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Abstract
The term “One Nation, One Election” refers to a practice of conducting elections of the Lok
Sabha and state legislative assemblies simultaneously in India. The goal of this project is to
simplify the electoral system, economize on expenditure for elections, and improve
governance. This research attempts to investigate the model’s feasibility and opportunities
such as cost reduction, ease of administration, and voter participation. At the same time, it
tries to understand the diversity of regional politics, logistical challenges, and federalism.
The report completes a detailed qualitative and quantitative analysis of the issue and
demonstrates various facets of this problem. This report also provides insights regarding the
different systems and structures that are needed for its implementation. Some benefits are
clear, but the challenges of adopting such a system are significant structural and
constitutional changes. The report ends with an analysis and suggestions on how India can
incrementally work towards the vision of simultaneous elections — essentially designing a
political support framework. The concept of “One Nation, One Election” asputes a unified
election for the Lok Shabha and the state legislative bodies. These elections, if held together,
would reduce the expenditure on voting, and other election related processes, as well as
enhance the governance in India. This research proposes both the benefits and the drawbacks
to implementing these reforms. Utilizing both supportive and opposing data, this study
highlights the complex nature of implementing these theories. Out of all the conclusions
drawn, the most salient consist on the need for amending the structure and frame work of
India, a deeply rooted country with all sorts of traditional customs. Before India can hold

simultaneous elections, strong institutions supporting the policy are necessary.
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Introduction

The term ‘One Nation, One Election’ is
associated with the idea of holding
simultaneous elections for the Lok Sabha
and state assemblies in India. It hopes to
combine and synchronize the frequency of
elections, both at the national and state
levels, with the intention of saving
monetary resources and cut down on the
hassle of campaigning.

The concept of Simultaneous
Elections is not new to India. Besides the
first general elections in 1952, most
elections until 1967 were held at roughly
the same time. However, this was
disrupted largely due to different timelines
for the dissolution of state assemblies,
which led to staggered elections at both
state and national levels. Recently,
however, the increasing concerns of
‘electoral fatigue’, increased expenses, and
governance during term have driven the
debate in favor of concurrent elections.

Hence, the objective of this study
is to evaluate the viability of simultaneous
elections in present-day India. The main
goals of the study are:

e Evaluate the possibility of holding
concurrent elections in India.

e Consider the possible advantages
such as cost savings,
administrative  efficiencies and
political stability.

e Consider the hurdles, including
logistical challenges, constitutional
changes, and effects on federalism.
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e Explore the broader implications of
such a reform on governance, the
economy and how India's federal
system will work.

The examination of the theoretical and

practical effects of conducting
synchronous elections in India is the focus
of this research. It assesses the logistical,
political and constitutional challenges of
doing so. Besides, the study analyses the
ramifications on Indian democracy,
federalism and governance.

Literature Review

The concept of simultaneous elections is
not new to India. From 1952 to 1967, Lok
Sabha and state legislative assembly
elections were held together. However,
due to political instability and premature
dissolution of assemblies, this system
collapsed. Since then, India has moved to a
staggered election cycle, leading to
frequent  electoral processes  and
governance disruptions.

Globally, several democracies such as the
United States, South Africa, and Sweden
conduct elections at fixed intervals,
ensuring a synchronized governance
model. Research indicates that
synchronized elections contribute to
administrative  efficiency and  voter
engagement while reducing electoral
expenditure. However, the feasibility of
such a system in India, with its complex
federal structure and diverse political
landscape, remains a subject of debate
(Palshikar, 2018; Kumar & Gupta, 2021).



Studies suggest that the primary benefits
of simultaneous elections include:

Cost Efficiency: The Election
Commission of India (ECI) reports
that the cost of conducting
elections has  been  rising
significantly. A 2019 NITI Aayog
report estimated that holding
simultaneous elections could lead
to substantial savings in
administrative and security
expenses.

Governance and Policy Continuity:
Frequent elections lead to the
imposition of the Model Code of
Conduct (MCC), disrupting policy
implementation. Research by Suri
(2020) highlights that synchronized
elections could provide
governments with longer
uninterrupted tenures for policy
execution.

Reduced Electoral Fatigue: Voter
turnout often declines in successive
elections due to electoral fatigue.
Comparative studies from
Indonesia and Germany suggest
that synchronized elections lead to
increased  voter  engagement
(Sharma & Das, 2019).

