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End of an Era of Debate: 

An Analysis of Anti Defection Laws in India. 

 
ASHISH KAUSHIK

1 
 

ABSTRACT 

In this paper I will be critically analyzing the concept of anti-defection laws. In the analysis 

paper will be dealing how the concept of anti-defection laws was introduced to the Indian 

Legal System, how it impacts the very basic tenants of the democratic step up. This system 

was brought to with the intent to stabilize the Indian Political System. Over a period of time 

the objects of this act are being molded to suppress the basic tenants of the democracy. 

This act in the present days is being misused by the political parties to suppress the voice 

of their own elected representatives. So paper will try to ignite some idea so that the 

democratic institutions can be protected. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

What are political defections? In the parliamentary system, party discipline is the heart of the 

system; when it fails the government usually falls. According to a study by the Ministry of 

Home Affairs, "defection" means the "transfer of allegiance by a legislator from one party to 

another political party or an identifiable political group.”2 In the wake of a large number of 

defections in 1967 that severely affected the Congress Party, the Fourth Lok Sabha (House of 

the People) appointed a Committee on Defections under the chairmanship of then Home 

Minister Y. B. Chavan that defined defection in the following terms: 

An elected member of a legislature who had been allotted a reserved symbol of any political 

party shall be deemed to have defected if, after being elected as a member of either House of 

Parliament or of a Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State or a Union territory, 

he voluntarily renounces allegiance to, or association with such political party, provided his 

action is not in consequence of a decision of the said political part3 

With the deteriorating political situation in the country trend of political defections has once 

again acquired new dimensions in our federal set up and it brought to the limelight loopholes 

in the Anti- Defection Law, 1985, enacted by the Rajiv Government with a view of 

                                                      
1 Author is an Asst. Professor at Institute of Legal Studies, Ch. Charan Singh University, India 
2 Research Planning and Review Division, Ministry of Home Affairs. Government of India, Defections, 1968. 
3 Times of India, September 29, 1968 (emphasis added). 



1960 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 3 Iss 4; 1959] 
 

© 2020. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

strengthening our political institutions. According to Rajiv Gandhi: "in a democracy the 

ultimate responsibility of dealing with corruption in the political arena lies with the voters”. In 

pursuance of the Report of Santhanam Committee on Prevention of Corruption, the central 

government had announced in October, 1964 a comprehensive code for central and state 

ministers. Corruption or inflation might be an international phenomenon, but the politics of 

defection on a massive scale was a unique Indian phenomenon during Mrs. Gandhi's regime 

in the 1980s. In the 1960s, some political scientists and even some governors of states affected 

by defection thought it was a passing phase.4 The politics of defection in the 1980s was 

heralded by the political developments within the first non-Congress government at the Center 

in the 1977-79 period. Despite having a two-thirds majority in the Lok Sabha, the Janata 

government of Prime Minister Morarji Desai was thrown out of power by the defection of 76 

MPs, mostly the supporters of Charan Singh. What followed was a period of prolonged 

uncertainty at the Center. How- ever, the general election of December 1979 brought Mrs. 

Gandhi back to power with a clear majority for the second time.5 The politics of defection had 

demonstrated a clear trend in the past. Whenever the government at the Center had been strong, 

the elected representatives of the opposition parties in the states moved into that Party. The 

reemergence of Mrs. Gandhi to power in January 1980 brought a similar rush to join her party 

on the part of legislators belonging to the noncommunist opposition parties; even those who 

controlled the state governments did not hesitate in jumping on the bandwagon.6 

II. PROVISION OF THE ANTI- DEFECTION ACT, 1985 

The Rajiv Government creditably introduced the Anti-Defection Bill on January 23, 1985 to 

fulfil its promise to ban defections through a constitutional amendment. The Bill was given 

assent by the President on February 15, 1985 and it then became the law of the Constitution. 

