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ABSTRACT

English: This paper provides a thorough analysis of the political and historical reasons
for the rise of non-Congress governments in Indian politics. Despite the unprecedented
dominance of the Indian National Congress in the decades following independence, the
emergence of non-Congress political forces in the states after 1967, and especially at the
center after 1977, marked a turning point in the history of Indian democracy. This paper
argues that this change was not the result of a single event but was driven by a complex
interplay of internal erosion of the Congress system, the political empowerment of
regional aspirations, and major historical events (such as the Emergency).

As a methodology, this study uses historical analysis and a review of scholarly literature.
Key findings include how the decline of internal democracy within the Congress and the
centralization of leadership provided an opportunity for the opposition to unite.
Additionally, caste- and class-based social polarization (through Mandal politics) gave
rise to new political equations, giving regional and ideology-based parties prominence on
the national stage. This research highlights the implications of the rise of non-Congress
rule for the development of Indian federalism and the strengthening of a culture of multi-
party competition.

Hindi: T8 M U YRATT Ao B R-piidt TReRT & Iea o Asiifdeh-BfagThes eRun et
T fAT0T AT & | WA & STE o GRAehl § YRAT AET BT & S7ayd U & STav[g,
1967 & 91€ 9 Ioai # 3R Ay ®u F 1977 F dhg 8, R-HiUd Jotifde Afdaal &1 3ga
YRAT dAterdd & 3faeTd & T Huifaes @i 411 39 U o1 a4 & o ag uRad= foreht ues gear
o1 gRome gl a1, Ifcsh T8 iU UMl & 37idReh &RUT, &g 3Mehiaisil & AsHIfdeh
erferTenor, 3R U@ Bfagii¥ies ge-rstt (S SimaTdehier) & Ueh Sifed siqeay & ORka ol
ugfa & & d, ag srega Ui fasawor ofik fagri & arfgea &Y aefier o1 Iuiiv ehear &
e fsent & At & foh 6 itk & ofiaR sridRes eiehdd o g1 3R A ol dhdlaheor A
fauer i Gensie 814 o1 S1aeR UaH fohaT| 38 sifdRem, Siifa oik ot smemRa arfores

(deeT TSI & A1eny @) J TU Ioiifae GHIERON &t st e, Saa esig ofik -
TR &l ot AETT H TR WAl At | I8 QMY R Haare & e 8k ag-gefta ufawaef
hY TR Pl ASTIT A & TR-IT AT & I3 o Afgarf o yehrer Srerdn g1

Keywords: Non-Congress Governments, Erosion of the Congress System, Regional
Parties, Coalition Politics, Emergency, Janata Party, Social Polarization and Indian
Politics, TR-ehIUE TR, R TUTTClT AT &R0T, &3i1 &, Toae i ASTITd, SATaTIehI,
ST UTd, rTfoich ¢ iehRuT Td YR It
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1. U&1941

YRA T 1TcIh STAgTT ol 31ea, WdadT UG o UTd, e 97y deh MR A8
U S GIATH U h 36-1IE chisd 8T & | WAl T & A1 o &Y H, Hidd 4 Y
QY Tehel-Uef@srett UTél Humell (Single Dominant Party System) &t a1 &I, o
ST famTt T et A "hit goTelt” &t T3 & ot Kothari (1970) | I8 UOTIedl 9
heret IT-ifaeh Tfaeaet st THTfed ehe # gerH off, afees 3ad fafara feryrra ofik fadt
& forg off sriafes = A o1, S8 98 g2reh! doh TR JoaTe T herd W I+ 8

YTy, 1960 oh a2k eh ITRTY T Y[F g3 JAof1fdeh IUT-YIA H 39 aieasiedt i §
HaeTHR &RT (Incremental Decay) T Tohd f&aT| 1967 o 31H TG | Irsdi & galt
IR g R-HUH! TSy TR (T faemaen a1 a1 dfde Tenr) e e garl, fSa
URTERTST 1977 # 4 g3 STd 3ATUTdehTel (1975-77) & 1€ Y GATE! | ST UTel & wU H
Fg H Ugelt IR Teh TR-BiOT TRPR 7 T=1 ATt Manor (1988) 1

2. AT &Y (Problem Statement)

YRAT dAtehds ! Tfafierar ot gasH & T g8 smags ¢ foh 39 Ior-ifdeh-
QfcrgTieen TehHUT et 8T 312 o SITQ STgT Shithd HuTTed} et faeeT == gam 3R k-
it rfarar dhg quT ATl § TT & depfcieh chg o U § I | I8 UfehaT dhadt g1
gRad d& fAa 761 ft, afcer ag Ygarg (Federalism) & GviaH, MTfSic STURT &
gEHg (Realignment of Social Bases) 3R TTasie &t AsTifcl chl TTTAT eht ot gerfelt
&1 THET g ¢ foh 39 agamart UfaerRe seera whl fhd Uenr rsiifaes-Qfderaes eror
& Ueh G &ld o dgd fasdfta fohar Sig, St hadt Aqea uRads R 78, dfces I,
F=iRes 3R grTfSiep-3nfdfe BRepl UR oY e hfgd @

3. MY U (Research Questions)
Tg My U fAmfaf@d hdta usi ol Jaifdq sear g:
1) U YT & &ROT & 3MidReh 3R d1g] ASTIfdeh-BidgTieh ShRuT T §7?
2) 1967 (=gl & MR-t 3g7) 3R 1977 (dhe § R-piUd) Iga) & BfagiRhen
HIS o1 RIT HEd 8, 3R 3 Srafdat # faush gerar fhd U dva g4?
3) &g e, Shfa-3memia amed! 3R Taded i I & 35T 7 foh
UfagTiRies dRe! = ale i, 3R 39 ReI & - TREBRT & T3 i
HY A FAT?