Despite the potential benefits, various
scholars and policymakers highlight
significant challenges:

Constitutional Amendments:
Implementing "One Nation, One
Election"”  requires  amending
multiple  provisions  of  the
Constitution, particularly Articles
83, 172, and 356, which define the
terms of legislatures and provisions
for President’s Rule.

Impact on Federalism: India’s
federal structure allows states to
exercise autonomy in governance.
Research by Mehta (2021) warns
that simultaneous elections might

centralize political power,
diminishing  regional parties'
influence.
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Logistical Hurdles: The ECI would
need massive resources, including
electronic voting machines
(EVMs), security personnel, and
polling infrastructure, to ensure
smooth  nationwide  elections
(Chakraborty, 2022).

Methodology

1.Research Design
This study employs a mixed-methods

approach,
quantitative analysis to examine

and
the

integrating  qualitative

feasibility and impact of simultaneous
elections in India.

2. Data Collection Methods

Primary Data:

1. Surveys and interviews with
political analysts, election
commission officials, and

policymakers.

Case studies of past elections in
India and comparative studies
from  other  countries  with
synchronized election systems.
Secondary Data:

Analysis of reports from the
Election Commission of India,
NITI Aayog, and the Law
Commission.

Review of academic literature,

policy papers, and government
white papers on electoral reforms.

3. Data Analysis Techniques

Thematic Analysis:  Qualitative
data from interviews and policy
documents will be analyzed to
identify key themes related to
governance, cost-effectiveness,
and federalism.

Comparative Statistical Analysis:
Election costs, voter turnout rates,
and governance efficiency metrics



will be compared across different
election models.

4. Ethical Considerations

The study ensures confidentiality and
neutrality in political analysis, maintaining
an objective approach to evaluating
different perspectives on the issue.

Research Questions

1. How feasible is the implementation
of simultaneous elections in India?

2. What are the necessary
constitutional, legal, and
institutional changes required to
adopt "One Nation, One Election"?

3. How would synchronized elections
impact voter participation and
electoral efficiency?

4. What are the logistical and
administrative ~ challenges  of
conducting nationwide

simultaneous elections?
5. How would simultaneous elections
affect India's federal structure and

the autonomy of state
governments?

6. How have other federal
democracies implemented

synchronized elections, and what
lessons can India learn from them?

7. What could be the long-term
effects on governance, policy
execution, and political

accountability in India?

One Nation One Election
Conceptual Framework:
Nation, One Election

One

The idea of "One Nation, One Election™
(ONOE) refers to the proposal of
conducting simultaneous elections for the
Lok Sabha (Parliament) and all State
Assemblies in India. This concept aims to
streamline the electoral process, reduce the
frequency of elections, and minimize
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governance disruptions caused by repeated
electoral cycles. Historically, India held
simultaneous elections until 1967, after
which political instability led to separate
state and national election schedules. The
recent push for ONOE is driven by
concerns over the economic burden of
frequent elections and the administrative
challenges they pose.

Proposed Models

Implementing ONOE
Several models have been suggested to

for

implement One Nation, One Election
effectively:
1. Full Synchronization Model: This

approach advocates for conducting Lok
Sabha and State Assembly elections on the
same day across the country, ensuring a
uniform electoral cycle.

2. Phased Synchronization Model: Under
this model, elections would be conducted
in phases, aligning a group of states with
the general election cycle over a few years.
3. Two-Election Cycle Model: This
proposal suggests holding elections in two
fixed cycles every five years—one for the
Lok Sabha and a set of states, and another
for the remaining states midway through
the five-year term.

4. Amendment-Based Model: This model
requires constitutional amendments to
adjust the tenure of existing assemblies
and the Lok Sabha to align with a single
election timeline.

While ONOE presents potential benefits,
such as cost savings, improved
governance, and reduced policy paralysis
due to the Model Code of Conduct, it also
raises concerns about federalism, regional
representation, and constitutional
challenges.  Effective  implementation



would require broad political consensus,
legal amendments, and strong institutional
mechanisms to ensure electoral integrity
and democratic fairness.

