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CAHAPTER IV.

"The Decline of Janata Pgrty in Mahgrgshtrag®.

1. The Janata Split gt the Centre:-

The Janata Party since its inception was undergoing stresses
and strains as there was constant infighting anong its different
constituents. A series of events mentioned below leading to the
conclusion that the party as such never operated cohesively
but on the contrary it was heacing towards gradual distingeration-
the end of which was the party split and resignation of the Janata

Government.

l. The Janata was not a cohesive group and differences

of opinion appeared on the surface because of selection

of Prime Minister of the Country. Charan Sinéh support ed
Morarji Desal to scuttle the chances of Jagjivam Ram.in
returny he wabted to establish complete contrgl over the
party. He tried to undermine influence of his rival in U.P.
politics H.B. Bahugunas and denied tickets to hls candidates
in the assembly elections. Chandra Shekhar intervened and
denied tickets to9 o nominees of Charan Singhe It was the
burning desire of Charan Singh to be the Prime Minister

of the country. Due to limited influence of the Janata party
in the country, he thought that electorally Janata depended
upon his political support base. All his moves were almed

at getting prime Ministerspost for himself.
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After the asserbly elections in 9 states in which
Janata formed Government in 7 states, the BLD-Jan Sangh

combine sharecpower with mutual understanding - This

- causec fear in the small parties viz: the CFD, the

Cong (0) etc - This gave rise to factionalism and

‘finally resulted in tensions when the BLD-led CMs

in U.P. Bihar and Haryana faced no confidance motion

by fellow Janata men.The rode of the High-Command also
becane a subject of controversy as the constituents

iﬁterpreted it iniminical to their interests. Chandra-
Shekhar was under heavy attack from the BLD men especial-
ly from Raj Narain. He became vocal, Charan Singh resig-
ned from the National Executive over Janata parliamentary

Boards' decision to ask BLD chief Ministers to seek

" vote of confidance. as long as the alilance between the

4
BLD and the Jan-sangh continued the status-quo could not

be changede.

The Janata party's defeat in the assembly elections of
Karnataka s Andhera Pradesh etc. because of the poor
organisation and allotment of tickets to the former
congressmen defected to Janata by Chandrashekhar in

his bid to consolidaté his position created tenslonse.
Raj Narain held him responsible for defeat and demanded
his resignation. Ra] HNarain opened a tirade against
Chandrashekhar and was questioning the legitimacy

of his continuation as party presidents He further went

o3
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to the extent of callirng the national executive as illezal

as accoraing to him it was not elected but was ad-hoe in nutureys;
)
[

the tenure of which was overe.

4e Lhe matter worsered vhen haj Larsin was

gssued ' show
czuse notice' by the Janzta Farlizmentary bo.ard,u Charsn Singh
czlled it as the 'death muil' "Cther LLU lgade_ws Selie 1oichray
Rabl Fay, R-N.gadav etc. Joined the issue'J There was a talk
of BuD revival «  UOn the other hand the formzr congresst.en(0)
like C...vuptay bubu shal Fatel nnd the former Jan-Sancsh men
like Kushyg Hhal Thax<re etc. ‘elcon —ed the decision. This w s a

major conflict gpeaking in volumes off the future develonnent se

Se. Lhe Covernment feced first crisis when the union cabinet
under the leadership of korarji Lesal decided to secure resi.n-
atlons of Charan tingh ard kaj barain on grounds of violating
collective resronsibility of tne cubinet on 29.6.1975.

Raj Warsin's resi nation as ilealth winister was sought on
grounds of addressin: the public rally viclating the article
144. Both of them resigned. In protest 4 ministers of state
telonging to the BLD faction resigned from their respective
Ministerlese Rabliray resigned as the narty (eneral Secretaryo8
6LD leaders likte Devilzal, R.g.YadaVa Karpoori Thakur and R.X.
Awin condemned the decisione. The Jan-Sangh, the CFD and
Sccialists were with Morerii Lesai; The bBLD group felt aliena-
ted and resorted to pressure tactics aguinst Morerji Lesal by
malkking remarks against him and by holding the Kisan Kally to

show the strength of the BLD leader. Thus the Janata was facing



86

-4
crisis which involved younger leaders in mediating in between

Morarji and Charan Singhe

Finally after 8 months of mediation by various leaders and
especlally after utilizing'the good of.ices of J.P. Narain, Charan
Singh was reinducted into the c:binet as Deputy Prbme Minister with
Finance Portfollio. Jagjiivan Ram was also elevated to the DYo'-
Prime Ministership. Other BLD wmembers who resigned from their
ministeries were ?%so reinducted with an exception of Raj Narain
who was kept out. By the timej the differences could be patched
ups the relations were turned sore all under thebgarb of allegations:
and counter allegations-.Madhu ~imayes George Fernandes were sdre
over MorarjikDesai for not handing the cormption charges against

Kanﬁiigesai, Madhu Limaye resiined a$ General Sscretary bver the

issues

6. The hopes of party unity after the patch-up of differences
Y 4
between Morarji Lesal and CharanSingh and after the latter's

reinduction into union csbinet were however beliedy as the factional
fights emerged at the state level. This time it were between the 12

 Jan Sangh and BLD factionse In the process UeP ministry collapsed,

soon the trouble spread in other Janata ruled states. The Jan.
Sangh and,BiD and other constituents drew battle lines and there
'started a show of strength. Willys niliy the central leaders had
to interfere 1in it to serve their respective factional interestse.
All this resulted in ouster of BLD chief uinisters first 1t was
R.N.Yadav of U.P. then 1t was KarpooriThakur and Devilal.