4. MY &1 HEA (Significance of the Study)

g MY TR Alchcls o [RMIATET TROT ot THSH H Hgaqul aRTeM T 81 I8
QeRTfOehRATE! UTél Uumefl & Gen dg-aeita ufaeudf elerd i 3R YR & ThAUT I
TR fF=AWoT U= s g

1) ofaefes ufttea: gg sregue wRdlT Iifa & 1960 & g2 @ 2000
& Gk deh oh U@ ISl &l SiiedT 8, faiy ®U & smurdenrel 3R #ael
ST o Sefepterer UTat i Sifg T 8
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2) dgiideh gRTGH: T8 ISR hl 'Shild HUT!' hl STGURUT o &< b
TROT, TIHT 'hiU HOTelt & &ROT' (The Decaying Congress System) &
faetuor & fAu vas Sgifaes siam ueM oear g

3) gHSTAE UTERARdT: 98 ddq9 YRAE JoHia § Teded iR
g[dtenxuT i TEpfa dt g STei ol gas J Tgrae 8, Sigl el
T 3R UgA hl ASHIT ek ffient fAwrd €1

5. gifgsy gHta

WRAT ST H R-RiTEt TReART & I AT 38T Geh fAeret iR agamart difg
&5 g1 gg IHiem I ¥U ¥ JH R 6fdq srreffe dgal )R & dhfdd @l 8
I YTl T Ggifces aiar, fageft gefi &t TamT 3R Tapdr, ok Sfagii¥e Ats St urdt
JUTTelt o GAeHg (Realignment) T ShIROT 54 |

5.1. HiUT Ut &1 @gifae araT S IYHT &7

WRATT ST TR LIATA R e THTaRmedl Srf IS shldRt Kothari (1970)
ZRT fohar mar o1, [Sgi TaAar-uTa Y e &l 'Sig uune!’ & w9 § yfduiika
foRaT| ISRt & STAR, Tg Ul Yok "Yehal-UcaRMTel! UTél Uurrent” oft STgT it Teh
JaTRer B1d (Ideological Umbrella) & %0 & & st off, food qg faueht agg +ft
HiT & fiaR gt gunfed g Sid &1 g8 urdl W &t 'ega=a1 i urel’ (Party of Consensus)
o =0 H U et oY, STafeh faush ac7 'aara 9g' (Pressure Group) &t fAent fAwrd
g

oy, fagml 3 1967 & 91 & 39 UUTelt o &RUT (Decay) UR € ST % fohaT|
AR ST Jones (1966) A YRR ASHITd & "dhald =01 o1 gr" ot Rifgd forar, st
Gfed A8 & e & a1e Y= 3111 I8 &R0 4 &0 4 ULl & SHiaRen cleha &l I,
AR Aga IR Srafdes feiRar (fasiwer gy mieht &6 g ), ofik T TR R arfaaemeft
QI Aqrait &Y S & ShRUT g3 Brass (1990) | hidRY 3 T a1¢ # Tiehr farar foh
UTET HGeAT 3 "R YTt g, dfeh "Rl " 4 Rfga o, st =R gwmafrar
eh ST FATATE] Shellehv0T TR STTUTR ot |

5.2. faueft gamsiear sk medyT &Y ISAfA F1 35T

R-FIUA TRHPRT T I5T DT §& doh faueft St ht TeraledT dl T&ad! Tepfd TR
AR a1l GERY Sartori (1976) I8 fagHT 3 sg-geita gonfert & dgd getesor 3R
faRYRT & SMYR W UTél gaqwrai & FEffeur R e dhfed fohar, St IRT & 1977 &
q1E TS ASTHITT chl GHST & foIT Uifies s )

e 1967 &1 TFH: 39 R & I S Franda (1968) H sl § I Tfdg
(Samyukta Vidhayak Dal) GRehRI &l Ieoid g, ST foudia faaremrait & gl
T Ueh SRR 3R STaTRATe! Taseq UT| 34 U = ug &g fovan i &g
! BT STT ahdT §, 9 &1 T TS 3Tcdahlieleh Gl

e 1977 &1 HIS: 3ATUTAhIA & §1¢ STHAT Ul T 3T fqueft Tepdr &1 o
HeaYU I&TgeuT T | AR Manor (1988) 3 59 GeT bl Teh ' STHTYRUT TeAT'
& ¥ H @1, S 91 i AT & 31fdeh Alehds bl JgTel e hl 9re
3fTehieTT TR SR 21 1977 o1 I 39 10 WR SR <l & fob a8 Tepdr
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HUY o & ThRTHS Yeteiul (Negative Polarization) TR fe<hr off,
foh fordlt gETTd ThRTHS FRihH WR|

