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ABSTRACT 

The concept of "One Nation, One Election" (ONOE) proposes holding national and state elections in India 

concurrently. This approach aims to reduce the financial burden, minimize administrative complexities, 

and potentially increase voter turnout. However, ONOE also raises concerns about the potential for 

dominance by national parties, the dilution of regional issues, and the strain on the Election Commission. 

Simultaneous elections could significantly reduce costs associated with conducting multiple polls at 

different times. Security personnel, polling booths, and logistical arrangements could be utilized more 

efficiently. Additionally, ONOE might lead to higher voter turnout by capitalizing on voter mobilization 

efforts and leveraging the increased media focus during a single election cycle. Furthermore, streamlining 

elections could be advantageous for governance. With all levels of government elected simultaneously, 

policy coherence could be enhanced, potentially leading to smoother implementation of national programs 

at the state level. Additionally, ONOE might discourage political parties from playing the "incumbency 

advantage" card by strategically delaying state elections to coincide with favorable national political 

climates. 

ONOE raise concerns about the potential homogenization of national and regional issues. National 

political narratives might overshadow local concerns, leading to a neglect of crucial state-specific matters. 

This could disadvantage regional parties that focus primarily on addressing local issues and priorities. 

Another concern is the potential for a dominant national party to leverage its power to sweep state elections 

as well. Weakened regional parties could lead to a less vibrant political landscape. Additionally, the 

logistical challenges of conducting numerous elections simultaneously across a vast and diverse country 

like India should not be underestimated. The Election Commission's capacity and resources would be 

significantly stretched. The ONOE proposal remains under discussion in India. While it holds the promise 

of increased efficiency and streamlined governance, potential drawbacks related to political representation 

and regional concerns need careful consideration.  A thorough analysis of the potential benefits and risks, 

alongside a comparative study of countries with similar systems, is crucial before implementing ONOE in 

India's complex political landscape. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The concept of "One Nation: One Election" (ONOE) has ignited a significant debate within Indian political 

circles, sparking discussions on the synchronization of Lok Sabha and state assembly elections. This 

proposal, often touted as a means to enhance governance efficiency and reduce electoral expenses, has 

garnered both support and skepticism from various quarters. As such, this introduction aims to provide a 

detailed overview of the multifaceted aspects surrounding ONOE focusing on its jurisprudential, legal, 

and judicial dimensions. At its core, the jurisprudential foundation of ONOE rests on principles of political 

stability, effective governance, and democratic efficiency. Advocates argue that synchronized elections 

can prevent frequent disruptions, ensure continuity in policymaking, and minimize the burden on the 

electoral machinery. This alignment with fundamental democratic values forms the basis for exploring the 

potential benefits and challenges of implementing simultaneous elections.3 

The legal framework governing elections in India plays a pivotal role in assessing the feasibility of ONOE 

Key constitutional provisions, including Articles 83, 85, and 172,4 as well as the Representation of the 

People Act, 1951, and related electoral laws, provide the regulatory framework for electoral processes. 

Understanding these legal frameworks is essential for evaluating the constitutional implications and 

logistical requirements of synchronized elections. Recent judicial decisions further shape the discourse on 

ONOE particularly regarding electoral reforms, campaign finance, and electoral malpractices.5 Rulings 

from the Supreme Court and High Courts offer insights into legal frameworks and constitutional 

considerations concerning synchronized elections. These judicial interpretations contribute significantly 

to the evolving understanding of the legal landscape surrounding simultaneous elections. In addition to 

legal and judicial perspectives, diverse juridical opinions and debates contribute to the nuanced discussion 

on ONOE While proponents highlight potential benefits such as reduced costs and streamlined 

governance, detractors raise concerns about logistical challenges, federalism implications, and 

representation issues. This diversity of opinions underscores the complexity of the topic and the need for 

comprehensive analysis.6 

Challenges and considerations abound in the quest to implement ONOE Constitutional amendments, 

logistical complexities, equitable representation, and maintaining electoral integrity are among the key 

challenges that require careful deliberation. Balancing these considerations while upholding democratic 

principles and constitutional mandates is crucial for meaningful reforms in India's electoral system.7 

 

ONE NATION: ONE ELECTION AND CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

The concept of a "living document" aptly characterizes the nature of a constitution, particularly in the 

context of democratic societies. When we describe a constitution as a living document, we essentially 

attribute to it a dynamic quality akin to a living being. This dynamic nature enables the constitution to 

respond and adapt to the evolving situations, circumstances, and experiences that unfold over time. The 

