Era Of One-party Dominance T <& o 94 &l R

The challenge of nation-
building, covered in the Ilast
chapter, was accompanied by
the challenge of Iinstituting

democratic politics. Thus,
electoral competition among
political parties began
immediately after

Independence. In this chapter,
we look at the first decade of
electoral politics In order to
understand

e the establishment of a
system of free and fair
elections;

e the domination of the
Congress party in the years
immediately after
Independence; and

e the emergence of opposition
parties and their policies.

frs e o suR Ue-famfor &t gt
o aR # 949 1 o9fl - &1
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Challenge building Alehas TAMd A & Ak
democracy You now have gy o afgrn @ g1 @iw ff w@an

an idea of the difficult ~ - . A
circumstances in which R b1 5 foh &fsT afitfeurfaat 9 gam

independent India was 3R 3IT oh AEA I § & Ue-fHio
born. You have read about 3 aﬂ?ﬁ off 3Mx g TR ﬁ’*ﬁﬁl’{ﬁ * R

the serious challenge of : . . .
nation-building that ¥ oY Ue g ©| THl gHifadl &t 9ue ¥

confronted the country JAMHT He 3 M o A4 7 Thdel
right in the beginning. foar fop 399 <31 o ot effshdad &l T8l

Faced with such serious .
challenges, leaders in YT ST Gehdl @1 39 Adredl 3 el &

many other countries of the U Tehdl SHRI Ugoil qrefachdl g 3R
world decided that their AlhdA 1 YA 9 HdH<S 3 oy =t

country could not afford t_o geTaT fiehm SYFRvER & qﬂﬂ 3
have democracy. They said ’

that national unity was IS g g M H HT RO
their first priority and that 3Tciishdlf>Ih IMHA-HAEAT HEH T3
democracy will introduce

differences and conflicts.
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Therefore many of the
countries that gained

freedom from colonialism

experienced non-
democratic rule. It took
various forms: nominal
democracy but effective
control by one leader,
one party rule or direct
army rule. Non-
democratic regimes
always started with a
promise of restoring
democracy very soon.
But once they
established themselves,
it was very difficult to
dislodge them.

39 ITAthdileh IMHA-HaEedl oh

3
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NN

41 4 9l &t 9Tk Y9l

AcTiehdi=leh IMET SHALAT3

" Shl I3
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The conditions in India  wRa # # yRfEefaar sga s =&t of,
were not very different.  Qfq s A & AqE A IR fau

But the leaders of the ST F5 3 1 Shaen
newly independent India i I3l o .

decided to take the more [®d1l FaE 4 &g iR &t g giar i
difficult path. Any other 98 3T¥9d ! ¥Id didl Hife TAR
path would have been EEAAA-HIM St Ted Yfadgdl aihdsl 9
surprising, for our off| SR Adl ichax H TSHITT bl
freedom struggle was \ \

39 foriaes qfisht &t AR gdad A1 49

deeply committed to the A . .
idea of democracy. Our USHITd 6l 9991 oh ®9 H 8 3@d o;

leaders were conscious of § TsHITd &1 ST 9 GHIENE T 33U
the critical role of politics T o & 9U & fou g8 et FHE
in any democracy. They 3

& Bl @ f6 IS MU 8 Fahm

did not see politics as a ~ )
problem; they saw it as a 3R 9% {7 FRR-HA W THA S

way of solving the T & fau i &3 +ifaa fasey Hisg
problems. Every society 2 )
needs to decide how it

Il.:ll AP . B F . BA B nnnl Ilﬂﬂlllﬂiﬁ
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There are always fedt @t gue & %% wyE s 21 !
different policy STMHTATT STHTL ST 3T
alternatives to choose . T @ % fawda @l ¥ A e

from. There are differen
groups with different and faf¥ =1 "ugl o fedl oh Y&t <hia 9

conflicting aspirations. 4§ fqqe god 27 Tl G 61 ST
How do we resolve these 3 rmineg gorifn g ol wfreaut

differences? Democratic

politics is an answer to TSI & I TIH AR TAifeX == g
this question. While dfed, Tsrifae wfafafy &1 3839
competition and power  Gofeg 7 thger T SR 39 W S0
are the two most visible K

. - ST 8lar @ AR TEr g1 | =ifeu)

things about politics, the . )
purpose of political AR Aqel 9 3H U &t g

activity is and should be Y ger foam)
deciding and pursuing )

public interest. This is

the route our leaders

decided to take.
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Last year you studied how {Usd diel 314+ 9l foh SHII Wiaum

our Constitution was ST ﬁ'fﬂ
drafted. You would ﬁ Rl s f TAN
remember that the qfau @ 26 9= 1949 &1 ATfiha foar

Constitution was adopted 1 3fix 24 SFGd 1950 &1 39 W

on 26 November 1949 and
signed on 24 January 1950 &4t gQl 9@ gy 26 S 1950

and it came into effecton ¥ 31qc ® 3Tl 39 dad YT bl INGT

26 January 1950. At that af R 9ol & ot 99d &
time the country was being

ruled by an interim SEAS LI IR I B AR UR B RSNIE GUEED
government. It was now &9 9 faifad TR g0 Il U

necessary to install the £:
first democratically elected a7 frem @ 1 fRe 9 R o

government of the country. $=1 FIHl W U & I T il

The Constitution had laid _ ¥ =& o1 & +TH HeSl
down the rules, now the SR e

machine had to be put in g HeHl I él
place. Initially it was
thought that this was only

2 matitar nf a faw manthe
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The Election Commission 9Rd o MG 3E—NT &l T34 1950

of India was set up In SR o =a| qHIR 17 TEd

January 1950. Sukumar & 31
AT o1 SIS &1 ST W o T 2w

Sen became the first
Chief Election &1 gl 3 J19 1950 ¥ & fohdt
Commissioner. The 99d Bl ST

country’s first general

elections were expected

sometime in 1950 itself.
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But the Election Commission
discovered that it was not going
to be easy to hold a free and fair
election in a country of India’s
size. Holding an election required
delimitation or drawing the
boundaries of the electoral
constituencies. It also required
preparing the electoral rolls, or
the list of all the citizens eligible
to vote. Both these tasks took a
lot of time. When the first draft of
the rolls was published, it was
discovered that the names of
nearly 40 lakh women were not
recorded in the list. They were
simply listed as “wife of ...” or
“daughter of ...”. The Election
Commission refused to accept
these entries and ordered a

de%@ld, 99 ™R 4 9T fh ard o
3MHR Hl 3@d gU Uk TaA AR o8y
A FAE ST HIS AEHE AHAT 81 B
| R & fae gAm@ & w1 e
ST U1l Y, Hagar-gEt At Adifder
9T« 99%h Afdadl i gt oA i
IS ATl 391 A hMEl | agd IR 9
M Hagal-gi=dat &1 S« 9gell 916y
JehIf¥d g3 d gal dot fo s9d 40 <@
gfgerel o AW < g1 9 W M BN A
ffeet3 &t ‘3Tell &l 94t ‘el &l 4.
.. %h ®Y9H IS fRAT T AN FAE
1 Tl yfaftedi &t O €@ 3R & T
3T 3 haen fea fo gad 8 a sqT