It came into effect on March 1, 1985. The Act added a new Tenth Schedule to the Constitution 

of India. It is, however, pertinent to point out that the Constitutional Amendment Bill did not 

require the ratification of the State Legislature under Article 368 of the Constitution. The Act 

contains provisions for disqualification of the elected members on the basis of defection. The 

Act provides that the seat of a member of Parliament/State Assembly Legislature shall fall 

vacant in the following contingencies7: 

                                                      
4 See Iqbal Narain, "Continuity and Change in State Politics," in Iqbal Narain, ed., State Politics in India (Meerut: 

Neenakshi Prakashan, 1967). For a study of political defections in the 1960s, see Subhash C. Kashyap, The Politics 

of Defection: A Study of State Politics in India (Delhi: National, 1969). 
5 P. M. Kamath, Politics of Defection in India in the 1980s, Asian Survey, Vol. 25, No. 10 (Oct., 1985), pp. 1039- 

1054 
6 ibid 
7 N. S. GEHLOT, The Indian Journal of Political Science, Vol. 52, No. 3 (July - Sept., 1991), pp. 327- 340 
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(i) that the political parties are unable to rise above the temptation to take advantage of the 

malaise by toppling governments of the opposition parties and thus capturing powers them- 

selves or at the worst engineering constitutional breakdowns resulting in dissolution of the 

legislatures and thus compelling the party in power to face the electorate for their fresh 

mandate8 

(ii) That to deny the legislator the right to evolve his thinking or to put him in a straitjacket 

smacks of intolerance and authoritarianism. Even the Committee on Defections was unable 

to resolve the dilemma of how to distinguish between an unprincipled defection and a change 

in political affiliation following ideological-cum-intellectual metamorphosis. It had 

accordingly observed "while checking defections care should be taken not to freeze the 

political parties in their present state and thereby hinder their organic growth which is an 

essential part of the democratic process. It would be harmful to do anything that would hamper 

the evolution of political forces and ideological consolidation".9 

(iii) That defections take place in the advanced western democracies also and still they do 

not have any anti-defection law. In support of their contention, they claim that Winston 

Churchill's flamboyant career was marked by repetitive floor crossing and that in West 

Germany Helmut Schmidt's coalition government was brought down in 1982 by the defection 

of Lambsdorff and some other members of his party in Bundestag. 

The most intriguing provision, however, lies in Paragraph 2(1) (b) of Schedule X and reads: 

Disqualification on Ground of Defection.- 

(1) Subject to the provisions of Paragraphs 4 and 5, a member of a House belonging to any 

political party shall be disqualified for being a member of the House[…] 

(b) if he votes or abstains from voting in such House contrary to any direction issued by the 

political party to which he belongs or by any person or authority authorized by it in this behalf, 

without obtaining, in either case, the prior permission of such political party, person or 

authority and such voting or abstention has not been condoned by such political party, person 

or authority within fifteen days from the date of such voting or abstention […]”10 

Death of Debate: 

The Parliament forms the legislative cog of the three pillars of government. The Parliament 

does not merely exercise a check on the functioning of the Executive but also includes 

                                                      
8 N. S. GEHLOT, The Indian Journal of Political Science, Vol. 52, No. 3 (July - Sept., 1991), pp. 327- 340 
9 Report of Y.B. Chavan Committee on Def 
10 Schedule X, Constitution Of India. 
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discussing matters of public interest and voting on bills. Prior to voting, however, it is expected 

of Parliament to thoroughly debate the issue being considered. The British Parliament, for 

instance, uses the tool of debate to discharge its functions. These functions, sourced from a 

medieval understanding of Parliament, refer to any meeting for a speech or conference.11 This 

has been affirmed by scholars who regard Parliament to be a body entrusted with the task of 

discussing the different policies of the Government.12 This responsive function is exercised 

through constant scrutiny of all the matters brought forward by the Government.13 As is 

mandated of such an institution, such action ensures that no pillar of the Government is left 

unregulated.14 

The emphasis on debates and discussions is an intrinsic feature of the Indian legislature as 

well.15 Tellingly, Ryle and Griffith argue that discussions must be of a nature such that the 

government defends its proposals in response to criticism and alternatives proposed by the 

opposition.16 Constantly making the Executive defend its position should ordinarily have an 

impact on the manner in which debate is conducted in the legislature. The operation of 

Paragraph 2(1)(b) has, however, worked against this theoretical assumption. This is evidenced 

by the meagre number of debates witnessed in Parliament and the judicial and legislative 

recognition of the problem. 