 
3 https://legalaffairs.gov.in/sites/default/files/simultaneous_elections/LCI_2018_DRAFT_REPORT.pdf 
4 The Constitution of India, 1950 
5 https://ceodelhi.gov.in/WriteReadData/Landmark%20Judgments/LandmarkJudgementsVOLI.pdf 
6 Union Territory Of Ladakh & Ors. vs Jammu And Kashmir National Conference & ANR, 2023 LiveLaw (SC) 749. 
7 Electoral integrity: The challenges and commitments of the ECI | Association for Democratic Reforms. (n.d.). 

https://adrindia.org/content/electoral-integrity-challenges-and-commitments-eci 
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hallmark of a democratic constitution lies in its capacity to evolve and accommodate new practices and 

ideas that emerge within the democratic framework. In a vibrant democracy, practices, norms, and 

ideologies are in a constant state of flux, undergoing evolution and refinement as society progresses.8 The 

constitution, as the foundational legal and political document, reflects this dynamism by allowing for 

experimentation and adaptation according to the evolving needs and aspirations of the populace. The 

concept of "one nation, one election" has been a topic of considerable discussion in India, particularly in 

legal and political circles. This concept proposes synchronizing the Lok Sabha and State Assembly 

elections across the country, aiming to reduce the frequent electoral cycles and their associated costs. 

However, the interface of this concept with the idea of the Constitution of India being an organic document 

is nuanced and multifaceted.9 

The Constitution of India is often regarded as an organic document due to its adaptability and capacity to 

evolve with changing times and societal needs. It provides a framework for governance while 

incorporating provisions for amendments to meet contemporary challenges. The principle of federalism is 

a crucial aspect of the Constitution, recognizing the autonomy and authority of both the central and state 

governments. This federal structure is integral to India's democratic fabric, ensuring a balance of power 

between the Centre and the states. When examining the "one nation, one election" concept in the context 

of the Constitution, several aspects come into play. Firstly, the Constitution delineates the terms and 

duration of various elected bodies, including the Lok Sabha and State Legislative Assemblies. Any 

proposal to synchronize elections would require amendments to these provisions, necessitating a careful 

balance to preserve the federal structure and democratic principles enshrined in the Constitution.10 

Moreover, the Constitution lays down procedures for conducting elections, including the role of the 

Election Commission of India in overseeing the electoral process. Any changes to the election schedule 

must adhere to these constitutional provisions to ensure the integrity and fairness of elections. 

Additionally, considerations such as staggered terms for different state assemblies and potential logistical 

challenges in conducting simultaneous elections need to be addressed within the constitutional framework. 

Another crucial aspect is the representation of diverse voices and regional aspirations in Indian democracy. 

The Constitution guarantees representation to various states based on population through the Lok Sabha, 

while also upholding the rights of states to have their Legislative Assemblies and governments.11 The "one 

nation, one election" concept must navigate these complexities to ensure that regional diversity and 

interests are not overshadowed or marginalized in the electoral process. Furthermore, the Constitution 

safeguards the rights of political parties, allowing them to contest elections and participate in the 

democratic process. Any transition to synchronized elections would require consensus-building among 

political parties and stakeholders to address concerns regarding electoral cycles, campaign financing, and 

level playing fields for contesting parties.12 

 

 

 
8 Govt. Of Nct Of Delhi vs Union Of India, AIRONLINE 2018 SC 1029. 
9 Mishra. (2018, March 31). ONE NATION-ONE ELECTION: NEED FOR CAUTION. THE DISCUSSANT Journal of Centre for Reforms, 

Development and Justice, VI(1), 04–05. https://www.crdj.in/files/pdf2/WEB%20DISCUSSANT.pdf 
10 https://www.mcrhrdi.gov.in/88fc/coursematerial/PCCI.pdf 
11 The Representation of the People Act, 1951 
12 Waza, Aarif Mohd. (2023). Assessing the Feasibility and Implications of Implementing One Nation One Election in India. 

