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Editor’s Note
Dear Readers,

What a pleasure to write to you today.  After the end of a long drawn out

and a bitterly fought general elections we now have in New Delhi a new

government led by Mr Narendra Modi. The scale and sweep of the BJP

victory has once again established the supremacy and sagacity of the Indian

electorate. The electorate has chosen wisely and decisively. In their choice

lies an expectation of a new kind of India: a India that is strong, prosperous

and strives for the welfare of all.  This is both a big responsibility and an

opportunity for Mr Modi and his government. He stands at a time in history

when he could successfully lay a solid foundation of a resurgent 21st century

India. We at the Foundation are both hopeful and optimistic about the prospects

of his success and remain committed to help the nation in any manner we can

in achieving this transformation.

In the Focus Section of this issue we discuss these general elections:

Elections 2014 – The Mandate and its Meaning. We are fortunate to

have access to some eminent political commentators and actual political

practitioners who played a key role in these elections. In their respective

pieces they look at the elections very closely and try and help us in interpreting

the deeper meaning of these elections for the BJP, the larger political system

and above all for the nation as a whole. We hope that our readers find this

incisive assessment by seasoned hands useful reading as they draw their

own assessments and conclusions about these elections. I am particularly

grateful to Mr Amit Shah, General Secretary of the BJP and one of the key

architects of this electoral victory who gave us extensive time and helped us

analyse this mandate for the BJP and its implications for governance under

this new administration.

We also had a delegation from the Communist Party of China who visited

India last month and held an interesting round table discussion with the India

Foundation on the bilateral relations between India and China. In this issue

we publish a comprehensive report of these discussions. We also look at the

developments in Iraq and its implications for India and the upcoming BRICS

summit in Brazil.

We at India Foundation we are very excited and hopeful about the change

that has been ushered with this new administration. We believe that we will

continue to remain busy reporting back to you on our activities through the

fast paced developments that the new government will bring with itself. I

hope you enjoy this issue and we continue to seek your support and feedback

in making this journal a success.
uuu
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Governance and Development: The Secret of Electoral Success

*Amit Shah

FOCUS

*The author is the President of the BJP and was responsible for BJP’s election

campaign in Uttar Pradesh

SD: Sir- What is the meaning of this

mandate 2014? How do you think we should

interpret these results?

AS: See, this mandate is very different from

all prior elections that have taken place in this

country. For the first time, from Kashmir to

Kanyakumari and Assam to Gujarat, there was a

clear and visible support of the public for one party

and its leadership as symbolized by its PM

candidate Shri Narendra Modi. It is correct that in

few states the support could not get converted into

seats but the support for BJP has increased in all

the states, be it the Southern or Eastern states,

everywhere across the country the support has

grown. I believe that the reason behind this was

primarily the public need for a strong and competent

leadership with Indian roots capable of giving a

stable and efficient administration to the country.

In the last ten years the public had to bear the

brunt of an administrative mess created by the UPA

government. They were aware of the

consequences of both a fractured mandate and

weak leadership and what it could mean for the

country and its future. So they voted in a manner

not only to correct past anomalies but also chart a

promising future by giving a decisive mandate to a

party that that had clear policies, a credible track

record and a strong leadership. The support for

BJP was clearly visible across the country.

SD: What is the implication of this mandate

for the BJP both in the short and the long term.

AS: See, first of all, BJP is a cadre based party,

hence it was accepted. This is a mandate for

performance. BJP got support due to the

comparison between the NDA/BJP ruled states

and its UPA counterparts. What came into focus

was especially the Gujarat model of governance

and development and the leadership of Gujarat

under Shri Narendra Modi. The people of India

have appreciated certain qualities of Shri Narendra

Modi like his strong political will, transparent

administration, knowledge of problems, capability

to formulate policies to resolve problems and

ruthless approach towards implementation of

policies. Due to these reasons, we had got

unprecedented results in Gujarat. I am talking about

development which was conceived in the preamble

of constitution, of how a model state should look

like? We have delivered such a success state in

Gujarat for the first time after Independence. The

sparks flew in Gujarat and it inspired a hope within

the entire country that a success state can be
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constituted within a multi-party democratic system

and that hope gradually got converted into faith

and the faith in Mr. Modi got converted into a wave

for the BJP in these general elections.

You see that the support for the BJP and the

model of work presented by it was based upon the

founding principles of the party. It was these

principles that were accepted in full faith by the

people with lots of expectations and hope.  So, in a

way, the reason for satisfaction for BJP and its

leadership is that the principles on the basis of which

the party has functioned and has provided model

government across a number of administrations

between 1950 and 2014 have been finally accepted

by the people of India as a whole in a decisive and

clear cut manner. Secondly, the people have also

negated the various myths and propaganda that

has been created over time by our political

adversaries about the BJP. There have always

been attempts to put the party under controversy,

like, it is a communal party, if it comes to power

then the country will fall apart and all sorts of such

myths were propagated. The public, by giving a

clear majority to the BJP of 282 seats has clearly

spoken that BJP has been successful in winning

their confidence by its conduct and its performance

and they have for once and all overcome and

demolished all the malicious allegations against

the BJP.

These two things are highly satisfying for BJP.

There was a time after Independence when

Congress was all in all of the national political

scene. I think a similar time for the BJP is now

starting to dawn. In the coming times the BJP will

be the largest national political party known and

accepted by the people for its thinking, principles

and organization. This leadership and domination

of the Indian political scene by the BJP will stay

for a long time to come. This is my clear analysis

of the mandate.

SD: So what does this mean for the

Congress and other political parties in the

country?

AS: See, the politics of this country is divided

into three parts: 1) Congress and parties originating

from the Congress fountainhead, 2) family owned

political parties which are on the either side of the

political spectrum and the 3) cadre based party

like the BJP. The public has clearly given a mandate

to a cadre based party like BJP. This mandate also

sends a strong message to the family owned

political parties who are now staring at their

impending existential irrelevance.   Further, it also

sends a strong signal to the Congress on the extent

to which they have become unacceptable to the

people of this country. All these are very strong

and deep trends in the Indian polity, of which the

outcome of these elections was a mere reflection.

SD:  What do you think of the Left which as

you know is also a cadre based party like the BJP?

AS: Left front has lost its relevance in Indian

politics. It will not be appropriate to discuss it in

the context of the new mandate. In the coming

times the Left will be reduced to a phenomenon of

the past.



India Foundation Journal, July 2014 {5}

SD: So in your opinion if any new option

emerges as an alternative to the BJP in the

times to come then it will have to be a cadre

based party?

AS: Yes but I do not see that happening

anytime soon. It takes lot of time in building out a

cadre based party. However, if anyone wants to

over time become an alternative to the BJP then

yes it will have to modify itself in the direction of

becoming a cadre based party. That besides other

important ingredients will be vital to win elections.

SD: Sir so looking into the future how do

you see Indian electoral politics evolve over the

next 10-15 years?

AS: See, three key trends are starting to clearly

emerge across the Indian political scene. 1) First,

Public needs politics of performance. The public

when it empowers you then it also seeks

performance from you. It benchmarks your

performance against its expectations and

resolutions of its problems. 2) Second, if any party

is to contest elections across the vast Indian

geography then it has to be an organized and a

disciplined institution with systems and processes

and people. This only a cadre based party can do.

So the public wants a cadre based party to be

consistent and permanent feature of the political

landscape. 3) and finally the public clearly likes a

party with strong internal democracy. A party

where the best and the brightest can emerge to

positions of leadership and there is a mechanism

for protection and enhancement of meritocracy.

If you observe closely, the ouster of Mulayam’s

party, Mayawati’s party, DMK, all this prove that

parties can no longer be run as fiefdoms of a person

or a family. People will reject such configurations.

I see all these trends becoming stronger and deeper

across the country with the passage of time.

SD: What is your thinking on social

movements like Aam Admi Party that tried to

make the transition into a political party?

AS: The problem with Aam Aadmi Party is

that there is no uniformity between their words

and acts. If you say something then the public may

accept it once but when your actions are different

from what you preach then the public observes

you very minutely and then such divergence does

not go un noticed by the public. Credibility in public

life is very important.  These days nothing can

remain hidden with a 24*7 media focus, social

media and high levels of public education and

awareness.

SD: So these movements have a long

way to go before they can become relevant

political forces?

AS: Yes, absolutely these movements will have

to take up a comprehensive evolution to transform

themselves into a political force.  If they do not

create such comprehensive thinking on issues and

also political systems like internal democracy etc

then the public will not accept them as political

forces. They cannot be a single point movement

and expect to get political responsibility in a mature

democracy like India.
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SD: Now that you have completely wiped out

Congress what does this mean for the Indian

polity. After all for democracy to function there

is a need for a strong opposition party as well?