The Jan-Sangh succeeded in the show of strength znd its CMe

S A AR e i 1 e o
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Mr.Shanta Kumar survived in the show of strengthe. The BLD
faction has sitting hard at the weakest link of the opposition
faction i.e. bleming the Jan Sangh for its re_ation with the
Re Se S¢ In this way they exposed over other factions the CFD

and the soclialists. Thus the BLD was hell-bent to alienate

the Jan Sanzh in the party‘and trhe dual wmembership issue proved
handy for the purpose. The BLD succeeded in its tinade against
the Jan Sangh over the dual-memberchip issue. All this developed
a rift in the party as the Jan Sangh was not ready to break

its relations with the kSS. The socielist leader Madhu Limaye
joined Eaj Narain who was already on warpathe sorarjl Desal was
behind the Jan Sangh and vice-versa. Amidst such factional
fightingy there stafted the issue of organisation electlons

in the party. while the BIL was opposing ity the Jan Sangh agg
others were insistent over holding organisational electionse
Since the BLD. after the resignation of Charan Singhrand Raj
Narain and others from Morarji Covernment was out of power in
the party as wells it could not pay much ;ttention towards
enrolling wembership and other organisaticnal issuess It was at’
weakerlgOSition. Hence they raised the issue of "Bogus-Memember-
ship", Meanwhiles the BLD was succeeding in strengtne ing
itself with the supprort of CeFeDemen like H.N- Bahugﬁna etce
and some socialists to put them against the Jan Sanghe The
strategy pald dividends in U.F. where the BLL with the help of
C°D and sccialiste etce sot elected its leader Bar,pgi - Das

as the leader of Janata legislatdve party defeating the

opposition faction candidate by 212 vse 177 votess
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7o The last stape of the Janata infighting leading to split
started when the Janata party disciplinary committee dismissed
Raj ggrain from the nati:znal executive for one year by 56 Vs 1 vo-
tes. Ka] Warain left the Janata party and formed the Janata
( secul-ar). Many BLD MPs joined the Janata (S) when the
opposition leader Ye.5.Chavan who re:;dined his poéition as the

leader of the oprosition because of Deoraj UPs moved no confidence

motion a_ainst Morarji Dessi govermcent.Thus the Janata gover-

nnent lost majority as the CPI-k Akali Dal IMK, PWP and several
other small parties withdreﬁ their supporte As a result, Morarji
Desal tendered his resignation as prime Ministers In Maharashtra
tooy the Janata split had some repurcussions. Dr. Kumsr Sapta-shi
Mrs. Mrinal Corey; Mrse. Shanti Naiks K.A.Khaps Nana Saheb Mane etc-

21
one MP and 6 LiLAs resizned from the Janata to form the Janata(S)e.

2e _Ihe care-taker governuent of Charan Singh t-

Followling the resignation of Mre Morarji Dessi Janata
governmenty the Fresident Mre. ke.S5.Reddys invited Y.B.Chavan the
opposition leader to form Covernment, but Y.B.Chavan failed to
uuster majority. Then Charan fingh who was backed by the Gong(S%z
the CPI, the CPMy Akall Dal, the PWP and the ML and the Cong.(I)
stdi ed claim to form the government. The Janata party leader
Morarji Desal also sta ed claim t. form of goveernment th ugh
both the groups could not Secure support of waiPrity as was
evi dent {frow tie licts o both Lhe gro.ps h&?@l&; couwon nuuese
Soons = it was decided by N.8s Heddy that Charan singh had

.o



89

-7
a greater support hence he ackoeo him to form Covernuent
The Con ress (I) later o ihcivew ts sunnort and

contended that it supported charan singh's government and not
the Cong ) which was the all!iance pértner sharing power

with the Janata (S). Thus the Charan Sin;h government reduced

to minority before facing the parliament. Y,B.Chavan had become
the Dy« Frime ninister with & c:ibinet winisters. The Janata
after its fall was fucing another conflict as the parliacentary
party leader Morarji Des:l was not ready to resign owlng to
pressirg from the‘Various sectionse sut laters he stepred downe.
He was replaced by Jagjivam Ram who after the fall of Charan
Singh' s zovernment before trial demanded the Fresident to be invi-
ted to form the government bu the President did not oblige