5.3. 9IS Qg iR et arerifa ar

gUfaryazor

R-pi) TT & 3T h IS Shael TISHTIHS IT TR Shikeh Tai &, Ifceh g SIh
3R fimiferes Smary et geia ot

o Srifa SR @f: &g ok g wSieh Rudolph and Rudolph (1987) 3
YRA™ IoHId & '&dAM & dldhdizeor’  (Democraticization  of
Command) ! SGYRUT U¥Id il 3ok AR, = Sifaat ofk ol &
ST FU & SITeh g & URUReR Jrior I<1 TReA1¢ ¢, 3R sifd-
SreTRa AmeEdr 3 R-Fid, fatve il ok Taad! el sl gHedT
f&am deer st i RAwRRa & @ g (1990) & &g o1 ifgy St
(0BC) TSTHIfd & dyd I ht 39 e H S@dT 8, o= ity o uRulRen
TSI s ot fHuTiae =0 @ als f&ar vadav (2000) 1

o  @3TaAT &1 IUR: YGRS Palanithurai (1995) ¥ YRAT Teare § &
Tl Y Fgdt AP TR RIS STeT| 2fdg AT dhe™ (DMK) S8 &=k gt
&1 3¢ g <20far & o ohg i fifoat & ol &g srdiv ik uga= &
o 3 gl & R-Aih 9 Y AT &, St a1 & dg h ey

RTSTHIT @bl TTfad &R e
qifgcd &7 SHaxrel: HiSeT Aifgcd = hild UUTel! & &R0 3R 1977 & Hig WR ATUH
1 fohaT | ETciTTch, Uoh Uehlchd Gl ch STTATehdT & ST I8 &1TdT 81 foh 1967 (&:ta /=g
T 3rEdY), 1977 (Ahds ht Fgrell it A#f ) 3k 1989-96 (Ugam= hl IsiHIfA 3R
Tase T RTHERUT) & fafaa g dRe! 7 e a1y e fhg ueR @t iR-
HIOt caawT dt S | Ig MY uF 34 A AIST ot Uah 91y fasdfd anieh 39 Siavtet

! 9RA T TATY T 8

6. Qgifas eraT i ST (Theoretical

Framework and Methodology)

foRelt oft &1 Sterforen ey 3 fog uas gETa dgifde afd Sk Iugea wrRIvTer a1
BT 3MTATh g1 T TS YRA JIoTitd § R-hidt TRPRI & 3I&g & fa=Awor & forg
IuGHT fohu S aret faseiwonares &g 3R 2nter fafdat vt gufa =ar g1

1) dgifds &iaT (Theoretical Framework)

39 MY & fF2Awor at fiF R Gefdd Sgifden sauromstt iR smemlRd favar mar g
STt T UUTTel! & &RUT 3R derfciien Qfery dhel & IgT Y et o &:

o WU YUITSAT T &X0T (The Decay of the Congress System)

3T 31y &l WUfAe Agifade YR IS SdRY Kothari (1970) gRT ufaurfed
'SI0T TUTTAt' Y STGLRUT & a1 o °R0T UR hied & | §ART fI%Aw0r 39 a1d W hfed § fh
Y g gHTALf woTett SridRen dhetg 3R M Aqe & dhdieneur & swRuT fAufed gs1 et
3R ¥8Ieth Rudolph and Rudolph (1987) %E{@Wﬂix’rﬁﬁﬁ, 89 Tg Sirg &t foh h
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SRR UfATaeT chl THTTGd hi-t chl UTCT hl &THAT H AT 315, [ITE STEJE T[ei 3R Adrat
! STER HeheTehR T TR-RIIT Hd S T STER HeT|
o orifae aHEd SR rTfSe qAEHEA (Political Mobilization and
Social Realignment)
faweRR STfar, af ofRk &fla uga™ & SR WR g aivig ared Yadav (2000) gRT afoa
"GERI Alehdiach dgX" Sl TR chl IUTNT Ag THe & forg fokam St foh e fUes
i (OBCs) 3R 317 g1fAY R U gl Y At AT Ft| ITch! Fgd! amHas! 3
HIUY & URURSe IHTfSIeh TaEeq (Social Coalition) @t dis far ofiR 3= R-aiUT,
faRiwen TaTSTaTdl SiR @i &, o 3¢-ME gfnisd faa
o  TBEY ehl TSI T GRITTAHIT (Institutionalization of Coalition
Politics)
BH GIERY Sartori (1976) & UTEl WUTTeAt aifferzor & i el IUANT &hvd gY Ig fasiwor
& foh RA I UTET TaRAT " YeheT-UH@LATed! TUTTA" 8 hd "EiSd ag-Seitd Yorreit” &l
3R ¢t gg oidr IR-HUH THRI & I&T ! eud@dS (Minority) I TgEEHh
(Majority) GR&R g9 & forq fafd= d=miRes gt & urifaes TgaihT & €U 8 SEar g1 I8
T hael 1977 & STHaT Urel & S 1fAaRoT ol goetraT §, afeh 1990 & &2reh & a1g
TS ASTIT h WIRT TRINTAh0T st ff T &1 € Vanaik (1990) 1

2) @rduurTet (Methodology)
gg MY URfd H OMHS (Qualitative) 3R fIsdwomete (Analytical) &, St
s faen-Ufage fswor wr ok a1 &1
o 21y 3ff¥&ed (Research Design)