AS: There was a time when there was no

alternative to Congress. Alternatives gradually

come forward. It is a natural phenomenon of any

democracy. The birth of an alternative starts from

the day a new government is sworn in. When you

fail to perform then the process of alternatives

speeds up. If you are doing fine then the process

of alternatives slows down. This now depends

upon the BJP as to how the BJP rules in the coming

days and it is on that the speed of rise of a political

alternative to the BJP will depend.

SD: What do you see as the implications of

this mandate on the governance of the country?

AS: See, this mandate is a direct mandate for

governance. When I talk of politics of performance

then I refer to governance. The sole indicator of

governance is development. Development is the

result of good governance. Good governance

carries development to the last person. Good

governance is necessary to bring development to

the areas left behind like tribal areas or the sea

shores, so when I talk about politics of

performance then I mean that the mandate is in

favour of politics of performance and that by

default implies good governance.

SD: As somebody who is at the end of cutting

edge politics how do see a future politician of

India. What will be a future political leader in

this county be like?

AS: I don’t think there will be much change in

the shape of leadership as such but leadership will

not function on the basis of some established vote

bank. There used to be a time when big parties

used to function for many years on the basis of

the leaders only. Now such type of leadership

won’t do. The public will accept leadership only

on the basis of the performance, second, the

leadership associated with the public will find

acceptance and third, leadership thinking about the

country and people above the party and self will

gain wider acceptance. Experience and guts to

handle complex situations will be also vital for

demonstrating leadership. Suppose today’s Iraq war

has got nothing to do with India but one must have

experience and foresight to tackle it. The leadership

with experience that can find solutions in every

situation will gain acceptance.

SD: What are the key changes you have seen

in the Indian politics in the last two decades

that you have been politically active?

AS: See, the deterioration of Indian politics

started off with the assassination of Mrs. Gandhi.

At that time there was no option except the

Congress. At that time a set of regional parties

and family-owned parties emerged as an option

and I feel it was the priority of the people to throw

Congress out in which all other parties succeeded.

Gradually regional parties and family owned parties

were also rejected by the people and then BJP
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achieved success in articulating effectively its own

stand on issues and delivering good performances

through its own governments. It is then people of

India accepted the ideology, the thinking and policies

of the BJP. Having at some level accepted these

things when presented a strong leader like

Narendra Modi as a prime Minister of India the

people of the country experienced hope. The

success story of Narendra bhai in achieving

unprecedented success in governance in a big state

like Gujarat during a long tenure of twelve years

went viral. No special efforts had to be made

because thousands of people from various districts

of the country go to Gujarat to earn their livelihood

and when they return to Uttar Pradesh, Orissa,

Bihar then they realize the difference between

Bihar and Gujarat or Uttar Pradesh and Gujarat

or Orissa and Gujarat. This realization then dawns

on them that why their state is not like Gujarat.

The governance of Narendra Modi emerged as a

potential salvation from this morass of existing

political system throughout the country and this

has played a major role in creating, what you may

call as wave and the electoral success has been

achieved only due to this.

SD: Did you see an important role of the

youth in the outcome of these elections?

AS: It has been an important role in these

elections and it will be more in the next one and I

feel it should be the case anyways. After all it is

they who have to live for the next 50-75 years and

it is therefore their future which is at stake. They

have to take the country forward so it’s better if

they decide in which direction the country should go,

in whose leadership under which party and so on.

SD: How do you rate the importance of

media in winning or losing elections?

AS: While media is an important tool in

elections I think its role is over rated. I do not think

that media can make or mar governments. Only

performance and the leadership of the government

in the ultimate analysis determine its future. Media

at best only helps take the message forward. It is

no substitute for content and capability.

SD: Do you think caste and religion were

not important factors in this election?

AS: In this election voting took place

overlooking both caste and religion. If BJP

performs well and Modi government works

according to the expectations of the people and I

feel they will do then this trend of relying on religion

and caste etc will further weaken with the passage

of time. The government will perform well under

the leadership of Mr. Modi and take the country in

new directions at tremendous speed. With this the

trend for development and governance will further

strengthen.

SD: Away from caste and religion

AS: Yes.  It will take these issues away from

the elections. Caste will prevail. I do not dislike

caste per se but the caste should not be misused

for elections.

SD: In your view the trends seen in the
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general elections will be reflected in the

upcoming state elections too?

AS: Normally public mandate does not change

so rapidly.  It takes time to change. So I see these

trends continuing in the upcoming elections.

SD: How much time will you give today to a

government or a politician to perform?

AS: What happens by my giving or not giving.

However, I think the people understand that there

is such a big mess that has been left behind by the

last administration that it will take atleast about

two and a half years to rectify. However, the people

will observe direction, intent and effort of the

government very closely and going by that they

will make a judgement on whether the government

is good or bad. I think the same principles can be

extended in other cases too as a general rule.

SD: Do you think there are lot of

expectations from Mr Modi and his

government?

AS: I do agree that people have lot of

expectations from the BJP and Mr. Modi. There

will be lot of pressure on the team of Mr. Modi

which will be good for us.

SD: Any specific experiences in UP that you

like to share with me from which we can draw

lessons for the country as a whole?

AS: The average electorate of UP is highly

politically educated. Do not go by his education,

he understands politics. If there is no divergence

in your saying and doing and you are functioning

well then he will also rise above caste and religion

in supporting you and secondly, the electorate of

UP still feels that country’s future lies in their hands

i.e. UP decides the political fate of New Delhi in

the true sense.  I also tend to agree with them.

Many people who have run this country have learnt

their politics in this state so UP has and will

continue to play an important role in deciding the

future of Indian politics.

SD: How does BJP see the instruments of

power and like political parties in sophisticated

democracies does it see government as a

medium to achieve its national objectives or

merely as an instrument to rule?

AS: Our thinking is different from that of other

parties. We see power as a means and not as an

end in itself. We will assume power to accomplish

something, to achieve some objectives. This is our

thinking. BJP believes that power is required

because we have to do something.

Secondly, no comparison can be made

between the politics of this country and Europe.

The problems here are very complex, until you sit

with the administrative machinery on your side you

cannot find solutions to problems from the outside.

That is why the access to government and its

resources is needed to resolve the problems of the

people. In the absence of that strategy or plans

are hollow and not much can be achieved. Hence

our view that we need political power as a

necessary instrument to solve national problems.

SD: Do you think the BJP will engage
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society and pockets of excellence in society on

issues of governance?

AS: BJP will definitely create a medium to

establish dialogue with thinking groups and people.

Our government will establish dialogue with both

thinking people and thinking groups and their

expertise shall also be utilised to resolve the issues.

SD: We have a number of first time MPs

and many upcoming politicians working in the

wings. What advice would you give all these

people as they embark on their political

careers?

AS: See, I am not in a position to render advice

but I think that no existing country can be absolutely

error free and this is also not correct that nothing

new can happen. Youth should be open minded in

maintaining a balance by adopting good things from

the old system and accepting new good things in

order to take the country forward , especially the

parliamentarians with less than 50 years of age.

They should gel with people, develop the habit of

studying a lot, resolve problems in the parliament

by discussing with experts scattered all over the

country and act as a strong link between

the government and public for the development of

the country.

SD: Thank you for your time. It has been a

pleasure speaking with you. Namaskar!



{10} India Foundation Journal, July 2014

*A. Surya Prakash

*The author is a journalist and a leading commentator on Indian politics and

constitutional and parliamentary issues.  Apart from his pioneering work on Parliament,

he is known for his well-researched interventions on political issues.

Verdict 2014 -  The Mandate and its Meaning

lthough most opinion polls had predicted a

victory for the Bharatiya Janata Party

(BJP) –led National Democratic Alliance

(NDA) in the recent parliamentary election in

India, the final outcome came as a major surprise

to many for a variety of reasons including the

decisive nature of the mandate; the sudden end to

the unhappy era of coalitions which lasted a quarter

of a century; the virtual decimation of the country’s

oldest party – the Congress; and the rejection of

the Left, which had strangely wielded political

power in New Delhi for over two decades which

was grossly disproportionate to its popularity among

the voters.

