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1.
Historical Perspective :


Since we met at the 15th Party Congress held at Dhanbad, Jharkhand from 16-20 December 2005, there has been a lot of change in the socio-economic and political scenario of the country. Our party has also gone through various political programmes to address the needs of the changing national scenario and held important party meets to review the situation and formulate policies for future course of action.



Immediate before the 15th Party Congress, we have had the important National Council meeting at Madurai, Tamilnadu from 4-6 September 2004, where the party reviewed the then political scenario and ratified the party's earlier important decision of extending outside support to the Congress-led UPA government based on a Common Minimum Pogramme, along with other Left parties.



Similarly, prior to this 16th Party Congress, we have had another important National Council meeting held at Nagpur from 15-17 February 2008, where the party took the most momentous decision of declaring 'AIFB for Netaji's India - a Socialist India'.

1.1

Simultaneous with this trend of organizational development of our party, the national scenario also crossed a few important landmarks having far reaching effects on our national life. Prior to our Madurai National Council meeting, the first Congress-led UPA government, with Manmohan Singh as the Prime Minister, was formed in May 2004, with the outside support of the Left. Due to serious differences with the UPA government on the issue of Indo-US Nuclear Deal, the Left withdrew their support to the government on 9 July 2008. In the midst of high tension apprehending immediate collapse, Manmohan Singh government faced a confidence motion in the parliament on 21-22 July 2008, but contrary to all expectations the government managed to survive, with all sorts of unfair manipulations, cross-voting and absentism. The government continued thereafter completing its full term and went to 15th Lok Sabha election in April-May 2009, which the Congress party won comfortably and formed the 2nd UPA government, with Manmohan Singh as the second time prime Minister, in June 2009.



Incidentally, it should be mentioned that the Left's performance in the 15th Lok Sabha Elections was very disappointing, with their total number of seats reduced from 60 (in 2004) to 24 (in 2009). The Left suffered serious setback in Kerala, where their total number of seats reduced from 19 (in 2004) to 4 (in 2009) and next in West Bengal, where the seats reduced from 35 (in 2004) to 15 (in 2009). Of course, Tripura maintained its Left hold in tact, with 2 seats in both the terms.

2.

In view of this historical perspective, it is imperative on us to review the justifiability of the Left's decision to extend outside support to the UPA government in 2004 and its aftermath effects, and secondly the justifiability of the Left's withdrawal of support to the UPA government and its aftermath effects.

2.1

If we recall the turmoil days of government formation immediate after the results of the 14th Lok Sabha election (2004) were out, it was evident that the combined force of the Left parties, winning a total of 60 seats in the new Lok Sabha have had a major decisive role in forming the new government. The BJP-led NDA government and its policies were clearly rejected by the people and, on the other hand, the Congress could not muster sufficient strength to form a government of its own. In such a situation, the Congress and its allies formed the United Progressive Alliance (UPA) with a  strength of 216 MPs, and its leadership asked the support of the left parties in forming a government at the centre. They also agreed to make a Common Minimum Programme (CMP) for smooth governance. The left parties together and individually discussed the matter at various levels and unanimously decided to support the UPA government from outside.



The main contention of the decision was that the BJP should be kept away from power as desired by the people. The nation was also not ready for another highly expensive election. Moreover, an alternative third front was not feasible at that moment. Hence, the obvious choice was the Congress, with a controlling mechanism like CMP.



But our party was very clear in its assessment about this propsed support to Congress and the party's future course of action. We may quote the relevant Madurai National Council Resolution (September 2004), which stated:



"Supporting a Congress (I)-led government at the centre does not mean that we are compromising with the Congress(I). We still believe that the Congress(I) is a bourgeois party. We have our own reservations on the economic policy of Congress(I). We fought against these policies, we are fighting against these policies and we will continue our struggle against these policies for the interests of the working class. But in this stage we hope that the left parties can play an effective role for ensuring the welfare of the working class while supporting the Congress(I) - led government from outside. We will watch the performance and the policies of the government persistently.



Whenever the government acts against the interests of the working people and when it fails to implement the CMP, we will definitely review our stand."

2.1.1

Forward Bloc maintained in letter and spirit the aforesaid Resolution and acted accordingly during the first four and a half years of Left's support to the UPA government. The Left strongly advocated and pressurized the government to pass some pro-people progressive Acts like the RTI (Right to Information Act), NREGA (National Rural Employment Guarantee Act), Scheduled Tribes and Other Traditional Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights) Act, ........?



Social Security Act for the unorganised sector workers (which was of course very inadequate in its extension and implication, for which the Left duly protested and asked for a fresher Act). But, on the other hand, whenever the government tried to implement its economic reforms policy, which was obviously anti-people and pro-capitalist in its nature and objects, the Left vehemently protested within the Parliament and campaigned against that throughout the country. Due to this opposition by the Left, the government couldn't pass their intended Bills on Banking, Insurance, Pension Fund, FDI and others, which were framed mainly to serve the interests of the domestic as well as foreign capital. The Left never failed to raise their voice of protests, in and outside the Parliament, against the spiraling rise of price of all essential food and other commodities, shameless plight of lakhs of poor farmers who were forced to commit suicide being unable to pay their debts, repeated hike of prices of petroleum products, and others. The Left were also constantly vigil to pressurize the government in respect of women's reservation (33% of the total seats), allocation of 6% of GDP for education and a sizeable percentage of GDP for public health, which is presently only 1.41% (as stated by Gulam Nabi Azad on 22.7.09 in Rajya Sabha) supply of electricity and drinking water to all the villages of the country, etc. 



Thus the Left were constantly in conflict with the government due to clash of interests, as the government was more inclined to implement its reform agenda, while the Left were fighting for the cause of the poor and the working class people.

2.2

The conflict reached its peak when the government was unusually bent on signing a civil nuclear deal with the US, which was not in the CMP and which was detrimental to the interests of the people of India. But the Prime Minister went all out to sign the deal, as it appeared that he was more inclined to honour his commitment to the US President George Bush than his commitments to his own countrymen. The issue was debated thrice in both Houses of Parliament and the sense of the House was clearly against the deal. But ignoring the sense of the House, i.e. the majority opinion of the House, as well as the consistent opposition of the Left, Manmohan Singh insisted on his choicest issue and signed the Indo-US Nuclear Deal. Obviously, in protest the Left unanimously withdrew its support to the UPA government on and from 9 July 2008. Forward Bloc thus honoured its commitment to the letter and spirit of the Resolution adopted at the Madurai National Council (September, 2004) and at the 15th Party Congress at Dhanbad in December 2005.

2.2.1

The text of the "Press Statement" issued jointly by the four Left parties, including Forward Bloc, on July 9, 2008 is quoted below. It may be noted that the 'Press Statement' highlighted two main reason for withdrawal of support to the UPA government, one is on 'Indo-US Nuclear Deal' and the other is on 'Betrayal of Aam Admi'.


The Press Statement, dated July 9, 2008 was as follows:

'On Withdrawal of Support to the UPA Government


'The Left Parties have withdrawn support to the UPA Government. The UPA Government came into existence in 2004 with the support of the Left parties on the basis of its Common Minimum Programme. The aim was to fight the communal forces and undo the damage they had done to the secular polity of India in their years in office. This required a set of interlinked policies to bring relief to the people, to protect India's integrity and to pursue an independent foreign policy. By going ahead with the deal at a time when there is the crushing burden of price-rise and galloping inflation, the Manmohan Singh Government has clearly shown that it is more concerned about fulfilling its commitment to the Bush administration rather than meeting its commitment to the people of India. 


'The Indo-US Nuclear Deal is against India's vital interests.  The Congress-led government has embraced a strategic alliance with the United States.  This dubious deal with President Bush is the centerpiece of a number of agreements like military collaboration and concessions to US capital in the retail sector, education etc.


'The nuclear deal will not provide India energy security. Since it is anchored in a US law, the Hyde Act, it will hamper an independent foreign policy and restrict our strategic autonomy.


'The Manmohan Singh government is guilty of gross violation of the Common Minimum Programme, which does not provide for a strategic alliance with the USA.


'The Left parties cannot support such a course which is harmful for the people and the country's sovereignty.


'The Prime Minister gave assurances in Parliament in August 2006 on safeguarding India's interests in the nuclear deal.  These were nullified by the Hyde Act passed by the United States' Congress in December 2006.  

'Yet, the Prime Minister insisted on going ahead with the negotiations on the 123 agreement despite strong opposition from the Left and other political circles. A substantial section of the scientists' community also opposed the deal. 


'The Prime Minister has shown contempt for Parliament by disregarding the clear views of the majority as expressed in the debate in the two Houses of Parliament in December 2007.  


'Now the Government wants to keep the country in the dark on the so-called "India Safeguards Agreement" and proceed to seek approval of the Board of Governors of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).  


'The Congress leadership has violated the understanding arrived at with the Left parties in November 2007, wherein the outcome of the talks with the Secretariat of the IAEA was to be presented to the UPA-Left Committee on the Nuclear Deal.  


'The text of the Safeguards Agreement  was not given to the Committee to study.  So, there can be no findings  of the Committee on the basis of which the government can proceed further.  


'The Prime Minister has gone to the G-8 Summit in Japan and before meeting President Bush announced that the government will be going to the IAEA Board very soon.  But nothing was told about this to the Left parties and the people.  It has become evident to the whole country that we have a Prime Minister whose priority is to fulfill his commitments made to President Bush.  The problems faced by the people and the country can wait.


'The Congress-led government was supported by the Left parties on the basis of a commitment that it would follow an independent foreign policy in contrast to the pro-American stand of the BJP led Government.  That commitment has been violated. Hence, the Left parties will have to disassociate from the government.'

'Betrayal of Aam Admi

'The Congress leadership promised to ameliorate the conditions of the aam admi - the common people. After four years of the UPA government, the people are groaning under an unprecedented price rise.  The prices of rice, wheat, edible oil, dal, vegetables and other essential commodities have all shot up. For example, between 2004 and 2008, the retail price of rice has increased by over 46 per cent, wheat by 62 per cent, mustard oil by 42 per cent, chana dal by 47 per cent and even salt by 42 per cent.