TReie fhal T R &0 ol at Tl

revision if possible and deletion if yfgficay it ger@T swl g8 3(ww 39 o

necessary. Preparing for the first
general election was a mammoth

fenutera &1 9grE ST TSR S el
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No election on this scale  3dd € UM &1 T &M A o
had ever been conducted in 39 d% & g3 ol 39 a9 o1 o

the world before. At that
time there were 17 crore

eligible voters, who had to 3R gl & fau 489 4

7 &US Hagl &1 3= 3200 faumas

R E

elect about 3,200 MLAs and ¢}| g9 Hdac et d #HgSl 15 HI9St

489 Members of Lok Sabha.
Only 15 per cent of these

gl &1 39 SR IAE AN i

eligible voters were literate. T9&H ®i fa9i™ Tgfd o sk ¥ «f
Therefore the Election qr=-T 911 919 ™ A A hIH

Commission had to think of 3; fort 3 @ 9@

g

3+

o\
R4l

some special method of .
D 3R gk fHat & gferfea fwam

voting. The Election
Commission trained over 3
lakh officers and polling
staff to conduct the
elections.
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It was not just the size of 237 & f93el STHR X TR &1

the country and the _ TR- g G &1 & foes 9 o
electorate that made this

election unusual. The first Hectl 31Tq g 33l :|g°[ o1, Siceh
general election was also  HdSId I &t Teh dgI e 3R
the first big test of AMIS oM+ i 3ﬁ-{ 11@ et o

democracy in a poor and
illiterate country. Till then ¢ 319 diaa o foTd W

democracy had existed only ®fST W€l ¥l 30 I T dlhd
in the prosperous countries, fqth 4+t 33N # & ®EH 91 39

mainly in Europe and North cepe ) q{ q & Elgﬁi 3o ¥ wfeanet
America, where nearly N i .
garfysR T8t faen om 9 o

everyone was literate. By

that time many countries In %WFI H QreHY qqifie R 9 ITHd

Europe had not given voting ga 3R I8 [ 9 7 ae7 SifEy
rights to all women. In this . o~ . '

context India’s experiment
with universal adult
franchise appeared very
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An Indian editor called it Us fegwrt s 4 39 “sfasm™
“the biggest gamble In %1 G99 91 S[en” W T

history_”' Organiser, a ' SrfTESR’ AT &) 9T % feen fe

magazine, wrote that ) )
Jawaharlal Nehru “would SO 48® “ 34 Siifad T&d &t

live to confess the failure of 3z 3@ |7 3k y=ady f& arRa &

universal adult franchise in .
India”. A British member of qrE i qAfEER sEea @ gfea

the Indian Civil Service fafae wfda & & 799 TAER &
claimed that “a future and <A1 o1 f% “ o ar@l a99d 3R 319

more enlightened age will g F=f ST SHR <k Te fooa 4

view with astonishment the
absurd farce of recording Al 39E ANl & WA i IE

the votes of millions of Sggt Atest IEm”

illiterate people”.
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The elections had to be gl &t IR T wE1 I8T SR

postponed twice and finally FETHR 1951 S 39da ° 1952 ok
held from October 1951 to S

February 1952. But this P I FAE g Tew@T, § LA
election is referred to as the E | HAYHT 1952 <l H-Id g %8l 9T @

1952 election since most parts FfE 231 S Afuwty ool A wagH
of the country voted in January

1952. It took six months for the 1972 q 39[ AUICEICECIGRIEH W 3ﬁ'{
campaigning, polling and Aol | ol Se Haid <l Tﬂﬁﬁ q

counting to be completed. SHIAR o st Yehrael I gl
Elections were competitive -
P AT B i oh fou IR SHiEaR

there were on an average more

than four candidates for each TAE & A ® &1 @ 4 39 g9 |
seat. The level of participation 96— deHh feEsil &l Ha Hamasn

was encouraging — more than
half the eligible voters turned 4 ey 9 Ifysh 7 "asH oh T ST

out to vote on the day of dqic STl gAmEt o iy wifta ge at
elections. When the results e 9 3Rt A # s gfomat i
were declared these were frqer qarn grEHY qdifuER 9 g9

accepted as fair even by the

losers. The Indian experiment GINT A ARl 6 qeg d¢ & fam

b o ol e rd e w2 20 LRl oo e et T o o o m rme e e
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The Times of India held that the

IR 3% sfedar 4 aFn ff g1 gl A

1 . - -
polls have “confounded all those “IT G STl S W'l W U %Y

sceptics who thought the
introduction of adult franchise
too risky an experiment in this
country”. The Hindustan Times
claimed that “there is universal
agreement that the Indian
people have conducted
themselves admirably in the
largest experiment in
democratic elections in the
history of the world”. Observers
outside India were equally
impressed. India’s general
election of 1952 became a
landmark in the history of
democracy all over the world. It
was no longer possible to argue
that democratic elections could
not be held in conditions of
poverty or lack of education. It

far @ S gredHe Aaifye R S 39

T i 39 I o fau wifew 1
iy 7F @ 21" 2 W T b e
ff 3 o) fegmm <z A faar- “aw
a1 8 S8 A ST @ @ foh aRdE
S ar 4 fava o sfas™ ° clishadA oh
oy 9 9 kil Sg«l dA9M T ”
1952 1 W A1 T a1 H clichd
o sfderd oh fau dia &1 geer gifdd
g3 39 I3 <oildd ] UMT GHa &1 @I
fh cieaifas g9 et steEr Afvnen
% HEld ® 78l ®UU I Ghdl I8 91
gifed & 8 f g 4 w8l i iha
W 3 fwar S ghal 2
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Credit: Shankar, 20 May 1951

A cartoonist’'s impression of the election committee formed by the Congress to choose party
candidates in 1951. On the committee, besides Nehru: Morarji Desai, Rafi Ahmed Kidwai,
Dr B.C. Roy, Kamaraj Nadar, Rajagopalachari, Jagjivan Ram, Maulana Azad, D.P. Mishra,
P.D. Tandon and Govind Ballabh Pant.