International Journal of Advanced Technology and Social Sciences, 1(3),  

185-196. 
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ELECTION AND DEMOCRACY 

The nexus between elections and democracy forms a cornerstone of political discourse globally. Elections 

are often heralded as the initial step towards establishing a democratic system, allowing citizens to exercise 

their right to choose leaders who ideally uphold democratic values. This process, in its essence, is viewed 

as integral to fostering a robust and attractive democracy, setting it apart from authoritarian regimes. The 

significance of free and fair elections cannot be overstated in democratic transitions. They serve as a 

mechanism through which the electorate can express their preferences and hold leaders accountable. 

Ideally, elected officials are expected to be committed to democratic principles, ensuring governance that 

reflects the will of the people. This participatory approach stands in stark contrast to autocratic systems, 

where power is concentrated and dissent is suppressed.13 

However, it is crucial to recognize that democracy is a multifaceted system with intricate dynamics beyond 

mere electoral processes. While elections mark a pivotal moment, they are just the beginning of a broader 

journey towards democratic consolidation. The success of a democratic transition hinges not only on the 

conduct of elections but also on the adherence to democratic norms, institutions, and values. Critics often 

highlight the limitations of elections as a standalone indicator of democratic progress. In some contexts, 

elections may be manipulated or exploited by authoritarian regimes to legitimize their grip on power. This 

phenomenon, known as "electoral authoritarianism," raises concerns about the potential misuse of 

democratic mechanisms to perpetuate undemocratic rule. The strategic selection of loyal officials through 

ostensibly free but ultimately unfair elections can undermine the essence of democracy.14 

This paradox underscores the crucial distinction between mere electoral processes and genuine 

democratization. Holding elections alone does not guarantee the establishment of a democratic system; 

rather, it is the fairness, transparency, and inclusivity of these elections that determine their democratic 

value. Free and fair elections serve as a litmus test for the integrity of democratic practices, signaling the 

degree of political openness and accountability within a society. In essence, while elections serve as a 

fundamental pillar of democracy, they are part of a broader ecosystem that encompasses rule of law, civil 

liberties, independent institutions, and a vibrant civil society. True democratization requires not only 

periodic elections but also a commitment to democratic norms, respect for human rights, and mechanisms 

for meaningful citizen participation. Thus, while elections are a critical component, they are just one facet 

of the complex journey towards building and sustaining a stable and inclusive democracy.15 

 

WHY ONE NATION ONE ELECTION IS A TEST – FOR BASIC STRUCTURE DOCTRINE 

AND SUPREME COURT 

The proposition of ONOE has stirred significant debate, particularly regarding its compatibility with the 

Basic Structure Doctrine and the role of the Supreme Court in adjudicating constitutional matters. Central 

to the constitutional critique of ONOE is its impact on federalism, specifically the constraint it imposes 

on state legislatures to align their terms with that of Parliament. The Ramnath Kovind Committee, tasked 

with examining simultaneous elections, has recently submitted its report, highlighting the urgency and 

complexity of this constitutional issue. The fundamental challenge posed by ONOE lies in its potential 

 
13 https://www.coe.int/t/dgap/forum-

democracy/Activities/Forum%20sessions/2009/Working%20documents/Proceedings_%20EN.pdf 
14 Electoral Democracy - ECPS. (n.d.). ECPS. https://www.populismstudies.org/Vocabulary/electoral-democracy/ 
15 V Political Process : Public Opinion, Attitudes, Parties, Forces, Groups and Elections / Vie Politique : Opinion Publique, 

Attitudes, Partis, Forces, Groupes et Élections. (2025). International Political Science Abstracts, 75(1), 67-128. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/00208345251323541 (Original work published 2025) 

https://www.ijfmr.com/


 

International Journal for Multidisciplinary Research (IJFMR) 
 

E-ISSN: 2582-2160   ●   Website: www.ijfmr.com       ●   Email: editor@ijfmr.com 

 

IJFMR250242443 Volume 7, Issue 2, March-April 2025 5 

 

infringement on the principles of federalism enshrined in the Indian Constitution. By mandating that state 

legislatures synchronize their election schedules with that of the Lok Sabha, ONOE effectively diminishes 

the autonomy and independence of state governments in determining their electoral timelines. This raises 

concerns about the constitutional balance between the center and states, a key tenet of the Basic Structure 

Doctrine as articulated by the Supreme Court.16 

The Ramnath Kovind Committee's report, submitted expeditiously after a brief period of consultation, 

reflects a predetermined stance favoring simultaneous elections. The terms of reference of the Committee 

heavily influenced its recommendations, leaving little room for a thorough examination of alternative 

viewpoints. This raises questions about the impartiality and inclusivity of the Committee's process, 

especially regarding dissenting opinions on the feasibility and desirability of ONOE. Under the proposed 

