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Today, there is an important
debate about ‘one nation, one
election... holding Lok Sabha and
state elections simultaneously
could alleviate disruptions and
enable a more focused
governance approach,”

Prime Minister
Shri Narendra Modi




Remarks of

Prime Minister

Shri Narendra Modi
at at NCC Rally 2025

An important issue related to the future of the
youth is the electoral system of the country. Just
two days ago, we celebrated National Voters' Day.
Many of you have become first-time voters. The
purpose of Voters'..Day..is. that the maximum
number of voters should participate and use their
right. Today, the world's biggest elections are held
in India, but another aspect of this is that elections
keep happening in India every few months. After
independence, it used to happen for a long time
when Lok Sabha and Assembly elections used to be
held simultaneously. But then this pattern broke,
and the country has suffered a lot due to this.

In every election, the voting list is updated, a lot of
work is done, and you must have seen that our
teachers are often put on duty in this, due to which
studies are affected, and preparations for exams
are affected. Due to frequent elections, there are
also difficulties in governance. Therefore, a very
important debate is going on in the country these
days. Everyone is giving their views on this subject,
and this deliberation is very necessary in a
democracy. Everyone should express their views;
this is necessary, and what is debate - One Nation
One Election. Lok Sabha and Assembly elections
should be held together, and every 5 years, when
the time is fixed, they should be held. It would
prevent the frequent interruptions that currently
halt new development work.

Today, | especially request the youth of India, |
request the NCC cadets, | request the volunteers of
MY Bharat, | request the NSS comrades, wherever
we are, we should conduct this debate, take the
debate forward, lead the debate, and we should
participate in this debate in large numbers. This is
a subject directly related to your future. Even in a
country like America, the date of formation of a
new government is fixed; its elections are held
every four years. In your own college or school, the
student council elections are also completed in one
go. Just think, if elections keep happening every
month, will it be possible to study in a university or
college? Therefore, you should lead the debate on
One Nation-One Election; there should be a
nationwide discussion so that the country can
decide to move in the right direction.

Source: narendramodi.in




Remarks

of the BJP

President
Shri J.P Nadda

Union Cabinet, chaired by
Hon'ble PM Shri Narendra
Modi ji has accepted the
recommendations of the High
Level Committee on 'One
Nation One Election' initiative.
The current system of holding
elections at different times
across states hampers
development efforts and
burdens the national treasury.
Adopting "One Nation, One
Election" will help lower
election-related expenses and
financial burden on the
government. This landmark
decision aims to streamline
the electoral process and
ensure better governance.

Source: Post on X




India stands on the

threshold of becoming a
developed nation by 2047. To get
there, we must modernise not
only our economy and
infrastructure but also the very
machinery of our democracy. The
answer lies in a bold reform
being undertaken by the Prime
Minister Shri Narendra Modi ji:
One Nation, One Election
(ONOQE). This is not merely a
technical change; it is a
declaration that we will no
longer allow our institutions to
be hostage to electoral
disruption.

Today, our democracy functions
in a perpetual state of
campaigning. Every few months,
one state or another goes into
poll mode. Decisions pause.
Schools become polling stations.
Police and administrators are
diverted from serving citizens to
serving election logistics. The
Model Code of Conduct locks
policy, halts investment, and
freezes governance. Meanwhile,
a dynamic and ambitious India
loses precious time. For a nation
that dreams big, this is not
acceptable.

Message
from the
BJYM National
President

Shri Tejasvi Surya
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ONOE offers a powerful path forward. By
synchronising elections for the national Parliament
and State Assemblies, we anchor governance into a
predictable cycle. We align the rhythm of
democracy with the tempo of development. When
governments know that they have a full five-year
span without election-induced distractions, they
can focus on bold reforms in education, skilling,
infrastructure, digital governance and climate
resilience. Policy will be about progress, not
poll-play.

There are three major pillars that make ONOE
essential. First, stability of governance. When a
government is free from continuous electoral
pressures, it can think long-term about
re-imagining agriculture, modernising health,
transforming urban spaces or integrating digital
India across the nation. Second, economic
efficiency. Elections are expensive for
administration, for security, and for logistics. The
2024 Lok Sabha elections alone cost thousands of
crores of rupees. Imagine redirecting a significant
portion of that into young Indians’ education,
startups, jobs, rural infra, and tech ecosystems.
Third, political renewal. With frequent elections,
parties slip into a loop of populism and freebies.
They fear reform because a regional poll is looming.
ONOE forces politics out of activist mode into
governance mode. It demands vision rather than
vote bank tactics.

To our youth: this matters to you more than anyone.
When politics is in perpetual campaign mode, your
joining the workforce, your ambition, your startups,
and your dreams suffer from frequent disruptions
caused by repeated elections. ONOE means less
rhetoric, more results. It means clarity of purpose,
predictable terms, and uninterrupted governance. It
means a democracy where your voice is not
drowned in constant noise but leveraged once,
decisively, for transformational change.

There will be critics. Some will argue that
simultaneity threatens federal autonomy or
sidelines regional voices. Let us be clear: federalism
is about constitutional powers, not about poll
timing. India held simultaneous elections in its
formative decades, and the federal balance

remained intact. In fact, aligning mandates will
enable State and Central governments to work in
sync, matching vision, sharing momentum, and
executing together. Regional issues won’t vanish. If
anything, they will be amplified because parties will
need to address national and local agendas at the
same time.

At this juncture, ONOE is no longer optional. It is
necessary. It is not a reform for the sake of reform;
it is a reform for India’s future, for the youth’s
future, for a democracy that delivers. India’s ancient
wisdom taught that when your foundation is strong,
the edifice rises without a crack. Let us strengthen
the foundation of our democracy today.

| call upon the nation’s decision-makers, our youth,
our political class: Let us evolve a consensus on One
Nation, One Election. Let us break the cycle of
disruption. Let us commit to governance that is
continuous, responsive and focused on the people.
For India’s ascent to the world stage, our democratic
process must stay uninterrupted. It must progress
in one direction, cohesive, consistent, and dignified.

Vande Mataram!

Tejasvi Surya
MP Lok Sabha,
Bengaluru South
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electoral exercise. Each election is an administrative feat, a constitutional
affirmation and a civic moment that binds the nation. But the sheer frequency
of these exercises has produced a democratic rhythm increasingly out of sync
with the demands of a rapidly transforming India. As the country prepares for
the next phase of economic expansion and institutional reform, the debate
over One Nation, One Election (ONOE) deserves serious attention, not as a
partisan slogan but as a structural correction whose time may have arrived.

Over the last five decades, India has drifted into a pattern where elections
recur with remarkable regularity. In a single five-year cycle, citizens may be
called to vote for the Lok Sabha, state assemblies, panchayats, municipal
bodies and occasionally for mid-term polls triggered by political instability.
Each such round triggers the Model Code of Conduct, halts new policy
decisions, diverts administrative capacity and compels governments to shift
focus from implementation to political management. Election fatigue is no
longer just a metaphor; it is a measurable governance cost.
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A democracy as large as India does not need fewer
elections. It needs better-timed elections.
Simultaneous polls, held once every five years,
could provide that coherence. Historically, India
followed a synchronised cycle between 1952 and
1967. The transition away from it was not by design
but by circumstance, premature dissolutions,
political volatility, and constitutional disruptions
gradually pulled the system apart. The present
debate, therefore, is less about reinventing the
wheel and more about restoring a lost alignment
with stronger safeguards.

The arguments for ONOE rest on three pillars:
governance continuity, fiscal prudence and
democratic clarity. When governments face
elections every few months somewhere in the
country, long-term policymaking suffers.
Administrators become reluctant to pursue major
decisions, fearing that a new Model Code or shifting
political arithmetic may interrupt their work.
Schemes tend to be front-loaded or back-loaded
around election schedules rather than calibrated for
efficiency. A synchronised electoral calendar can
reduce these distortions, allowing governments at
both the Centre and the state to plan in
uninterrupted five-year blocks.

The financial case, too, is compelling. National
elections are costly; state polls multiply that cost.
The Election Commission mobilises hundreds of
thousands of personnel, security forces are
redeployed across states, and civic infrastructure
from schools to local administration is routinely
paused. Conducting these exercises once every five
years could generate significant savings that can be
redirected toward social spending and public
investment. The argument is not that democracy
should be cheap; it is that democracy should be
efficient.

There are also democratic dividends. A consolidated
election moment sharpens voter engagement.
Instead of multiple, staggered campaigns
competing for attention and exhausting citizen
interest, a single national event can elevate the
quality of debate. It encourages parties to present
comprehensive visions rather than fragmented
promises tailored to state-specific calendars. It

offers voters a clearer, more coherent political
choice.

Critics warn that simultaneous elections may
overshadow regional issues or disproportionately
benefit larger parties. These are not trivial worries.
Safeguards ensuring state autonomy, adequate
representation for regional voices, and provisions
for mid-term elections, where necessary, must be
built into any future framework. The purpose of
ONOE is not centralisation but synchronisation, not
uniform politics, but aligned democratic timing.

India’s institutions have shown remarkable capacity
for adaptation. The rollout of GST, the
implementation of Aadhaar, and the shifts in
criminal law demonstrate that large systemic
transitions are possible when political consensus
and administrative clarity converge. ONOE demands
the same maturity and a willingness to think
beyond immediate electoral calculus and consider
what best serves the republic over the next several
decades.

As India aspires to become a developed nation, it
must ensure that its democratic engine runs at a
steady pace, not in constant spurts. One Nation,
One Election is not a magic wand, nor will it solve
every governance challenge. But it can provide a
cleaner, more rational framework for how our
democracy chooses its governments. In a century
that will test India’s institutional strength, this
coherence may well be the foundation the country
needs.
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Vande
Mataram:
The Sanatan
Mantra

Amit Shah
Home and Cooperation
Minister, Government

of India

In our nation’s history, there have
been many defining moments
when songs and art, in their
diverse forms, preserved the
emotions of the people and played
a vital role in shaping movements.
From the war cry of Chhatrapati
Shivaji Maharaj’s army, to the
patriotic hymns of freedom

fighters, and to the collective

chants of youth during the
Emergency — songs have always
inspired Bharat’s sense of pride
and united its people.

1 B
'r'r”"-"fi'i'u.?g,

203
W

i 3 BE

o 3E 26

- = =

T LT = I
‘EJ = = e
iz

E

v

07

K
"

s
LS

L]

i,
et
-



So too, the story of Vande Mataram begins not in a
battlefield but in the quiet resolve of a scholar, Shri
Bankimchandra Chattopadhyay. In 1875, on the day
of Jagaddhatri Puja (Kartik Shukla Navami or Aksaya
Navami), he composed the hymn that would
become Bharat’s eternal song of freedom. As he
penned those sacred words, he was drawing from
Bharat’s deepest civilizational roots, from the
Atharvaveda’s declaration “Mata bhumih putroham
prithivyah” to the Devi Mahatmya’s invocation of
the universal Mother.

Bankim ji’s hymn was both prayer and prophecy.
‘Vande Mataram’ is not merely Bharat’s national
song, nor just the soul of the freedom movement —
it is, in fact, first proclamation of Cultural
Nationalism as envisioned by Shri Bankimchandra
Chattopadhyay. It reminded us that a nation is not
just geography, it is geoculture. It is not merely
territory, but tirtha, sacred land bound by memory,
sacrifice, and motherhood.

Bankim ji was, as Shri Aurobindo later described, a
Rishi of modern Bharat, who revived the soul of the
nation through words. His Anandmath was not
merely a novel but a mantra in prose, awakening a
nation that had forgotten its divine strength. In one
of his letters, Bankim ji wrote: “I don’t mind if all my
works are dumped in the Ganges. This verse (Vande
Mataram) alone will remain till eternity. This will be
a great song and conquer the hearts of the people.”
Those words were prophetic. Written in colonial
Bharat’s darkest hour, Vande Mataram became the
dawn-song of awakening, a hymn that united
cultural nationalism with civilizational pride. Only
one born with devotion in every fibre of his being
could have written such lines.

In 1896, Gurudev Rabindranath Thakur set Vande
Mataram to tune and sang it at the Kolkata
Congress session, giving it voice and immortality.
The song spread across provinces, transcending
language and region, from Tamil Nadu, where Shri
Subramania Bharathi translated it into Tamil, to
Punjab, where revolutionaries shouted it in defiance
of the Raj.

In 1905, during the Bang Bhang movement, Bengal
erupted. The British banned public recitation of

Vande Mataram, yet, on April 14, 1906, at Barisal,
thousands defied the order. When police
lathicharged the peaceful assembly, men and
women bled on the streets crying, “Vande
Mataram!”

From there, Vande Mataram travelled with the
revolutionaries of the Ghadar Party in California,
echoed through the Azad Hind Fauj as Netaji’s
soldiers marched from Singapore, and thundered in
the Royal Indian Navy Mutiny of 1946, when Indian
sailors raised both the tricolour and the chant of
Vande Mataram atop British warships. From
Khudiram Bose to Ashfaqulla Khan, from Rajguru to
Tirupur Kumaran, the cry was the same. It was no
longer just a song; it was Bharat’s collective
heartbeat. As Mahatma Gandhi himself admitted,
Vande Mataram had “the magic power to stir the
most sluggish blood.” It had united moderates and
revolutionaries, and, scholars and sailors. It was, as
Aurobindo called it, “the mantra of Bharat’s rebirth.”
In his Mann Ki Baat address on October 26, Prime
Minister Shri Narendra Modi reminded the nation of
the inspiring history of Vande Mataram. Marking the
150th anniversary of the national song, the
Government of Bharat has decided to organize
year-long programs from November 7 onward. These
initiatives will carry the complete rendition of
Vande Mataram to every corner of the nation, so
that our youth may not only repeat its words, but
rise with its spirit.

As we celebrate Bharat Parv and remember Sardar
Patel’s birth anniversary, we recall how he gave
shape to the spirit of Vande Mataram through the
vision of Ek Bharat. The song is no longer just a
remembrance of the past, it is a rallying call for the
future. Vande Mataram today lives in the resolve of
the nation, in the idea of Viksit Bharat 2047. It
embodies Bharat’s civilizational confidence. Now, it
is our responsibility to transform this spirit into a
Atmnirbhar and Shreshth Bharat.
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37EER T

b. A T X BHI 3R TBRT FATEAT BT gk 3TN :
IR-IR AT = TR-IR G, U I, Teb AT = o
30% de @d A BHI AR T8 J4T Al & o feiar,
Epd STAIHE, LIEHT 3R SHRGIAR | e

AT A SATET ST P BH W & &, garsit b g
ifd &1 g g

ATt BT AT HIMERT 9Tt : T g1 A1 = 8T
3TE, JaT3il BT ST Heg I S[eAT, 7T gdT AdT31T &b
HRAT 3R GaT3Tt B 37TaTST I ToieT ad Bt

4, qgieRoi g9 (Environmental Impact) : U g
B Rfb TR-IR IATAT I BRIS] I YRR/ Arrere # < gl
%, argdl P ArEl fbeHier Istifde STanmHI—ggyor
FeTaT 2 3R Wfeds 3R IR ¥ gafaRor & I ugaar
21 TP I YA F JRIR GATeRUT-31pe BI7T, BITST 3R
BT Pefte § Rt HAT gt AR gg gar gaferor
PrIBArsil 3R W PIATHI BT A BT |

5. Waerdi3il P JfauT : v € IR "daH B ufhar I
fs Teedr, e YIMeRl d AdeH dfaed ¥ gig
gfAfeara g wosit 3R Aderansii # w0 yq e |

HRA 519 fddEd g g7 &F f&em § 31 9 6T §, df I8
3T ¢ fob o ol Hoif fader | STHT ST dTel aTdR
ATl &b deT § G &1 “Ueh Mg, Yo AT — &2l 3R
a9y Jarsit Pl 3MMepiansil, ASTIR Bl SRodl, LT
Tpfa, ferem ToTett 3R Te R g yyTdt oMmed &I 8
T&2T & aTeT UfgTiie heH &1 TE GHR elet YT oo bl
YR eI, afces = $f3ar & gar e B faeary &1 ydies 21
37TST & WR W “Tep 15z Uep AT bl T a7if T ATeh
TR it 38T 8 31R SaT Pl ged! Tgafd I Tt Hbd <t
2 o WRa ST &) ATt ST ¥ veb 9T, Ufderfies geeta
S a1 &




T g, Teh AT — 377ffeb 3R

AR g | uRadBRT gge

YR faed BT Gay FeT Alepad 2, STal T
R Y st 7 faselt TR W g9 2 & B
g R AT idfafer citepdifes a1
THTOT A1 8, TR b goig I a2l B
3feraReT, B garar 3R fasry
ST DI fARARAT W TR T ggdT 21

S gAlfddl o FHT & BU H FTH off
faeIR el Ueb st des R W T8l 8, dfcb
Ig Tep VT 371l J/UTARUTBRY THfd €, S
M B 37feieh H2re, TReRf 3R fAde=it g
Hebdll B

AT T § R BHI — STAT & U b gRE

YRA H & GATG fHT 98 3Mfefes 3TTTST bl
g BT 2| fHafed s, germafes o, gram
ol F A IS aall ddbs, T & fdiT I8
3TCd EelTell UfebdT &1 Bl TATpHT AT
2024 TR AFATHA 21.35 AE FRIS BT A
311 I S ST b faum T gHTd W
-3 81 Tl @ Site T Sy, df e
A1f2Y P o BRIs O A Tgadt 8l

T T, T AT’ AT 8 IR I8 &I Yebipd
BY Y B, fS A G993l & 3gHR YR &t
GDP &7 & 1.5 Ufderd (H9 T4.5 AT
PRIE) I TTTAT ST Tl 8| Sd-iT gef gad
Tfe felefm, wmeed, 3aEvaAT 3R AR Jor
S &l | fAder g1, df MRa b far &R 3l
fForfaes Tfa fer et 1




&, WA 31K AfGIfea™ W 8 arel R & 4t

IR-IR GATT 8 F 220 BT FofAed AR R ATt
e A B WwA R A WAR FHAR-lerw,
gfeigesHt, Femdfic fieN—aR-aR g1d ST | g
ST €1 a9 2024 & ATEl H € 10.5 @@ I 3Afei daaH
e T1fUd by Y, foiH I sffeebier WHRT fdareral §
ST Y, TROTHREY feiaroT wrf anferd gamm|