III. PARLIAMENT AND DEFECTION LAWS: 

Concerns regarding Parliamentary performance most often relate to the drastic reduction in 

the level and extent of debate. A detailed appraisal of its work rate reveals the inadequate effort 

put in by its members in performing their duty. In the entire parliamentary session of 2019, 

27 percent of the bills passed were debated less than 5 minutes in the Lok Sabha.17 

Further, the Lower House has the dubious honour of holding discussions for less than an hour 

in the case of half the bills that were passed.18 This is not a practice that has developed 

overnight and had in fact, festered for a while. In 2019 for instance, this trend was stark 

considering that the Lok Sabha spent a mere 9 percent and Rajya Sabha, only 12 percent of its 

time on discussions related to Bills other than Finance Bill and Appropriation Bills.18 

                                                      
11 C.H. McIlwain, The High Court of Parliament and its Supremacy 27 (1910) 
12 J.A.G. Griffith, Michael Ryle, Parliament: Functions, Practice and Procedures 6 (1989). 
13 id 
14 L.S Amery, Thoughts on the Constitution 12 (1947). 
15 S.H. Belavadi, Theory and practice of Parliamentary Procedure in India 174 (1988) 
16 J.A.G. Griffith, Michael Ryle, Parliament: Functions, Practice and Procedures 6 (1989) 
17http://prsindia.org/sites/default/files/parliament_or_policy_pdfs/Vital%20Stats%20Budget%20Session%20201

9% 2017%20LS.pdf 
18http://prsindia.org/sites/default/files/parliament_or_policy_pdfs/Vital%20Stats%20Budget%20Session%20201



1963 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 3 Iss 4; 1959] 
 

© 2020. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

These figures reflect a Parliament apathetic to the cause of conscientious law making. An 

ideal Parliament will see the floor debate an issue on its fullest and vote on the merits of the 

issue. Such are the rigours of anti-defection law that it stifles the precious commodity of 

exchange. Although it is unclear as to what percentage of the aforementioned inactivity stems 

from anti-defection law itself, it is clear that its continuance will only aggravate the problem 

and affect any motivation to deliberate. 

IV. DEFECTIONS AND DEBATE 

Civil society agents and the media have not been oblivious to the appalling performance by 

the Indian legislature. They attribute the low attendance and participation to a dwindling 

interest in legislative affairs on the part of the members of the house. Continued instances of 

non-engagement in parliamentary affairs, has diminished the value of individual 

parliamentarians. One of the structural reasons of the same has been attributed to the anti-

defection law.19 In this vein, Paragraph 2(1)(b) especially dwindles the need for any debate. 

Considering that members of a particular political party are effectively ordered to vote in a 

particular manner, there is little incentive for a parliamentarian to even contemplate discussing 

a position contrary to that decided upon by the party leaders.20 This issue came to the forefront 

recently when the Women’s Reservation Bill, 2010 was tabled in the Rajya Sabha. It was 

reported that several parliamentarians had voted in favour, despite being vehemently opposed 

to the bill, owing to being bound by a whip.21 Such instances reveal the rot in the 

parliamentary structure in India. To extract the best and most effective performance from our 

legislature, we must provide all avenues of effective debate. The endeavor must be to facilitate 

and more importantly, incentivize a member of the house to speak his mind.22 

The Kihoto Hollohan judgment reiterated the importance of incentivizing parliamentarians to 

debate. This ability gains significance especially in cases when a member might choose to raise 

an opinion, different from the line taken by his party. The benefit of such an instance is that: 

“[…] Not un often the views expressed by the Members in the House have resulted in 

                                                      
9%2017%20LS.pdf 
19 PRS Legislative Research, Measuring Effectiveness of the Indian Parliament: Summary of Proceedings from 

the Conference on Effective Legislatures, available at http://www.prsindia. 

org/uploads/media/conference/ConferneceSummaryMeasuringParliamentEffectiveness.pdf (Last visited on 

December 11, 2019) 
20 Indian Express, House for this Debate?, January 3, 2007, available at 

http://www.indianexpress.com/news/house- this-for-debate/19938/0 (Last visited on December 11, 2019). 
21 The Telegraph, Agree to Disagree, April 21, 2010 available at http://www.telegraphindia. 

com/1100421/jsp/opinion/story_12362774.jsp (Last visited on December 11, 2019). 
22 Kartik Khanna & Dhvani Shah, ANTI-DEFECTION LAW: A DEATH KNELL FOR PARLIAMENTARY 

DISSENT?, NUJS LAW REVIEW, 5 NUJS L.Rev. 103 (2019). 



