There are sume people who say that, in
a developing or backward counlry, we cannot
afford the luxury of a parliamentary Opposi-
tion. In other words, they say that, in a back-
ward or developing counlry, s one-parly gov-
ernment is desirable. We see that the leaders
who today are in power In Ghana, Egypt and
Indonesia have actually carried that belief into
practice.

An interesting example of the relevance o
our country of this issue occurred when Mis
Indirs Gandhi visitad Kenya not long ago
When ghe was In Kenya, sh® happened 0 say
that ghe did not quite see why there should
be two political parties in Kenya and why one
would nol suffice. A leader of the Kenya
African Democratic Union (KADU) and one of
the Minwuters of the then Governmen! promptly
rapped Mrs. Gandhi on the knuckles and said
that if that was what she believed she should
confine her preaching of it to Indis, since in
Kenya they believed in a two-parly system as
in England, This little incident shows how
easy it ix to drop into the habit of suywng that
an Opposilion is & Juxury a backward country
cannot afford. On the contrary, in a backward
country, the need for an Opposition s a
hundred times greater than in an advanced
country where democratic traditions are
stronger and the liberties of the people are
more secure.

POLITICAL YACUUM

Now, thia misskng element in our demo-
oracy, this political vacuum, was sought to be
filled by the establishment of the party to
which [ belong some three years ago Mr.
Rajni Kothari, writing in Seminmar of June,
1982, in which the results of the elections are
analysed, seams to think that it has at least
parily fulfilled its task. He smays: "The role of
the Swalantra Party seems to be significant. Its
Very rise, quite apart from its spectacular suc-
cesses (not fully reflected In legislative returns)
has made politicl controversy more ideclogi-
cally sriented and divisions within the Congress
Party more crystallised. It has also filled an
impartant gap in the country’s political organi-
salion—the availability of an Opposition party
which can canalise all dissenting elements from
the Congress. A party so much like the
Congress and so different, that is the crux of
fta achirvement. This will hecome more clear
with the passage of time.”

Thers appear 10 be two major ressons why
this gp in the equipment of our: dermocTacy

has oot 8o far been mmﬂ?h?z
N

Elections :

12 efea

- — o —

nature of the electoral system which is that
of single-member constit cies and electh
by a simple majority. Where there is a muit-
plicity of Oppaosition parties, such & system en-
sures not only that mo Opposilion party can
challenge thal in office but that the biggest

the reality is that, in all except ihree States,
the Congress Cabinets in office are minorily
governments.

by M. R, MASANI

1 remember making a proposal in the
Constitution Committee of the Constituent
Assembly thst there should be Propartional
Representation in the elections to Parliament
and Assembly, This, however, was rejected by
the leaders of the Congress Party, to which 1
then belonged, on the ground that it would
come in the way of a stable government which
the country needed. T felt then, and still feel,
that this view was based on a misunderstand-
ing. It is nol the system of election that
neceasarily decides whether you have a stable
two-party system or a multiplicity of parties
and Auctuating coalitions ms i, France under
the Third Republic. It is the temperament of
the people that is decisive. There are countries
like Switreriand, Sweden and Ireland, all of
which have Proportional Representation and

the Lating in temperament than the Anglo-
Saxons and Teutons and that no amount of
legislation will make us evolve a two-party
system If we are not made that way. Quite
apart from the tendency of our arganisstions,
whether in politica or elsewhere, to split and
splinter, there is also the general reluctance 10
in the wilderness,. Unless at least = third
of a country's politivians are prepared to be in
opposition at any given time, it is clear that a
two-party systemn can hardly be expected to
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Lessons

Naraysn has accurately described as “the
biggest party in India”. Then there are paro-
or local influence, the cull of perso-

POWER OF MONEY

Then there is the power of money. Some
of us tried in 1981, when the Companies Bill
came up before Parliament, to stop political
parties receiving coniributions from Joint Stock
Companies registered under the Companies
Act 1 myself moved such an amendment in
the Lok Sabha. Ewvery political party voted for

Mr. Nehru said after the elections at a
press conference that the victory of the Swa-
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good enough for the Congress goose is good
enough for the Swatantra gander.