ST TRE, BT GR&T It 31 15T Yo Bl ATTaR T
Y BII-HFAT W 3AGIS &1 ggdl 8l Ife Tb I,
T AT AN BIdT 8, al &M dal, Ada sferar 3k
YT TETEAT Pl ATt Vb IR # bicd vu § &Y <
FBI | SHPBT @M Ig &N b fqanerai &1 Hafta Jared
qIferd TEf 2N, TR ARAART AR STHaT R $fed 38
FB, 2T 31feies PH2rct, IcTee R ATTd-JITeT g

At U BT G & gAfder

ATpda H rdeTf-e ¥ ST &F Tfg 3R BT & fog
21T &, ST 3BT 3TN U &3] | §HT ATe ST IIeg b
&MAdT BT 9| IR-4R B aTel IATT 39 U BT Ub 98T
T 319 HiaR e o §, STdfds 8t Jamed faierm, ware,
o SR wecayuf &t # fAder e FEl 31faes T @
< Hehd 81 AfG Teb I, Teb TS LT IYATE ST &,
ar sarg TS faene Afr B ATHIUT WA Flawmsit &
3myfeprepiuT, fefoiect flam & faxdR, garsii & dierd
Ut Tgell § @ITT ST FahdTl &1 ST T 81T fos WRd
BT Abdd bdd Haad WidsaT &7 919 78!, gfets fAar umfd
3R SHBeITUT &7 °TeH g1 I8! 98 foaR € SR qumat
e ST e B, Uifdfedry Je’ & BU § ufdurfed
P &

FoTifde gal R faedia aver & ot

SR AT <feh IASTHIfdD Sl W it faedia 3R
HMd IEE BT G819 STdd 8l YER INAEl, 9T,
SN, fasmuAY 3R fEfSied It R aR-aIR IRt @<t
BT Usdl &, 3R Tg &Td Bl dT &5 &ell &b foig faody
B F Aol BT 81 Yeb HIA YATT I DI a=AT
ST gal Pl g9 AR 3nfelds aYsT I Ted T Bl
TETHAT BT 3TANT 37fee eafedd 3R [dfa wu # g,
oY et fomameumrT fAwfor, HF-faeesor, Tmed-ggeiao
3R AT W SefdTfoie 3ufAfd S Jend dlbdifad
Tfdfefedt R 3ifeie gTdt BU I w2 & BT | SHY AT
gfdequf v bl §HdT IR ATHTRd 7 gl R, gfe
3R SHaT A Je1a HY TOTeT W MR 8Nft, 37 A
BT TR 37feies Tver 37R Frefer ®u o uRafdd g
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yateRoity 3R IS @

fagd 3UeUll & ATIeh ITINT I TITaR0T T HR IR ggdl
21 SUF PI A1 @YU, ISdT BT SSiA, 3R Sl BTt 2T
AT T PRl IR-GR GATd! Pl Taferoiy gfee I srcid
HEM gA1aT &1 Vb g, Vb AT FIRAT 39 HR Bl
WMl BU A BH BN, aifes T Tfafafeat v €
Iep | Bied 1T SHH Ipofl bl gad g, A At
Tt 3R TATEROT FREOT &b AT dAT Ifees Hebed 3R
TSI BIiT| HHTIST e F MY U8 e 3ifed Hdfeid
HHTST | 14, ST Yo 3R 37fAfeIddr Bl gerd
B QI H VB B AT W B ATl AT b bl
RIS & ST 309, UebdT 31R ITSEIT TEMTTTdT b &10T
B H AT BT

31fefes fades &1 Wdtes — faesfad WRd 1 f&2m & seH

HRA 37157 ‘f[dhRd MRd 2047 & @189 & 31R Furfaes mfd
Y 92 e 81 59 I W Afd-guRl St & smaedasdr
faefiar srgemea 3R IameAT & fadesyef 3ua &1 W 21
T A, T AT ST 31F 37 BT Uelids e
2 3R UAE g B WY A & fIbrT & 3227 I ey oIr
Thdl 81 I8 g AIBR Pl 3H AUD g &b 37IH7 &,
S oM @ ‘Minimum Government, Maximum
Governance’ & fgid W 3muiRd @ 31fdd Perd,
IRef 3R aRUTH-Tu ST ST 6T €1 Yeblpd gAmd 7
PBId WIS AT DI BH B, dfechs Ffd-fAHTOT Y
Tfd, ARt & fharaa & fARdavar 3R emaa-dF &r
Y E&MAT Bl HT Ieei@ 1T B9 I TSI

T8, 9fch T e 3Mfefe gRadd &I YB3 &1 I
AT 7 Had BRIS! SUY BT gad JATTd Bt €, qfeep
MR # RRAT I1d §Y TR <& & Teb 7Y T bl
3gTed it IRl &1 ST FrdoTHes U BT I&HT B, TRBRI
BT fe T o 3 fasg-wrf 3R Aifama srf<eaT w®
3eeaquf 3R IRUTHIE a1 37T 519 WRa faefad
HRA 2047’ & Hbed &b H1 3T §¢ & 7, dd I8 Uad 39
f&em % vep fAvTfac wen 2, STal udie suan Irg-fafor #
faferd 81, e fAofa Sfed & 9Rd &1, 3R v gaa
o derm ApdifAd Hol &l Th 394 §9 Ib |




ST. 7 Bleey
TA T, uifert G R,
VRATT Sar gar A, gRarom

URA BT Albas IR § Ja 98T &1 T8T & T bal 7 bal
AT TEHTTEHT Y&t & - MY @repeT, MY farernT,
Pt [ AT | FdtoT g feb Q20 BT QI ATEled TR-IR
AT HYs | Il ST 81 MiSAT S ST &, A W/
BIga o SIdl &, fderg &1 ufgar ®ar & ST & 3R
BN LA BT I7 &1 I B | @ ST 2|

IEI g8 SITE & T8l ‘Ueh I, U ga1d (One Nation, One
Election - ONOE) T fda@R U seelrd bl 31Tl oiey 317aT
B JUTHAT NG A BT I8 FoT & fob At 3R it
AT P faUTRT GATT Tob & T7T W 8, U & bl TR
B ST 32 BT et R Ioifd, @mar e 3R
R 3n7fefes gerd

I H YRA W @ & BE WelH # fosat 7 foedt a5 o
TG 1 8 &1 0 haReT A i UgE ey 3= gt
B

oM # FHTAe: AT AR Hfgdr AN 8N F T
AT 3R Fofg e ord &1

forfta aver: & g9 o 3R $UA 7 B €, S fawry
BT H §THY IS Ufshal IR & &1 ofd @
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»  ISHIfAP RERAT: IR-IR AT F IS db el b
B ST bl JaT F e’ TR AT 0HId )R
Bfed 81 e 2|

YRAR G 3N & 3ER, 2019 P @lbaqT IAd |
ST 260,000 a8 I 31fties W g31, STafds sy IATal
# 3 £10,000-15,000 &g 3fdfRed @< grar &1 afs
& Y TG Y T [T ohaT STTY, Y er Bl &R U Iy W
P Y IR ST d9T & g HAT 8T, TSy Bt
PRI FUU DI gad T4 B

‘T M, Tp AT BT ab iR siifecr

39 faeR 1 1 ddb I8 8 fob IR-aR gATEN F 7 A1 Siar &bl
R fder 1 o fAetdr & 3iR 7 & AH-52maT 319t
T AT I BTH &R UTAT & | TUTH A1 STt 3 € IR Far
2 fo “@TTdR 1@l BT I8 WRT TR el 3R <t
TATeET B Fafe #17

MR TG B H —
ISTHIfde ReRar g,
oMM T I faebra WR e &,
3R ST BT IR-GR AT Sigre F Jierd fHe |
AU T TN FHTEHT

fay & gede 83 R 172 # dreedT 3R Iy
farumaMT3N &1 BRI ig a9 fAuflRa 21

1952 I 1967 deb WRA N @IpaHT 3R faumavrsil & gama
T A1 B A

1970 & TF B H& faumamsi & T9 I Tget T 81 ST
 Ig dlceTHel g Tl

BE I — SR 13 AT BHIMA (1999 T 2018), A 3mamT
(2017) 3R FA@ I (2015) — 7 TN FIERSB 3R
HAYTP BT HH AT 81 BB H2ATHA, S 310 85,
172, 356 37fE H 37TaRyD g7, Wifch ¢ TS bl Tgafd A
fasam <11 Tasar B

2 3R Fifd fawar § gur
TG IR Higd AT B &1 MRF-TRITH T S8R STl
21 faeprg IRESHTY, SoTe BIYoNy 3R 7¢ FieHTT Lfia




B ST €1 IS Uep H1 AT BT T I8 GHAT FHTS &l
ST, 3R WBR 30T R FRIGE H fGhH W &M <
HbT

30T & BU B, FUTHA UTH TSP ATSTT, Ioodell Ao,
TGS WRA ST ST T T BT § T 320 & a9
TIIET B9 I 7 & Hebdl & ofd IR-GR Al b PHROT
ERIRIECATCE RS

3Tfefep T famitar @y

AT W YR W Bad IeHdS <ol BT & T8l afewp
IRPBRI BT Ml BT 2

+  MRdH & I 371¥9a9 10,000 & 215,000 HIs (&%
AT a1 W T Bar 2|
TG ReMT BT 3R wemafis wHarRay B dTdt
it 2|
IR-IR AT & ¥ TRIer07 HeeH, BRI FrIfed 3R
T STSitae JTfdd grar 21

IR YA U T BN, AT S HATHAT BT 3uINT feiar,
TR, Fseh 3R PiY S &3l | {61 51 Hp|

HaerdT Ferfaador 31k @dda df TETs

Teb W1 AT 8 I Haardrsil & oy Wt ag ufdsar sifde
GITH BT | HAGTAT bl B I HAald o feIQ &l oAt SIg,
S 37T ITflaRt 3R STTRsdbdT deit|

AT 3TN & 371he] &b AR, 2019 | wlIpaMT FATdl H
67% HAQH g3, STafcs $B T FATal § g 55-60% b
& el

9 Tob & IHg § I IR W AdeH g, a7 STTRedkdT
NI T 1ol Tt 3R Haerdr i 318 F 9T |

e gerar 3R ae-id! dart
HRA & IATG 3T 7 g & guf | dIgn, didite 3iR
fefSieet HaardT et St das-iteh! TTfd &l 81 376 S-Tad

37R ST YeHA &b HEFH F 20 R H T H1 AT §4 B
S g smaeadsar anft —

e iuA 31 didite gofaY &,
o 3R TS B B,

3R ST g g WHR] & d I B
AT 3T Ugt & Ug Webd <& ol & 1o IS o wenfd
Y 8, a7 dAIhT BU F g FawAT I B

IoHIfde f2Rar 3R Fgan Jodarg

T T1E AT B | TRBR 3707 TR U1 I &b BRIBI db
BTH B QTN |
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T Aorlfde fEeRaT 9ol R weanit wedig
(Cooperative Federalism) T 1t Higt et

&g 3R T IPBR Sd TP & THI H SH1Cl YT B, ar
THfa fAafor 3tk As131 & fohaTaaT ¥ 8ar dTese g
Tg “W ST B AT B FraR BAM — o b
THEST i) it ¥ gR-aR bl &l

TeArEAT 3R FEREE

P8 AT g foaR R 3mafd SdTd 2 b g9 &g gl hr
AT A &1 SATQ, AT I™AT BT Wd=dr IR THId T8
fdh I8 UROT TAd & | SfouT § 31maedes FRiTeHl & J1ef
g gffesd fobar ST Hepar g b —

It IS B Tadr 991 3R,

BIE gl BT UfdfAfo grfed -,

3R faseft I Y fumT Wi 89 W) a8l “HeaTafy
AT A &b Y GO Traem 33 S77g|

AT BHIM (2018) 7 Ug Feira i feaT & fds HepruTeprer #
Q1 =ROT H FHMIR AT PRIV ST Hehd &

garsii bt yfaewr iR wfasy Bt fgem

YRA T 65% TS 35 I8 I BH 311g Pl 81

S gaT 2Aferd Pl Tg FHSHT 817 fdb “Tep I, Ueb ATa”
P IS GUR &, dfcch I G&MdT 3R TebdT BT
Tl &l

YR ST gaT \raf (BJYM) g1 A § 3mofl yfesr
AT FepaT 8 —

Zar3f § SR,
fereafaameal 3R vamad TR de HaTe,
3R Aifq fAgfor & yriert & #reyg A

g YUR T bdcl IASHITdd HfshdT bl HeAe BT, dfech
YR Pl faepraeiiet I faeid I g i féem o ves o
HEH BT

“Tep Mg, Vb AT PIS AT IR 8], Ifcds R dlepa s
T SISl | ST AT &1 1952 ¥ 1967 A Tt R TIR
o F off, 3N 39 wHY o fUe R, AoHN
T 31X FeMRfds qardr 3o TR &I &t | 319 TH 31
T & fob HRA §8 TRT Bl GASiifad P11 Tg bael !
JUR TEl, dfces T g AfT € -5 HRA BY IoHITdD
fE2Ra, 3nfefes s, Temafids &mdr 3R SHfSdHERT 2=
P fEom & 3T of ST




As India moves towards its
mission of Viksit Bharat by
2047, the time has come to
reimagine how its democracy
functions. Among the most
significant reforms proposed
by the Narendra Modi
Government in recent years
is the idea of “One Nation,
One Election” (ONOE), a
transformative initiative that
could strengthen governance,
streamline expenditure, and
deepen democratic
participation. By
synchronising national and
state elections, this reform
aims to bring coherence,
efficiency, and stability to
India’s democratic process,
one that currently remains
encumbered in an endless
cycle of campaigning,
expenditure, and
administrative disruption.




India conducts elections on a scale unmatched
anywhere in the world. Each cycle mobilises
millions of officials, security personnel, and vast
logistical resources. While every election is a
celebration of the democratic spirit, it also comes at
an enormous cost. The 2024 general elections alone
were estimated to have cost more than ¥1.35 lakh
crore, making them the most expensive in history.
When combined with recurring state and local
elections, the cumulative financial burden runs into
multiple lakh crores. A system of simultaneous
elections could consolidate this effort, eliminate
duplication, and save substantial public funds.
Conservative estimates suggest India could save
more than 4.5 lakh crore over five years, an amount
equivalent to nearly half the nation’s healthcare
budget and a third of its education budget.

The costs, however, are not only financial. Each time
an election is announced, the Model Code of
Conduct comes into force, restricting governments
from launching or announcing new policies or
welfare and empowerment schemes. This frequent
freeze in administrative activity delays decisions,
stalls projects, and interrupts governance. For a
country striving to maintain high economic growth
and deliver large-scale reforms, these recurrent
pauses in policy implementation are both
inefficient and damaging. Synchronising elections
would reduce the number of such interruptions,
allowing governments to function smoothly and
deliver more consistent results. It would enable
elected representatives to focus on policy outcomes
instead of perpetual campaigning.

Frequent elections also impose a heavy burden on
national institutions. Security forces and
administrative machinery are repeatedly diverted
from their core duties, disrupting essential public
services. Election officials work continuously across
overlapping cycles, stretching resources thin and
increasing the risk of fatigue and inefficiency.
Simultaneous elections would bring predictability
and order to this process. They would allow the
Election Commission to plan ahead, allocate
resources efficiently, and strengthen electoral
infrastructure.

At the same time, fewer elections would lessen the
environmental impact of massive campaigns,

rallies, and paper usage. The introduction of
electronic voting machines alone saved more than
1.5 million trees each election cycle. Synchronising
elections would multiply these benefits, reducing
the carbon footprint of large-scale mobilisation and
aligning  with  India’s  environmental and
sustainability goals.

The Modi Government’s decision to form a
High-Level Committee under former President Shri
Ram Nath Kovind to study the feasibility of ONOE
was a significant step toward institutional reform.
The committee, which included distinguished
figures such as Home Minister Amit Shah, former
Union Minister Ghulam Nabi Azad, and eminent
lawyer Harish  Salve, conducted extensive
consultations with political parties, constitutional
experts, and the public. Over 80 per cent of
respondents and nearly all major organisations,
including ClI, FICCI, bar associations, former judges,
and election commissioners, expressed strong
support for the initiative. The committee
recommended phased implementation, beginning
by synchronising Lok Sabha elections with state
assemblies, with the municipality and panchayat
elections conducted a short period later, within a
hundred days. It also proposed creating a
nationwide electoral roll and a unified voter ID
system to eliminate duplication and enhance
efficiency. The Election Commission of India would
act as the central coordinating body, ensuring
uniformity and transparency across the nation.

Critics of ONOE often argue that it threatens India’s
federal structure or undermines democratic
diversity. This argument, however, ignores both
history and global experience. India held
simultaneous elections for Parliament and state
assemblies from 1952 to 1967. The system only broke
down when some state governments were dissolved
prematurely, mainly during the tenure of Prime
Minister Indira, disrupting the alignment of
then-existing electoral cycles. The Emergency
declared during 1975 and 1977 had paused all
elections scheduled during that period. India’s
Election Commission in 1983 itself had also
suggested reverting to the earlier format of
synchronised elections. The Bharatiya Janata Party,

BJYM Magazine | 17



as early as 1980, from the days of the party’s
formation, has supported the concept of One Nation
One Election. This was an implementation priority
of the party, included in both its 2019 and 2024
manifestos.

Moreover, several federal democracies, such as
South Africa and Sweden, successfully conduct
synchronised elections without compromising local
autonomy. These countries also enjoy among the
highest voter turnouts in the world, indicating that
synchronised elections enhance civic participation
rather than diminishing it. Far from inducing
electoral fatigue, simultaneous elections create a
focused democratic moment that renews citizen
engagement and strengthens voter enthusiasm.

