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About the Elenchus

Elenchus is the Socratic method, also known as method of Elenchus
elenctic method, or Socratic debate, is a form of cooperative
argumentative dialogue between individuals, based on asking and
answering questions to stimulate critical thinking and to draw out ideas
and underlying presuppositions. So we find it to be a suitable name for
the periodical of Political Science Department. The periodical is theme
based. In the first volume we have started with the theme Migration
and this volume is based on the theme Democracy and the third volume
will be on International Relation.  This is our humble attempt to provide
a platform to the scholars, academicians, and to our students to place
their views and to stimulate their thinking in order to express themselves
with this being a medium. We apologise for any unwanted mistakes.
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Democracy means different things to different people. Democracy
is a means of choosing representatives, maintaining civil liberties and
political rights, and enforcing the rule of law. Others, on the other
hand, have a wider view of democracy, seeing it as a vehicle for fostering
social equality and economic development. Democracy can be said as
multidimensional.  Many modern democracies, as well as probably some
older democracies, do not seem to be working as they should. Politicians
disobey the electorate, violate campaign promises and the  parties are
not held accountable. They strive to quantify the involvement and clarify
their causes of responsiveness, mandates, and transparency. This new
agenda may be referred to as the quality of democracy and represents
the changing trend of Democracy.

In the early years after independence, assumptions were made that,
due to the diverse population of the nation and low per capita income,
the Indian political system would inevitably collapse. India, on the other
hand, has proved its critics wrong and shown to the rest of the world
that democracy has not only endured but also become stronger. India
has achieved the objective of creating democracy from a procedural
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point of view and has completed its fifteenth Lok Sabha election without
hindrance in 2019.

 However, in terms of meaningful democracy and human growth,
some hopes and ambitions have been only partially realised, while others
have been shattered, and some developmental indices indicate that India
has underperformed in terms of governance, political engagement, and
political culture. They are inebriated with the need for power, powered
by insatiable greed, and frantically pursuing personal advancement.
Their acts are heinous and reprehensible. The centrifugal forces that
have created divisive, disintegrative tendencies in society have been
unleashed.The country has been ravaged by unscrupulous politicians
in collusion with ravenous officials, earning India the ignominy of
becoming one of the world's most corrupt nations.

The articles are an unabashedly candid assessment of the
functioning of present democracy. It encapsulates the important
historical events of India's emergence as a nation. It acknowledges and
pays tribute to the supreme sacrifices of the founding fathers for their
sagacity in choosing parliamentary democracy as India's mode of
governance. In addition, the article highlights a few redeeming features
of Indian politics, and offers some suggestions for turning the decrepit,
atrophic Indian democracy into an effective, vibrant governance
instrument. Hopefully, there would be dispassionate scrutiny of these
initiatives.



(Transcripted version of the speech)

The famous quote of our first Prime Minister Pt. Jawahar Lal Nehru,
“Long years ago, we made a tryst with destiny; and now the time comes
when we shall redeem our pledge, not wholly or in full measure, but
very substantially. At the stroke of the midnight hour, when the world
sleeps, India will awake to life and freedom.” I will emphasise on three
points- We, made a tryst, with destiny. What was the destiny? It was
never explained that what we wanted? As Prime Minister he said long
before we made a tryst with the destiny and now the time has come to
redeem it with food and other necessities as substantial. Could we redeem
it with food and substances? How far we put ........

In this lecture I will try to focus on the point that Indian Democracy
has not evolved, it was born. British democracy started with the signing
of Magna Carta. The Lords and the Courtiers they refused to sign or
obey their king unless they were not given some right through this
treaty of Magna Carta. (1215). Gradually the house of Lords
evolved.........

Hiren Ch. Nath, IPS
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Why I am saying that the Indian democracy born not evolved like
British because in Britain so many important things came before and
after that. Magna Carta, Glorious revolution etc happened first and
only after such developments the seeds of democracy were gradually
sown. Here a very popular narrative needs to be highlighted; one
morning the King of Britain was angry with the House of Commons
and he entered into the House. British Parliament after that incident
passed a bill that King cannot enter into the House of Commons. Since
then British King never entered into the House of Commons till date.
This is British democracy. But what about India? We do not have such
glorious things about our democracy.

The same rest with countries like France; when people fought for
liberty during French revolution, around 2,500 Royals were cut and
around 70,000 people were killed. Nepolean .........

The other thing that needs a mention here is about the behaviour
of the members in Parliament. How they behave in Parliament actually
shows the nature and strength of democratic values. There are number
of examples that shows the drastic behavioural extremes of in Britain
and India. While British parliamentarians are matured and well behaved
in their conducts inside the House; Indian parliament has diminished
stature due to lack of dignified behaviour of the parliamentarians. We
have borrowed many things from Britishers even the Criminal Justice
System but we are unable to learn this parliamentary codes of conduct
which is one of the key determinants of a successful democracy

 However this argument does not qualify to declare that Indian
democracy is at a loss now. That is why in the next section we will
concentrate on the strength of our democracy. Every political analysis,
political thinkers would agree that this is the largest thriving democracy
in the world. There are Seven hundred million voters to choose the
government. This number is almost equal to the population of Europe
and USA. An independent Election Commission monitoring from Delhi
to conduct the election in every part of the country and for the whole
country successfully after every five years is not a very easy task. This
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should obviously indicate about the strength of Indian democracy.
The Parliamentary form of Government is another strength of

Indian Democracy which is functioning successfully for seventy years
now.

Another important feature of Indian democracy is that it has the
longest written Constitution. Many questions on India having a longest
written constitution with so many articles whereas the US constitution
is only a 20 pages constitution; while UK does not have written
constitution so why do we need such a big constitution? US or UK they
are dealing with a community who have democratic institutions that
are of 1000 years old. Democratic ideas are inscribed in the minds, acts
and behaviour of their people. But in India when we gained
independence more than eighty percent of people were illiterate,
poverty stricken. Constitution makers felt that we have to spell out
everything. That is why they have elaborately written down what is
right to liberty, expression, religion, Property everything is clearly
mentioned. It makes a big volume but today everybody respect this
constitution and it has become the blending of constitutions.  It may
have hired some provisions from other constitutions like US, Ireland,
UK, like fundamental right, Directive Principles, Supremacy of
judiciary, internal check and balance etc.

Recognition of universal franchise or independent judiciary, India
has stood itself as a unfaltering democracy. Women were given the right
to vote in Great Britain in 1928 but in India right to vote has given to
all its citizens soon after its independence. Indian judicial system is one
of the most powerful judicial system in the world. Britishers do not
have the powerful judiciary what we have today. However there are
certain limitations also. It works as the third empire. Individual liberty
fight between poverty stricken people and rich, fight between the
Center and the state, everything look after by the judiciary. Whether
we publish a National Registrar of Citizen (NRC) that is also decided
by our judiciary. Judiciary has become a chairperson of liberty.

The independence of Election Commission in India is also a
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attribute that India can boast of. This is purely impartial. The way they
conduct election is not an easy task. They carry out the elections in
such a methodical way in a country where still fifty percent of people
are illiterate. Comptroller and Auditor General is another such
institution of high standing. This is the one of the good feature of Indian
Democracy. Every public money we spent it should be audited. This is
done by CAG.

Indian Democracy growing every year. All countries those gained
independence after second world war like Pakistan, Nepal, Bangladesh
and other African countries have faced or running through so many
obstacles and sufferings. Only country that is continuing without any
suffering is India. In spite of the facts that we have so many problems.
Not only that our democratic institutions have survived, few new
democratic institutions have also come into being, like Right to
Information, Lok Pal etc.  We are leading towards one new democracy.
So democracy is successful in India.

However one should not be totally ignorant about the shortcomings
of our democratic system. The biggest weakness rather problem of
Indian Democracy is the lack of idea of liberty. Lack of awareness about
the liberty. Many people do not have the idea of liberty, they know
how to live, put cloth but other side of the picture is that they are too
much conscious of their own liberty. They do not hesitate to misuse
public property, if it is public it means they can do everything with it.
They are only concerned about their own rights. It is a big dichotomy.
One side big ignorance and the other side too much awareness. This is
the big lapse or weakness of our democracy. The legitimate and
reasonable restrictions put by our Constitution if we can implement it
in true sense while exercising right and liberty then that will thrive our
democracy.