'The government has increased the prices of petrol and diesel  seven times in the last four years.  Petrol has gone up between 2004 and 2008 by 50 per cent, diesel by 60 per cent and LPG by 58 per cent.  


'The government has refused the Left parties' demands to:

*
universalize the Public Distribution System, so that everyone has a ration card 

*
stop forward trading on essential commodities 

*
curb hoarding and speculators. 

*
reduce the tax burden on petroleum products 

*
impose windfall taxes on private refineries. 

After five years of UPA regime, people are suffering due to unprecedented spiraling rise of prices.  It is an irony of fact that even after the nation is recording negative inflation, the prices of all essential commodities are increasing day by day. The government is keeping silence on this issue and doing nothing to check the price rise. Hoarders, black marketers and middle men are exploiting the people due to the non-interference of the government in the market. Strong, immediate and effective measures have to be taken by the government to bring down the price rise. 


'By pursuing a neo-liberal agenda the Congress led Government is following the same policies of the previous BJP Government. These policies are squarely responsible for the distressing spectacle of agrarian crisis, farmers' suicides, mass poverty, price rise and unemployment.  This is in stark contrast to the obscene growth of billionaires and the superrich.  


'The Congress is determined to go ahead with a further rightwing shift in both foreign and domestic policies. This situation is providing fertile ground for the communal forces.


'Since the Congress led Government is wilfully disregarding the Common Minimum Programme, the Left parties have decided to withdraw support from such an anti-people government.'

2.2.2

That the Left's apprehensions were correct are evident from the fact that the 2nd UPA government's many of the early steps are pro-US and detrimental to the interests of the country. In support of it, we may cite a few recent examples : 


i) INDIA  MOVES FOR EDUCATION TIES WITH US 


With the UPA government coming to power second time, India's strategic partnership and ties, from defence to security or commence to education, with the US are moving fast to land in a new era of friendship. Proposed 'education ties' is just an example to vindicate India's priority in this matter.

ii)
INDIA AGREES ON END-USE MONITORING ARRANGEMENT WITH US


During the visit of US Secretary of State Hilary Clinton to Delhi in July 2009, Government of India entered into an agreement with the US on the end-use monitoring arrangement in respect of US defence equipments purchased by India. It was mutually agreed that this arrangement will henceforth be referred to in letters of acceptance for Indian procurement of US defence technology and equipment. This agreement exposes most humiliating compromise on the Sovereignty of our country. India's External Affairs Minister S.M.Krishna, of course, tried to explain it as 'mutually beneficial cooperation' in the field of defence. But if one goes through details of the Agreement, it becomes quite clear that this End-Use Monitoring Agreement (EUMA) with the U.S. seriously compromises India's national security. It involves US government inspectors continuously monitoring all hi-tech weapons and advanced electronic systems and equipment across a broad front imported by India from the US, to ensure that they are used by the Indian defence services and the Department of Atomic Energy and the Department of Space only for the purpose -- "end use" -- for which they are imported. No other country has imposed such requirement on India. It is our firm opinion, as has been voiced unanimously by the Opposition in the Parliament, that it must not go through. 


iii)
US PRESSURE ON INDIA TO SIGN NPT


India has signed a civil nuclear deal with the US. Both India's Prime Minister Manmohan Singh and America's former President George W. Bush, the two main architect of the Deal, have felicitated each other as 'Best Friend'. Now with the change of regime in the US with her new President Barack Obama, the situation starts changing and India's nuclear capability and weapons appear to the US as a destabilising factor in South Asia. India-Pakistan relationship and war situation in Afghanistan may not allow India to have a privileged position in the eyes of Obama administration. So, the US doesn't want India to enjoy exemption from signing the NPT. Recently the US Asst. Secretary of State Rose Gottemoeller has raised the issue at a United Nations meet and has said that India, Pakistan, Israel and North Korea must sign the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), the global pact against atomic weapons. But India's unambiguous stand in this respect is known to all for a long time. India abides by non-proliferation in principle, but it can not sign the treat because it discriminates between nuclear weapon states and non-nuclear weapon states. Genuine disarmament efforts are possible only when US and Russia start negotiations on a new treaty to reduce their nuclear stockpiles. Still as a responsible power, India has even made the 'no-first-use commitment'. But the discriminatory NPT treaty is not acceptable. 


On the other hand, inspite of India's signing an international treaty with the US that would prohibit further production of nuclear bombs, the new Obama regime pressurises India to sign the NPT. It's now the turn of India under the leadership of second-time Prime Minister Manmohan Singh to withstand the pressure. The whole country awaits how the UPA government reacts to it. 

iv) PENDING MILITARY AGREEMENTS WITH US


The US military personnel are anxious for quick implementation of at least three pending important military agreements with India. A top US military commander -- the US Pacific Command chief Admiral Timothy Keating has recently visited India and met high Indian officials to explore the possibility of early implementation of the agreements which were kept pending since the days of Left support to the last UPA regime. The pending agreements are the Communications Interoperability and Security Memorandum of Agreement (CISMOA), the End-use Verification Agreement and the Logistics Support Agreement. These agreements dealing with information secrecy, end-use verification and turnaround facilities are given priority due to strategic reasons. The Cismoa binds the two sides to confidentiality of information on military equipment and processes, the end - user Verification agreement will authorise the US to inspect and check that India is using US - supplied military equipment for purpose that they are meant and the LSA will allow US ships and aircraft to refuel in India and Indian ships and aircraft to refuel in the US and its bases. 

2.3.
Review of Left's withdrawal of support to UPA government


While reviewing the Left's withdrawal of support to UPA government on the issue of Indo-US nuclear deal, we confirm that the withdrawal was justified. But it was delayed by allowing time to the government to go to the IAEA. Further it should be mentioned that while withdrawing support, more emphasis should have been given also to issues like spiraling rise of price of all essential commodities, alarming unemployment situation, tragic suicides  by lakhs of farmers, etc. And in our Lok Sabha election campaigns also, more emphasis should have been given to all such reasons of our withdrawal, including nuclear deal and independent foreign policy. That we failed in this respect, the Left's election campaign couldn't adequately impress the public opinion.

3.

Aftermath of Left's  withdrawal of support


The UPA government won the confidence motion in Parliament on July 21-22, 2008 by resorting to all sorts of unfair means, including use of money power indulging horse-trading/cross voting and absenteeism. The great betrayal by Samajbadi Party (with 24 MPs) made the difference considerably.


However, the resultant victory encouraged the UPA government to complete its full term and thereafter it went for 15th Lok Sabha election in April-May 2009. It appears, that was a good strategy of the Congress-led UPA government not to go for early poll -- unlike that of NDA government which went for early poll in 2004 with their 'India shining' slogan. That slogan was indeed a boomerang to the BJP-led government.

3.1.


15th Lok Sabha election 


Results were declared on 16 May 2009 which gave a comfortable win to the Congress party and its associates. The BJP proved to be a declining force, with setback for their Hindutva/communal theory and practice. The Left too had serious setback, inciting questions whether Left disaster was a defeat for Leftism. The Congress-led UPA came to power for the second time, with Manmohan Singh as the second-time Prime Minister. 

3.1.1.
Review of 15th Lok Sabha election results

While accepting the mandate of the people, with all modesty, the party is of the opinion that, the confusion about the stability, credibility and programme of the combination of the non-Congress (I) and non-BJP parties helped the Congress (I) to retain the power. BJP’s anti minority role and the directionless and negative campaign and emphasizing some non-issues like 'weak Prime Minister' etc. antagonized the people and was rejected by them. This also favoured the Congress (I) to come back to power.

The move for making a third front with all non-Congress (I) and non-BJP parties was right. But the Left parties and other parties of the front have failed to give a proper structure for this combination. The front partners also failed to provide an alternative national programme of governance. The leaders of the front also didn’t make any nation-wide joint campaign. All these lacunae have created confusion among the people about the credibility and viability of the third front. The willful campaign of Congress (I) and the BJP with the support of a section of the media against the third front also damaged the move to make the non-BJP, non-Congress (I) front.

It is a fact that there was no popular trend in favour of the Congress (I) throughout India in the elections. The Congress (I) has lost number of seats and percentage of votes in Orissa, Bihar, Jharkhand, Assam, Gujarat, Chattisgarh and Karnataka. At the same time they have gained much in Uttar Pradesh, Rajasthan, Kerala and Uttarakhand. The Congress (I) has retained their supremacy in Andhra Pradesh, Haryana and Delhi. In certain states including West Bengal they have maintained the status quo. It reveals that there was no all-India trend in favour of the Congress (I). Some of the schemes, which were implemented by the UPA government due to the pressure of left parties like NREGA, RTI, Adivasi rights, agri-loan waiver etc. largely benefited the congress though they were initially reluctant to implement the same by raising financial liabilities.  

The left parties have extended outside support to the Congress (I) led UPA government after the 14th Lok Sabha elections on the basis of a mutually agreed Common Minimum Programme. Whenever the government tried to dither from its commitments, the left parties put pressure on it and tried to bring it back to the track. In the case of PSU disinvestments, WTO negotiations, soft attitude towards communal forces, Packages for agriculture, employment guarantee scheme, rural development as announced as Bharat Nirman etc the left parties have forced the government to take proactive roles. 

But when the government was adamant to cement the strategic partnership with the USA by signing the Indo-US Nuclear deal, the left parties have left with no other option but to withdraw the support. The left parties have taken this decision after a long debate of about one year with the UPA. It is imperative to mention here that the left parties have done a tactical mistake by allowing the UPA government scope for negotiations with the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) for India Specific Safeguards. It was a gambit of the Congress (I) to drag the whole discussion to develop an apposite political atmosphere to break the pact with the left. The AIFB realized it as a trap and timely clued-up to the other left parties. But they did not realize the game plan of the Congress (I) and kept faith on Congress (I) and their promise of ‘honourable exit’ from the whole deal. 