1964 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 3 Iss 4; 1959] 
 

© 2020. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

substantial modification, and even the withdrawal, of the proposals under consideration. 

Debate and expression of different points of view, thus, serve an essential and healthy purpose 

in the functioning of Parliamentary democracy. At times such an expression of views during 

the debate in the House may lead to voting or abstinence from voting in the House otherwise 

than on party lines [...]”23 

A debate of limited nature, however, becomes vital seeing as it ideally affects the manner of 

voting on the bill. The issuance of a whip and concomitant threat of disqualification, however, 

distorts this regular practice as the purpose of the last two readings is rendered useless by 

mandating how voting is to be conducted. Even where the bill is tabled before a Committee, it 

has been previously noted that a bill is not subjected to adequate scrutiny due to low 

attendance of its members24 

V. VOTING AND FREEDOM OF SPEECH IN PARLIAMENT 

Parliamentarians are vested with numerous privileges to ensure their effective functioning. 

Art. 105 of the Constitution elucidates the nature of the privilege in the following words: 

“(1) Subject to the provisions of this Constitution and to the rules and standing orders 

regulating the procedure of Parliament, there shall be freedom of speech in Parliament. 

(2) No member of Parliament shall be liable to any proceedings in any court in respect of 

anything said or any vote given by him in Parliament or any committee thereof […]” 

This privilege vested in the member of the House, grants a right akin to that enshrined in Art. 

19(1)(a), which guarantees a fundamental freedom of speech and expression to all persons. 

Parliamentarians are provided this freedom only when inside the House. The scope of this 

privilege has been tested in courts before. It has been conclusively established that Art. 105(1) 

and its equivalent Art. 194(1) are parliamentary privileges and not fundamental rights.25 It 

has, however, been held that the extent of this privilege is much wider than any right vested in 

an ordinary person. While reasonable restrictions apply in the case of Art. 19, no such 

restrictions have been imposed in case of Art. 105. This is indicative of the greater rights that 

parliamentarians enjoy. Members can, for instance, defame another without fear of censure 

unlike citizens under Art. 19.26 

                                                      
23 1992 Supp (2) SCC 651 (‘Kihoto Hollohan’) 
24 National Social Watch, Citizen’s Report on Governance and Development 2010, available at 

http://socialwatchindia.net/publications/citizens-report/citizens-report-on-governance-anddevelopment-2010- 

executive-summary (Last visited on December 11, 2019) 
25 See K. Ananda Nambiar v. Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Madras, AIR 1966 SC 657 ¶19. 
26 See Madhavi Diwan, Facets of Media law 102 (2006). 
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Aside from unrestricted speech, the Constitution provides for free voting in Parliament.27 

Generally, courts have regarded voting by ordinary citizens to be a part of speech on the 

grounds that it is a tool of expressing feelings, sentiments, ideas or opinions of an individual.28 

The right to vote for the candidate of one’s choice is nothing but freedom of voting, and it is 

the essence of democratic polity. While the right to vote is a statutory right, the freedom to 

vote is considered a facet of the fundamental right enshrined in Art. 19(1)(a).29 Every person 

has the right to form his opinion about any candidate. Casting a vote in favour of one or the 

other candidate is tantamount to expression of this preference.30 This final stage in the exercise 

of voting marks the accomplishment of freedom of speech of the voter.31 Extending this 

finding to voting in Parliament, voting becomes an essential element of the freedom under 

Art. 105(1). Voting by members must not thus, be restricted by Paragraph 2(1)(b).32 

Having a restricted right to vote then amounts to an inconsistent situation, seeing as the 

privilege of unrestricted speech is much wider in the case of parliamentarians. Even assuming 

that voting is not placed on this pedestal; it is undeniable that voting is also a subject of a 

privilege under Art. 105(2). This does imply of course, that certain restrictions can be placed 

on the exercise of this right. Any restriction on the right of a parliamentarian to vote according 

to his own choice, conviction or conscience is a restriction of the exercise of the right of 

freedom of speech, and it must be reasonable.33 A restriction in the form of Paragraph 2(1)(b), 

however, stifles a legitimate avenue of dissent.34 

VI. VOTING AND DISSENT 

A common understanding of the freedom of speech would entail that a person has a right to 

his opinion. This opinion may fall in line with the majority or go against the majority and 

amount to dissent. Nowhere is this dissent more vital than in the Parliament. This is justified 

owing to the gradual development of a deliberative democracy. This implies that, in contrast 

with the earlier understanding of a democracy that encompassed mainly voting and interest 