and rather followin; the advice of Charan Singh, dissolved

the Lok-Sabha and denied the Janata Party the chance to form

the government. The Tresident asl.ed Charan Sin:zh to continue
as the care-taker P rime iinister. The Janata rarty condemned

the President's what they called as "Pre-planued consplracyYe
Chandra Shakhar said mewbvers of J nuta in the RaJya Sabha would
subnit a motion of seeking impeachment of the president.Thus
the Janata party was unhappy over Iresident's order to dissolve
the sixth Lok Sabha. With the dissolution of Lok-Sabha signi-

ficznecs of MrseGandhi rose highe

3. The Lok~Sabha Elections in ilahargshtiss -

After the fall of Janata soverBuent at the centres

like in other states, in iMaharashtra the Cong (I) was emerging

e B
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stronger. The former Chief Minister and the PLDF Government's
finarice l.ini ster ire S5.8.Chavan Joined the. Cong (I) along with

his partymen. He werged his kuhsrachtra soclalist Conjress with
the Conz (I). This wuas followed by many other leaders. The ineP«C.eC
(5} in the executive ueeting attended by 31 of 33 members decided
to merge with the Cong‘zl)- The decisl n wvus slp:orted vy 22

MLAs out of 24 and 2 Rajya Sabha vl s it 4 and 24 LCCs out of 34.
Fadhulzar Rao Chowdhary and Sh'lvaji Fgzo Girdhasr Patil oprosed
werger. The Cong (S) saw a c ange in its leadership. Devraj Urs,
the stznch s:pmorter of krs. Gandnl and who was malnly respon-
sible for the Congress split in 1978 resigned from the Conz (I)
because of Mrse. Gandhi's authort::'i- n style of functirning. He
then formed the Karanatalka Con;ress and later mer;jed 1t with the
Congress (S). He was elected president of the Cong (S). de apreal-
ed Jagjivan Ram, Chandra Shekhar, i.adhu Dandavzte etc. to join
the Cong (S) which then became the Cong (U) after Urs,became
President. In similar fashion l.i.Tirpude also resigned from the
Coag (I) and Joined the Cong (U). charad Pawar's Cong (P) decided

to join the Cong (U) as it had the support of YeBeChavane

In the face of electlons, the Janata narty failed to reach
an agreament with the Cong (P). Only understanding over 13 seats
- ,

was possible the P.W.Pe also did not enter into alliance with

the Janatae.

a)' Background s~ The faith reposed 1n the Janata narty was
belied as the party never tried to behave as a united and strong

party like a well-knit disciplined party. The split in the party
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did not c:use muéh harm organisati~uully. to the state unit

as the leaders who joined the Janata (S) were of trivial
lmportance. The maln reason for this was that the BLD did not
have base in kshurashtra unlike the Northern states. The state
unit was compuratively organiscd and disciplined partye It had
to ' ce eleétions becsuse of the fault of otaer leaders
cutside llaharashtra Statee Un the wholey the state unit'is
nerformance was not bad looking at the strong congress base
with stron, support from sugar co-operative und other
panchayati Raj instituti ns - a2lmost all represented by the
strong m rural elites always manipulating politlcal power in

conformity with their interests.

The Cong (I) which had successfully established itself
in the state after 1978 was further strengthened with the merger
of Cong (S) MePeCeCe and Maharachtra Socialist Congress etc.
The Cong (I) had already established its nowerful base in
Vidarbhay and some parts of itipathynds * wWestern Maharashtra, &
Khandeshe The entry of leaders like Vasant Dada Patil, S.DB.
Chavans Vikhe Fatil and ~thar Congr (S) leaders with some base -
all on one platformm was cegr enouzh to understand the success
of Cong (I) in consolidating votes rather than divisions as
could have been the case 0f senarate groupse On the other
h;nd the Janata's efforts to consolidate its bases in rural-

lever were not successful as was evident from the Z.P.elections

in which the Janata had just got 204 out 1236. The Janata was

. 20.
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deserted by tlhe former 2llies as the Peweko - opted to o it
alone. The Cong (F) or the Cong (U) failed toar.ive at an
understanding with the Janata. The urban support of Janata was
on the verge of erosion gradually as was clear from the Boﬁbay
Corporation election in which Janata lost 35 seats out of 103
it contested and had suffered a loss of 255 votes. Further

the Janata party was vexy’much exposed as a party dominasnted
by the Jan Sangh. wWhat is morcs the formation of Janata (5)
in Maharashtra though by insi; nificant leaders was in fact the

forecast of division of Janata votes onlys

It was difficult for Y.B.Chavan to win the general
elecfions in Maharasbtra. As denuty Prime Minister of the Coun-
try he led the rarty in the election. He was supvorted by chief
Mini ster Sharad Fawar and other leaders of the state butlt
could be seen that Indira Gandhi :;zving more powerful for him.

The Congress (I) was on the crest wave (of popularity

as it accuired well organised election machinery and charismatic

leadership of hrs.uandhi.

