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Abstract: This paper examines the democratic trajectory of India by situating it

within the dual framework of colonial legacy and post-independence

challenges, while highlighting the enduring resilience of its political
institutions. It argues that India’s democratic system did not emerge in a vacuum but was deeply
shaped by the administrative, legal, and institutional structures inherited from colonial rule. At the
same time, the transition to independence in 1947 marked a significant transformation, as
democratic ideals were reinterpreted and adapted to a diverse, plural, and often unequal society. The
study explores how India has navigated multiple challenges, including socio-economic inequalities,
linguistic and regional diversities, political centralization, and periodic crises of governance. Despite
these pressures, the persistence of electoral processes, constitutional values, and civic participation
demonstrates a remarkable degree of historical resilience. The paper further analyzes the role of key
institutions such as the judiciary, election machinery, and federal structure in sustaining democratic
continuity. It also reflects on contemporary concerns, including the tension between majoritarian
politics and constitutional principles, to assess the evolving nature of Indian democracy. By
combining historical analysis with a critical evaluation of present trends, this study contributes to a
nuanced understanding of how India’s democratic experience embodies both continuity and change.
Ultimately, it suggests that the strength of Indian democracy lies in its adaptive capacity and its
ability to reconcile inherited structures with evolving aspirations.
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oIared velfgs wiema fege awtifes Feet < fae ¢ wive Trrzadd 1 3589 AT
FIATOR 7 (AT W2 P ST TP O 929 A Toqcs e @rae—
e wifiw, Tfeare Rrew, Aemiie SreeH!, QLo TPl W32 AG(ANST AHHBH ACol
Y BTG TN 2R | A yiEre , 2 eyl vy difevfe qmRifteeR T
T, T2 @AMEMT alfevr |, oo TNIteR Igedl dfeyy qRR AT TEmieR o ey
T 1 JoH =T SrTe AT Aoy |, W T @32 b 9EE S Flot
@R Oz, T8 FATOT 27 93 FRTACE OO ALILTAT W AT a1 2CAR—A
TEABITS!, (N TP @32 ANEs Mg Tow afole | @2 afeaan Ffegere aam
ol bR g, @@ el 2uea | FET REaRE 93 ToifEs A
sigreia W M | @i cafis Teafawitas A ey e 2 SEEbieetE
WO TeAed | [F8 oo «ftes ey Amifes Ao Aot afeiers Feae | 2w
KBGO Wm, “At the stroke of the midnight hour, when the world sleeps,
India will awake to life and freedom” (Nehru, 1947, p. 1), 93 NS W% vy g
AOIF T, IA BARERMT Tore (A TeiiEs ofared M IaF ATF© | O@ €3 @t
T2& 28 911 5589-9F RS TSE ARDTO! |, 35¢-9F THEF AIF!, NIF I 219
ANEGF AA® IR o5d-9F TLATST SHIFFACIT 7 Tgel (ATV—IAZ2 ATOHD BICEIS
FCACR | ©F OFOR 10 IR [SE ereais FEcR|

ST (020) FOFCIE TS FACRA T , “Indian democracy has demonstrated a
remarkable capacity for institutional adaptation and popular resilience despite deep
social cleavages” (p. 48)| ©fF RTaAte @AEH*T TEANLFIIT FCH JAIT ASATST
Aeghon fed sveace Biew @tz | wwr 7iEce , @ Sfere=g orred fFfogveen
PifeEfE | (@Rl (2052) T8 i fa il @, FidiFol-2R<e! A8 FHo
facs@ieae ¥ oAl afstaifel sdeacs e« sz, As @l ¢ Tifoss wemrel 7@
¢o1t® (Kohli, 2012, p. 1254)| *CHAG (05b) 43 BfoZI*FelT “ the paradox of Indian
democracy” ¢ TfefZs TR0, @A WG € (&7 Tge FLoa1 soeg B @z «e
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AT AT ARG (T TALP AT WCAE A AN Afe afodm)
NTSHS TGS FCECE ( Ganguly, 2018, p. 42)| ONF [ |, «3 afsqm afsy
QATCIIF ST SO AT (AP TSR AN R FIFTol-ATS
FLICTR (Nifere SfFICas et Y& 2@ olfoacs vy B e, =2 reies IR |
TRCeA ST AfeT@ TEe HeT | SAMERT SeAfFIET Aae! Hgs FdiTol-
TSl BTl (e wie fBegT T QTR | U TN PIETeNTE el
sz (efFs (A ORTed ATSTE AP I @RATS I @, e @ B
TAY T, IAL ARKAN ATSEE 8 MR T | U2 Sl By OFCOF & I3 , o=
T olToqefeTE Te @ ey NS 20 SR |