                                                      
27 Constitution of India, Art. 105(2) 
28 Mian Bashir Ahmad v. State of J&K, AIR 1982 J&K 26; See also People’s Union for Civil Liberties v. Union 

of India, (2004) 2 SCC 476, ¶55. 
29 Jyoti Basu v. Debi Ghosal, (1982) 1 SCC 69: (1982) 3 SCR 318, reiterated in People’s Union for Civil Liberties. 

v. Union of India, (2009) 3 SCC 200. 
30 K.N. Subbareddy, Advocate v. Advocates Association represented by the Secretary of the Association, District 

Registrar of Societies Registration and Karnataka State Bar Council by its Chairman, ILR 2009 KAR 1697, ¶21. 
31 id 
32 Kartik Khanna & Dhvani Shah, ANTI-DEFECTION LAW: A DEATH KNELL FOR PARLIAMENTARY 

DISSENT?, NUJS LAW REVIEW, 5 NUJS L.Rev. 103 (2019). 
33 Mian Bashir Ahmad v. State of J&K, AIR 1982 J&K 26 . 
34 Subash C. Kashyap, Parliamentary Procedure: The Law, Privileges, Practice and Precedents, Vol. II, 2157 

(2000). 
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aggregation, there is focus on justifying all decisions made to the people subject to the same. 

Such deliberation mandates a critical assessment of all the predetermined interests in the 

society.35 In Parliament, an inclusive debate is fostered only when parliamentarians can vote 

freely. If given this right, they should be allowed to vote in any manner they deem fit, even if 

they go against the whip issued by a party. If decisions are to be made in a deliberative manner, 

they must be substantiated by the force of reason in Parliament.36 

Dissent is widely seen as a challenge to the party and the government, violation of party 

discipline or maverick bellicosity.37 The underlying reasons for disallowing dissent are two-

fold. First, elections in India are seen as being conducted in order to vote parties into power, and 

not individual parliamentarians. Therefore, there is little emphasis given to the voting history 

of a particular parliamentarian. As long as a parliamentarian adhered to the party line and 

avoids any action inviting censure, there is little threat to losing an election for lacking the 

imagination of differing from the party view.38 

Second, expressing dissent in voting has been regarded as a sign of political instability and 

poor cohesion. In this regard, the Kihoto Hollohan judgment cited several scholarly works 

that elucidated the demerits of allowing dissent.39 

Undoubtedly, every political party would appreciate unflinching support on the mandate of 

the day. To cement this aspiration into a binding law, however, disregards the pressures on a 

parliamentarian when he is to make a decision. A parliamentarian’s allegiance lies both to his 

constituency as well as his political party. Allegiance to the party is reflected greatly in the 

fact that the Member is bound by the directions of the Whip. To balance his interests, however, 

he cannot ignore the interests of his constituency and must give credence to the same when 

appropriate. It is fallacious to consider such conduct as being disloyal to the party or as 

reflecting poorly on the cohesion of the party. Members belonging to the same political party 

may obviously have different opinions on a matter and expression of such difference of 

opinion may result in modification or withdrawal of proposals under consideration.40 Such a 

result is possible only if members express dissent. Intra-party dissent or intra-party debates, 

                                                      
35 John S. Dryzek, Deliberative Democracy and Beyond: Liberals, Critics, Contestations (2000). 
36 Kartik Khanna & Dhvani Shah, ANTI-DEFECTION LAW: A DEATH KNELL FOR PARLIAMENTARY 

DISSENT?, NUJS LAW REVIEW, 5 NUJS L.Rev. 103 (2019). 
37Economic Times, Ruling party as opposition, September 28, 2010, available at http://articles. 

economictimes.indiatimes.com/2010-09-28/news/27574743_1_political-party-party-discipline-dissent (Last 

visited on December 12, 2019). 
38 Kartik Khanna & Dhvani Shah, ANTI-DEFECTION LAW: A DEATH KNELL FOR PARLIAMENTARY 

DISSENT?, NUJS LAW REVIEW, 5 NUJS L.Rev. 103 (2019). 
39 Griffith & Ryle, On Parliament, Functions, Practice & Procedure 119 (1989) as cited in Kihoto Hollohan. 
40 Kihoto Hollohan 
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both a core element of intra- party democracy, are contingent on the willingness of the leaders 

to allow members to vote against party lines.41 

Anti-defection law deals with the malaise of floor-crossing, which essentially hampers the 

functioning of the legislature. Dissent, however, would not pose a similar problem seeing as 

it is an intrinsic cog of a parliamentary democracy. Disqualification under Paragraph 2(1)(b) 

then, confuses dissent for defection. 