The AIFB still believes that the Indo-US nuclear deal is detrimental to the interests of our motherland and it compromises our sovereignty with the USA. But the left parties have failed to make it as an election issue. Nowhere in the country this issue has been discussed during election. The Congress (I) also very meticulously avoided a debate on nuclear deal during its campaign. 

The available statistics show that the Congress (I) got 28.52% of votes in this election, which is about 2% more than the 2004 votes i.e., 26.53. The Congress (I) has won 206 seats, which is 61 seats more than last election. It is also a fact that though the Congress party ruled our country for more than fifty years but they never enjoyed 50% of total polled votes. The highest percentage of votes they got in 1984 after the assassination of Smt. Indira Gandhi, which was 49.10%. But the BJP, the principal opposition party has lost about 3.33% of votes from its kitty. The BJP got only 18.83% of votes in 2009 though they had 22.16% votes in 2004. The BJP has won only 116 seats, which is less than 22 seats compared to last election. It indicates that the Congress (I) didn’t have the entire votes lost by the BJP. It has another meaning that the Congress (I) and the BJP together got 47.35% of votes (28.52 + 18.83) only. In 2004 elections both the parties have gained 48.69% of votes (26.53 + 22.16).  Which means, the non-Congress (I) and non- BJP parties and independents got 52.65% of votes in 2009 elections. The ‘Third Front’ parties altogether got more than 21% of votes in 2009. It is worthwhile to mention here that whatever may be the percentage of votes secured by the political parties; only 58% of eligible voters used their franchise in the election, which means a whopping 42% of voters have declined to go to polling booths. It is an alarming signal for our democracy. 

The Congress (I) succeeded in mobilizing the minority votes infavour of them by manipulating the related facts,  although the Congress (I) deprived the minority community in many ways during their decades long regime. The initiative to enquire the Malegaon communal violence and the arrest of VHP and Sangh Parivar people have helped the Congress (I) to garner back the faith of the Muslim community. The government utilised the Sachar Committee Report in its favour by announcing its so called action programme including 15-point programme for welfare of muslim minorities. Although the action programme was far from implementation, its publicisation facilitated the Congress to emerge as a champion of minority welfare. A Thus the Congress (I) has increased its seats from 12 to 42 in 121 Muslim dominated districts of the country. But the 15th Lok Sabha witnesses a decline in the number of Muslim MPs from 36 last time to just 28 in the new Lok Sabha. 

Meanwhile the BJP has lost 22 seats this time. It’s seats came down from 138 to 116. The election result clearly indicates that the BJP is a sinking ship and its number of seats and percentage of votes are sharply declining. It had 182 seats and got 25.59% of votes in 1998. In 1999 also they got 182 seats and 23.75% votes. But it reduced to 138seats and 22.16% votes in 2004 and 116seats and only 18.80%votes in 2009. The main reason for this decline is that the BJP has nothing to offer to the people except its communal hatred politics. In almost all economic issues related to globalisation, disinvestment of public assets, curtailing the labour rights, the BJP always stood along with the Congress (I). So far as the subservient attitude towards the US imperialism, the BJP always sailed along with the Congress (I). Thus it has proved that there is no difference between the Congress (I) and the BJP. During the entire election campaign the BJP raised and emphasized only non-issues like ‘strong’ and ‘weak’ Prime Minister, division in UPA, groupism in the Congress (I), construction of Ram Mandir etc. Along with that the highly communal and venomous speeches of Varun Gandhi, the representative of new brand BJP leadership and the projection of Narendra Modi as the Prime Ministerial candidate after L.K. Advani completed the epitaph of BJP. 

The massive failure of caste based centrist parties like SP, BSP, RJD, LJP, etc are another feature of the election results. These parties have emerged as an alternative to the Congress (I) in the Hindi heartland of India by launching the movement for social justice. Many of the first rank leaders of these parties are the followers of Ram Manohar Lohia and Jayprakash Narayan. In the beginning, by raising the slogan of complete socialism, they have attracted even the members and followers of the left parties too. But once they got the power in their respective states, they totally neglected the people who supported them. In order to remain in power they became highly opportunistic. These parties are not really interested to make the non-Congress (I) and the non-BJP people’s alternative as envisaged by the left parties. They always searched the opportunity to remain in power. The people have rejected them this time. 

The role of the corporate houses, capitalists and the imperialist forces in the elections is also to be reviewed. The left parties have put up barricades in the hasty implementation of the liberalized economic policy of the Congress (I) led UPA government. It is a reality that during the course of liberalisation the gap between the poor and the rich is widening alarmingly. In 2004 when the UPA came in to power only 8 people have been identified as billionaires in dollar terms.  But this number has increased to 54 during the UPA dispensation. It is also an irony that 77% of Indian people are earning less than Rs.20/- per day as per the Arjun Sengupta Committee Report. The left parties have vehemently opposed this inequality and the exploitation of the capitalist under the pretext of liberalisation. The left parties have opposed the increasing imperialist intrigues in our domestic and foreign policy matters. On the issues of Indo-US nuclear deal, FDI in retail and other social sectors and financial liberalisation the left had unleashed a relentless struggle against the imperialism. Therefore the Capitalist and imperialist forces have played very active role with all powerful maneuverings including money to ensure the defeat of the left and the victory of their Indian agents. 

The left parties got a serious set back in the elections. In 2004 election it had 60 members in the Parliament. But in 2009 elections it got only 24 seats, a reduction of 36 seats. The left parties have lost 20 seats in West Bengal and 15 seats in Kerala. Along with the national issues, certain state factors also played very important role in this huge defeat. 

Kerala


The inner differences between the Left Democratic Front parties are the main reason for the defeat of Left Front in Kerala. The Kerala government and the LDF failed to propagate among the people about the achievements and the welfare schemes of LDF Government due to its lack of coordination. The differences of opinion between the LDF partners just before the election has proved that there is no difference between the LDF and UDF at least on seat sharing issue. The consolidation of different communities against the LDF is also one of the reasons for its defeat. The issues of SNC Lavalin case, relation with the PDP of Madani and internal bickering between the CPI (M) leaders have forced the LDF to resort to a defensive campaign.  

In 2004 election the LDF had won 18 seats out of 20 seats in Kerala. It came down to mere 4 seats in the present elections. The percentage of vote secured by the LDF declined from 46.08% in 2004 to 41.69% in 2009.  In number of votes, it is only a fall of two lakh votes. 

Kerala is known for alternating between LDF and UDF from election to election but the scale of defeat this time shows a change of voter preference that went beyond customs. The LDF of Kerala should examine this fact seriously.

West Bengal


The confusion about industrialization, land acquisition and high handedness and over dependence on bureaucracy of the Left Leaders are the reasons for the Left Front defeat in West Bengal. The unfortunate happenings in Nandigram also affected the image of the Left Front and its government. The coming together of TMC, Congress (I), Maoists, separatists and other anti-left forces in the state with the help of national and international anti-left forces and a section of the media have unleashed a strong vilification campaign against the Left Front Government and the Left Front in the state. This gave an edge to the anti-left forces against the Left Parties.

In 2004 elections the LF secured 50.72% votes and 35 seats out of total 42 seats. But in 2009 elections, it has came down to 43.30% and only 15 seats, which is a reduction of 7.42% votes and 20 seats. It is a matter of serious concern that the left front is trailing behind in 195 Assembly segments out of 294. 

The lethargic attitude of West Bengal administration and the incapability of Left Front to provide innovative programmes and welfare schemes for the poor and the rural people created serious doubts among the people about the commitments of the left front government. The people all over India appreciate West Bengal government for keeping free from communal violence. But the Nandigram incident caused serious alienation of one section of the Muslim peasantry from the left. The revelations of Sachar Committee Report about the social, educational and economic conditions of the Muslim community, which constitute 23.6% of state population according to 1991 census in the state, under-representation of Muslims in public services and educational institutions have also contributed much for this alienation. The sorry plight of SC and ST that constitutes 30.6% (SC – 23.6% and ST – 7%) in the state is also one of the serious issues for the debacle of the left.  

The underdevelopments in the rural areas, flaws in educational, health and employment sectors are raising serious questions about the governance of the left front in West Bengal. The 32-year-old Left Front government of West Bengal has failed to emerge as a role model for the rest of India. Pro-capitalist policies, dual approaches on different policy matters, ignorance of human resource developments, forceful acquisition of cultivable land for industrial purpose etc. are generating anti-left feeling among the general public. The behavior, megalomaniac attitude, character and morality of the leaders of the left parties created a new class of leadership, which is totally anti-left in nature and hence the people are keeping away from these brand of leaders gradually. The vertical division of the powerful intelligentsia of West Bengal created an anti left trend among the middle class. It is to be acknowledged that the entire progressive intelligentsia was with the left front since its inception. The programme, policies and the attitude of the leaders of left parties have forced them to go against the left. This change in class character of the leaders is applicable for the leaders of the left parties in Kerala also.  This anti-left virus among the left leaders must be removed immediately. 

The LDF of Kerala and the Left Front of West Bengal should learn lesson from this setback. Sincere and open efforts must be taken for making proper course corrections. The party cadres and leaders should keep regular and intimate relation with the people. The lethargy due to power should be avoided. The partners of the fronts should maintain proper communications and respect to each other’s sentiments and opinions.

While trying to bring more regional secular and democratic parties together to form an alternative political platform against the Congress (I) and the BJP, the left parties have failed to keep its unity in many states. In Bihar, Jharkhand, Tamilnadu, Maharashtra, and Andhra Pradesh the CPI (M) and the CPI have ignored other left parties including AIFB when they made electoral alliances with regional parties. In Madhya Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, Jammu and Kashmir, Delhi, Punjab and Haryana the left parties have contested the elections independently. This disunity at the crucial time of election sent a wrong message and the people didn’t take our slogan of left, democratic and secular unity. The left parties have raised so many issues during this period and mounted pressure on the government to implement the same. But there were many issues like price rise, farmer’s suicide, unemployment, commercialisation of education and health, rural electrification and irrigation etc. in relation of which the government did’nt accept the suggestions of the left parties. But the left parties have failed to launch a vigorous, powerful and nationwide movement against the government to force it to accept these suggestions. The left parties should correct these mistakes and to launch people’s movement and to contest the coming elections unitedly whatever may be the result. 