Historical Context of One Nation,
One Election

India initially followed a system of
simultaneous elections, where Lok Sabha
(Parliament) and State Assembly elections
were held together in 1952, 1957, 1962,
and 1967. This practice ensured political
stability, streamlined governance, and
minimized election-related disruptions.
However, after 1967, this synchronized
electoral system began to break down due
to political instability, frequent dissolution
of assemblies, and the rise of coalition
governments.

The main factors leading to
staggered elections were the dissolution of
State Assemblies before completing their
full five-year terms, the imposition of
President’s Rule in several states, and the
fall of central governments, necessitating
mid-term elections. The 1971 and 1980
Lok Sabha elections, for instance, were
held earlier than scheduled due to political
crises, further disrupting the synchronized
cycle. Similarly, state governments often
collapsed due to defections and political
maneuvering, leading to separate election
schedules. Over time, this resulted in a
scenario where elections took place almost
every year in different parts of the country,
affecting governance, policy continuity,
and economic stability.

The shift from simultaneous to
staggered elections has since become a
norm in India, with the Election
Commission conducting multiple elections
each year. This frequent electoral cycle has
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led to concerns about excessive election-
related expenditure, prolonged application
of the Model Code of Conduct (MCC),
and governance inefficiencies. The "One
Nation, One Election" proposal seeks to
restore the pre-1967 system by
synchronizing elections to reduce these
disruptions while maintaining democratic
principles and federal balance.

Potential Benefits Of One Nation,
One Election

The concept of One Nation, One Election
(ONOE) offers several advantages that can
significantly improve India’s electoral and
governance framework. One of the
primary benefits is the reduction in
election-related costs. Conducting separate
elections for the Lok Sabha and State
Assemblies at different times requires
substantial financial resources for security,
logistics, and election management. A
single, synchronized election would
considerably cut down on government
expenditure, allowing funds to be
redirected towards development initiatives.

Another key advantage is the
minimization of disruption to governance
and administrative machinery. Frequent
elections lead to the repeated imposition of
the Model Code of Conduct (MCC), which
restricts the government from announcing
new policies or implementing major
projects. This disrupts governance and
slows down decision-making processes.
Simultaneous elections would ensure that
the MCC is enforced only once in five
years, allowing governments to function
more efficiently.

Additionally, ONOE would
contribute to improved policy continuity
and stability. The frequent cycle of



elections often results in short-term policy
decisions driven by political
considerations  rather than long-term
national interest. A synchronized election
system would provide governments with a
stable, uninterrupted tenure, enabling them
to focus on sustained economic growth,
governance reforms, and developmental
policies without the constant pressure of
upcoming elections.

While the implementation of
ONOE  presents constitutional and
logistical challenges, its potential benefits
in terms of cost savings, administrative
efficiency, and political stability make it a
compelling electoral reform proposal for
India’s democracy.

Challenges and Concerns of One

Nation, One Election

While the idea of One Nation, One
Election  (ONOE)  offers  several
advantages, it also comes with significant
constitutional, operational, federal, and
political challenges that need to be
carefully addressed before
implementation.

One of the most critical issues is
the constitutional and legal hurdles
associated with aligning election cycles.
The terms of legislatures are governed by
Article 83 (for the Lok Sabha) and Article
172 (for State Assemblies), both of which
set a five-year term unless dissolved
earlier.  Implementing ONOE would
require constitutional amendments to these
provisions, allowing for either an
extension or curtailment of the tenure of
some legislatures to synchronize elections.
Additionally,  Article 324  (which
empowers the Election Commission) and
provisions related to the President’s Rule
under Article 356 may need modifications
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to accommodate a unified electoral
schedule.

From an operational perspective,
conducting simultaneous elections across a
country as large and diverse as India
presents enormous logistical challenges.
Managing voting infrastructure, deploying
security personnel, and ensuring the
smooth functioning of electronic voting
machines (EVMs) and voter-verified paper
audit trails (VVPATS) in a single election
cycle  require  extensive  planning.
Additionally, ensuring fair and free
elections across multiple time zones,
diverse terrains, and regions affected by
law and order issues poses a significant
administrative challenge.

The impact on federalism is
another key concern. India follows a quasi-
federal structure, where both the Center
and states have autonomy in governance.
If all elections are synchronized, states
may lose flexibility in deciding their
election timelines based on political and
governance considerations. This could lead
to a power imbalance between the central
government and state governments,
potentially weakening federal principles.
Critics argue that ONOE might favor
national parties at the expense of regional
parties, reducing the influence of state-
specific issues in elections.

