLLL.DBHG.RH
32 HLTED;

Electorate
Votes Polled

Electorate
Votes Folled

Electorate
Votes Polled

Electorate
Votes Folled

Electorate
Votes Polled

Elsctorate
Votes Polled

Electorate
Votes Polled

Electorate
Votes Polled

Electeorats
Votes Polled

Electorate
Votes Polled
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49,475
23,618

59,767
31,311

54,256
37,272

60,640
37,365

65,295
29,302

53,645
28,523

56,681
22,704

53,932
31,288

53, 500
30,0353

55,212
22,076

Fhan Abdul
Geffer Khan
lohinder Singh
Ajmer Singh

Piara Singh
Ram Dia
Amar Nath

Ren Dhari Gaur
Har Kishan
Rati Ram

Ran Singh

Pratap Singh
Daulta

Raghubir Singh

Shakuntla (Mrs)
Fhul Singh
Raj Singh

Joe sulkh
Hirs lal
Ram Prashad

Ganpati Rai
Harnam Singh

Ialji Rom Panwar

Bansi Ial
donghir Singh
Deva Singh

Hari Singh
Ajit Singh
Daya hLand

Gordhen Dasgs
Pir Chand
Chhabil Dass

COLG

IND
Sitin

CONG
Js
SihA

CONG
VHP
SWA

CONG

WD
Sih

D
CONG
SviA

VHP
CONG
Sl

COLG
SSP
SWA

CONG
SSP
Sidh

CONG
VHEP
Sk

COKG
BKD
SiA

8,633

6,283
3,108

11,798
7,627
7,181

15,979
15, 202
4,953

24,801

7,0€2
4,133

13,455
11,885
8,192

14,141
9,295
4,176

11,864
6,908
1,872

9,109
7,800
6,090

13,608
9,363
5,127

9,919
9,548
2,146

Five Candidates lost thair sesurity deposit
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Report on Party's FPerformance in Daust & Chomu Bye-elections

wally & tough task to oppose the Congress in the bye-
alectionf.: i%eu;we go contEnd with not only Fhﬂ orgamsatiézn ;{‘m'fiiz
Congress Party as guch but also with ths mchlz}ery of the vgance
which is used with least hesitation by th}e ruling My to en B
its electoral prospects. The Dausa and Chomu constituencies w:h
familiar scenes of widespread misuee of Governm@tal pov.re.r by t a:i.n
Congress. Almost the whole of the Rajasthan Cabinet '...'&S‘M‘Jm;pl.%‘g tg
in these Constituencies and the Lﬁ.nistef's. were ever willing :-i; fs ow
favours on all those who came forvard 1-:}1.::1 £ promise ?I‘.supp:.: o;‘ 2
the Congress sandidates. Government 'U'e.l:l.\::lDS m:'la Officials were Eil:t?
freely used to influence the Voters. It is obvious that no opposition
party can match such malpractices of the f‘-r.négre.ss m_::d_g? such tl:a.a
Candidates of the Opposition have to start with an initial handicap.

2 Having said all this it must also be conceded that we also did
not put up our best in theso clections. Frenkly speaking the results
of these bye-elections have showm that the efforts of a better managed
homogensous team have succeedod over those of a thoroughly mismanaged
amalgamation of heterogenous elemeénts. Ths contrast was elearly percep=
£ible, Tho campaign for the Congress was conducted by the P.CeCe on
strictly party lines. On the other hand our campaign was done wholly
on individual lines. The Party was now hore in the picture. This was
because our candidates who were really Independents and who were merely
pur symbol holders were interested only in projecting their own image.
It appoared their interest in tho Farty was limited to socuring finan-
cial help from it, HNone of the Central Leaders oxcept Shri Dahyabhai
Patel wns talken to the Constituency. Similar was the fate of the

Btato office bearorss Not only that their cooperation was never sought
but they were treated with utmost contempt. Even tho State Prosident,
whe had boen waiting in Jaipur for his tour programe, was taken only
for a fov hourg in the Constituenoy.