The All India Forward Bloc (AIFB) is of the opinion that this defeat is a temporary setback, which gives an opportunity to all of us for self-introspection. This verdict is not against the leftism, it is against the left front. But the important thing is, merely introspection and self-introspection will not help the left parties to regain its lost ground. A sincere, broad minded and transparent action from the left parties particularly from the CPI (M), which is the leading party in the left front, is very much necessary to bring back the legacy of the left. The All India Forward Bloc will do more microanalysis in the coming days about the election results. 

The AIFB strongly believe that better coordinated Left Front throughout the country is the only alternative to the current Left coordination. The party will explore all the possibilities for developing a stable and politically oriented people’s alternative against the Congress (I) and the BJP.

The Central Committee of AIFB expresses its happiness at the spectacular success of the Left Front candidates in Tripura.

4.
President's Address disappoints millions of unemployed youths     


The President of India addressed a joint session of Parliament on 4th June 2009 and presented an hour-long speech on many vital issues facing the country and the government's action plans and programmes for the next five years. Prime Minister Manmohan Singh later stated that it was the government policy document and hence it deserved our serious attention.


'The primary question remains, what are the basic factors causing sufferings of the poor and common people. Among many other reasons, the most talked about factors are growing unemployment and poverty and on the other hand, growing price-rise of food articles and other essential commodities. Unfortunately, these two major factors are not among the UPA government's priority list to take care of, as presented in the address by the President of India. This disappoints our millions of unemployed poor people.


' But on the other hand, it is noted with concern that the government vows to further increase FDI and go further with its pet economic reforms in banking, insurance and pension. Even the government declares its intention to reintroduce disinvestments which was discarded by the UPA government at the beginning of its last tenure from 2004. Even we may recall that it was a hot debatable issue against the last NDA regime before assuming power in 2004. But the UPA is now following the same old policy. The Congress-led UPA government now appears to be very jubilant as they happen to be free from all sorts of obligation as well as obstacles and opposition from the Left and hence promptly takes up all their reforms agenda kept pending during its last tenure. But we oppose these reforms, as we opposed before, particularly because these are anti-people and pro-rich policies. Public sector has an important role to play in strengthening our economy which was even recognished by the earlier Congress regimes led by Jawaharlal Nehru or Indira Gandhi. But under the impact of present world-wide imperialist globalisation and privatisation, the earlier Congress economic policy is now being reversed.


' Feeling shy to use the term 'disinvestment' directly, the government, of course, has tried to take shelter under an apparently popular, but a camouflaging term of "people-ownership" . The President further explains -- "Our fellow citizens have every right to own part of the shares of public sector companies while the government retains majority shareholding and control". But the government has avoided to explain what is meant by "people". Definitely the millions of poor and common people are not going to invest in PSU shares. When 77% of our population are living on twenty rupees a day, can they afford to be share-holders of the PSUs. Government is fully aware that only a handful of millionaires or crorepatis, corporate houses and rich traders will corner the bulk of shares of the PSUs. This will go a long way to damage or hamper the importance of the PSUs.


'It will not be generous on the part of the Congress party to deny or minimise any sort of contributions by the Left during the first four-and-a-half years of the last UPA regime which was helped by the Left in assuming power in 2004. The Left took all the initiatives to introduce many flagship programmes like NREGS, the Scheduled Tribes and other Traditional Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights) Act, Right to Information Act and others. These can help inclusive growth. We want them to be further expanded like raising the ceiling of 100 days' work to 200 days' work and extending it to the urban poor also. But this has not been accepted by the government.


'The President has very enthusiastically presented a long list of social welfare schemes. But hardly any measure had been suggested as to how this can be implemented.


'Malnutrition continues to be a major health challenge. Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan has failed to increase female literacy. The government still can not guarantee allocation of 6% of GDP for education. It is good that the government now assures 25 kg. of rice or wheat to BPL families at a subsidised rate of Rs. 3/-  per kg. But all that is needed is strengthening and universalising the PDS in true sense. Not only the BPL, the other common people of APL urgently need subsidy on food grains, pulses, edible oils etc. 


'We welcome government's promise to pass women Reservation Bill in the next 100 days, which, in fact, could not be passed during the last 100 months. The Left are always for empowerment of women in all respects.


'But it is disappointing to note that the President's Address does not indicate the government's plans to further waive loans of poor farmers who took loans from private banks and money lenders, although there was persistent demand for it.


'The government vows to take forward its partnership with the US. This has been a matter of much public criticism, but the government continues to insist on it. It will affect our independent foreign policy. We are anxious how far the government can resist the growing US pressure to sign the NPT or the CTBT.

4.1.
Budget Aims Large Scale Disinvestment & Privatisation

The General Budget for the year 2009-10 aims large scale disinvestment of profit making Public Sector Undertaking to meet the fiscal deficit. It is not a prudent economic science to sell off national assets to meet government's expenditures. The government also proposes large scale private investment in different infrastructure projects.


Total expenditure has been increased by 2% of the GDP. The fact is that, the increased allotment for interest payments, defense expenditure, sixth pay commission requirements and other non-plan expenditures need more than this 2% of GDP. Therefore, the government has to depend on private borrowings to meet the targets of developmental works.


The AIFB welcomes the initiative for developing infrastructure facilities. But the macro reading reveals that it will be an integrated programme of several existing schemes. The proposed allocation of one lakh crore Rupees for this purpose is a good gesture in the given circumstances. But the initiative for introducing more PPP (Private – Public – Participation) way of investment will put more burden on the common men.


The allocation for NREGA, the flagship programme of the UPA government which is implemented due to the pressure of the Left parties, is meagre. The demand to extend this scheme to the urban area has been ignored. The allocation for NREGA for the year 2009-10 is Rs. 39,100 crore. It is imperative to mention here that it was 56,500 crore in 2006-07, when the left parties extended its outside support to the UPA government.


The Budget is not clearly dealing with the National Food Security Scheme. Many states in the country are already running such schemes for BPL families with more rice and wheat by more cheaper prices. The Budget is silent on how to eradicate these anomalies. The budget has no concrete measure to check the price rise of essential commodities, particularly when the country is recording negative inflation.


The Allocation for the Integrated Child Development Scheme (ICDS) is only half of its requirements. The hon’ble Supreme Court asked the government to universalize the ICDS and issued several deadlines during the last government. To implement this properly would require at least around Rs. 12000 crores. But the allocation for the year 2009-10 for ICDS is only Rs. 6000 Crore.


Allocation for agriculture is not sufficient. The demand to provide farm loan at rate of 4% interest is also been ignored. The demand to waive farmers loan taken from private banks and moneylenders has not been accepted straightway. The increase in proposed spending on agriculture is only Rs. 1588 crores. Agriculture, which provides more than 60% employment in the country is getting a shabby treatment from the government. According to economic survey 2008-09, Agriculture (including allied activities) accounted for 17.8% of the GDP in 2007-08 as compared to 21.7% in 2003-04. It reveals that the share of this sector in GDP has been declining over the years. This is mainly due to the public investment in Agriculture. In 2001-02 the Union government spent 10.3% of the GDP for agriculture. Now it is declined to 2.62% in 2008-09. This announcement for giving fertilizer subsidy directly to the farmers is a welcome step. But the Finance Minister kept silence on the procedure about its implementation.


The allocation for education and health is also vary meager particularly, when a bill for Right to Education is pending before the Parliament. This tendency of not allowing adequate fund for education will facilitate the private players to make huge earnings.


The Budget is also silent on the rehabilitation of the NRIs who lost their jobs due to global economic crisis. The economic survey 2008-09 shows that the deceleration of growth in 2008-09 was spread across all sectors except mining and quarrying and community, social and personal services. The budget did not spell out any concrete plan to confront the effects of global meltdown. Abolition of Fringe Benefit Tax (FBT) may be beneficial to the employers not to the employees.


The finance minister tried to satiate the interests of the corporate houses by not touching the tax relaxation extended to them through interim budget.


The Finance Minister did not spell out any scheme for the rehabilitation of the displaced people. The Budget ignored totally the SSI sectors, indigenous and traditional industries.


The AIFB welcomes the proposal to start a campus of Aligarh Muslim University at Murshidabad (West Bengal) and Malappuram (Kerala) and the allocation of Rs. 1000 crore for Aila victims of West Bengal.


In General, it is a continuous budget pursuing by the Congress (I) on the basis of liberalised economic policies.

4.2

Railway Budget : A Prelude TO    Privatisation

The Railway Budget 2009-10, placed by Ms. Mamata Banerjee, the Railway Minister is a strong prelude for large scale privatisation of Indian Railways, which is the largest public sector establishment in the country.


The AIFB, while welcoming the new trains, projects, extensions urges upon the Minister these announcements should not remain as mere dream in future. The passengers will not be benefitted by unrealistic approaches and announcements. Some of the announcement such a double decker trains, non stop trains, etc. are seen to be unrealistic in the existing infrastructure of Indian Railways. These targets cannot be achieved until and unless, the Railways take massive gauge conversions, new routes, new lines, electrifications, over bridges etc.


The AIFB welcomes the decision of not to hike the passenger fare and creating the Railway land Bank.


The AIFB welcomes the announcement of the Railway Minister to bring a white paper on the economic condition of Indian Railways. It is an alarming revelation that the Indian Railways is seeking financial assistance from the Government of India despite of its tall claims making profit during 2004-08.

5.
State of Economy & Human Development status


The state of economy and human development status at the end of 1st UPA regime (2004-2009) is not that encouraging as is being publicised in the name of 'inclusive growth' and concern for 'aam admi'. 