1951 ® &149 g YT ITIREAR I+ o faw a8 18 99 afufa | srEfe &1 @&
T gfufa @ A8€ o Icran aRRs ]4iE, R Teus fosdas, S dLdl. a, s
MR, TS, SPrSited T, Giern g, St fasn, el e ik nifa< seaw qd

fgar 3 ® R
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Congress dominance in the Ygd 9 Al | R1U9 R 9
first three general elections qgd 3 =RIE & a8 ImaE &€ fedt

The results of the first general .
election did not surprise i ST EIM B R0 AT oAt fob Wt

anyone. The Indian National T 109 39 914 ® St St
Congress was expected to win Ry UL H1UH &1 dAlwydfad T

this election. The Congress 109 qref o 3k 29 uref &t w@refaar

party, as it was popularly

known, had inherited the qum ot fotrwa sifget ot a9 o fAr o
legacy of the national T2l THAE Ul off fSeht ¥req R ]9
m°‘;e':‘he“t't't I\:vas the only 7 o1l fiR, 39 Ui o g SdaEide g%
party then to have an 7 AR )
organisation spread all over the o i &% . JRSUIE 3R
country. And finally, in Al iyg Aar &1 9F® 3 H1U9 e H

Jawaharlal Nehru, the party A AFIE 1 BT &t 3R R 3
had the most popular and FT ?a.{, fHar| <9 9T qfoTg Sfad gu

charismatic leader in Indian i .
politics. He led the Congress al HIw e w - Sia | ‘_"E_‘ﬁ
campaign and toured through &1 3T g3l

the country. When the final

results were declared, the
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The party won 364 of the 489 39 Ul 4 @ihdHl & Yed 99 H ol 489
seats in the first Lok Sabha and giof 4 364 @2 St ik =9 @@ ag fadl
finished way ahead of any #t yfager § Tt de 7§ & I Frd

other challenger. The ) .
Communist Party of India that T5| WEl 9 Hiel W St sifad v &

came next in terms of seats qalel 8, U8 AW A6 H AR SRR
won only 16 seats. The state  UIEf W AR W Wl 39 Fd 16 Hie iy«

elections were held with the 3| 9l o A oh Y-y fauran
Lok Sabha elections. The &t g HAT A HTg gt *l
Congress scored big victory in a3 Wm; 9 9} Sftq S E_sgl

those elections as well. It won N
a majority of seats in all the AR 4 (AN oh hid &l Th

states except Travancore- feean) , g™ 3R ST &l SIgh gHl
Cochin (part of today’s Kerala), =g § &g 7 sifysar @ef ©® Sid <<
Madras and Orissa. Finally )1 fE@R = dF T § o w9 5

even in these states the )
Congress formed the g ORI 39 @ T=HE SR JidE W

government. So the party ruled ™ R WU A FUF R HT AET A g2A
all over the country at the 3SHIE oh Halfas Saedd 1e& Jgd W
national and the state level. As wq & | gaFEHsN s1|

expected, Jawaharlal Nehru
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CONGRESS DOMINANCE
1952-1967
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A look at the electoral map on  J&l T A6l A 541 T 81 360 W
the previous page would give Teh SR SfeM 9 3MUehl <= o

you a sense of the dominance of } .
the Congress during the period T f 1952-1962 & o9 Hdw W

1952-1962. In the second and  [F¥ HL @l ATl T 3 A 1957
the third general elections, held # 3R ¥ 1962 # g1 3 AN |
in 1957 and 1962 respectively, «ff g gef 3 i gar 319 qO
samo position in the Lok Sapha o R Tell o 38 dia-send @2
by winning three-fourth of the et ?*qu et = feat |l G“E“' ot
seats. None of the opposition IGehT <IN 4t iz fausit qaref =€ <ia
parties could win even one-tenth ga}| fayqgar s T"T;ﬁ o $hel-shel

of the number of seats won by . .
the Congress. In the state HIUW HI Tgaa Tel faem wan & =

assembly elections, the et ﬂ.i SQTeIUT ohicl bl g1 1957 8
Congress did not get majority in Hd H ARG ERS LT qrel i 31‘1311§
a few cases. The most H Th NSaYT GihR d411 TH Tehiy

significant of these cases was in qrel &1 S99 |99 o dt el S gFdl
Kerala in 1957 when a coalition

led by the CPI formed the J .ﬁ % TSR SR ;rﬁﬁ'q &I W
government. Apart from S1U9 9rel w1 QU =501 o

AAAAA AT o e e 170 o AL T Bla o
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The extent of the victory of &1UT Ul &t Sitd 1 98 3MhSI
the Congress was artificially g\y e gard ATS-YUTet oh

boosted by our electoral | _ _
system. The Congress won 1"l i wgI- =e1 fK@ar 81 IE

three out of every four seats TUTcil o RO HIUY U &l Siid
but it did not get even half of &} 3o 9@ de fuem faaa

the votes. In 1952, for * w13 3
example, the Congress feTT, 1952 | | e % D

obtained 45 per cent of the datet § ° A 45 gfava aie s
total votes. But it managed to §U & cifshd H1UY &l 74 HIYUS]
win 74 per cent of the seats. @ Tfge g‘s’\ Giefee aif gt
The Socialist Party, the .
B &t oh fole™T @ qE AR

second largest party in terms
of votes, W &l
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secured more than 10 per 34 1952 & 949 H R 71T |
cent :f thBe ;n_)ttes allclI ovcir the % 10 gfaerd aie faa 9 fea
country. But it could not even . .

y 78 el 3 gl @ ot T S

win three per cent of the
seats. How did this happen? TRl 3MfeR I g %4? fusa

For this, you need to recall 9 9dig gfay™ . A= aﬁ'{

t_he discussion about the _ e’ TMF feae 7 o
first-pastthe-post method In

your textbook, Indian 'gaifyes 9l 9 9t i Siid’ o
Constitution at Work last TR § Ugr o1l 399 S[S! =94l i
year. TR A T @l -

h1 SEE TAel STeem|
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In this system of election, AR 3I1 &l FAE-YuTleit H ‘gaifus
that has been adopted in our gz gy T =1 siq’ S 9 &l
country, the party that gets STITRN T @ o 3R & el

more votes than others tends X
to get much more than its Sifshal w1 STdeT ofg SART die

proportional share. That is gifger &t @ at SRR qiféat i
exactly what worked in qrd diel o 31U &t o ° 39
favour of the Congress. If we & e €19 wifge &t 21 9=
add up the votes of all the S5 g 9 & g § gl gﬁl

non-Congress candidates it

was more than the votes of 'R &4 @l il SHigaRl &
the Congress. But the non- di2 S 3 d 98 104 Ul i
Congress votes were divided gifget oo dic § &&l SA1&T 8l
between different rival T s 9z fafaer gyt

parties and candidates. So By 7 Y ¥ &
the Congress was still way A H e T T

ahead of the opposition and @ ST Sl wiiéat st gorn ®
managed to win. M W 3R ITA S €ie Sl |
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Communist victory in Kerala d@ & +9f=l &1 S

As early as in 1957, the _ 1957 ® &1 109 9ref &l i o
Congress party had the bitter T T A1l 1957
taste of defeat in Kerala. In eIt pl Sl =E

the assembly elections held in & ¥ WEld & St fasrasn o
March 1957, the Communist A9 U SUH SRR Ul &l Fd
Party won the largest number 3 fqyrgar & fau o s 99

of seats in the Kerala . N '
legislature. The party won 60 freft| e et #t $a 126 9

of the 126 seats and had the 9 60 HIe 31fga g8 o di= w@ad
support of five independents. 3IFficarl &1 ¥t U 39 el =i