T IAIIAH I@ulcl-ICh-QﬁE'Iﬁﬂﬁ M rfAehed (Explanatory-Historical Research
Design) o1 IudT fohar wam 81 ag fafre Sfagiies gemrad, Torifae Fofal sik gt
gfRkomat i CASETRIGEIN S @ch RUT 3R U9 (Cause and Effect) & stwr daef i
RAT AT g

e 371 & Fd (Sources of Data)
fgdtae |ia (Secondary Sources):

o JFHEAS FMfgd: ISR, I, TSIeh, Jrad R AR o9 yqE fagHl &
MY G, AHITE 3R g&ah|
o AT 3T fasAwor: fafar= sma gt (1967, 1971, 1977, 1989, 1996) #
HIU 3R U@ TR-HU 1 o e gl SR ale AR & T et STt
(=ga: CSDS/ECI 31 9 ured) |
urafis &l (Primary Sources):

o HIHN 3R UTEl gxATaST: ST urdl, §ga derferee urél (SSP) a1 YR
Sy o v faueht et & ATt etwonos SR g Hehed! T faseir,
O gg 39 daTRes SIfUTRT & T8y Ut fohy ST Tah|

o UHFHIA AT (Contemporary Records): 1967 3R 1977 &
Tehe Tt A &R o THE THMR Ul (S & g, 3feam gam) ofik ufadmrait
(ST gepiATAeh Us Uifeifeanet diehett) o Huredhia fasawor)

fasAwor &Y da-la (Techniques of Analysis)
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o JAIHS ¥ €3I (Comparative Case Study): I<at 7 1967 & G
GfIg TRART 3R hg & 1977 <l ST UTET TR <hl T, fRARAT 3R g+
Y I AT, difch faaeft GendT ehl Uepfd & S1T SGerTdl hl THST 11 6ol
o W®ATHA® fIsA9or (Chronological Analysis): &iUd & fA9eH
(1969), 3murderret (1975-77), 3R Heal AT i RAwRer & @ny g+
(1990) St uq@ wersit & uHrdl ahr fasdwor, St -G Isrifden
AT & forg gy 91
g hrduvTTent ATHT et & foh e 7 dhaer Sfdgiie areat w smenRa g, afes
gg Ao fam & geafud Rigidl & Aregw @ off WA IsrHifa & 59 Agayuf
edTd ! fayaia iR SrerTe s SRt UeH HR|

7. R-&10H 357 & aeiifas-ofagEis aror
(Political-Historical Causes for the Rise of Non-

Congress Power)

R TR T IgT Yo dg-aRofa Astifcrer-BfagtiRies ufehar 1 aRoms o,
fhY 51 g urdl & SiidRes &l 3k YR TaTST & 81 3@ TR dearal # fAfgd o
59 R &Y [T R & 3 iR 81 g8 off, S fagmt 3 '&ida vomett a1 sifaRen
&RUT' el 8l

S0 "ot &1 S1Tafke &10T (Internal Decay of the Congress System)

WRAT ATt H R-Rit 1fery o I&T o1 G Agaqui 3R UTAHh HRUT Tehel-
UM UTET TOTTeA! T SHiTH TUTTeA! hT HRITT FU § HASIR gIHT AUT| T &R0T J3H
T Y 8% G & 3id & d1G Y= AT 3R 1970 & Sk deh Tgral 1T

1) UTe ST &1 HHSTR AT 3R Hglehon

Few & e & 915, Fg urdl & iR afey dge= & wHifores aRad= smam e
ieft & g F, Urél 7 SHiaRes s R WIS WAT o &xfeh-R & f&aT, foram
TN &ROT bl o fohaT Brass (1990)1

o 'ff$dT’ &1 uad: 1969 # gu urdl faureH 4 'Rifsdhe’ (aRs 3R
HISHTHR 131 T THE) & YT ohl THT R feam| ag fawre Sirs-rares
el 3R R<ATS Aqed oh i & «fers oAt AT o are, $fewr et 3 ordf
TS TR U Gehg Holgd - o [l 'qwhieR’ (Loyalists) Aaraif &l Sgran
fear, Orag 5w TR & ufemedt Aqre i @ma<ar gara g 13|

o AMiIHA ufshar &1 FHRr FUT F oftaR e iR 5w wfafoat &
oIS gATal ohl [TSha e e mam| Iefigart o1 aae (@rde st
& Tt o1 aaF) urél & il GO 9t & A1enm @ g i 39 <fi-
-2 (Top-down) @t dhélepa 0T 4 W Adrstt &t Aqa & forg
JiaRen ufaeqaf e & I, el A el Srgehur W AR &= faa

2) aafRra-geT iz gaRfyar &1 srva

HISRY hl HeT HiTE UuTrelt | Ig &rar At foh ag fauda faaryrrer iR et @t urdf
& 'BId" o " gAIEd B Th1 1970 o &21eh |, Ig aaft aia gara gt mm

o TR TSN’ T ATROT: ey Mieht A 1971 & gATat F TR gersi' @
IR & Argq @ SH-9HYF &l Y U Afekid @ STST I8 Ui
SehTfeleh AT YherdT dt <18, @fth 387 Uref & Qefepifores Twumd ofd
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Tl PHSIR e T, Hifch [AIRYRT 3R TS 9 3ffch Hgd AfRITd
T e mam)

o IATJE! & FrmrET: St Ad1 hdla Aqa & favg @S g, I Ul & I
o e maT| IareRer & forg, ARRSH SOTE S it AdTeit e aTgR ST
g1 & ATt bl fRaIR | 37 e 3R Agaehiah Aaren A g e #
- AT (S 1977 | ST Uréh) & g gen ASigd A YR Ue
fahaT Manor (1988) 1

o HIGATHE &T: FRAR il 3 Sl TR W HiUY wrichals ol
TG TEgH hT| UTET hadl gATd Sita= eht A aae 8 T8, fSem
= FaTReR iR IETfSies S8Ta @t fea

