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A Turn in Nepal Politics 
Shrimati Rama Devi, Kathmandu 

After the appointment of a Regency Council by King Tribhuvan shortly before he left for Europe for 
medical treatment, an important change has taken place among the political parties in Nepal. The forma
tion of a joint front of some of the parties in opposition to the weak ruling party has created an interesting 
situation which may initiate an altogether new trend in the politics of Nepal. 

The following account brings the changes in party system up-to-date, from the position described in the 
article "Political Parties in Nepal" which appeared in the issues of July 19 and 26, 1952. 

AS has already been explained, 
political parties had been ruth

lessly suppressed under the Rana 
regime in Nepal and it is only the 
emigre groups which could function, 
mainly outside the country or at any 
rate, the parties had to draw their 
leaders and inspiration from such 
groups. It was only after K i n g T r i -
bhuvan's historic announcement on 
February 15, 1951, of the formation 
of an interim cabinet and the New 
Delhi Agreement, that political 
parties could come up. And they 
came up like mushrooms, most of 
them without any definite political 
ideology or socio-economic program
me. After the first interim govern
ment, however, there has been a 
series of changes in the administra
tion of the country and in the poli
tical set up—reshuffle of the cabinet, 
the advisers' regime and the King's 
direct rule in September 1952, re
formation of the cabinet headed by 
Shri Mat r i Prashad Koirala two 
months ago and the latest addition 
on September 21 last, of a Regency 
Council to act for K i n g Tribhuvan 
during his absence. All these may 
be steps " for the furtherance of de
mocracy " in Nepal this was the 
hope expressed by Pandit Nehru in 
his speech to the Parliament on the 
eve of the coming changes in Nepal. 
But it should not be forgotten that 
the absence of any genuine democra
tic traditions and a long history of 
autocratic Rana rule have created 
a mass psychology which is still 
largely apathetic to democratic ideas. 
The political parties in Nepal, there
fore, necessarily suffer from certain 
inherent limitations. Moreover, the 
polit ical rivalries during the last few 
months, acrimonious personal differ
ences and party schisms, exhibition 
of unashamed opportunism and lack 
of public spirit, have created an 
atmosphere of frustration among the 
public who now hold aloof from the 
political parties and are cynical 
about their programmes. 

In such a political atmosphere of 
confusion and disorder, the joint 
front set up by three important 
parties under the banner of the 

Nepali Democratic League for the 
implementation of a min imum pro
gramme initiated on September 21 
last, marks a significant turn in the 
working of the political parties in 
the country. This development fol
lowed the internment order served 
on Shri B P Koirala, soon after 
K i n g Tribhuvan left for Europe. 
Though belated, this welcome move 
on the part of the three parties, so 
long separated and divergent in their 
activities, though there had never 
been any fundamental differences in 
their ideology, has naturally been 
welcomed by the people of Ka th -
mandu as an indication of a brighter 
future in the country's politics. The 
joint statement issued by the Demo
cratic League under the signatures 
of Shri B P Koirala, T P Acharya 
and D R Regmi, presidents respect
ively of the Nepali Congress, Praja 
Parishad, and National Congress, 
says at one place, " We pledge that 
we w i l l not allow other considera
tions to prevail in the way of our 
unity and we shall strive ever for
ward to achieve this end (a common 
min imum programme) in view, and 
wi th the service of the nation as our 
objective, we w i l l not spare any 
efforts to remain united and undergo 
any sacrifice that the situation may 
demand in the cause of the country." 
The pledge is deliberately worded 
to counteract the prevailing polit ical 
disruption and confusion, w i th the 
rul ing authority (the recently i n 
augurated National Democratic 
Party) engaged in clamping promi
nent political parties and curtai l ing 
political and civi l liberties, whenever 
faced with severe and reasonable 
criticism. 

Now that the Democratic League 
has been formed to work together 
on the basis of a common min imum 
programme, the basic principles of 
the agreed programme have to be 
assessed in order to sec to what ex
tent it answers the country's pre
sent-day problems. The programme 
discusses the problems under three 
main heads: Nationalism, Demo
cracy and Social Justice. Improve
ments in the politico-economic con

ditions by encouraging public par t i 
cipation, technical know-how and 
co-operation of foreign experts w i t h 
out allowing them to influence the 
internal administration of the coun
try, country-wide circulation of 
Nepali currency for a favourable ex
change rate, protection of indigen
ous industries from foreign competi
tion, and similar measures come 
under the head of nationalism. 
Secondly, for setting up democracy 
in the country, the programme is for 
the establishment of an independent 
judiciary, more efficient and econo
mic system of administration, and an 
early election of a constituent assem
bly for eradicating nepotism, favour
itism, bribery and corruption, which 
have become rampant, To secure. 
social justice, it has been advocated 
that the district should be develop
ed on a regional basis, land lying 
waste should be brought under cul
tivation for rehabilitating landless 
labourers. Systematic collection of 
statistics of land ownership and u t i 
lisation, wide-spread literacy drive, 
especially in backward areas and in 
representation of the people and 
popular participation in al l these 
activities are some of the other items 
in the programme. 