The constitutional framework fully accommodates
such a reform. Parliament has the authority under
Article 368 to amend provisions, including those
relating to legislative terms and dissolution
procedures. Aligning election schedules would not
disturb the distribution of powers between the
Union and the states, which would remain intact.
ONOE is therefore entirely consistent with India’s
constitutional and federal structure and democratic
principles. It would ensure that both national and
state governments operate within a synchronised
and efficient electoral framework without diluting
the existing separation of powers and
responsibilities. Implementing this reform requires
political consensus and a few constitutional
adjustments. The phased approach recommended
by the Kovind Committee is both practical and
inclusive, allowing synchronisation to occur
gradually as state assemblies complete their terms.
Such an approach would maintain continuity and
minimise disruption while building confidence
among political parties and state governments.

The criticism that ONOE might weaken democratic
participation or hinder governance is equally
misplaced. In reality, frequent elections have
encouraged short-term political thinking,
prioritising populism over long-term reform.
Governments are often compelled to focus on
immediate electoral gains rather than sustained
developmental outcomes. Simultaneous elections
would promote political stability and policy

continuity, enabling governments to plan and
execute multi-year reforms without constant
political interruptions. This would shift India’s
democratic rhythm from electoral anxiety to
developmental assurance. Far from diminishing
democracy, ONOE would strengthen it, ensuring
that every vote translates into meaningful and
sustained governance.

The economic and governance dividends of ONOE

would be immense. According to the Kovind
committee, reduced election  expenditure,
uninterrupted policymaking, and greater

administrative efficiency could add 1-1.5 per cent to
India’s GDP. For a nation on track to become the
world’s third-largest economy and a fully developed
upper-middle-income country by the hundredth year
of independence, such a gain would be immense.
The environmental savings and institutional
strengthening that accompany synchronised
elections would further enhance India’s global
image as a modern, efficient, and forward-looking
democracy.

Ultimately, “One Nation, One Election” is not about
centralisation; it is about synchronisation. With
planning and steady execution, ONOE can pave the
way for a governance model that is more efficient,
transparent, and citizen-centric, strengthening the
foundations of India’s democratic framework for
decades to come.
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One Big
Election,
Not Endless
Elections:

A Smarter
Democracy for
Gen-Next

Abhinav Prakash
National Vice-President, BJYM
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The Union Cabinet’s decision to
move ahead with One Nation, One
Election marks a historic moment
in the democratic journey of the
Republic. It is a reform whose
time has come. Over the decades,
India has transformed from a
fragile postcolonial state into a
robust, self-confident nation that
shapes global conversations. Yet
our electoral architecture remains
trapped in an outdated,
unsustainable cycle in which
governance is repeatedly
subordinated to an endless
sequence of state and national
elections. As India prepares for its
Amrit Kaal and the ambitious yet
achievable goal of becoming a
developed nation by 2047, we
must modernise our democratic
processes so they complement
rather than constrain our growth

“trajectory. One Nation, One

Election is a decisive step in
that direction.




India is unigue in the scale and complexity of its
democracy. The sheer magnitude of conducting
elections in the world’s largest democracy is
staggering. Electoral mobilisation requires lakhs of
teachers, police personnel, administrative officers
and paramilitary forces. Entire districts shift into
election mode. Schools become polling booths.
Development work slows down. Government
decisions are put on hold under the Model Code of
Conduct. And before the system even fully returns
to normalcy, another state election arrives. Year
after year, state after state, the cycle repeats itself.
India today is effectively in a permanent election
season. This is not an indicator of democratic
vitality, but a structural distortion that weakens our
governance architecture.

The early years of the Republic were
different. Elections to Parliament
and State Assemblies were held
simultaneously for nearly two
decades. Governance was stable,
policy continuity was strong, and
political competition was anchored

One Nation, One
Election is more than a
procedural reform. It
rebalances politics and
governance. It

amount exceeding one trillion rupees when
combining state expenditure, administrative costs
and political party spending. To repeat such an
exercise every few months is simply uneconomical
for a nation that aims to invest in infrastructure,
technology, skilling, agriculture, defence
modernisation, climate preparedness and welfare
programmes. One Nation, One Election is an act of
fiscal prudence. It is the responsible use of public
money in a nation still fighting poverty, building
capacities, and still strengthening its social
infrastructure.

But economics is only one dimension. Politics itself
will change for the better. Frequent elections
narrow political horizons. Governments are forced
to operate in short-term cycles, adjusting policy to
electoral pressures rather than
national  priorities.  Welfare
becomes  synonymous  with
populism. Difficult reforms are
postponed indefinitely because
there is always some election
around the corner.  The

conserves national

in . long-term development ersuEes. [ aamats competitive esFalation of
narratives. It was pnly after federal cooperation. It freebies is a classic symptom of
premature dissolutions of encourages long-term this distortion. Such fiscal
governments and the imposition of policymaking. It adventurism has already
President’s Rule in various states improves the quality of destabilised several states,
that the electoral cycle broke down. political discourse. It shrinking their development

We ended up with a fragmented
calendar where different states vote
in different years, often twice within
five years due to political churn.
Successive governments accepted this distortion as
permanent. But a mature democracy corrects
systemic inefficiencies instead of being governed by
them. The Cabinet’s decision to pursue
synchronised elections revives the original
constitutional imagination of a coherent and
disciplined democratic cycle.

The financial burden of repeated elections is well
known but rarely internalised. Elections in India
cost vast sums of public money. Every major state
election demands massive deployment of security
forces, logistical  networks,  transportation,
communication systems and human resources. The
Lok Sabha election of 2024 alone cost an estimated

reduces social
polarisation.

budgets and weakening their
financial sustainability. A unified
electoral cycle will give
governments the freedom to
focus on long-term governance rather than on
cyclical vote management.

Simultaneous elections also promise to elevate the
quality of democratic discourse. Politics in India
today is excessively confrontational and polarised,
not just because of ideological differences, but
because campaigns never truly end. Parties remain
in  permanent campaign mode, amplifying
divisiveness and emotional rhetoric to sustain
mobilisation. Development, policy and governance
get crowded out by noise. A single national electoral
moment every five years will create a healthier
political environment, where parties are compelled
to present comprehensive, credible platforms for
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governance rather than indulging in episodic
narratives tailored to one state election after
another. It will reduce the political temperature and
usher in a more constructive, idea-driven
engagement between political actors.

One Nation, One Election also strengthens the
federal structure, contrary to what critics argue.
Federalism is defined by constitutional authority,
administrative autonomy and fiscal powers, not by
staggered polling dates. India conducted
simultaneous elections for many years without any
erosion of federal powers. In fact, synchronised
mandates can encourage deeper cooperative
federalism. When the Union and State governments
work on aligned timelines, they can coordinate
better on national missions such as infrastructure
building, health systems, climate adaptation,
agricultural reforms, digital governance and law
and order. Aligned political cycles can reduce
friction and increase collaboration across tiers of
government, enabling more coherent
implementation of national and regional
development goals.

The concern that national debates will overshadow
regional issues is similarly misplaced. Indian voters
have repeatedly demonstrated remarkable maturity
in distinguishing between national, state, and local
issues, even when elections are held close together.
A voter who supports one party in a Lok Sabha
election does not hesitate to prefer another in a
Municipal or Assembly election if the issues differ.
Simultaneous elections will not diminish this
sophistication. Instead, they will deepen democratic
accountability because parties will have to
articulate both national and regional agendas in an
integrated manner, making their platforms more
comprehensive and less opportunistic.

The proposal to synchronise local body elections
with national and state elections within a defined
window has the potential to rejuvenate India’s third
tier of democracy. Panchayats and municipalities
have long suffered from inconsistent political
attention and irregular electoral schedules. Aligning
them with a unified cycle will bring unprecedented
clarity and stability to grassroots institutions. It will
strengthen participatory governance and empower

citizens to hold all three tiers accountable through
a single, coherent democratic exercise.

One Nation, One Election is more than a procedural
reform. It rebalances politics and governance. It
conserves national resources. It strengthens federal
cooperation. It encourages long-term policymaking.
It improves the quality of political discourse. It
reduces social polarisation. And it aligns perfectly
with the vision of a confident, organised and
development-driven India.

As we move toward 2047, the year India aspires to
stand among the world’s most advanced nations,
synchronised elections embody the very spirit of
national efficiency and democratic consolidation.
One Nation, One Election is not merely an
administrative innovation. It is a visionary reform
that strengthens Bharat’s democratic foundations
for generations to come.
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India stands at a historic juncture today. As the
world’s largest democracy, we have always taken
pride in the vibrancy of our electoral process. Our
people vote in enormous numbers, our institutions
conduct elections with unmatched professionalism,
and our democratic spirit remains the envy of the
world. Yet, as we march toward the goal of building
a developed India by 2047, we must also reflect
honestly on the structural limitations that hinder
our progress. Frequent elections, occurring almost
every year across different states and levels of
government, have created a cycle of political
disruption, administrative diversion and financial
burden that no modern democracy can afford
indefinitely. It is in this context that the idea of One
Nation, One Election emerges not merely as a
political proposal, but as a national imperative.
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The essence of One Nation, One Election lies in
synchronising elections to the Lok Sabha and all
State Legislative Assemblies. This is not a new
debate, nor is it an untested idea. India conducted
simultaneous elections for nearly two decades after
independence. Our democratic foundations did not
weaken during that period; instead, they
strengthened. What weakened them was the
growing fragmentation of political cycles that
began in the late 1960s, forcing governments and
institutions into a perpetual electoral mode.

India needs governance that is continuous, stable
and development-driven. Frequent elections
interrupt this rhythm. Every election, no matter how
small, requires mobilising massive administrative
machinery. Teachers are pulled out of schools,
police forces are diverted from their regular duties,
and district administrations shift their complete
focus toward electoral logistics. When this happens
once every five years, it is a festival of democracy.
But when it happens every few months, it becomes
an obstacle to governance. One Nation, One
Election restores that balance. It will allow
governments at both the Centre and the states to
devote their full attention to long-term planning,
policy execution and public service without the
constant shadow of impending elections.

There is also the undeniable issue of cost. Elections
in India have become staggering financial exercises.
The 2024 Lok Sabha elections alone were estimated
to cost well over a trillion rupees when combined
across the Election Commission, government
departments and political parties. Add to this the
substantial expenditure of multiple state elections,
each separated by only a few months, and the drain
on public funds becomes enormous. This is money
that could have built schools, upgraded hospitals,
improved rural roads, funded innovation, or
expanded social welfare. Democracies must never
become mere luxuries; they must find the most
responsible way to use public resources. One
Nation, One Election embodies that responsibility.

Even more significant is the possibility of
strengthening the country's political culture.
Continuous elections create continuous politics.
Parties slip into a permanent campaigning posture.
Rhetoric takes precedence over reason. Short-term
appeasement replaces long-term governance. The
result is a political atmosphere that is always
charged, always polarised, and often disconnected
from development priorities. A synchronised

electoral cycle, on the other hand, encourages
parties to present coherent national and state-level
visions simultaneously, enabling citizens to make
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informed choices. It promotes healthier political
competition based on ideas rather than tactical
advantage or timing.

One Nation, One Election also offers an opportunity
to deepen citizen engagement. In today’s system,
voter fatigue is real. When elections occur
frequently, participation fluctuates widely. A
national synchronised election becomes a grand
democratic moment, a unifying event in which every
citizen participates with clarity and enthusiasm. The
entire nation speaks together. The electoral
mandate becomes stronger, more
reflective of collective will and more
conducive to political stability.

There is another dimension that often
goes unnoticed: the environmental cost
of repeated elections. Every election
involves thousands of rallies, lakhs of
vehicle movements and enormous
quantities of printed material. The
carbon footprint is massive. Reducing
election frequency is not only efficient

It will allow
governments at
both the Centre

and the states to
devote their full
attention to
long-term
planning, policy
execution and
public service

unified India’s markets, when the Jan
Dhan-Aadhaar-Mobile trinity transformed public
service delivery, when the new criminal laws
modernised our justice system, all these changes
demanded bold intent and national resolve. One
Nation, One Election belongs to the same league of
transformative ideas. It asks us to rise above
short-term politics and focus on the larger national
interest.

India
economic

is on the threshold of unprecedented
opportunity. We are the world’s
fastest-growing major economy, the
hub of global talent, a leader in
digital public infrastructure and a
trusted voice of the Global South. To
sustain this momentum, we require
stability, predictability and
administrative efficiency. A country
that must spend months every year
conducting elections cannot fully
realise its development potential.
But a country that streamlines its
democratic  processes  without

governance, but also responsible without the . .
. . compromising democratic values
governance. Conducting elections once constant shadow
. : : becomes stronger, faster and more
every five years substantially reduces of impending ted
elections. united.

waste, encourages digital campaigning,
and aligns with India’s commitments to
sustainability.

Critics often claim that One Nation, One Election
may dilute federalism. This fear is unfounded.
Federalism does not mean scattered elections; it
means strong states empowered to govern.
Simultaneous elections do not change the
constitutional powers of state governments. They
align the schedule, not the sovereignty. In fact,
state governments would benefit from greater
stability and a longer-term focus on development,
free from constant electoral pressures. No state
loses its autonomy; instead, every state gains
uninterrupted governance time.

The practical aspects of implementing this reform
will indeed require constitutional adjustments,
logistical planning and political consensus. But
national reforms of this scale always require
collective will. When the goods and services tax

As we look toward the centenary of
independence in 2047, we must ask
ourselves one question: what kind of democracy do
we want to build? A democracy that spends its
energy on recurring political battles, or a democracy
that channels its strength toward creating a
prosperous, secure and modern India? One Nation,
One Election is not merely a reform; it is a
commitment to national efficiency, fiscal prudence
and democratic maturity. It is the blueprint of a
confident nation ready to reclaim time, resources
and focus for development.

India has always embraced bold ideas when the
moment demanded courage. This is one such
moment. One Nation, One Election is not just a
proposal on paper; it is a step toward a more
capable state, a more empowered citizenry and a
more forward-looking democracy.
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India’s democracy is among the most
vibrant in the world, and elections
are its grandest celebration. Yet the
constant rhythm of Lok Sabha,
Assembly, and local polls has created
a cycle of governance that is often
interrupted and distracted. What was
once a periodic festival of the people
has become a year-round process
that absorbs administrative energy
and public resources. Prime Minister
Narendra Modi’s proposal for One
Nation, One Election is therefore
both a constitutional and a
developmental idea. It seeks to
synchronise the nation’s electoral
calendar with its long-term
aspirations, so that India can spend
more time governing and less time
campaigning.
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Every election triggers the Model Code of Conduct, a
necessary instrument to ensure fairness and
neutrality in governance. However, when elections
are staggered throughout the year across multiple
states, the repeated enforcement of the Model Code
of Conduct leads to extended pauses in
policymaking. A Parliamentary Committee has
noted that frequent polls put normal administration
on hold and cause periods of policy paralysis.
According to NITI Aayog, in 2014 India spent nearly 7
months under Model Code of Conduct restrictions,
and another 3 months in 2015. These recurring
pauses are not abstract inconveniences; they have
concrete developmental costs. In Delhi, major
infrastructure projects, including a nearly complete
sewage treatment plant, were
delayed. In  Telangana, the
inauguration of a new Secretariat
had to be postponed until after the

A stable electoral cycle
allows governments to

One Election provides the stability required for
genuine long-term planning. When the Centre and
the States operate on the same electoral timeline,
their development priorities are more likely to align.
This shared horizon encourages cooperative
federalism, in which the energies of different levels
of government are directed toward common goals
rather than political competition. A 2019 analysis by
The Indian Express pointed out that staggered
elections have often created unnecessary tension
between state and central administrations. Before
the 2019 general elections, some states even
suspended national welfare schemes like Ayushman
Bharat and delayed PM Kisan payments to align
with their own political strategies, depriving
citizens of immediate benefits.
Under ONOE, both levels of
government could plan and
execute joint five-year agendas

elections. Each instance plan with confidence for ho.us.ing, .agriculture, energy,
represents time lost, productivity and deliver without and digital infrastructure, with
halted, and public funds distraction. better coordination and shared
underutilised. Entrepreneurs, accountability.

students, and job

The concept of One Nation, One
Election addresses this by allowing
the Model Code of Conduct to
apply only once in five years. The
High-Level Committee, chaired by
former President Ram Nath Kovind,
concluded that such
synchronisation would minimise
administrative disruptions and promote continuity
in governance. President Droupadi Murmu has also
emphasised that simultaneous elections would
ensure greater policy consistency and help
maintain  the  administration's  focus on
development rather than on recurring electoral
logistics. For the young generation, this translates
into something deeply practical: skill programmes,
employment schemes, and educational reforms that
are implemented on time, without being repeatedly
interrupted by the electoral calendar.

Frequent elections also tend to compress political
imagination. When a government is always in
campaign mode, decisions often serve immediate
optics rather than enduring outcomes. One Nation,

seekers all benefit from
this steady
environment. Moreover,
synchronised elections
make democratic
accountability sharper.

Critics have expressed concern

that  simultaneous elections
might  overshadow  regional
voices, but this apprehension

overlooks a key fact. The Kovind
Committee made it clear that
regional issues would continue to
find prominence within
synchronised polls. In fact, simultaneous elections
provide citizens with a more comprehensive
democratic opportunity: the ability to evaluate the
performance of both state and central governments.
A unified electoral mandate enhances stability and
policy coherence, which in turn strengthens the
quality of democracy itself.

Elections not only slow policymaking but also
interrupt the delivery of essential services. In 2024,
for instance, the Election Commission paused
welfare disbursements worth several thousand
crore rupees in Andhra Pradesh because they
coincided with polling. The decision was correct in
principle but delayed pensions and subsidies for
lakhs of people. Such interruptions could be
minimised under ONOE, as welfare schemes would
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follow predictable timelines unaffected by
overlapping elections. Infrastructure projects, too,
often slow down when officers are reassigned for
election duties or when new tenders are halted due
to the Model Code. With simultaneous polls, these
disruptions would be rare. President Murmu has
observed that One Nation, One Election would
prevent diversion of administrative and financial
resources, ensuring that governance continues
without interruption.