3) duTRe srgwar SR fayaiaar &1 g&c
halpd 3R AfeRTca-chfea TsTifd o hRUT, S Uit Jeol FHTSETET R gHfARUe
fraRyRT IR @R | # s tha W

o ITaRke FARAYTHT: WeR Fi enfdes Hifaar (Si& gl a1 aftaeRon) e
SR FHTSIaTE! off, It gEdt SR urdt & +ffar gehtardy fgat at oft shrg & 181
g J9Ikeh SUEAT o HRUI, HIUE U4 URURS amuedt Adarars
(Communist Parties) 3R &f@omft dAqgrare (Jan Sangh) aHT & forg
Jenfcleh aell & I&T ol Uk 8l UTS |

o T hY fawherar: 1970 o 32reh Sl YT | Io FErhIfd, SRISTRY 3k
YEER A the TRAR hI faga-iadm it 7ok &0 & gAY &1 STagerrr TREor
& Aqgcd | & AT YU shifd" Siater 3-a1 A fatherdnait & ufaforar «f,
S R-UY gl ol Ueh 5 IR A T Afdes YR UM foari

o HAT YUITAT T AReR &oT (1960s-1970s)

G 1

End of the Nehruvian Era
Leadership Crisis

=N

Organiza tional
Centr_alizatlon l?y — Elections
Indira Gandhi Halted
Fall of Exclusion of
" Leadership Base f
‘Syndicate’ & > E”“;'“r" :f State —| pisruntbled Leaders *'N:wi;:m‘.%c:;e:;
Personality Cult sacorsinp. (Senior Figures) Alliances

RESULT: End Congress
Dominance, Paves Way for Rise of
Alternative Powers

Figure 1 Internal Decay of the Congress System (1960s-1970s)
Source Conceptual Flowchart on Historical Analysis

8. 3G & &AT (Explanation of the Diagram)

Sl TIOT geAT (Event) ufRurm (Outcome)
&1 (Phase)

2ffef URY fdg 0T vttt T SiiaRes &Rt (1960s-1970s) IR TSI & U eht T Y Td |
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1 ez AEE I T Sid A Tehe SR UTEl & iR Tirs-raren fRRar 7 &t
2 heYenvor gfe=T mieht gRT ShdieRror GITSATHS 14 ¢ fohg 7Y, [ fFad TR &
JTaTS! &F TS|
3 [ERICES Rifsche o1 o= SiR aafwia-gen Y A T BT g3, 3R fert a1 et feet & gan
T & g1 311 |
4 fAspres srqel o e (Disgruntled Leaders) 391 Agcrahiaft Aareit = urdl € amex FAehcens g k-
HiT Taded & forg Aqe duR fham
e sifas Y T T FHTE, dehfcch Mferdl & I&T WRATT TSTIfd § ag-gefta ufaeayt i el

gfRome T AT USRS |

d&u A, Ug UaTg 3@ (Flow Chart) foardr & foh & idtg urdl & offar efterd= ok
WA i et 7 sreaty e o, frew siqa: fuef et ot g Aotea wda faded &
&Y IWA 1 Hiaw )

faueft gawar sk d=1ie gdiw<or (Opposition Unity and Ideological
Polarization)

R-FAH AR & I&g AT GO W Ao Tdeh-Qdgiien Hrur faueft gt &
et Uepfd SR Yurifaes Gepar & fAfgd ul de 99 deh, iU &1 U faueft giet &
farsT (Splitting of Opposition Votes) & &RUT &1 gT| gleilfch, &l fAumiae Sfagies
&for 1967 3R 1977 7 fausft geil ot Iurifaes sifdraror & forg ORa fomar, 9@ 9 ugeht
IR I Pl AhAdTgd gHtd! & aTg|

1967: ¥fag (Samyukta Vidhayak Dal) SR &T UGHT

1967 & 3 gATEl el "ISTHIfde ehu" (Political Earthquake) & &a # ST
ST 8, o YR Toifa & gep g i1 & rzeid &l

1) Torfifae Srfraorn: w9 & ged U@ & dEd gy, Afas arawreH
(TTTarsl, rgfae, aferordeft Sgw) & fueh gt & »g weal § AT
e o, fOre srTaTies ®U @ "TR-shiiaTg" & ART f&ar ma|

2) dfag GX@RI &1 T&: TAT GoherdT & d1g, At I5a! § Ugell IR R-piudt
TegY WRAR, S8 Ifde (Samyukta Vidhayak Dal) TRehIR ehgl 7T, I=IT
# 318 Franda (1968) 1 & TR daTRe ¥ § faww off ofk ura: sregapiferan
@, Afth 31 & AEayyf AfaeRie g fRu:

o ARl &1 U : dfde WaRT 7 a8 Rig o i i Fidw seig
T8I g 3k IY g ST YehdT &l

o ToEYA hY HEpfa F Hla: 9w A IR TeifT 7 TedyT 6
E&pfd (Coalition Culture) <t fiq &, St wfasy & AET TR WR aXeE
ST ot

3) TS WY gAIHI0: 1967 7 I5T TR W iy a1t gefteor o s
fean, foae et Aareit ofik el &t it & aTeR e aret sRiget o
ST e HI HIhT e