Lastly, political challenges pose a
major obstacle to the implementation of
ONOE. Achieving a consensus among
political parties is difficult, as many
regional parties fear losing their distinct
political identity if elections are held
simultaneously with national elections.
Additionally, national issues such as
defense, foreign policy, and economic
growth may dominate election narratives,
pushing state-level governance issues like
education, healthcare, and infrastructure to



the background. This could weaken local
representation and regional decision-
making in a diverse democracy like India.

While the ONOE proposal aims to
streamline elections and governance,
addressing these challenges requires
careful planning, constitutional reforms,
and broad-based political consensus to
ensure a fair, transparent, and effective
electoral system.

Challenges and Concerns of One

Nation, One Election
While One Nation, One Election
(ONOE) presents several advantages in

terms of cost reduction, governance
stability, and policy continuity, its
implementation faces significant

constitutional, operational, federal, and
political challenges. These concerns must
be carefully addressed before adopting
such a major electoral reform in India’s
democratic framework.

1. Constitutional and Legal Hurdles

The most fundamental challenge in
implementing ONOE is the need for
constitutional amendments to align the
terms of the Lok Sabha and State
Assemblies.  Currently, the Indian
Constitution mandates specific provisions
governing the tenure of legislatures:

e Article 83(2): Specifies that the
Lok Sabha has a fixed five-year
term unless dissolved earlier.

e Article 172(1): Defines the term of
State Legislative Assemblies as
five years from the date of their
first sitting, unless dissolved
sooner.

Since different states hold elections at
different times due to dissolutions, mid-
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term elections, or early assembly
collapses, bringing all elections into a
single cycle would require:

1. Amendment of Articles 83 and 172 to
either extend or reduce the tenure of
certain legislatures to align them with a
common election cycle.
2. Changes to Article 356 (President’s
Rule) to address situations where an
elected state government collapses before
completing its term. Currently, the
President’s Rule allows for temporary
governance by the Center, but ONOE
would require an alternative mechanism to
avoid disruptions.
3. Revisions to Article 324, which grants
the Election Commission the power to
oversee elections, to empower it with
additional responsibilities for managing
synchronized elections nationwide.
Altering these provisions requires a
constitutional amendment through a two-
thirds majority in Parliament, followed by
ratification by at least half of the state
legislatures, making it a complex and
politically sensitive process.

2. Operational Challenges

The logistics of conducting simultaneous
elections across the entire country present
one of the biggest administrative
challenges. Some key concerns include:

e Election Management &
Infrastructure: India has over 900
million eligible voters spread
across more than a million polling
stations. Holding elections on the
same day for both the Lok Sabha
and all State Assemblies would
require €normous resources in
terms of polling booths, electronic
voting machines (EVMs), and
voter-verified paper audit trails



(VVPATS). With a limited number
of EVMs and VVPATS, ensuring
smooth voting operations would
require a massive increase in
electoral infrastructure.

e Security Deployment: Elections
require extensive security
arrangements, including police
forces, paramilitary forces, and
other law enforcement agencies.
Conducting national and state
elections simultaneously would
require the deployment of millions
of security personnel, which could
be logistically difficult, especially
in sensitive regions affected by
insurgency, political violence, or
border tensions.

e Voter Awareness & Complexity: In
a single election cycle, voters
would be required to cast multiple
votes at the same time—one for
their parliamentary representative
and another for their state
legislative assembly representative.
This could lead to voter confusion,
especially in rural and less
educated populations, potentially
impacting the democratic process.

e Counting & Declaration of Results:
Given the enormous scale of
simultaneous  elections,  vote
counting and result declaration
would need to be handled
efficiently to avoid delays and
ensure transparency.

3. Impact on Federalism

India follows a quasi-federal structure,
where both the Center and the states have
distinct powers and responsibilities. The
ONOE proposal raises concerns about
power imbalances between the Union
government and State governments,
particularly regarding election schedules
and governance autonomy.

e Loss of State
Currently, individual

Autonomy:
states can
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decide when to hold their elections
based on political and governance
considerations. If all elections are
synchronized, state governments
would lose  flexibility in
determining their election cycles.

e Impact on State Governments in
Case of Mid-Term Dissolution: If a
state government collapses before
its five-year term, under the ONOE
system, there would be two
options:

1. Temporary President’s Rule until the
next election cycle (which could mean
months or years of central control,
weakening federalism).