efafie Terifists: wgfe 78 I ffe ¢ et

TS WYFE G TR AcT Trorz JTH¥ @sifie Seafiwime Tom fofe ww o
OFUCE AU eq |, WIET ¥ 8 Aerelfas wFo fofe oFe @R, ATvE
(FERFY, TMES [ren ¢ gtifos e ol ANaels (@ (R | WNE 7iEee |
@2 Teafsa vy afevfie aafzes 97, I3 OeON AdetEd fFfegiame 1o
PIETEie qae 98 A0 O FAHE IC BTG | S50¢ AT S5 o7 S =g

Wi ot @ AT T, A 9% ¢ WE afev oIt grefed , Mo 4 of
TP SO AL TSRS TR | 2 Pt Jfew (@2fiex) e 2foam
SHCRACGHS ASH (WRAL)-9 FACT G2 (ARIRTOR B el [F8 9 FoTR T
Few fee grmts aufaGimifes—a et W o fREaE o @
GJ2 FIR FAGHIAAE TS FECR | 93 TSRANIIER AN AR SO AP
colacR ANfes-dafos (RFCHF W | ©, [, @9, wiegnsd WL o ige o
FEARE: “ On the 26th January, 1950, we are going to enter into a life of
contradictions. In politics we will have equality and in social and economic life we will
have inequality” (Ambedkar, 1949, p. 979)| @2 2AANF W% @A @, AT VST
PRI SO Tge SANEMT TeafiFiEs TR ANGT ¢ Gftafes wrel wze
QAR A ATSHE T olTeq 8 FCE (FToq -9 ~fde Fa7 e tofd @

B (R0%0) €Z TR0 ™8 B =102 @ , “Indian democracy has
demonstrated a remarkable capacity for institutional adaptation and popular resilience
despite deep social cleavages” (p. 48)| R fisEee @ofwfis afedmaf (@wm
STIFHAIBIE WCTH) IO TS I9GAMd % Frerdiere 3@ Bfogiee @iy, 8

GFE T (FURASACT 2] AEE LT e IR Qrelee | A yfErs , @3
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sreifas fBfogree Aftnrg, 8 Afase amiE 7T ¢ F@an FTaad AET FIod
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TG @ AaeifFT afedm: T 8 IsISIFTITT

oSy oreifgs afsaam JfLe ¢ arefzs afedmels am ¢ e T «F TR
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AN T ¢ el Ao wmeda e e @B 23RE SO T wrER |

Clifere afsFE , Mm=s Aifeus | JSAgR 97, FhT W5 Fhee ¢ [eaaag—as
dfovmefs vy Sofrfe Teafiean qRafess 77 |, I7 FATOl-7S! HITEE N
siorEd Bfogseor 1o fofe | wNe gidte |, ¥2 7FE OFece R TR I oo
2o Bl @rate , @At 9w ( equality, liberty, fraternity) JIBITOI] (mifsw, wifere
fqtem, AremiitFse!) At FAEITS 7l AT 92 OiF Aorifers F6d Toq & o ez |
FefAYIeTa AmiE fofe =2 2rae ©. [, 99, WeamsEe A4S Tgiecs: “ On the 26th of

January 1950, we are going to enter into a life of contradictions. In politics we will