Economic Survey 2008-2009 published by the Ministry of Finance, Govt. of India admitted -- 'Economic growth decelerated in 2008-09 to 6.7 per cent. This represented a decline of 2.1 per cent from the average growth rate of 8.8 per cent in the previous five years (2003-04 to 2007 - 08.' the Survey indicates that the vital Electricity generation has declined from 7.3 per cent (in 2006-07) to 2.7 per cent (in 2008-09). The only increase, rather the alarming increase is noticed in 'Population', which has steadily increased from 1072 million (in 2003-04) to 1154 million (in 2008-09).


It is no less alarming to note that the growth in agriculture and allied activities decelerated from 4.9 per cent in 2007-08 to 1.6 per cent in 2008-09. The manufacturing, electricity and construction sectors also decelerated to 2.4, 3.4 and 7.2 per cent respectively during 2008-09 from 8.2, 5.3 and 10.1 per cent respectively in 2007-08. The index of industrial production for the year 2008-09 points towards a sharp slowdown with growth being placed at 2.4 per cent. Slower growth in all use-based categories, except consumer durables, contributed to the deceleration in the industrial sector.


It is admitted by the Ministry of Finance that regardless of the impact of the global financial crisis on India, the fact remains that some of the challenges that India faces are of a continuing nature. These inter alia include eradicating poverty, improving its physical and social infrastructure, education and creating productive employment opportunities. The UPA government has failed to address these challenges, mainly because their economic policy is pro-rich and anti- aam admi. The government's admission in this respect is indeed very serious. 'The economy continues to face wide-ranging challenges -- from improving its social and physical infrastructure to enhancing the productivity in agriculture and industry and addressing environmental concerns. Meeting these challenges will be critical for improving India's social and human development indicators and the quality of life.'


The other disturbing factor of Indian economy can not be ignored, i.e. the 'emergence of a large gap between wholesale (WPI) and consumer (CPI) inflation rates'. It continues to be a paradox that although the inflation rate has gone down below zero level (from the recent high of 12 per cent), the prices of essential commodities continue to rise steadily reaching an unprecedented high level beyond the reach of the common people. Hence, 'there is still hunger in the country and malnutrition is so wide spread.' The Survey itself admits. 'The fiscal year 2008-09 had been a very un-usual year, marked by extremes in price movements'. 


As M. Swaminathan points out, the FAO data confirm that "no country comes close to India in terms of the absolute number of people living in chronic hunger."


In area of human development India's position still remains very unsatisfactory. The 'UNDP Statistical Update 2008' indicates India's ranking among 179 countries, in respect of HDI index, as 132 -- which is much below the ranking of Poland (39), Brazil (70), Russia (73), Turkey (76), Thailand (81), China (94), Srilanka (104), Indonesia (109), Vietnam (114) and Egypt (116). In respect of other factors, India's ranking also continues to be poor; eg. Life expectancy at birth -- 127, Adult literacy rate -- 148, Combined gross enrolment ratio in education -- 134. 


The National Commission on Enterprises in the Unorganised Sector (NCEUS), in its report, suggested that 77 per cent of the total population of the country in 2004-05, had per capita consumption expenditure of less than Rs. 20 per day. 


Besides the continuing problem of growing unemployment, a recent issue of growing job loss in the wake of global financial crisis and economic slowdown has become a matter of great concern. The Labour Bureau, Ministry of Labour and Employment has conducted several sample survey and gives several figures on job losses in sectors like gems-jewellery, transport-automobilies, textiles, leather and others as such : half a million workers during October - December 2008, 1 lakh in January 2009. Department of Commerce gives some other figures like : 109513 persons lost jobs during August 2008 to mid-January 2009; job loss during August - October 2008 -- 65,507; job loss of 1,17,602 during August 2008 to February 2009, and 1,19,159 also during the same period. In fact, all such surveys are not complete and comprehensive. It is apprehended that total job loss is much higher. The UPA government has failed to address this critical problem. 

5.1.
        PRICE HIKE OF PETROLEUM PRODUCTS :

1ST GIFT TO THE NATION BY 2ND UPA GOVERNMENT

The UPA government beginning its second term with Manmohan Singh as its Prime Minister has increased the price of petrol by Rs. 4 a litre and diesel by Rs. 2 a litre with effect from midnight of 1st July 2009. After assuming power from early June 2009, this price hike appears to be a major gift to the nation, which will be adversely affecting the transportation costs and consequently prices of a large number of essential commodities, including vegetalbles, fish, eggs etc. of the daily market. And this price hike will ultimately hit the 'aam admi' and the government's much publicised 'inclusive growth'.

Moreover, the timing of the price hike is very shrewdly planned. When the newly formed parliament was due to meet on the next day, this unilateral announcement at the Ministry level hits the parliamentary democratic fabric. On the other hand, the UPA government, of which the Trinamool-Congress is a major constituent, has consciously selected its day of price hike announcement after the day of civic poll (28th June) in West Bengal where they are having a major stake. They took care to see that the price hike impact may not affect their vote-bank.

The last time autofuel prices were increased was on June 4, 2008, which was followed by two quick rounds of price reduction in December 2008 and January 2009 well before the Lok Sabha election was announced. This reduction was due to sharp fall of global crude prices. As a result, petrol prices became cheaper by Rs. 10 a litre, diesel Rs. 4 a litre.

While announcing the present hike the Petroleum Secretary R. S. Pandey said that the price increase was "ad-hoc" and "partial". He further reminded that the public sector oil marketing companies (OMCs) were losing Rs. 6 on every litre of petrol and Rs. 3.60 a litre on diesel. He said that at the current crude oil price of Indian basket ($70.29 a barrel), the total revenue loss of OMCs is estimated at Rs. 30,000 crore for 2009-10. Hence, this pre-budget increase of autofuels' price may be aimed to keep the present expanding fiscal deficit down by reducing the amount of subsidy on retail fuels.

But all these figures presented along with the government's prie-hike announcement lead to apprehensions that further price-hike may not be ruled out. But a pertinent question is being asked from the public corner as to what steps the oil ministry and the OMCs are taking for better oil management aiming at reducing the cost of production.

Moreover, a subtle hint is there that the government is contemplating deregulation of fuel prices. An official (unnamed) is reported to have commented that "the fuel price deregulation was very much on the agenda and could happen any time". All this speculation is really a matter of concern. When OMCs will be free to fix the prices, the impact may be far reaching so far the overall consumer market is concerned.

In view of the interest of the common people, the government should initiate public debate before taking the course of deregulation of fuel prices.

5.2
UPA Government’s further anti-people measures:
SEZ is detrimental to interests of the country

Special Economic Zone(SEZ) has emerged as the biggest land-grab measure in recent times. Huge areas of farmlands are being acquired to set up SEZs, with the purported purpose of strengthening the industrial growth and export, and thereby generating greater economic activity and employment. But in practice it is found to be a shrewdly designed measure to reestablish the Zamindari system providing ownership gift of huge quantity of farm land to private enterprises, including both domestic and foreign corporate houses, causing eviction of poor farmers and other sections of common people and at the same time endangering our country's food security. The SEZ companies are also provided with huge amount of tax and duty exemptions, along with other financial benefits, causing a loss of large quantum of national revenue which may even go up to Rs. 1,90,000 crores over the next four years. They have also been offered exemptions from various provisions of labour laws of the countries. SEZs are appearing as foreign territories within the country, creating a group of privileged business class. All India Forward Bloc strongly opposes the setting up of SEZ and calls for country-wide agitation to abolish them. As the Party opposed the NDA government's policy of disinvestment of public sector industries, it also opposes the UPA government's policy of SEZ. Both are pro-rich policies and are detrimental to the interest of the country.



The Special Economic Zones Act was passed by Parliament in May 2005, and subsequently being supported by SEZ Rules, came into effect on 10 Feb, 2006. Since its inception, the government has so far approved 386 SEZs (as on 31.8.2007) and has given in-principle approval to another 183 SEZs. And almost every month, the government is merrily granting more and more SEZs, which are causing serious concern for the country's economy, agricultural production and the fate of thousands of poor farmers.


Inspite of public opposition in various areas, the government is steadily and silently going forward with its plan and process of granting approval to more and more SEZs which have now reached a total of 531,  plus 143 in-principle approval, acquiring about 67680 hectares.


Of late, while the country was busy with 15th Lok Sabha election, the government machinery silently worked for extending further benefits to the SEZs. By a notification issued in May 2009, the government has exempted special economic zones from the purview of service tax for the services availed within the zone. The notification issued by the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) says unconditional exemption would be available to the services utilised within the SEZ without following the refund route.


The other benefit recently granted in May 2009 to the SEZ developers relates to the waiving of area limit of 5000 hectares. The developers have also been allowed more freedom on location choice.


According to the SEZ (second amendment) rules published in the Gazette of India in the last week of May 2009, the government has decided not to apply an area limit of 5000 hectare for special economic zones if two or more such zones are merged, clearing the way for big SEZs in the country. By choosing such an amendment to SEZ rules, the government has shrewdly tried to bypass the agitations relating to land acquisition currently going on throughout the country.

Incidentally it should be mentioned that the total number of SEZs in China stands at six only and 2000 in the whole world. But the UPA government has surpassed all records of growth of SEZ, with the ulterior motive to serve the interests of the big domestic and foreign Capital, although on a misleading pretext of alluring growth of industry, export, employment and investment. Incidentally it may be mentioned that we have many other better and more plentiful alternative sources of exports and output/employment in the form of the SSI sector. It accounts for 35% of total direct exports giving employment to about 200 lakh people. If SSI can create so much export earnings, and without anything like the costs entailed by the SEZs, it is hard to understand why the government is ignoring this sector. Many Small and Medium Enterprises (SME) clusters have faired very well. According to an estimate, over 60% of the Indian manufacturing exports are generated from SME clusters. Hence the SSI/SME cluster development is a better option than the excessively costly and destabilizing development of SEZs. 



The Forward Bloc rejects this SEZ model of industrialization and pleads for an integrated policy of development for all categories of human settlement, rural and urban, in order to ensure economic growth, increased employment, social cohesion and environmental sustainability.