The financial argument for ONOE is compelling.
Conducting elections in a country of India’s scale is
expensive. The Election Commission spent nearly
4,000 crore rupees on the 2014 general elections,
triple the expenditure in 2009. In 2019, overall
spending by political parties and candidates was
estimated at over sixty thousand crore rupees.
Repeated elections in various states further
multiply these costs. Institutions such as NITI
Aayog, Cll, and NASSCOM have estimated that
holding simultaneous elections could save
thousands of crores that could instead be invested
in youth entrepreneurship, innovation, and digital
infrastructure. These are not abstract savings but
potential investments in India’s productive future.

For young citizens, One Nation, One Election is not
merely an electoral reform but a rethinking of how
governance functions. It promises predictability in
policy, continuity in execution, and clarity in
accountability. A stable electoral cycle allows
governments to plan with confidence and deliver
without distraction. Entrepreneurs, students, and
job seekers all benefit from this steady
environment. Moreover, synchronised elections
make democratic accountability sharper. Instead of
fragmented verdicts at irregular intervals, voters
would assess the performance of both the Centre
and the States together, rewarding those who
deliver consistent results over a full term rather
than short-term populism.

The youth wing of the Bharatiya Janata Party, the
Bharatiya Janata Yuva Morcha, has a special role in
taking this discussion beyond policy circles to the
people. Prime Minister Modi has repeatedly stated
that frequent elections drain valuable time and
resources that should be devoted to

nation-building. It is upon India’s youth to articulate
why One Nation, One Election is not just an
administrative convenience but a democratic
reform that enhances efficiency, transparency, and
integrity in governance.

One Nation, One Election is therefore not a
procedural experiment but a vision for the next
phase of India’s democratic maturity. It aligns
political cycles with developmental cycles, reduces
policy paralysis, fosters Centre-State collaboration,
and ensures smoother delivery of welfare and
infrastructure. It allows governments to focus on
people and progress rather than perpetual politics.
Implementing it will require constitutional
alignment and political consensus, but India’s
history shows that the most transformative reforms
have always begun with conviction and clarity.
Public consultations already reveal broad support
for the idea and a growing appetite for stability and
efficiency in governance. For the youth, it
represents the promise of uninterrupted progress
and a government that functions with purpose from
the first day of its mandate to the last.

As India moves toward the vision of Viksit Bharat
2047, One Nation, One Election can help ensure that
our democracy operates with discipline, direction,
and a single steady rhythm of development.
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Every few months, some corner of India enters
election mode. Campaign rallies erupt, governance
freezes, security forces mobilise, and millions of
teachers abandon classrooms to manage polling
stations. Before one state finishes counting ballots,
another begins campaigning. This perpetual
electoral motion machine has become so
normalised that few question whether democracy
must function this way. But complexity science—the
study of systems with countless moving
parts—suggests that India's staggered election
model represents a spectacular case of systemic
inefficiency, and that synchronising all elections
into a single national event could transform
democratic governance itself. Consider what
complexity theorists call entropy: the measure of
disorder in a system. India's electoral landscape
exists in what scientists would recognise as a
remarkably high-entropy state. With 28 states, 8
union territories, and over 4,000 legislative seats
across various levels of government, elections
cascade through the calendar like a never-ending
wave. The Model Code of Conduct which freezes
major administrative decisions during campaign
periods means governance operates in fragments,




constantly interrupted by electoral imperatives. This
isn't just politically inconvenient; it's scientifically
inefficient, creating what physicists call excessive
"degrees of freedom" in which too many
independent variables interact unpredictably,
preventing the system from reaching equilibrium.

The concept of One Nation One Election proposes
collapsing this chaos into periodicity: synchronising
parliamentary, state assembly, and local elections
into unified cycles. Political debates around this
idea typically focus on constitutional amendments,
concerns about the federal structure, and
calculations of partisan advantage.
Yet beneath these surface arguments
lies a deeper truth revealed by
coordination dynamics a branch of

The question is
whether India’s

administrative staff, media organisations, civil
society monitors toward temporary configurations
that dissipate before achieving stability. The
Election Commission deploys roughly 11 million
personnel for national elections; state polls require
proportional mobilisation. Teachers spend weeks
away from students. Police abandon regular duties.
Development projects pause. This isn't coordination;
it's coordination fatigue, where the system
exhausts itself maintaining perpetual readiness
without ever consolidating its efforts.

Financial resources follow similar dynamics.
Political parties operate continuous
“““““ fundraising machines because

staggered elections demand it. Game
theorists recognise this as a classic

science studying how complex political class prisoner's dilemma: each party must
systems achieve temporal possesses sufficient keep campaigning to stay
organisation. What India currently vision to embrace competitive, even though collective
operates resembles an orchestra coherence over demobilisation would benefit
where musicians play different chaos, strategic everyone. Campaign spending never
compositions  simultaneously  at U ohver tact/dcal truly stops; it merely shifts
different tempos. The resulting cacophony., and: geographic focus. Corporate donors
: . . long-term democratic e
cacophony isn't anyone's intention; ] face relentless solicitation.
-, o maturity over hronised lecti d
it's the inevitable outcome of  opo 4 iorm electoral Synchronise elections wou

misaligned oscillations. Scott Kelso,

advantage. Science

establish clear temporal boundaries,
scattered

the cognitive scientist who pioneered has spoken. transforming resource
coordination dynamics, discovered = .. haemorrhaging into concentrated,
something profound: independent accountable expenditure. Between

systems naturally synchronise when conditions
allow, achieving stability impossible through
isolated operation. Watch metronomes placed on a
movable platform they begin ticking randomly but
soon align into perfect rhythm. Fireflies in
Southeast Asian mangroves flash individually at
first, then suddenly pulse as one luminous wave.
Neurons in the brain fire in coordinated patterns
that enable consciousness itself. These aren't happy
accidents; they're fundamental principles of how
complex systems self-organise toward efficiency.

India's electoral system resists this natural
synchronisation, maintaining what complexity
scientists call multiple unstable attractors. Each
election cycle pulls the entire democratic
apparatus—election commission bureaucracy, state
police forces, central paramilitary units,

electoral events, parties could focus on policy
development rather than perpetual fundraising, a
shift from reactive survival mode to strategic
planning.

The governance implications run deeper than mere
administrative  convenience.  Control  theory
studying how systems maintain desired states
despite  disturbances—distinguishes  between
steady-state operation and constant perturbation.
Every time the Model Code of Conduct activates, it
introduces what engineers call a forcing function:
an external intervention disrupting normal system
behaviour. Development schemes pause
mid-implementation. Infrastructure projects freeze
awaiting clearances. Administrative transfers halt,
leaving bureaucratic vacancies unfilled. Civil
servants become risk-averse, avoiding decisions
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that might appear politically motivated. This
creates regime uncertainty, where businesses and
citizens cannot predict when governments can act
decisively, chilling investment and dampening
development momentum.

Synchronised elections would create what
dynamical systems theory calls phase separation:

clear boundaries between campaigning and
governing. Instead of perpetual low-intensity
electoral activity fragmenting administrative

attention, the system could alternate between
focused electoral competition and sustained policy
implementation. This temporal structure enables
something crucial: complete feedback loops.
Governments  implement  policies, programs
propagate through bureaucratic systems, outcomes
become measurable, adjustments get made, and
electoral accountability arrives with clear causality
between actions and results. Currently, voters
struggle to attribute outcomes because governance
constantly interrupts itself. Was the delayed
highway project the current government's fault, or
did repeat election-induced freezes bear
responsibility?

Information dynamics reveal another dimension.
Network theorists studying how knowledge flows
through complex systems recognise that India's
staggered elections create temporal fragmentation
of political discourse. National issues compete
continuously with state-specific concerns. Voters
face cognitive overload processing multiple
overlapping electoral narratives federal corruption
scandals, state water disputes, and local municipal
incompetence. Media attention scatters across
simultaneous  campaigns. Political  energy
dissipates into countless simultaneous battles
rather than focusing on a comprehensive national

debate. This isn't democratic richness; its
informational noise obscuring the signal.
Synchronised elections would impose what

information theorists call temporal compression,
concentrating political discourse into defined
periods and allowing focused deliberation. Between
electoral cycles, governance outcomes become
visible without campaign messaging constantly
reframing narratives.

Citizens can engage in what political scientists term
retrospective voting evaluating actual performance
rather than reacting to perpetual campaigning.
Democracy strengthens when voters hold
governments accountable for results, not when they
navigate endless electoral stimulation. Critics worry
that synchronisation threatens federalism, arguing
that state and national issues require separate
consideration. Yet complexity theory suggests the
opposite: synchronised systems can maintain
internal differentiation while coordinating temporal
structure. Neurons fire together while processing
distinct information. Orchestras play
simultaneously while each instrument contributes
unique voices. Synchronised elections don't
homogenise political issues; they create bandwidth
for processing them coherently rather than
simultaneously.

The deeper insight from complexity science is that
synchronised systems, once established, tend
toward stability and efficiency naturally. They resist
returning to fragmented states because
coordination creates self-reinforcing benefits. The
energy required to maintain India's current electoral
chaos the constant mobilisation, perpetual
campaign mode, fragmented governance represents
enormous systemic drag. Synchronisation isn't just
more efficient; it's thermodynamically favourable,
aligning with how complex systems naturally
organise when freed from artificial constraints that
maintain disorder. India stands at a crossroads
where political will could align with scientific
principle. One Nation One Election isn't merely
administrative reform or constitutional tinkering it's
systems-level optimisation addressing fundamental
structural inefficiencies. The question isn't whether
synchronisation  would improve democratic
function; complexity theory answers that
affirmatively. The question is whether India's
political class possesses sufficient vision to
embrace coherence over chaos, strategic rhythm
over tactical cacophony, and long-term democratic
maturity over short-term electoral advantage.
Science has spoken. Democracy should listen.
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India's electoral system currently
operates under a fragmented
framework wherein elections to the
Lok Sabha and State Assemblies
occur at different intervals. This
structure, while accommodating
democratic participation, generates
substantial administrative burden,
fiscal expenditure, and governance
disruption. The concept of One
Nation, One Election (ONOE)
represents a systematic
restructuring of this framework,
synchronising elections to the Lok
Sabha and State Assemblies,
followed by local body elections
within 100 days. Rather than a
novel experiment, this represents
a return to India's original
constitutional design: the
Constitution envisioned
simultaneous elections, a principle
departed from only due to
premature dissolutions in the
1960s and 1970s.




The Global Precedent: Democracy Thrives on
Structure

Democratic governance functions optimally within
predictable institutional frameworks. A study by the
NFPRC examining 14 established democracies,
including Argentina, Belgium, Brazil, Canada,
France, Germany, Indonesia, Nigeria, the
Philippines, South Africa, Sweden, the United
Kingdom, and the United States, finds that
structured electoral systems correlate strongly with
governance stability and administrative
effectiveness.

Of the countries examined, 12 have implemented
formal mechanisms to ensure structured elections.
Eleven countries have constitutionally mandated or
conventionally established fixed-term elections at
national and state levels, creating predictability
that prevents incumbent governments from
exploiting electoral timing for partisan advantage.
Most significantly, eight democracies conduct
multi-level, synchronised elections across two or
more governance levels, yielding measurable
improvements in voter participation and reductions
in electoral expenditure over time.

These nations, spanning continents and
representing diverse political cultures,
demonstrate that electoral synchronisation is
neither a radical experiment nor an assault on
federalism. It is, instead, a tested approach to
strengthening democratic governance that reflects
a sophisticated institutional recognition.

Cost Efficiency: Prudent Use of Public Resources

Elections constitute a significant drain on public
resources in democracies worldwide. India's 2024
Lok Sabha elections incurred approximately Rs
8,900 crore in expenditure. When aggregated across
multiple electoral cycles at national, state, and local
levels, occurring at staggered intervals, cumulative
expenditure becomes substantial, representing
opportunity costs for critical development priorities.

International comparative analysis demonstrates
that synchronised electoral calendars generate
substantial fiscal efficiencies. Brazil's 2022 general
elections, utilising integrated electronic voting
infrastructure and centralised logistics

management, achieved per-voter electoral
expenditure of Rs 127, among the lowest globally.
Indonesia's 2019 simultaneous elections, covering
810,000 polling stations across 500+ administrative
units, demonstrated scalable capacity for
large-scale, synchronised polling despite the
country's geographic complexity.

Estimates suggest that synchronised elections
could save India over ¥ 12,000 crore, and GDP will
increase by 1.5%. These efficiencies derive from

consolidated infrastructure deployment,
elimination  of redundant security force
mobilisation, centralised voter  education
campaigns, and prevention of duplicative

administrative overhead inherent in fragmented
electoral cycles.

Boosting Democratic Participation

One of the most persuasive arguments for electoral
synchronisation lies in its impact on voter
engagement.  Structured electoral calendars
demonstrably enhance civic engagement by
consolidating electoral moments and creating
predictable participation schedules. Sweden
provides an instructive example. Since 1970, the
country has held synchronised elections for
national, county, and municipal levels on a single
day every four years. This predictability has
contributed to consistently high voter turnout - 84%
in 2022.

Indonesia's transition to simultaneous elections
offers the most instructive parallel, given its
demographic and administrative similarities to
India. Before 2016, Indonesia's staggered electoral
framework yielded a 75% turnout in 2014. Following
Law No. 10 of 2016, which mandated synchronised
national and regional elections, turnout increased
to 81.6% in 2019 and remained at 80.2% in 2024. This
demonstrates that large, administratively complex
democracies realise  enhanced participation
through electoral consolidation.

India's 2024 turnout of 65.79% indicates substantial
untapped participation capacity. Synchronised
elections, by reducing frequency and creating
consolidated electoral moments, can address voter
fatigue and strengthen democratic engagement.
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Governance

Continuity:
Campaign Mode

Staggered electoral cycles create
environments wherein governments operate in

Ending  Perpetual

institutional

near-perpetual campaign mode, diverting
administrative capacity, financial resources, and
political attention from policy formulation and
implementation toward electoral positioning. This
structural reality undermines governance quality
and erodes long-term strategic planning.

Germany's institutional framework illustrates
optimal governance continuity. Federal elections
occur every four years, with constructive votes of
no-confidence requiring simultaneous election of
successor chancellors, creating constitutional
safeguards against destabilising power vacuums.
This framework enables sustained policy focus;
Germany has maintained consistent long-term
policies on fiscal discipline, manufacturing
competitiveness, and social insurance -
achievements facilitated by governance stability.

Brazil's biennial electoral calendar, alternating
municipal and general elections every two years,
maintains governance predictability through

constitutional provisions ensuring that interim
successors (vice presidents or appointed officials)
serve only the remainder of existing terms. This
prevents electoral calendar fragmentation and
allows coherent policy implementation across
cycles.

Federalism: Without
Centralisation

Critics often argue that synchronised elections
threaten India's federal structure by subordinating
state politics to national dynamics. However,
international experience demonstrates that
electoral synchronisation and federal autonomy are

entirely compatible.

Synchronisation

Argentina's Double Simultaneous Voting System
(DSVS) exemplifies this balance. While Argentina's
23 provinces retain full constitutional authority over
election timing, eleven voluntarily align with
national elections to minimise administrative
fragmentation and reduce voter fatigue. Provincial
governments do not automatically fall when the
national government collapses, and each operates
independently unless facing its own political crisis.
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Canada similarly maintains federal authority over
national elections while preserving provincial
discretion over provincial schedules. Although most
provinces voluntarily align with federal cycles for
administrative efficiency, the legal framework
preserves provincial autonomy, reflecting balanced
federalism. The United States permits similar
flexibility: while most states align with federal
elections, five states - Kentucky, Louisiana,
Mississippi, New Jersey, and Virginia - deliberately
opt out, demonstrating that structured systems
accommodate federal diversity.

The ONOE proposal upholds India's federal structure
by enabling a phased implementation and including
measures that ensure mid-term government
dissolutions lead to elections only for the remaining
duration of the term, thereby preserving overall
synchronisation while maintaining state-level
political independence.

Handling Government Instability: Constitutional
Safeguards

A legitimate concern about synchronised elections
involves managing government collapses mid-term.
How can electoral cycles remain synchronised if
coalition governments fall before completing their
terms? International democracies have developed
robust constitutional mechanisms to address
precisely this challenge.

In Belgium, the outgoing Prime Minister serves as a
limited-power caretaker while the monarch
oversees coalition talks; if talks fail, elections are
held but new governments serve only the remaining
term to keep cycles aligned. Germany’s constructive
no-confidence rule lets Parliament withdraw
confidence from the Chancellor only by
simultaneously electing a new successor with an
absolute majority, preventing instability and
preserving electoral continuity. In Brazil, a
presidential vacancy leads to the Vice President’s
succession, and if both offices become vacant,
elections must be held within 90 days, with the
winners serving only the remaining term;
corresponding provisions at the state level ensure
that mid-term changes do not disrupt the overall
synchronised electoral framework.

These international precedents demonstrate that
constitutional safeguards effectively preserve
electoral synchronisation while accommodating
inevitable coalition dynamics and political
transitions. The ONOE proposal incorporates similar
protective mechanisms.

Conclusion

The evidence from established democracies is
unequivocal: structured, synchronised elections
deliver measurable benefits in administrative
efficiency, fiscal sustainability, voter participation,
and governance quality. These benefits are
observed consistently across diverse institutional,
cultural, and geographic contexts. Far from
threatening federalism or democratic principles,
electoral synchronisation strengthens them by
establishing predictable institutional frameworks
enabling effective democratic governance and
policy implementation. India's current system
represents a departure from constitutional design
rather than a departure from it.

The ONOE proposal represents a forward-looking
reform grounded firmly in international best
practices. Its two-phase implementation, first
synchronising Lok Sabha and State Assembly
elections, then aligning local bodies within 100
days, reflects the incremental approach that has
succeeded elsewhere. As young Indians invested in
our nation's democratic future, we must evaluate
reforms not through the lens of partisan politics but
through evidence-based analysis. The global
experience demonstrates that One Nation, One
Election is neither radical nor threatening; it is a
tested, practical reform that can strengthen Indian
democracy for generations to come.
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In recent years, the idea of
“One Nation, One Election”
has emerged as one of the
most discussed reforms in
Indian democracy. The
concept aims to hold
elections to the Lok Sabha
and all State Legislative
Assemblies simultaneously:
bringing the entire country
under a single electoral
calendar. This vision is rooted
in the belief that
synchronised elections can
strengthen governance,
reduce expenditure, and
ensure a more stable and
development-oriented
political environment.




rationale behind this
its constitutional and

Let us understand the
proposal and examine
institutional feasibility.