have equality and in social and economic life we will have inequality” (Ambedkar,
1949, p. 979)| €T THM® ALY oI ¢ TOHH S585>-9 (e W U O AT @ ,
AEANST FATOR AWHF FNGH-GLA ST IBIOR IHCH (VTS I 2 70g Kofg
7@ 1 R 92 7RCE FPE FE WWHF [irosAE ( Directive Principles) 8 (Nifeiss
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W5 (0%0) ATFOIE TS FCA0=T @&, “Indian democracy has demonstrated a
remarkable capacity for institutional adaptation and popular resilience despite deep
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SAERIT (FERFAACE OISl ABIOR AforEIfers FC FATeqE R @It | ==
vfEre, U3 ASEIEE S-SR FTTE AT —d9¢- A3 TF e & HLILITT
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gl ANET fArew Ags Aeas Jaiae F@® ( Ganguly, 2018, p. 42)| &
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2w ez | AR ¢ aefas aAfeditTa @2 e IS d HitETed Y8 Oared
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TSR VT BT A T 93 ey TCee 38 IR , T Reg S
STeReE G (2|
FRTO-Bed Hitee: (A TSl € AEAfOT HAFo
TAced Aeifas Sfeaay FTel-Ser iEaefs  (Ivw, avITe! ¢ AEARST AFH T4
U rerEa (BroBIoToNT AIMBE Tl AT (FER | 3589-9F (PRI TG
ARTO! (AT EF I ORfSfes ATy smfom |, wife-4Fw frow , aftafos taw 92
Aefed Sigael—ag Hitsgef sdeace vy bfew @, I92 oIt SfeetTs Mg
IS TS FCACR | WNF GBS , €3 HFHefT ORISR ATStEmd “HACH (F Qe KH: (Ibay
@ rema T | (ol f eifas IRgaitnd W& ; SPTre! (AN TSN S, (oNfF ©f
et efswifrst ¢ ANfET SwEE VY AReE? sl 2@ e | FHTerR
e (At HitEIE AT O 2 ol | Tife ¢ 4Tfa G 1 SoeY AT AT ATAo
w3 wiEifefes Aey o7 I JEAGRSIE “feHe Faers wwfrsam ¢ Ritzyermt
QCAEE SF (A | LA &b@ AMS am 8 Pie™-2y [roma @9 @17, T do53-93
IR AT /DT 8 003-9F CTATS WHT S (N | TEIASR  HITEE WS TSI SH5-
GF GRS TRAFACR 7 w© Jfa Arge A-nHme I [@ore |, wifs-fofed &aay
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TGS ACACR | (FIRIE (S550) U8 AHBCP “ growing crisis of governability” I Wez®
R, @A T FeifFe ANEs odia w7 evfre afevmefas vitst @ Sig AfeTe!
¢ AEAfos wfgas! 38 T (Kohli, 1990, p. 7)| @2 2idf¥s Tafe @A™ @, Fqol-Teq
OIS S@R AT IGS *TTHAO HFo AR |

AT ALFCOF AACHC S BARAY 55q¢-9F THF 998, T FALLeTa Ol
ARSI Be FAEe MG ML A ToqE AT TR | N&e IR 4 Tifo-
fofes aromifen T, Tl meefas Twa W3e FUATT Foq AEfes Igyiie! AR |
T8 (G- TR To FECR | TS (030) APFOIE@ T IR @ , “Indian
democracy has demonstrated a remarkable capacity for institutional adaptation and
popular resilience despite deep social cleavages” (p. 48)| ©f€ fqtaiace ¢fb@y @ wpTTS!
Trge Al afeiforst @ qofE ATCE AFTo! TToqE TORIere I @A | AN
vfErs, 2 aforrems ffogrmer sRS—33s awem, ifis afsaw s ReraRgE
PHIOET FLFECE TSI AN MoATST© B0 | AHANGR (05b) 92 HESHSRT “the
paradox of Indian democracy” JCe1 I FCACRA, @ W@ @ 7T Acge W1 oo
fbre wite ¥R ANfeE STAEme sToas Teied FECR ( Ganguly, 2018, p. 42)| IR
8 JAIfeT (R02¢) WS A P @MRETRT @, Sodo-ad »Rae! wLtafes g 7 e
TSl FLATTE “fod IO [Isio9 ST gailwe Itz |, T A0oq * elite-driven’ ¥
QIR (Kohli & Murali, 2025, p. 12)| SINF R, @3 Ao o\ToFqCE via SN, T2
OIE Sl FER—AITS! AeT, N2e AeTF ¢ fCfEoE a1 493 [ivans aeeied
Ffsana «ifaee IR | THTe-Ted U2 sl Sely ATSHE @F TN WeE Afere
FECE, @A @D TATOT HIEe I IR AGATST FAF6  FrogoiFo B 271 93
I (MACS B @ , @i afis Teaifywiaa e e 2 mieeefes srred aeTsifas
wfey@cs SR sfedfe e |

iz fFfegome:: afewrey afstay 8 7o

SRS eifEe wfetar dfeafe Ffogiere @I F7 a1 goifaqedy e 77 CER
e, afstay ¢ smsfote fofs efean el Seafsrs ¢ AT e
BIGETCER 0 SIASY A\To IR e Al FCAR—@ATT MFHCH H Folefae
@, dferes “fere ifade T @32 afepmelis Twae Ao wfewmiee s | SNT
wiEte, 42 fFfogrre Srmer WHitas el dfey |, Mfufae el g2 T
AACEH AFTOR T 1 H5q¢-9F TFE GIJF Aol 6 (ATF $699-9F 6 Irocas
T, S553-9F T AT FFH (AF CHHFACET N TOREH QIR FAFAT FIF
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Sicwree A qoifde 2Afeqioms e AfSRIg—KE 2 QA AP | SR AT Tege
THRAY 20 TR AR SF ALILTD AR | AR awlE Ieqe A W
RS BT ¢ ARRF THEH  FAfBrome (PIL) NToTE JTaFeses FEE |
W5 (R0%0) APFONE TS FART @ , “Indian democracy has demonstrated a
remarkable capacity for institutional adaptation and popular resilience despite deep
social cleavages” (p. 48)| W2 WCEIGH @ANENT (FARNFANET JSAGR [RF@dacd
HABES A Ao *fSITeT AR |

