NA-176

Muzaffargarh-II

Demographic Composition

Predominantly Rural

Population Registered Voters Rank by Voters
865,925 446,099 182
Polling Stations Polling Booths Candidates
315 885 21
Votes Polled Turnout Rank by Turnout
237,784 53.3% 74
Winner Winner Party Win Category

Naowabzada Iftakhar Ahmad Khan

PPPP Two Way Race

Babar

1. VOTERS, POLLING STATIONS AND CANDIDATES: GENDER AND DEMOGRAPHIC DYNAMIC

1. REGISTERED VOTERS & GENDER GAP

2. CONSTITUENCY GENDER GAP,
OVERALL & LEGAL THRESHOLD

3. URBAN/RURAL DISTRIBUTION OF
REGISTERED VOTERS

4. DISTRIBUTION OF VOTERS
(BY PS TYPE)
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This Constituency  Highest

95.4% 58.2%

22.2% 19.6%
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URBAN RURAL MALE FEMALE COMBINED

POLLING STATIONS AND BOOTHS (AS PER THE POLLING SCHEME)

CANDIDATES BY GENDER AND AFFILIATION

5. NUMBER OF POLLING STATIONS

6. NUMBER OF POLLING BOOTHS (BY

7. CANDIDATES BY GENDER 8. NUMBER OF CANDIDATES

(BY TYPE) GENDER) (BY PARTY AFFILIATION AND GENDER)
181 H Male M Female
462 17 13
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MALE FEMALE COMBINED

MALE BOOTHS FEMALE BOOTHS

MALE FEMALE PARTY IND

2. VOTES POLLED AND TURNOUT: GENDER AND DEMOGRAPHIC DYNAMIC

2.1. OVERALL TRENDS

9. VOTES POLLED: TOTAL,

10. GENDER SHARE IN VOTES

11. TURNOUT: OVERALL, & 12. VALID VOTES POLLED

GENDERWISE & GENDER GAP POLLED GENDERWISE (BY GENDER OF CANDIDATES)
MALE, 54.3% 54.2%
MALE NN 129,083 MALE MALE, 190,346
FEMALE [ 108,462 FEMALE I 52.1%
GENDER GENDER 5
cap W 20062 cap M2
OVERALL NN >37,784 OVERALL I 5.3
FEMALE, 45.7% FEMALE, 37,858
13. VOTES POLLED IN URBAN AND RURAL AREAS 14. TURNOUT URBAN AND RURAL AREAS
(BY POLLING STATION TYPE) (BY POLLING STATION TYPE)
H Male PS B Female PS B Combined PS Overall B Male PS B Female PS B Combined PS Overall
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2.2. POLLING STATION-LEVEL TRENDS
17. DISTRIBUTION OF POLLIN .
15. VOTES POLLED 16. TURNOUT S UTION OF PO G 18. NUMBER OF PS IN HIGHEST AND

(BY POLLING STATION TYPE AND GENDER)

(BY POLLING STATION TYPE AND GENDER)

STATIONS
(BY TURNOUT CATEGORY & TYPE)

LOWEST TURNOUT CATEGORY
(BY TYPE OF PS AND DEMOGRAPHIC CATEGORY)
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3. TRENDS IN PARTY VOTE AND SEATS

3.1. OVERALL TRENDS

20. PERCENT SHARE OF LEADING

PARTIES/CANDIDATES
(AS PERCENT OF VOTES POLLED)

19. LEADING PARTIES/CANDIDATES
BY VOTES POLLED

21. LEADING PARTIES/CANDIDATES

BY VOTES POLLED
(BY URBAN & RURAL AREAS)

22. PERCENT SHARE OF LEADING
PARTIES/CANDIDATES IN VOTES

POLLED
(BY URBAN AND RURAL AREAS)
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3.2. POLLING STATION-LEVEL TRENDS

23. LEADING PARTIES/CANDIDATES BY

VOTES POLLED
(BY TYPE OF PS)

24. PERCENT SHARE OF LEADING

PARTIES/CANDIDATES
(BY TYPE OF PS)

25. POLLING STATIONS CATEGORIZED
BY WINNING MARGIN CATEGORY

26. POLLING STATIONS WON BY
PARTIES/CANDIDATES AND WINNING
MARGIN CATEGORY
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11% to 20%
21% to 30%
31% to 40%
41% to 50%
51% to 60%
61% to 70%
71% to 80%
81% to 90%

More than 90%

m Up to10% W 11% to 30%
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4. MARGIN OF VICTORY (MOV), INVALID & POSTAL BALLOTS, COMPARATIVE VOTES POLLED AND RESULTS

4.1. INVALID VOTES: POLLING STATION LEVEL TRENDS

27. INVALID VOTES AND MOV: NUMBER AND
COMPARATIVE STATUS OF POLLING STATIONS

28. NUMBER OF POLLING STATIONS WHERE INVALID
VOTES EXCEED MOV

29. WINNERS OF POLLING STATIONS WHERE INVALID

VOTES EXCEED MOV

BELOW MOV I 46

35 27
EQUAL | 1
3 15 16
EXCEEDING 68
MOV 10
NO VOTE '°
POLLED  ° I I
NA
MALE FEMALE COMBINED PPPP PML-N NAZIA OTHER(S)
4.2. LEVEL OF REPRESENTATION, POSTAL BALLOTS & INVALID VOTES: CONSTITUENCY LEVEL TRENDS
30. POSTAL BALLOTS, INVALID VOTES AND MARGIN OF 31. LEVEL OF REPRESENTATION: DISTRIBUTION OF 32. LEVEL OF REPRESENTATION: WINNER'S VOTES AS
VICTORY REGISTERED VOTERS PERCENT OF POLLED & REGISTERED VOTES
Others' 22.7%
10,233 9,580 Vote,
183,840
Did Not 2l
Vote,
208,315
2 Winners'
MARGIN OF INVALID VOTES POSTAL 5\2052’4
VICTORY BALLOTS ' Percent of Votes Polled  Percent of Registered Voters
4.3. FORM 45TO FORM 49: COMPARATIVE VOTES POLLED AND CANDIDATE VOTES

33. VOTES POLLED AT POLLING
STATIONS: FORM 47 VS FORM 48

34. VOTES POLLED AND POSTAL BALLOTS:
FORM 48 VS FORM 49

35. PARTY/CANDIDATE RESULT TRACKER

B FORM 47 mForm48 EForm 48 mForm 49

. 227,979 VALID I 23,204
VALID VOTES ' I
227,965 VOTES 228,204
EXCLUDED/ | 9,566 INVALID 1 9,580
INVALID VOTES | 9,580 VOTES 1 9,580
TOTAL
TOTAL VOTE I 237,545 vore NN 37,784
POLLED I 237,545 poLLgp NG 237,784

HForm 45 MForm47 MForm 48: Polled

65

I 53,350
IS 53,301
I 53,362
82
I 53,944
B 53,944
B 43,407
I 43,646
= EEN 43,646
I 43,711
I 43,711
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Form 48:

Postal M Form 48: Total M Form 49

95,012

I 93,913
I 95,014
T I
NN 95,074
I 95,074

I 34,842
I 35,518
BN 35,445
30

B 35,475
N 35,475

62

NAZIA OTHER(S)
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