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Abstract 

The political inclinations of Dalits in Uttar Pradesh (UP) have shifted significantly. In light of this, the paper contends that 
Dalit politics in Uttar Pradesh has entered a period characterised by internal disintegration, uncertainty, and a more complicated 
nature. The political preferences of Dalits, who have played a pivotal role in the politics of Uttar Pradesh (UP) in recent decades, have 
seen a substantial transition during the first decade of the century. The emergence of political consciousness and powerful social 
movements amongst these backward classes and Dalits in recent decades has resulted in the predominance of lower-caste parties such 
as the Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP), as well as identity politics that has driven all electoral and mass politics. The essay discusses the 
emergence of the Bahujan Samaj Party in Uttar Pradesh and the unravelling of features of dalit politics. 
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Introduction 
Background of Dalit Politics in UP 
Unlike southern and western India, the United Provinces did not see any large-scale or prolonged dalit activities that may have 
shattered the rigid caste structure, established egalitarian principles, and produced an environment conducive to the creation of a dalit 
movement. Rather, like in the Bombay presidency, a succession of tiny, dispersed, and weak movements arose, which did not merge 
into a single great movement. Only in the 1940s were a group of educated leaders from a few districts able to come together on a 
single platform and established the Scheduled Caste Federation of the United Province (UPSCF), a political organisation that 
encompassed a large number of districts for the first time. As a result, the growth of dalit consciousness among the Province's 
enormous bulk of downtrodden classes was delayed. (Pai, 2002) 
 
Due to his leadership at the second-round table conference in London in 1931, in which he requested a separate electorate for dalits, 
Ambedkar garnered respect and recognition from the dalit population throughout India throughout the 1930s. Later, Ambedkar 
founded the Scheduled Caste Federation (SCF), which drew dalits across India. In 1944, a branch of the party, the United Provinces 
Scheduled Federation (UPSCF), was established, kicking off the dalits' political mobilisation for political power in Uttar Pradesh. 
 
Ambedkar's political career, according to Gail Omvedt (1994), was committed to developing means through which dalits might exert 
themselves autonomously while building a durable coalition with non-Brahmans, shudras, workers, and peasants. Ambedkar began 
consulting with several socialist figures, including Ram Manohar Lohia, P.K. Atre, and S.M. Joshi, in order to gain support for the 
formation of a new political organisation to be known as the Republican Party of India (RPI) (Gundimeda Sambaiah, 2016). As a 
result, one of the new party's key goals was to organise the lower caste groups as a "federation of oppressed communities" who were 
discriminated against because of their social standing (Jafferlot, 2010).  
 
The RPI was founded on April 22, 1958, and a branch was immediately created in Uttar Pradesh. T.C. Kureel, Chedilal Saathi, and 
B.P. Maurya, RPI leaders, resurrected dalit politics in UP. RPI's biggest achievements came in the 1962 and 1967 elections, when it 
gained political power. The RPI gained two Loksabha seats and two vidhan sabha seats in the 1967 elections, compared to one 
Loksabha seat and two vidhan sabha seats in the 1962 elections. RPI's electoral breakthrough was short-lived, as the party did not win 
another election following the 1967 assembly elections (Sambaiah Gundimeda, 2016). 
 
Emergence of BSP  
The downfall of the congress party in UP and many other northern Indian states was a significant political event that allowed for the 
formation of a dalit party (Stone1988). During the 1980s, Mrs Gandhi's consolidation of power and increased central interference 
resulted in a de-institutionalization of the party, which decimated local leadership and generated rampant factionalism, resulting in the 
breakdown of both the social base and the party's apparatus. The breakdown of the wide aggregative congress system allowed parties 
representing smaller interests and identities in the state to gain a foothold in the state. Sudha Pai, 2002, p. 81. This forum was utilised 
by a new generation of dalit leaders to mobilise and form the BSP, a new dalit party. 
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UP was formerly one of India's most backward states, but in the 1980s, experts noted that the state's economy had "awakened out of 
its slumber" (Papola, 1989). While there had been no fundamental changes in the economy since independence, there was for the first 
time a move away from agriculture and toward industry, and the economic growth rate was also greater than all other areas, and 
industrial performance was also at a greater rate during this era.  
 
In the 1980s and 1990s, economic prosperity, education, and affirmative action, along with a longer-term democratisation process, 
resulted in the rise of a tiny, privileged middle and lower middle class that served as the spearhead of the new "dalit" assertiveness. 
The new class was the first to raise concerns about the hindu caste structure. It chose to become an independent party and movement 
after breaking away from the mainstream parties. The beginnings of the transition might be seen as early as the late 1970s. The dalits 
left the Congress in 1977 and joined the Janta Party. They supported the Janta Dal, the Samajwadi Party, and, towards the end of the 
decade, the BSP. 
 
