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Introduction

Election and democracy are two sides of the same coin as they are reciprocally important for each other. There is a complimentary relationship between these two aspects to flourish the rule of law in a country. A free and fair national election brings the democratic institutions of that country closer to the people. Election widens the avenue of ensuring accountability of the elected representatives to the mass people. People as stakeholders of democracy are subject to the authority of elected leadership. And this is how we can claim to share direct control over them. Other than India the practice of holding general elections in South Asian is rare and very much irregular. It is also a common blame against those countries in the South Asia for not improving democracy and democratic practices up to the expected level. Certain principles, such as freedom of speech, organization, press and the secret ballot, might be considered essential at universal level, but the details of the electoral process must incorporate native reality. Each country has its own mechanism of elections reflecting the functional requirement of that nation-state and people.

Election basically reflects three things: weight of public opinion, consideration of popular interest and broad-based representation of social, economic and political concerns of citizens. Election has other vital purposes too, such as selecting leaders, providing legitimacy to governance and making the government accountable to the electorates. More specifically the regular functioning of election ensures the inalienable rights of people of electing the right incumbent, to contribute in forming democratic government, to ensure freedom of speech and opinions, etc.
The key Features of Democracy and Importance of Election
The term democracy comprises some sort of values and practices on which we do respect each other and maintain some common standards to run any system of any given situation or context. In this regard, I must mention some salient features of democracy at state level-
1. Transparency in government

2.  Reasonable disbursement of powers among executive, legislature and judiciary

3. Freedom of religion and expression

4. Right to vote and regular elections

In fact, democracy is a broad and complex political concept which is difficult to define in a single line. The common features of democracy, as a modern constitutional order and regime of political system can be summarized by the following way:
- recognition of people as the source of the state power. The power of people implies that it forms the state power by elections and directly participates in its implementation; 
- alternate electivity and replacement of central and local authorities with their accountability to the electorate;

- declaration and ensuring rights and freedoms of man and citizen. - decision-making by the majority and minority`s submission in implementing them;

- domination of persuasive, coordinating and compromising methods, non-violence, non-compulsion, non-suppression;

- real implementation of principles of constitutional state including separation of powers principle.

The modern democracy is defined as pluralistic one and in this sense it is based on diversity of public interests, like-economic, social, cultural, religious, ethnic, group, regional, etc. and forms of their expression. All these are possible to maintain and ensure where election takes place on regular basis and the democratically elected government runs the state system with accountability.
Trends of Election in South Asia
India

India is one of the largest democracy practicing countries in the world. The general election in India held under the Election Commission of India very regularly. The election commission is an autonomous, constitutionally established federal authority that is responsible for administering all elections in the People’s Republic of India. The Commission has achieved a good image for holding free, fair and credible elections in previous years at regular intervals. The Commission has the power of supervision, direction and control of all elections to the Parliament of India and the state legislature. The Commission performs all activities relating to the election including preparation of voter list, code of conduct in the time of election, delimitation of constituency etc. 
Pakistan 
Since the independence of Pakistan this is the first time of completion full tenure by an elected government and also the example of smooth power transfer holding the general election under third party caretaker government. The last general election of Pakistan was held on 11 May, 2013 to elect the 14th National Assembly. In terms of the election the Election Commission was powered all administering authority at its own hand to conduct the election. According to the law the care taker government operates in the interim period between the normal dissolution of parliament for the purpose of holding an election and the formation of the new government after the election result. Prime Minister Raja Pervez Ashraf  had written a letter to leader of the Opposition  in the National Assembly Chaudry Nisar Ali Khan, requesting him to propose names of persons for appointment as caretaker Prime Minister. Pakistan Muslim League – Nawaz, Jamaat-i-Islami (JI), Pakistan Tehrik-i-Insaaf (PTI) and Jamiat Ulema-i-Islam – Fazl (JUI-F) had agreed on the name of Justice (Rtd.) Nasir Aslam Zahid as the Acting Prime Minister until the elections take place.  However the government and opposition failed to reach consensus and the matter was forwarded to a parliamentary committee, comprising four members from the opposition and the government.  On 24 March 2013, the Election Commission appointed former judge and politician Mir Hazar Khan Khoso for the post of caretaker Prime Minister. General elections were held in Pakistan on 11 May 2013 to elect the members of the 14th National Assembly and finally state power was peacefully transferred to the newly elected government. 
 