ONOE framework, elections to state legislatures and the Lok Sabha would be synchronized to a designated 

"appointed date," effectively fixing the electoral calendar for a five-year cycle. However, this approach 

contradicts the purported objective of reducing election frequency, as it restricts mid-term elections to the 

unexpired portion of the previous term. This not only undermines the flexibility inherent in the 

Westminster model but also perpetuates the inefficiencies and costs associated with frequent elections, 

contrary to the rationale behind ONOE.17 

Furthermore, ONOE's impact on the democratic principles of accountability and responsiveness is a 

subject of scrutiny. While the Westminster model allows for fresh elections in cases of government loss 

of confidence or the ruling party's strategic decision, ONOE's restrictions on mid-term elections curtail 

these democratic mechanisms. This raises concerns about the potential erosion of democratic norms and 

practices under a mandated synchronized election regime. In essence, the introduction of ONOE represents 

a critical test for the Basic Structure Doctrine and the Supreme Court's role in upholding constitutional 

principles. The tension between centralization and federalism, the implications for democratic 

accountability, and the efficacy of simultaneous elections in achieving their stated objectives are central 

themes that require careful examination and deliberation within the constitutional framework.18 

 

JURISPRUDENCE OF SIMULTANEOUS ELECTIONS 

The jurisprudence surrounding simultaneous elections delves into the foundational principles of 

democracy and governance, seeking to establish a robust framework that balances democratic values with 

practical considerations. At the heart of this concept lies the principle of political stability, which is crucial 

for effective governance and policy continuity. Frequent elections, while essential for democratic 

representation, can also disrupt the governance process, leading to inefficiencies and challenges in policy 

implementation. Simultaneous elections emerge as a potential solution to these challenges by 

synchronizing the electoral cycle at both the national and state levels. One of the key arguments in favor 

of simultaneous elections is the promotion of political stability. By aligning the timelines for parliamentary 

and state assembly elections, simultaneous elections aim to reduce the frequency of electoral cycles, 

 
16 Ramachandran, R. (2024, March 20). Why One Nation One Election is a test – for basic structure doctrine and Supreme 

Court. The Indian Express. https://indianexpress.com/article/opinion/columns/one-nation-one-election-basic-structure-

doctrine-supreme-court-9223794/ 
17 Ram Nath Kovind-led panel may submit report on simultaneous polls on March 14. (2024, March 14). The Hindu. 

https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/ram-nath-kovind-led-panel-may-submit-report-on-simultaneous-polls-on-march-

14/article67948105.ece 
18 IV Political Process : Public Opinion, Attitudes, Parties, Forces, Groups and Elections / Vie Politique : Opinion Publique, 

Attitudes, Partis, Forces, Groupes et Élections. (2022). International Political Science Abstracts, 72(1), 51-104. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/00208345221079077 (Original work published 2022) 
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thereby providing a more stable environment for governance. This stability is essential for long-term 

policy planning, as it minimizes disruptions caused by constant electioneering and transitions in 

government.19 

Moreover, simultaneous elections can contribute to better coordination and coherence in policy 

implementation. When elections at different levels occur concurrently, it becomes easier to align agendas, 

priorities, and resources across various tiers of government. This coordinated approach fosters synergy 

and efficiency in governance, leading to more effective outcomes for citizens. From a jurisprudential 

perspective, simultaneous elections are seen as a mechanism to uphold democratic values while addressing 

practical challenges. Democracy, at its core, emphasizes the participation of citizens in decision-making 

processes through free and fair elections. However, the frequency of elections should not compromise the 

stability and functionality of democratic institutions. Simultaneous elections strike a balance by ensuring 

regular electoral cycles without excessively disrupting governance mechanisms.20 

Proponents of simultaneous elections argue that this approach not only promotes stability but also 

enhances accountability and transparency in the electoral process. With synchronized elections, voters can 

make informed choices across all levels of government, contributing to a more comprehensive and 

cohesive democratic experience. This transparency and accountability are vital for building trust between 

citizens and their elected representatives, fostering a healthy democratic ecosystem. Critics, however, raise 

valid concerns about the logistical challenges and constitutional implications of simultaneous elections. 

