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Abstract 

The proposal of “One Nation, One Election” (ONOE), which seeks to synchronize elections to the Lok 

Sabha and State Legislative Assemblies, has emerged as a major subject of political and constitutional 

debate in India. While proponents argue that simultaneous elections would reduce public expenditure, 

ensure administrative efficiency, and promote stable governance, critics highlight serious concerns 

regarding its feasibility, constitutional validity, and implications for India’s federal structure. This article 

provides a comprehensive analysis of the historical evolution of electoral cycles in India, examines the 

constitutional and institutional requirements for implementing ONOE, evaluates its potential benefits, and 

critically explores the challenges it poses to federalism and democratic accountability. The study concludes 

that although ONOE offers certain administrative advantages, its implementation requires cautious 

deliberation to safeguard the core principles of India’s federal and democratic system. 
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1. Introduction 

India is widely regarded as the largest democracy in the world, characterized by a complex electoral system 

that operates at multiple levels, including national, state, and local governance. Elections are conducted 

periodically across these levels, resulting in a near-continuous cycle of political activity. In recent years, the 

idea of “One Nation, One Election” has gained considerable attention as a potential reform to streamline 

this process. The concept envisions the simultaneous conduct of elections to the Lok Sabha and all State 

Legislative Assemblies, thereby reducing the frequency of elections. 
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The rationale behind this proposal stems from concerns that frequent elections disrupt governance, impose 

significant financial burdens, and lead to policy paralysis due to the repeated enforcement of the Model 

Code of Conduct. At the same time, the proposal raises fundamental questions about its compatibility with 

India’s constitutional framework and its impact on the federal balance between the Union and the States. 

Therefore, a careful and nuanced analysis is required to understand whether ONOE is a feasible and 

desirable reform in the Indian context. 

2. Historical Background of Electoral Synchronization 

The concept of simultaneous elections is not new to India. In fact, during the initial decades after 

independence, elections to the Lok Sabha and State Assemblies were conducted simultaneously. The 

elections held in 1952, 1957, 1962, and 1967 followed this synchronized pattern, ensuring a uniform 

electoral cycle across the country. 

However, this system began to unravel due to political instability and constitutional contingencies. Several 

State Assemblies were dissolved prematurely during the late 1960s, and the Lok Sabha itself was dissolved 

ahead of schedule in 1970. These disruptions led to a breakdown of the synchronized electoral cycle, 

resulting in the staggered elections that are observed today. Over time, the rise of coalition politics, regional 

parties, and shifting political dynamics further entrenched this system of independent electoral cycles. 

Thus, while simultaneous elections were once a practical reality, their discontinuation reflects the evolving 

nature of India’s political system and the challenges of maintaining synchronization in a diverse and 

dynamic democracy. 

3. Constitutional and Legal Dimensions 

The implementation of ONOE necessitates substantial changes to the constitutional and legal framework 

governing elections in India. The Constitution provides for a fixed tenure of five years for both the Lok 

Sabha and State Legislative Assemblies, as outlined in Articles 83 and 172, respectively. However, these 

provisions also allow for premature dissolution, which introduces flexibility into the system. 

To establish simultaneous elections, it would be necessary to either curtail or extend the tenure of certain 

legislatures in order to align their electoral cycles. Such measures raise significant constitutional concerns, 

as they may affect the democratic mandate of elected representatives. Additionally, provisions would need 

to be developed to address situations where a government falls before completing its term. This could 

involve mechanisms such as caretaker governments, mid-term elections for the remainder of the term, or 

the adoption of a constructive vote of no-confidence. 

Moreover, amendments to statutory laws, particularly the Representation of the People Act, 1951, would be 

required to facilitate the logistical and procedural aspects of simultaneous elections. These changes would 
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need to be carefully designed to ensure that they do not undermine the fundamental principles of democracy 

and federalism. 

4. Rationale and Potential Benefits 

The proposal for ONOE is driven by several perceived advantages, which are often cited by its proponents. 

One of the most significant arguments in favor of simultaneous elections is the potential reduction in 

election-related expenditure. Conducting elections in a staggered manner involves repeated deployment of 

resources, including security personnel, administrative staff, and election machinery. By consolidating 

elections into a single cycle, it is argued that substantial financial savings can be achieved. 

Another important consideration is the impact of elections on governance. The frequent imposition of the 

Model Code of Conduct during election periods restricts the ability of governments to initiate new policies 

and projects. This can lead to delays in development activities and hinder administrative efficiency. 

Simultaneous elections would reduce the frequency of such disruptions, thereby allowing governments to 

focus on long-term policy implementation. 