The governor invited E. M. S.
I o1l AT ° e fau™s
Namboodiripad, the leader of

the Communist legislature ol <p ﬁm\s‘.@.@. | E{fl =l '
party, to form the ministry. For SR SR &1 =atar f&am gfen =
the first time in the world, a g gYgd 39U o1 59 T M

Communist party government gl #) SR a9
had come to power through

democratic elections. SIRCEEE]
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On losing power in the State, o{d A Al ¥ d<@A 84 W w11
the Congress party began a et 1 fraifaa R & faars
‘liberation struggle’ against the ‘qfr W’ e R '

| ARG hRf&

elected government. The CPI

had come to power on the gret |1 § 39 9] °h 9y 3
promise of carrying out radical f& 98 ® HIlfdhRl dAT THavilel
and progressive policy HfaTd 98at HIM FRIRT ST Hgl

measures. The Communists

claimed that the agitation was a1 i 39 | E.' ¥ B 31113“_5:. RIEL F’"g'f
led by vested interests and 3R yififer G761 HT @ 21 1959 #
religious organisations. In 1959 35z &t H1UY9 YR A gf9uHE &

the Congress government at _ \ X
the Centre dismissed the SIBT 356 b AT hIA Bl

Communist government in HYTE AR 6l @i wT
Kerala under Article 356 of the 3T ﬁouc'll Jg1 faareug Aifad g3l

Constitution. This decision Gfau-9sd SMMUTqehTela ITf=n o

proved very controversial and . .
was widely cited as the first 3TN & UEd IIET FH T H W

instance of the misuse of .a”**(" 1 I 39 femam 1|
constitutional emergency

B G WE EBE B L EE A el
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The origins of the Socialist Party divifeie Ul &1 Sl &1 =Sl € 9gdd ok
can be traced back to the mass g gaq ¥ 2T ST Yhal & 99 A
movement stage of the Indian T mﬂaﬁﬂﬁm T I ot wig
National Congress in the pre- ﬁ Aﬁ : A
independence era. The Congress . il TB:' R FUE
Socialist Party (CSP) was formed 1934 H a1 Aqiell w1 T el 3 fohan e

within the Congress in 1934 by a 3 3d1 S99 &l SI-9-<A€1 YRad-TshTH

group of young leaders who SR guaETt ST 9red 91 1948 ® &9
wanted a more radical and TN ' god R AT
egalitarian Congress. In 1948, the 1 sfqur o i | :f
Congress amended its FHICTT Thal T o1 dis .1:[ AN
constitution to prevent its el USWIdl T ¥RUT Y Weh| 34 o958 §

members from having a dual party %194 & uSIEIAl &l A5 1948 |
membership. This forced the 3T BT Giviferee aret st 9=l

Socialists to form a separate N
Socialist Party in 1948. The aivferee i e ¥ 3 W s

Party’s electoral performance BIES TRT T Wh 31:'@ aret o gHelwl
caused much disappointment to &l St FREN gd| Trefe Avfae el &t
its supporters. Although the Party rﬁry@ﬁ fega™ o Mfueax T | oft
had presence in most of the SFFT et & ﬁ‘wn?:ﬁ i figeqe gherar &

states of India, it could achieve frreft)
electoral success only in a few
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The socialists believed in the UISEE! Alehdi=eh GUISERE 1 fa=aram
ideology of democratic socialism §f fayarg #{@ 9 31X 39 YR | I
which distinguished them both ST 9o GrEarE (FEfE) O EIERS)

from the Congress as well as
from the Communists. They

AT Al d HIUY I A=Al wd o o

criticised the Congress for ag ysitafaa i SEigl &1 e o W e
favouring capitalists and 3 AR - fhamt 1 39T X & 2

landlords and for ignoring the gurSErnedl @t 1955 9 gfaan &t feafa 1
workers and the peasants. But AT T 9T R 1T 3 FYT

the socialists faced a dilemma
when in 1955 the Congress

& for SR AT QUISEIRT S99 919

declared its goal to be the S HT A 21 TH H gHSEA o
socialist pattern of society. Thus falt Eg &l HIUH T HR fdheq TR
it became difficult for the 997 S0 Eﬁw 21 T qUYAe difedn

socialists to present themselves e2 qch q FS GUSEIR ¥ X wig @

as an effective alternative to the
Congress. Some of them, led by

YT U TR TR w10 HI 3=

Rammanohar Lohia, increased il D I FHNENE T 3R

their distance from and criticism Agdl 7 #1949 § Tco
of the Congress party. Some TWHSHT &1
others like Asoka Mehta

n—&»m

&4 &l
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The Socialist Party went givifere uref & 3 The gU 3R
through many splits and ] At | a8l O |l g3l 39
reunions leading to the gfrar § & GHSERT < S0 =

formation of many socialist o
parties. These included the gl #, fodam O ol TSl qrEt, gl

Kisan Mazdoor Praja Party, givfere e i gg=a Givifere
the Praja Socialist Party and  43f &7 19 forem =1 9= =4

Samyukta Socialist Party. it
Jayaprakash Narayan, Achyut TIHDRT AREY, ST=dd qeqyH,

Patwardhan, Asoka Mehta, 3TN HEdl, A S <4,

Acharya Narendra Dev, THHEY difedn it wa.ud, siei
Rammanohar Lohia and S.M. garErE < & Jasn o qqE 5%

Joshi were among the leaders v e
of the socialist parties. Many '“%' fegwm™ & &z Il Sk

parties in contemporary India, qyrSEEl g, U Sl g6, Sl
like the Samajwadi Party, the =g (‘q?ngﬁ—\cj) 3R 54T <

Rashtriya Janata Dal, Janata €
. FeR) W Givifere def &1 81
Dal (United) and the Janata

( ) @l ST Gahdl 2

Dal (Secular) trace their
aviaine o the Sacianlicet Partv
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Nature Congress dominance
India is not the only country to
have experienced the dominance
of one party. If we look around the
world, we find many other
examples of one-party dominance.
But there is a crucial difference
between these and the Indian
experience. In the rest of the
cases the dominance of one party
was ensured by compromising
democracy. In some countries like
China, Cuba and Syria the
constitution permits only a single
party to rule the country. Some
others like Myanmar, Belarus,
Egypt, and Eritrea are effectively
one-party states due to legal and
military measures. Until a few
years ago, Mexico, South Korea
and Taiwan were also effectively
one-party dominant states.