Another problem that India is grappling with is Criminalization
of Politics and Communalization of Politics.  These drawbacks have
come down tremendously in present days. Due to long judicial process
common people are deprived of getting justice. Justice delayed is justice
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denied and is better than justice hurried is justice buried in our country.
Nearly ninety percent of people do not know judicial process. Due to
illiteracy and ignorance they are uninformed of Indian Penal Code
(IPC), Criminal Procedure code (CRPC) and Evidence Act etc.  Lack
of information, Wrong (ill) information and lack of awareness these
three are important drawbacks of our democracy. Till then the judicial
process is badly affected and so is our democratic system.

Corruption is another big challenge to Indian democracy. There
are grey areas of corruption and we only can see the iceberg. Swami
Vivekananda once said “I would like a thief than an idle brain”   When
for personal pleasure people use official things that also corruption.
Kautilya said, it is not easy to stop corruption. He said if someone put
honey at the tip of your tongue and after sometime take away the honey
with a sharp knife then also you will get the taste of honey. You cannot
take away the taste of honey from his tongue you can take only the
honey, so Government fund money is like that. Former Prime Minister
Rajib Gandhi said on record that of every rupee spent by the
government, only 15 paise reached the intended beneficiary. Many
countries are having the problem of corruption. Almost 90% of Japanese
Prime Ministers were sacked due to corruption charges.

Religion is something which is very much personal. We never share
what we have in our breakfast, in lunch or in dinner this way religion is
also a very personal matter. Unfortunately nowadays religion has become
a fashion which is quite undemocratic and religious fundamentalism
has emerged as a dividing force in our society. Along with this too much
concern for the self-determination or regional aspiration, or to say ultra-
regionalism is not healthy for Indian democracy.

Gender discrimination is another hindrance to our democracy.
Gender discrimination is found to be very high in some parts of the
country like Rajasthan, Haryana where women are condemned for
giving birth to female child. Another defects of Indian democracy is
casteism. Caste which is a social practice but unfortunately have been
used for political benefits and involvement of caste in politics is definitely
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an unhealthy sign for Indian democracy.     Poverty is always an obstacle
in the way of democracy. Democracy cannot be successful with a large
number of people who are still living in poverty. However its not poverty
which make people corrupt it is the commercialisation and lust for
modern things that make people corrupt.

Indian democracy is still in a very infant stage. UK, US they have
the history of thousand years with democratic institution. India has
probability to grow and let us all hope that it grows in a positive spirit.
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Achievement comes to denote the sort of thing that a well-planned
machine can do better than a human  being can, and the main effect of
education, the achieving of a life of rich significance, drops by the
wayside.

—John Dewey, Democracy and Education, 1916

The context
Education was already in crisis even before the devastation of the

Covid-19 pandemic began. In the run for economic growth radical
changes were happening in education aimed at producing ‘human
resource’ and not ‘man’ and ‘woman’ of blood with feeling, empathy,
sympathy, compassion, which make one think and act differently than
a man turned into a useful production machine. World’s nations are
concerned only with how to remain competitive in the global market
and how to prepare the citizens to produce more economic goods
through the system of education. The needs of business and industry
become more important than anything else. Through education,
beginning with the early years of schooling to that of the university

 Why education needs democracy?

Indranee Dutta, PhD
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level, humans are trained to be suited to fulfill this goal of the state. The
relationship between the state and education is very complex and
multilayered and dynamic too. As education as an institution follows
the western model across the world, changes take place almost
simultaneously in different nations. The trajectory of development of
education is almost similar baring the country-specific variations. So
what we are witnessing in India is no different from the rest of the
world, except for some additional features based on political and
ideological imperatives.

When we try to juxtapose education with democracy as a function
of state, a lot of contradictions appear between the intent of democratic
education and the state policies of education. Today it is almost
imprudent to talk about democratic education when the world is reeling
under the competitive economic growth theory. Yet one can also see a
growing discontent among people regarding the future course of
education and especially that of schooling. The Covid-19 pandemic
exposed how iniquitous and undemocratic our system of education had
been, in a more certain way.

What it implies to have a democratic society?
The cliché ‘democracy is a government of the people, by the people

and for the people’, often resonate in political rhetoric as well as among
the common citizens. Very generally democracy refers to a “method of
group decision making characterized by a kind of equality among the
participants at an essential stage of the collective decision making”(
Christiano 2018). Christiano elaborates on four aspects of this
definition. First, collective decision making is binding upon all the
members of the group. Second, it also covers different kinds of groups
which may be called democratic including families, voluntary firms,
states, and transnational and global organizations. Third, the definition
of democracy does not settle any normative questions of desirability or
undesirability. Fourth, the meaning may be less or more deep starting
with the formal equality question of one-person one vote in an election
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to the robust equality in the processes of decision making.
The fundamental character of a democratic society is that the

people must have the ultimate say and that it must be based on equal
sharing in the process of decision making. Present Covid -19 pandemic
has brought the word democracy more into currency as the nation
states are alleged to be behaving in a more autocratic manner. It is
argued that the word democracy is ambiguous (Apple and Beane 2007).
It was in the past as it is now. Referring to American society, they said
that this ambiguous nature of democracy benefitted some people more
than others. In the name of democracy, many voices have been raised
to restore equality and social justice and at the same time, these voices
have been silenced in the same pretext. What is important for us is to
understand how and for what purpose the word democracy is being
applied and what the outcome entails for the individuals in a society? It
is more so in the sphere of education as it is believed that reforms in
early education can itself be a force for change.

Why democracy in education?
We need democracy in education because education plays the

ultimate role in shaping the thought and actions of individuals in a
society. The state is a community of societies, with certain inherent
differences but with some shared commonalities of interest. This allows
societies to have shared experiences facilitated by the state machinery.
If the interest of the state is not aligned with the interests of all the
societies it represents, it may hamper such cooperative living. As John
Dewey (1916, 2015:81) in his book democracy and education aptly
mentioned that there must be a ‘large variety of shared undertakings
and experiences’ so that people can share their varying modes of life
experiences. Otherwise, ‘the influences which educate some into masters,
educate others into slaves.’ What Dewey proclaimed more than a century
ago remains the moot issue in our education system even today. He
further said that shared experiences also give rise to intellectual stimulus
and do the balancing effect. Without such interplay of activities, “…the
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action tends to become routine on the part of the class at a
disadvantaged, and capricious, aimless, and explosive on the part of the
class having the materially fortunate position.”(ibid:82)In other words,
if society allows an equal opportunity to all sections of society to interact
on equal footing exchanging ideas, experiences, and thoughts; it can
lead to an alert and harmonious society. If associations lack reciprocity
of interest, then it would lead people to narrow down their concerns to
static and selfish ideals separated from larger life.

According to Dewey two factors account for a democratically
constituted society. One, shared and varied experiences with mutual
interest and two, change in social habit, which means continuous
readjustment through meeting the new situations produced by varied
intercourse. In essence, these characteristics of a society must be
voluntary disposition and interest, which can be created only by
education. It is a commonplace understanding that a democratically
elected government cannot be successful if those who elect and those
who govern are not educated. For him “democracy is more than a form
of government; it is primarily a mode of associated living, of conjoint
communicated experience.”(ibid: 83) He insists on breaking down the
barriers of class, race, and national territory so that individuals can
experience the full import of their activity. In effect, society must see to
it that intellectual opportunities are accessible to all on equable and
easy terms. There should not be any barrier internally or externally to
free interaction and communication of experience. Education in such
a society according to him “…which gives individuals a personal interest
in social relationship and control and habits of mind which secure social
changes without introducing disorder.”(ibid:94) It is presumed that
we are all capable of engaging in critical inquiry but for the development
of habits of intelligent conduct, we need schooling and generally
supportive society. Otherwise, the individual and society might fall victim
to disempowerment, propaganda, and ideology.

For Dewey, “the ultimate aim of production is not production of
goods, but production of free human beings associated with one another
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on terms of equality.”Deliberating on this Naom Chomsky (2004: 38-
) showed how Bertrand Russell concurred with Dewey for whom the
goal of education is to ‘give a sense of the value of things other than
domination,’ and to help create ‘wise citizens of a free community.’
Both of them believed that if implemented, these ideas could lead to
the inculcation of values resulting in not accumulation and domination,
but rather participating on equal terms to achieve common goals
democratically conceived. These ideals albeit seem unachievable and
irrelevant in the present context of the self-seeking societal ecosystem.
But it is exactly for this reason that democratic education has assumed
greater relevance today.