All analysis must lead to some conclusion
What is to be done? How do those who helieve
in democracy propose to serve it and save it
from the obwvious dangers to which It ls ex-
posed? The answer was given by a British
politieian in the 10th century when the fran-
chise was extended to the working class: “We
must educate our maesiers ™ There is no escape
from this slow process in our preseni set-up,
no short cul

Our elections lose s great deal of their
edurational value and their genulnely repre-
sentative character by the way in which peli-
tical parties mominate their candidates. The
current practice of all partiea is to follow the
bad examiple st by the Congresas Party, not
only of choosing candidates largely in accord-
ance with the religious ar caste configuration
of a constituency but also of delaying the dec-
glon In regard to the choice of candidates ull
a few weeks or somelimes even a few days
before Nomination Day. In the recent General
Elections, we saw this bad example set by the
Congress Party followed by all others. There
wal competition between varlous parties In the
clover-clever game of trying to have a look
at the other fellow's list and then choosing
one’s own candidates! The results of this pro-
codure have been disastrous all round. The
jockeying for oposition and the scramble for
“tickets” (a word much misused in India)
created dissension within each party. The
general calibre of candidates selected tended to
be low all round, determined as it was by last-
moment considerations of expediency rather
than merit. In the absence of a long perind
of acquaintanceship, the choice made by voters
betwesn competing candidates was extremely
superficial and generally followed caste and
other predetermined lines,

ADVANCE NOMINATION

Since the birth of the Swatantira Party, I
have argued that candidates should be nomi-
nated several years in advance of the Ceneral
Elections s0 as to give time to the candidates
to nurse their constituencies, get known and
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PRECONDITIONS OF YICTORY

Perhaps I may be forgiven if. in the light
of the modest exparience that [ have obtained

‘thirties and the other more Tecently, I
venture some suggestions as (0 the factors
which, in my view, make political success.

would make for the success of sn Oppeaition
party in the 1967 General Elections? [ suggest
the following by way of an answer:

(1) Candidates for election. whether for
Parliament or Assembly, should be provisio-
nally chosen four years before the elactions,
that is, in the beginning of 1963. The purpose
would be io give the candidate a chance to
nurse his constituency and to show his mettle
as the party’s mouthpiece and standard-bearer.
The party should be free to change its pros-
pective candidate at any time when it is found
necessary. The final choice should be made
#nd announced a year before the elections, in
the light of experience gained,

(2) In making a choice, the credibility of
the candidate should be decizivee. Men of
dubious morality and character should be ruled
out, however attractive they might ptherwise
be on grounds of casté, religion, local influence
or financial resources. No tall promises made
by a party of clean government and efficient
administration will be accepted by the electo-
rate unless the man or woman who stands
bhefore themn embodies in himsell of hersell the
qualities of integrity and competence.

(3) The large number of primary 25 nP.

the grass-roots level can be built It is they
who have to carry the message of the party to
the voters' door. What ultimately decides an
election is whether or not & party has even a
small core of supporters who are
convinced and are therefore able o
others of the rightness of their cause.

(4) It is obvious that the scoal basis of a
party must be broad-based and that in its ranks
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A DEEP CONVICTION

I am saware that there mre intelligent peo-
ple, honest in their own personal lives, who
think that in & backward country like ours,
condoning indiscipline, disloyalty, casteism and
mishandling of funds help in building a party.
Now, quile spart from any moral considera=
tions, I am deeply convinced that such an
approach is pragmatically unwise and unsound.
Such people claim to be realisis, but to me it
appears that this is cynicism masquerading as
realism. No democratic party or movement
anywhere was built on cynicisn. Democratic |
causes are furthered by faith in the goodness
of people and their intelligence.

By vocation a managementi consultant, 1

While parties are essential in a democracy
and will be for many generations o come, a
party is a mere means to an end and
n itself. It follows from this that
of the party cannot be an epd
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