Coordinating elections across diverse regions with varying political dynamics and administrative 

capacities can be complex. Additionally, constitutional amendments may be necessary to align the terms 

of state legislatures with that of the Lok Sabha, raising questions about federalism and states' rights.21 

 

CONSTITUTIONAL MANDATE 

The constitutional mandate regarding simultaneous elections in India is rooted in several key provisions 

of the Indian Constitution, which provide the legal framework for discussions and considerations on this 

complex topic. Articles 83, 85, and 17222 play a crucial role in shaping the parameters within which 

simultaneous elections can be contemplated and implemented. Article 8323 pertains to the duration of the 

Lok Sabha, the lower house of Parliament. It specifies that the term of the Lok Sabha is five years from 

the date of its first meeting unless dissolved earlier. This provision sets the standard term for the Lok 

Sabha, establishing a regular electoral cycle at the national level. Additionally, Article 83 empowers 

Parliament to extend the term of the Lok Sabha in the event of a national emergency, providing flexibility 

in exceptional circumstances. Article 85 addresses the summoning and prorogation of sessions of 

Parliament. It delineates the authority of the President to summon sessions of Parliament and to prorogue 

them. Prorogation marks the end of a session, after which a new session must be summoned. This article 

plays a significant role in the scheduling of parliamentary sessions, which is relevant to discussions on 

simultaneous elections as they impact the overall legislative calendar. Article 17224 deals with the duration 

 
19 https://onoe.gov.in/report-web/volume_VIII/volume_VIII.pdf 
20 https://legalaffairs.gov.in/sites/default/files/simultaneous_elections/NITI_AYOG_REPORT_2017.pdf 
21 Prakash, Bashwat. (2024). One Nation One Election: A Comparative Analysis from Voter Behavior to Political Polarization, 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/386175187  
22 The Constitution of India, 1950 
23 Ibid 
24 Ibid 
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of state legislatures, providing the framework for their functioning and term limits. Similar to Article 8325 

for the Lok Sabha, Article 17226 establishes the standard term for state legislatures, which is five years 

from the date of their first meeting unless dissolved earlier. It also allows for the extension of the term of 

a state legislature under specific circumstances, providing a degree of flexibility similar to that of the Lok 

Sabha.27 

These constitutional provisions form the backbone of the legal and institutional framework within which 

simultaneous elections are considered. The fixed terms for the Lok Sabha and state legislatures, along with 

the provisions for term extension under certain conditions, provide the structural basis for synchronizing 

electoral cycles at the national and state levels. However, it's essential to note that discussions on 

simultaneous elections also involve considerations beyond these specific articles. Constitutional 

amendments may be necessary to align the terms of state legislatures with that of the Lok Sabha, ensuring 

a harmonized electoral schedule. Additionally, federalism considerations, states' rights, and logistical 

challenges play a significant role in shaping the constitutional discourse on simultaneous elections.28 

 

EXISTING LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK 

The existing legislative framework governing elections in India is primarily governed by the 

Representation of the People Act, 1951, along with related rules, regulations, and guidelines. These laws 

constitute a comprehensive legal framework that governs various aspects of the electoral process, ensuring 

fairness, transparency, and accountability in the conduct of elections across the country. An analysis of 

these provisions within the context of simultaneous elections provides insights into the legal intricacies 

involved. The Representation of the People Act, 1951, serves as the cornerstone of India's electoral laws, 

providing the statutory basis for the conduct of parliamentary and state assembly elections. It outlines the 

procedural aspects of elections, including the preparation of electoral rolls, nomination of candidates, 

polling procedures, counting of votes, and declaration of results. The Act also establishes the Election 

Commission of India (ECI) as the apex body responsible for overseeing the electoral process and ensuring 

its integrity.29 

One of the key areas governed by the legislative framework is the qualifications and disqualifications of 

candidates. The Representation of the People Act lays down the eligibility criteria for individuals seeking 

to contest elections, such as age, citizenship, and criminal record. It also specifies grounds for 

disqualification, including convictions for certain offenses, bankruptcy, and holding office of profit under 

the government. Moreover, the legislative framework addresses electoral offenses and provides 

mechanisms for addressing electoral malpractices. Provisions within the Act prohibit practices such as 

bribery, intimidation, and electoral fraud, with penalties prescribed for offenders. The Act also allows for 

election petitions to be filed in case of alleged irregularities or violations during the electoral process, 

enabling judicial scrutiny and redressal of grievances. In the context of simultaneous elections, the existing 

legislative framework poses certain challenges and considerations. Aligning the electoral schedules of 