Srilanka
In Srilanka there is an independent Department of Election established on October 01, 1955 to conduct elections and other electoral affairs regularly. This Department is not under any Ministry. Commissioner of this Department is answerable only to the Parliament. The Eighteenth Amendment of the Constitution of Srilanka provided for the President to appoint a person holding office as an Additional Commissioner of Elections or Deputy Commissioner of Elections to discharge the functions conferred on the Election Commission. In fact, unlike other developing countries Srilanka has developed highly the election department to maintain its duties and responsibilities indiscriminately and successfully.

Nepal
Nepal is passing a crucial moment and transitional period from monarchy to democracy. The national election held in April 2008 was probably the most critical to regime legitimacy in Nepal’s political history. The election, the first held since 1999, marked the end of the old order and opened the door to a political process to negotiate a new constitution for an inclusive, representative and democratic state. It brought an end to the royal dictatorship dating from the 2005 ‘coup,’ representing the culmination of the peace process with the Maoist insurgency and re-conferring de facto legitimacy on the political parties. The Election Commission of Nepal responsible for monitoring and performing all responsibilities of election. In the time of last general election of 2008, dispute over the interim government was at apex between political parties. 

The Nepalese Constituent Assembly election, 2013 has been delayed repeatedly amid mistrust, disrespect and undemocratic attitudes among political parties. Recently all political parties had agreed to hold the election under Chief Justice Khil Raj Regmi as an interim prime minister replacing the Maoist Prime Minister Baburam Bhattarai and head the new administration until a national election is held. There was no chance in constitution to appoint a prime minister but the political parties have handed an agreement to the president to remove constitutional hurdles and appoint the chief justice as chairman of the interim election council of ministers.

Bhutan
In the history of Bhutan this is the first time that an interim Government has been set up amending the Constitution of the Kingdom of Bhutan. This interim Government has decided to function on the regular state affairs of the country. The Chief Advisor, Lyonpo Sonam Tobgye is in charge of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Ministry of Home & Cultural Affairs. Other ministries already have disbursed among other corresponding Advisors for this interim period. The Cabinet Secretariat will support and function as the IG’s secretariat as in the case of the regular Cabinet. The interim government will assist and enable the Election Commission of Bhutan (ECB) to hold free and fair elections in the nation, and enhance harmony, unity, happiness and well being of the people of Bhutan. This has been issued by the chief advisor of the interim government on 6 May, 2013.
Maldives
In the midst of repeated dates and time at last the Election Commission of Maldives declared that the Maldivian presidential election 2013 will be held on September 7, 2013. There are still intense mistrust and uncertainties about free and fair incoming election under the existing hierarchy of the state. For what President Mohamed Nasheed announced the Maldivian Democratic Party’s (MDP) willingness to discuss enacting an interim government with the Progressive Party of Maldives (PPM), which the party believes is essential for free and fair elections to occur The MDP has desired the establishment of an interim government since the controversial transfer of power of February 7, 2012 and is open to holding discussions with the PPM to establish a transitional government prior to September’s Presidential elections, Nasheed stated during a press conference held at the Mookai Hotel in Male’(Minivan News, May 16, 2013).
 