U & I Sl Tohfd

ARG & THHA THT 397 T&l & St U el
% Y % IR @ TR & 3R ' i
% 9! Yol W ToR ST al & T
el o 99 oh 9gd-9 3qeul el
Jg<@ld, dihl Poohl H Teh U o 99
IR AR A Th U & Y & &9 Th
ST 9K Weh @1 9Tt Yoohl W Th Il
%1 99 clihas bl hIAd I HIFIH T3
FD I WEeH =IF, FE1 AR i@ o
gfau@ o faw t& & et &l ]9
IMEE i AUl < T B T AR W
o8 =R, dared 3R ifen o e uidd
T Y9 S 3R A Syl & Feid
w19 I 2| 3 ¥ HS Ul gt b
Afeaent, <feror wifan 3 agam ot
el & U dre 337 9|
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What distinguished the TRd # SEH Th Ut &1 99 4

dominance of the Congress ITRON O Hel T 21 I=T TH
party in India from all these T . C
&1 Y cihaiite feafaa &

cases was it happened under )
democratic conditions. Many SEH 27| 3% difeat 4 gaa 3R

parties contested elections  fysqay 9@ & wEld o Th -
in conditions of free and fair d @t ¥ ik a9 ot sEg g

elections and yet the
Congress managed to win Th o 91K Th @ Siqdl Tz

election after election. This =f&ur 3sTHwIkT # U< &1 gHIfE
was similar to the dominance & 9€ TPBIHT AV BT HT T

the African National = _ %
Congress has enjoyed in ¥ WAl el cd<dl $l9H g |

South Africa after the end of YA &1 3YBIVT dgd Hd &I
apartheid. ABIHT | faerar-gerar 21
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The roots of this extraordinary %109 Ul &l U STHIHRIT holdl
success of the Congress party 3 w|s - 1 fagaa

go back to the legacy of the ¥ #1g aref #1 UE e S

freedom struggle. Congress

was seen as inheritor of the 9T oh ®9 | @ T AT oh
national movement. Many elad A ot | 3 Adr o
leaders who were in the = 5 3 X
eaders who were i o & % w9 9

forefront of that struggle were .
now contesting electionsas @€ ® 2| %1UY Tgd 4 & T&h

Congress candidates. The gyufaa uref oft| dent ga 3t Ul
Congress was already a very AR de @ @ B3 o fe sy

well-organised party and by the )
time the other parties could STUAT ATHYTT A& h adl eff|

even think of a strategy, the B, 3w qifedl T TS WdAdl

Congress had already started ¥ 999 & SE-UTH IIYG] ITF 9©
its campaign. In fact, many

: - ¢
parties were formed only ¥ gl HUAW F TEw AR

around Independence or after '{ch('ﬁdl' g1 &1 ®wEsl e
that. Thus, the Congress had

the ffirst off the blocks’
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By the time of Independence 31l b dad doh I8 Uel =91 8
the party had not only spread ?:I'Qj 3T el W off| 39 IE 914
across the length and feu T S . @’7 ¥ fipt

breadth of the country as we . R
had seen in the maps but 39 Ul oh IS &l Acdeh T

also had an organisational TR dh g9 Il U1l 999 81

network dO\f\ln to the local I TE o FF F19 Tl fEeaT
level. Most importantly, as

the Congress was till qeh 3Rl oh 3MQie Sl 3
recently a national W ot AR IR Yhfd Heehl

movement, its nature was all- g7 deeiiar & gy 9@ F1

inclusive. All these factors oft
contributed to the |
dominance of the Congress

party.
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Congress as social and H10Y Tk GrHTiseh 3R
ideological coalition IR E TS99 & &9 o
You have already studied the . .
history of how Congress S ge dld Ye ﬁ ¢ fw *iiw

evolved from its origins in &1 S 1885 ® 3l ATl 39 dad

1885 as a pressure group for z Jgfyrfarg. HEHS iR
the newly educated, ST S ™ m_w T

professional and commercial

classes to a mass movement el cifes 20&f @&t 9 @A
in the twentieth century. This Fqayeie &1 9 & faan =9 as©

laid the basis for its eventual d 19 A TH ST A

transformation into a mass
political party and its et &1 &9 faan 3

subsequent domination of the ySHifdas-=ga¥en & sUHT T

political system. Thus the _ ~ .. .
Congress began as a party P 31Tl I[E-TE® H w0 A

dominated by the English USRI, TSt SMid, Hdad ALl

speaking, upper caste, upper 3T &0 ARSI 61 SteIaTen ol
middle-class and urban elite.
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But with every civil dAfed H1UW A 5@ A AfaTT e
disobedience movement it {3 gyaie 9w IGHT GrETRSR

launched, its social base )
widened. It brought together 1IN el H1UE 1 WER feariet

diverse groups, whose fedl o &3 9Bl &l TH A
interests were often Stenl U9 ° feaq sk sehmfa,
contradictory. Peasants and e o IR SR W9 & ot

industrialists, urban dwellers

and villagers, workers and Helgl AR wifes wa we, f
owners, middle, lower and  3fX 3= 97 Qo1 fd bl SE

found space in the Congress. ) |
Gradually, its leadership also fa&qa g3t 38 ﬁ_ff’mc HAA 3=d

expanded beyond the upper o AT SIfd o TR @l d% &1
caste and upper class Hifad €l wNl sud |di-feart
professionals to agriculture £ v

based leaders with a rural aﬁ < At e T Bl

orientation. Tk THAE WA dred Adr o IW
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By the time of Independence, ATSIEl & YHI d&h HIUY Tah

the Congress was gaat gt T3S 1 YEd
transformed into a rainbow-

like social coalition broadly SN T TH! @l 3R =, i,
representing India’s diversity g, qre1 a1 3 fedl & UR

in terms of classes and W Y gHEISS T899 8 9ARd il
castes, religions and tyfgerar = w 2 W e

languages and various
interests.
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Many of these groups gH 9 3% HEl 4 AT gBEH
merged their identity within £} &g & gy THAE HT &

the Congress. Very often they _
did not and continued to Ft IR F® Al g for fomd e

exist within the Congress as 4 AT 9gAE Bl H1UH oh YU
groups and individuals THOR 8t f&ar 3R STya-srvA
holding different beliefs. In favarat w1 T gu Sl w

this sense the Congress was

an ideological coalition as 231K a1 §IE % HUF S Hi®
well. It accommodated the &9 W@ 39 31 & H1U9 T
revolutionary and pacifist, RS TSS9 9 ol F1g
conservative and radical, . . .
extremist and moderate and 1 AT AT Hifdw 3w AT,
the right, left and all shades sRafea 3R Wewd, AT 3R
of the centre. Teuelt, Jferordelt, amdel iR &

g oh HEIHIRTA i gHIf8d fham
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The Congress was a 1Y Th A9 &l d@ o9f, g w

‘platform’ for numerous R EC e feqa ok UsrHifas <
roups, interests and even ' .

gre P deh 3T J2d & 3R U SAhe

political parties to take part

in the national movement. In d 9N @d &l =S 4 Usd <h
pre-Independence days, gad # 3% e i wifdal =t

many organisations and . )
parties with their own HTUF H W@ il g ot

constitution and
organisational structure were
allowed to exist within the
Congress.
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Some of these, like the
Congress Socialist Party,
later separated from the
Congress and became
opposition parties. Despite
differences regarding the
methods, specific
programmes and policies
the party managed to
contain if not resolve
differences and build a
consensus.