1. The Rationale for One Nation, One Election

Challenges Posed by the Current Cycle of Frequent
Elections

India, the world’s largest democracy, conducts
elections almost every few months: for the Lok
Sabha, State Assemblies, or local bodies. While
frequent elections are a sign of a vibrant
democracy, they also bring significant challenges.
Every time an election is announced, the Model
Code of Conduct (MCC) comes into force. This code
temporarily halts the implementation of new
government schemes, public projects, and policy
decisions. As a result, governance and development
activities slow down repeatedly across different
states and at the national level.

Moreover, political parties and leaders remain in a
perpetual campaign mode. Ministers and
bureaucrats get diverted from their regular duties
to election-related work. This constant cycle of
campaigning, strategising, and mobilisation not
only affects governance continuity but also shifts
focus from long-term policy goals to short-term
populist promises aimed at electoral gains.

Administrative and Financial Costs of Recurring
Polls

Conducting free and fair elections in a country of 1.4
billion people is a massive logistical exercise. Each
election requires the deployment of lakhs of polling
personnel, security forces, and administrative staff.
Vast amounts of public money are spent on setting
up polling stations, printing ballot papers or EVM
arrangements, and ensuring security.

According to estimates from the Election
Commission of India (ECI), the 2019 Lok Sabha
elections alone cost the public exchequer around
60,000 crores, and this does not include the
additional expenses incurred by political parties
and candidates. When we multiply this cost across
frequent state elections, the total burden on
taxpayers becomes enormous.

Synchronised elections would significantly reduce
these costs. The same polling stations, staff, and
security arrangements could be used for both

parliamentary and assembly elections. This would
save time, resources, and manpower that can be
redirected towards development projects.

Impact on Governance Continuity and Policy Focus

Frequent elections often lead to short-term thinking
in governance. Governments tend to announce
welfare schemes and populist measures that may
not be economically sustainable, merely to win
votes in upcoming polls. As a result, long-term
policy planning, whether in infrastructure,
education, or industry, often takes a backseat.

With “One Nation, One Election,” political leaders
would have a stable five-year period without the
constant pressure of electoral politics. This would
enable them to focus more consistently on
governance, policymaking, and execution. It would
also encourage cooperation between the Centre and
the States, as both would be aligned under a single
electoral timetable, reducing political friction.

2. Constitutional and Institutional Feasibility

Constitutional Provisions That Enable

Simultaneous Elections

Interestingly, simultaneous elections are not a new
concept for India. After Independence, both Lok
Sabha and State Assembly elections were held
together in 1952, 1957, 1962, and 1967. However, this
cycle was disrupted by the premature dissolution of
some state assemblies and the Lok Sabha in later
years.

To restore this system, certain constitutional and
legal amendments would be required, especially in
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and
relevant provisions of the Constitution, such as
Articles 83, 85,172, and 174, which govern the tenure
of legislatures and the power of dissolution.

These changes can be introduced with
parliamentary approval and support from at least
half of the states, as required for constitutional
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amendments affecting federal provisions. The
framework is therefore feasible, though it would

require  careful coordination and political
consensus.
Past Recommendations by the Election

Commission, Law Commission, and NITI Aayog

Several expert bodies have supported the idea of
synchronised elections over the years.

e The Election Commission of India has
repeatedly emphasised the benefits of reducing
the frequency of polls to save resources and
maintain administrative efficiency.

e The Law Commission of India (2018) also
endorsed the proposal, suggesting a two-phase
election model to make the transition
smoother. It argued that simultaneous polls
would ensure stability and curb policy paralysis
caused by continuous elections.

e NITI Aayog (2017) proposed a detailed roadmap,
recommending steps such as aligning elections
gradually, first synchronising some states with
the Lok Sabha cycle and eventually moving
towards complete alignment.

These institutional recommendations show that the
proposal is not merely political rhetoric but a
well-researched idea backed by administrative
logic.

Models from Federal Democracies That Maintain
Synchronised Electoral Calendars

Several countries with federal systems manage
synchronised or semi-synchronised elections
successfully.

For example, South Africa holds its national and
provincial elections together every five years,
ensuring administrative efficiency and cost savings.
Sweden also conducts national and local elections
on the same day. Even Germany maintains a broadly
synchronised cycle for federal and state elections,
ensuring governance stability.

These examples show that federalism and
synchronised elections can coexist. India can adapt
such models while respecting its unique democratic
diversity and constitutional framework.

A Vision for a Stronger Democracy

“One Nation, One Election” is not just an
administrative reform; it is a vision for a more
stable, efficient, and development-oriented
democracy. It seeks to strike a balance between the
spirit of federalism and the need for cohesive
governance.

While challenges exist, such as constitutional
amendments and political consensus, the long-term
benefits are clear: reduced expenditure,
uninterrupted governance, and a sharper focus on
national progress.

India, as the world’s largest democracy, has
continuously evolved through reform and
innovation. Synchronising elections is the next
logical step in that evolution, one that can make our
democratic machinery more efficient and our
governance more effective.

If implemented with consensus and care, “One
Nation, One Election” can truly transform India’s
democratic landscape, ensuring that the world’s
biggest democracy also becomes the most efficient
one.




How
Simultaneous
Elections Can
Boost Growth,

Governance
and Trust

Deepesh Gulgulia
Policy Consultant and
Lawyer

Ravi, a shopkeeper from Bikaner, often jokes that
India has only one never-ending festival: elections.
Every few months, there is a campaign, banners
appear, officers vanish from government offices for
poll duty, political rallies flood the streets, and the
Model Code of Conduct freezes development. Yet
when Ravi’s grandfather voted for the first time in
1952, things looked very different. India began its
democratic journey with a unified election cycle.
From 1952 to 1967, Lok Sabha and all State Assembly
elections were held together. Voters across the
country went to the polls once every 5 years. It was
orderly, predictable and remarkably efficient for a
young democracy. But by the late 1960s, several
Congress-ruled state governments collapsed
mid-term, and early dissolutions broke this
alignment. The Lok Sabha was itself dissolved early
in 1970. This political instability under Congress
governments permanently disrupted the
synchronised model. India slipped into staggered
elections, and decades later, we find ourselves
voting almost throughout the year.
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Today, the idea of returning to a synchronised cycle
has re-emerged as One Nation, One Election. It
proposes that Lok Sabha and all State Assembly
elections be conducted together in a single 5-year
cycle. Local body polls would fall within a structured
window close to that timeline. Instead of Punjab
voting in 1 year, Karnataka in another, Rajasthan 2
years later and West Bengal 3 years after that, the
country would gradually shift to a unified electoral
timetable. In simple terms, it is a reset that takes
India back to the model with which it began.

Supporters of One Nation, One Election argue that
the benefits are substantial. The first and most
obvious advantage is the massive saving of public
money. Elections in India are costly because they
require the

When elections for all states and the Lok Sabha
happen together, the pressure to design short-term,
poll-focused schemes reduces significantly.
Governments can then plan welfare policies based
on long-term developmental priorities instead of
electoral calendars, which leads to more predictable
governance and greater public trust.

Governance is another major reason behind this
proposal. Every election triggers the Model Code of
Conduct, which freezes new announcements,
welfare decisions, infrastructure rollouts and
administrative action. Since India votes nearly every
year in some state or the other, the Model Code
keeps returning and frequently interrupts
governance. A synchronised cycle ensures that

development
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thousands of 120000
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paramilitary
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work is paused
only once in 5
years instead of
multiple  times
each year. The
High-Level
Committee, led

EVM logistics and by former
multiple layers of 40000y President  Ram
security. The 20000} Nath Kovind,
Election clearly stated in
Commission spent ° 2014 Elec%i(iigYear 2024 its 18,000-page
more than Rs report that
4,500 crore on the Image 1: Political Party and Candidates' Expenses frequent
2019 Lok Sabha in the last 3 General Elections cleetiemns
election.  When contribute to

political party and

candidate expenses are included, the 2024 Lok
Sabha election crossed Rs 1,35,000 lakh crore. This
is more than the annual budget of several states.
Holding one unified election instead of repeated
elections every few months would dramatically
reduce duplication of costs.

Political leaders often claim that certain schemes or
welfare announcements are brought in only
because an important state election is approaching.
This constant cycle of politically timed schemes
creates both fiscal strain and public cynicism. One
Nation, One Election can curb this tendency by
removing the need for governments to introduce
targeted benefits before every separate state poll.

policy paralysis,
delay welfare schemes, and create administrative
disruptions. One Nation, One Election, therefore,
gives governments and bureaucracies
uninterrupted time to implement policies.

There is also a strong economic argument. The
High-Level Committee highlighted that in the years
following simultaneous elections, India’s GDP
growth has historically been about 1.5 percentage
points higher compared to years with staggered
elections. In today’s terms, this equals roughly ¥ 4.5
lakh crore in added economic output, which is
almost half of India’s public health budget.
Simultaneous elections are also associated with
higher capital expenditure by governments and
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lower inflation in the following year.

However, One Nation, One Election comes with
challenges. Implementing it requires constitutional
amendments, including changes to Articles 83 and
172 and several sections of the Representation of
the People Act. At

once requires more EVMs, more polling staff and
enhanced administrative coordination. Yet the
Election Commission has already demonstrated its
capacity by conducting massive general elections
across multiple phases with near-perfect efficiency.
With proper preparation, technology and planning,
synchronised

least 18 Economic Outcomes Observed After Simultaneous Elections elections are
amendments  may fully within
be required. This SRl Il ndia’s
demands broad administrative
political consensus capability.

and careful legal

drafting. But India Arp|
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Another concern is the possibility of mid-term
collapses. If a government loses its majority, what
happens to the synchronised cycle? The proposed
solution is straightforward. If a collapse occurs, an
interim election is held, but the new government
serves only the remainder of the 5-year cycle so that
the next nationwide synchronised election year
remains intact. This is similar to practices in
countries with fixed election cycles.

Some critics worry that synchronised elections
might blur the distinction between national and
local issues. They argue that national leaders could
overshadow state issues. But Indian voters have
historically shown that they often vote differently
for Parliament and State Assemblies even when
elections are held together (2024 General Election
results in Rajasthan, Haryana, Uttar Pradesh,
Himachal Pradesh, etc. are recent examples of it).
Local leadership, performance and issues continue
to matter significantly in voting behaviour.

The logistical scale is another consideration.
Conducting elections for nearly 96 crore eligible
voters across 28 states and 543 Lok Sabha seats at

Those early years
elections were both practical and effective until
political instability of the late 1960s and early 1970s
broke the cycle. For citizens like Ravi, the appeal is:
a single election every 5 years means fewer
disruptions, better governance, lower costs, and
greater stability. It also means a more structured

proved that synchronised

democratic world’s

electorate.

rhythm for the largest
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According to Election Commission data, political
parties declared spending 73,861 crore for the five
elections in 2024. Frequent implementation of the
Model Code of Conduct disrupts administration,
slows down developmental processes, and hampers
civic life. Repeated elections entail enormous costs
in terms of time, financial and administrative
resources, including security forces. They compel
politicians to focus on short-term visible goals
rather than long-term developmental ones.
Simultaneous elections would save public money
through cost optimisation and equal sharing of
expenditure between the Centre and the States.

The huge expenditure on personnel, security forces,
and  procurement of electoral materials
(EVMs/VVPATs) would be significantly reduced.
Governments would be less compelled to resort to
populist spending and short-term subsidies,
allowing for better long-term fiscal planning. A
reduced electoral cycle lowers political uncertainty
and prevents disruptions to economic activity,
fostering a more stable environment for both
domestic and foreign investment.

Simultaneous elections would also give voters more
time to evaluate candidates and policies for both

state and national levels, leading to more informed
choices rather than being overwhelmed by
continuous campaigns. A single election event
simplifies the voting process, particularly for
migrant workers and marginalised groups. The
significant reduction in financial and administrative
costs could be redirected toward essential public
services such as healthcare, education, and
infrastructure, delivering better outcomes to
citizens and reinforcing trust in democracy.

By streamlining logistical planning, simultaneous
elections would benefit the Election Commission of
India (ECI) by enabling better management of India's
massive democratic exercise. The proposal also
encourages a single electoral roll and one voter ID

card for all levels of government, reducing
duplication and registration errors. A unified
election period would necessitate strong

coordination between various government bodies
and agencies (ECI, State Election Commissions,
etc.). This collaborative approach can strengthen
inter-agency operations and institutional capacity.

ONOE could help reduce political manoeuvring and
horse-trading, as any mid-term government would
serve only the remainder of the original five-year
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term. This reduces incentives for parties to engineer
defections for short-term power gains. With aligned
mandates and synchronised terms, both levels of
government can better coordinate policy
formulation and implementation in critical areas
such as health, education, and national
security—leading to more cohesive national
development. By minimising political distractions,
state governments can focus on their specific
developmental goals while ensuring better
alignment with national priorities. This shared focus
strengthens India's federal structure.

However, critics argue that combining Lok Sabha
and State Assembly elections could lead to the
“nationalisation of state polls.” Voters influenced
by national narratives, dominant political
personalities, and large party campaigns may
overlook regional issues and state-specific
governance. This could result in sweeping victories
for dominant national parties, marginalising
smaller regional ones. Forcing state assemblies to
curtail or extend their terms to align with the Lok
Sabha cycle is also seen as an infringement on the
fundamental principle of state autonomy.

Frequent elections serve as a vital feedback
mechanism, allowing voters to  express
dissatisfaction with governments midway through a
term. Eliminating this opportunity could reduce
public scrutiny for five years. Moreover, asking
voters to cast two distinct ballots (for Centre and
State) on the same day may lead to voter fatigue or,
more likely, a “coattail effect”, where they vote for
the same party at both levels, undermining
independent decision-making.

There are, however, ways to address these concerns.
A new Model Code of Conduct structure could
mandate separate campaign periods and equal
media coverage for national and state-level issues,
preventing the overshadowing of local matters and
enabling voters to make informed choices. To
counter the coattail effect, sustained voter
education and awareness campaigns by the ECI
would be essential to highlight the distinction
between the two ballots. Additionally, real-time
performance monitoring and public disclosure of
government schemes and budgets at both the

Centre and State levels throughout the five-year
term could ensure continuous accountability, even
without frequent elections.

Constitutional amendments could further safeguard
stability by adopting a “Constructive Vote of No
Confidence” model, requiring legislatures to elect a
successor government simultaneously  while
removing the incumbent. This would prevent
premature dissolutions and maintain a fixed
five-year cycle. Amendments to the Representation
of the People Act, 1951 (RPA) would also be needed
to ensure that any mid-cycle election is held only
for the remainder of the unexpired term.

Ultimately, youth stand to gain the most from
simultaneous elections, as governments would
focus on long-term policy implementation. A more
stable, efficient, and growth-oriented governance
system resulting from ONOE aligns with the youth's
vision of a developed and modern India. Holding
major national and state elections together can
truly make elections a “festival of democracy”,
encouraging greater participation among the
electorate. As former President Ram Nath Kovind
aptly remarked, “Simultaneous elections were the
vision of our constitutional forefathers, and this
practice was the norm during the early years of the
Republic.”
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In the long civilisation journey of India, democracy
has not been a sudden gift of modernity-it has
evolved from the deep wells of our ancient
tradition. The concept of samiti and sabha in the
Vedic literature reflected collective deliberation;
the Lichchhavi Sangha of Vaishali practised
consensus-based governance long before modern
republics emerged.lt is in this continuum-from
ancient sabhas to the Parliament of India-that the
vision of “One Nation, One Election” (ONOE) must
be understood: not as a mere administrative
measure, but as a generational reform rooted in
India’s own ethos of order, efficiency, and unity.

The ONOE proposal envisions simultaneous
elections to the Lok Sabha and all State Legislative
Assemblies, held once every five years. This is not
an untested idea. India practised concurrent
elections from 1952 to 1967. However, due to
premature dissolutions of some state assemblies
and the Fourth Lok Sabha in 1970, the synchrony
was lost. Since then, India has entered an almost
perpetual election cycle, in which an election is
always underway somewhere in the country. The
Election Commission of India’s data show that
between 2018 and 2023, at least one major election
occurred every six months. This has created what
many scholars describe as “governance fatigue”,
where administrative focus and policy continuity
are repeatedly interrupted by the election process.




The Rhythm of Governance and the Pulse of
Reform

The purpose of ONOE is not to diminish democracy,
but to harmonise it. Each election brings with it the
Model Code of Conduct (MCC), a necessary
safeguard to ensure fair play. Yet, its repeated
imposition halts policy decisions, tenders, and
developmental announcements. Ministries shift
into “wait mode.” This stop-and-start rhythm in
administration impairs the long-term execution of
welfare and infrastructure projects. Synchronising
elections could liberate governance from this cycle,
allowing policymakers to concentrate on sustained
growth and implementation.

According to a 2018 NITI Aayog discussion paper,
simultaneous elections could save the exchequer
nearly ¥5,000-6,000 crore per five-year cycle, not
counting the hidden costs of manpower
deployment, logistics, and security. The Election
Commission itself has expressed readiness to hold
ONOE with sufficient preparation. Around 18 lakh
Electronic Voting Machines (EVMs) and matching
Voter Verifiable Paper Audit Trail (VVPAT) units
would be required, a logistical challenge, but not
beyond India’s capacity. The Law Commission, in its
170th Report, had also underlined that “the cycle of
elections every year within different States must
come to an end.”

These are not small efficiencies-they represent a
significant opportunity to redirect human and
financial resources from frequent electoral
management to developmental priorities like
healthcare, education, and rural infrastructure. As
Chanakya observed in the Arthashastra, “Karyasya
kalah pramanam” - the timing of action determines
its success. A polity constantly engaged in elections
risks losing the rhythm necessary for sustained
statecraft.

Unity in Diversity: A Shared Democratic Moment,

India’s greatest strength lies in its diversity, yet its
greatest aspiration remains unity. The vision of
ONOE emerges from this principle. The phrase “Ek
Bharat, Shreshtha Bharat” finds a democratic
manifestation in a synchronised electoral calendar,
where the entire nation, from Arunachal to Gujarat,

from Kashmir to Kanyakumari, participates in one
collective democratic moment. It is an expression of
rastriya samvada - national conversation - in which
every Indian voice is heard in unison.