Afghanistan
Afghanistan has had democratic elections throughout the 20th century. But the election institutions have varied as changes in regimes have disrupted the continuity of election. Even the recent national elections in Afghanistan are characterized by lack of security, fraudulence, low presence of voters, intimidation and widespread ballot stuffing. Presidential elections in 2009, raised doubts about the legitimacy and power of the current electoral system, established in the 2003 constitution, in both the national political environment and the international community.
Bangladesh
It is impartially observed, and also historically evident, that other than the elections conducted under the non party caretaker government in the history of Bangladesh the elections took place under the ruling party were highly criticized and still questioned. Because the key features of democracy, mentioned above, immensely violated by all the subsequent ruling parties in the time of elections only to ensure the win for the ruling party at any cost. In Bangladesh, a Caretaker Government (CTG) ruled for the period of 1990-91 with the understanding of the major political parties. Later, CTGs were formed within the constitutional framework in 1996 bringing 13th amendment to the constitution. Furthermore 1990-91 marked as the time of beginning democracy formally. Since 1991, a Caretaker government has managed the elections and transitions of 1991, 1996, 2001 and 2008. 
At present Bangladesh is again in an uncertain and complex situation after abolishing the Caretaker system from the constitution by the 15th amendment and having no specific guideline of holding the next national election. A T M Shamshul Huda, the recent outgoing chief election commissioner, strongly opined before media correspondents that in the prevailing system under political government free and fair election is not possible (February 5, 2012). In a survey, conducted by the daily Prothom-alo, more than 90 per cent respondents gave their opinion in favor of Non-Party Caretaker Government to conduct the upcoming National Parliamentary Election.  Including civilians all are tensed about the upcoming National election due to constitutional uncertainty. By next December the present government will fulfill its five year tenure. So, this is urgent to reach political consensus on the format of government in the transitional period through national dialogue. Otherwise democracy of the country will have to face severe uncertainty. 
Some Common Electoral Crisis Management beyond South Asia 
Recently Bulgarians had demonstrated across the country, forcing the rightist government of Boiko Borisov to resign. Three people died after setting themselves on fire. At last Marin Raikov was appointed as Bulgarian interim Prime Minister to  retain fiscal discipline that aimed to maintain market confidence and placate protesters ahead of May 2013 election.
The former vice-president of the European Central Bank Lucas  Papademos appointed  as prime minister of Greece on November 2011 brought to an end five days of intense political haggling. Greece's party leaders agreed to give Papademos the mandate to form an interim coalition government. He was sworn in as prime minister.  Another caretaker government led by a high-court judge Panagiotis Pikramenos took charge of Greece on May 2012 just 10 days after it was plunged into chaos by an unacceptable general election with the aim of steering it to fresh election. This interim administration was kicked off amid deepened fears over Athens' ability to remain in the euro. 
Czech President Milos Zeman named an interim government, asking it to face down threats from lawmakers to block the cabinet’s legislation and budget plans amid a record-long recession. Jan Fischer, the head of the Czech Statistical Office, sworn in as supreme authority of the country to hold the early elections of 2009. He was supported by the two largest parties in parliament.
Besides, there are many examples throughout the world of agreed third party’s intervention in the state power either to conduct election for the purpose of peaceful transfer of power or to manage any arisen crisis including economic recession. For example, after the 2nd World War France was administered for certain times by a freedom fighter to overcome the economic debacle where all the existing political parties were agreed on him.    

Importance of Opposition Party and Free, Fair and Credible Election in Democracy
It is commonly argued that in a democratic country the opposition party is considered as the second wheel of a bicycle. A bicycle cannot run with a single wheel. The value of strong opposition party is similarly important to the ruling party.  Another important characteristic of democracy is the presence of active opposition party or parties in the state. Majority party forms the government and party with a minority in the legislature forms the opposition party in the parliament. 
The opposition party keeps the eyes on the policies and working of the government. By criticizing the wrong policies of the government, it forces the government to make laws and frame policies for the betterment of the people of the country. It also tries to restrict the government from being undemocratic. 
The United Nations has its own evaluating criteria to judge the elections of the member states of the UN.  In this context the UN does not accept any election as credible and fair unless the recent opposition party in the parliament takes parts the subsequent election.
There is a democratic peace theory that democracies rarely fight with one another or even democracies never fight with one another. . In this regard, the former U.S. President Jimmy Carter wrote an article in the Kathmandu Post on January 8, 2013 emphasizing on holding timely elections as election is a political, constitutional, and democratic obligation.
Concluding Remarks
Throughout the world there is no uniform election method that has been practicing uniquely for any certain times. Every country has its own legal way of conducting election giving priority the demands and aspirations of the people and the political parties of that particular state that aims to ensure credibility and acceptability of those elections and of course Bangladesh is not exception in this regard. So I must say this is called ‘indigenous democratic practice’ of election. It is also inevitable to say that Bangladesh has been playing as “role model” across the world for its innovating non-party interim government system for those countries that face uncertainty in the time of regular power transfer. To flourish democracy fully in South Asia it is urgent to hold all the elections on regular basis and state power should be transferred peacefully to the winners. Otherwise democracy in the South Asian countries will be not be advanced up to the expected level. 
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