Voicing dissent is still seen as defection in parliamentary politics. The right to dissent is stifled 

by the frequent use of whips by political parties in order to protect their interests. This results 

in the unnecessary issuance of whips for trivial matters or as a fake display of party cohesion. 

The misuse of anti-defection law greatly reduces the authority that a member can exercise 

when called upon to vote.42 His right to dissent is rarely or never exercised during voting. This 

is one of the reasons why the Law Commission recommended that the Government should 

restrict issuing whips only to situations when the Government is in danger.43 Unfortunately, 

the issuance of whips is not governed by any law or rules framed under the Tenth Schedule 

or under Rules of Procedure and Conduct in the Lok Sabha/Rajya Sabha.44 It is regulated as a 

matter of party discretion. Controlling party discretion and judgment in this form, by way of a 

legislation, would be unsuitable. This trend is disappointing particularly as it means that even 

those considered qualified to represent the public exercise no individuality and creativity in 

decision-making.45 

In conclusion, we would argue that tried in the light of the historical, institutional and 

motivational factors and sociological realities, the spectacle of large-scale defections is not as 

disgraceful as it is sometimes made out to be. If we watched more closely into the active 

hazards of a politician's life in a developing country, we would be more indebted of the way 

in which our legislators have shown themselves under very difficult conditions and would 

find nothing so very disturbing or outrageous in such developments as the "politics of 

defection." Developments must be viewed in their proper perception. Political instability is 

today a world-wide phenomenon. We are not alone and much is not lost of freedom and 

democracy. A new political pattern is taking shape. We are witnessing only a prelude to the 

                                                      
41 Kartik Khanna & Dhvani Shah, ANTI-DEFECTION LAW: A DEATH KNELL FOR PARLIAMENTARY 

DISSENT?, NUJS LAW REVIEW, 5 NUJS L.Rev. 103 (2019). 
42 The Hindu, from roaring lion to timid mouse, February 26, 2010, available at http://www. 

thehindu.com/opinion/lead/article113668.ece (Last visted on December 12, 2019). 
43 Law Commission of India, 170th Report: Reform of the Electoral Laws (“170th Report”), Part-II, Chapter-IV, 

¶3.4.2. 
44 Id. 
45 Kartik Khanna & Dhvani Shah, ANTI-DEFECTION LAW: A DEATH KNELL FOR PARLIAMENTARY 

DISSENT?, NUJS LAW REVIEW, 5 NUJS L.Rev. 103 (2019). 
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coming democratic ripeness and stability of the Indian political system. The country is 

gradually changing itself to the change, and the process growth and modification is bound to 

be painful. 

The politics of defection is only a part of this painful process. The phenomenon represents, 

like a tremor, only a temporary trouble in equilibrium, a natural and much sought for 

readjustment of political forces, not so much between different political parties as between the 

sophisticated urban elite and relatively unsophisticated rural counter-elite. Indian politics is 

becoming ruralized. In course of time, the counter-elite will emerge as the new elite and come 

to have a vested interest in the continuance of the representative, democratic system until the 

process recurrences itself again. In every succeeding modification the base is expanded and 

larger numbers of people develop a conferred interest in democratic institutions. This is the 

way democracy works, especially in the new and emerging nations, and how changes within 

a democratic directive of society take place. This provision for peaceful change and growth, 

incidentally, constitutes the greatest rampart and sheet-anchor of democracy anywhere and 

more so in developing societies such as India. 

Basically the Indian political system is very sound, and is gradually but definitely finding its 

real level. Political parties themselves are also seeking their own natural levels. A moving, 

developing, dynamic nation has to be constantly accommodating itself to newer forces and 

newer needs. Nothing should, therefore, be done to arrest the natural process of modification 

and rearrangement of political forces. Any artificial restraint may be dangerous and may render 

the system itself dysfunctional. 

***** 