2. Holding a separate election for that
state (which contradicts the goal of
ONOE).

e Dominance of National Issues
Over Regional Concerns: In a
simultaneous election, national
political ~ narratives—such  as
economic policies, defense, and
foreign relations—would dominate
the discourse. This could sideline
regional and local issues that are
crucial in  state  elections,
potentially reducing the
representation of regional parties.

4. Political Challenges
The success of ONOE depends on political
consensus, which is difficult to achieve in
India’s diverse multi-party system. Some
key concerns include:

e Resistance from Regional Parties:
Many state and regional parties
fear that simultaneous -elections
will favor national parties like the
BJP and Congress, which have
greater resources and visibility.
Regional parties depend on state-
specific campaigns, which could
be overshadowed by national
election narratives if both elections
happen simultaneously.




e Difficulty in Aligning Different
Political  Interests:  Achieving
consensus among political parties,
especially those governing
different states, is challenging.
Some opposition parties may
oppose ONOE on ideological
grounds, fearing a loss of political
influence.

e Election Fatigue vs. Campaign
Challenges: While ONOE aims to
reduce election fatigue among
voters and political leaders, it also
means that all parties must
campaign for multiple elections
simultaneously, which could strain
their resources and strategic focus.

5. The Challenge of Addressing Electoral

Disruptions
A major question is how ONOE will

handle unexpected political disruptions,
such as:

e Hung Parliaments or Assemblies:
If no party wins a clear majority in
a state or national election, will a
fresh election be held immediately,
or will the system wait for the next
cycle?

e Emergencies & No-Confidence
Motions: If a  government
collapses, will interim governments
be installed, or will fresh elections
be conducted?

e Repercussions of Constitutional
Amendments: Any major changes
to election cycles must align with
democratic  principles, ensuring
that no government extends or
reduces its tenure unfairly.

Comparative Analysis Of One
Nation, One Election

The concept of synchronized elections is
not unique to India and has been
successfully implemented in several
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countries worldwide. Studying these
global examples provides valuable insights
into the advantages, challenges, and
potential adaptations for India. Nations
such as South Africa, Indonesia, and the
United States conduct simultaneous
elections at different levels of governance,
offering useful comparisons for India's
One Nation, One Election (ONOE)
proposal.

Global Examples of Synchronized

Elections

1. South Africa

South Africa follows a system of
synchronized elections, where national,
provincial, and local elections are held
together every five years. This system
ensures political stability, reduces election-
related costs, and enhances administrative
efficiency. The South African Electoral
Commission plays a central role in
managing the entire election process,
ensuring uniformity across different levels
of governance.

Lessons for India:

e The South  African  model
demonstrates that simultaneous
elections can work effectively in a
multi-level governance system with
strong institutional mechanisms.

¢ India's Election Commission would

need similar **nstitutional
strengthening** to handle the
complexity of nationwide

synchronized elections.

2. Indonesia

Indonesia, the world’s third-largest
democracy after India and the U.S.,,
conducts simultaneous elections for the
president, national legislature, and regional
legislatures every five years. The reform
was implemented in 2019 to streamline



governance  and reduce  political
disruptions caused by frequent elections.
However, the transition to this system
posed significant logistical and security
challenges, leading to  operational
difficulties.

Lessons for India:

e Indonesia faced challenges in
managing voter turnout, security
concerns, and election fatigue,
highlighting the need for robust
electoral planning.

e India, with a much larger
population  and  geographical
diversity, must develop efficient
logistical strategies to overcome
these challenges.

3. United States

In the United States, elections are held on
fixed schedules, with presidential elections
every four years and congressional
elections every two years. Additionally,
state and local elections are often
synchronized with national elections,
creating a structured electoral cycle.
However, states have the autonomy to
schedule their elections, ensuring that local
governance issues are not overshadowed
by national concerns.

Lessons for India:

e The U.S. model balances national
and state autonomy by allowing

states to decide their election
schedules within a fixed
framework.

e India could consider a phased
synchronization approach, where
elections are aligned gradually over
time rather than implemented all at
once.