While the results, which came in on May 16,

left most of the BJP’s Prime Ministerial candidate,

Mr. Narendra Modi’s opponents shattered, it

constituted an unambiguous endorsement of his

candidature for the high office and for his agenda

for governance. It appeared as if the electorate

had fulfilled Mr. Modi’s every wish while

wholeheartedly voting for him and his party. For

example he said he wanted to see a “Congress-

mukt Bharat” (an India free of the Congress Party)

and the voters responded by delivering a crushing

blow to the Congress and reducing it to just 44

seats in the 543-member Lok Sabha, India’s lower

House of Parliament.  Also, they gave in to his

wish to have 272 + (a clear majority for the BJP in

the House) so that he could give them a “majbooth

sarkar” (a strong government). The BJP’s final

tally was 282. Thus, Mandate 2014 constitutes a

tectonic shift in voter preference in large parts of

the country because it has resulted in the installation

of the first non-Congress government with a clear

majority for one party and a return to single party

rule after a long phase of unstable coalitions. It

will also be remembered for the comprehensive

manner in which the Congress Party was dislodged

from its perch as a truly national party with a strong

footprint in the mainland, in the North-east, in the

far flung union territories and in the distant islands.

Finally, this election will go down as the first

parliamentary poll which saw a presidential style

of campaign between individuals projected by two

major parties -  Mr. Modi of the BJP and Mr. Rahul

Gandhi, the Vice-President of the Congress Party,

who was thrown into the arena by desperate

members of his party despite his obvious reluctance

to pick up the gauntlet.

A

FOCUS



India Foundation Journal, July 2014 {11}

A year before the poll, no one would have

predicted the dramatic change in the political

landscape.  Since the BJP appeared to be a

disparate entity which was rudderless and unable

to resolve its own internal contradictions, the

Congress-led United Progressive Alliance (UPA),

which had by then become synonymous for

corruption and policy paralysis,  thought that it

would sail through, albeit with reduced numbers,

and set up yet another rag-tag government. The

electors too were dispirited because they wanted

to vote out the UPA but saw no clear alternative.

The Game Changer

But all this changed when the BJP finally

decided to bite the bullet and took the

unprecedented decision on September 13, 2013 to

anoint Mr. Modi as its prime ministerial candidate.

This came as a real shock to the Congress Party

and some of the regional parties which had

positioned themselves against the BJP and Mr.

Modi. Led by the Congress, many of these parties

had run a vicious campaign against Mr. Modi ever

since the communal conflagration in Gujarat in

2002. Though the courts found no evidence of Mr.

Modi’s complicity in the riots and even the Special

Investigation Team constituted by the Supreme

Court had cleared his name, his detractors were

unrelenting and persisted in demonising him. Having

dubbed him a divisive figure in Indian politics, they

began to believe that this single argument would

make the electorate shun Mr. Modi and once again

fall back on a Congress-led coalition to run the

union government.  But they were unaware that

with large sections of the political class –

comprising members of the Congress Party, the

communists and their fellow travellers - and the

media singling him out and subjecting him to such

bombardment for a full decade, the campaign was

proving to be counter-productive. Instead of

viewing him as a chief minister who was complicit

in the riots, people across the country began to

see him as a brave soul who had stood up to the

onslaught. Further, far from becoming a hate figure,

Mr. Modi was emerging as a cult figure with the

added advantage of being the underdog.

This gave Mr. Modi a big advantage. Secondly,

while all this was on, Mr. Modi remained focused

on governance in his state and built himself up as

an astute administrator who could provide a good,

efficient and corruption-free government. Soon,

the Gujarat-model became synonymous with good

governance and there was a clamour across India

for replicating this model. Here again, all efforts

of Mr. Modi’s detractors to pooh-pooh this model

failed to impress the voters. They felt that

Mr.Modi’s opponents were churlish and lacked the

grace to acknowledge good work.

With all these advantages in his bag, Mr. Modi

launched the most impressive election campaign

seen in the country by addressing over 430 rallies

all across India which was attended by hundreds

of thousands of people who kept up the “Modi,

Modi” chant till the final day of polling.  The nation-

wide determination to vote out the incumbent and

to vote in Mr. Modi was reflected in the final polling
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percentages. India had a mind boggling 814 million

electors this year and around 540 million exercised

their franchise. This meant a record 66.40 per cent

turned up at the polling stations despite the

unbearable heat in most parts of the country. The

final outcome and the spectacular victory of the

BJP is therefore a tribute to Mr. Modi’s

indefatigable spirit.

Mr. Modi’s impressive success has also altered

the political scenario in very many ways. The BJP’s

saffron has come to replace the Congress’s tricolor

in many states and territories in India and the

Congress’ defeat is so comprehensive that it can

no longer claim to be a really national party. That

credit has now been snatched away by the BJP.

Here is how this has happened:  In 2009, the

Congress Party secured 119 million votes

constituting 28.55 per cent of the votes polled. In

2014, it polled just 107 million votes and its vote

share dipped to 19.30 per cent. The party’s loss of

12 million votes since the last parliamentary

election is all the more significant because over

100 million new electors were added to the electoral

rolls this time.  On the other hand, the BJP, which

secured just 78 million votes (18.80 per cent) last

time, more than doubled its vote share in this

election by securing 171 million votes (31 per cent).

There were other indicators that the Congress

Party was comprehensively beaten. In 2009, the

Congress won Lok Sabha seats in 29 of the 35

states and union territories in the country. In 2014,

it could establish its footprint in just 15 of these

states and union territories. Meanwhile the BJP,

which had a presence in just 14 states and union

territories in 2009, made its presence felt in 23 of

them this year.

But Modi’s success story did not come about

overnight. The battle between the Congress and

BJP goes back at least 30 years and it has been a

see-saw tussle in which both parties have struggled

to hold on to their perch.But there were clear signs

in 2014 that the Congress Party was jaded, battle

weary and had just driven itself into a corner on

the ideological front by taking what one would call

a “secular fundamentalist” position, thus allowing

the BJP to effortless harvest the majority vote.

The party, which is wholly dependent on the Nehru-

Gandhi family for its sustenance now finds that

this family is no longer able to bring in the votes.

Further, the more worrying factor is that at the

regional level too, the Congress has become an

also-ran in several major states like Uttar Pradesh,

West Bengal, Andhra Pradesh, Tamil Nadu, Bihar

and Delhi where its local leadership is unable to

enthuse the voters.

The Rise and Fall of the Congress Party

In order to understand the rise and fall this

party and the significance of Verdict 2014, one

will have to do a flash back to 1984 when the

Congress Party registered a spectacular victory

in the Lok Sabha election held in December, 1984

in the aftermath of Indira Gandhi’s assassination.

That year, a nation which was still grieving the

loss of its Prime Minister showered the party with

votes and a huge haul of seats. The party won 404
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seats and secured 49.10 per cent of the votes

polled – the highest ever for any political party in a

national election. In that election, most other parties

were washed away by the ‘sympathy wave”. The

Congress bagged seats in 25 of the 28 states and

union territories and secured over 50 per cent of

the vote in 17 of them. In contrast, the BJP crashed

to just 2 seats and 7.74 per cent of the votes.  In

this election, the Congress won 83 out of 85 seats

in Uttar Pradesh and polled 51.03 per cent of the

votes. The BJP drew a blank in this state and

secured just 6.42 per cent of the votes.

Having hit this peak in 1984, the Congress

graph began to decline rather precipitously in the

elections that followed and three decades hence

in 2014, the party appears to have hit its nadir not

just at the national level, but in India’s largest state,

Uttar Pradesh as well.  Meanwhile, the BJP, which

had been decimated in 1984 began to claw back,

slowly but surely.  The electoral fortunes of these

parties have been inversely proportional to each

other since 1984, with the Congress graph heading

south while that of the BJP headed north, but for a

brief switch in fortunes around 2009.

The Congress party’s decline began in 1989

when it lost over 50 per cent of its seats and ended

up with just 197 seats in the Lok Sabha. Its vote

share also fell to 39.53 – a drop of ten per cent

since the last election. Its vote share in U.P crashed

by 20 per cent to 31.77 and the party secured just

15 seats. The BJP perked up after its dismal

showing in the previous election. The party bagged

85 seats in the Lok Sabha.

By 1996, things began to worsen for the

Congress. It bagged 140 seats and 28.80 per cent

of the vote. On the other hand, the BJP overtook

the Congress for the first time and secured 161

seats although it secured just 20.29 per cent of the

votes. The Congress had contested 529 seats as

against the BJP’s 471.

In 1998, the BJP once again forged ahead of

the Congress in terms of seats, but for the first

time was running neck to neck with that party in

terms of vote share. The BJP secured 25.59 per

cent of the vote in this election as against the

Congress Party’s 25.82 per cent, thereby

narrowing the difference to just 0.23 per cent.

However, when it came to seats in the House, the

BJP with 182 was way ahead of the Congress,

which won 141 seats. One may notice a disjunction

between seats won and votes polled between these

parties. This is because the butter is spread thin

on the Congress’ bread slice.  The BJP got this

yield of votes from just 388 seats that it contested,

whereas the Congress was in the fray in 477

constituencies.