 
25 Ibid 
26 Ibid 
27 Debroy, & Desai. (n.d.). ANALYSIS OF SIMULTANEOUS ELECTIONS : THE “WHAT”, “WHY” AND “HOW.” 

https://legalaffairs.gov.in/. Retrieved April 2017, from 

https://legalaffairs.gov.in/sites/default/files/simultaneous_elections/NITI_AYOG_REPORT_2017.pdf 
28 http://oldopac.nls.ac.in:8081/xmlui/bitstream/handle/123456789/2124/LLM1095.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed 
29https://legalaffairs.gov.in/sites/default/files/(VII)Review%20of%20Election%20Law,%20Processes%20and%20Reform%2

0Options.pdf 
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parliamentary and state assembly elections would require amendments to the Representation of the People 

Act to ensure harmonization of timelines and procedures. This may involve revisiting provisions related 

to election schedules, nomination processes, and campaign periods to accommodate simultaneous 

elections effectively.30 

Furthermore, logistical challenges such as voter education, resource allocation, and administrative 

coordination would need to be addressed within the legislative framework. Amendments to electoral laws 

may be necessary to streamline processes, enhance transparency, and facilitate the smooth conduct of 

simultaneous elections while upholding democratic principles and constitutional mandates. An in-depth 

analysis of the existing legislative framework in the context of simultaneous elections is crucial for 

identifying legal gaps, potential areas for reform, and ensuring the integrity and effectiveness of India's 

electoral system. This analysis sheds light on the legal intricacies involved in implementing simultaneous 

elections and underscores the importance of legal clarity, transparency, and adherence to democratic 

norms in the electoral process.31 

 

RECENT JUDICIAL DECISIONS 

The judiciary in India holds a pivotal role in interpreting and adjudicating matters related to various aspects 

of elections, including the concept of One ONOE. Recent judicial decisions have had a significant impact 

on the conduct and fairness of elections, shaping the legal landscape in the context of simultaneous 

elections. One of the key areas where the judiciary has played a crucial role is in addressing issues related 

to the use of Electronic Voting Machines (EVMs). Several cases have been brought before the courts 

questioning the integrity and reliability of EVMs. The judiciary, particularly the Supreme Court, has 

intervened to ensure transparency and fairness in the electoral process, issuing directives and guidelines 

to enhance the security and credibility of EVMs.32 

Another significant aspect is the judicial scrutiny of electoral bonds and campaign finance. The 

introduction of electoral bonds raised concerns about transparency and accountability in political funding. 

The Supreme Court has been called upon to examine the legality and constitutionality of electoral bonds, 

with rulings impacting the financing mechanisms of political parties and the transparency of election 

funding. Moreover, the judiciary has addressed broader issues of electoral reforms, including the 

feasibility and implications of simultaneous elections. Recent cases have questioned the constitutional 

validity and practicality of ONOE, raising concerns about federalism, states' rights, and the logistical 

challenges of synchronized electoral cycles. The Supreme Court and High Courts have deliberated on 

these issues, weighing the constitutional mandates, democratic principles, and logistical considerations 

involved in implementing ONOE. For instance, in the case of S.R. Bommai v. Union of India33, the 

Supreme Court emphasized the federal structure of India and the importance of preserving states' 

autonomy and powers. This judgment underscores the need for a nuanced approach in considering 

proposals such as ONOE, which may have implications for federalism and states' rights. Additionally, the 

judiciary's role in ensuring free and fair elections is paramount. Recent judicial decisions have addressed 

electoral malpractices, voter suppression, and the protection of electoral rights. These rulings contribute 

 
30 The Representation of the People Act, 1951 
31 Wahab, Md. Imran. (2024). One Nation, One Election: A Critical Analysis. International Journal for Multidisciplinary 

Research, 6(6), 2582-2160. 
32 Law, L. (2024, January 28). Live Law. Live Law. https://www.livelaw.in/top-stories/judiciary-in-india-has-become-

majoritarian-dushyant-dave-247813 
33 1994 AIR 1918 
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to safeguarding the integrity and credibility of the electoral process, which is essential for upholding 

democratic values and ensuring public trust in the electoral system.34 

Overall, recent judicial decisions over ONOE reflect the judiciary's commitment to upholding democratic 

principles, ensuring transparency and fairness in elections, and addressing constitutional and legal 

challenges inherent in proposals such as simultaneous elections. The judiciary's interventions and rulings 

serve as a cornerstone in shaping the legal framework and guiding electoral reforms in India, contributing 

significantly to the evolution of the electoral system and democratic governance.35 