In this context, Chomsky pointed out the sharp ‘dramatic clash of
values’ as defined by the present social order. He referred to what Adam
Smith called “vile maxim of the masters of mankind, all for ourselves,
and nothing for other people”, something to be emulated and taught
to admire and revere today. This was denounced by the working-class
press during the mid 19th century at the beginning of the industrial
revolution, what it called “the new spirit of the age: gain wealth
forgetting all but self.”i

These values are all ubiquitous in every aspect of society including
education. Both the so-called prosperity and survival of the countries
of the world as well as the individuals today are believed to rest on this
dictum, exacerbated by the neoliberal economic order. This is speedily
leading to iniquitous and exclusive relationships, much to the contrary
to what proponents of democracy tried to establish. Apart from the
growing distancing between the educated elite and the not so educated
or uneducated masses seen during the last several decades, is more
prominent in the digital divide in the Covid-19 age.

Why Indian education ceased to be democratic?
Most Indians know that they are the citizens of a democratic

country. They are at least accustomed to the word democracy, even if
not about the import of the word. The Indian Constitution directs the
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Indian State to provide “free and compulsory education for all children
until they complete the age of fourteen years”(Article 45, Part IV). The
Preamble to the constitution provides the overall framework within
which Article 45 has to be envisioned. It means that education in India
must lead to the building of citizens to take part in a democratic, socialist,
secular, egalitarian, and just society. It is the responsibility of Indian
education also to equip the citizens to think and express their thoughts
in a liberal atmosphere; to grow and develop on equal terms of
opportunity and enjoy the camaraderie among the citizens, and to live
with individual dignity and help promote unity and integrity of the
Nation. Education in independent India was essentially intended to
fulfill these ideas in earnest. Did we achieve these avowed objectives?

History of Indian education shows that India never tried to
implement these directives seriously. Even after seventy-three years of
independence, India fails to provide equitable quality education to all
its citizens. A large section of children between 6-14 years are still out
of school, those who entered schools dropped out of school in different
classes. This year as per the MHRD data one-fifth of the enrolled
students dropped out in classes 9 and 10. Hardly 44 percent completed
ten years of schooling. As per ASER data, in 2018 those who completed
basic schooling till class 8, more than half of them cannot even do
numerical division expected of a class 2 student, and more than one
fourth cannot read at that level. In higher education, a little more one-
fourth of the 18-23 age groups are enrolled in institutions. Besides,
there are multiple layers of educational facilities catering to different
sections of populations: schools with five-star facilities for ultra-rich and
rich and schools even without the basics: an adequate number of teachers
or the bare minimum of infrastructure in terms of the number of
classrooms, drinking water, toilets and electricity connections for the
poor.

Although India saw rapid growth in the education sector in the
initial first few decades of independence in terms of creation of
infrastructure, teacher employment, and student enrolment, but could
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not create a national system of education replacing Macaulayan
education and to provide compulsory education to all children.ii A
fragmented view of education prevailed as the British had done.
Although the Kothari Commission setup in 1964 examined
comprehensively almost all aspects of the education system and came
up with a voluminous report in 1966 to build a national system of
education to fulfill India’s constitutional obligations, not all its
recommendations were implemented till this date. At least three
recommendations which if implemented would have transformed
Indian education (Sadgopal 2010). These are setting up of a common
school system, education in Indian languages, and higher investment
in education. The Commission mentioned that it is the responsibility
of the educational system to bring different social classes and groups
together, but what it did was just the opposite. It observed that:

“But at present instead of doing so, education itself is tending
to increase social segregation and to perpetuate and widen class
distinctions…the minority of private, fee-charging, better
schools meeting the needs of the upper classes and the vast
bulk of free, publicly maintained, but poor schools being
utilized by the rest. What is worse, this segregation is increasing
and tending to widen the gulf between the classes and the
masses.” (Kothari Commission:10)

Any casual observation would reveal that actually nothing changed.
The social segregation and class distinctions increased many folds under
today’s marketized, corporatized, and globalized education.

Now the question is what made the country’s education depart
from the constitutional ideals of free India? Critics point out that during
the initial stage of post-colonial India, the basic orientation of Nehru
model of development was to develop the indigenous industry along
capitalist lines, which needed manpower suited to the industry.
Therefore, priority shifted to higher education at the cost of primary
education. During the subsequent decades with the same idea of
developing the country on an economic growth model, the country’s
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economy was gradually opening up for foreign loans. Finally, since
1991, opening up of Indian economy to the global economic regime,
allowed profit maximization of the multinational corporations and
India’s big business houses. With the acceptance of the Structural
Adjustment Policies as preconditions for the loan, World Bank and IMF
interventions in education began. In complete disregard for the Kothari
Commission recommendations and even the recommendations of the
1986 New Education Policy’s agenda of systematic transformation in
education, the government of India gave in to a set of as Anil Sadgopal
rues as ‘un-researched, untested and arbitrary schemes or projects’
assisted by the World Bank, UN agencies and a host of international
agencies.iii This completely ruined the public education system and
replaced it with private players, with devastating effects on accentuating
the divide between the elite and the masses. It also led to deeper
implications for the cognitive and attitudinal changes of the learners.
Similar to ‘the new spirit of the age: gain wealth forgetting all but self ’
mentioned in the earlier section, the system was geared towards
subjugating the young minds into seeing education as something for
economic gain alone in a self-serving competitive environment. These
external financial agencies regard education as an outcome-based
mechanical process reduced to literacy, numeracy, life skills, and
behaviorism. World Bank directly tells the world what education should
be and how it should relate to the economy. This fulfills the Bank’s
ambition of making an integrated world economy based on a business
model.

World Bank-IMF intervention through the District Primary
Education Programme (DPEP) in 1994, Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA)
during 2001-2002 and the very recent intervention through
Strengthening Teaching-Learning And Results for States (STARS)
signed on June 24, 2020, between the World Bank and MHRD,
replaced completely the State’s obligations for free and equitable quality
education with democratic values for all, by external assistance and
partnership with NGOs, religious bodies and corporate capital. The
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first two interventions essentially affected the Primary and Elementary
levels of education respectively, while the third one will impact the
education system from early childhood care to the higher secondary
level, the entire mechanism from the structure, maintenance, and
delivery. The main slogan of the STARS project is “increasing the human
capital in the labor force is the key to increasing labor productivity,
thereby the innovative capacity of the economy” (The World Bank
2018).

Thus, the Indian education system now has no scope for
constitutional or democratic values. Since the government of India is
entirely in the line with the World Bank’s ‘free’ market ideology, it is
not in their vision to fulfill the constitutional imperative of building an
egalitarian education system based on social justice and freedom from
discrimination. Some recent examples will substantiate these points. First,
the New Education Policy 2020 was released without much debate
and discussions, which are a democratic norm – a procedure followed
by the previous such documents. This policy is being critiqued at wider
circle as another instrument to widen the divide between the empowered
and the disempowered groups. Second, the PM e Vidya Programme
for digital education in India announced by the government to promote
digital education for the country and make e-learning feasible for
students and teachers during the Covid-19 lockdown period. This is a
highly discriminatory intervention favouring the rich and the urban.
The third, and the final nail to the democratic conception of education
is the deletion of certain chapters and sections of chapters from CBSE
syllabus for secondary and senior secondary classes for the academic
year 2020-21, in the name of 30 percent reduction (rationalization) of
subjects to make up for the lost classes during the lockdown period.
The choice of the deleted subject matter from the syllabus, like India’s
national movement, the struggle against colonial oppression, the tragedy
of partition, citizenship, federalism, and local self-governance raises
serious critical questions about Indian democracy.
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Light at the end of the tunnel
The economic model of education has frustrated many thoughtful

people around the world who are trying to bring in the agenda of
democratic education and are actively discussing and debating the issue.
While the pandemic situation today has the potential for threatening
democracy, so also is the opportunity to strive for democracy. One can
see a trend of autocratic leaders across the globe trying to exploit the
health emergencies to prove the supremacy of autocracy over democracy.
Under such an atmosphere, the character of Indian education
thoughtfully crafted by great educationists and thinkers of post-colonial
India, to transform a caste-ridden discriminatory society into an
egalitarian, scientific and modern society is in grave danger. Therefore,
there is a need for wide-ranging informed, open and objective debates,
discourse, and arguments about the future of education in our country.
It is interesting to note that although it is generally thought that questions
of democracy are political and therefore youths (students) in general
are apathetic to these and it is not their purview. However, a section of
thoughtful youths and citizens are actively bringing these issues to the
fore, whether it is the issue of citizenship or environment and engaging
in these debates actively in social media as well as in print and electronic
media. The present world health crisis helped people come together in
creating situations that serve the common good of the whole community.
Undeniably, education desperately needs such collective thinking and
expression so that its democratic orientation could be restored not as
an ideal but as a process to live. Democracy is not merely some ideals to
teach; rather it is a process to be lived. Schools, colleges, and universities
must facilitate the flow of ideas, understanding one’s own and the larger
environment, about the dignity and rights of others, allowing reflections
on ideas, problems, and policies, keeping greater good in view.
Democratic thinking has become all the more crucial in today’s confused
world when many citizens are vigorously debating the future of
education.