gl 31 el IR wifdat o
-39 Gfaum &1 T
qQisfaes @i i e on 39 9
FS (A9 H1U9 Givfere qref)
a< # H09 9 37 B8l M AR
fageft <& o+ foat @@ 9sfq,
®EHRA 91 Hifd & AR TSR
HAH3l hl H1UH U GorsAT Het A
Q. difer 38 3194 39 o fee
Edl ot 3R TH W geAld wEH
& @ Sl o
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Tolerance and management iaf #f qremd 3 e-3iterdn
of factions 109 & TS W 7 W TH

This coalition-like character
of the Congress gave it an SHIURY dqThd I Yeell 91q at a

unusual strength. Firstly,a % Sl A, MedYE 39 IqH
coalition accommodates all  3fHe T AdT 21 39 HRUT TSaLH

those who join it. Therefore, &} afqaEt T@ 3™ @ s=T &l

it has to avoid any extreme ,
position and strike a balance ¢ 3R B THA T HIET FI AEHT

on almost all issues. Tl YSdl ©| Yore-dHgd o T
Compromise and W Il AR Gd-gHETN g
inclusiveness are the TSy &1 fasiedr el 21 39 Wit

hallmarks of a coalition. This 1 g9e 9 fage FsTE 3 g

strategy put the opposition in :
a difficulty. Anything that the 0% Ik J10 FET = A F1IH

opposition wanted to say, forarem 3R wrEfwa & S8 @a e

would also find a place in the THa <TGt il
programme and ideology of
the Congress.
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Secondly, in a party that has {{Tl MR faat gt &1 W99
the nature of a coalition, TSEU 8 A ofeedl HaNel #l @
there is a greater tolerance :

IR geeiiaar Wt sarer il 2|

of internal differences and

ambitions of various groups 91— WHg TR e &t
and leaders are HEaThIansll &l o 394 §HiE 8

accommodated. The Sl 81 SO A=) it dSE o

Congress did both these 3 : ,
things during the freedom A B Al s e

struggle and continued doing ! 3R STl fae o o] Wt 59

this even after 9 3Md SRI @M S8l 0T, 3R
Independence. That is why, =g gqg uref & T@ 4@ steEr @«
even if a group was not q g ouq feed @ TrEe 8 a9 ot

happy with the position of ,
the party or with its share of ¢ qret ® g I war om e i

power, it would remain inside Sl faueil =1 ffswr AR+t
the party and fight the other ® Ul ® #isg fodt TR a9yE &

groups rather than leaving e i dgdl UHSAT T
the party and becoming an
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These groups inside the party & o 31X divg fafv= aqe T *2

are c_:a_lled factions. The IR ¥ o TSEYE WU ¥ HTOT
coalitional nature of the g fafae T % wf N
Congress party tolerated and in .

fact encouraged various =H Wm? ¥ fafe= aﬁ w il
factions. Some of these frem w1 0w o fafva= & & 4@ o
factions were based on foaRuRIcIs 9Ol &1 a8 9 94 9|

ideological considerations but @fsd s/FW T & I F 98 AfFa™
very often these factions were ywgremien qen gfaeqet =1 9eFAT Y M
rooted in personal ambitions - o5 T8 ¥ afeER At ®EHY &

and rivalries. Instead of being a -
weakness, internal factionalism A ST 1 TS IWRT AThd ifeq

became a strength of the gxl qf® et & ’ﬂ_‘“ fafe=r et =t
Congress. Since there was dt g o fog Temse ot safay
room within the party for fafa= fea i faamumen =1 THE
various factions to fight with &7 © Ja1 19 & diat & €@ '’ uret
each other, it meant that & 9t Freast 7E 9l 98 #5159

leaders representing different 3 :
interests and ideologies el Al
remained within the Congress

ratrthar tham anm At and farmm 2
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Most of the state units of the wg &} stfuad® aTdiE Al

Congress were made up of
numerous factions. The fafa= et 1 faarhy ==t =0t 3

factions took different TS -l faaRaITc® &8

ideological positions making 319qId 9 3 H1U9W T A -

the Congress appear as a T geaet et & ©9 o
rand centrist party. The

9 115t party. wquﬁaﬁﬁﬁl@ﬂwﬁtr

other parties primarily
attempted to influence these H&Ad: HIUH o 3H I 39 T i

fa;fionfl apdf Ithereb;! ’ guifad & 1 HIFTET HLd o

and decision making from T8 T A1 WA FAT W TG
g from , :

the “margins”. They were far & a3l SR thEal & ATAY

removed from the actual adfa @ garfaa &2 qdt & 3

exercise of authority. They qifSar 91 3 gredfas W q

were not alternatives to the NS {{ off e &) Elﬁ'%

ruling party; -
[deh ey YTl
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instead they constantly sq%h CIESH fageft i’ <A
pressurised and criticised, STg F1 ﬁ N —

censured and influenced the ) )
Congress. The system of qaE Srerdt off ik 39 %9 W 3%/

factions functioned as yoifaa edt offl T & dsE
balancing mechanism within 1y 3= queh sTgE-—Tad & H@®

the ruling party. Political .
competition therefore took M4 qiyd h T ISR &1 @

place within the Congress. In &1 &l %4l 39 W& USHIdHh
that sense, In the first 2 1Y & i & IGodr et
decade of electoral et} ad ¥ 39 at T"Eﬁ e

competition the Congress
acted both as the ruling party o T8d W U H1UF A

as well as the opposition. M-I B it FHamEt &R
That is why this period of fausr =1 ot T SR ARG

Indian politics has been
described as the ‘Congress TSHITT oh 39 HITEs i

system’. ‘HTOE-YuTelt’ el Sal e
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Emergence of opposition parties fgusft qiffay =1 33N

As we have noted above, it is not .
that India did not have Stn fah g S *@l, THr 8t o1 f&

opposition parties during this 39 aX ¥ wRa # fomaft wiféan &% o
period. While discussing the IAE-gRomH %1 == 9 AR 9rE
results of the elections, we have FTAG & ST 3= g & 99 |

already come across the names R < . \
of many parties other than the MU dgclld cdlshdA dlel A 3

Congress. Even then India had a 331 &1 o1 ¥ 39 dad "l 9Ra ®
larger number of diverse and agfay 3R Sfiawa faueft widar o1 s

vibrant opposition parties than q %3 WfFar 1952 & 31H Tﬂgﬁ g

many other multi-party

democracies. Some of these had &l T8d &1 Il I 374 & $o A
come into being even before the ‘I3’ 3 ‘G’ & <& | 291 &1

first general election of 1952. st o W qiﬁﬁ—, R ]
Some of these parties played an =t e Tt a5

important part in the politics of '
the country in the ’sixties and  SI© 1950 oh 91 &t fedl 7 ol

