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Analyze the relationship between caste, class and politics.

Sfa, gt 3R Ieifa & ftg ddel ) geien i

1. Caste and Politics:

Caste plays asignificant rele in shaping political behavior and alliances in India. Politicians
ofteprappeal'to caste-based identities to gain support from particular groups. In many cases,
caste becomes.a political tool for mobilizing votes, leading to caste-based political parties
or alliances. This‘is,evident in the rise of leaders from OBCs (Other Backward Classes),
Scheduled Castes (SCs), and Scheduled Tribes (STs), who have mobilized their
communitieso demand more political representation and rights. For example, leaders like
B.R. Ambedkar (who championed the rights of Dalits) and K. Karunanidhi (who
advocated for the rights of backward classes in Tamil Nadu) have played crucial roles in
shaping Indian politics.
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2. Class and Politics:

Class, which is based on economic status, is also a central factor in Indian politics. The
middle class and upper class are often more politically active due to their access to
resources, education, and power. They are more likely to influence policy-making and
governance. However, lower classes and the working class (often comprising labourers,
farmers, and the marginalized) form a significant voting bloc in elections. Political parties
often cater to the needs of the working class to gain support, but the‘e@conomic disparities
between different classes influence the political landscape. The rise of secialist.and left-wing
movements in India was largely driven by the demands of the lower ¢lasses for better living
conditions, wages, and social security.

T 3R eI
o, Sl 3fTiiep FRUfd TR feTd 8, YR i HETe $aidR® & | geaaT 3R
FaT 3R 3T Tare, e 3R iR deb.UgT b PR S{fUP IsHIab Ifeha B
g1 9 fifa Frafor ik e = yuifad w33 T gemEaie | Bictier, et anf 8iik
STHSTO & (Sl 3R AgR), fpam), 3R 1Rg WU gge) &1 811 2) a1 &
Teh HEIYUl alfcHT HHE Sd B | IS G, SR H UTtd B b fo spraeprit
T DT ATTRADB AT TR ST Disd DR o, ihd A aill & ara P SaHTan
RTorifien TRER I yuTfad Hcil, &1 TRISTaTel 8k Iyt siidiert o1 35 e
Sﬁﬁt%@flwm I GRT SgR oia. fRUTT, TG, 3R TrTores ﬁ?&ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ@f
T

3. Caste, Class, andPaolitical Mebilization:

In India, the interseéction of caste and class often shapes political mobilization. For instance,
lower castes (like Dalits;, OBCS) and lower classes (like the rural poor and urban workers)
are often politically‘mobilized together to form powerful voting blocks. The Mandal
Commission.and its reecommendation for reservation based on caste led to the rise of caste-
basedypolitical'parties, which sought to represent the interests of the lower castes and
backward classes. At'the same time, economic class struggles, such as those involving land
reforms or labor rights, have also played a significant role in the political landscape, as
parties representing the working class have pushed for economic justice.
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Discuss the nature of rich peasants’ and farmer’s movement in India.
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1. Rich Peasants' Movements:

The rich peasants, also referred to as agrarian elites or land-owning, classesphave had
significant influence in shaping farmers' movements in India. They were primarily concerned
with securing land rights, revenue policies, and protecting their ecopomig. interests, which
were often threatened by colonial policies or later, state-imposed land reforms. The rich
peasants typically owned larger agricultural lands and had a better'econemic standing
compared to the poor peasants or landless laborers.

The rich peasants' movements often aimed at ensuring landitenure seeurity, and the
abolition of excessive taxation or unfair land revenue systemsayThey,were also concerned
with resisting forced land acquisition by the government for industrial projects. One of the
prominent examples of such movements was the Champaran, Satyagraha (1917) led by
Mahatma Gandhi, where indigo planters (who were wealthy peasants) protested against the
oppressive indigo cultivation system underBritish colonial rule.
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2. Farmers’ Movements (General Peasants’ Movements):

On the other hand, the broader farmers' movements in India, led by small farmers, poor
peasants, and landless laborers, were focused on issues like land reform, fair wages,
reduction of land rents, and removal of feudal obligations. These movements were often
anti-feudal and anti-colonial, with a focus on challenging the exploitative structures in
agriculture. Subaltern groups, such as landless peasants and the marginalized, often took
part in such movements in an attempt to improve their social and economic conditions.