There were fresh elections to the Lok Sabha

a year later following the collapse of the BJP led

coalition. The election in 1999 saw the BJP winning

182 seats and go way ahead of the Congress which

got just 114 seats. But, such is the anomaly of the

First-Past-The-Post System that the Congress’

vote share (28.30 per cent) was five per cent more

than that of the BJP, even though it secured about

70 seats less than that party. Here again, the reason

was that the BJP, which had many allies, chose to
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leave over 200 seats to its partners in the National

Democratic Alliance (NDA) and focus on just 339

seats where it had the best chances of winning. It

therefore had a strike rate of over 50 per cent. On

the other hand, the Congress contested 453 seats

but won just 114 of them.

This see-saw battle between the two parties

continued in 2004, although the NDA lost power

and the United Progressive Alliance (UPA) led by

the Congress formed the union government. In this

election, the BJP performed poorly and managed

to win just 138 seats and 22.16 per cent of the

votes. The Congress did marginally better and

secured 145 seats (26.53 per cent of the votes).

The Congress got a clear 4 per cent advantage

over the BJP in terms of vote share but a mere 7

seats more than that party.  The Congress not only

became the largest single party, but also formed

the government because the coalition headed by it

won a majority. The BJP however lost out not only

because it dropped over 40 seats but also because

some of its key allies were routed in this election.

The Congress further pressed home this

advantage when it won 206 seats and 28.55 per

cent of the vote in 2009. The BJP, which seemed

all confused and lost after its defeat in 2004 looked

even more uninspiring to the electorate in 2009. It

won just 116 seats and its vote share crashed to

18.80. In other words, the Congress Party

appeared to have finally succeeded in reiterating

its supremacy as a national party and also opened

up a lead of ten per cent over its rival in terms of

vote share.

The NDA government headed by Mr. Atal

Behari Vajpayee had done pretty well on the

economic front and also given a fillip to

infrastructure projects between 1999 -2004. The

BJP naturally expected the electorate to renew

the mandate. Such was its confidence that it even

advanced the election by many months in 2004.

The results therefore came as a rude shock to the

BJP. The Congress, on the other hand, built up a

coalition of parties that claimed to be ‘secular”,

but were nothing more than an agglomeration of

political parties which were opposed to the BJP.

Obviously, a good percentage of those who had

voted for the NDA were dissatisfied with the

government’s performance and had shifted

loyalties. Side by side, the Congress had cleverly

stitched together a coalition that could mop up the

disgruntled voters.

The BJP never imagined that it would be

ousted from power and therefore remained in a

daze for a long time after 2004. Such was the

effect of this defeat on the party’s psyche that it

would not recover ground and offer a credible

alternative to the Congress even in 2009. The party

appeared to have run out of ideas. None of its

arguments against the UPA made sense and

therefore, the voters swung even more towards

the Congress in 2009.

The Scams Changed the National Mood

However, the Congress Party’s dream run

began to peter out in 2010 when the nation came

face to face with a series of scandals pertaining to
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the Commonwealth Games (CWG) held in New

Delhi in October that year. While most citizens

were shocked to hear about the scams relating to

award of contracts and selection of vendors, they

felt ashamed when they came face to face with

the poor quality of work in the games village and

heard of the stories of pilferage and gross

inefficiency. Thereafter, a series of scandals

tumbled out of the UPA’s cupboards and they

included the 2G Scam, pertaining to the dishonest

and unfair methods adopted by the government to

allot scarce spectrum to telecom companies; and

Coalgate, or the scam relating to the preferential

allotment of coalfields, again in gross violation of

established norms for allotment of a scarce natural

resource. All this became a matter of  great national

shame from which India never really recovered

but the citizens kept their cool and waited for three

long years to inflict the severest electoral

punishment on the UPA and the Congress Party.

What helped the electorate to make up its mind

was the BJP’s unprecedented decision to anoint

Mr. Modi as its prime ministerial candidate.  This

was the last straw for the camel’s back. The

Congress, which was drowned in scams and was

coping with a strong anti-incumbency sentiment

just could not posit a leader who could challenge

Mr. Modi.

Does The Congress Have a Death Wish?

The Congress Party’s strength in the Lok

Sabha has crashed from 206 to 44 in this election

but what should be more worrisome for the party

is the fact that its share in the national vote has

dipped from 28.5 per cent to just 19.5 per cent in

these five years  – constituting a precipitous drop

of 9 per cent  While it is true that one should not

write of any political party,  there are distinct signs

of decline of the Congress Party in most states in

the country – which is indicative of loss of public

faith in India’s oldest party across regions and

across demographic sections.  The party now wears

a tired look. It seems rusted in the same old slogans

and shibboleths which have little relevance in this

time and age and it remains a slave of the Nehru-

Gandhi dynasty, which is no longer able to bring in

the votes.

It appears as if the Congress Party has a death

wish. It is unable to recover ground after it is ejected

from its perch in any state. Here are some

examples:  The party ruled Uttar Pradesh and

Bihar for decades since independence but it is now

in terminal decline in these states. The party’s vote

share has crashed to 7.5 per cent in Uttar Pradesh

and 8.4 per cent in Bihar. In Uttar Pradesh, India’s

largest state, the party has been on decline since

the late 1980s. In 1984, the party bagged 83 of the

85 seats in the state and over 51 per cent of the

vote. Thereafter, the party’s fortunes crashed in

the state. It improved marginally in 2004 (9seats,

12 per cent votes). Although there was little

improvement in the functioning of the party

apparatus in this state, it managed to secure a fairly

honourable 21 seats (18.25 per cent votes) in the

2009 Lok Sabha election.  As against this dream

run of 2009, the 2014 results from U.P has turned
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out to be a nightmare for the Congress.  The Bihar

story is similar.  The party won 52 per cent of the

vote and 48 seats in this state in 1984. It bagged 2

seats this year. Over the years, the party has lost

the winning habit and slipped so badly that although

it is a national party, it needs the crutches offered

by regional parties like the Rashtriya Janata Dal

(RJD) headed by Mr. Lalu Prasad Yadav.

The party got its first big shock in the run up to the

2014 election when its past ally –The Lok

Janshakthi Party of Mr. Ram Vilas Paswan –

walked out of the alliance and teamed up with

the BJP.

The voters’ anger against India’s oldest party

in best gauged by the following facts: The Party

did not win a single seat in Gujarat, Rajasthan, Tamil

Nadu, Odisha, Delhi, Seemandhra, Jharkhand,

Jammu & Kashmir, Uttarakhand, Himachal

Pradesh and Goa; the party was reduced to single

digit success in other big states like Uttar Pradesh,

Madhya Pradesh, Maharastra, Telengana,

and Assam to name a few. The party failed to

touch double digits in any state including

Karnataka and Kerala, considered its best bets;

Finally, the party’s vote share in percentage terms

crashed to abysmally low levels in states like Uttar

Pradesh (7.5),  Andhra Pradesh (11.5), West

Bengal (9.6), (Bihar 8.4), Jharkhand (13.3) and

Tamil Nadu (4.3).

Paying the Price for Minorityism

Going by the extent of damage inflicted by

voters on the Congress Party, it can be said that

the electorate wanted to severely punish this party

for several reasons. Some of them are:  Its

unabashed pursuit of minorityism and minority-

appeasement and its contemptuous neglect of the

concerns and anxieties of the Hindu majority vis-

à-vis India’s democracy and unity and integrity;

its pusillanimous approach to threats from Pakistan

and China;  its disdain for public opinion regarding

policy and government paralysis over the last three

years; its refusal to rein in recalcitrant and corrupt

alliance partners; and finally, its strange belief that

despite its failures, voters have no alternative but

to vote the party back to power.

Among all these reasons, the Congress Party’s

insolent behavior towards the Hindu majority

certainly did much damage to the party’s prospects

in this election. Six to twelve months prior to the

election, all opinion polls put the Bharatiya Janata

Party led National Democratic Alliance (NDA)

ahead of the Congress Party but the NDA was

way behind a majority in the Lok Sabha. As the

election drew near, there appeared to be much

more clarity in the voters’ mind and the polls gave

the NDA around 260 seats. The exit polls followed

the same trajectory and indicated that the NDA

would just cross the 272 mark. However, on results

day, the NDA notched up 334 seats and the BJP

registered spectacular victories on its own in

several states including Uttar Pradesh. Madhya

Pradesh, Rajasthan, Gujarat, Chattisgarh,

Uttarakhand, Himachal Pradesh, Delhi and Assam

and along with its alliance partners in Maharastra,

Andhra Pradesh and Haryana.