As a result, the BSP is a result of discriminatory policies, party democratisation, and mobilisation by a new generation of dalit leaders 
who emerge as a result of these developments, and economic prosperity in the uplands, allowing dalits to challenge the state's 
conventional power structure. The BSP did not arise from revolutionary revolutions or battles. The Backward and Minority Classes 
Employees Federation (BAMCEF), founded in 1976 by Kanshi Ram, is a lower middle class ‘trade union' organisation of government 
employees made up of the new, educated, and better affluent section among dalits. BSP is a statist party that believes in giving social 
justice and elevation to the dalits from above via the use of state power rather than revolt from underneath. It is undeniably a political 
organisation whose goal is to seize power and utilise it to better the lives of dalits. (Pai, 2002)  
 
Dalit Movement in UP: Post-Independence Period 
The post-independence Dalit movement in Uttar Pradesh should not be understood as just an incremental movement that grew in 
strength over time as democracy and politicisation increased, resulting in the creation of a powerful party, the BSP. It has gone 
through stages of integration and detachment from Hindu caste society, dominating political formations, and the socioeconomic 
groupings they represent. During the separatist period, dalit leaders founded their own party in opposition to the main "elite" or 
"Brahmanical" parties, revolted against the Hindu caste system, and frequently accepted a new religion like as Buddhism, Sikhism, or 
Islam. The RPI was active from the mid-1950s to the late 1960s, which was the first phase of separatism. Between two phases of 
separatist, the 1970s constituted an integrative phase. Adaptation and accommodation were important elements throughout this time. 
Leaders made little effort to build a unique identity for Dalits, who joined or supported dominant parties such as the Congress. Under 
the leadership of the BSP, the dalit movement began a period of separatist in the early 1980s. (Pai, 2002) 
 
Kanshiram knew that without founding a political party, he would be unable to give his movement an ideology, a direction, or any 
influence over the government's policies. There could only be morchas or factions without a party. The formation of the party, which 
took place on Ambedkar's birthday, was the third stage in his mobilizational scheme. 
 
Kanshi ram attempted to rally the "oppressed and exploited people," including scheduled castes as well as other minorities, by dubbing 
his first political group " Dalit Shoshit Sangharsha Samiti." The adoption of the name "dalit," on the other hand, instantly indicated an 
overt main emphasis toward Scheduled Castes. Kanshi Ram was making a crucial strategic move by changing the term "dalit" with 
"bahujan" in the name of his new party. Kanshi Ram compiled a common history of the Bahujan Samaj, incorporating individuals and 
symbols from all of the Bahujan Samaj's sub-categories. He held “cadre camps” on a regular basis, when chosen BAMCEF cadres 
were trained in this fictitious history. These BAMCEF cadres subsequently formed their own cadre camps at a lesser level, educating 
BSP workers to repeat these lectures to a larger audience. 
 
The Bahujans were promised social justice by the BSP. According to Kanshiram, the bahujan samaj included SCs, STs, OBCs, and 
minorities, who together made up around 85 percent of the population and 6000 caste groupings. He included the most backward 
castes and those who had converted from Hinduism within the OBCs and minorities, respectively (Pai, 2002) 
 
Kanshi Ram presented a comprehensive theory of the Bahujan Samaj and the BSP in his ‘Open Letter' of 1988, which served as the 
new party's Manifesto during the Allahabad by-election in 1989. Its main goal was to replace Brahmnical political power with 
Bahujan rule, without which, it was said, social justice would be impossible to achieve. Ambedkar's notion of a "independent dalit 
movement with a continually attempted alliance of dalits and shurdras (workers and peasants, in class terms)" inspired his notion of 
joining hands with the BCs and forging a bahujan samaj. Due to their disadvantaged situation, Ambedkar stated that dalits, tribals, and 
backwards were "natural friends," as opposed to the privileged parts of Brahmins and Vaishyas (Omvedt,1998) 
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However, the inability of the SP-BSP partnership to begin the creation of the Bahujan Samaj marks the start of the post-Bahujan 
period, in which the BSP's strategy and Kanshiram's conception of social transformation have experienced significant changes. He 
observed that the dalits and the higher backwards have different socio-economic interests, and that no unified sense of social justice 
could be formed for them. He no longer believes that social transformation is the most important goal; instead, he feels that energy 
should be focused on gaining power. In order to obtain power, the focus in this phase is on forming opportunistic coalitions with 
manuwadi parties like the Congress and the BJP. These, Ram claims, are only transient alliances. Once in power, the BSP's social 
justice programmes will be only for the benefit of dalits, and the party has not strayed from its path of dalit welfare and justice 
(Pai,1997) 
 