 

JURIDICAL OPINIONS AND DEBATES 

The debate surrounding ONOE has sparked a wide array of juridical opinions and debates from various 

stakeholders, including legal scholars, constitutional experts, political leaders, and civil society 

representatives. These diverse perspectives offer insights into the complexities and implications of 

implementing simultaneous elections in India.36 

Advocates of ONOE highlight several potential benefits that could result from synchronized electoral 

cycles. One of the primary arguments put forth is the reduction of electoral expenses. Conducting elections 

at multiple levels of government incurs substantial costs in terms of logistics, security, and administration. 

Proponents of ONOE argue that aligning election schedules could lead to significant cost savings for the 

government and political parties, allowing resources to be allocated more efficiently. Another perceived 

advantage of ONOE is enhanced policy continuity and efficient governance. With synchronized elections, 

the focus shifts from frequent electioneering to long-term policy planning and implementation. This 

continuity is seen as beneficial for stability and effective governance, as it minimizes disruptions caused 

by frequent electoral cycles and transitions in government.37 

However, detractors of ONOE raise several valid concerns that warrant careful consideration. One of the 

primary concerns is the necessity for constitutional amendments to implement simultaneous elections 

effectively. Aligning the terms of state legislatures with that of the Lok Sabha may require amendments 

to existing constitutional provisions, which could have far-reaching implications for federalism and states' 

rights. Logistical challenges also feature prominently in the debates surrounding ONOE. Coordinating 

elections across diverse regions with varying political dynamics and administrative capacities poses 

practical challenges. Ensuring smooth conduct, voter education, and adequate infrastructure are critical 

considerations that need to be addressed comprehensively. Federalism implications are another area of 

contention. Critics argue that ONOE could centralize power and undermine the autonomy of state 

governments. India's federal structure is based on the division of powers between the center and states, 

with state governments playing a crucial role in regional governance and policymaking. Implementing 

ONOE without adequate safeguards could potentially erode this federal balance. Furthermore, concerns 

about the impact on regional diversity and representation have been raised. India is a diverse nation with 

distinct regional identities, languages, and cultures. Critics fear that ONOE could homogenize political 

 
34 George, A. S. (2024, February 25). The Unconstitutional Nature of Electoral Bonds in India: Impacts on Political 

Transparency and the. . . ResearchGate. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10676538 
35 https://nalsar.ac.in/images/IJCL_Vol_11__12.pdf 
36 Towards a Uniform Civil Code in India: Challenges, Prospects, and Stakeholder Perspectives. (2024, March 3). 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL ON NOVEL RESEARCH AND DEVELOVPMENT, IX(3), Article ISSN: 2456-4184. 

https://www.ijnrd.org/papers/IJNRD2403497.pdf 
37 S. (2023, October 10). One Nation, One Election: Debating The Pros And Cons. https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/one-nation-

election-debating-pros-cons-legaledge-law-school 
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discourse and diminish the voice of regional parties and marginalized communities, leading to a loss of 

diversity in political representation.38 

Examining these diverse juridical opinions and debates is essential for a nuanced understanding of the 

complexities surrounding simultaneous elections. Balancing the potential benefits with the constitutional, 

logistical, federalism, and representational challenges is crucial for informed decision-making and 

meaningful reforms in India's electoral system. A comprehensive and inclusive dialogue that considers all 

perspectives is imperative to address the intricacies and implications of ONOE effectively.39 

 

CHALLENGES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

Implementing "One Nation: One Election" presents a multitude of challenges and considerations that 

necessitate a comprehensive assessment before any meaningful discussion on its feasibility can occur. 

These challenges span constitutional, logistical, representational, and procedural aspects, each requiring 

careful deliberation to ensure the integrity and effectiveness of synchronized elections, as are followed: 

1. One of the primary challenges of ONOE is the need for constitutional amendments to synchronize the 

terms of state assemblies with that of the Lok Sabha. Currently, state legislative assemblies and the 

Lok Sabha operate on separate electoral cycles, which would require constitutional amendments to 

align their terms. This raises complex questions about federalism, states' rights, and the autonomy of 

state governments, necessitating a nuanced approach to navigate these constitutional intricacies. 