India Foundation Journal, July 2014 {17}

How could the Congress Party’s fortunes have

crashed like this? As stated earlier, while the voters’

were angry with the pathetic performance of the

Manmohan Singh government, there was also

seething anger of the Hindu majority against the

Sonia Gandhi-Manmohan Singh combine, which

treated the majority with utter contempt while

mollycoddling the religious minorities for ten

long years.

Mr. Manmohan Singh, a Sikh and the country’s

first non-Hindu Prime Minister headed the Union

Government from 2004-2014. The remote control

however lay with the de facto prime minister –

Ms. Sonia Gandhi, of Italian origin. Many key

positions in this government and in the Congress

Party were held by persons belonging to religious

minorities. With the passage of time and in the

absence of a credible opposition, the Congress

Party began to believe that it could run the country

with the support of the religious minorities and that

the majority just did not matter. Therefore, one of

the first acts of the Sonia-Manmohan Combine

was to distort the facts vis-à-vis the Godhra incident

that led to the communal conflagration in Gujarat

in 2002.  The reports that came in on the day of

the incident was that a Muslim mob surrounded a

train at that station and set fire to a coach which

was full of Hindu karsevaks returning from

Ayodhya.  Sadly, 59 of the karsevaks were burnt

alive. This led to large scale communal violence

across Gujarat in which many Muslims and Hindus

died. Egged on by pseudo-secularists, the Sonia-

Manmohan combine instituted a probe that

produced a spurious report saying that the

karsevaks had themselves set the compartment

on fire.  This piece of fiction was in line with the

falsification of history resorted to by leftist and

pseudo-secular historians owing allegiance to the

Nehru-Gandhis. Another piece of fiction purveyed

by the Congress Party and the United Progressive

Alliance (UPA) government was that the post-

Godhra riots were not a communal conflagration.

It was a pogrom against Muslims engineered by

Mr. Narendra Modi, the BJP Chief Minister at that

time.  That is why spokespersons of the Congress

Party never acknowledge that hundreds of Hindus

died in these riots. This is another, more recent

example of the anti-Hindu bias in history writing

which has been consistently encouraged by the

Nehru-Gandhis in the belief that these distortions

will please the Muslims and ensure their perpetual

support for the Congress Party.

The Majority Does Not Matter!

The Congress Party overplayed this card for

12 years, demonized Narendra Modi and called

him a Maut ka Saudaghar (Merchant of Death).

It never had a harsh word for the mob that burnt

alive the Hindus in Godhra. This was just one of

many initiatives taken by the UPA government to

mock at the Hindu majority or to appease the

Muslims. It set up the Sachar Committee that went

so far as to demand a communal census of the

armed forces. This was a shameful attempt to

communalise the country’s secular army but many

members of the Congress Party, who claimed to
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be votaries of secularism, argued that there was

nothing wrong with the committee’s proposal!

Then came the Ranganatha Misra Commission and

its recommendation that communal quotas be

created for college seats and government jobs.

Thereafter, the party and the government took

minority appeasement to crass levels. It

sympathized with terrorists who happened to be

Muslims and raised questions about police

impartiality, be it the Batla House encounter in Delhi

where a brave police officer laid down his life or

arrests made in Azamgarh. Congress leaders like

Mr. Digvijay Singh doubted the impartiality of the

police and empathized with persons arrested in

terror cases. The Congress Party’s minority-

appeasement policy knew no bounds. The then

Home Minister Mr. Sushil Kumar Shinde declared

that police must be careful while arresting members

of the minority community for criminal offences.

As a result even Mr. R.K. Singh, who was the

Union Home Secretary a year ago was compelled

to speak up. He accused the UPA government of

having compromised national security because of

its vote-bank politics. But the clincher was the

statement of Mr. Manmohan Singh that Muslims

had “the first right” to national resources.

As the UPA government entered the final year,

the Sonia-Manmohan combine made their most

ambitious bid to stifle the majority. They introduced

the communal violence bill in parliament which said

that in all cases of communal conflict, the police

must treat members of the Hindu community as

the accused and the religious minorities as the

victims.  This was really the tipping point. It

appeared as if the Sonia-Manmohan combine were

running a government of the minorities and for the

minorities. The 800 million Hindus did not figure in

their scheme of things anywhere. Both Ms. Gandhi

and the prime minister persisted with this foolhardy

approach throughout the ten-years they ran the

union government. Neither of them had a good

word for the Hindu civilization and way of life

which had ensured a secular and democratic polity

in India after independence. They had just one

mantra – minority, minority, minority. This mantra

echoed throughout the recent election campaign

as well. Sonia, Manmohan and even Rahul Gandhi

just took the name of minorities all the time.

Ms.Gandhi went so far as to meet the Shahi Imam

of the Jama Masjid, Delhi and appealed to him to

ensure that ‘the secular vote” was not divided,

thereby indicating that religious minorities were

“secular” and the Hindu majority are not.

The result of this arrogant and contemptuous

behavior of the Sonia-Manmohan combine towards

the Hindu majority is now evident in the final

outcome of the Lok Sabha election. Although the

number of electors rose by over 100million from

710 million to 814 million between 2009 and 2014,

the Congress Party polled 12 million votes less this

time. On the other hand the BJP more than doubled

its vote share, which jumped from 78 million in

2009 to over 170 million in this election.

The Congress Will Find it Very Difficult

to Claw Back

The Congress Party now appears to be in

terminal decline in many states including West
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Bengal, Orissa and Andhra Pradesh. This party

ruled West Bengal for long years until the

Communists dislodged it in 1977. Thereafter, the

Left Front clung to power for 34 years and try as

it might, the Congress Party was unable to recover

ground. However, there was one glimmer of hope.

The early eighties saw the rise of a feisty young

woman member of the party called Mamata

Bannerjee. Displaying enormous courage and the

pugnacity of a street fighter, Ms. Bannerjee took

on the mighty red citadel through her brand of

confrontational politics. The ruling Marxists were

flummoxed because they had never seen such

aggression coming from Congress quarters in the

past. But, Ms. Bannerjee’s audacity troubled some

others as well including the entrenched seniors in

the party in West Bengal and the party high

command in Delhi, which was wary of leaders

who do not depend on the Nehru-Gandhis for their

political sustenance.  Consequent to these

developments Ms. Bannerjee found herself battling

not just the Marxists but also the so-called high

command in her own party, which wanted to reap

the benefits of her agitational politics and yet keep

her on a tight leash.  Feeling suffocated within the

Congress, Ms. Bannerjee broke loose and

established her own party.

Thus, the Trinamool Congress was born. Since

then, the Congress has been slowly getting

marginalized in West Bengal. In recent years, after

Ms. Bannerjee captured power in 2011, it got

relegated to third place behind the Left Front. May

2014 has brought in another shock for this party.

The BJP has now emerged as a serious player in

this state and pushed the Congress Party to fourth

place in terms of vote share. In this election, the

BJP secured 17 per cent of the vote, as against

just 9.6 per cent of the Congress.

In Orissa, another state where the party was

long entrenched in power, its vote share has fallen

to a dangerous 26 percent in this election and the

BJP is already snapping at his heels and is preparing

itself to displace it as the main opposition party in

the state. The BJP bagged has 21.6 per cent of

the vote in this state and is clearly on the rise.

Given the internal confusion in the Congress and

the upbeat mood in the BJP, it is reasonable to

expect the latter to upstage the Congress in this

state as well in the coming years.

The Congress Party’s calculations went terribly

wrong in the Southern state of Andhra Pradesh as

well. The people living in the Telengana region of

this state have been agitating for decades for

creation of a separate Telengana State. This

demand was first heard soon after India’s

independence when Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru was

the Prime Minister. A States Re-Organisation

Commission appointed by the Nehru Government

had even favoured the creation of a separate

Telengana State, but that government rejected this

recommendation. Since then, this problem had

been simmering and successive governments at

the Centre had been dragging their feet on this

issue.Although the party did spectacularly well in

this state in 2009 and bagged 35 of the 42 seats in

the state, it lost political ground after the demise of

its leader and state chief minister Y.S. Rajashekar
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Reddy in a helicopter crash. His son, Jaganmohan

Reddy encashed on his popularity and the

sympathy generated by his death and launched his

own political outfit, thereby weening away a

majority of the supporters of the Congress.