Elenchus Vol. II 2020



 17 

References

1. Apple Michael W. and James A. Beane (2007) Democratic Schools: Lessons

in Powerful Education, N H: Heinemann

2. Chomsky Noam (2004) Chomsky on MisEducation, MD: Rowman and

Littlefield

3. Christiano, Tom, (2018)”Democracy”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of

Philosophy (Fall 2018 Edition), Edward N. Zalta (ed.), URL = <https://

plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2018/entries/democracy/>.

4. Dewey John (1915) Democracy and Education downloaded from http://

www.gutenberg.org/ebooks/852

5. Jain Neeraj (2005): Education under Globalisation: Burial of the Constitutional

Dream, New Delhi: Akkar Books

6. Ministry of Education (1966) Education and National Development: Report

of the Education Commission (1964-66) New Delhi

7. Sadgopal Anil (2010) The World Bank in India: Undermining Sovereignty,

Distorting Development, Independent People’s Tribunal on the World Bank

in India (Eds. Kelley, Michele & D’Souza Deepika), Hyderabad: Orient

BlackSwan

8. The World Bank (2018) Strengthening Teaching-Learning And Results for

States, Project Information Document/Integrated Safeguards Data Sheet (PID/

ISDS) downloaded from http://www.worldbank.org/projets

Endnotes:

i During the onset of the Industrial Revolution in Eastern Massachusetts, the mid-

nineteenth century, there happened to be a very lively press run by working people.

There they bitterly condemned the way the industrial system was taking away their

freedom and liberty and imposing on them rigid hierarchical structures that they didn’t

want. One of their main complaints was what they called “the new spirit of the age: gain

wealth forgetting all but self.”  Noam Chomsky, Occupy

ii For a detailed analysis of the growth of Indian education and the betrayal of promise to

build a national system of education, please refer to Neeraj Jain (2005:48-74)

iii For a fuller discussion on how these international financial bodies destroyed public education

system see Anil Sadgopal (2010)The Neo-Liberal Assault on India’s Education System

Vol. II 2020 Elenchus



Democracy values political equality and participation. Ideally
democratic governments have to be as near as possible to the people
and has to give ample scope to the people to participate in decision-
making. In modern democracies both women and men are equal citizens
and share equally in public decision-making. However, historically
democracy has not been women friendly. For long periods of history of
women were denied the right to participate in politics. Enfranchisement
which is one of the basic criteria to determine political rights was denied
to women in many democracies of the world. In fact, New Zealand was
the first country to have enfranchised its women in 1893. Then followed
Australia in 1899, Finland in 1906, the Scandinavian countries in 1915
and Switzerland in 1971.Women were granted the right to vote in Soviet
Russia in 1917, UK partially in 1918 and fully in 1928, USA in 1920,
France 1946, Japan and China in 1947.1 Suffrage was given to women
after a long struggle and this gave them formal equality in the political
systems.

In most of the democracies of the world we find enormous disparity
in women’s formal political equality and their meaningful exercise of

Democracy, Women’s Political Participator
and Quotas

Madhurima Hazarika Choudhury

Elenchus Vol. II 2020

 18 



political power. In order to make an evaluation of the political
participation of women it is imperative to look at the problem both, in
its historical context and its current scenario. The pressure for inclusion
in the political process and full citizenship for women gained full
momentum in the 18th and 19th centuries. In 1791, Olympe de
Goughes, a French revolutionary published her Declaration of the
Rights of Women and Citizen in response to the revolution’s Declaration
of the Rights of Man and Citizen (1789), which had excluded women
from active political citizenship. Her famous statement that “Woman
has the right to mount the scaffold; she ought equally to mount the
tribune” was taken up as the rallying point for feminists after de Goughes
herself had been guillotined.2 Around the same time, Mary
Wollstonecraft in her ‘Vindication of the Rights of Women’, written
in1792 argued that women, like men, are rational individuals and as
such should have equal rights as men; and established the principles
underlying later campaigns for women’s right to education, employment,
property and vote. These principles found concrete expression at the
Seneca Falls in America in 1848 at the first ever Women’s Rights
Convention. Mention has to made about men like Condorcet wrote
the first essay on “The Admission of Women into Full Citizenship”
(1790), and John Stuart Mill introduced the question of women’s
suffrage in the House of Commons in 1867. Mill in his ‘Subjection of
Women’, first published in 1869 provided a full scale analysis of women’s
situation and the advantages to society of giving them full legal and
political equality with men.3

Although women achieved suffrage in many democracies in the
later part of the 19th and early part of the 20th century, they found to
their dismay that it did not automatically lead to representation, which
is an important element of political citizenship. Women were appallingly
underrepresented in the decision-making bodies both national and local.

Feminists traced this exclusion to the very roots of western political
theories and institutions which denied women access to full political
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citizenship and power.4 Political theorists and philosophers from Plato
and Aristotle to Hobbes, Locke and Rousseau argued for a natural
difference between men and women. They believed that man were
more rational than women and were therefore suited to public and
political life. Women who were thought to be irrational were relegated
to the emotional life at home. Feminist theorists have criticized the
theoretical basis on which Western democratic institutions are based,
particularly the division between the public and the private.5 Criticism
of the division between public and private in political thought led
feminists in the 1960’s and 1970’s to declare that “personal is political”
and argue that the private sphere was in fact a primary site of power
relations. They emphasized the ways in which personal circumstances
are structured by public factors. Women’s lives are regulated and
conditioned for example by the legal status of wives, by government
policies on children, laws on rape, abortion etc. Thus women’s everyday
experience in patriarchal societies has confirmed this intertwining of
the public and private spheres. The failure of representative institutions
to open up to women made many feminists to move away from these
institutions of power. The theoretical underpinnings of such moves were
provided by such books as Kate Millet’s “Sexual Politics” (1970). This
book provided the first systematic account of the theory of patriarchy
and was a vital step in understanding women’s subjugated position in
society. The feminist disengagement from the formal political processes
and institutions in the 1960’s and 1970’s was not unanimous; there
were others who wanted to increase women’s representation in the
national and local representative bodies. While recognizing that power
exists outside these formal institutions of power there was also the
growing realization among feminists that these institutions were
important sites of power and if women were to challenge male
domination they must enter the arena of formal politics.6

Gender and Women’s  Political Participation
Women’s activities in the political arena are severely affected by

 20 

Elenchus Vol. II 2020



the conditions of their gender.  Gender as a social category largely
establishes one’s life chances, shaping one’s participation in the society,
polity and economy. An examination of women’s political participation
from this perspective reveals that women often reacts to politics in the
ways that society has socialized them and expects them to behave.7 The
social inequalities that exist are visible when it comes to the rights,
privileges and responsibilities of men and women. Socially conditioned
in such a set up which ideologically and structurally impinges her
expansion beyond the traditional frontiers, the modernizing forces were
not adequate to deal with this. When women were given the equal
rights to vote with men nothing else changed. That is, the ideology of
what was proper for women i.e. their task to look after, care, support
the home front remained unchanged. Even under the modernization
of political system that advocates and provides scope for women’s
participation however being superimposed over the foundational multi
faceted structural disadvantages in which she is posited renders it
difficult for her to manage her domestic domain in such a way that
would facilitate her to explore the extra-domestic domain where too
she is hardly socialized to venture and sustain. Under such conditions
women could not meet obligations in one area without being accused
of neglecting duties in another. Her ability to devote time and energy
to public activity is often questioned and she is apt to be criticized as a
neglectful wife and mother if she spends too much time in public activity.
In the early 1960’s Swedish essayist and journalist Eva Moberg used
the expression “conditional liberation” to describe the circumstances of
women.8 They were allowed to be wage earners and otherwise active
outside the home as long as they took care of their domestic chores too.
This form of conditional liberation that found visible representation in
mass media in the USA and the Western developed nations during the
1960’s in the various commercial advertisements that sought to promote
the image of a “modern liberated traditional women” of a developed
economy and of the “super mom” had laid bare the inherent social
inconsistencies. This aroused much discourse and debate on the
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resources available and accessible to women. Because of patriarchy and
gender division of labour and roles, men have more access to resources,
which facilitate political participation – time, money and civic skills.9