The Su; ar lobby was a divided house in this elections.
some were under the influence of Cong (1), some were under the
Cong (U) and :a s few were under the Janata. Thus it was as str-
ong a force as it was previously becauée of its divided loyalties.
Somewhat similusr was the czse of Z.Ps and other institutes -

the sinews of power in rural areas.

eells
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Issuesi- The Congress (I) gave the slogan that it would give
stable and ef¥fective governwent to the country. The Jznata was
plark was 'save democracy'. It was harpin: on the sama old
rhetoric of democracys dictatore¢hip and total révolution of Jaya

Fraxash haraine.

While krse Gandhi was convineingly capit:lizing over
the Janata's inagbility to mu e. bhe was demanding the vote for
stability and to the narty that works. the was attracting large

7

crowds all over the state;

Y.B. Chavan and Sharad Fawar lalé stress upon autorita-

rianikm. of Indiga Gandhl. Ye3.Chavan warned this would be last
1 (:;’.3
election if Mrs.Candhi's Congress got elected 7
L 30
b) Election hesults and Anglysiss - The elections were

swept by the Cong (1) which wrested 39 seats out 0f48, the Janata
got 8 and the Cong'(U) secured one seaty while the P.W.P. drew a
blank. The Cong (I) totally _ot 9790504 votes (52.98%) and got

39 seats (81.255) while the Janata secured just 8 seats out

of 31 it contested. Secured a total of & 375823 votes (20.39%)
tollowed by the Cong (U) which contested 24 seats got only one
seat of YeBe.Chavan from Satara. The Cong (U) got 21492,905 votes
(11.86%)» The newly formed Janata (S) contested 17 seats but lost

deposits in all constituencies » it got only 196189 votas(1.06%) .

12
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The Cong (1) lest - 9 seats while it had contested all 43.

The seats it lost werey 5 in Bombays 3 in fokan and only one in
Western ligharashtra.

It indiczted that the Janata still had its hold over Bombay
where it swept all the 5 seats. 5Sut Janata had got 49.10% in 77
elections while in 1980 electicns it got 42374 - There was an
erosion of 6.73% of votes. But on the whgle the Cong (I) could not
make a dent into the Janata stron:-hold in Boubay.

vIn Kokan, the Janata had fielded 5 c¢c.ndidates in all Kokan
constituencies - it got 3 seats and lost 2 to the Cong §I). 1In
fact it lost only those seats which it did not contest in 1977
electicns. cecondlys these two coustituencies were rural consti-
tuencies - cannotiné that the Janata had no supvort in rural areas.
In terms of votesy Janata had secured 72.37% of votes as a:ainst
34.79% in 77. This was beczuse the Janata-contested 2 more seats
in 1980 elections. On the wholes the Janata bases were intact in
Kokan as well. The Cong (I) capitilized on the division of votes
between the Janata and allies which in 1980 elections were bifurc-
tede.

In Vidarbhas the Janata contested 5 seats cne more than 77 gene-
ral elections but failed to secure even a single seat. While it
cot 2 seats in 77. The Cong (I) werested all the 11 seats in
Vidarbha and secured 61.37% votes. Janata got 3.04% as against
15;46% in 77 general elections - indicatging a loss of 12.42}% votes
meaning clearly the erocion of Janata support. The Cong (I) on the
other hand had got 45.% 5 votes in 27 and increased it to 61.37%

votes in 1980 elections - a gain of 15.51% votes - the Congresss(I)

o

~

x U

La

g .
further consolidated its tTugitional e Alsc it could be
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concluded that the Cong (I) in 1980 was more united and was
geared up with zeal as compared to the divided house of 77. Though

the state Cong (1) had lost its poineer leader uir.Tirpudes

The Janata stood second in 4 out of 5 seat s it contesteds The
Cong (U) fielded 5 and lost all in which 2 cundidates lost the
deposit while the party emerged as the second number at 2 const-

ijtuenciese The Cong (U) had no base in Vidarbha.

In Marathwada, the Cong (I) won all 8 seatsJanata contested 5
seats and cot 10.88% against 18.98s4 votes in 77 - a loss of 8.10%
votes - it was because »f the change in loyalty of Muslimé in
Marathwada especially in Aurangabad, Jalna, ilingoli, where they
constitﬁted sizeable section of the population and beczuse of the
consolidation of congress votese fhe Cong (U) contested 4 seats ka
195 and lost all. It secured 12¢674% of votes more than the Janata.
In 1978 elections, the then Con: (R) secured 16 assenbly seats and
stood second in 14 seats. LThils the party faced eroslon of bases
in Marathwada. They party got more votes than Janata - weaning
thit the Congress (U) had rural support. The Cong (I) got 54.19%
of votes. Thus in larathwada also, the Cong (I) cons>lidated its
bases.

In Khandesh also,the Cong (1) wrested all the 6 seats (56.95%

votes) as 19.23% votes by Januata and 17.71% votes of Cong (U).