In ancient indian literature thought, unity does not
imply uniformity; it reflects harmony. The
Upanisadic ideal “Ekam sat vipra bahudha vadanti” -
“Truth is one, but the wise express it in many ways”
- resonates deeply with the philosophy behind
ONOE. It does not seek to dilute regional issues but
to embed them within a larger national dialogue.
Elections held together can strengthen national
coherence, making the citizens feel part of a shared
political destiny.

Furthermore, synchronised elections can curb
divisive populism and the short-term polarisation
that often accompanies staggered polls. When
political discourse is spread across years, the
national narrative risks fragmenting into regional
debates. A unified electoral schedule can help
restore the spirit of samagra niti - integrated policy
- where governance and politics operate in a
standard temporal frame.

Stability and Policy Continuity:

Political stability has been a key driver of India’s
economic and diplomatic rise over the past decade.
Yet, frequent elections create an environment of
perpetual campaign. Parties, bound by electoral
timetables, sometimes prioritise immediate gains
over long-term vision. ONOE would allow
governments, both central and state, to pursue
sustained reform without the constant fear that
mid-term elections will derail their agenda.

From the perspective of investors, both domestic
and international, synchronised elections would
signal predictability-a steady environment for
business and policy continuity. The Confederation
of Indian Industry (Cll) and several policy institutes
have recognised that reduced electoral uncertainty
contributes to better economic planning and capital
inflow. This would strengthen India’s growth
trajectory as envisioned in the Amrit Kaal roadmap
toward 2047.

In ancient political theory, Kautilya’s Arthashastra

BJYM Magazine | 45 ——



emphasised the stability of governance as the
highest form of rajadharma. Frequent leadership
disruptions were seen as detrimental to praja
sukha, the happiness of the people. In that
philosophical sense, ONOE is not merely a
procedural innovation; it is a reaffirmation of the
dharmic principle that governance must be
continuous, steady, and people-oriented.

Addressing Concerns with Balance and Consensus:
Critics of ONOE raise valid questions: Will national

Viewed through a civilizational lens, ONOE is not
merely an electoral arrangement but a reaffirmation
of the Indian genius for synthesis, where modern
governance meets timeless wisdom. It reflects
yogaR karmasu kausalam - excellence in action
through coordination. In bringing efficiency, unity,
and stability into alignment, the reform seeks to
synchronise the machinery of democracy with the
rhythm of development.

For a country aspiring to become a developed

issues  overshadow  regional ones? Can hation by 2047, efficient governance cannot afford
constitutional  and logistical to be perpetually distracted by
challenges be overcome? Will smaller oo elections. ONOE thus represents a
parties  lose  visibility in a simultaneous pragmatic and philosophical step

simultaneous election? These are
legitimate concerns, and any major
reform must emerge from dialogue,
not decree.

The government has therefore
constituted a high-level committee
under former President Shri Ram
Nath Kovind to study the feasibility
of ONOE, seeking input from political
parties, the Election Commission,
and legal experts. The committee has
noted that a phased approach-first
aligning Lok Sabha and State
Assemblies, later extending to local bodies-may
ensure smoother transition. The spirit of
consultation aligns with the very democratic ethos
ONOE seeks to strengthen.

Constitutional amendments would indeed be
necessary, particularly to Articles 83, 85, 172, and
356, which define the tenures and dissolution
powers of legislatures. Yet, as the framers of our
Constitution envisioned flexibility within
federalism, these can be achieved through
consensus-building rather than confrontation. As
the Veda reminds us, “Sam gacchadhvam sam
vadadhvam sam vo manalsi janatam” - “Move
together, speak together, let your minds be of one
accord.” The ONOE debate calls for precisely such
unity of purpose.

A Civilizational Step Forward:

elections could save
the exchequer nearly
{5,000-6,000 crore
per five-year cycle, not
counting the hidden
costs of manpower
deployment, logistics,
and security. The all
Election Commission
itself has expressed
readiness to hold
ONOE with sufficient
preparation.

forward-an effort to bring coherence,
not control; to amplify unity, not
uniformity. It symbolises a mature
democracy evolving to meet the
demands of scale and complexity while
remaining anchored in its ancient
spirit of lokasakgraha - the welfare of

In the final analysis, One Nation, One
Election is not merely a political
proposition. It is a generational idea
that carries the fragrance of India’s
civilizational continuity and the
promise of modern administrative precision. When
India aligns its democratic cycles, it aligns its
destiny - not under compulsion, but through
conviction. It is the return of rastra dharma in its
modern form: a harmony between the ancient and
the contemporary, between the people’s mandate
and the state’s mission, between the timeless ideal
of unity and the timely need for efficiency.

As the Bhagavad Gita counsels, “Yad yad acarati
$resthas tat tad evetaro janah” - “Whatever the great
do, others follow.” If ONOE becomes a reality, it will
mark not only an administrative milestone but a
moral one, setting a global example of democratic
efficiency inspired by Indian wisdom. It would show
that India, the cradle of deliberative thought, can
once again lead the world by balancing tradition
with transformation.
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The concept of “One Nation, One Election” has emerged
as one of the most significant governance reforms
being discussed in contemporary India. It proposes that
elections to the Lok Sabha and all State Legislative
Assemblies be held simultaneously every five years.
While India initially followed this system in the early
decades after independence, political developments
over time led to staggered election cycles across states.
Today, the idea of returning to a synchronised election
schedule is being viewed not merely as an electoral
reform but as a step towards strengthening stability,
economic efficiency, administrative clarity, and
development momentum across the nation.

One of the strongest advantages of this system is the
substantial reduction in election-related expenditure.
Elections in India are massive logistical exercises that
involve the large-scale deployment of personnel,
security forces, polling material, and extensive travel
and campaigning. Conducting these multiple times a
year places considerable financial strain on both the
government and political parties. A unified election
cycle would lead to significant savings in public funds,
allowing these resources to be redirected to welfare
initiatives, national development programs, and the
capacity-building of critical sectors such as healthcare,
education, and rural employment. Another key benefit
lies in the continuity of governance. Presently, with
elections occurring frequently, the Model Code of
Conduct comes into force repeatedly, pausing new
policy announcements and delaying development
projects. This often affects infrastructure progress,
long-term planning, and public service delivery.




With a typical election cycle, elected governments
would have a largely uninterrupted five-year period
to design, implement, and assess development
policies. Such continuity enables a focus on
long-term  development goals rather than
short-term populist measures.

The reform would also ease the administrative and
security burden currently associated with frequent
elections. A large number of government personnel,
including teachers, engineers, healthcare workers,
and district officials, are diverted from their regular
duties for election work. Security forces are
redeployed multiple times across states. A
synchronised election would allow these essential
services to operate more consistently and
effectively, improving public service delivery and
internal security stability.

Additionally, One Nation, One Election may
contribute to greater political stability. With
governments at the Centre and in States serving
fixed, aligned terms, political attention shifts from
continuous campaigning to governance,
accountability, and performance-driven outcomes.
This has the potential to nurture a healthier
political culture in  which developmental
achievements take precedence over
election-season promises. It could also encourage
greater civic awareness, as the electorate would
have a clear, concentrated period of political
evaluation every five years.

From the perspective of a healthcare professional,
this reform is of notable significance. Public health
programs and efforts to expand medical
infrastructure often slow down during election
periods due to administrative restrictions.
Large-scale initiatives such as vaccination
campaigns, cancer screening outreach, maternal
and child health missions, and health awareness
programs benefit most from consistency and
uninterrupted execution. A stable electoral cycle
ensures that such programs continue without
recurrent pauses. Moreover, financial savings from
reduced election expenditure could be strategically
invested in strengthening hospitals, procuring
modern medical technology, supporting cancer care
facilities, funding rural health services, improving

medical staffing, and making treatment more
affordable for patients. For healthcare workers,
fewer administrative duties related to election
staffing also mean more time dedicated to patient
care. In essence, streamlined elections can directly
translate into stronger healthcare outcomes and
better public welfare delivery.

Any structural reform of this scale must
acknowledge specific challenges. India’s diversity
means that states have unique concerns, and it is
essential that regional voices remain equally
represented. Logistical arrangements for a
nationwide simultaneous election would require
planning, phased implementation, and
consensus-building across political stakeholders.
Situations in which governments lose a majority
mid-term must be addressed with constitutional
clarity and safeguards. However, these challenges
are not insurmountable; they are matters of design,
planning, and dialogue, not reasons to reject the
reform altogether.

The essence of One Nation, One Election lies in its
vision of a more focused, efficient, and
development-oriented democracy. It aims to reduce
repetitive administrative disruption, safeguard
public funds, encourage long-term policy planning,
and create an environment where governance is
continuous and citizen-centred. The reform carries
the promise of strengthening the institutional
fabric of Indian democracy by balancing efficiency
with representation. As India continues to progress
socially and economically, discussions about
improving governance must be welcomed
thoughtfully. One Nation, One Election is not
merely about voting schedules; it is about creating
conditions where governments can deliver more
effectively, professionals like doctors, teachers, and
administrators can serve without frequent
disruption, and public welfare initiatives receive
sustained attention and investment. With careful
calibration,  constitutional  adherence, and
cooperative federalism, this reform can become a
defining step toward a governance framework that
is efficient, stable, and truly development-driven.
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Stop the Election
Cycle, Start the
Development Cycle:
A Youth Perspective

Dr. Aayush Garg

Columnist

India, that is Bharat, the world’s largest democracy,
is home to over a billion people and more than a
thousand registered political parties. With 28
states, over 2 lakh local bodies and municipalities,
and a vast geographical expanse of 3.28 million
square kilometres, India’s democratic framework is
both diverse and complex. The nation, with more
than 900 million registered voters, regularly
conducts elections at multiple levels—national,
state, and local-making it one of the most
extensive electoral exercises in the world.
Recognising the challenges posed by this
fragmented electoral calendar, the Government of
India, under the visionary leadership of Prime
Minister Shri Narendra Modi, has proposed a major
reform in the country’s electoral architecture — the
concept of “One Nation, One Election (ONOE)”.

Strengthening governance and policy continuity

Frequent elections in India consume enormous
resources, including administrative staff, police,
paramilitary forces (adding to up to 10 million) and
public funds. Each election also enforces the Model
Code of Conduct (MCC), which restricts
governments from launching new schemes or major
reforms, leading to administrative slowdowns.
Studies suggest that nearly 8-9 months of effective
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governance in a five-year term are lost due to these
recurring electoral activities. For a developing
nation aspiring to become developed by 2047, such
repeated disruptions hinder policymaking, delay
developmental projects, and strain national
productivity—highlighting the wurgent need for
synchronized elections to ensure continuous
governance.

For example, One concrete impact was on the
Eastern Rajasthan Canal Project (ERCP): its
momentum slowed down significantly during the
MCC period of the 2024 general elections. Because
new approvals, meetings, and related decisions
were deferred. In the Nashik district, during the MLC
elections, the MCC caused a significant slowdown in
the approval and tendering of development works
under the district planning committee. Though the
plan-outlay for 202223 was about ¥600crore, the
administrative approvals stood at only ~%¥213crore
by early January due to the MCC restrictions

Delay of a large, multi-state waterlinking initiative
impacting irrigation/drinkingwater schedule. Impact
on the KenBetwa River Linking Project. Aligning
political cycles would enhance Centre-State
coordination, as seen between 1950 and the 1970s.
It would ensure that government staff, including
teachers and police, remain focused on their duties,
thereby improving overall productivity.

Governments would have full terms to implement
developmental programs without the fear of
frequent elections. This would allow them to focus
on long-term planning, fiscal discipline, and welfare
activities, rather than short-term populist measures

Some concerns about reduced accountability can be
addressed by introducing a cluster-based election
system. Additionally, state and local body elections
can be conducted separately but in a coordinated
manner during Phase 2, ensuring both efficiency
and continued democratic oversight.

Economic and fiscal benefits

Frequent elections can lead to fragmented fiscal
planning with governments focusing more on
populist budgets/ schemes, further deteriorating
fiscal deficit and hampering money allocation to

various subjects like health, education and capex
building.

Conducting simultaneous elections would save
enormous manpower and reduce expenditure on
awareness campaigns, salaries, and transportation
for thousands of security personnel. The funds
saved could be redirected to capital investments,
boosting GDP up to 1% according to experts, which
can create additional employment opportunities.

Political stability and consistent policies would
encourage foreign investors (Flls) to invest in India,
without concerns over frequent regime or policy
changes.

For example - In Maharashtra, the assembly election
cost was reported to have reached about ¥432crore.
Now compare this with a water&sewerage
infrastructure project in Varanasi (UttarPradesh)
approved at %1,187crore. ONOE can enable
predictable fiscal management, improving the
credibility of India’s fiscal targets under the Fiscal
Responsibility and Budget Management (FRBM)
framework.

In conclusion let’s quote a Sanskrit saying from the
Arthashastra by Kautilya (Chanakya):

"The welfare of the state lies in the welfare of its
people; the welfare of the people ensures the
welfare of the state."

India stands at a historic juncture where One
Nation, One Election can transform its democratic
framework. We are looking towards a loop where a
reform can create immense simplification of a
complex system, yielding not only financial
advantages but also freeing governments from the
perpetual election cycle. This would enable focus on
long-term planning, developmental projects, and
fiscal prudence, rather than being 24x7 in an
election mode. As the ancient wisdom reminds us,
“The welfare of the state lies in the welfare of its
people; the welfare of the people ensures the
welfare of the state.” ONOE paves the way for a
stronger, prosperous India.
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ONOE for a
New India:
A Reform the
Young
Generation
Can Believe In

Dr Vedant Singh Gehlot
(MBBS)
Director, Ragini International
School, Ujjain
Vice President, Ragini Group

“Sabka Saath, Sabka Vikas, Sabka Vishwas, Sabka
Prayas”: these words of our Hon’ble Prime Minister,
Shri Narendra Modi ji, are not just a slogan; they are
the spirit of a new India. To truly live this vision,
India must move towards greater unity, efficiency,
and focus, and the idea of One Nation, One Election
takes us one step closer to that goal.

Every time India votes, the atmosphere changes,
posters rise, flags flutter, hopes soar, and
democracy celebrates itself. Yet, for a nation as
dynamic as ours, frequent elections often pause
governance, slow down projects, and stretch our
administrative machinery. | have witnessed this
myself. During election time, development work
often took a back seat. The Model Code of Conduct
led to delayed decisions, stalled initiatives, and
divided public energy. That’s when | began to
believe that if Bharat has to become a developed
nation by 2047, One Nation, One Election is not just
desirable, it’s essential.

If India can vote together, India can progress
together. Imagine five years of uninterrupted
governance in which leaders can devote their full
time and attention to development, innovation, and
nation-building. Think of the savings of thousands
of crores that can be redirected towards youth
empowerment, rural connectivity, healthcare, and
digital transformation. But the true saving is in
focusing on the ability to plan long-term without
political interruptions.

Some worry that simultaneous elections may dilute
local issues. In truth, it will bring them into sharper
focus. Voters will assess performance at every level
in one unified moment: national, state, and local.
That’s how accountability deepens, not weakens.
Moreover, our Election Commission will function
more efficiently, reducing logistical pressure and
allowing better use of technology and resources.
It’s a step towards a cleaner, more transparent
democracy. As Atal Bihari Vajpayee ji once said,
“The ballot is stronger than the bullet.” And today, |
say let’s make that ballot more efficient, more
meaningful, and more powerful.
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When we speak of One Nation, One Election, many
assume it to be a new reform, something borrowed
or experimental. But the truth is, this idea was born
here, in Bharat. We had this very system once. From
1952 to 1967, India held elections to the Lok Sabha
and all State Assemblies simultaneously. It was an
era when governance was continuous, development
was uninterrupted, and democracy functioned with
remarkable balance.

Those were the years when our institutions were
still young, yet the coordination between the Centre
and the States was seamless. The same spirit of
unity and purpose guided every corner of the
country. It was a time when political leaders across
parties could focus their full attention on
nation-building rather than year-round
campaigning. The cycle broke only when a few state
governments were dissolved ahead of their term in
the mid-1960s, creating uneven electoral calendars.
What began as an exception soon became a pattern
of frequent, staggered elections that stretched
administrative resources and divided the country’s
focus. Now, after more than seven decades of
democratic maturity, we have the capacity,
technology, and institutional strength to restore
that harmony — not as nostalgia, but as a
forward-looking reform suited to the India of today.

“A nation that remembers its roots is the one that
grows tallest.”

Restoring One Nation, One Election is not about
revisiting the past; it is about drawing wisdom from
it. It is about ensuring that the world’s largest
democracy also becomes the most efficient and
coherent democracy.

Around the world, several democracies have shown
that fixed-term elections can enhance stability and
focus. Nations like the United States, South Africa,
and Sweden follow predictable, harmonised
electoral calendars. Their experiences highlight how
consistent governance cycles can improve policy
continuity and administrative efficiency. But the
Indian story is different and stronger. Bharat is not
merely adopting what others do; it is refining and
leading the concept on a scale the world has never
seen. No other democracy has our diversity,

population, or federal structure, and yet, we are
capable of designing a model that balances
national unity with state autonomy. When India
takes a step, it sets a precedent

As Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has said,
“Reform, Perform, Transform — that is the spirit of
New India.”

One Nation, One Election embodies that spirit,
reforming the system, improving governance
performance, and transforming how democracy
serves every citizen. This is not just a political
adjustment; it is a democratic evolution, one that
places Bharat at the forefront of global governance
innovation. And when India succeeds in making this
vision a reality, it will not only strengthen our
democracy but also inspire the world.

The youth of Bharat have always been the driving
force of change. This generation does not want
politics that pauses progress; it wants governance
that delivers. And let’s not forget what Dr A.P.J.
Abdul Kalam said, “Dream is not what you see when
you sleep, dream is something which doesn’t let you
sleep.”