In a desperate bid to re-capture lost ground,

the Congress Party conceded the demand for

Telegana in the hope of cutting its losses and

winning at least some seats in this region. But,

even this gambit failed and Andhra Pradesh gave

the party one of its biggest shocks. The party stands

virtually wiped out, winning just 2 seats, that too in

the Telengana region. In the truncated part of the

state –called Seemandhra – the Congress was

totally decimated. Party candidates were stunned

to find that in most seats, they were in third or

fourth place and virtually all of them lost their

deposits having secured just around 3 – 4 per cent

of the votes polled. The party’s cynical disregard

of national interest and the interests of the people

while announcing the division of Andhra Pradesh

leading to much strife and bloodletting angered the

people so much that they severely punished the

party and relegated it to the background. Since

the Telugu Desam and the YSR Congress of Mr.

Jagan Reddy are the main players in the new,

truncated state of Andhra Pradesh, the Congress

will find it very difficult to claw back.

Some Regional Forces Withstood the

Modi Tsunami

While many parties with regional influence like

the Bahujan Samaj Party (BSP), the Samajwadi

Party (SP), the Janata Dal (United), the Rashtriya

Janata Dal (RJD) and the Janata Dal (Secular)

totally marginalized, A few regional parties were

able to withstand the Modi Tsunami. Three such

parties that offered resistance and even did very

well for themselves were the Biju Janata Dal in

Orissa, the All India Anna Dravida Munnetra

Kazhagam in Tamil Nadu and the All India

Trinamool Congress in West Bengal.

The BSP and the SP would like to forget 2014

at the earliest. These two parties, which secured

a decent harvest of votes in Uttar Pradesh over

the last two decades, successfully marginalized

both the Congress and the BJP and became the

main contenders for power. But, this year has been

disastrous for them. The BSP secured 19.6 per

cent of the votes but did not win a single seat in

Uttar Pradesh, whereas the SP won 5 seats

securing just 22 per cent of the vote although it is

the ruling party in the state. This is quite in contrast to

the 54 seats bagged by the two parties in U.P in 2004.

India’s First Centre-Right Government

is in Place

Yet another significant electoral outcome in

2014 is the thumbs down that the voters have given

the Left parties. This is the second biggest shocker

in this election. The two communist parties have

wielded enormous influence in national politics and

in policy formulation since the days of Jawaharlal

Nehru, the country’s first prime minister. But, the

communists were never a major attraction for

voters in national elections. They did well in three

states –West Bengal, Kerala and Tripura – but
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were totally marginalized in the rest of the country.

Yet, despite their low vote share, they influenced

public policy in a big way because, since the days

of Nehru, centrist politicians thought occasional

dalliance with the Left gave them some

respectability.  But their influence at the federal

level is now likely to wane because the Communist

Party of India (CPI) and the Communist Party of

India –Marxist (CPI-M) have received their worst

drubbing in the last sixty years.  Over the last three

decades, the two communist parties secured

around 8-9 per cent of the national vote in all

parliamentary elections and they won as many as

53 seats in the Lok Sabha in 2004. However, much

to their chagrin, their vote share has now crashed

to 4 per cent and their strength in the Lok Sabha is

down to just 10.

The rout of the Congress in 2014 and the

marginalization of the Left will certainly have its

impact on India’s approach to a variety of key

problems and will also weaken their interventions

vis-à-vis social, economic policies and India’s

foreign and defence policies. The Left’s grossly

disproportionate influence at the federal level in

India could finally come to an end in the coming

years, thereby ushering in India’s first Centre-Right

Government.

In other words, the change effected by the

voters is not ad-hoc or cosmetic. If the meaning

of this mandate is understood in its entirety, the

new rulers  will rid the governmental apparatus of

individuals suffering from Nehruvian fatigue,

change the corroded governmental machine and

effect foundation changes in every sector and at

every level, so that a new vibrant India may

emerge to find her rightful in the comity of nations.

This will mean not just a new government, but a

government that is different in its thinking, agenda,

goals and work ethic.We must welcome it, because

that is the meaning of the mandate!

uuu
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How Modi Re-Invented Electioneering in India

*Ashok Malik

n 2009, the BJP won 18.8 per cent of the

popular vote in the 15th Lok Sabha election.

Five years later, it almost doubled its vote

share to 31 per cent and left the Congress some

12 per cent behind. Such tectonic shifts are rare in

a democratic polity. The upshot of the 2014

mandate is the BJP is now India’s premier national

party and the Congress has been reduced to a

regional party of two states in southern India and

two districts in Uttar Pradesh, represented by its

president and vice-president.

The rejection of the Congress and the UPA

government was brutal. Of the 10 members of the

Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs – the most

important committee of the Manmohan Singh

cabinet – six were in contention in the Lok Sabha

election. Five of the six lost, the sole winner being

Kamal Nath in Chhindwara (Madhya Pradesh).

Another luminary of the CCPA, P. Chidambaram,

opted out of the election altogether. His son lost

the family seat of Sivaganga (Tamil Nadu).

So sharp was the Congress’ failure that even

the 1977 defeat would seem a milder experience.

Seldom in Indian political history had an outgoing

government made itself just so unpopular and made

just about every wrong move possible.

That the BJP won a majority on its own was

not just because the Congress was the target of

public hostility. Every election has a villain and a

hero, a Raavan but also a Ram. The hero and the

recipient of a positive mandate – which

complemented or supplemented the anti-Congress

vote – was Narendra Modi.

How did Modi do it? Of course his personality

and personal biography – the narrative of a self-

made man, the child of a tea vendor father and a

mother who went house to house washing dishes,

in order to pay school fees for her children – was

a compelling and inspirational one. It also captured,

as every election does, a moment in the evolution

of society.

The 2014 election took place at the intersection

of three far-reaching, long-term trends in Indian

life, represented by youth, urbanisation and media.

India’s demographic dividend peaks in 2030 with

a youth population of 485 million aged between 15

and 34 (of a total population of 1.5 billion). The

first voters from this dividend generation began to

vote in 2014.

On another though not unrelated note, the

impact of urbanisation, of urban aspirations, of

associations with the urban economy – and its

relative decline in the past few years of UPA rule

– became more and more apparent in a country

FOCUS
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*The author is a Senior Journalist and a Political Commentator. He was a key member of

the BJP’s media team for Elections 2014.
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60 per cent of the GDP of which is linked to cities.

Obviously, the urban economy affects many more

people than just the 32 per cent who officially live

(and vote) in urban India.

As a corollary to this came the media

revolution. While social media has been much

talked about in this election campaign and has

certainly influenced debates and discussions, it is

television that has had a much deeper impress.

Along with the urban economy, television is creating

lifestyles and propelling consumer habits and

attitudes that are gradually crystallising into a

national constituency. Many members of this

national constituency happen to be young, bringing

the demographic divided (or youth bulge) into the

three-way equation.

A few analogies would help here. In the past

decade, the advent of soap operas – the so-called

“saas-bahu serials” – into everyday television

programming have transmitted customs and

fashions from regional to national spaces. A pre-

wedding Punjabi sangeet is now not entirely

unheard of in say eastern India or the south. A

sort of demonstration effect has come into play.

The divide between national and local news

and concerns has also got thinner. In January 2013,

an acquaintance of this writer travelled to rural

Kutch to investigate water shortages there. He

was faced with questions by curious folk who

wanted to know about the December 2012 rape

case and the safety of women in Delhi.

These are two examples of how television/

contemporary media, urbanisation and its siren-

like attractiveness, and the aspirations and

information hunger of young Indians have produced

a potent mix. It is inevitable this mix will touch

political choices. The 2014 election has established

it does.

The manner in which Narendra Modi deftly

used the media, particularly televised images and

made-for-television events, to build and project his

image and his message; the careful reaching out

to the young, across caste and traditional

community boundaries; the selling of the dream of

an urbanised, middle-class society: it was these

elements that made the Modi campaign among the

most striking in Indian political history.

Irrespective of seats won in individual states,

the election made it clear Modi was a name that

had recall even in places where the BJP was

scarcely present, from Manipur to Tamil Nadu.

People either supported him or opposed him or in

many cases were simply interested in knowing

what he was all about. It is remarkable this

happened without a well-known family name,

bereft of a Delhi-centric political existence and

minus the institutional memory of a political legacy

that could, somehow or the other, be traced back

to the freedom movement and the Congress’

historical allegiances. Modi emerged as an entirely

new type of national leader.

The traction the Modi 2014 project has got

has opened up new possibilities and broken glass

ceilings for regional politicians. Earlier they could

have expected to play support cast to Delhi-based

“national leaders” or at best become accidental

prime ministers in crazy coalitions resulting from a

hung Lok Sabha. Now Modi has shown a chief
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minister’s governance record and achievements

in a single province can be leveraged to construct

and sustain a national identity and appeal.

Even so, it is not as if every chief minister can

do this. Ideally such a person will need to work

within a multi-state political framework – in other

words a national party or conglomeration. After

all, Naveen Patnaik may be a well-regarded chief

minister but there is only so far he can go while in

a party that is limited to one state.