2. Logistical challenges also loom large in the implementation of ONOE. Coordinating simultaneous 

elections across diverse regions with varying political dynamics, administrative capacities, and 

infrastructural requirements poses significant practical challenges. Ensuring the smooth conduct of 

elections, adequate security measures, voter education, and robust electoral infrastructure are critical 

considerations that must be addressed comprehensively. 

3. Equitable representation is another key consideration in the ONOE debate. India is a diverse nation 

with distinct regional identities, languages, cultures, and political landscapes. Synchronized elections 

could potentially impact regional diversity and representation, leading to concerns about 

homogenization and the marginalization of regional parties and minority communities. Balancing the 

need for national coherence with regional representation is a delicate task that requires careful 

attention. 

4. Addressing political party concerns is also paramount in the ONOE discourse. Political parties play a 

central role in the electoral process, and any significant reforms must consider their perspectives, 

interests, and concerns. Ensuring a level playing field, transparency in campaign finance, and equitable 

access to electoral resources are essential components of fostering a fair and inclusive electoral 

environment. 

5. Maintaining the integrity and transparency of the electoral process is a fundamental pillar of 

democratic governance. Synchronized elections should not compromise the credibility, fairness, or 

accountability of the electoral system. Measures to prevent electoral malpractices, ensure the accuracy 

of voter rolls, enhance security in electronic voting systems, and facilitate independent monitoring and 

oversight mechanisms are crucial for upholding the integrity of simultaneous elections. 

 
38 Singh, B., & Law, L. (2024, January 24). BCI Chairperson Proposes Constitutional Amendments for “One Nation, One 

Election” to High-Level Committee. Live Law. https://www.livelaw.in/top-stories/bar-council-of-india-submits-

comprehensive-suggestions-for-one-nation-one-election-to-high-level-committee-247536 
39 One Nation, One Election: Prospects and Challenges - Civilsdaily. (2024, January 23). CivilsDaily. 
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Furthermore, the practical implementation of ONOE requires meticulous planning, stakeholder 

consultations, and a phased approach to address the diverse challenges and considerations involved. 

Piloting synchronized elections in select regions or conducting feasibility studies could provide valuable 

insights and help mitigate potential risks and challenges. 

 

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, the concept of ONOE encapsulates a spectrum of jurisprudential, legal, judicial, and 

juridical dimensions. This research paper endeavors to navigate through these complexities, offering 

insights into the opportunities and challenges presented by synchronized elections and contributing to 

informed discussions on electoral reforms in India. Elections represent a complex intersection of 

constitutional mandates, legal frameworks, jurisprudential principles, judicial interpretations, and public 

discourse. While proponents advocate for the benefits of synchronization in electoral cycles, including 

political stability and cost-effectiveness, challenges such as logistical feasibility, constitutional 

constraints, and federal dynamics require careful consideration. As India continues to evolve its electoral 

processes, a nuanced approach that balances democratic ideals with practical realities is imperative. This 

paper contributes to the ongoing dialogue on simultaneous elections, highlighting the legal and 

constitutional dimensions that shape this critical aspect of India's democratic framework. The 

jurisprudence of simultaneous elections underscores the importance of political stability, coordination, 

and democratic values in the electoral process. While proponents highlight the potential benefits of 

synchronized electoral cycles, including enhanced governance efficiency and accountability, careful 

consideration of logistical challenges and constitutional nuances is essential. Balancing these aspects is 

crucial for ensuring that simultaneous elections serve as a mechanism for strengthening democratic 

principles and governance effectiveness. The constitutional mandate for simultaneous elections is 

anchored in Articles 83, 85, and 172 of the Indian Constitution. These provisions establish the standard 

terms for the Lok Sabha and state legislatures, provide flexibility for term extensions, and outline the 

procedural aspects of parliamentary sessions. Understanding and navigating these constitutional mandates 

are crucial for meaningful discussions and potential reforms regarding simultaneous elections in India. 

ONOE encompass a wide range of constitutional, logistical, representational, and procedural aspects. 

Balancing these considerations while upholding democratic principles, safeguarding federalism, 

addressing regional diversity, addressing political party concerns, and maintaining electoral integrity is 

essential for any meaningful discussion on the feasibility and implementation of synchronized elections 

in India. A comprehensive and inclusive approach that engages stakeholders, experts, and the public is 

crucial for navigating the complexities and ensuring the success of ONOE reforms. 
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