If our dream is to be Viksit Bharat by 2047, then this
reform is a step toward that restless dream, a
dream that drives us every day. If we can power
start-ups, build digital India, and lead the world in
innovation, we can certainly modernise how our
democracy functions. Our goal should not just be to
win elections but to win the future. And that future
demands stability, focus, and commitment.

Let us imagine an India where every vote counts
once, but every action counts daily. Let us strive for
a system where governments don’t pause for
elections; they accelerate progress. Because One
Nation, One Election is not merely an electoral
reform, it is the foundation of a stronger, united,
and efficient Bharat.

“India will progress when every hand joins, and
every heart beats for one vision — Ek Bharat,
Shreshtha Bharat.”
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When Prime Minister

Shri Narendra Modi articulates
the vision of One Nation, One
Election (ONOE), he is not
proposing a mere administrative
adjustment; he is laying out a
transformative blueprint for a
more stable, efficient, and
development-oriented
democracy. For every ordinary
Indian citizen and for thousands
of BJP karyakartas working on
the ground, ONOE represents a
bold reform that aligns with the
spirit of “Sabka Saath, Sabka
Vikas, Sabka Vishwas, Sabka
Prayas.”
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The Burden of Perpetual Elections

India, the world’s largest democracy, witnesses
some form of election almost every few months, Lok
Sabha, State Assemblies, Panchayats, or Municipal
bodies. While this reflects democratic vibrancy, it
also fuels a cycle of administrative disruptions,
fiscal strain, and policy paralysis.

Each election triggers the Model Code of Conduct
(MCC), temporarily suspending new policy
announcements, budget allocations, and welfare
disbursals. For a development-focused government,
this recurring administrative pause acts as a serious
impediment to governance. Frequent elections also
mean repetitive mobilisation of security forces,
teaching staff, and bureaucrats, pulling them away
from their primary duties. The cumulative economic
and human resource costs are enormous.

From a citizen’s perspective, continuous elections
create fatigue and divert attention from governance
outcomes to political contests. For the government
machinery, it means endless preparation, code
enforcement, and resource deployment, at the
expense of administrative focus and service
delivery.

Governance Continuity: The Core Strength of ONOE

Synchronising elections for the Lok Sabha and all
State Assemblies can usher in a seamless
governance cycle, one that empowers governments
to execute their agendas without interruption for a
full five-year term.

This continuity directly translates to faster
implementation of flagship missions such as Digital
India, Smart Cities, Jal Jeevan Mission, and PM Awas
Yojana. With ONOE, there will be fewer
administrative standstills, more stable planning
horizons, and a predictable policy environment.

For BJP karyakartas and public administrators alike,
ONOE ensures that promises made to citizens,
whether a pucca house, a road, or a digital
classroom, do not remain delayed casualties of
electoral codes. It transforms policy intent into
delivery certainty. In essence, ONOE shifts the focus
from “election management” to “governance
management.”

Fiscal Prudence and Efficient Resource Utilisation

Conducting frequent elections demands colossal
expenditure from both the Government and political
parties. According to various studies, cumulative
election costs run into tens of thousands of crores,
covering logistics, security, polling staff, and
infrastructure setup.

Implementing ONOE would yield substantial fiscal

savings that could be redirected toward
development priorities such as education,
healthcare, and rural infrastructure. Public

resources, whether financial, human, or logistical,
would be redeployed for nation-building rather than
repetitive polling.

This reform aligns perfectly with the BJP’s
governance philosophy of efficiency, transparency,
and fiscal discipline. It ensures that every rupee
saved strengthens welfare, not electioneering.

Strengthening Federal Coordination and Policy
Synchronisation

India’s current staggered electoral cycle often
results in misaligned policy timelines between the
Centre and the States. When some States are in
election mode, others are in policy mode, leading to
fragmented execution of national programs.

ONOE would synchronise these cycles, fostering
policy harmony and cooperative federalism. Aligned
electoral calendars would encourage states to work
in tandem with the Centre, enabling the smooth
rollout of initiatives like Ayushman Bharat, Skill
India, and PM Kisan Samman Nidhi. Governments
could plan, budget, and execute programs in
synchronisation, ensuring citizens experience
governance as a continuous process, not as a
campaign promise.

This structural stability would further strengthen
India’s federal compact, replacing political friction
with administrative synergy.

Empowering Institutions and Administrative

Efficiency

Frequent elections also lead to bureaucratic
hesitancy. Officers avoid long-term decisions during
MCC periods, delaying key approvals and
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developmental works. ONOE eliminates this
uncertainty, enabling bureaucracies to operate with
confidence, accountability, and a long-term
orientation.

The Election Commission of India (ECI), one of the
world’s most respected democratic institutions,
would benefit immensely from ONOE. Conducting
simultaneous elections enables the ECI to focus its
entire capacity and expertise on a single,
meticulously planned national exercise. This also
opens space for greater use of digital technologies,
e-rolls, and advanced voter data management
systems, ensuring transparency, efficiency, and
credibility.

Historical Context and Global Precedents

Simultaneous elections are not a novelty in India.
Between 1952 and 1967, India successfully
conducted concurrent elections for the Lok Sabha
and State Assemblies. The practice was disrupted
only after premature dissolutions of certain state
governments.

Globally, countries such as South Africa, Sweden,
and Indonesia maintain synchronised national and
regional elections, demonstrating that such
systems strengthen governance while preserving
democratic vibrancy. ONOE is thus not a radical
departure — it is a restoration of a proven, efficient
democratic rhythm that India once followed with
great success.

Addressing Concerns and Building Consensus

Critics often express apprehension regarding
constitutional amendments and federal
representation. However, ONOE, as envisioned by
Prime Minister Modi, is not about centralisation but
about synchronisation. Every State retains its
autonomy; every voter retains their democratic
choice. The reform merely aligns electoral
schedules, reducing friction without altering
representation.

A phased approach, as suggested by the Law
Commission and NITI Aayog, can ensure smooth
implementation, beginning with synchronising a set
of States and progressively expanding nationwide.

Youth, Reform, and the Future of Indian

Democracy

For India’s youth, ONOE represents a generational
leap in democratic modernisation. It creates a
stable governance ecosystem where policy focus
replaces political volatility, and where long-term
developmental goals, infrastructure, innovation,
and employment are pursued without interruption.

Young citizens and BJYM karyakartas have a crucial
role in leading this intellectual and grassroots
movement. ONOE embodies the “New India” ethos
of efficiency in governance, stability in politics, and
unity in purpose.

It is a reform that will not only redefine our
electoral process but also deepen our democratic
maturity, making India’s democracy more
predictable, participatory, and
performance-oriented.

A Reform Whose Time Has Come

One Nation, One Election is more than an
administrative idea; it is a governance revolution
that promises to strengthen democratic efficiency,
enhance policy continuity, and deliver fiscal
prudence. It aligns perfectly with the larger national
vision of Viksit Bharat 2047, in which India stands as
a model of political stability, administrative
coherence, and developmental integrity.

By synchronising elections, we synchronise our
collective national effort. ONOE is a reform rooted
not in convenience, but in conviction, a conviction
that governance must never be hostage to electoral
cycles.

As a proud BJP karyakarta and as an ordinary citizen
of this extraordinary nation, | see One Nation, One
Election as a vital step toward realising the Prime
Minister’s dream of a prosperous, stable, and united
Bharat, a Bharat that leads not only in democracy,
but in democratic efficiency.
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Governance
Without
Breaks: How
ONOE Restores
Continuity and
Efficiency

Nandan Mallya
District President, BJYM
Dakshina Kannada,
Karnataka

India, the world’s largest democracy, is a land
where elections are celebrated as festivals of public
participation. Yet, frequent elections across
different states and levels of governance have also
created certain structural challenges. The idea of
“One Nation, One Election” (ONOE), envisioned by
Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi, offers a
forward-looking solution that can transform India’s
governance model, ensuring stability, policy
continuity, and development without disruption.
The Challenge of Frequent Elections

India witnesses an election almost every few
months, Lok Sabha, State Assemblies, Panchayats,
and Urban Local Bodies, each bringing the Model
Code of Conduct (MCC) into effect. While the MCC
upholds the sanctity of free and fair elections, it
temporarily halts new policy announcements,
project inaugurations, and disbursements of funds.
In a country as vast and diverse as ours, this
recurring cycle often leads to policy paralysis,
delaying welfare schemes and infrastructure
projects. The cumulative effect is a slowdown in
governance momentum and a strain on both human
and financial resources.
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Governance without Interruption

Synchronising elections under ONOE would
drastically reduce the number of MCC-imposed
governance breaks. A unified election schedule
ensures that governments at both the Centre and
the States have an undisturbed tenure to focus on
performance, not on perpetual electioneering.
Ministers, bureaucrats, and local administrators can
dedicate their time and energy toward executing
developmental programs, rather than diverting
attention to repeated election preparations.

Continuity in governance would also enable better
planning and execution of flagship schemes such as
Pradhan Mantri Awas Yojana, Ayushman Bharat, Jal
Jeevan Mission, and PM Gati Shakti. Currently,
projects often face stoppages during election
periods in one state or another, leading to delays,
cost overruns, and logistical complications. ONOE
would ensure a seamless pace of execution.

Policy Continuity and Long-Term Vision

Elections held at staggered intervals encourage
short-term populism, in which governments focus
on immediate gains rather than sustained reform.
ONOE, by providing five years of uninterrupted
governance, can restore focus on long-term policy
vision. For instance, major national initiatives such
as Digital India and Atmanirbhar Bharat require
sustained collaboration between the Centre and
States. With synchronised elections, governments
at all levels would start and conclude their terms
together, fostering policy alignment and
cooperative federalism.

This means states and the Centre can jointly plan
and implement multi-year strategies in agriculture,
education, renewable energy, and urban
development without the constant pressure of
upcoming polls. The resulting synergy would
strengthen India's federal fabric while enhancing
policy predictability and investor confidence.

Cooperative Federalism in Action

When all governments are elected around the same
time, political cycles will align, reducing friction and
improving cooperation between the Union and State
Governments. It also creates an opportunity for

collective accountability, where both levels of
government can be evaluated simultaneously by the
people. This synchronisation would encourage
political consensus, reduce policy reversals, and
promote “Team India” governance, a concept
repeatedly emphasised by Prime Minister Modi.

Moreover, financial prudence is another dimension.
Conducting multiple elections consumes enormous
public funds and administrative effort. The Election
Commission, security forces, and government
machinery repeatedly mobilised, diverting attention
from day-to-day governance. ONOE would
consolidate these efforts to ensure optimal resource
utilisation.

Uninterrupted Welfare and

Development

Delivery  of

Welfare programs are the backbone of India’s
inclusive growth model. Schemes like PM Kisan
Samman Nidhi or Ujjwala Yojana depend on timely
implementation and coordination. Repeated MCC
restrictions often delay benefits to lakhs of
beneficiaries. Under ONOE, citizens would enjoy
consistent and uninterrupted delivery of welfare
benefits, ensuring that no deserving family is left
waiting due to an administrative pause.

Similarly, infrastructure projects, such as highways,
railways, ports, airports, and digital networks,
require continuous execution over several years.
Unified elections will ensure that India’s
developmental engine runs smoothly, free from
periodic halts.

“One Nation, One Election” is not merely an
administrative reform it is a revolution in
democratic efficiency. It empowers governments to
govern effectively, citizens to experience the full
impact of welfare schemes, and institutions to
operate with clarity and continuity.

As India marches toward Viksit Bharat@2047, policy
continuity and governance stability will be the twin
pillars of progress. ONOE promises to make
governance more efficient, more accountable, and
more development-oriented, truly embodying the
spirit of “Sabka Saath, Sabka Vikas, Sabka Vishwas,
Sabka Prayas.”
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‘Democracy'’s strength
lies not just in casting votes,
but also in ensuring
governance that is

seamless, effective,
and accountable.”

- Former President
Ram Nath Kovind

A Stronger

Federal India

Through
Stability and

Simultaneous

Elections

Ruchir Kamboj
Columnist

India’s democracy, the largest and most diverse in
the world, faces a unique challenge: frequent,
staggered elections scattered throughout the year.
While elections are essential to democratic vitality,
this cycle disrupts governance repeatedly and
strains public resources. The government’s One
Nation, One Election (ONOE) initiative aims to
synchronise elections for the Lok Sabha and all
state assemblies, reducing these disruptions and
allowing governments to focus fully on
development.

Between 1951 and 1967, India successfully held
synchronised elections. However, political
instability in the late 1960s caused elections to
become staggered, spreading them across the
calendar. This fragmentation repeatedly invokes the
Model Code of Conduct, pausing government
projects and delaying critical infrastructure, leading
to policy paralysis. A study by the Ministry of
Statistics and Programme Implementation (MOSPI)
found that about 25% of infrastructure projects face
election-related delays. Building on this finding,
ONOE seeks to confine these interruptions to a
single electoral period every five years, enabling
consistent delivery of services in health, education,
and welfare during the rest of the term.
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The Kovind Committee estimated that
synchronising elections could boost India’s GDP
growth by as much as 1.5 percentage points beyond
what we see today. In concrete terms, that could
mean savings of 345 lakh crore over a
parliamentary cycle. This isn’t just money, it’s an
opportunity to reinvest in schools, roads, hospitals,
and rural development. Imagine the difference this
could make to everyday lives across the country.

Looking globally to reinforce these benefits, many
federal democracies use synchronised elections to
enhance efficiency. Mexico’s six-year combined
elections have cut costs by nearly 30%. South
Africa’s concurrent national and provincial polls
maintain a steady voter turnout of about 65% while
saving logistics costs. In the US, states aligning
local elections with federal ones see turnout gains
of 10-15 percentage points and roughly 20% lower
administrative expenses. These examples vividly
illustrate the real advantages ONOE could bring to
India, both in governance efficacy and democratic
participation.

Some critics worry that ONOE might weaken India’s
federal structure. However, constitutional experts
note that the reform carefully balances
synchronization with preserving state autonomy.
Amendments under ONOE retain legislative
independence, allowing states to robustly address
local issues. International experience, such as in
Germany, confirms that synchronised elections can
strengthen, rather than diminish, federal democracy
by enhancing political stability and voter clarity
without compromising the autonomy of regional
governments.

Supporting this smooth electoral process,
technological advances further support ONOE’s
potential success. The One Nation, One Identity
scheme links biometric voter IDs to digital
databases, reducing errors and fraud. Combined
with India’s Digital India initiatives, this technology
ensures fair and transparent elections for over 900
million voters. As held by the Supreme Court in
Union of India vs Association for Democratic
Reforms (2002), “The purity of elections is the
lifeblood of democratic governance.” This
underscores the essential need for election reforms

that ensure credible and trustworthy electoral
processes, objectives central to the ONOE initiative.

Beyond domestic governance, ONOE also bolsters
India’s global standing. Political stability reassures
international investors and diplomatic partners. For
instance, Germany’s synchronised elections
coincided with attracting over €1.5 trillion in foreign
direct investment in 2024, signalling institutional
maturity. Likewise, India’s synchronised polls would
project stable governance, enhancing confidence
for trade, defence cooperation, and climate
commitments.

Another critical dimension is national security.
Consolidating elections allows a consistent
deployment of paramilitary forces along India’s
15,000-kilometre land borders rather than cyclic
redeployments for frequent elections. This
continuous focus is crucial in managing external
threats and safeguarding the nation.

Recognising India’s vast socio-political diversity,
the government’s phased, consultative approach to
ONOE encourages dialogue, consensus-building,
and constitutional safeguards to ensure smooth,
inclusive implementation.

ONOE is more than an administrative reform; it is a
democratic evolution. By reducing voter fatigue,
strengthening federalism, and ensuring
uninterrupted governance, it brings India closer to
the ideal where choice and stability coexist. The
initiative honours India’s democratic traditions
while modernising its governance for the
challenges of a rapidly changing world. It promises
streamlined  elections, stronger federalism,
enhanced voter engagement, and a stable political
environment that propels India’s progress on the
global stage.
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Why India’s Young Voters Must
Lead the ONOE Movement

Santhati Srinavya
Senior Lecturer, Vinex IAS Academy, Visakhapatnam

India is one of the largest democracies in the world,
and for such a large democracy, a vibrant and
robust electoral system is mandatory. While in
several democracies, electoral laws are regularly
updated to meet societal needs, in India, there has
been a severe lack of electoral reform, which has
dramatically affected the efficiency of democratic
governance.

Earlier, in post-independent India, elections were
conducted simultaneously for both the Central and
State legislatures. The elections began during the
period 1951-52, and since then until the year 1967,
the same continued. However, after 1967, there
were several dissolutions of the State assemblies
and thereafter the Lok Sabha. Since then, elections
have been held separately for the State and Central
legislatures every five years, and this has
continued.
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India, with its vast and vibrant youth population,
stands at a critical juncture in its democratic
journey. The country's future is full of possibilities,
and it is imperative that its young citizens play an
active role in shaping its governance. One potential
innovation that could revolutionise India's
governance is the concept of "One Nation, One
Election" (ONOE). This system, which involves
holding simultaneous elections for the Lok Sabha
and state assemblies, has been gaining traction in
recent years. In this essay, we will explore why
India's youth should champion ONOE as a
governance innovation, how it can promote
efficiency, unity, and stability, and the role the
Bharatiya Janata Yuva Morcha (BJYM) can play in
leading intellectual and grassroots advocacy for
ONOE.
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Why India's Youth Should Champion ONOE?

India's youth, comprising over 65% of the
population, is the country's most valuable resource.
They are energetic, idealistic, and eager to bring
about change. However, they had long been
disillusioned with the prevailing state of politics
often marked by corruption, inefficiency and
divisiveness. Since 2014, the BJP's emergence has
shifted the political landscape, aiming to restore
public trust and deliver effective governance. ONOE
offers a unique opportunity for young Indians to
reshape the country's governance and politics.

By holding simultaneous elections, ONOE can help
reduce the massive costs of frequent elections,
freeing up funds for more productive sectors like
education, healthcare, and infrastructure. This can
benefit youth by providing better opportunities for
education, employment, and personal growth.
Moreover, ONOE can help reduce the impact of
money, power and muscle power in elections,
creating a more level playing field for young
candidates and parties that represent their
interests.