In Modi’s case, the relationship with the BJP

has been symbiotic. The BJP has provided him

with an all-India platform. He has provided the

BJP with a new leadership template and validated

its post-2004 focus – initially inadvertent but over

time deliberate – on nurturing and giving functional

autonomy to state-level champions. Today, this

magic formula has thrown up Modi; in 2024, who

knows, it could be a BJP chief minister from

another state who graduates to national status.

The irony of this magic formula – of the

recognition of the federative impulses of the Indian

polity – is the party that once exemplified it has

long discarded it. That Modi has emerged as a

likely prime minister in a party that also has robust

and independent-minded chief ministers to

complement him is reminiscent of the Congress in

the 1950s. Jawaharlal Nehru was prime minister

but a Govind Ballabh Pant in Uttar Pradesh or a

B.C. Roy in Bengal commanded authority as well.

They were partners rather than sycophants

of Nehru.

As such, if the Modi mission continues to gather

momentum in the following months, into the coming

round of state elections, then the BJP could well

become the new Congress – in the best possible

way. A new type of national leader would have

reinvented the national party.

uuu
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OP-ED

Understanding Mosul and its Impact on India

*Alok Bansal

he manner in which Islamic State of Iraq

and Levant (ISIL) captured Mosul, the

second largest city in Iraq with a population

of 1.8 million, has left the global community stunned

and has raised serious concerns about the future

of Iraq.  Many Cassandras have depicted it as

akin to the disintegration of Saddam’s Army and

have inferred that Iraqi Army is incapable of

fighting. There is no doubt that Iraqi Army, though

well-armed is not well trained. This has been the

case with most Asian armies trained by the

Westerners in the post-colonial period, as the

occidental mind often fails to grasp the intricacies

of oriental ethos. However, Iraqi Army’s disastrous

performance is not only on account of its poor

training, but more significantly on account of low

morale and rising sectarian polarisation, which

could be attributed to the policies of Prime Minister

Nouri al-Maliki’s government. It has been reported

that Sunni soldiers and generals just did not want

to fight ISIL and Shiite soldiers in an

overwhelmingly Sunni city, unsure of their Sunni

colleagues’ loyalty just panicked and deserted. As

a result an ISIL force of some 1300 soldiers

captured Mosul being defended by a force many

times larger.  The shock and awe that ISIL

managed to create was reminiscent of the Mongols

of yore, who had ransacked Baghdad almost eight

centuries ago. Around 90000 Iraqi troops are

believed to have deserted their posts under the ISIL

onslaught.

In places where Iraqi troops felt confident of

local support like in Turkeman dominated Tal Afar,

it acquitted itself much better and subsequently,

managed to recapture it.  More significantly

Peshmerga the armed forces of Kurdish

autonomous region, managed to capture Kirkuk

from ISIL, showing that ISIL performance was

not spectacular against motivated forces, especially

where they did not have the advantage of local

support.  Recent reports emanating from Mosul

also indicate that large number of former Baathists

had joined ISIL in capturing the city. However,

nothing can diminish the enormity of ISIL victory.

After capturing Mosul, it has captured, Tikrit, Tal

Afar and came as close as 60 miles from Baghdad,

it now controls a territory many times the size of

Lebanon. More significantly, its war booty has been

enriched by vast reserves of gold held by various

banks in Mosul and cash reserves of around $ 429

*The author is a retired naval officer and is currently a Director with the

Centre for Security and Strategic Studies at India Foundation
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million.  This makes the outfit richer than many

countries in the world. It also captured large

quantities of sophisticated military hardware, which

include US-made Humvees and tanks and possibly

one Black Hawk helicopter..  The conduct of ISIL

after the victory where they killed thousands of

captured security personnel and civilians have

shown them as the most brutal terrorist

organisation in the world.  The brutality of ISIL

has created awe amongst Iraqis, more significantly

its pronouncements, where it has asked its fighters

not to yield territory won, to Shiites except over

their dead bodies have aggravated the sectarian

divide. Its avowed objective of marching on to

Baghdad and Shiite holy places of Najaf and

Karbala, have raised anxieties of Shias worldwide.

They have also attacked the largest oil refinery

in Iraq located at Baiji 130 miles North of Baghdad.

The refinery has been under seize and though Iraqi

forces are giving a tough fight, it could fall to ISIL

any time. A large part of Indian oil imports come

from Iraq and huge turbulence there, will send the

price of crude skyrocketing. More than 10,000

Indians are working in Iraq and send back precious

remittances.  Already, 40 of them are believed to

have been taken hostage by ISIL, while many

others are stuck in the war zone. If the conflict

spreads, entire Gulf region could be in flames and

Indian economy, which is the largest recipient of

global remittances, could face the heat.

 The threat of attacks on Shia shrines have

also raised the concerns of Indian Shias and the

registration of volunteers to fight in Iraq has been

started by some Shia organisations in India.

Members of Tehrik-e-Taliban Pakistan are already

fighting with ISIL and there is a strong ideological

connect between the two.  Iran, which finds itself

buffeted by two rabid Sunni militant organisations,

ISIL in the West and Al Qaeda- Taliban –TTP in

the West is justifiably concerned with the

developments and has moved troops into Iraq.

Similarly, there is concern in the US that its efforts

of building a modern democratic state in Iraq could

flounder under the ISIL onslaught.  This mutual

concern is bringing the two nations closer.   India,

which has huge interests in Iran, but was

circumspect on account of US reservations, must

use this opportunity to establish closer relations

with Iran and Iraq.

At a time like this when Shias find themselves

cornered globally, India must reach out to them. It

must assure Indian Shias that it will help out Iraqi

Government in protecting Shia shrines and there

is no reason for them to go and join the war.  While

talking to Iranian president or Iraqi Prime Minister

may be desirable, a visit or a letter to Ayatollah

Khamenei or more significantly to Grand Ayatollah

Ali al-Sistani of Iraq will create tremendous good

will. It will also have an impact on Indian Muslims

and will acquaint them about the perils of

radicalisation.  Besides consolidation of Shias, the

recent events have also laid the foundations of an

independent Kurdish state.  As this region is also

rich in oil and Kurds have been secular in their



India Foundation Journal, July 2014 {27}

outlook, the Indian government needs to start

opening up channels of communications with them.

India also needs to inform the international

community that what has happened in Iraq is also

feasible in Pakistan.  There have been instances

in the past where 200 armed soldiers in Pakistan

had surrendered to 20 militants.  Significant sections

of Pakistan’s armed forces have been radicalised

and this raises serious questions about the safety

and security of Pakistan’s cities as was shown in

Karachi, military installations and nuclear stockpile.

The Chinese, who have genuine concerns about

Islamic terrorism after Kunming, must be made

aware that more nuclear plants in Pakistan will

only produce more enriched Uranium and whether

they are under IAEA safeguards or not, they will

be susceptible to capture by Taliban and Al Qaeda.

It is therefore significant that China realises that it

is in its own interest not to go ahead with Chashma

III or IV, as well as big nuclear plants in Karachi,

as the militants could take away radiological

material to be used as ‘Dirty Bombs’ against

China itself.

As an emerging global power India should take

active part in resolving the crisis in Iraq. A carrier

battle group should have been despatched to the

Persian Gulf, immediately after the fall of Mosul.

This could be used to evacuate Indian citizens and

more significantly for possible use by Indian Special

Forces, should an operation become necessary to

get the Indian hostages out of ISIL clutches.

This will also send a message across the globe

that India is willing to use force to defend its

interests and citizens.

uuu
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India in BRICS: Transcending New Horizons of Growth

OP-EDOP-ED

*The author is a Research Scholar at India Foundation

Introduction

In the past few decades, Brazil, Russia, India,

China and South Africa (BRICS) have emerged

as the leading political powers and economies of

the world. The acronym BRIC was initially coined

in 2001 by economist Jim O’Neill, of Goldman

Sachs, in his report on the growth and development

prospects for the economies of Brazil, Russia, India

and China- which together embodied a considerable

share of the world’s population and production.

The four countries, then, themselves initiated a

regular informal diplomatic meeting of Foreign

Ministers on the sidelines of the UN General

Assembly. Their successful coordination led to the

resolution that the dialogue was to be carried out

by the respective Heads of Government in annual

formal Summits. It was only in 2011 that South

Africa was invited to join the assemblage of BRIC

members which then became BRICS.