'seventies. The roots of almost  fyuaft el o @S <1 gl 21
all the non-Congress parties of
today can be traced to one or

ll“ ‘ll“-‘ “ ll“ nnnnn l-‘-
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All these opposition parties 1950 o 9Tk H 4 9Ht fauelt <l =l
succeeded in gaining only a token AFga squEr faaaT ¥ 83 W F

representation in the Lok Sabha .
and state assemblies during this T el W& 6T 41, ¥4 el i

period. Yet their presence played Iﬁ?’ﬁ’ﬁ 1 THI IMEA-HTEAT oh dlshdlii=eh
a crucial role in maintaining the Itz &t IC A & fuias et

democratic character of the Rt 37 <ol 4 S 9 @) AifaE ik
system. These parties offered a ZaeRl #1 grafa = &1 39

sustained and often principled

criticism of the policies and seAraT # fagrat &1 5o giar om foued

practices of the Congress party. el H IMER-TA | R @I 3R dgdl
This kept the ruling party under 39 <ol o ®RUT S0 U9l oh HI®

check and often changed the TIfeR—G e 9gall 39 Sall 3 eltehdiisieh
balance of power within the TSRS ey =1 el & Stfad @i

Congress. By keeping democratic A .
political alternative alive, these Tl ®ich 3 Sal + Haer=ig Y i

parties prevented the resentment @&aa-fal=l S & WH1l 37 It 4 H
with the system from turning anti- 3 R fru fo=id 3 & 999 | g9R

democratic. These parties also 391 @] TR &t HaRA | 3@u it

groomed the leaders who were to S
play a crucial role in the shaping
of our country.
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In the early years there was a  yrwaydt gret ® &g sk fauaf

lot of mutual respect between “ A C A -
the leaders of the Congress el o @St & S IS T

and those of the opposition. &1 MY HIE ATl TdAdl i WTW

3

The interim government that & dq€ A G¥hR 3 <97 HT IM9A

ruled the country after the < - L
declaration of Independence SRS E O ELEC I S

and the first general election FdSHT SR ¥ O qEs o4
included opposition leaders like fquefi d4qr IMfAA A SAREREE A8€

Dr. Ambedkar and Shyama THTR givifae aretf o gfa ™

Prasad Mukherjee in the

cabinet. Jawaharlal Nehru TR HT F9ER Hd oAl =i
often referred to his fondness SIYHIIT TRIYT o€ GUSERET Adret
for the Socialist Party and 1 @R ° wfae 81 1 =i

invited socialist leaders like X
fean st ueHifaes wfdgel 9 =9

Jayaprakash Narayan to join his

government. This kind of feen &1 it fgar iR Sweh gfa

personal relationship with and gmE &1 99 <o yfaoquf & as

respect for political adversaries \
declined after the party B & 91X AR HA Sl T

~ammnatitianrn arvraw mara ntanca
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Thus this first phase of s @ 39A 291 ° <AlhdirsIeh UsHIfd 6l
democratic politics in our qgell SR THEH ST oMl TR STare
country was quite unique. The %1 afel GUETH o1 EET SSTE HI
inclusive character of the S N D

national movement led by the .
Congress enabled it to attract Y 19 1 Ww fafa= @pe, =l ik

different sections, groups and fedl o @i sThffa gul IS 3R
interests making it a broad faRYRIAS ©9 4 S0 T A6
based social and ideological TeaY o €9 ¥ ITA| ST & ASKE
coalition. The key role of the % wit % g i Fm e s =9

Congress in the freedom . '
struggle thus gave it a head RO HOEAW HI @A WA i STHaN Fed

start over others. As the ability < 1 ¥l T & @redn @ ard &
of the Congress to =fed 3R & fea—wqE &t 0 A

accommodate all interests and gHIfed ®& &1 KUY &1 YIAT FQA-S4
all aspirants for political power g3t 39-39 TR UsHIfa® Tl &t WE™
steadily declined, other fier I[E oMl 39 9@ 1AW H1 Y

political parties started gaining '
greater significance. Thus, < #F Teritfa % fath T <R A

Congress dominance

~ranctitiitae anhvi amea nhaeca 1
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The Communist Party of India HEfE qIef s sfea

In the early 1920s communist 1920 o <ITH o YA Grell B 9RA o

groups emerged in different parts ¢ — oy o grEEEL w7

of India taking inspiration from W ( 0
S| F ®F & Si9ifas Hifa @ @ 2 3k

the Bolshevik revolution in Russia .
and advocating socialism as the I T GHERT & FHEH & fau aeER &t

solution to problems affecting the T& 3T & T AR FT ® #1935 |

country. From 1935, the grErfat 3 qeAaan IR T 109 5
Communists worked mainly from <rR ® ®WH &M &A1 U9 4 Gr=EE:
within the fold of the Indian 1941 & RO ¥ 37eM gUI 39 99

National Congress. A parting of greEfeat 4 At 99 % fads o ©
ways took place in December i = gmel 33 37 © b fean <ol
1941, when the Communists N it w3 f .ﬂ S
decided to support the British in . SEULS

their war against Nazi Germany. B e & T AR % W9 TF gAre el

Unlike other non-Congress parties R4 3R THftfa ®TeT AR A1 e,
the CPI had a well-oiled party AT BT B W 9 9T o Hia g &R

machinery and dedicated cadre at IR 39 &l & WA Y= 94 I8 o1 &
the time of Independence. MR S AT 390 1 BIfee g5 & SUE!

However, Independence raised Yhid El 22 ¥ fegk aqE =g g3l
different voices in the party. The 3 1 oE SR SE 2
basic question that troubled the ' A
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Soon after Independence, the gt & @a I8 9RdA Ffe et
party thought that the transfer %1 fa o1 B 1947 ® 991 &7 S

of power in 1947 was not true : : .
independence and encouraged SULIGESUIL R U . :'gg[. qu
violent uprisings in Telangana. %9 TR o Wi Wl A dam H fEaw
The Communists failed to fagie &t wg@ A gr=EE AU o«
generate popular support for &5 gy o SHar 1 YT B T_T B

their position and were crushed g3, 3w =2 gy Qe g < fon

by the armed force§. This _ T T 2 ST T
forced them to rethink their .
position. In 1951 the feraR T 98Tl 1951 H WregarRl ured

Communist Party abandoned 7 f&g® wmifa &1 & sis K@ sk sm
the path of violent revolution gt 3T A & 9 <1 &1 T byl
and decided to participate In foranl TeR oW 99 B URG™ e
the approaching general T 3 16 9 st s a8 ged Tt

elections. In the first general
election, CPl won 16 seats and faueft aref sFeht W’ 3@ <A

emerged as the largest SRR gUY 3y <30, 9= 9,
opposition party. The party’s fagRr 3R ahtat o fie

support was more

~anecantvratad n Andlhhea
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A. K. Gopalan, S.A. Dange, 4Ry e el & yq@ Aarst
E.M.S. Namboodiripad, P.C. .. TUeH, TE.U S, 3.
TH. THEUUR, YILE Siei, 3™
"y SR Wl geka & AW fau S
g1 = SR wifawa w9 & o=
[EEEICIRREE 2 Gl | & Ol |
ARAT HEE qref 1964 | THh

Joshi, Ajay Ghosh and P.
Sundarraya were among
the notable leaders of the
CPIl. The Party went
through a major split in
1964 following the
ideological rift between
Soviet Union and China.
The pro-Soviet faction
remained as the CPI, while
the opponents formed the
CPI(M). Both these parties
continue to exist to this
day.