In all the 288 assembly comnstituenciess; the Cong (I) secured
wajority in 238 constituencies (82.645 seats) while the Janatqjl
secured wajority in 35 assembly constituencies.(12.15%) seats.

.14
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In Bombay, the Cong (I) secured majority in 16 assembly
constiguencies .- Al%y}hese 16 constituencies had good number of
either Maslims or BCs.

On the wholes the Cong (I) got 52.98% votes as against 20.37%
votes by Janata and 11.864 votes by the Cong (U) and 2.35% votes
by the P.WePe The Cong (I) zot more than all the votes of Janata
and the former elites (which fought alone in 1980 elections). Togeth-
ery the Janatas the Cong (U), the P.wW.Ps the RiI(K) the RPI(Khob)
Janata (S) and CPM etc - secured4’.45% Qotes - 12.88/% votes less
than secured by the Cong (I). Thus the Cong (I) had absolute support
- support from all over the state, even in sombay and Kokan the vote

catching capacity of Cong (1) L&g increased.

.~ The Janatz in the 1980 electionssy emerged prominently as a
regional party in the state. The elections confirwed the supremacy

" of the congrass over the state liie the one it enjoyed before 1977
electionse The Janata party had got someliuslims and Bvaotes in 1977
and 1978 elections but they switched back to the Cong (I) again in
1980 electioéﬁé The trend further showed that the electoral division
of the state was a passing thenomenon. The former elites which were
dismantled in the wake of Janata rule once again rehabiliated to
their old position. It was realignment of the fragmented political
forces in the state in the form of Cong (I) to a great extent. The
‘Janata emergence had fragmanted the congress; but the process was
not complete. The Janata could not finish the fragmented forces.
The fragmented forces on the other hand consolidated themselves in
the fom of Congress (I) which demanded loyalty to the central
leadership of Mrs., Gandhi and successfuly isolated the leadership

- 15
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of Y.BIChéVan from his own following - it could be clearly con-
cluded that since he changed his poliecy of not rewaining loyal
to the central leadership after 1877 electionsy he was on the
verge of political decline, whikg those remaining firm to the
principle of loyalty to the centrisl leadership of Mrs.Gandhi, once
againsicceeded in rehabiliating themselves with the remerzence

of litrseGandni. Y.o.Chavan influence-received setback was the last
phase of his vrolitical leadershlp in the state. The fragmented
forces veali ntedin their deifence to fizht together the real
ganger to their politicai existence as such - and in the process
not onlythe new force (the Janata) was cut to sizes but the

status-quo in the state was restored.

4e The Jgnata split and formation of BJP:- After the elections

20 Cong (I) MPs and 15 Conz(I) kLais demanded that the state
governor should dissolve the assembl?f The Cong (U) defeat had s
once agzain - roved that the Con,; (I) was real congreg%. Hany

Cong (U) leaders began to cioss-over to the Cong (I). The PLF
strength cume down from 180 to 1€7. ilinlsters like, Sunder Rao
Sobfinke Nakhate etcs with 7 MLAs joined the Cong (I) lr. Kasture-
the commanity welfare minisggr along with 7 MLAs (VidamkRx Sabha)
and 2 KLCs joined the Cong (1). Katnappa Kumbhar, lane, Lada
Shaheb Furanvate and Sushil Kumar Shinde joired the Cong(I).36
Meanwhile the election of speaker Janata's candidate Pranlal
Vora became speaker getting 1%3 votes agalnst 96 votes of

Kri shna Rao Munde of the Cong (I). The PLF was facing fluctua-

tions in the face of Cong (U) MLAs defections as mentioned aboves

The Janata party too was a divided house. The dual-membership
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1ssue which r&cked the rarty was ajain raised by Jagjivam Ram
who blamed the LSt for its as a political orgenisation. He
resigned from the Janata varty «nd later formed the Cong.(J).
soon the 9 state assemblies were dissclved by the new Government
including Maharashtra. keanvhile the daul-membership issue was
hotly depated in the party. The Janata parliamentary board in a
meeting declared that the Janata wembers should sever theirlinks
with the KeSeS. But the former Jaun Sangh members obiected to the
decisionse The He SeSe elemenfs nressurised the Jan Sangh leaders
to maintain the status-quo and ruled out any change in the

relations
previous with the ReSeCe On April, 1980, the Junata
party finally put the curtain and ;ot passed the resolution by
17 votes to 14 votes in the natinnal executive declaring the Janata
members from taking nart in the iteie3. activities. lien like
NeGeGore insisted that the issue shouid be settled once for alle
The Jan Sanzh faction c ume out and formed the new nagty under the
leadersnip of A.B.Vajpayee as the,Bhartiya Janata party.Thygs
the Janata party split aflected the Janata party in laharashtra
also. Becazuse the Jan Sangh enjoyed some suprort in the urban
pockets and after coming to power in the form of Janata it conso-

lidated its position in urban areas like Boumbay and Thane.