Acquiring agricultural land for non-agricultural purpose is totally unacceptable. SEZs at the expense of fertile land will ring the death-knell of agriculture, along with the poor farmers, and the begging bowls for food grains of the 1960s will reappear. We welcome industrial growth, but not at the cost of agriculture. We reiterate the demand, as voiced by Netaji Subhas, that India must go for 'scientific agriculture' and 'modern industry' simultaneously and cohesively.
5.2.1
*
STOP REFORMS IN EDUCATION FOR FOREIGN TIES & PRIVATISATION


*
IMPLEMENT FREE & QUALITY EDUCATION FOR ALL 

a)
It's a matter of serious concern that the Union HRD Minister Kapil Sibal on the plea of 100 day's agenda, immediately after assuming charge, has started making such pronouncements which appear to be ill-conceived and arbitrary posing a serious threat to our whole education system. It appears that he has no mindset to feel the necessity of consulting experts and the state governments, particularly when education is in the concurrent list, before announcing his so called innovative reforms schemes which are nothing but to damage the existing system and the prospects of millions of poor students. To cite an example, the HRD minister announces his plan to abolish the Class X or the Madhyamik examination, which is the first public examination, and instead advises the students to go straight for the class XII examination. But the minister simply forgets that majority of the poor students can not afford to go up to class XII. They remain contend with a Madhyamik certificate and try hard for openings in various areas. The HRD minister's absurd plan would simply deprive the poor students of this opportunity to go for any sort of opening in their future carrier. Another example of the HRD minister's strange move for introducing new schemes is his idea of school vouchers. A voucher scheme would mean that the govt. would no longer fund schools. Instead, it will directly provide funding to families in the form of vouchers. Parents will be able to redeem these in a school of their choice. This voucher scheme is an old American experiment originating in Milwaukee, US which could cover only 1.5% of its students. People at large have outright condemned all such absurd innovative schemes of our HRD minister. 

b)
The absurdity of the UPA government's education plans is further exposed when they make loud pronouncements about the 'Right to Education', but very shockingly make poor budgetary allocation for primary education. A meagre  increase of less than Rs. 200 crore for elementary education in Budget 2009-10 is inadequate for implementation of Right to Education for all children in the age group of 6 to 14 years.  The UPA government is yet to reach its commitment in the NCMP to allocate 6% of GDP for education. They have already imposed education cess twice, firstly 2% and then 1%. We are afraid, the government may impose further education cess in the name of Right to Education. But this only shows the government's half-hearted approalch in the matter. 

c).
 Universalisation of education and free and quality education for all is the cry of the day, which needs to be implemented, not in words, but in action. We must not forget that more than 30% of our population is still kept away from the light of literacy.

d).
But the Congress - led UPA Government's intention is confined elsewhere. All their efforts in education sector are concentrated in creating an elite society and thus creating a distinct divide between the 'haves' and 'have-nots' in education. The UPA government's elitist agenda in education, as has been explicitly advocated by the Human Resource Development Minister, is aiming at providing sophisticated education of world class standard, but unfortunately it becomes so costly that only a very limited rich people of our country can afford to 'buy' it. The rest of our vast population can not even dream of reaching such high standard of expensive education. The discriminating facilities for different types of education for different groups of young people are creating only rich and poor divide in our society. This type of approach to education can never achieve 'inclusive growth' which the UPA government is publicizing so highly. We are not opposed to achieving 'excellence' in education, but for that we can not afford to neglect or scrap our long-felt necessity of free and quality education for all.


But the UPA government's basic intention lies elsewhere. In the name of 'excellence', they are moving for foreign collaboration, as well as wide-spread privatisation of education. During recent visit to India by US Secretary of State Hilary Clinton in July 2009, an agreement has been signed between the two governments. In the agreement, External Affairs Minister S.M. Krishna and Secretary of State Hilary Clinton affirmed the importance of expanding educational cooperation through exchanges and institutional collaboration, and agreed on the need to expand the role of the private sector in strengthening this collaboration. 

e). 
A growing sentiment against this trend of privatisation and elitism in education is noticed not only in our country, but also in developed countries like U.K. We may refer to some comments published in the London daily -- 'The Observer', of 26 July 2009. Under the title 'End the inequity of private schools', a letter published in The Observer says : " Far from preparing pupils to take their place in the wider, private schooling promotes elitism under the guise of privileged education. What's really at stake is not education, but identity. Strip a member of this so-called privileged class of his accent, his uniform, his customs, his doctor/lawyer/ambassador existence, and who would he be? Just a person like any other, vulnerable, ordinary. Unthinkable. Maintaining a sense superiority lies at the heart of those who protect themselves in 'Posh-land', an emotionally barren place -- I know, I was brought up there. Education should be about preparing children to inhabit the world rather than shun it; how can that happen when they are segregated from each other in a system that clings to old, imperial values?"

f). 
Similar views were also expressed by the Education Commission (1964-66), headed by Prof. D.S.Kothari, which submitted its Report in 1966. Unfortunately, these views are not taken into due consideration while the present UPA government has rushed for drastic educational reforms.


Kothari Commission says in its report : " In our opinion, therefore, no reform is  more important or more urgent than to transform education, to endeavour to relate it to the life, needs and aspirations of the people and thereby make it a powerful instrument of social, economic and cultural transformation necessary for the realization of our national goals".

The Kothari Commission Report further says : 

i)
" Social and national integration is a major problem which will have to be tackled on several fronts including education. In our view, education can and should play a very significant role in it by __ introducing a common school system of public education and  by  making social and national service an integral part of education at all stages;" 

ii)
" In a situation of the type we have in India, it is the responsibility of the educational system to bring the different social classes and groups together and thus promote the emergence of an egalitarian and integrated society. But at present instead of doing so, education itself is tending to increase social segregation and to perpetuate and widen class distinctions. At the primary stage, the free schools to which the masses send their children are maintained by government and local authorities and are generally of poor quality. Some of the private schools are, on the whole, definitely better; but since many of them charge high fees, they are availed of only by the middle and the higher classes. At the secondary stage, a large proportion of the good schools are private but many of them also charge high fees which are normally beyond the means of any but the top ten per cent of the people, though some of the middle class parents make great sacrifices to send their children to them. There is thus segregation in education itself __ the minority of private, fee-charging, better schools meeting the needs of the upper classes and the vast bulk of free, publicly maintained, but poor schools being utilized by the rest. What is worse, this segregation is increasing and tending to widen the gulf between the classes and the masses". 

iii)
"This is one of the major weaknesses of the existing educational system. Instead of trying to provide good education to all children, or at least to all the able children from every stratum of society, it is available to a small minority which is usually selected not on the basis of talent, but on the basis of its capacity to pay fees." 

Unfortunately, the UPA government appears to have ignored all these observations and recommendations of the learned Education Commission and is bent on imposing on the nation all their harmful drastic reforms agenda. 

g)
Incidentally, we need to look at another very dangerous aspect of the recently initiated UPA government's educational reforms. The government has, of late, made drastic moves to make ties with the US in the education sector. While the government is proudly announcing their intention to introduce the Foreign University Bill shortly, they have already reached agreements with the top US officials to allow American Universities to open their campuses in India. Kapil Sibal, India's HRD Minister, and William Burns, American Undersecretary for political affairs in the US state department, on 11 June 2009, met in New Delhi and decided to set up a joint working group between the two nations to monitor plans to expand education ties. Unlike other JWGs with about 30 countries, this group is an exception and will be politically more powerful and significant, as both Sibal and Burns agreed. It will play an important role in increasing American investment in India's education sector and restructuring regulations currently guiding such investment.


Presently India sends more students to the US than to any other country in the world -- around 90,000 every year. In the revised plan, UPA government is now inviting American education campus to be set up on Indian soil. As Sibal expressed India's keenness to invite American investment in education, Burns also wanted India to relax its stringent  barriers in higher education to foreign providers. It is reported that the working group will focus on institutional linkages in secondary, higher and vocational education. The overall impact of this collaboration with the US and allowing them a free hand to set up their campuses in India, particularly when our own educational institutions are languishing for dearth of many essential facilities, is a matter of great concern for India's education circle. The educational philosophy that is likely to be imparted to our youths by such foreign providers may also cause social maladjustment. 

h).
 It is apprehended that once US or other education campuses start operating in India, they will produce a handful of young students who will develop a new type of mindset contrary to our national heritage and tradition. We may recall Netaji Subhas Chandra's ideology of education which basically aimed at developing a spirit of patriotism among the young generation. As because, he said, this will go a long way to create a stronger nation. During the post-second world war situation, the Japanese have had a bitter experience of American imposed education which caused alienation of their entire young generation from the nationalistic spirit and thoughts. Japan found a new generation coming out of the US - controlled campuses in Japan who neither know, nor love their own motherland. Of late, Japan realized the danger confronting them and has started reversing the whole system of Americanized education. What Japan is now realizing, India's HRD minister can not realize. He rather fails to appreciate the apprehensions of the people about the danger lying ahead by opening floodgate for US university campuses in India. He rather advises the people to change the mindset and welcome US campuses in India. 


The HRD Minister has thus amply exposed the UPA government's education policy which encourages privatization and foreign investment in our education. We strongly oppose this drastic reforms in education and urge upon the students community, as well as parents and academics, to unitedly fight against it.

6.
15th Lok Sabha election shows alienation of the people
The ruling party feels pleasure that they are the representative of the majority of the people of India. But its an irony of the situation that the voting pattern does not indicate the true opinion of the people of India, as because a large number of our electorates did not participate in casting their votes to elect a truly people's government. Although India is the largest democracy in the world, hardly 58% of our electorates have voted in the 2009 Lok Sabha election. It shows how our people are being alienated from the government-making process.


On the other hand, it is noted that a good number of billionaires have made their entry in the new Lok Sabha. Average worth of an MP in the present Lok Sabha is Rs. 51 million. do they really represent the aam admi of our country?


This being the fact, we wonder which parliament or which government is going to fight for the interests of the aam admi and how do they claim to achieve 'inclusive growth'.