In the case of Uttar Pradesh, both Kanshi Ram and Mayawati have maintained in their speeches that seizing political power by 
whatever means is legitimate since the higher castes in the state are still traditional and reactionary, and are unwilling to give dalits an 
equal footing. Whom they mistreat. As a result, dalits can only bring about societal transformation from above by seizing and wielding 
governmental power. At the same time, seizing power is merely the first step towards establishing a democratic regime. The 
transformation of society will be a difficult struggle. (Pai, 2000). 
 
BSP- Changing Phases of Strategy of Mobilization 
Unlike in the 1960s and 1970s, when dalits supported/integrated with the Congress, the BSP had seized a unique 'political' space in 
Uttar Pradesh by the mid-1990s, making it vital to any coalition and wooed by every party. However, this retrograde phase has 
hampered the party's already small voter base in Uttar Pradesh. It cannot attract upper/middle caste voters as an entirely dalit party, 
and it has a regional basis solely in central and east UP and Bundelkhand, where it significantly improved its electoral performance in 
1993 and 1996 over 1991. In the assembly elections, however, the BSP-Congress partnership allowed it to make gains in west UP and 
Rohilkhand. 
 
The reasons for this transition may be traced back to the BSP's beginnings, which, unlike the dalit movements in Maharashtra and 
Karnataka, can be traced back to the BAMCEF, an all-India 'trade union' of lower middle class government employees founded in 
1978 with the goal of preventing caste discrimination. Kanshi Ram, the organization's founder, has maintained that winning elections 
is the first step in bringing about societal change without resorting to revolution. The BSP has kept out of significant agitations like as 
the Namantar agitation at Marathwada University and the recent vandalism of Ambedkar's monument in Mumbai, despite the 
emergence of the Dalit Shoshit Sangharsh Samiti (DS-4) with a stronger presence in rural regions. 
 
Innovative social programmes, such as the 'Ambedkar Villages Scheme,' which was started by the Mulayam Singh administration in 
1991 and is now being pursued by Mayawati. It provides special suport for developmental/welfare initiatives like the IRDP, JRY, and 
Nirbal Awas Yojana, among others, to villages having 50% dalit population. However, rather than aiding the truly impoverished dalits 
and BCs, the initiative has generated pockets of growth that have resulted in increased social fragmentation, jealously, caste friction, 
and alienation. Thus, the dalit movement in UP today is characterised by an opportunistic leadership's partnership with manuvadi 
parties for power, a sharpening of identity, and growing militancy at the grass roots. (Pai,1997).  
 

Pai distinguishes three phases of the BSP's mobilisation strategy: the early phase of isolation, which lasted from 1984 to 
1993; the bahujan phase, which lasted from 1993 to 1995 and saw the BSP form alliances with other lower caste parties like the 
Samajwadi Party (SP); and the post-bahujan phase, which saw the alliances extend to upper caste parties like the Congress and the 
BJP. An alternate classification now may be an isolation phase during the pre-poll time, when the BSP claims to form coalitions with 
communities rather than political parties, and an alliance strategy during the post-poll time, when the BSP deals with political parties. 
Mayawati is concerned about non-transferable votes from other political parties, particularly those with upper caste vote banks, 
because she is aware of her substantial vote banks that are transferable. As a result, she avoids forming coalitions during the pre-poll 
period. Mayawati is a strong negotiator, with the strategic advantage of swinging either way, given her potentially crucial role in the 
post-election phase.  

 
Conclusions 

In Uttar Pradesh, Dalit politics has gone through several stages, each with significant ramifications for national politics. UP 
has always been a crucial state that has represented changes in Indian body politics; it has signaled the move in the Hindi heartland 
from identification and social justice politics to economic aspiration and desire for economic progress. If there is one thing that India's 
parliamentary democracy can be proud of, it should be the fact that a dalit woman has served as chief minister of India's most 
populous state, Uttar Pradesh, four times. Mayawati's election to the role of chief minister in 2007 is the more significant historical 
event since she did it on the basis of her own party, rather than relying on outside support or forming a coalition. The recent win of the 
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Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP) in Uttar Pradesh is especially significant since it is the first time in contemporary Indian history that a 
political party headed and controlled by dalits has raised to power on its own.  
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