5. The Assembly electiong 1980 :- The Asseubly elections were

declared bn o7th and 30th May 1980. as the P.D.F. jovernment
waé dissolved after the Cong (I) victory in the stute as well as
in the whole country. The depleted Janata rarty had to face

elections single handedly. The rarty was split and the former
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Jan Sangh contesting election in the form of BJP. The party

synbol was frogen. 1t was given a new syubol "Umbrella' because

of the split, 2 its organisational strength was reduced. un the
other hand the Congz (I) had almost single-handedly swept the pollse
After Lok-Sabha elections many leaders of Cong (U) had joined the
Cong (I) und the Cong (I) was all cset to reneat the performance

of the recently held Lok-Sabha elections. The Janata was facing
the division of votes and there was no hope o any reversal as the

sart’ haé no base compared to the stronmg Cong (I).

The Janata was trying to work out an understanding over
seat adjustwent. The party fielded 111 candidatess while the Cong(U)
contested 193 seats the P.4.P. cintested 38 seats. While the newly
formed BJP fielded 145. The BJP declared support to € Janata MLAs.

The state Cong (I) was working very hard under the leader-
ship of A<R.Antulay- the Gener:l tecretary of Cong (I). The strategy
of HMrssGandni was to finish the influence of dominant “castes
assepting in the form of political power. This was nelpiul to
Antulay alsos who almost conducted the whole electlion proceedings
- It was he who declared the l1ist of the party candidates and
allotted party tickets to his supporters - much to the dislike
$of Congressmen like Vasant Dada and “ohite etce who jolned the
Cong (I) after the Janata split. These leaders were helpless as
Mr.Antulay enjoyed the suprort of krs. Candhi. Sharad Pawar
appealed Vasant Dada to join the Cong (U) and lead it but Vasant
Dada * - . . © + was shrewd enouzh not to commit such
‘political mistakee

.+18
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The process which krse Gandni started to cut the laratha
leadersnip to size; was alnost couplete after the remergence of
MrseGandhi - no leader could challenge her powere. This led the
Cong (U) 1leaders to mauire communal anneal under the captiony
"™ aharashtra's self-respect was in danger®. :Antulay warned Y.B.

Chavan not to paly on communal sentiments.

The Janata party was not facing elections to come to power
on its own strengthe It was just to test its strength under the
changed circumstancess it had to be:sin once azain to consolidate
its base and establish at places when it was not strong. Siwmilarly
the elections were important to the extent of deciding as to which

party was stronger in laharashtra, the Janata or the B.J.P.

The Cong (U) was to rehabllitate itself. Sharad Fawar did not
yield before the Cong (1) and had chosen to remain in Congz (U). He
was trying to uuster the support of ligharashtrians youth to appeal
them to preserve the self-respect of Muharashtra. Of “course, this
was the only issue at the time of electionse Secondly, the Sharad
Fawar Government i.e. the P.L.F. had perforted well on gll frontse.
He was keen to continue the politics of alllance. He commissioned
services of Y.B.Chavan for this.

The BJP too like the Janata was examining its strength in

the new ebvironnente.

8v 40
Election Regults and Anglysis:- In the elections the Cong (I)

got 185 seats, the Janata 17 and the BJP 14. While the Cong (U)
got 47 and thus émerged as the second largest party in the state.

The Congress got in all 44.52% of votes the Congress (U) - 20, 7543
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the Januta 8.645 votes and the BJP - 9.174 votes. The Cong (I)
suffered a loss.of 8.46% of votes and lost wajority in 52
constituencies compared to the Lok-Sabha élections in 1980

in which the party had secured majority in 238 constituenciese

In Bombay, the Cong (I) secured 26 seats and 44.74%
of votes gain of 5.547 votes and a majority of 10 assenbly
constituencies - in 1980 Lok-Sabhas the party had majority
in 16 assemnbly constituencies - a ;ain of 10 seats in the
assenbly elections. On the other handy the Junata could -zet
only 2 seats and 15.594 of votes while it had majority in 18
assenbly constituencies znd had secured 40.24% of votes in 1980
Lok-Sabha - a loss of 24.655 votecs. this showed that the Janata
suffered erosion in its strong-hold Bombay. This was partly
beczuse of the reduced strength after the splbt. In Bowbay
the Janata stood second in 5 constituencies anc thi#d in 14 &5
candidates locst devositse Mhile the 3JP contested 26 cezts and
got 65 stood second in 15 and third in 5 constituencies. It
~secured a total of 24.974 of votess Thus the BJP performed
better than the Janata in Bombay in temms of seats and in
terms second and third position. The reason {for this was it had
a well-knit organisation and supnort of Re.SeSe workers.It had

also some urban bose even when it was the Jan Sanghe
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The Cong (U) contested 8 seats and lost all with the

security depositse In Boubay the v»arty had no base.