We may quote here the observations of a senior journalist who has made a thorough study of the financial background of the newly elected MPs, particularly the Cabinet Ministers of the UPA government. His observations are : 


'Now that we have a Cabinet whose assets total close to Rs. 5 billion on its own declaration, with Ministers worth over Rs. 75 million each on average, it will be worth watching how it rises to the challenge of identifying with the poor and the hungry. That Rs. 5 billion figure, painstakingly compiled by the National Election Watch, a coalition of over 1200 civil society organisations working across India, covers 64 of the 79 Ministers. the other 15 are Rajya Sabha members whose updated assets are yet to be computed. True, these figures are skewed by the fact that the top five Ministers alone are worth Rs. 2 billion. However, as the NEW points out, the rest are not destitute. In all, 47 of the 64 are crorepatis. and the remaining 15 won't harm the score too much when their totals come in.


'Together, they will preside over the destiny of, amongst others, 836 million Indians who "get by with less than Rs. 20 a day". This challenge will unfold in a Lok Sabha where the average worth of an MP is Rs. 51 million. Again, this average too, is skewed by a chunk of 60-70 MPs of the 543 whose asset worth is relatively very low. On the other hand, many have notched up large gains in wealth during their first term as MPs'.

7.
Lalgarh : deprivation, exploitation and ultra-left adventurism
 


Before we conclude, we must review a burning issue presently facing West Bengal and India at large. The issue is of deprivation, exploitation and ultra-left adventurism and violence. Lalgarh has become a symbolic concentration of the issue, which we must thoroughly review and make our Party's position clear. 

The recent development in Lalgarh, West Midnapore District of West Bengal is unfortunate and could have been avoided. The police action to re-establish the government’s authority in the region led to police firing and counter firing and brought to daylight the political conspiracy behind the happenings. Lalgarh is in the western region of West Bengal bordering Jharkhand and Orissa.

Lalgarh is a part of Pashimanchal Unnayan Parishad (PUP) (Western Region Development Council) constituted in 2000, which consists of 74 blocks. Adivasis and Santhals dominate the region. The majority of the people are forest dwellers and small farmers. The state government has allotted Rs.50 crores to the PUP for the overall development of the region so far. Politically it was a strong citadel of the left parties, particularly the CPI (M). They always feel proud about the legacy of Birsa Munda, Sidho-Kanu and Tilka Manji, the heroes of Santhal Rebellion during the British period. The people always reposed their faith on the left parties and did not allow the anti left forces to inroad their ground.

But even after the formation of PUP and 32 year uninterrupted rule of the left parties, the region remain one of the most backward regions of the state. The people were suffering from unemployment, poverty and Lack of, health facilities, education, roads, transportation, and other necessary infrastructure facilities. The local authorities with the help of local leaders conspicuously did not implement many government’s schemes meant for the welfare of the tribal people of this region. The Public Distribution System fail to deliver any solace to this poor people as it was under the control of contractors and hoarders. The tribals are even deprived from getting employment under NREGA. This administrative failures and lack of transparent and sincere political interferences, a social unrest erupted against the government. This social unrest was further fomented by the interventions of opposition parties, Jharkhand Parties, and the CPI (Maoists). 

This strife has taken a dreadful turn, after a failed assassination attempt on Chief Minister and the Union Steel Minister at Kaliachand near Lalgarh on 2nd November 2008. The police started investigations and arrested a number of tribal people in connection with the assassination bid. The local people, at the instigation of Maoists, unleashed a violent agitation against the police. They attacked the local police station and set afire. They did not allow the government officers to enter the offices and blocked the roads in the borders. The Maoists have worked under the cover of the Police Santhrash Birodhi Janashadharaner Committee (People’s Committee Against Police Atrocities - PCAPA). The PCAPA got tacit support from the Trinamool Congress. The PCAPA declared Lalgarh as ‘liberated zone’ and ask the people to defy the government’s orders at any manner.  The PCAPA and the TMC tried to make a second ‘Nandigram’ and started to dig the roads and cut the trees to block the roads for preventing the entry of the police and the administrative officials. The State government sought Union government’s assistance and paramilitary forces to contain the Maoists challenge. The State government, with the help of the police and the paramilitary forces has established its authority in Lalgarh after a campaign of more than 20 days. 

The pertinent question arises on this development is why a strong citadel of the left parties have been turned as a ‘liberated zone’ of the Maoists? Why the government failed to address the grievances of the tribal people? How the people of the region have lost faith on the left parties, particularly CPI (M) and its government? Why the PUP failed to deliver the goods for the tribals? Where the money allotted for the welfare of the region has gone? The All India Forward Bloc is of the opinion that the state government has a collective responsibility to answer all these questions.

It is imperative to mention here that no democracy can allow the Maoist model violence and ‘liberations’ of administered zones. The AIFB is deadly against the modus operandi of the Maoist to find solutions for the people’s grievances. The democracy allows lot of avenues to redress the grievances of the public. The AIFB is of the view that the Maoist, Naxalite and other extreme left movements are not merely a law and order issue. These forces are scrupulously using the people’s unrest for their political expansion. We are of the opinion that banning such organisations will not serve any tangible purpose. It should be dealt as a socio-economic problem. The governments concerned should address these issues with welfare missions and administrative assistance. 

It is true that due to liberalised economic policies of the successive governments, the gap between the haves and the have-nots are increasing day by day. The poor people have been marginalised and deprived of all democratic rights. This disparity encourages the restless people to revolt against the system and to resort the path of violence. According to the Union government’s records, out of 604 districts of the country 165 districts are being identified as Naxal-Maoists prone areas. The expert group of Planning Commission itself said that this movement is a political movement and the people who are associated with it are poor and landless peasantry, dalit and adivasis. The huge gap between the policy and the performances of the state governments are the main reasons for these types of uprises. Though the Maoist movement is professing a long political ideology but it raises selected current issues like local development, administrative lacunae, political repression, equality and justice. Thus they get local people’s support temporarily. The Opposition parties who are badly engaged in destabilizing the state government will support such type of movements as a part of their political agenda.  The ‘Salwa Judum’ model of Chattisgarh and excess police action are not the solution of this problem. This must be combated politically. After all the misguided poor tribals are not our class enemy. Their discontent and revolt should he dealt with politically as well.

The All India Forward Bloc is all along fighting for the rights of the poor and the adivasis. The Forward Bloc along with the Agragami Adivasi Organisation and the Dalit Adivasi Sangharsh Samity have organised several movements for the rights of the adivasis and the dalits. We have to strengthen such movements.

8.
AIFB : future course of action programmes :


The All India Forward Bloc in its future course of action programmes, will strive for 


I. Rebuild India in Netaji's way


a) Propagate the ideals of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose.

b) Inculcate the culture of nationalism and patriotism among the youngsters.


c) Socialism in Indian way under Indian conditions.


d) Remove all sorts of economic and social inequities. 

II. People's Alternative


a) Unity of the left parties.

b) Hold high the momentum of Anti-imperialist movement.

c) Strengthening the struggle against Communalism and fascism.


d) Struggle against anti-people economic policies.

e) Broader platform of Left, Democratic and Secular parties. 

III. Pro-people economic reforms

a) Remove economic discrimination between 'haves' and 'have-nots'. 

b) Revival of sick PSUs

c) No FDI in Finance Sector, Consumer Sector, SSI and Retail trade.

d) No disinvestment of profit making PSUs.

e) Equitable distribution of wealth.

f) Modernisation and diversification of PSUs.

g) Reduction of excise duty of petroleum products.

h) More fund for Research & Development.

i) Stop all reckless liberalisation. 

j) Ceaseless fight against imperialist globalisation.

IV. Industry :

a) Modern Scientific industries under public and PPP sector.

b) Strengthen cottage and small scale industry network throughout the country and open more employment opportunities.

c) No industrialization at the cost of farm land.

d) Revive closed and sick industries. 

V. Agriculture :

a) More  public investments in agriculture.

b) Central legislation for agriculture works.

c) Increase the irrigation facilities.

d) Subsidy for agriculture direct to the farmers.

e) Preventing entry of MNCs in Agriculture, Cottage Industries and SSI units.

f) Comprehensive and Scientific crop insurance for all crops.

g) Adequate Minimum Support Price for Agriculture products.

h) Proper marketing facilities for Agriculture products and SSI products.

i) Comprehensive Land Reforms and distribution of excess land to the poor and landless farmer.

j) Subsidised power supply for farmers.

k) Soft loans for farmers, 

l) Waive farmers' loan taken both from public and private banks or money lenders. 

m) The use of bio-fertilizer.

n) Development of Agro base Industries.

o) Strengthening the STCs, Co-operatives and Apex bodies.

p) Modernization of agriculture to increase agricultural productivity.

q) Scrap the SEZ Act and Rules.

VI. Food :

a) Food security must be guaranteed. 

b) Adequate food stock to combat natural calamities.

c) Reduce dependence on import of food items.

d) Advance planning of essential imports at competitive price. 

e) Strengthening PDS. Targeted PDS will not serve the purpose, we need Universal PDS. 

f) Checking the price rise by government's intervention in the markets and stopping forward trading, hoarding and black-marketing. 

VII. Rural Development 

a) Drinking water for all.

b) Preservation of water bodies.

c) Health and Education facilities.

d) Infrastructure development.

e) Rural electrification.

f) Sanitary facilities for all.

g) Strengthening the cottage and SSI unites.

h) Proper uses of Science & Technology for progress of rural development. 

VIII. Labour Rights

a) Protecting the labour rights.

b) Social security for Unorganised Workers.

c) Right to Strike.

d) Equal wages for equal job.

e) Progressive work culture to create motivation, sincerity and participation.

IX. Health 

a) Better health facilities free or at affordable cost.

b) Curb privatization in health sector.

c) More public investment in health sector.

d) Awareness campaign against AIDS and other epidemics.

e. Stop all corporate exploitation in pharmaceutical, medical and diagnostic sector. 

X. Education & Culture :

a) Free, compulsory quality Education for all up to age-group of 14. 

b) Stop commercialization & privatisation of education.

c) Modernize the curriculum.

d) Campaign for mass literacy.

e) More public investment in education.

f) Introduce real history of freedom struggle in syllabus. 

g) Special attention to inculcate patriotism among the students. 

h) Extend all sorts of government help and encouragement for the development of healthy, rational and secular culture. 