ONOE as a Generational Reform for Efficiency,
Unity, and Stability

ONOE has the potential to bring about significant
improvements in governance by promoting
efficiency, unity, and stability. By holding
simultaneous elections, the government can ensure
that its policies and programs are implemented
without interruptions, leading to more effective
governance. This can help address pressing issues
like unemployment, poverty, and corruption, which
are critical concerns for young Indians.

Moreover, ONOE can help promote national unity by
reducing the emphasis on regional and parochial
issues that often dominate election campaigns. By
voting on a single day, citizens can focus on
national issues and priorities, rather than getting
bogged down in local considerations. This can help
foster a sense of national identity and citizenship,
which is essential for India's growth and
development.

The Role of BJYM in Leading Intellectual and

Grassroots Advocacy for ONOE

The BJYM, as the youth wing of the Bharatiya Janata
Party, plays a critical role in promoting ONOE and
mobilising support for this reform. With its vast
network of young activists across the country, the
BJYM can engage in intellectual and grassroots
advocacy to raise awareness about the benefits of
ONOE.

Some potential strategies that the BJYM can adopt
include:

e Organising Seminars and Workshops: The BJYM
can organise seminars, workshops, and
conferences to discuss the benefits and
challenges of ONOE, bringing together experts,
policymakers, and young people to share their
perspectives.

* Social Media Campaigns: The BJYM can leverage
social media platforms to raise awareness
about ONOE, using hashtags, infographics, and
short videos to reach a wider audience.

» Grassroots Mobilization: The BJYM can mobilize
young people at the grassroots level, organizing
rallies, protests, and signature campaigns to
build public support for ONOE.

* Research and Policy Analysis: The BJYM can
conduct research and analysis on the impact of
ONOE, providing policymakers with data-driven
insights to inform their decisions.

Conclusion

In conclusion, ONOE has the potential to
revolutionise India's governance and politics,
promoting efficiency, unity, and stability. India's
youth, with their energy, idealism, and desire for
change, are perfectly positioned to champion this
reform. The BJYM, with its vast network of young
activists, can play a critical role in promoting ONOE
and mobilising support for this reform. By working
together, we can create a brighter future for India,
one that is characterised by good governance,
national unity, and prosperity for all.

As Swami Vivekananda once said, "We are the
makers of our own destiny, and the responsibility
lies with us." Let us seize this opportunity to shape
India's future and create a better tomorrow for
ourselves and future generations.
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ONOE Made Simple:
What Today’s Youth Should Know

Varshini Venkatesh
Chartered Accountant with Specialisation in Forensic Accounting

As the youth of today’s Bharat, we may find the
concept of One Nation, One Election (ONOE)
unfamiliar. However, this is not the case. Following
the adoption of the Constitution, elections for both
the Lok Sabha and State Legislative Assemblies
were held simultaneously from 1951 to 1967. The
first general elections took place in 1951-52,
followed by synchronised elections in 1957, 1962,
and 1967. This system of concurrent elections was
disrupted in 1968 and 1969 when several State
Legislative Assemblies were dissolved prematurely.

Fast forward to the present, and we see the
fragmented election system that has evolved over
time. The High-Level Committee on Simultaneous
Elections, chaired by former President Ram Nath

Kovind, conducted extensive deliberations,
gathered responses from the public, political
parties, and experts, and assessed public

sentiment, economic impact, and the legal and
constitutional feasibility of ONOE. The committee
proposed a single electoral roll and voter ID card
(EPIC), recommending a phased implementation of
simultaneous elections in two stages.

Critics argue that ONOE threatens federalism,
democracy, and the unity in diversity of India,
claiming it could lead to a standstill on regional
issues and amounts to "penny-wise, pound-foolish."
However, | question whether these concerns are
genuine or merely reflect insecurity. The criticisms
seem baseless and unfounded. Let’s examine them
one by one.

Massive
Other

1. Frequent Elections Lead to
Expenditures by Government and
Stakeholders

Critics claim there will be no significant savings for
the exchequer from implementing ONOE,
suggesting it will yield only minor savings.

Reality: According to a report by NITI Aayog, the
cost of conducting the 2014 Lok Sabha elections
was approximately INR 3,870 crores. Reports
indicate that the government spent around INR 300
crores on the 2015 Bihar Assembly elections and INR
240 crores on the 2017 Gujarat Assembly elections.
In contrast, the Election Commission of India
estimates that conducting simultaneous elections
for both the Lok Sabha and State Assemblies would
cost around INR 4,500 crores. These figures suggest
that simultaneous elections could significantly
reduce election expenditures.




Regarding government expenditure, the following
framework applies for cost-sharing between the
Union Government and the States:

» a) The Government of India bears the entire cost
of conducting Lok Sabha elections, while State

Governments bear the costs for State
Legislative Assembly elections when held
independently.

e b) If Lok Sabha and State Legislative Assembly
elections are conducted concurrently, the
expenditure is shared between the Government
of India and the respective State Governments.
The State Governments cover the initial costs,
and upon submission of an audited report, the
Government of India reimburses its share.

* () Expenditures related to common concerns for
both the Union and State Governments, such as
election establishment and electoral roll
preparation, are shared equally, regardless of
whether they pertain to Lok Sabha or State
Legislative elections. Even for Lok Sabha
elections, costs related to law-and-order
maintenance are the responsibility of the
respective State Governments.

This efficiency in election expenditures could
enhance fiscal space for both the State and Union
Governments, enabling greater investment in
national development priorities without
compromising the country's democratic structure.

2. Impact on Governance Due to the Model Code of
Conduct

Critics claim that governance suffers not because of
the Model Code of Conduct (MCC), which only
restricts the announcement of policy decisions
during elections, but due to poor political
management and excessive spending on political
rallies by the ruling party.

Reality: The MCC is a set of guidelines that political
parties and candidates must adhere to during
elections. It applies nationwide during Lok Sabha
elections and statewide during Legislative
Assembly elections. As a result, except for routine
administrative activities, most new development
programs, welfare schemes, and capital projects are
suspended during the MCC. The Parliamentary

Standing Committee's 79th report articulates the
problems caused by the MCC, stating that it halts
development programs and activities of both the
Union and State Governments in poll-bound areas,
leading to policy paralysis and governance deficits.

Assuming the average duration of the MCC is 2
months during State Assembly elections, NITI
Aayog's analysis suggests it could be applicable for
about 4 months or more each year. This means that
development projects and programs from both State
and Union Governments may be adversely affected
for about one-third of the available implementation
time. Such a situation is undesirable and warrants
serious consideration and corrective measures.

3. Operational Feasibility of Implementing ONOE

Critics argue that the practical challenges of
implementing ONOE are significant, citing logistical
difficulties.

Reality: The Election Commission of India (ECI) has
confirmed that simultaneous elections are
operationally feasible. In an interview, Chief
Election Commissioner Nasim Zaidi stated, “As a
Commission, this is our recommendation to the Law
Ministry: elections in the country can be held
together for both State Assemblies and the Lok
Sabha. To conduct these elections simultaneously,
we would need logistical arrangements, such as
procuring additional electronic voting machines,
hiring temporary workers, and staggering the
election dates. We support the proposal for
simultaneous elections, provided there s
consensus among political parties and necessary
constitutional amendments.”

The arguments presented indicate that while there
may be increased pressure on resources to
implement simultaneous elections, it is indeed
feasible from an operational standpoint.

One Nation, One Election is undoubtedly a boon for
Bharat. It will eliminate several bottlenecks and
cumbersome processes. As always, our Prime
Minister’s vision for implementing ONOE will
resonate with the youth and prove successful, much
as the transition before and after the
implementation of GST did.

—————— BJYM Magazine | 63



The idea of "One Nation, One
Election" (ONOE) is a prominent
concept in India's electoral reform

One Nation, One
Election: A Step  Ibirritiienti gty
Towards Better simultaneous elections for the Lok

Sabha and State Legislative
Governance Assemblies. This proposition seeks

to synchronise all major electoral
cycles at the national, state, and,
potentially, local government levels
by aligning election dates, ideally
within the same five-year cycle. The
concept's resurgence is driven by
the goal of enhancing
administrative efficiency, reducing
electoral expenditure, and ensuring
streamlined governance.
Proponents argue that
synchronised elections would
alleviate the financial burden
associated with recurring polls and
mitigate the policy stagnation
often caused by the frequent
imposition of the Model Code of
Conduct (MCC).



The History of Simultaneous Elections in India
The notion of simultaneous elections is not
something that has emerged out of the blue but
instead is rooted in the early practices of the
nation's democratic structure post-independence.
India  successfully conducted  simultaneous
elections during its first four General Elections:
1951-1952, 1957, 1962, and 1967. This system was the
prevailing norm until it was disrupted in the
mid-1960s. Key events that dismantled the uniform
electoral calendar included the frequent dissolution
of legislative bodies and the arbitrary imposition of
emergencies in states by the Union Government,
which misused Articles 356 and 352, further leading
to an inconsistent electoral framework. For
example, the term of the Fifth Lok Sabha was
extended until 1977 due to the declaration of
emergency under Article 352. These disruptions
resulted in staggered electoral timelines across the
country

Resurgence of the Idea

The concept resurfaced in policy discussions in
recent decades. The Election Commission of India
(ECI) first recommended a return to concurrent
voting in its Annual Report published in April 1984.
The idea was later proposed by Shri L.K. Advani in
1995 and formally proposed by the Law Commission
of India (LCI) in its 170th Report in 1999. The current
Modi-led NDA government has shown keen interest
in conducting simultaneous polls, listing them in
the 2014 Lok Sabha election manifesto. This interest
was reaffirmed by the NITI Aayog's 2017 discussion
paper and the subsequent establishment of a
High-Level Committee. Most recently, the Union
Cabinet accepted the recommendations of the
High-Level Committee on Simultaneous Elections,
chaired by former President Shri Ram Nath Kovind,
on September 18, 2024. This committee functioned
for 191 days and submitted its extensive report on
March 14, 2024. The Committee recommended
implementing simultaneous elections in two
phases: the first phase covering the Lok Sabha and
State Legislative Assemblies, and the second phase
extending synchronisation to local bodies
(Panchayats and Municipalities) within 100 days of
the general elections.

The Current Need for One Nation, One Election

The advocacy for reviving ONOE stems from the
critical challenges posed by the fragmented,
staggered electoral system currently prevalent in
India, where at least one part of the country is
electorally active almost every six months. Frequent
elections place a substantial strain on the
government’s exchequer. Proponents argue that

consolidating election schedules would
significantly reduce costs for logistics, the
deployment of security forces, and polling

personnel, allowing funds to be reallocated to
crucial developmental sectors. Frequent elections,
particularly in a multi-tiered democracy, divert
governmental focus from long-term policymaking to
short-term electoral gains. The imposition of the
Model Code of Conduct (MCC) during election
periods restricts policy announcements and
development projects, exacerbating governance
delays. Data indicates that the MCC was in force for
a cumulative 676 days between 2019 and 2024,
meaning the nation spends roughly 113 days
annually under these restrictions, which can hinder
infrastructure development and welfare schemes.
Synchronising polls would reduce the frequency of

MCC enforcement, ensuring greater policy
continuity and stability.
Crucial manpower, including teachers from

state-run schools, is often drawn away for
prolonged periods, compromising their primary
duties. A synchronised election would optimise the
mobilisation of manpower and security forces,
reducing the repetitive strain on government
resources. The continuous cycle of elections induces
"voters' fatigue". Advocates suggest that reducing
the number of electoral cycles would encourage
citizens to focus on the broader implications of
governance, potentially leading to increased voter
turnout and more informed decision-making,
thereby enhancing democratic legitimacy. The
current push for ONOE is also aligned with the
vision of national integration and modernisation.

Will not Affect the Federal Structure

Proponents and experts in the electoral reform
debate argue that ONOE is not anti-federalist and
can be implemented through mechanisms and
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safeguards designed to preserve the federal ethos,
democratic diversity, and state autonomy. Under
this model, state elections would be grouped into

clusters based on geographical or thematic
similarities and synchronised regionally over the
course of a year, rather than mandating a
nationwide single-day election. This clustering
approach maintains the distinctiveness of regional
issues and identities. By having intervals between
clustered elections, this phased approach provides
adequate time to address local priorities and
logistical challenges, aligning with India's federal
structure.

The adoption of a constructive vote of no confidence
is recommended, drawing on international practices
such as the German model. This mechanism ensures
that an incumbent government can only be
overthrown if the opposition simultaneously names
an alternative leader who secures the confidence of
the house. This measure ensures the continuity of
government without disruption and prevents the
frequent collapse of legislative bodies, which would
otherwise necessitate central intervention or
unscheduled polls. Achieving ONOE demands
political and public consensus. Engaging regional
parties, state governments, constitutional experts,
and civil society organisations in structured

consultations is deemed essential to mitigate
apprehensions about centralisation and ensure
inclusiveness. This consultative process seeks to
preserve India's democratic ethos by acknowledging
its complex socio-political architecture.

In essence, the argument that ONOE is not against
federalism rests on the idea that India can maintain
its decentralised structure and political diversity by
implementing the reform in a phased, gradual
manner, backed by strong institutional safeguards
such as the CVNC and existing judicial oversight.
That actively prevents the central government from
arbitrarily manipulating state terms or undermining
regional autonomy. Thus, ONOE should not be
viewed as a binary contest between centralisation
and federalism but rather as an opportunity to
modernise India’s electoral processes in a manner
that balances efficiency with inclusivity. The
success of this reform ultimately rests on achieving
a broad-based political consensus, respecting
constitutional  federalism, and instituting
safeguards that protect regional voices. If
implemented with caution, transparency, and
collaboration, ONOE has the potential to strengthen
India’s democracy by enhancing governance
stability while honouring the pluralistic spirit of the
federal system.
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An independent Bharat born at midnight on 14-15
August 1947 amid various challenges of national
unity, partition trauma, communalism, regionalism,
poverty and many more. One of the biggest
challenges in the nation-building process is to
establish democracy. Until then, democracy only
existed in prosperous and elite countries, mainly in
Europe and North America, with limited voting
rights excluding women. Bharat's experiment with
the Universal Adult Franchise is bold and risky. In
1951-52, Bharat held its first general elections, in
which every adult citizen had the right to vote
regardless of caste, religion, gender, or education.
This was the first test of democracy with massive
challenges like widespread poverty, illiteracy and
poor infrastructure. Organiser, a magazine critic
that Jawaharlal Nehru would live to confess the
failure of Universal Adult Franchise in India. The
Bharat experiment had proved the critics wrong. The
Times (London) and The New York Times called the
election “a miracle of organisation” and “ a bold

o experiment that succeeded against all odds”.
Reforming

Since independence, over 400 Lok Sabha elections

Bharat’s and state Legislative Assembly elections have

showcased our commitment to Bharat’s democratic
EleCtOI'al framework. But the question is: should conducting

elections be the only criterion for testing democracy
in the 21st century? In this context, the procedure

Rhythm: should be as fair as the outcome. The cause and

effect of election procedures and outcomes must be

The ONOE transparent and accountable, maintaining an

equilibrium essential to the quality of democracy
Im el'ative that Bharat can uphold. However, the fragmented

p and frequent nature of elections has highlighted
the need for a more efficient electoral system. One
Nation One Election is not a new idea. Bharat
followed it simultaneously from 1951 to 1967. After
that, due to political disruptions such as the
declaration of emergency (Article 352), imposition
of President's rule (Article 356) in certain states,
premature dissolution, and term extension, these

challenges have become recurring and disrupted
the cycle of simultaneous elections.
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Resurgence of One Nation One Election

The resurgence of “One Nation, One Election” is
another phase of experimentation with the Bharat
democracy. The High-level committee on
Simultaneous election, chaired by Shri Ramnath
Kovind, recommends synchronising Lok Sabha, State
Assembly, and local body elections in India to
minimise the frequency of elections and their
associated costs, streamline governance, and
reduce disruption caused by election-related
activities. They propose 15 constitutional
amendments through 2 bills:

e st bill establishes the transition process,
empowering parliament to legislate on
Simultaneous elections. The amendment
addresses the premature dissolution of the
Houses and includes Union territories.

« 2nd Bill focuses on local body elections,
requiring state ratification.

Advantages and Challenges

Advantages include cost savings, consistent voting
turnout, efficient use of resources by reducing the
burden on manpower, reduced electoral and
logistical pressure, stable governance by focusing
on the long-term implementation of welfare
schemes and policies, and avoiding frequent
disruptions to governance due to the Model Code of
Conduct. This makes the governance model more
organised, efficient, and better optimised in terms
of resources and decision-making.

But One Nation One Election has its own lacunas.
The biggest challenge is achieving political
consensus. Some suggest that, under one-nation,
one-election systems, the top party is more likely to
win. Another challenge is that national issues might
overshadow local ones, and eventually the national
parties will benefit, while the regional parties might
struggle. Federal concern, delays, administrative
complexities and potential errors could arise due to
the sheer scale of the simultaneous election. All
these concerns should be addressed to rally the
public behind the idea and build wider political
consensus.

Global context and way forward

Countries like Belgium, Sweden, Brazil, the USA (to
some extent), and South Africa hold simultaneous
elections. It is a bit difficult to say that the Western
model of simultaneous elections would work in
Bharat. In our country, conducting elections is a
mammoth exercise due to its population and size,
and because it uses a first-past-the-post system,
unlike smaller countries like Belgium, which use
Proportional Representation. Bharat must have its
own indigenous model of simultaneous elections,
suitable to the country's size and population, that
addresses structural inefficiencies and reflects
people's aspirations and trust in the democratic
process.

The government should adopt a bottom-up
approach to better implement ONOE, alongside
political deliberation with primary think tanks.

BJYM, as the world's largest youth political
organisation, can play an essential role in turning
the ONOE vision into a mass movement for
democratic modernisation, by educating Bharat
youth, the architects of the 21st-century governance
model. This can be done by organising policy
dialogues, campus debates, conducting local
workshops, and running digital campaigns. BJYM
acts as a bridge between policymakers and the
youth, ensuring the reform remains both inclusive
and pragmatic.

Thus, the 21st Century of Bharat's experiment with
One Nation and One Election is rooted in electoral
reforms that make the process and outcomes fairer
and more inclusive through a
technocrat-youth-centric model.
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