In Kokan out of 37 seats) the Cong (I) got 18 and stood
second in remaining 13 and it got 43.67% of votes - a zain of
3.87% compared to the Lok-Sabha elections when it had esta=-
blished lead in 14 Assenbly constituencies; meaning a gain
of 4 seats in the assembly electionse This was clearly the
result of consolidation‘of Congress votes in the Janata strong
holds The Janata Farty . got 5 out of 17 it fought while
it got 19.77% of votes - a loss of 22.64 of votes compared to
the Lok-Sabha polls - the indicaticn of wamning cupport
basey further confimed by the fact that while it got majority
votes in 14 constituencies in Lok-Satha which was reduced to
5 ~ thus it losﬁ majority support 13 in 9 more in this
elections. The Janata stood second in 9 seats and third in 2
seats while 3 candidates lost depositss The BIP dcontested 18,
zot 3 and scored 12.82% votes it stood second in 8 seats)
third in 8 seats - compared to Janata, the BJP performance
was poor from all anglese In fact this was because of the
work of the socialists who had base in Fatnagiri district.
The Cong (U) contested 11, got just one (1)3 lost deposits
in 8 seats and stood second in nne constituency - cennoting
that the Cong (U) was not at sll a party with any base in
Kokan. The Janatas the‘BJFa the Cong (U) together constitute
less than the Cong (I) seats and Votigi.e. © seats together-

half of the Cong (I)'s 18 seats and the 3 majJor oppsstiion
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by the Cong (I). Thus it was clear that the Cong (I) establi shed
1ts hold over Kokan regicn and wiped out the Janata party, not to

' speak of other parties which did not have worthwhile base in Xokan.

In Vidarbhay the Cong (I) zot 55 out of 66 seats and sto-
od second in remaining 11 seats; it got 49.70% votes as against
61.37% in the Lok-Sabha - a loss of 11.67% of votes. And in Lok-
Sabha (1980) the Cong (I) had established lead in 61 seits &nd in
the assembly it was reduced to 56 seats onhly-a loss of 6 seats.

The Janata fielded 13 and drew a blank and 11 candidates lost

the deposits while stood second in two seats and third in 5 seats;
totally the Janata got 2.23% of votes as against - 3.04% in Lok~
Sabha elections - besides in the Lok-Sabha it had secured position
in two assemnbly constituencies. The BJP fielded 41 candidates and
got 3 seats stood second in 16 and third in 13 seats with a total
of 12.27% v-tes. The results were z morale bodster to the BJP

as it performed better than the Janﬁta- The Cong(U) «fielded 49 and
got 8 seatss; stood second in 24 gnd third in 10 seats while 22
candidates lost deposits. The Cong (U) secured 15.89% votes as
acainst 6g47@<1n the Lok-Sabha (1980) elections - a gain of 9.42%
of votes -gin indication of some improvements since the Lok-Sabha
elections. The Cong (U) emerged as the second largest party in
Vidarbha-

In Magrathwada s the Cong (I) got 25 out of 46 seats and
stood second in 18 and third in 2 seats. Secapdd4l.46% of votes -
against 54.19% in Lok-Szbha - a loss of 12.73% votes - and 21 seats
as it had secured majority in all the majority in all the 46
assembly constituencies in the Lok-Sazbha elections indicating

ee22
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erosion of some base in the assembly electioﬁSo The Janata had
contested 16 seats and lost all with 10 security deposits,lost;
it stood second in 4 and third in € seats. It secured a total

of 539 % of votes as against 10.83% in the Lok-Sabha elections
with further erosion of 5.49% votes. The Jarata did not get
majority even in a single asseubly seat in the Lok-Sabha poll
which was repeated once agaln in the assembly elections - while
the party had secured 15 seats in the 1978 assembly electlonss
thereafter it lost its bases. The BJP fought 19, zot onej stood
second in one and thiré in 10 seats and lost deposits in 14 seats.
It got 4.86#f of votes. The Cong (U) fought 41y got 17 and stood
second in 7 seatse Totally the Cong (U) polled 2.43% of votes -
arainst 12.67% in Lok-Sabha - a gain of 16.76% votes. Similarly
the Cong (U) did not get majority even in a single assembly |
constituency in the Lok-Sabha election but in the assefbly elec-
tions it got 17 seats - an indication/qgcrease in support to

the Cong (U). The Congress (U) emerged as a seconé largest

party in Marathwada too. It was gradually rehabiliating its base i
in the region. It wus an indication of the popularity of

Shardd Pawar who was becoming strongleader - a man of his own

mzking in state polities.