Does the programme offer a solu
tion for the basic problems of the 
day? How does it affect the differ
ent economic groups viz, land
holders and tenantry; how does it 
tackle the problem of land revenue 
and other burning issues of the day? 
The minimum programme does try 

to solve some of the current problems, 
as for example, exchange fluctua
tions, industrial development through 
cottage industries and native capital, 
independent judiciary, efficiency of 
the administration, rehabilitation of 
the landless labourers and so on. 
Granted that it offers a ready solu
tion to some of the problems, the 
programme of the League does not 
appear to have much to say on the 
more fundamental problems of a 
permanent character. Nepal's eco
nomy is overwhelmingly agricultural, 
and it is still under the grip of feu
dal elements. Here, it is not only a 
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problem of abolishing the zamin-
dari system (ie, intermediate land
lords). There is the much more 
baffling problem of Bir ta (rent-free) 
land owned by the great Ranas and 
their followers. There are some 
sixteen different categories of Birta 
land. Most of the political parties 
in Nepal have so far been raising 
slogans like ' land to the t i l lers ' and 
have supported equal distribution of 
land: but how far equal distribution 
of land wi l l br ing agricultural pros
perity by itself is a doubtful propo
sition. Can the possession of land 
in the mountainous regions ensure 
better productivity, without capital 
and other resources? Similarly, a 
redistribution of the burden of taxes, 
and more particularly, introduction 
(we don't have so far any satisfac
tory system of direct taxation) of 
direct taxes is imperative. The prob
lem of taxation of land is part of 
the wider problem of public finance, 
and is also connected wi th the cha
racter of public expenditure. There 
is no escape from revising land taxa
tion in conformity wi th the princi
ples of income-tax, including the 
exemption of incomes below a cer
tain min imum and adoption of the 
principle of progression. The pro
gramme is almost silent on al l these 
issues of vi ta l importance. When 

presenting the draft of the program
me, the League should have put be
fore the public the lines of action 
it proposed for the attainment of 
these desirable objectives. Its failure 
to do so provides the major grounds 
for criticism to the other parties and 
this also accounts for a measure of 
disinterestedness of the general pub
lic in the newly formed joint front. 

Other political parties have not 
supported the League. The Gorkha 
Parishad (of the ousted Ranas) and 
some other minor parties are vehe
mently opposing this union. How
ever, there is not much clear-cut 
ideological difference between one 
party and another, Only the other 
day, the President of the Nepali 
Democratic Party (our popular 
Prime Minister!) said that the 
League can have no significant re
percussion on the present-day poli
tics of Nepal, and that it is simply 
a clique of the so-called parties for 
fulfil l ing their own selfish ambitions, 
more particularly to get seats in the 
new cabinet. Can our Prime M i 
nister answer on what public sup
port be has been nominated to the 
cabinet by His Majesty and what is 
the hold of his most popular party? 
It may be noted that in the recent 
Kathmandu municipal election not 

a single candidate of his party could 
w in even a single seat in any of the 
18 wards. While one of the candi
dates of his party got 30 votes, an 
independent (most probably hailing 
from the banned Communist Party 
since Dr K I Singh's revolt) secur
ed 1,793 votes. Such is the hold of 
the rul ing party in the capital city! 

Therefore, in spite of certain l im i 
tations, the present truce of the 
three leading parties can have a fav
ourable effect on the country's future 
politics. The Nepal Communist 
Party (now working underground) 
has also lent its moral support to 
this alliance. If one studies the 
ideological principles of the three 
parties which have formed the 
League, it w i l l be obvious that the 
joint front represents a swing to the 
left and it can build up a strong 
opposition to the present cabinet. 
Against the background of political 
opportunism and party rivalries, the 
present turn can be regarded as a, 
development of an united leftist 
opposition, which may give a proper 
lead to the country, save it from its 
narrow and destructive politics, and 
educate the masses about their rights 
and responsibilities as a democratic 
people. For all these, however, the 
public support to it must be spon
taneous. 