Women have less free time because of their special responsibilities of
looking after the home and children, have little or no money, no
property, and have less knowledge about the nitty-gritty of public offices
because of their confinement to the domestic sphere and therefore, the
difference in their visibility in the offices of power. It is said that the
four ‘C’s, culture, childcare, cash and confidence are the stumbling
blocks to women wishing to run for the parliaments. 10

Equally important with these factors is the fact that political parties
are reluctant to sponsor women candidates. All political parties recognise
that women are an important vote bank but numbers of seats allotted
to women have always been meagre. This is interpretative of a social
system: at the family, community and wider societal level, which
otherwise presents many modern aspects, but has not yet woken up to
address women’s rights, a system that has not yet succeeded in generating
enough force to orient the political parties to the energies of women in
securing their rights, a system in which womanhood is made to be
understood, accepted and to be carried forward as a given condition
facilitating and consolidating their marginalized and subaltern status.
In India, too illiteracy, lack of exposure and fear of character
assassination, corruption, criminalization of politics, high electioneering
costs and complete lack of accountability also deter women from entering
politics.11

Women who have been successful in political careers do not
particularly represent a female vision of the region. They have come
from middle and upper class backgrounds; have a good educational
background; have been able to rely on the resources and support of
their families or to have minimized the handicaps deriving from women’s
status within the family by remaining unmarried or by entering public
life later in life when their familial obligations have to some extent been
met.
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It is seen that it has been difficult for women to establish a foothold
in politics without the active support and backing of the family. Very
few women in politics have an independent base as their entry point.
Most enter politics as wives, daughters, and sisters of some men.
Patronage of powerful men in the political parties has also helped some
women to establish a foothold in politics.12

Campaigns were started by some feminists to facilitate the entry of
more women into the representative bodies. Partly following Kraditor
(1965), Helga Hernes (1982) formulates three different types of
reasoning found in discussions concerning women’s political
participation.13 The first is justice reasoning, which emphasizes women’s
right to political participation. It is based on the ideology of natural law
and was primarily used during the first wave of women’s movements to
justify women’s suffrage. Secondly in the resource reasoning, the claim
is made that if women do not participate in politics society is deprived
of particular knowledge and skills that women possess. And thirdly,
according to interest reasoning, women’s interests are different from
men’s and often in conflict and women need to act politically to
safeguard their own interests. Therefore it is found that throughout
history women’s demand for political rights have been motivated by
different aspects of these three types of reasoning.
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Women's Political Participation

Country Year Women received 
Right to vote Right to stand for election 

Argentina 1947 1947 
Australia 1902,1962 1902,1962 
Bangladesh 1972 1972 
Bhutan 1953 1953 
Brazil 1934 1934 
Canada 1917,1950 1920,1960 
China  1949 1949 
Cuba 1934 1934 
Egypt  1956 1956 
France 1944 1944 
Germany 1918 1918 
Greece 1927,1952 1927,1952 
India 1950 1950 
Italy 1945 1945 
Namibia 1989 1989 
Nepal 1951 1951 
New Zealand  1893 1919 
Nigeria 1958 1958 
Norway 1907,1913 1907.1913 
Pakistan 1947 1947 
Russian federation 1918 1918 
South Africa 1930,1994 1930, 1994 
Spain  1931 1931 
Sri Lanka  1931 1931 
Sweden 1861,1921 1907,1921 
Switzerland 1971 1971 
Thailand 1932 1932 
Turkey  1930 1934 
United Kingdom 1918,1928 1918,1928 
United States 1920,1960 1788 

Data refers to the year in which the right to vote or the right to stand for election was
universally recognized. Where two years are shown the first refers to the partial recognition of the
right to vote or the right to stand for election. Source: Human Development Report, 2002,
Oxford University Press.

In the 1980’s Maxine Molyneux made a distinction between
strategic gender interests and practical gender interests.14 While strategic
gender interests referred to those interests that would significantly alter
gender and power relations and contribute to women’s empowerment
through affecting patriarchal bargains with the state and men, practical
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gender interests took care of the immediate interests of women that no
doubt enhanced their wellbeing but did not significantly alter gender
and power relations. Moser identifies five different approaches to gender
planning: welfare, equity, anti-poverty, efficiency and empowerment.15

Of those equity and empowerment are aimed are aimed at meeting
strategic gender needs and the others deal with practical gender needs.

The 1990’s saw a shift in the development paradigm with the
publication of the UNDP Reports on Human Development.
Accordingly it was stated that “The basic purpose of development is to
enlarge people’s choices. In principle, these choices can be infinite and
can change over time. People often value achievements that do not
show up at all, or not immediately, in income or growth figures: greater
access to knowledge, better nutrition and health services, more secure
livelihoods, security against crime and the objective of development is
to create an enabling environment for people to enjoy long, healthy
and creative lives (Mahbub ul Haq)”. Amartya Sen and Jean Dreze
believe that development policies should not view people as means of
production but as ends in themselves.  Sen, defined development as “a
process of expanding the real freedoms that people enjoy… it requires
the removal of all major sources of unfreedom: poverty as well as tyranny,
poor economic opportunity as well as systematic social deprivation,
neglect of public facilities as well as intolerance or over activity of
repressive states”. 16

Attempts to synthesize the strengths and insights of the
empowerment approach with that of the participatory methodologies
are leading to a radically new approach to development ,whose intent
is to consider and redefine the very notion of what ‘development’ is
and to reinsert women with other exploited and oppressed social groups
into the process as agents of transformative change rather than as
beneficiaries of it is being conceived as the most viable and proper
mechanism of realizing goals of democracy and decentralization. It was
against the back drop of such developments at the international and
national level that initiatives to incorporate women into the political

Vol. II 2020 Elenchus

 25 



 26 

institutions took place in many of the developing countries throughout
the world.

Introduction of gender quotas to increase women’s political
participation:

According to the statistics of the IPU, the world average proportion
of women members in national level legislature stood at a mere 17.2%
in January 2007.17 This was despite the fact that countries around the
world have recognized the under representation of women in politics
and started to adopt measures to facilitate their entry into the decision
making bodies. In 1995, at Beijing, the process was initiated to strive
for 30% women’s representation in national legislatures so as to enable
women to make a meaningful contribution to the otherwise male
bastion. However, women the world over have still far to go so far their
political participation is concerned.