TEl L B
&1 faary

forpR g8 wifaaa 99

q i 3 HFEA dldd

R S gl 4 @ Safe
s9oh faly 4 U9 WEd aret |
AR SHEE qrel (AredaRt) A
digtes (WH) 9™ 9 A <o
SN A Al g 3Tl dh hIAd @ |
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Bharatiya Jana Sangh
The Bharatiya Jana
Sangh was formed in
1951 with Shyama Prasad
Mukherjee as its founder-
President. Its lineage
however can be traced
back to the Rashtriya
Swayamsevak Sangh
(RSS) and the Hindu
Mahasabha before
Independence.

NRAE N9
AT SHHE &1 T3 1951 H g2

FT| ¥ YR qESil 39k
TATTH -3 U 39 I i Sle

SIS

<l oh 9gd oh 99g 9 gfhd

TS Wa99% 99 (RTguy)

3R
2

feg wemW ® @St S ehdt
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The Jana Sangh was SHEY 39 faaryr iR sl

different from other parties & 3 . .
in terms of ideology and & | <al | o= %l

programmes. It emphasised 19 1 ‘tw W, TH GHia 3R
the idea of one country, one t©& U=’ & faarR W X f=m

culture and one nation and gq&hT AT o1 T 391 9ARA

believed that the country , .
could become modern, Y&pid IR WY & MUR |

progressive and strong on Y, gnfagiel 3R drehdar o
the basis of Indian culture  gagqr 21 SFEY 7 9RG 3

and traditions. The party .. :
called for a reunion of India T Hl Th HTh sTES ARG

and Pakistan in Akhand S i 91 gl 3TUSIt Sl TR

Bharat. The party was in fe<t &t USH™T 99 o AT |

reptace English with Hindi as T¢ 01 T4 o ofll g fif
IR Aithids AcqaeTHhl i

the official language of India
and was also opposed to the & 31 &t «a =1 fady fwam

granting of concessions to
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The party was a consistent 5 3 1964 & 31991

advocate of India developing
nuclear weapons especially ST -qdeqvr fhan o s9eh a1}

after China carried out its 9 SHEY 4 AR 39 914 6l
atomic tests in 1964. T | F 9 ot 3799
anfoaess AR daR +
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In the 1950s Jana Sangh 1950 o <9 O S9H T"Eﬁ
remained on the margins of TSR S FRTT W @159 e

the electoral politics and was . oo
able to secure only 3 Lok @l 1952 oh @ H ARAHAT &l

Sabha seats in 1952 1 9l W awdar faet 3 1957
elections and 4 seats in 1957 3, s gaEl W T AR EH &
general elections to Lok . . . N

4 Hid Sl STt dreit o 9

Sabha. In the early years its

support came mainly from  UEf & fei-areit T=A 99eq
the urban areas in the Hindi  goey, gey g91, feoet 3R S

speaking states like
Rajasthan, Madhya Pradesh, o3 & Y& S®l H HHT

Delhi and Uttar Pradesh. The el SHEH o ddet & vam
party’s leaders included q9R g@Esil, %A SUTEA 3R

Shyama Prasad Mukherjee, NS CIE R G L Rl
Deen Dayal Upadhyaya and

Balraj Madhok. The Bharatiya IGIREEEC I G J IS RS

Janata Party traces its roots SHOY o %I
to the Bharatiya Jana Sangh.
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Swatantra Party - 1959 a4 qret -1959

Swatantra Party was formed 09 TR sy § SHH

in August 1959 after the : |
Nagpur resolution of the i mﬁ, Qe <h YUY, Th R

Congress which called for  3TfUUBY 3R TEHI Bl &1 T&T9
land ceilings, take-over of g g3 A1l 3 & 915 1959 oh

food gram_trade by the st_ate T ¥ s ael sifea ¥ oe
and adoption of cooperative

farming. The party was led by &Y Tt T A HiL TehierE,
old Congressmen like C. oh. W, {qIM, TS W 3R i
Rajagopalachari, O S R ST A B ®@

K.M.Munshi, N.G.Ranga and K. Q" - ¥ T ST

Minoo Masani. The party
stood out from the others in @ & &1 44 @I oh ST

terms of its position on Tl qifdat 9@ 37T ot

economic issues
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The Swatantra Party wanted wIqa3 gt 9dt of f& TR

the government to be less srefeaee ¥ &9 @ FH WY #2
and Iess_, involved in SOHT AFAT o £F Wfs fow sIfRT
controlling the economy. It ) \ )
believed that prosperity Al o ST St qehdl @1 T
could come only through el steieaeen # fas™ & Wiie @
individual freedom. It was feu W1 ® U9 sY, drgisd
critical of the development  fisH, U= iR Srefegeeen o
strategy of state intervention qx grefsfis-s5 = A %

in the economy, centralised STreitaT F Frme @ et ot g i

planning, nationalisation and c ) |
the public sector. It instead Tfeih €9 € AR TN o fed i

favoured expansion of a free =T ? @l fhy ST ® wuuE ok o
private sector. The Swatantra faa® ol 39 & 7 =i & &t Geil
Party was against land ®2 31 I AHSR &Il T el Hiw
ceilings in agriculture, and ¥ ST $1 seel, Uehil Gt 3R

opposed cooperative farming .. 5 - Y Fresror
and state trading. o)
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It was also opposed to the I8 T TEfRaerar &t Aifa R wifaaq = |
progressive tax regime and e gt S @R & W e Tt ot

demanded dismantling of the

licensing regime. It was critical of the T WY ToF 3diehl § ASEIht HaY S

policy of non-alignment and %1 dhleld &l 3 &g wifdal 3 feal
maintaining friendly relations with % 1Y O HE S K0T Al 9T 29
the Soviet Union and advocated . )

closer ties with the United States. fafe= fewal # qrhaer §'§I SEER G

The Swatantra Party gained strength ™% &1 &7 ¥ HITR R T9-HERS
in different parts of the Country by 3R fdd gU| IH-YUR =) Eh‘l‘fﬁ d 3t

way of merger with numerous fafeeraa 3l efga & @au dsU W1 o
regional parties and interests. It

attracted the landlords and princes AR 3@ S o faw & o R s wed
who wanted to protect their land and T THT UM SWUNUId 3R HAaERE-—<F

status that was being threatened by G yeetgtur 3ik @RA9-ifa & faeT®

the land reforms legislation. The ) . T
industrialists and business class who q1 L il T wHA |

were against nationalisation and the %Y qiet 1 IS YR ST Gepfad o
licensing policies also supported the 3\t g3 @ Uel-ue= & &9 o gufiq

Fack of a dedioated oadre of porty 1L 1 F ofl ¥ 79 @ 7 e sTew
| r r . '
Py, TNEE WefiE Yeadh @et @ HY uE)

members did not allow it to build a
strong organisational network.




