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General Studies-2; Topic: Indian Constitution- historical underpinnings, evolution, 
features, amendments, significant provisions and basic structure 
 

One Constituency One Candidate 
 

1) Introduction 

 Elections, being regularly held for more than 60 years, have been one of independent India’s major 
successes. 

 But some gaps still remain and those need to be plugged.  

 One of those is the practice of a candidate contesting from two constituencies.  
 

2) Present Issue 

 The Government of India has opposed Election Commission's proposal to bar a candidate from 
contesting from two assembly or Parliamentary constituencies during elections. 

 Earlier the election commission had made a proposal to the government in 2004 and 2016 to 
amend the provisions of the concerned Act to restrict the candidate to contest from one 
constituency. 

 A PIL was also filed before the Supreme Court seeking a direction to restrict the contest from one 
constituency. 

 Many leaders, including Indira Gandhi, Atal Bihari Vajpayee, Narendra Modi and Sonia Gandhi had 
contested from two constituencies in the past. 
 

3) Legal Provisions 

 Section 33(7) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, allows a person to contest a general 
election or a group of bye-elections or biennial elections from two constituencies. 

 Section 70 of the RPA, specifies that a person who wins on both seats can hold on to one seat only. 

 Prior to insertion of clause 7 in Section 33 in 1996 it was possible for candidates to contest from 
several seats and later one person could contest only from two seats.  
 

4) Arguments for contesting in two constituencies 

 The RPA allows a person to contest in more than one constituency and also contest anywhere in 
the country he/she wishes to.  

 Centre said that amending section 33 (7) of the RPA, 1951 may cause the infringement of the rights 
of the candidates contesting elections as well as curtails choice of candidates to the polity.  

 The provisions in the RPA, 1951 provide for wider choice to the polity as well as the candidate, and 
are in line with the democratic set up of the country. 

 Makers of our Constitution would have scrapped the option had they felt it is undemocratic. 

 The people of both constituencies know that the person is contesting in the other seat also. If the 
people do not like him, they would reject him naturally. 

 The spirit of RPA gives power to the people and a leader can show that he/she has the support of 
the people across the country. 

 Parties often expect that having big names or well-liked leaders contest from more than one seat 
will convince more people to come out and vote.  
 

5) Arguments against contesting in two constituencies 

 'One person, one vote’ and ‘one candidate, one constituency’ is the dictum of democracy. 
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 Contesting in two constituencies unnecessarily disturbs the democratic process by not allowing 
another person getting elected from the other constituency. 

 When a candidate contests from two seats, it is imperative that he has to vacate one of the two 
seats, if he wins both. 

 It is unjust to the voters and a financial burden on the exchequer. 

 Burden on the government manpower and other resources for holding bye-election against the 
resultant vacancy. 

 It is an injustice to the voters of the constituency which the candidate is quitting from. 

 A candidate from poor economic background cannot take on candidates with money power. 

 A candidate fighting from two places cannot have his or her mind focused on both. 
 

6) Election Commission of India Recommendations 

 The candidate contesting from two seats should bear the cost of the bye-election to the seat that 
the contestant decides to vacate. 

 The Law Commission had also recommended the same change. It had cited expenditure, time, 
election fatigue and harassment caused to voters as reasons behind the recommendation. 
 

7) Way Forward 

 Since RPA was enacted by the Parliament, whether candidates must contest from only one 
constituency can be decided only by the Parliament. 

 The EC can’t take a decision unilaterally. Parliament should take a final call. 

 Over time the process of electioneering has evolved through successive changes in legislation, such 
as the anti-defection law. 

 This measure has worked wonders for the Indian polity.  

 It is now time to get moving on a ‘one candidate-one constituency’ rule, in the same way some 
parties have a ‘one person-one post’ rule. 

 
 