Country Quota Type (Constitution 
and/or Law) 

Year Introduced Present Quota 

Argentina C,L 1991,1991 30 % 
Brazil L 1997 30 % 
Mexico L 2002 30 % 
Belgium L 1994 33 % 
France C,L 1999,2000 50 % 
Kenya C 1997 6 seats 
Rwanda C,L 2003 30 % 
Tanzania C,L 2000 20-30 
Uganda C,L 1995,1989 56 seats 
Morocco L 2002 30 seats 
Jordon L 2003 6 seats 
Afghanistan C 2004 25 % 
Bangladesh C 2004 45 % 
Nepal C,L 1990,1990 5 % 
Pakistan L 2002 60 seats 
Indonesia L 2003 30 % 
Philippines C,L 1995,1995 20 % 
Taiwan C 1997 10-25 

Table 2.4: Countries with Constitutional Quota and/or Election Law
Quota Regulation for the National Parliament

Source:  Increasing Women’s Political Representation: New Trends in Gender Quotas, by, Drude
Dahlerup in Women, Quotas and Politics, Drude Dahlerup (ed.), Roultedge, 2006, pp146-147
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Quotas for women are a form of affirmative action to enable them
to overcome the obstacles that prevent women from entering positions
of political decision-making in the same way as men. They aim at
increasing women’s political representation in publicly elected or
appointed institutions like governments, parliaments or local bodies.
There are many socio-economic, political, psychological reasons which
create obstacles for women entering politics. Quotas act as compensation
for all the obstacles that women are up against by reserving a certain
percentage of seats in the legislative bodies for women. When all the
impediments responsible for the meagre participation of women in
decision making bodies are removed, quotas will no longer be necessary.
In this respect, quotas are a temporary measure. However, it may take a
very long time for all social, cultural and political barriers preventing
equal female representation to be eradicated.18

It is in the Scandinavian countries that women’s representation
the National legislatures is the highest. It took approximately 60 years
for Denmark, Norway and Sweden to cross the 20% threshold and 70
years to reach 30%. The reasons for this high participation of women
were subscribed to such reasons by Nordic researchers- structural
changes within these countries such as secularization, the strength of
social democratic parties, development of an extended welfare state,
women’s entrance into the labour market in large numbers in the 1960’s
and the electoral system.19 Strategic factors were also seen as important
especially the various approaches employed by women’s organizations
to raise the level of female political representation. Quotas were
introduced in these countries when women had already reached about
25% seats in Parliament and that too, by internal party decisions and
not by law.  These Scandinavian countries represent a model of gradual
increase in women’s political participation called by Drude Dahlerup
and Lenita Friedwel as “incremental track”.20 The 1970s and onward
these countries witnessed a wide range of initiatives to increase the
parliamentary representation of women; campaigns by the women’s
movement, in several cases supported by the state, actions against male

 27 

Vol. II 2020 Elenchus



 28 

dominated assemblies, forming “Women’s Parliaments”, the threat of
forming a Women’s Party etc. Party quotas, however, was not passed
until the 1980s and 90s, when women already had 20-30 per cent in
parliament and had reached a high level of education and labour market
participation. In Scandinavian politics quotas were always voluntary
party quotas. They were decided by the political parties only after women
had gained considerable influence in the party structure, and successfully
demanded their share of the seats in the nominations committees.
Quotas for the internal party structure usually predated quotas for
electoral lists.21 Thus, the introduction of quotas was the result of a long
gradual process of empowerment of women.

But today women’s movement all the world over are not willing to
wait that long. Gender quotas have now been introduced in nations
where women had been entirely excluded from politics or where
participation was very meagre. These countries like Argentina, Costa
Rica, South Africa, and Rwanda represent the new “fast track” model.
For example in South Africa, the introduction of quotas in the 1994
election by the African National Congress (ANC) party resulted in
women’s representation in this new democracy, reaching 27 percent in
the very first democratic election.22

The ways in which the problems of women’s under-representation
are framed have important consequences for what strategies are
considered to be relevant. If the problem is discursively constructed as
women’s limited knowledge or experience, then educating women is
seen as the right remedy. If, on the other hand, institutional mechanisms
of exclusion are considered to be the main problem, then the burden
of change is placed on the institutions and political parties, which are
seen as responsible for the discriminatory practices. A totally different
concept of development and democratization is involved in applying
electoral gender quotas. The strategy of waiting for women ‘to improve
themselves’ is rejected. In newer development discourses equality
between women and men is not seen as something that will eventually
follow from ‘development’. Rather, the liberation of women and
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women’s active involvement is seen as a prerequisite for social and
economic development. As stated in the UNDP Human Development
Report for the Arab region, the very exclusion of women from public
life might be one of the reasons for the lack of democratic development.
Consequently, the inclusion of women may in itself further the
development of democracy in the Arab world as in many other parts of
the world (Joseph and Slyomovics 2001; UNDP 2003).23

It is with a view to increasing women’s participation in the decision
making bodies that quotas have been introduced in many countries. In
some countries quotas have been passed with little debate but in many
others it is seen as a form of discrimination and a violation of the
principles of fairness. Advocates of quota see them as a compensation
for the structural barriers that prevent women from entering the arena
of formal institutions of power. If we take the exclusion of women from
these institutions as the starting point and recognize that there are many
structural barriers that prevent women from entering politics then
quotas are not seen as discriminatory but as an effective way of ensuring
equality i.e. equality of results. The introduction of quotas represents a
shift in the approach from equal opportunities to equality of result.
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“ Democracy is when the indigent, and not the men of property,
are the rulers.”

— Aristotle
Democracy is a form of government in which the people have the

authority to choose their governing legislature. “Who people are and
how authority is shared among them” are core issues for democratic
theory, development and constitution.

The common day-to-day decision-making approach of democracies
has been the “majority rule”, though other decision-making approaches
like “supermajority” and “consensus” have been equally integral to
democracies and serve the crucial purpose of inclusiveness and broader
legitimacy on sensitive issues, counterbalancing majoritarianism and
therefore, mostly take precedence on a constitutional level. Democracy,
however, is a system of processing conflicts in which outcomes depend
on what participants do, but no single force controls what occurs it’s
outcomes. However, democracy makes all forces struggle repeatedly to
realise their interest and devolves power from groups of people to set
rules.

Commonwealth

Shraboni Choudhury
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“According to Larry Diamond, an American Political Scientist, states
that democracy consists of four key elements like-a political system for
choosing and replacing the government through free and fair elections;
the active participation of the people, as citizens, in politics and civic
life; protection of the human rights of all citizens; and, a rule of law in
which the laws and procedures apply equally to all citizens.”

Democracy has a contrasting appearance with forms of government
where power is either held by an individual (absolute monarchy) or,
where power is held by a small number of individuals (oligarchy).
Aristotle contrasted “rule by the many” (democracy) with “rule by the
few” (oligarchy) and “the rule by a single person” (tyranny). Democracy
might not be best form of governance in the world, but one thing is for
sure, there is no alternative for democracy. Sure that democracy, has its
own loopholes and problems but at the core of its system, it values the
qualities of equality and fraternity in society. There are also certain
alternatives of democracy like – authoritarianism, dictatorship or fascism,
which at its core does not guarantee the fundamental freedom and
humanitarian values of the people. “Dieter Fuchs” and “Edeltrand
Roller” suggest that in order to truly measure the quality of democracy,
objective measurements need to be complemented by “subjective
measurements based on the perspectives of citizens”. The ideal form of
democracy is where the true power lies with the people and not with
the leaders. A written constitution is the backbone of democracy
through which every aspect of the country is governed.

“Debate, delegate and dissent” are the three most important
attribute of a democratic system. A democratic system can truly be called
the best form of governance in the world if it follows all its core values
and systems of democracy in its true form. But it’s quite far from its
reality. The equality and justice, we talk about in democracy or in a
democratic system of governance, hardly prevails across all the spectrum.
There is very much determination on the basis of caste, religion or race
in every parts of the world, but especially in India at a great extent. The
weaker section of the people are highly discriminated in every sphere
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of their lives and the most worst is they are not even awarded the basic
dignity of life.

“But why does this happen, still remains a biggest debatable
question today?”

“Why is it that achieving equality in democracy still remains the
biggest task for many countries?” Well, according to me, the answer lies
with the basic tendencies, characteristics, etc., of human beings. The
urge for the human beings to succeed directly results in him or her to
perceive the “unsuccessful” or the “underprivileged” in condensing
limelight. Secondly, the capitalist economy that we follow allows each
person to indulge themselves in a mad rat race to make money and
achieve materialistic success. Also, the caste system prevailing in India
has also another contributing factor for inequality in the country.

In order to quote, Winston Churchill, the late Prime Minister of
United Kingdom during the 1940s, “Democracy is the worst form of
governance, except for all others.” This statement reflects the thought
that there is no alternative to democracy. It can be considered as the
necessary evil for the human race. It’s a form of government that allows
even the poorest of the poor and the underprivileged of a country to
become the leader of the same country.

“Democracy is by far the most challenging form of government
both for politicians and for the people”.

It, however, provides certain outcomes like , as a political outcome
of democracy individual expect an accountable, responsive and
legitimate government. Whereas, as an economic outcome, the people
expect that democracies produce economic growth and development
and reduce poverty and inequality. As a social outcome, on the other
hand, the people expect democracy to accommodate the social dignity
and freedom to all citizens. Democracy is just a form of government
which can only create suitable conditions for us. As citizens, we have to
take advantage of those conditions and achieve our goals. In
contemporary world, we could see that democracy has been expanding
during the last hundred years to more and more countries in the world.
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But, the expansion of democracy has not been smooth and straight as it
has several ups and downs in different countries. It still remains an
unstable and uncertain achievement. At present times, to have
democracy at global level is also not possible. The United Nations, the
International Monetary Fund and the World Bank are global
associations of the World but are not fully democratic. Even the IMF is
controlled by 10 wealthy nations and President of World Bank has always
been an American and this is against the democratic principles.