XI. Employment :

a) Employment Guarantee.

b) Employment for all -- both in rural and urban areas.

c) Right to work and decent work.

XII. Women Rights

a) Empowerment of women.

b) Women Reservation in legislative bodies.

c) Prevent atrocities against women.

XIII. Youth 

a) Formation of National Youth Council.

b) Scientific National Youth Policy.

c) Fight against drug menace.

d) Campaign among the youth against terrorism.

XIV. Sports : 

a) Comprehensive & Scientific Sports Policy. 

b) Incentives to poor men and women for developing sports culture. 

XV. Dalit & Adivasis, Minorities 

a) Rights of Dalit, Adivasis and minorities to be protected.

b) Immediate implementation of Rights of Jal, Jangal, Zameen to the Adivasis.

c) Modern education & health service facilities for Dalits, Adivasis & Minorities.

d) Proper rehabilitation for displaced people & economic upliftment for all. 

e) Introduce upgraded, modern, scientific education in madrasa system.

f) Reservation for Muslim minorities in education and employment. 

XVI. Good Governance

a) Curbing the corruption.

b) Put an end to criminalisation of politics.

c) Judicial accountability.

d) Democratic electoral reforms. Removal of money and muscle power during electoral process. 

e) Transparency in administration and judiciary.

XVII. External Affairs

a) Better relation with neighboring countries.

b) Strengthening our time-tested NAM policy.

c) Solidarity with democratic movement. 

XVIII. Proper development of North Eastern States.

XIX. Strengthening the resistance against W.T.O. 

9.

Revive Ramgarh spirit (1940) -

Ceaseless anti-imperialist and anti-capitalist struggle, movements for the people, along with the people to prepare ground for establishment of socialist India is the cry of the day. 

It is about 70 years ago (exactly, 69 yrs. 3 months ago) that the great revolutionary leader and patriot Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose presided over the Anti-Compromise Conference held at Ramgarh on 19 March 1940. It was from this conference that Subhas Chandra gave a clarion call for 'waging an uncompromising war with Imperialism.' If we draw a parallel between that pre-independence turbulent period of second world war (around 1939-1940) and the present post-independence period (around 2009-2010) which is internationally dominated by the world's biggest imperialist power America, it will be evident that inspite of the apparent difference of our dependence and independence, our country is still now facing a threat from imperialism as it was facing in the earlier period referred to. Hence, it is still now relevant to revive the basic spirit of Ramgarh Conference (1940), although the perspective, socio-political situation and strategy might be varying. 


During 1939-40, the basic question was how to fight against British imperialism to win our freedom. In 2009-10, the question still remains how to fight against the Congress-led central government policy which is committed to make India a strategic partner of the US -- the leader of imperialist-capitalist forces of the world today. This strategic partnership will eventually affect our sovereignty, as well as our independent foreign policy. The policy of imperialist globalisation and privatisation will dictate our economic policy for implementation of reforms which are basically pro-rich and anti-people. In collusion with our present congress-led government at the centre, the American influence is overpowering our defence & security, our economy and culture, our education and our way of life. We are thus heading towards a dangerous US-oriented alien situation. We need to fight it unitedly, and obviously, based on unity of the Left and progressive forces of the country. For an ultimate victory of our fight against imperialism, and for the victory of Leftism, we need to revive the spirit of anti-compromise struggle as called for by Subhas Chandra from the Ramgarh conference. Subhas Chandra correctly said, 'Man lives to learn and the longer he lives, the more does he realise the aptness of the oft-repeated truism that history repeats itself'. 


Subhas Chandra himself told in his Presidential Address that the Ramgarh conference was intended to focus all the anti-imperialist forces in the country that were then determined to resist a compromise with Imperialism. But at the same time, Subhas warned against the pseudo-Leftists and ultra-Leftists which would not help our fight against imperialism rather spoil it. This warning is equally applicable in our today's fight against imperialism and its Congress allies. The right reactionary Congress forces have all along, from the days of freedom movement till today, leaned towards compromise with the imperialism. Subhas, therefore, justifiably told at Ramgarh that -- 'our activities should be focussed at an All-India Conference of all those who are determined to have no truck with Imperialism.'


This same necessity is also prevalent today. This is the task ahead of the Leftists. Netaji advised them as early as 1940 : 'If they adopt a bold uncompromising policy in their struggle with Imperialism, regardless of all dangers, difficulties and obstacles, then the Leftists will make history and India will go Left'.

And finally Subhas Chandra further clarified his stand and explained the role that the Lefts should follow. He said in Ramgarh speech, 'Indian Leftists will in future have to fight not only Imperialism, but its newfangled Indian allies as well'. 

10.



Whither the Left 


While concluding our study on the present phase of left movement in India and its future prospects, we may reiterate our views expressed  in the AIFB Council document (Nagpur, February 2008) :


The left forces are not in an overall dominating position in the present day politics of our country. They are, no doubt, still scattered in different parts of the country, but in respect of electoral success, their stronger holds are now concentrated mainly within the three states, viz. West Bengal, Kerala and Tripura. Electoral success in these three States may be considered as local success in three strong left pockets, but this can not be termed as the country-wide left domination or a sufficiently strong force to form a left government at the Centre. Incidentally, it is noted that the Left had serious set back in West Bengal and Kerala, too, during the last Lok Sabha election 2009. 

10.1.


Counteract Left stagnation


It needs deeper political probe to find out the possible reasons for the Left's apparent failure to extend its area of influence. One of the reasons must be our failure to organise mass movements in non-left areas or states, on issues relating to common people and their crying problems of livelihood. As we fail to involve the people there in movements on various socio-political and economic issues, we can not attract them towards leftism. Secondly, we have failed to rouse class consciousness among the millions of exploited poor people of those non-left areas, including the Hindi-belt. Thirdly, most of the politically conscious people belonging to the student and working class sector and the left intellectuals are concentrated within the three left-dominated states, along with of course, the national capital. Obviously, their influence go a long way to create significant impact on the political character of those states only, keeping other states and areas out of their influence. No appreciable number of left cadres are available in these states. Fourthly, even after 32 years of continuous left rule in West Bengal, it has failed to act as a role model of leftism for the rest of the country and thus to attract the non-left states towards pro-people left ideologies. Initially, Left-ruled West Bengal could draw attention not only of the whole country, but also of the world people due to its unique success in areas of Land reforms and implementation of Panchayati raj. Free from the curse of communalism and casteism, West Bengal became the seat of progressive thoughts and pro-people policy and programmes. People of the rest of the country looked upon this State with respect and admiration, which created lot of interest for Leftism. But when the same State started moving along the stream and submitted to the Reforms and Capitalist globalisation trend, although in the name of modernisation and development, it lost its unique image of pro-people leftism and people started equating it at par with other non-left states. In the process, impact of Leftism started withering away in the non-left states. There must be other reasons for loss of left image, which we must probe more deeply and take remedial measures. 

10.2.


Towards People's Alternative


In the backdrop of such political scenario, it is high time for the Left parties to review their policy and outlook for the left unity. Lack of coordination among the Left parties is weakening the overall strength of the Lefts. They must also realise that the responsibility lies on the Left to unite and rally all the democratic secular forces of the country to achieve a break-through in the 60 years' reign of Congress-BJP or other caste or regionalism-based parties. Leftism in its truest form can lead us towards the founding of the Socialist India.


The patriotic people cannot keep silence on the increasing highhandedness of the imperialist forces in our domestic matters, manifolding interference of capitalists in the economic affairs and the meddling of the communal forces in disturbing the social harmony of our motherland. The Congress (I) and the BJP are acting upon the dictates of the imperialists and the capitalists for satiating their interests. It is unfortunate that the regional parties who fought against the Congress (I) and the BJP and built up their party in their respective states were forced to join hands with either the Congress (I) or the BJP for parliamentary benefits. By allying with Congress (I) or BJP all the regional parties have lost their political identity. It is also a fact, that the regional parties are compelled to make alliance or understanding with Congress(I) or the BJP is mainly due to lack of formidable third alternative at national level. It is also part of the strategy of Congress (I) and the BJP to make bi-polar political system in our country. In this circumstance the left parties have to play very vital role to maintain our multi-party democratic system, which is the real strength of India’s democracy. It has been proved time and again that no alternative force will remain intact without relentless mass movement. If the alternative emerges as a product of mass movement, the people will consider them seriously and put their weight behind it. Therefore the left parties have to think loudly about how to make serious and persistent mass movement with all likeminded parties. 

The All India Forward Bloc is committed to strengthen the left unity at national level. While striving for left unity or left consolidation and the people’s alternative, the Forward Bloc is having unswerving idea to develop the party as envisaged by Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose to face the new challenges. The party cannot compromise with imperialist and capitalist forces. The AIFB wishes to develop left unity on the basis of this principle. If any party vacillate from this principle for temporary parliamentary benefits, the Forward Bloc will act as a corrective force and will bring back them to the main stream of the left movement.


For achieving successful left unity, all the constituent left parties must have the liberty to maintain their own ideological identity and to strengthen their own party-development and mass movement programmes. They would unite together for a common goal with an united action programme. An overall left unity with stronger left constituents will be more effective and meaningful. This was the guiding principle based on which Netaji Subhas called for Left Consolidation in June 1939.


The other pertinent point and the guiding principle that we should keep in mind is that, we must strive for Left unity on a wider base. It should be a broad based unity of the Party left and the Social left. A narrow based unity of a couple of left parties (considering their representation in the Parliament) will be unhelpful and inadequate, particularly in view of its great task and responsibility. We can not discard many of the potential left forces simply by branding them extremists or ultra-left. It needs to give up the narrow partisan outlook. Politically it may not be difficult to build up a wider left front comprising various left socialist units, groups and individuals spread out in different corners of the country and in various fields of the society. One such wider-based left unity can build up and strengthen a true People's Alternative which will lead us to Socialist India -- Netaji's India.
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