1977: ST UTEl &1 T6A IR AHRIHE FATHIT

1977 &l AhE T AT IR-HIU TR & I o AuTiaes e dts o, fSa-
e ¥ g gRad= fama

1) SMUTdHId @1 33R& (The Emergency Catalyst): 1975-77 @
SMTYTAhT MR Slehds h folT Teh SIATYRUT Yehe ATI 39+ fAuaft et
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& Ueh IR IeT o oIy Tehale g &l Afdeh 3R IstHifder YR UaH
foRar Manor (1988)1

2) SITd1 UTE ST I8 U fauet Tl MR S, WRI didh &, Hidd
(1), 3R THTSTATE! uTd A feTent Teh Tehicpd UTE!, STHAT UTEl, ot 7o fohar|
Ig JaTer &9 T fuH g1 & J1aqe, Hi & Trard helavor & Qs
Ueh TTSAT H ATI

3) dHRIAS YdIHT01 (Negative Polarization): 1977 T ATd! gdieRzur
TehRTcHeh shdshH (Positive Program) IR &H, 3fR STTUTddhIel hl SaTeiad
& oYy R 31fdrep STemRa uT| HaeTarsti A ST urdl ot Sfexr ielt o g=marst
MG & UhHTS HdgH fdehed & U & @I Sitel drert Sartori (1976) &
Agifass afe & AR, T8 Ydiamur e et farielt aifey & 3¢-AE Ffea
oT, St Geh ASTgd IgAd (IR YR H) UTed & H Ghel T

duTRe Yl &1 e

1977 Y Atheldl & 91, TR-ROKT TSHIT 3 &t T da1ikes gt 1 A fomar,
S TR Tt ot wmrft &9 @ g e

1)

2)

AT 991 fEgeaardt ga: S=ar urél & ua- & a1e, faueft gerar af @

IEEECINEIRACR SRS RIES

o gATSAE/amudt/ada ya: a8 T gmifoie <, Hea STReTur SR
THATE Pt Agd odl AT (S S1G & ST Gl 3R 3k g¢ah) |

o fgaardl/zfoddt ga: sger ufaffaa wrdig sear orél (dsid) 3
fora, fSre= Aivepfaes TgaTe (Cultural Nationalism) @t 3709 She; & 3T

TEEYT HT GRINTAHU: 1989 o §T&, STel il i TR-IR IgAT I dfd g

Ugl, a9 3 a1 ¢ (It it o foxiedt) Tt A=t (National Front) 3R amg &

Tgad At (United Front) St Tased a9 oft| g few@mar @ foh iR-wiedt

AT T 35T 379 Teh STRATY AT g], dfeeh VR Istifa it Tt fatvar s=

4T g7 Vanaik (1990)1

faueft gordr oiR geftensor &t ag ufchar qarfdt & for R-Fit I haet wida &t
HASIRT g1 off, afceh UG-t gt di Iorifden emar ok Sfagie aRfRfcT (sS4
STATARIA) ehT TRUTH ot off, fSe= 38 Uoh anffedh fdehed Ua &ert & folg weteR o)

&sfta snwiernsif &1 IWR (The Rise of Regional Aspirations)
HiR @il Srerigmail o1 GerferTeor ATl dhg | i & U ol &RUT 7 chad feeelt #
g3, afces a8 gl # I uga™l SR fRdl & Aotga g @ o afka i

1)

TYAIE UR 9419 T hg-Ieg Ay

AE% T & 915, he-Id Adell H 19 g A | hidd = e F 70T AfeRT T IuANT
heh Ioal H U TRART il SRR o A1 faueht TRaRT ot safed vt & forg srgesde
356 (rgufd AT) T IR-IR gEUanT fohar Manor (1988) 1

o TWNTA A Isal A <, g ofR Frfr-coawn S &5 7 srfdaw
TWradr iR Avig a7 i fey 6 7fT Hii a8 ey dhg Y 'Taha-urdl
FEEEaTd} IS & et &5i1g el el Yehsie g1 et IstHIfden iR Afcen
HTUR U&T &l ATl
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o INfAF IEAHTUT HT U UNTG: gelitch 1991 & aTe 3MTffeh ISRIRT
(Economic Liberalization) [ §31T, 38 sl &l fadzft Rder sik snfden
Hifaat & A # srfdes Wraar &1 39 9t g8 snfen ufery = &g Aarai
ot feeeht iR o feRk = ofik wiria faera & ggf o sifdes e dhfed den
& ferg oRka feram

2) ugar & aerifa s ésftg gt &1 sm

&1 STeRierTail el IWR H&I FY F AT, S, T¥epld IR W fadl w smarRa
U Y ST & ST g Tl

o fag SnEiAT &1 uNmE: afemrg # gfds A7 BT (DMK) &1 35T T
TG I&1630T &1 DMK + &t a<fea ofk smgromand) maa & facty 7 ey
Ugda 3R IfSier =g ahl 1o+t IS et dhg s/l 1967 & Isg &
DMK &t Siid = =nifua forar for esita gga i Isiifa I gat @t