The essence of democratic system in empty place, void of real people
can only be temporarily filled and never be appreciated. The seat of
power is there but remains open to constant change. Therefore, people’s
definition on “democracy” or of “democratic” progress throughout
history, is as a continual and potentially never-ending process of social
construction.

“LET US NOT FORGET THAT GOVERNMENT IS
OURSELVES AND NOT AN ALIEN POWER OVER US. THE
ULTIMATE RULERS OF OUR DEMOCRACY ARE NOT A
PRESIDENT ANS SENATORS AND CONGRESSMAN AND
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS, BUT THE VOTERS OF THIS
CCOUNTRY”.

~ FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT
(32nd President of the United States)
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The new coronavirus pandemic is not only wreaking destruction
on public health and the global economy but disrupting democracy
and governance worldwide. It has hit at a time when democracy was
already under threat in many places, and it risks exacerbating democratic
backsliding and authoritarian consolidation. Already, some governments
have used the pandemic to expand executive power and restrict
individual rights. Yet such actions are just the tip of the iceberg. The
coronavirus will likely transform other pillars of democratic
governance—such as electoral processes, civilian control of militaries,
and civic mobilization—and potentially reset the terms of the global
debate on the merits of authoritarianism versus democracy.

Centralizing Power and Closing Democratic Space
There are already signs that the Governments is using the crisis to

grant themselves more expansive powers than warranted, with
insufficient oversight mechanisms, and using their expanded authority
to change the Constitution  and tighten their grip on power. Thus, the
pandemic may end up hardening repression in already closed political

Covid 19 and Democracy

Ruchieka Sohtun
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systems, accelerating democratic backsliding in flawed democracies, and
further bolstering executive power in democratic countries.

Government is taking advantage of the crisis to further weaken
checks and balances and erode mechanisms of accountability, thereby
entrenching their positions of power. In India, for example, witch
hunting of activists and students under UAPA for merely protesting,
proposals for highly unequal Bills like the EIA, changing of Labour
Laws, police brutality, etc.

Abridgment of Fundamental Rights
Some authorities are already using the crisis—and their emergency

powers—to abridge citizens’ fundamental rights. One particularly clear
trend is heightened control over free expression and the media, under
the guise of fighting “misinformation” about the virus. The Chinese
government has censored information about its response and detained
journalists who reported on the outbreak. In Thailand, citizens and
journalists who criticize the government’s handling of the
crisis face lawsuits and government intimidation

Expanded State Surveillance
The crisis is also accelerating governments’ use of new surveillance

technologies. In Israel and South Korea, for example, governments are
using smartphone location data to track down citizens who may have
been exposed to the virus. Aarogya Setu serves the same purpose in
india.

Banishing Protests
There is a risk that governments may use the current need to restrict

public gatherings as a pretext to crack down on the wave
of antigovernment protests that have roiled global politics over the past
several years. In Algeria, for example, where major protests last year
pushed the government toward some political reforms, authorities have
banned all protests, marches, and demonstrations. A key issue to watch
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is whether these bans stay in place indefinitely. Another concern is that
they will be enforced in discriminatory ways, meaning that opposition
protests could be curtailed while progovernment rallies are tolerated
or encouraged. Governments now also have a means to ban protests
without officially saying so.

Electoral Disruptions
The pandemic threatens to upend electoral processes around the

world. The United States has already delayed several state-level
presidential primary votes, and candidates have curtailed rallies and
retail-style campaigning. Major shifts in electoral administration will
also give rise to new complications and risks, and therefore require
significant preparation. Online voting could be vulnerable to hacking
and incite fears of foreign influence. In countries with weak state and
technological capacities, implementing certain innovations may not be
feasible.

Unbalanced Civil-military Relations
Crisis responses may shift the balance of power between militaries

and civilian authorities. In many countries, ranging from Iran and South
Africa to Israel and Peru, the military is being called upon to enforce
lockdowns and aid the pandemic response in other ways. While this is
almost certainly warranted in the immediate emergency period, it may
open the door to increased military involvement in the economy and
domestic affairs

In countries where military actors have a history of human rights
abuses, ceding more policing functions to the military may have
problematic implications.

Therefore The varying success of different types of governments
at managing the crisis may reshape the important global debate about
the relative desirability of authoritarian and democratic governance.
Both China and the United States are already fighting for control over
global perceptions, with President Donald Trump branding the virus
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as “made in China” and the Chinese government investing in English-
language propaganda to defend its high-tech authoritarian approach.

It is too early to say which type of political system will prove more
effective at managing the crisis. Some authoritarian regimes have done
relatively well so far, like Singapore and Vietnam, while others, like
Iran, have done poorly. Among democracies, South Korea and Taiwan
have performed admirably, while others, like Italy and the United States,
have not. Carnegie scholar Rachel Kleinfeld argues that factors such as
lessons learned from past health crises and a country’s levels of state
capacity, legitimacy, and citizen trust have been more important than
its specific regime type in determining the quality of responses thus far.
Yet the idea that a firm authoritarian hand is needed for dealing with
the crisis may nevertheless gain wider ground, especially if China appears
to keep the virus under control and the United States does not.
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Athens is popularly regarded as the birth place of democracy and
remains a significant reference-point for democracy. In the year 507
B.C., the Athenian leader Cleisthenes introduced a system of political
reforms that he called demokratia, or “rule by the people” (from demos,
“the people,”and kratos, “power”). It was the first known democracy
in the world. In ancient Greece, there were many city-states with
different forms of government, like aristocracy, monarchy, tyranny,
oligarchy, etc., which got replaced by democracy.

Athens emerged in the 7th century BCE, like many other pole is
(Greek cities), with a dominating powerful aristocracy. However, this
domination led to exploitation, creating significant economic, political,
and social problems. These problems aggravated early in the 6th century;
and as many were enslaved to few, the people rose against the notables.
The most prominent Greek oligarchy, and the state with which
democratic Athens is most often and most fruitfully compared, was
Sparta. Yet Sparta, in its rejection of private wealth as a primary social
differentiator, was a peculiar kind of oligarchy and some scholars note
its resemblance to democracy. In Spartan government, the political
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power was divided between four bodies: two Spartan kings (diarchy),
Gerousia (Council of Elders, including the twokings), the Ephors
(representatives of the citizens who over saw the Kings) and the Apella
(assembly of Spartans).

During that time, a number of popular revolutions disrupted
traditional aristocracies. This included Sparta in the second half of the
7th century BCE. The constitutional reform simple mented by Lycurgus
in Sparta introduced a hoplite (soldiers of Ancient Greek city states)
state, that showed how ‘inherited governments’ can be changed and
lead to military victory. After a period of unrest between the richand
poor, Athenians of all classes turned to Solon (an Athenian statesman,
law maker and poet) to act as a mediator between rival factions, and
reached a generally satisfactory solution to their problems. Plutarch
ranked Solon as one of the Seven Sages of the ancient world. Solon
attempted to satisfy all sides by all eviating the suffering of the poor
majority without removing all the privileges of the rich minority. Solon
divided the Athenians in to four property classes, with different rights
and duties for each.

Even though the Solonian reorganization of the constitution
improved the economic position of the Athenian lower classes, it did
not eliminate the bitter aristocratic contest for control of the archonship,
the chief executive post of Ancient Athens. Peisistratus (son of
Hippocrates) became tyrant of Athens three times from 561 BCE until
his death in 527 BCE. Later his sons succeeded him. Eventually tyranny
came to an end as it was considered oppressive especially by the rivals
for political power.

Before the year 508-507 BCE was over, Cleisthenes proposed a
complete reform of the system of government, which later was approved
by the popular Ecclesia, which was the assembly of the citizens in the
democratic city-states of ancient Greece. Cleisthenes reorganized the
population of citizens into ten tribes, with the aim to change the basis
of political organization from the family loyalties to political ones, and
improve thearmy’s organization. He also introduced the principle of
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equality of rights for all male citizens called isonomia, by expanding
access to power to more citizens.