ARSI LI SR ATo@d BooFed AT B | STRAFH AR S
(AT G IR AP AT TN 2fSAM—ITE FFECEHIEG IR S\To@ P O
FCACR | AAANG (05) G2 AL “ the paradox of Indian democracy” I wfefze
FCECRA, @A ANEE frem sfrge Tifes awee afepmelie s @ gt
(Ganguly, 2018, p. 42)| IR R, @3 afordiy SANERT TeafiFIEa ATaes
oG T ANIGS TS WS oo afgma oo s g | sFfowTa afe
FIE AN R Sddo-A3 AT (FRIET AEAI® 8 ARSI A& AIZR | G
FFHF A9 TrRead W2 Tfe-fSfas aEmifed TUN AECE Aefoe T I TBOE
IR | (@R (So50) ¥ TR (&fFFTS “growing crisis of governability” Bw@d ¥
RIS (@, FFCoF N4 MeaR g *PR93! 21te Twitz (Kohli, 1990, p. 7)| ¥R 7fEcs,
43 Ao ATCFE ‘OFTH-BIETE’ (AT ARE TG P QR |

(T2 1S Tgfo— At the stroke of the midnight hour, when the world
sleeps, India will awake to life and freedom” (Nehru, 1947, p. 1)—a2 Sfegae oeisF:
FATOIF TS @ O TS TRAMRE | ©f FNeF0he Wy a2 afewarem | ey ¢ s@aowa
TC I FATE TR 1 9% T SRR ATCHE [CIF Tox e SR oirocq
AfFore FECR| €2 AEIN @RATS B @, fezhie Fegede! @ AFFIF o1 797, IAQ
AT TEAILPIT @ FIFNTO!-AFIS! HICEICE N AT AR e | 92 &ffewq
SRS ST FIeqE *IfoAE AU G2 [T T ATOCTT &) O M%e 2
|
TR
TSR sleiEs afeaal SHif Rl s Tealfied ¢ FqTol-7ae! Hitened 4 W @
YR dfeaie Bfegorrer sfaa ez | G ST Femm FO, W3E 2P ¢
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TEABTOR AVF IBE TS TR0 | (FHIREIR IS6 ARLTO! | 359697 T 97!,

Volume: 12, Special Issue; awt I, {om e W HE8O 128 April 2026
Page | 154




GFA B3 EKUSHER DHEU 1ISSN: 2454-7182
IMPACT FACTOR: 8.158
Web-link :http://ekusherdheu.in

qeftafes HeF0, Tife-qI [rew ¢ Ao STl —931 Hiteie Mge SR Jaeg QI
wferreE, afswrd ¢ s@sfora M fres *fe=t Feacz | 9N giEts, 2 Ffeges
0 ACACR AL Emifel | &l afocafrem e, & Ror=g 93 qeifEe
ACeE A dfeqm | (F2FF “ Tryst with destiny” I FI*® @ ( Nehru, 1947, p.
1) (AF GF P ACIUBRCEA Ao, “In politics we will have equality and in social
and economic life we will have inequality” (Ambedkar, 1949, p. 979) —21{® IO
ST AW 8 VIO TACF A FATSAS IR | TFB (R020) FIFOIR AW,
“Indian democracy has demonstrated a remarkable capacity for institutional adaptation
and popular resilience despite deep social cleavages” (p. 48)| SICHNGA (WHY) €2
AT “the paradox of Indian democracy” BT bfee wtated (p. 42)| wrea ey
JU QAP NTOF HP0F YA |, O OFC0 U3 oGl &N T (@, AToF (I APGA
QA T, L JA ABIOR A Areiere 2 B AP A | SAET
TeAl{RIE ANael Wge FRTO-2[-IS! WISt Ser I Ioas WHe TeYeLIS 6
TSR FCACR | G2 I TS PR (@, Gfoatie Flogeae aam weam 8 afeweaa
T4 | SliEce O3 SfeRa oRecs vy B @ A, I3 [eew T siqegefes e
O9F 7 ACTH A T |
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