g he men in charge of various Lssembly Constitueneles under Dausa
woro employees of the Jaipur Royal House. They hardly kmew anything
about the politics of the local places and they were also totally
ignorant of tho campaign Yechnique. The rosult was that thoy failed to
enlist active cooporation of a number of influential party workers
throughout the length and broadth of the constitucney. Their ignorance
of olcection tochnique was highlighted on the polling day when we found
to our dismay that wo had hardly an erganisation in the field to bring
our voters to the polling booths. lNot only that thoy aoven failed to set
up Polling Agents at o number of places who could have effectively
checked some of the malpractices of the ruling party. The result was
disastrous for us. There was very low polling in the Dausa Constituency
and the Congress which had succeeded in bringing its voters to the
Booths, nnturally won. It is a pity that at some of the booths tho
polling wns as low as 2, 3 or ¢ per cont. Most of our M.l.h.g and workers
who worked in the bys-election have compained about gross mismanagament,
There aro instances of our workers who had to return to their respective
areas without even participating in the compaign. Therc werc several
othors who had to git idle in tho constituency because after boing called
thoy were not provided with the means to move in the arene

&. The choico of our candidates was also far from hoppye There wasg

e Jycd- hapcontment againgt our Parliamentary Candidate in the .
- Y« He happened to bo M.P, }
1962 to 1967, But dﬁrin from tho same constituency from

& this period he did not visit his constitucne
:‘; ';11:3;-“‘?:1: feeling of the poople was cleverly exploited by the Congizfcs
e 6;&5._1;&;50. Oﬁ_:nasm'bly Condidate who had loft tho Congross only
ore ho filed his nomination wns also made a constant target

ve2/=

by the Congross,




-

The, Congross attack which pin-pointed that the people had to oxer °lfle
their choice botweon o real Congress man and a defector Congress ma

&S

had its impact. Tho opposition failed to demolish this argument
succcsasfully.

5e Both owr fAgsembly and Parliomentary Candidates wore Independents.
They wers not prepercd to £ill up our Party's pledge. Ghep requested

to do so the Parliamentary Candidate had the ohoek to say in preseneco of
our Statc Prosident that, "He was never cur member, would never become &
rombor in futuro and hell with the Party", It is a pity that candidntes
who hold the Party in such a low estecm are chosen to be tho Furty's
standerd bearors in important byo-elections. In fact thore was never
hold & propor meeting of the State Farliamcntary Board to finalise the
solecticn of the Condidatos Evorything wres left to the wishos of
Fahorani Gaystri Deviji. The fact that cur coudidates wore mere symbol
holdors and hod in tham little love for tho Party was takon full use of
by the othor opposition Parties. They cucccssfully pushed our Farty to
o sceondary position, It was 2 aorry spectaclo to see our recources
being usced by workors of other Partics while our own men were deniod

tho wso of them, This naturally demoralised our workers. Uow thoso
very opposition partios ere oponly donouneing our Farty through public
spoechoe pnd proess bricfings.

Go It was a poor stratogy on the part of our Parliasmentary candidate
to havo got filed tho nonmination papurs of two candidatics of Gujar
community. They wore even made to belisve that onc of them would be

tho Party's candidetc., Our failuro to keep up this commitment loft o
mark on this community which commands over a lakh of votes in the Dausa
Congtituency.

Te Tho foot that the late Mp, Charanjit Rai who was an outsider, had
won from tho vory constituency in 1967 by o hondsome marzin of over
49,000 votos cannot be ignored. He could achieve this fine victory beca-
uso ho had built up o Party Orsanisation in the aren and had all along
oonductod his campaign on Party lines. A1l this was sndly missing in
thoso bye-eloctionsg,
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l1.8. Bhorgows

Genernl Socretary
Rejosthan Swatantra Porty
Joipur,