Lessons Learned and Relevance to
India
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Studying global examples reveals
key takeaways for India’s One Nation,
One Election proposal:

1. Institutional Strengthening is Essential

e Countries like South Africa and
Indonesia have strong, independent
electoral commissions that
efficiently ~manage large-scale
simultaneous elections.

e India’s Election Commission must
be empowered with additional
resources, technology, and
autonomy to conduct synchronized
elections without compromising
electoral integrity.

2. Logistical and Security Challenges Must
Be Addressed

e Indonesia's experience highlights
the strain on election infrastructure
and security personnel during a
single large-scale election.

e India must develop efficient voter
management  strategies, deploy
adequate  security forces, and
improve electronic voting machine
(EVM) infrastructure.

3. Balancing National and State Autonomy
is Critical

e The U.S. model allows states to
maintain  some flexibility in
election scheduling, ensuring that
regional concerns are not ignored.

e India could adopt a phased
implementation  model,  where
states are gradually brought into
alignment over multiple election
cycles rather than enforcing a
sudden shift.

4. Reducing Election Fatigue and Policy
Paralysis

e In many countries, synchronized

elections have helped reduce

election fatigue among voters and
allowed governments to focus on



long-term  policy-making rather
than continuous election
campaigning.

e If implemented effectively, ONOE
could provide similar benefits for
India’s governance system.

The experiences of South Africa,
Indonesia, and the United States
demonstrate that synchronized elections
can work effectively if carefully designed
and implemented. India, being a highly
diverse federal democracy, must consider
a customized approach that balances
efficiency with democratic principles.

Implementing ONOE  will  require
constitutional amendments, strong
institutional mechanisms, logistical

planning, and political consensus to ensure
a smooth transition while preserving the
democratic and federal structure of the
country.

Implications Of One Nation,

One Election

The implementation of One Nation, One
Election (ONOE) in India would have far-
reaching implications on various aspects of
governance, political dynamics, and
democratic processes. While the proposed
reform aims to enhance efficiency and
reduce election-related disruptions, its

impact on  electoral  participation,
governance stability, political
accountability, federalism, and overall

democratic integrity needs to be carefully
examined.

1. Impact on Electoral Participation and
Voter Behavior

Simultaneous elections could have both
positive and negative effects on voter
turnout and behavior.
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e Potential Increase in  Voter
Turnout: Holding elections for the
Lok Sabha and State Assemblies
together might encourage higher
voter participation as people would
be more motivated to vote when
choosing both national and state
representatives simultaneously.

e Risk of Voter Fatigue: Casting
multiple votes for different levels
of government in a single election
cycle could lead to voter confusion
or fatigue, particularly in rural and
less-educated populations,
potentially impacting electoral
decision-making.

e Domination of National Issues:
When national and state elections
are held together, voters may
prioritize national narratives over
state-specific issues, leading to
state elections being influenced by
central political agendas, which
could weaken regional governance
priorities.

2. Impact on Governance Efficiency and
Stability

One of the key advantages of ONOE is the
potential to improve governance efficiency
by reducing policy disruptions caused by
frequent elections.

e Reduced Policy Paralysis:
Currently, frequent elections lead
to repeated enforcement of the
Model Code of Conduct (MCC),
restricting the government from
announcing new policies.
Simultaneous  elections  would
minimize  such interruptions,
allowing the government to
function without administrative
hindrances for the entire five-year
term.



e Long-Term Policy Focus: Political
parties and governments would be

able to focus on long-term
developmental projects rather than
short-term  populist  measures

designed to appeal to voters during
election cycles.

e Continuity in  Administration:
Bureaucratic and administrative
machinery would function more
smoothly without the constant need
for election-related reassignments
and security deployments.

However, if a state government collapses
mid-term, it could lead to governance
instability. Under the ONOE model,
options such as President’s Rule or
temporary governance structures would
have to be explored, which could impact
democratic representation.