It was during this period, Athenians first used the word
“Democracy” to define their new system of government. In the next
generation, Athens entered its Golden Age, becoming agreat center of
literature and art.Greek victoriesin Persian Wars encouraged the poorest
Athenians (who participated in the military campaigns) to demand a
greater say in the running of their city.

The Athenian democracy of Cleisthenes and Pericles was based on
freedom of citizens (through the reforms of Solon) and one quality of
citizens (isonomia)-introduced by Cleisthenes and later expanded by
Ephialtes and Pericles. To preserve these principles, the Athenians used
a process of lottery called sortition for selecting officials. Casting lots
aimed to ensure that all citizens were “equally” qualified for office, and
to avoid any corruption, allotment machines were used. Within the
Athenian democratic environment, many philosophers from all over
the Greek world gathered to develop their theories. Socrates (470-399
BCE) was the first to raise the question, further expanded by his student
Plato, about there lation and position of an individual within a
community. Aristotle continued the work of his teacher, Plato, and laid
the foundations of political philosophy.

The Greek democracy is different from the present day democracy.
In Athens, during fifth century BCE, all adult citizens were required to
take an active partin the government. If they did not fulfill their duty
they would be fined and sometimes marked with red paint. The
Athenian definition of “citizens” was also different from modern-day
citizens since only free men were considered citizens in Athens. Women,
children, and slaves were not considered citizen sand therefore could
not vote.

Nevertheless we cannot ignore the fact that the first known
democracy in the world was in Athens and today there are a total of
166 democratic nations and India is the biggest democratic country in
the world.
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In this write up, my major consideration will be one of the major
threats to any democracy: the problems created by the deep social
divisions within INDIA . My reference here is not primarily to the
central divide that exists almost everywhere—the division between the
rich and the poor, the more prosperous and the less so—but rather to
divisions that are essentially formed by birth and are, for the most part
and for most persons, ineradicable: race, ethnicity, religion, and native
language.

In an ideal liberal-democratic world, such divisions should not
matter: Liberalism calls for all persons to be treated equally irrespective
of race, ethnicity, religion, or language. If they are so treated, what
more is needed? But even democratic liberalism has its problems with
these divisions, particularly when those bearing a distinctive identity
make claims for their group or demands protection for their religion or
culture that in some way violate the equality of persons or individual
rights that liberalism entails. Equal treatment for individuals (applying
the same tests to everyone, for example) may result in an unequal
condition for any given group.

Democracy and Deep Divides

Gargee Talukdar
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The question that arises is how do democracies manage these
divisions? Does democracy have advantage over non democratic forms
of government in dealing with such issues? Or, on the contrary, does it
have distinctive liabilities in managing plural societies, as every group
in a democracy is free to make demands?

India: In 1959 Lipset first identified that India is the great
exception to that major generalization about the relationship between
wealth and democracy. India, in spite of its recent economic progress,
is a poor country, and yet it is a well-established democracy with highly
contested elections, having major consequences in the process of
governance which has recurred at regular intervals for the seventy two
years since independence. Indian democracy was interrupted once for
two years by a state of emergency imposed by the then Prime Minister
Mrs. Indira Gandhi, but it was itself overcome by a free election that
Mrs. Gandhi called for and decisively lost.  Since independence, India’s
population has comprised of a large number of  people in the world
living under democracy. India’s example may transcend in significance
any generalization that would emerge from a statistical test of the
relationship between democracy and success in dealing with diversity.

Indian democracy in managing its deep divides:
 Indian democracy no doubt to some extent has improved the

condition of the scheduled castes and tribes. But the path chosen has
not effectively reached those who live in villages (the vast majority).
With limited access to good elementary education, villagers have little
chance at getting the government jobs or university slots that are
reserved for them. Thus some scholars contend that the amelioration
would have been faster had India put as much energy into providing
universal elementary education and health care as it did into the
extension of reservations. Moreover, despite the constitutional ban on
untouchability, age-old caste restrictions prevail in many aspects of village
life. In some parts of India, when the lower caste people try to improve
themselves, they become victims of arson or murder, and the police
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cannot be depended upon to prevent these outrages.
One generalization that emerges from consideration of two great

nations, with side observations on a third, is that free political parties
competing for votes, including the votes of minorities, are a key factor
in moderating these divides and in bringing forth the measures that
produce a degree of stability—firm in Canada, shakier in India. Another
is the role of high courts, more active in the United States than in Canada
and India, but accepted in all three as ultimate arbiters not to be
irresponsibly challenged.

Not every democracy will succeed in dealing with its deep divides.
But democracy has institutional features which offer the hope that every
part of the population will feel part of the whole—its concerns
addressed, its prosperity enabled, its security protected. Thanks to free
political parties, a free press, contested elections, and an accepted
supreme arbiter in the courts, democracy promises to address deep
divisions more successfully than any alternative.
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When we talk about democracy we often draw emphasis on the
words of the 16th President of Unites States, Abraham Lincoln .He
quoted “democracy is government of the people, by the people and for
the people.”

The word Democracy is familiar to most .The power of democratic
idea has prevailed through a long and turbulent history ,and democratic
government despite challenges ,continues to evolve and flourish
throughout the world.

The word democracy is derived from Greek word ‘demos’ meaning
‘people’ and ‘kratos’ meaning ‘rule’ which basically ,as government in
which the supreme power is vested on the people.

Historically,democracy is said to have originated in the city-states
such as Classical Athens and the Roman Republic,where various schemes
and degrees of enfranchisement of the free male population were
observed before the form disappeared in the west at the beginning of
late antiquity.The term appeared in the 5th century BC to denote the
political systems then existing in Greek city -states ,notably Athens to
mean “rule of the people”,in contrast to aristocracy meaning “rule of

Democracy
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an elite”. However there exist a difference in theoretically explaining
the significance of these concept and practically doing the same.For
example-the political system of Classical Athens granted democratic
citizenship to free man and excluded slaves and women from political
participation .In virtually all democratic governments throughout
ancient and modern history ,democratic citizenship consisted of an elite
class,until full enfranchisement was won for all adult citizens in most
modern democracies through the suffrage movements of the 19th and
20th centuries.

Democracy in India
At the hour of midnight of 14-15 August when India attained

Independence there were two goals that almost everyone agreed upon.
 After Independence India shall go through democratic

government.
 The government will be run for the good of all, particularly the

poor and the socially disadvantaged groups.
For a big and diverse country like India it was not easy to go through

the transition but yet India was determined to form a nation where
every citizen would be given equal importance .Since colonial times
India fought different movements and struggles against the Colonial
rulers and their dominance. And after Independence they concluded
that there will be no system better for a country like India than
Democracy.

India is the biggest democracy in the world ,with a population of
over one billion .India adopted its constitution which declares “India
as a union of states ,is a Sovereign,Socialist, Secular,
Democratic,Republic with a parliamentary system of government.”

India became a democratic republic infused with the spirit of
Justice, Equality and Fraternity. The Preamble ,The Directive Principle
of State Policy and the Fundamental Rights reflect the Indian ideology
as well as the Universal Adult Franchise ,which emphasizes on the right
to vote after attaining an age. In India eversince Independence the
Right to vote was offered to every citizen irrespective of caste ,creed
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,gender ,religion etc. Unlike western democracy which took a while
offering right to vote to women ,India had a broader vision for its
country .The women in India got their valueable right to vote and
elected their representatives after independence.

Mahatma Gandhi once said “I understand democracy as something
that gives the weak the same chance as the strong .”

Over the years since its Independence,India have undergone its
own challenges in strengthening the democracy .Bringing the entire
country together despite diversities and opposing opinions is indeed a
challenging task .Whether be issues relating to Reorganisation of States,
communal tensions,The Emergency period etc all tested the strength
of existing democracy in India.

Democratic politics and society ,on the other hand requires an
organised and actively empowered citizen which cannot be obtained
only through adopting an constitution but through actively
participating in the matters both directly and indirectly. Henceforth
,came the idea of political protest or mass mobilisations which as directed
many such issues in the contemporary democratic politics of India .It
was shared effort of the government and its citizens which withhold
the essence of democracy despite the pitfalls .With the ongoing status
of several socio –economic-political issues which not only hinder some
aspect of secularism,integrity etc it is yet to be questioned whether
Democracy in India would stand still?
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