HheTdTqdeh Tl & ehdt g Palanithurai (1995)1
o g AT BT T Hamor: Uoie d RO srepreft gt oik gatR &
%3 T H T gl 3 Fg TRAR ht Iue 3R qiepfaeh 1S & qei ot
ISR TT BRI i | 39 &l A THTET ST F il o ThIABR i drel 3R
MR-} 21fery dhal <t g Tt
3) '&XEr’ (Durbar) TSI FT Siq
TG YTl & U & 1Y, &1 Aot 7 "SRR (GREAR) Tehfal e 3id 3T STl
Uget IS & AdT feeett # 988 held Aqed & g UM & fog AR g4 &, a8l srer arferremet
it et A i TR W S ufey a1 FRafor R

o fTeft &sfta ara: wreg e AreE (fAgR), qeiraH g ared (ST uew),
Q. & IARG (31 UeRn), SR SiaaferdT (dffemrg) S Adstt A 9 dhaa
JTA-3 ATl B B I gAT, dfeh § AT Tode Y AoHia &
f @R (Kingmakers) SR IR
o P TSHIT TR UNE: 1989 & d1G, ST he W EWfed ST UG g, t
3 &t el o g & fo1 i off e PR (R-wUHT a1 BT
gufdd) S9FT 31T g1 ATl 39 UhR, &31T &l 3 chg bl g1 & Uuel
greiert ure i, Sgd R-aiddt I<1 o1 3T Tep it GeamTd fsivar s+
|
g W ¢ foh & Srreniattait 3iR Ieh AST-NTcehRor 3 Shithd o U ot - @ !
&1l 38 U TuTTelt et Sg- e ST 3R R-eRI &al ot che H T IS A & fag
SufRerd &1 feam |

@ Bfagii¥ies geard stz A1 (Key Historical Events and Turning Points)

MR- TT & Iag hl UfhAT St o herd Sfagiich ge-rstt 3 Huriae wu 9
gaTfad o, foigia YRR Ioifa & amTfSies, SRmTa SR da1ikes ey o1 @Rl &g
Y gifed foraml & dts witg-foxteft siaansi ol d@nfea werifae ufed & seem & fog
I3 (Catalyst) d1fad gyl

1) SuTdehTel (The Emergency, 1975-1977)

SATUTARIA et TR-AIIH I&T T TG4 AZAYUT GRINT A1 HHT STl 81

o Wlhdd UR gHAT; Sfexr mieht gRT 3riaRer nifa e garerT e evmar T
3{TATdhTd, AT WdadT (Civil Liberties) 3R lehdiiAeh TSN R Th
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e gHT ATl 8- Rl o UEdral ME9 Sl Ufd hl drdmal 3R
YT & ®9 F ISR fohar|

Afden geftenzor: smurdenre = faueft gl & foiy Afden ok demive smaR R
Uehale B ohT Yeh AT Hd e fohar, ST foh @2 5.2 & S /1 g | Si=d1
1T &l 7T aferiTa a1 & fow T8, afees diandd &t agTell & T SR
I3 & g gam

QY RS YT SMuTdere 7 YRAHT Aacrarstt & a9 & &g 6t
Alehdifen IRE TR Ueh RITT Tag dar o f&am| 1977 o1 IATa STeehl hidd
& UM ol digq & fag Forfaes arfad gsim et 8t Sear urdf siegenreren
e, 394 U8 g o fear foh g1 g5diarur Gug g, 3R &hillg hl 8R YR
ASTHITT ohT Ueh eagTd 4T &4 118 Manor (1988)1

2) #Hs« i (Mandal Politics) $i? gmaTfSias wifa (1990)

1990 & E2Teh <h LI F 317 fU@eT aif (0BC) & SIRET0T & Haifdq Hea Sl i
wRTReT ot A &t o FoTT = R IS & ATTSTen STTYR i Rt ®9 & gifod
forar, O R-piadt < & 3T ol GRITTT =4 fam|

OBCs T IST-IIhROT: H3d STRETUT = 37 & 93 OBC HER ol Ugd™
3R GRITRIAOT & SR WR TS Tl 398 IR YRA | SIfa-smenika
AT (Caste-based Mobilization) @t Serar A

HIA & AR TEEYT HT ¢eAT: HIUH T URURe HTHISIG Toae-
(sImgToT, gfeem, ferd) ge ma, aifeh OBCs 7 &efig iR gaTetard) eat (S
ST &l 3R IGh A9 ") i 3k 3@ o, STt amifSie =ama & g iR
31 TR A1

ferd 8k OBC TeTifer T IWR: SR wewr (UP) 3R fagR S ui s
#, agoi AT Ul (BSP) 19 &ell A aferd wsrifa ent qsrer foha, Staifen
gHTSTATE &t 7 OBCs ol Tfdd fhar| g ugame-3menia i & Sl ot
Y TR TR SRR o1 e, Sk TEi TR R R-Fid! Tase & fog
3asgeh gaYA UeH fohar Yadav (2000) 1

3) '&Hsd’ I SR ydtaRor (1990s)
TS hl JTHTSTS ST bl Ufdfehar &, YR IoHifd & Yo GHMIOR J9TRe Al
3T, fOY "wred’ ISHIfT (I S stialed) gRT Rifgd foar mam

gitpiae ALATE T I&T: YRR ST urél (BJP) A fdga ok Aiepfaen
PTG & YR R Yeh dehfeteh ddTReh §d el FAATUT fhaT| a8 geftenor Hed-
R STfa [ATST it fég GerdT o ATeAH ¥ UTe T U U Tl

f&-ydta ufoeayf &1 fawm: 1990 & e a, YR ToFifa Sl &
g & TSI &t W ¢di (Two Poles) & 3&-f1E dhfea gt 71s:

1) GrTfie =/ e ga (TR-i)

2) fega/afaomdt ga (R-5iiw)