3. Impact on Political Accountability
and Representation

Political accountability is a crucial
component of democracy, and ONOE
could influence how leaders and parties
are held accountable by voters.

e Stronger Centralized Political
Influence: Since national and state
elections would be held together,
national parties could dominate
state-level  politics, potentially
reducing the electoral significance
of regional parties. This could
impact state-specific governance
priorities and weaken localized
political representation.

e Reduced Opportunity for Course
Correction:  Staggered elections
currently allow voters to express
dissatisfaction with the ruling party
by changing their electoral choices
in state elections. Simultaneous
elections remove this mid-term
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correction mechanism, potentially
allowing ineffective governments
to remain in power without
immediate political consequences.

e Challenge for Smaller Parties:
Regional and smaller parties may
find it harder to compete against
larger national parties, as a single,
large-scale election would require
greater financial and organizational
resources, putting them at a
disadvantage.

4. Impact on Federalism and State
Autonomy

The principle of federalism is a core aspect
of India’s democratic framework, where
state governments function independently
from the central government. ONOE raises
concerns regarding state autonomy and
political balance.

e Loss of State Authority in Election
Scheduling: Currently, states can
dissolve their assemblies and hold
elections independently. Under
ONOE, states would be required to

align their elections with the
central cycle, limiting their
autonomy.

e Challenges in Handling Mid-Term
Dissolutions: If a state government
collapses before completing its
term, ONOE would necessitate
temporary governance
arrangements such as President’s
Rule until the next election cycle.
This could weaken state
governments’ authority and shift
power toward the Center.

e Increased Influence of National
Political Agendas: Simultaneous
elections could lead to centralized
policymaking, where  national
election narratives overshadow
regional governance  priorities.
State-specific concerns such as



education, local economy, and
community development might
receive less attention in a joint
election scenario.

5. Broader Indian

Democracy

Implications for

Implementing One Nation, One Election
would represent a fundamental shift in
India’s democratic process, with both
advantages and potential risks.

e Strengthening Democratic
Efficiency: ONOE could bring

greater electoral discipline,
streamline election-related
expenditure, and reduce

governance disruptions, making the
democratic process more efficient.
e Risk of Over-Centralization: While
ONOE may improve governance
stability, it could also concentrate

political power at the national
level, reducing the ability of states
to independently shape their
political landscape.

e Potential Influence on Voter
Diversity: Given India’s socio-
political ~ diversity, a uniform
electoral system may  not

adequately reflect the regional and
cultural variations in political
participation. Ensuring fair
representation of all communities
and interests would require
additional safeguards.

The implications of One Nation, One
Election are complex, influencing voter
behavior, governance efficiency, political
accountability, and federalism. While the
proposal offers clear benefits in terms of
reducing election costs and improving
administrative efficiency, it also raises
concerns about the autonomy of state
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governments, the dominance of national
political narratives, and the challenges of
managing electoral disruptions. Any move
towards implementing ONOE must be

carefully planned, ensuring that it
strengthens  democracy rather  than
undermines its foundational principles.

Achieving a balanced approach that
considers  the interests  of  all
stakeholders—voters, political parties,
regional governments, and institutions—
will be crucial for ensuring the success and
sustainability of such an electoral reform
in India.

Recommendations
Implementing One

One Election

Implementing One Nation, One Election
(ONOE) in India is a complex and
ambitious electoral reform that requires
careful planning, legal modifications, and
consensus among political stakeholders.
While the idea holds potential benefits in

For
Nation,

terms of cost reduction, governance
efficiency, and policy continuity, its
successful implementation depends on

addressing legal, operational, and political
challenges. Below are key
recommendations to ensure a smooth
transition to ONOE.

1. Policy = Suggestions  for

Implementing ONOE

To implement ONOE effectively, the
following policy measures must be
considered:

e Amending the Constitution: Since
ONOE requires synchronization of
election cycles, amendments to
Article 83 (Lok Sabha tenure),
Article 172 (State  Assembly



tenure), Article 356 (President’s
Rule), and Article 324 (Election
Commission’s powers) are
necessary. These amendments must
provide a framework for handling

mid-term dissolutions and
governance continuity.
e Strengthening the Election

Commission of India (ECI): The
ECI must be empowered with
additional resources, authority, and
logistical capacity to oversee and
conduct large-scale simultaneous
elections efficiently.

e Establishing a Transition
Mechanism: A clear transition
roadmap should be developed to
gradually align state election cycles
with the Lok Sabha elections
without abruptly altering existing
democratic structures.

e Ensuring Judicial Safeguards: The
legal framework should include
provisions to prevent misuse of
election  synchronization  for
political advantages and to uphold
democratic principles.