In addition, ONOE is seen as a means of promoting political stability and policy continuity. Frequent 

elections often encourage short-term populist measures, as political parties seek to maximize their electoral 

prospects. A synchronized electoral cycle could potentially shift the focus towards more sustainable and 

long-term governance strategies. 

5. Practical Feasibility 

Despite its potential advantages, the feasibility of ONOE remains a subject of intense debate. One of the 

primary challenges lies in the synchronization of electoral cycles. Given the current diversity in the tenure 

of State Assemblies, achieving alignment would require significant adjustments, including the extension or 

reduction of legislative terms. Such measures may be politically contentious and legally complex. 

Another major issue concerns the handling of premature dissolutions. In a system of simultaneous elections, 

the fall of a government before the completion of its term would disrupt the entire electoral cycle. 

Developing a mechanism to address such situations without compromising democratic principles is a 

formidable challenge. 

Logistical considerations also play a crucial role in assessing feasibility. Conducting simultaneous elections 

across a vast and populous country like India would require an enormous mobilization of resources, 

including electronic voting machines, security forces, and administrative personnel. Ensuring the smooth 

and efficient conduct of such large-scale elections would necessitate extensive planning and infrastructure 

development. 
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Furthermore, the success of ONOE depends on achieving broad political consensus. Given the diversity of 

political interests and the prominence of regional parties, securing agreement on such a significant reform 

may prove difficult. 

6. Federal Challenges 

Perhaps the most critical aspect of the ONOE debate relates to its implications for India’s federal structure. 

The Constitution establishes a system of governance that balances power between the Union and the States. 

Any reform that affects this balance must be carefully evaluated. 

One of the primary concerns is that simultaneous elections may undermine the autonomy of states. State 

governments operate within their own political contexts, and their electoral cycles reflect regional priorities 

and dynamics. Synchronizing elections could diminish the distinctiveness of state-level politics and increase 

the influence of national issues. 

Additionally, there is a concern that ONOE may disproportionately benefit national political parties at the 

expense of regional parties. In simultaneous elections, voters may be more inclined to support a single party 

across different levels of government, thereby reducing the electoral space for regional actors. This could 

weaken the pluralistic nature of India’s political system. 

The issue of electoral behaviour is also relevant in this context. Studies suggest that simultaneous elections 

can lead to a convergence of voting patterns, with voters preferring the same party for both national and 

state elections. This phenomenon may limit the ability of voters to make independent choices based on 

different levels of governance. 

Overall, these concerns highlight the need to carefully consider the federal implications of ONOE and to 

ensure that any reform does not compromise the autonomy and diversity of India’s states. 

7. Comparative Perspectives 

A comparative analysis of electoral systems in other countries reveals that there is no uniform model for 

conducting elections. While some countries, such as South Africa, hold simultaneous elections at different 

levels, others, including Germany and the United States, maintain separate electoral cycles. 

These variations reflect the unique political, social, and institutional contexts of each country. In the case of 

India, its vast diversity and federal structure necessitate a tailored approach that takes into account its 

specific challenges and requirements. 
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8. Critical Evaluation 

A balanced assessment of ONOE must take into account both its potential benefits and its limitations. While 

the proposal offers advantages in terms of cost efficiency and administrative convenience, it also raises 

serious concerns regarding democratic accountability, constitutional flexibility, and federal balance. 

Frequent elections, although resource-intensive, serve as an important mechanism for ensuring 

accountability and responsiveness in a लोकत ांत्रिक system. Reducing the frequency of elections may limit 

opportunities for public participation and feedback. 

Furthermore, the complexity of implementing ONOE, both legally and logistically, cannot be 

underestimated. Any attempt to introduce such a reform must be accompanied by robust safeguards to 

protect the integrity of the democratic process. 

9. Way Forward 

Given the challenges associated with ONOE, a gradual and pragmatic approach may be more appropriate 

than immediate implementation. One possible strategy is to adopt a phased model, in which elections are 

conducted in two cycles rather than one. This would reduce the frequency of elections while preserving a 

degree of flexibility. 

In addition, efforts should be made to strengthen electoral infrastructure and enhance administrative 

capacity. Building consensus among political stakeholders is also essential to ensure the legitimacy and 

sustainability of any reform. 

10. Conclusion 

The proposal for “One Nation, One Election” represents a significant attempt to reform India’s electoral 

system in response to contemporary challenges. While it offers certain advantages in terms of efficiency 

and governance, its implementation poses complex constitutional, logistical, and federal challenges. 

India’s democratic system is characterized by its diversity, flexibility, and federal balance. Any reform must 

preserve these fundamental attributes while striving to improve efficiency and effectiveness. Therefore, 

ONOE should be approached with caution, ensuring that it enhances, rather than undermines, the democratic 

fabric of the nation. 
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