TEEYT BT MRAE: 37 1 IR-HI gal & 1989 & 1999 & &9 &g &
T At ofik Ty At St g TodeT TRBRI & TS Sl 9T FAET
1998 ¥ I SHaiAS TaseH (NDA) 6 R0 3 I8 &g & fean fh k-
STt HRITT fAIWdT & Feht AT
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T Ui Als, Oy €U T UTdeda 3R Hed-thHSd i ST, J TR-hiodt
Tl hl T hael ShilT ohl I T ITTTR U fohaT, dfceh 3¢ RITT TSI STUR 3R
T daTRe gga ot &, fOaS & et dorfen rfad o &1 Tah|

Figure 2
Decliné of CDI;gE&% Domian?e ( 1980:5 ]
(Increasing political vacum and fragmented
opposition)
MANDAL: Implementation of KAMANDL: Rise of Cultural
OBC Reservations (1990) Natinalism (1990s
(VP. Singh Govt. Decision) (BJP’s Ram Janababunoomi Movement,
n Counter to Manda)
Political Erostion of C lidati I ised
Mobiization Traditional Congress of Hindu Vote Idologiale
of OBCs Social Base Polarzation
|
(Rise of caste-based parties, |(Loss of Dalit/OBC parties (BJP emerges as strong (Secular vs, Hindutiva
c.lg, SP, RID, BSP) support to new parties) alternative pole) debate)

Result: Realigment of Indian Party System

| (From single-party dominance to multi-polar coalition politics,

non-Congress power instutiunalized)

Figure 2 Mandal, Kamandal, and the Realigament of the Indian Party System

9, fAswt (Conclusion)

g MY UF YRAT ASTHITT H TR-BIIA TRPRI o 36T oh AST I deh-BidgTeh hRUTI
o1 fakqa fAwoT URgd el 8| §ART 9T 39 I1d hl gfe ohxdr & foh ag uRad= foreht
Udh ShReh ohl URUMH =1g] T, Ifceh Ig il UuTet & iR TRINTT &R, fauaft el &
oHifaeR SIfATRUT, &3 STeniemaii & Trfaenun, SR furfaes efagRe misl & Sifea
ST e gRUTH AT|

&G dad! &1 RIYT (Summary of Key Arguments):
e o Hea s & SR WR, FAfafea wgE sy et g €:

HIAF UUITAT &7 SiaiRes &3or; R-GHiUdt 357 o1 wrafdes wror urdf e
heIeur SR ariaRes eiehda T g1 ATl 3T ieft & Aga & s
WAl & g1 A e 3R Agarenialt Aarafl dt urdf & arex Fepem 3k
- faehed s o forg FoTeR fomam|

Torifaen faueft gamar: 1967 & dfde WY & A1enw € ofk Ay ®U &
1977 & STdT UTél & a4 & A1ead 9 faueft gai o1 urifaes SR e
fAuTiaes shRen AT| STUTdeRTe = 59 IR gy fauer el wlend™ i agTell & Ueh
IR I5 o Y Yehele 81 I Afdeh aef Tar foar|

amTfare iR &g TAEHg: 1990 & ek | #ct 3T i RmRkan &
AN B & IUa THTfoIch dieheur A it o URURER TSI TS cht
fAufaes & @ digr OBC SR ford aHar = &t ok uga™-snaTRd gl
o1 gAY foha, STafen &g sireriensit (S DMK &1 Ie™) 7 dha & U@
! T & A &, O et o T Ierifa | e’ &9 g

nter @1 fAfgaref (Implications of the Research):
TRINTT WY | Ueh Hiferes gRad= a1l 39 uRad 3 fAmfafaa Afgaryt ot s
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1)

3)

dg-qel g Ufaeaet shl RITYAT: MR ST Jehel-TH@Tel UTeT JoTTett
(Single Dominant Party System) ¥ rfl &0 ¥ g-acfig ufaeadf gomef)
(Multi-Party Competitive System) et 3R SIHIdRd gt TS| 39 aAtehasl
T TTERTS 3R STUhdT S SSMT

TSGYT Y EpTd HT HRITTAHIN: 1989 § 2014 Teh, TS & ATt
(Coalition Politics) YR TeaTe hl Ueh STIRET fatwar a1 15 | R-ahidr
gell A UER HY R 9= 915 A & forg fafea fAarurreit & a1y gga
AT AT

AT FHATS: S Gell o T1 § o § g Y rfery e gg ok duarg
HSTE aAT| che: ehl 37el ATl hl &1 SATehia3fl 3R fgal et TamifSId eheet
o forg ST BT TSI

3 & <M & forg g311a (Suggestions for Future Research)

Tg M U= 2000 & Ak deh o TR R dhied &1 vfesy & My fFA=fafad &=
TR & higd & Tohd &

T} ey &1 IR 2014 & a6 YR TS # G-I Yehal-
gd’ (Re-emerging Single Dominance) &I Uepfd 3R g S=difae
Tase (NDA) dUT St Tifasited Tasie (UPA) it Rt masiet & +fia”
ST Tl hl Factd! TgaTSit i *AfeRT AT JeTeHeh faswoT|

A &l IS &1 SCerdl WEY: HSl o a1 i Ao H STifd-
TR AHEdl & Fa-fgga SR GrfSies dhearor Tiemrel W seTRd 78
¢[teRxUT JUTT o UTe Rl STeg |

WRd & ASTIfden e ot gTaft, ufaeadf sik Tty s=man, S9d ag g o g gt
3R SIfee dAlehd & T
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