2. Possible Frameworks for

Phased Implementation

Rather than enforcing ONOE immediately,
a phased approach could help in gradual
adaptation while addressing legal and
logistical challenges. Some possible
models include:

A. Two-Phase Electoral Cycle Model

e Elections could be held in two
fixed cycles every five years. For

example:

o Phase 1. Lok Sabha
elections along with
elections for half of the
states.

o Phase 2: Elections for the
remaining states mid-term
(2.5 years after Phase 1).
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election
allowing

e This would reduce
frequency while still
states some autonomy.

B. State-by-State Alignment Model

e Over a period of 10-15 years, state
elections could be gradually
synchronized with the Lok Sabha
elections as their natural terms end.

e This would allow for a less
disruptive  transition  without
forcibly extending or reducing state
government tenures.

C. Voluntary Synchronization Model

e States could be given the option to
voluntarily align their election
cycle with the Lok Sabha, rather
than enforcing a nationwide
mandate.

e This would allow states with
political consensus to implement
ONOE while others adjust over
time.

3.  Strategies for  Building
Consensus Among Stakeholders

Achieving political and institutional
consensus is crucial for ONOE’s success.
The following strategies can help:

e Engaging Political Parties: A
dialogue among all national and
regional  parties should be
conducted to address concerns
regarding  federalism, regional
representation, and party
competitiveness.

e Forming a Parliamentary
Committee: A multi-party
parliamentary committee should be
established to conduct feasibility
studies, assess stakeholder
concerns, and propose
constitutional amendments.



e Involving State  Governments:
Since. ONOE  affects state
autonomy, discussions with state
governments and regional political
leaders are essential to ensure
cooperative federalism.

e Public Consultation and Awareness
Campaigns:  The  government
should engage civil society, legal
experts, and the public through
consultation papers, expert panels,
and town hall discussions to build
nationwide support.

4, Recommendations for
Addressing Operational and Legal
Challenges

A. Handling Mid-Term Dissolutions and
No-Confidence Motions

e |If a government collapses mid-
term, alternatives such as:

e Holding fresh elections for that
state with a shorter tenure aligning
with the next ONOE cycle, or

e Placing the state under President’s
Rule until the next scheduled
election must be clearly defined.

B. Strengthening Electoral Infrastructure
and Security

e Investment in electronic voting
machines (EVMs), voter
verification technology, digital
polling stations, and enhanced
security must be prioritized.

e Deploying additional paramilitary
and local police forces for election
security in a synchronized cycle
must be planned well in advance.

C. Ensuring Equitable Representation of
National and Regional Issues

e Mechanisms must be put in place

to ensure that state-specific

concerns are not overshadowed by
national election narratives.
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e Media regulations and policy
forums could be introduced to
ensure balanced election discourse.

A well-planned, gradual transition towards
One Nation, One Election can enhance
governance efficiency, reduce election

costs, and provide policy stability.
However, its implementation must respect
constitutional safeguards, federal
principles, and political diversity. A
phased approach, legal amendments,
infrastructure upgrades, and political
consensus-building are  critical  for

ensuring that ONOE strengthens, rather

than  disrupts, India’s  democratic
framework.

Conclusion

The analysis of "One Nation, One

Election” highlights significant potential
benefits, including cost efficiency,
governance stability, and reduced electoral
fatigue. However, it also underscores
major challenges, such as constitutional
amendments, logistical hurdles, and
concerns about federalism. The proposal
offers a promising framework for electoral
reform but requires careful planning to
mitigate its risks.

While the idea of synchronized elections is
attractive from an efficiency standpoint, its
feasibility depends on extensive political
consensus and constitutional
modifications. The desirability of the
reform hinges on its ability to balance
national and regional political priorities
while maintaining democratic integrity.
Unless a phased and well-structured
transition plan is developed, abrupt
implementation may face resistance from
various stakeholders.



Further research is needed to explore the
long-term  impact of  simultaneous
elections on governance and political
representation. Empirical studies
comparing voter behavior in staggered
versus  synchronized elections could
provide insights into  democratic
participation. Additionally, case studies of
other federal democracies implementing
similar reforms may offer valuable policy
recommendations.
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