
the process. After Nehru's death the _Congress High Com
mand was fast losing its prestige and authority among 
congressmen, as well as its grip over the organisation. It 
was no longer in a position to stem the tide of open dissi
dence, revolts and defections which affected the mass base 
of the Congress. 

But overshadowing everything else in the pre-election 
situation was the unprecedented mass upsll:rge and mass 
struggles all over the country. One remarkable aspect of the 

· mass struggles was that they were not only highly militant
in many places but they began to draw ever broader sec
tions of the people including government emplo:,,ees. In
the forefront of these struggles were the working class and
the left parties, specially our party. The rising tempo of
the mass struggles and their great sweep galvanised the
entire political scene and elevated the popular discontent
and consciousness to a high level. It was often from these
mass struggles that came spontaneously the slogan:
Congress Hatao ! (e.g. UP and Bihm'). The bandhs, strikes
,and other forms of mass actions in the face of wanton re
pression prepared, as it were, the nation for the coming
election battles. The Great People's March to Parliament
in protest against devaluation organised by our party on
1 September 1966 was an important contribution to the
great patriotic national awakening. Ours was the party to
first raise the national slogan: Indira government must
resign!

It may now be stated emphatically that but for the mass
movements of the dav in which the left parties and the
organised working class played the leading role, the
avalanche that swept the Congress in the election would

· not have been unleashed. The mass struggles were the
biggest single factor to influence the election and the peo
ple's resounding verdict against the congress rule.

To sum up, the crisis of the policies of the ruling class,
the differentiation among the national bourgeoisie, the dis
sensions within the Congress and its disintegration, the
gathering mass discontent and mass struggles-all these
constituted the political background in which the country
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went to polls. All opposition parties were to gain in the 
election from the seething mass discontent apd mass strug
gles, depending of course on the organisation, strength. 
capacity of the parties concerned in different states. 

THE CONGRESS DEBACLE 

In the days of the freedom fight the Congress enjoyed 
unrivalled prestige and it used to sweep the polls in gene
ral constituencies. After independence masses, however, 
began to judge the Congress as the country's ruling party, 
by the deeds of the congress governments both in the 
states and at the centre. It did not take long for the masses 
to begin to shift away from the Congress. This was clearly 
noticed in the very first general election of free India in 
1951-52. The Congress polled only 43 per cent of the votes 
in the countrv as a whole and only in the small states of 
Coorg, Delhi, Saurashtra and Bhopal did it secure a majo
rity of the polled votes. In the composite Madras and 
Travancore-Cochin states the Congress won only 152 s�ats 
out of 375 and 44 out of 108 seats respectively. It suffered 
heavy reverses in Hyderabad state, West Bengal an r1 

Tripura (in Tripura it won only 13 seats out of 30 and lost 
. both the Lok Sabha seats). The election review of the CC 
of our part:,, observed that 'the real loss of th0 congress 
influence is far greater than indicated by the voting figures' 
and added that the Congress 'had suffered the biggest poli
tical and moral defeat in its entire historv.' 

Here was the beginning of the downfall of the Congress 
and this downward course, though with certain temporary 
local recoveries, continued. In the second general election 
(1957), the Congress, however, polled 47.78 per cent of the 
92 million polled votes for the Lok Sabha and 45.41 per 
cent of the assembly votes. But this increase in the percent
age did not implv that the Congress had improved its posi
tion on a national scale. In several states, viz., Bihar, Orissa, 
Assam, Madhya Pradesh, Punjab and Mysore the Congress 
lost respectively 23, 11, 5, 42, 54, 28 seats in assemblies. It 
lost its majority in Kerala making way for the communist-
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Lok Sabha and in the assemblies. 
In the general election under review, the polled votes 

for the Congress has declined to 40.10 per cent for the 
assemblies and 39.57 per cent for the Lok Sabha. This 
means a 4.28 fall in the percentage of Congress poll for the

assemblies and 5.15 for the Lok Sabha. In the case of the

Lok Sabha the fall is from 358 seats to 281. In other words 
the Congress has suffered an 18.7 per cent depletion of 

· seats in the Lok Sabha with a 5.1.'5 per cent decline in its

votes. In the case of assemblies the congress strength has
fallen from 1759 to 1690 (the total assembly seats now
being 3352 as against 2855 after the third election). Going
by the trends of the previous three elections, this equation
between the percentage and the seats would seem unusual.
But a mere glance at the election results of the Congress
statewise would explain why this is so:

Andhra 
Assam 
Bihai:: 
Guj. 
Haryana 
Kerala 
MP 
Madras 
Mahara. 
Mysore 
Orissa 
Punjab 
Rajas. 
UP 
WB 

Delhi 
HP 

Manlpur 
Tripura 
Pondi. 
J&K 

CONGRESS POLL RESULTS 

1967 % of poll 
Assem- Lok Assem- Lok Assem-
bly Sabha bly Sabha bly 

165 (285) 35 (41) 45.00 48.00 171 
73 (119) 10 (14) 43.44 45.89 79 

128 (318) 34 (53) 33.12 35.12 185 
92 (167) . 11 (24) 4_5.89 49.38 113 
48 ( 81) 7 ( 9) 40.00 44.06 
9 (135) 1 (19) 35.40 36.16 -

167 (296) 24 (37) 40.66 40.69 139 
49 (2-'34) 3 (39) 41.52 41.69 139 

202 (269) 37 (45) 47.91 46.20 215 
126 (214) 18 (27) 49.56 48.76 136 
30 (139) 6 (20) 30.65 33.22 -

48 (102) 9 (13) 3i.42 37.12 90 
89 (182) 10 (23) 41.44 39.26 87 

198 (425) 47 (85) 32.10 33.53 240 
127 (280) 14 (40) 40.24 39.80 156 
- - 1 ( 7) - 38.79 -

33 ( 55) 4 ( 4) · 42.57 47.84 -

16 ( 28) 0 ( 2) 32.53 32.68 -

27 ( 30) 2 ( 2) 57.94 58.20 -

- - 1 ( 1) - 39.80
31 ( 58) 3 ( 4) - 50.52

% 

47.25 
47.25 
41.35 
50.84 

-

38.54 
46.14 
51.22 
50.22 

-

43.72 
40.02 
36.35 
41.29 

-

-

-

-

(Figures in brackets indicate seats oontested) 

10 

1962 

Lok % 

Sabha 

34 45.16

9 45.16 

39 43.89 
16 52.16 

6 34.28 
24 39.55 
30 45.26 
41 52.89 
25 52.67 
13 55.53 
14 37.58 
14 37.58 
61 38.20 
22 46.78 

5 50.68 
4 68.65 
1 30.93 
0 42.81 

· From the above table the following facts stand out: In
the assembly polls the Congress has suffered the heaviest
losses in Madras, Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, West Bengal and
Gujarat. Also, as far as seats are concerned it has been
routed in Kerala and nearly so in Orissa where there was
no assembly election in 1962. Only in Madhya Pradesh and
Tripura has the Congress improved its position, in the lat
ter having routed the UF in the seats. Nowhere except in

Tripura it secured 50 per cent or more votes. Generally, the

congress showing has however been better in Lok Sabha
election compared to performance in the assembly election.
In Kerala, Madras, \Vest Bengal, UP, Orissa and Delhi the
Congress losses have been substantial. Only in Andhra
Pradesh and Assam it has gained one seat niore and in
Tripura it has wrested both the seats from the opposition
(CPM). By and large, the fire was concentrated on the
assembly seats and at least in some of the states where the
Congress faced heavy reverses in assembly election and
lost the majority of seats, it won the majority of the Lok
Sabha seats, e.g., Bihar, Punjab, UP. If the Lok Sabha
results of the opposition parties had kept pace with the
assembly results, the Congress would have lost its majority
at the centre also.

The greatest blows to the Congress have mostly come 
from the left and democratic movements (Kerala, West 
Bengal, Madras, Bihar and to some extent at least UP and 
Punjab). Punjab and Rajasthan fall in the other category 
in this respect. 

One of the reasons for the congress debacle is the emer
gence of united fronts including the partial ones (Kerala, 
Madras, Maharashtra, Punjab, West Bengal, Bihar, UP, 
Assam). These fronts and adjustments reduced to a great 
extent the splitting of votes. Moreover, the real indepen
dents (not party candidates called 'independents' by the 
Election Commission) were fewer this time and thev could 
effectively split lesser number of votes (Kerala, Madras, 
Punjab, West Bengal). Even with the candidates .of Bangla 
Congress and other local parties classified as independents, 
they have polled only 17.74 per cent of the votes. Also this
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