The Western Maharasntra also behaved the Marathwada
way in assembly elections. The Cong(I) which suffered losses
in its base in Vidarbha, larathwada also suffered losses in
the Western Maharashtras The Cong (I) got 40 out of 73 seats it-£
fought and secured 42.51% of votes. Comparison of these

results with those of the Lok-Sabha elections of 1980, that the

.23




108

-3~
Cong (I) undergéne losses of 12.06% votes znd 21 asseubly
constituenciess The Cong (U) on the other hand fought 63 seats
and got 203 stood second in 26 and third in 10, while lost
deposit in 12 seatss The Janata contested 25 got 63 stood second
in 6 and third in 8 and lost deposits in 10 seatse It got 8. 087
of votes as against 15.07% in the Lok-Sabha - an erosion of
6994 votes and in teims of seats; it got 4 more seats. The Janata
after split saw its erosion in terms of votes only. Those votes
mizht be the BJP votes.e As compured to 1978 assembly electionsy
the Janata then had got 30 seats and in this 1980 assembly
elections reduced to,, . ..., Just €6 seats - confiming the view

that the party was declining.

The BJP fielded 27 candidates got 2y stood second in 2
and third in 16 seats and lost deposits in 18 seats with a
total of 3.80% votes - i.e. 4.28% less than the Janata. The
Janata emerged third followed by the BJP in westerfx&l\iaharash‘crao

The Congress losses were attributed by the Cong (I)q%eader
Mrs. Premela Chavan to Mr. Y.lohite's anti-party activities. The
dominance of Antulay over the party affairs was disgusting to the
Vasant Dada group. Similarlys the strength of Maratha candldates
was also considerably reduced to 33% in allotting tickets with a
view to reduce the dominant caste's influence. This was shrewdly
capitalized by Sharad Pawar who made a dent in the Cong (I)base
and showed his potential strength in the assembly elections.

In Khandeshs the Cong (I) got 22 out of 36 seats and stood

second in 12 and third in 2 and secured total of 44-77% of votes
0024
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agalnst 56.957 and majority in 35 assembly constituencies in
Lok-Sabha elections undergoing loss of 12.18% of votes and 13
seats -Khandesh also observed the erosion of Cong (I) base to a
little extent. The Janata fought 15, ot 43 stood second in 5
and third in 1 and lost deposits in 5 constituencies. It secured
12.944 votes as against 19-233 in the Lok-Sabha - while in the Lok~
Sabha the Janata dié?gécured najority in any constituency, it
got 4 in the assenbly polls - The BJP fought 14, got no seatbt)
stood second in 4 and third in 3 while it lost deposits a in
9 seatse The BJP fell behind the Janata in Khandesh. On the
other hand, the Cong (U) fielded 21j got 6y stood second in 11
and third in 1 seat while lost deposit in 1 seat. Totally the
Cong (U) polled 22.19% as against 17.71% in Iok-Sabha - increased
its strength by 4.484 - similarly in Lok-Sabhay it did not secure
lezd in any constituency with in the assembly elections it got
6 seats. Thus the Cong (U) was emerging as a second largest party

in Khandesh alsoe 2

On the wholes the Cong (U) emerged as the second largest
party in the state pushing back the Janata and BJP in the

assembly electionse

6. Tmpds of the Assenbly elections t-

While the electrorate votéd once agaln for shabilitysj it
opted for the party represented by éhe whole state and te not any
regiona leading to instability in the state: secondly after the
fallure bf Janata party in Mzharashtra and successful reinstalla-

tion of the Congress dominance in the Lok-Sabhas the state in the
assembly elections saw the ewergence of healthy opposition in the

28
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form of (96 seats out of 288) front under Sharad Fawar. This
was a healthy sign for successful functioning of the democratic
sy sten. Thus qu could conclude that the state did not undergo
an extreme point voting behaviour totally voting for and agalnst

any partye.

The state was experiencing a change in its leadership -
tbe trend wilch started in 1977 - to change the leadership - saw
many fluctuations and ultimately emerged a new leadership - as
was the stmtegy of Mrs.Gandhl who after her defeat, rallied
the depressed classes and depended on their support. She remerged
successfully after that. In f.-t she Jés aware of the fact that
the state leadership (Y.b.Chavan group) did not enjoy the support
of the weaker sections and she then exploited their weaknessand

FAs!

defeated the rival groups.

Another trendé of the election was that-the fmaller partiess
the communal parties aijd the P.WePes etc. wers rejeéled by the
electorate by and large.

Another significant develorment was theenergence of
pressure group in the form of ohcrad Josui's Tgmeer organlsation
which enjoyed support in Pune Listricte It succeeded in influ-
encing the rural voters - though the impact was felt to a small
degreas

The assembly elections szw the increasing influence of
Vthe Congress (I) in Boubay and Kokan also where the party leff
behind the Janata party. ‘

23
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As far as the Janata party was concerned, there was total
decline of 17 seats instead of 99 it secured in 1278 assembly
elections. The split in the party was responsible for this.
Both the Janata and the B J P lost 31 seats beczuse of their
mutual fightinge Alsosy there wus a loss of confidence in the
party as the people did not 1like behaviour of its leaders since
1977. Though the Janata pnarty got divided anc declineds it party
enabled the Congress (U) %o emerge as a strong political party

in the State.

.:r)'ﬁ
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Chapter 1V
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