These movements were not limited to just agrarian issues but also focused on political
empowerment. For instance, the Deccan Riots (1875) and the Bihar Tenancy Movement
(1940s) were led by poor farmers who sought lower rents and protection from exploitation
by landlords. Similarly, the Telangana Peasant Movement (1946-51) was one of the
largest and most important peasants' movements, where farmers revolted against the
oppressive feudal system in the region, demanding better conditions and land reforms.
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3. Impact of Farmers’ Movements:

Both rich peasants' and farmers' /meovements had.a profound impact on the political landscape
of India. Rich peasants' movementsioften,aligned with elite interests and were more
conservative, focusing on pretecting the,privileges of the landowning class. However, they
also played a role in demandingreforms that benefitted the broader agricultural community.
In contrast, general farmers*movements pushed for radical changes, seeking to dismantle
the feudal system and,achieve economic justice for the marginalized sections of society.
These movements contributed;to the emergence of rural-based political parties, which later
became influéntial in, Indian politics.
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Explain the development of multiparty system in India.
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1. Early Phase (Post-Independence):

After India gained independence in 1947, the Indian National Congress (INC) emerged as
the dominant political force, led by Jawaharlal Nehru. The Congress had a monopoly over
Indian politics during the initial years, and India functioned as a one-party dominant
system. The Congress was able to gain support from a wide range of social groups, and its
leaders established a centralised system of governance that suppressed the rise of major
opposition parties. However, during this period, smaller parties, such as the.€ommunist
Party of India (CPI), Socialist Party, and the Bharatiya Jana Sangh,(BJS), emerged, but
they were not able to challenge the Congress Party's supremacy at the.national tevel.
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2. The 1960s and 1970s - Emergence of Regional Parties:

In the 1960s and 1970s, theylndian politicallandscape began to change with the emergence of
regional parties. The Communist Party,of India (Marxist), which gained a significant
foothold in West Bengal and,Kerala,"began to challenge the dominance of the Congress.
Additionallyythe Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) emerged as a significant force in
Tamil Nadu, advocating for the rights of the Dravidian people and challenging the
Congress. In this period;the Congress's grip on power started to loosen, and more political
groupsy.including regionaland caste-based parties, began to gain strength.

The 1970s:saw asshift with the rise of Indira Gandhi and the Emergency (1975-77), after
which there was\a breakdown in the dominance of the Congress. In the 1977 elections, the
Janata Party,an alliance of various opposition groups, defeated the Congress and formed
the government. This marked the beginning of a multiparty political system in India, as new
alliances and coalitions began to take shape.
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3. 1980s - Coalition Politics:

By the 1980s, coalition politics began to take center stage. The Congress, under Indira
Gandhi and later Rajiv Gandhi, continued to be a dominant force but was increasingly
challenged by regional parties and smaller national parties. The Bharatiya Janata Party
(BJP), which emerged from the Bharatiya Jana Sangh, began to challenge Congress at the
national level, particularly in northern and western India.

The 1980s also witnessed the rise of regional forces such as the Felugu Desam Party
(TDP) in Andhra Pradesh, Samajwadi Party (SP) in Uttar Rradesh, and Rashtriya
Janata Dal (RJD) in Bihar. As these regional parties‘gained,strength, Tndia moved further
away from a single-party system and towards a coalition=based system, where alliances
between regional, national, and smaller parties became common.
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4.1990s - The Era.of Cealition Governments:

The 1990s;marked the consolidation of coalition politics in India. The BJP and the Congress
were no longerthe only significant national parties. With the decline in Congress's influence,
smaller regional and caste-based parties began to play a critical role. The 1996 general
elections were a turning point, as no party was able to secure a clear majority, leading to the
formation of a coalition government under H. D. Deve Gowda.

Subsequently, the United Front (a coalition of regional and smaller parties) formed a
government in 1996, followed by the National Democratic Alliance (NDA) led by the BJP
in 1998. This period saw the rise of a multiparty system that was characterized by coalition
governments, with alliances of diverse political ideologies coming together to form the
government. The role of regional parties became more prominent, as they could no longer
be ignored in the political arena.
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5. 2000s to Present - Further Strengthening of Coalition Politics:

In the 2000s and beyond, India saw the continued risefof coalition, polities with regional
parties playing a key role in forming national governments. The Congress and the BJP
remained dominant, but neither could rule alonesin most'cases. The United Progressive
Alliance (UPA), led by Congress, and the National'Bemocratie Alliance (NDA), led by
BJP, alternated in power, and smaller parties continued tosplay an‘important role in shaping
the direction of the government.

The rise of regional parties like the TrinamoalCongress (TMC) in West Bengal, Aam
Aadmi Party (AAP) in Delhi, and others have further added complexity to the multiparty
system, resulting in more coalition governments at both the state and national levels.
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