The leaders of the BRICS nations have been

holding at least one annual meeting to discuss the

various global issues and challenges faced by them

in terms of economy, politics and international

relations. The very first summit of BRICs members

was held in Yekaterinburg in the year 2009 which

further enhanced the depth and scope of the mutual

respect, cooperation, collective decision making and

coordination between the respective nations. After

the Yekaterinburg Summit, four BRICS Summits

have been held in Brasilia (2010); Sanya (2011);

New Delhi (2012); and Durban (2013). The 6th

Summit is scheduled to be held in Fortaleza, Brazil,

from 15th to 17th July, 2014.

Contribution To the World Economy

Today, the BRICS nations have collectively

become one of the most powerful influences on

global politics and economy, especially in Low

Income Countries (LIC). They are actively

promoting financial stability in trade and investment

and effectively mitigating the global recession in

the current financial crisis. Now, BRICS is not

just the acronym representing countries emerging

at the international level, it has become a leading

and promising political-diplomatic body that has

surpassed the initial concept adapted for the global

financial markets.

The incessant evolution and expansion of the

BRICS group can be estimated through their rising

contribution to the world gross domestic product

(GDP). During the time period of 2001-10, BRICS

countries together accounted for more than 40 per

cent of the world population and approximately

30per cent of the total land mass. In addition to

*Varsha Gupta
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this, the group constituted of nearly 25 per cent of

the world GDP in terms of Purchasing Power

Parity (PPP) and 15 per cent of the world trade.

It is expected that by 2015, Middle Income

Countries (MICs) together with BRICS nations

will be producing more than 50 per cent of global

income. Along with the phenomenal improvements

in the economic sector, BRICS have also witnessed

significant improvement in the social indicators such

as literacy levels, infant mortality rate, etc.

Moreover, considerable amount of

improvements have also taken place in BRICS

nations separately over the last two decades. The

economic size of India has increased nearly five

times, Brazil over four times, China over fourteen

times, and South Africa over three times. In the

meantime, China has emerged as the second

largest economy, Brazil the seventh, Russia the

eighth and India as the tenth largest economy in

the world. In terms of PPP China, India, Russia

and Brazil are the 2nd, 3rd, 6th and the 7th largest

economies respectively; where as South Africa is

in 25th position. Additionally, various other factors

like trends in inflows and outflows of foreign direct

investment, current account balance, economically

active labour forces, forex reserves, and trade

openness, etc. have also added to the global

economic importance of the BRICS.

Issues On BRICS Agenda

Long shared interests and commonalities have

brought the BRICS countries together. Over the

past few years, BRICS nations have began to

address several individual and global issues of

political importance such as situation in West Asia

including Afghanistan, Iran, Iraq and Syria, etc.

Apart from this, one of the primary intent of the

BRICS group is to reform and improvise the

obsolete global financial architecture, which does

not incorporate the growing economic contribution

of the BRICS and other such emerging economies

and political powers. And to achieve this, BRICS

members have pledged to consider a number of

relevant issues that have a global impact like

international terrorism, food and energy security,

climate change, green economy, international

economic and financial situation, international and

intra-BRICS business links, agriculture, health,

sports, science and technology, etc.

BRICS Summits

Several issues on the BRICS agenda reflect

the concerns that have been discussed at their

annual Summits. The 1st Summit held in

Yekaterinburg, Russia adopted the Joint Statement

of BRIC leaders on Global Food Security. The

statement came in the wake up of 2007-08 world

food crisis as a commitment of BRICS to

contribute effectively to the resolution of the crisis.

Similarly, the 2nd BRICS Summit issued a Joint

Statement which sought specific reforms for the

BRICS nations; for example, voting power changes

in the World Bank, quota reforms in the IMF and

support to Russia’s bid for accession to the WTO.

The Joint Statement was also backed by the

acceptance of a Memorandum of Cooperation
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among the Development Banks of the BRICS

countries.

The BRICS Sanya Summit held in 2011 had a

common theme of ‘Broad Vision and Shared

Prosperity’. Primarily, it aimed at establishing

institutional mechanisms for the development of

cooperation among the BRICS Finance Ministers.

In addition to this, BRICS Sanya Summit holds

greater importance as it saw the emergence of

‘Beijing Consensus’ and an ‘Action Plan 2012-16

for Agricultural Cooperation’.

The fourth BRICS Summit, 2012, was held

under the overarching theme of “BRICS

Partnership For Global Security, Stability and

Prosperity”. The declaration issued at the

conclusion of the meeting stressed on the

enhancement of mutual cooperation between the

BRICS nations and issued a roadmap for the future

action plan for the member countries.

The most recent BRICS Summit held in

Durban, 2013 marked the completion of the first

cycle of the BRICS Summits. It was held under

the broad rubric of ‘BRICS and Africa: Partnership

For Development, Integration and

Industrialization”. The leaders’ meeting was

preceded by a number of other significant Pre-

Summit events, including the meeting of BRICS

Academic Forum, BRICS Financial Forum, BRICS

Trade Ministers, BRICS Business Forum and

BRICS Finance Ministers.

The most important outcome of Durban Summit

was the decision to establish BRICS Development

Bank, creation of Contingent Reserve

Arrangement, setting up of BRICS Business

Council and BRICS Think Tanks Council.

BRICS Development Bank (BDB)

The 5th BRICS Summit held in Durban last

year proclaimed the establishment of BRICS

Development Bank. The idea of BDB was

originally mooted by India as an effort towards

reforming the global governance system especially

with regards to the economic and financial fields.

The proposed Development Bank, that is to be

owned, managed and funded by BRICS nations,

will be responsible for recycling surpluses into

investment for financing infrastructure and

sustainable development projects in the BRICS

nations and other such developing countries. The

bank is expected to have a start-up capital of 50

billion dollars and it would begin lending within two

years. As the primary aim of the bank is to provide

the developing countries with sufficient loans at a

lower cost than what they get in international

markets, BRICS members have decided that any

country can join the bank with a share of minimum

$100,000. According to the forecasts of market

analysts, the bank’s capital is expected to double

to $100 billion within five years through contribution

from new members and through capitalization from

funding members.

India stands to benefit significantly from the

establishment of BRICS Development Bank if its

policies and structure encourage active

participation of other developing countries. Though

India is a large developing country, it shares the
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same extremity in terms of hunger, poverty and

such basic needs with many other poor developing

countries. Therefore, it is advisable for India to

advocate a governance structure of the proposed

bank that stands in favor of poor developing

countries. This, in turn, would help India in

strengthening India’s economic diplomacy when

its interests coincide with those of the other poor

developing countries.

Likewise, the BRICS are expected to conclude

a Joint Statement for the establishment of

Contingent Reserves Agreement (CRA). Through

the initial capital investment of $100 billion raised

by the BRICS countries, CRA will enable the

nations to forestall their short-term liquidity

pressures. The funding of CRA is intended to

contribute to the international financial stability and

to deepen and consolidate the BRICS partnership

in the economic-financial area.

BRICS 6th Summit, 2014 – Fortaleza, Brazil

The 6th BRICS Summit that is going to be

held in Fortaleza in July, 2014, will mark the

commencement of a new cycle of the BRICS

annual Summits, with each country member having

hosted a meeting of BRICS leaders. The particular

theme of Fortaleza Summit is “inclusive growth,

sustainable solutions”. The primary objective of

the meeting is to enhance existing cooperation

between the member natxions and to take into

consideration the policies of sustainable

development implemented by them. It will also aim

to analyze the contribution of BRICS’ economic

progress to poverty reduction; to tackle global

social, economic and environmental challenges;

and to create new prospects for the evolvement

and expansion of BRICS.

India And The BRICS

BRICS can prove to be a surprising game

changer in the reforming and reshaping of the global

political and economic governance. The ever

increasing size and rate of the growth of BRICS

nations with respect to the intra-BRICS trade and

economic exchanges can definitely prove beneficial

for each member country to exert their collective

weight for their individual gains. As far as India is

concerned, it can avail a few significant benefits

through its partnership in the BRICS forum. It is

argued that the individual policies and governance

structure of the BRICS nations is not always in

sync with each other due to the differences in their

geopolitical and economic thinking. But, where

there is consensus among them, BRICS can

emerge as a forceful influence over various

multilateral organizations like the U.N. and the

World Trade Organization. The collective voice of

BRICS can significantly support India’s views on

climate change, trade policies, financial reforms, etc.

Additionally, intra-BRICS trade can be of

immense help for the member countries in

shielding them against the western economic

slowdown. Though India and China are struggling

with multi-percentage point GDP dips due to the

unpredicted stagnation of the Organization for

Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD),

but the increased rate of trade and foreign
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investment among the BRICS nations can

enormously support them in the global financial

crisis. India can also benefit from number of

effective initiatives taken up by BRICS Forum in

promoting economic ties with the other developing

nations. Some of these initiatives include the

establishment of BRICS Development Bank,

stronger trade facilitation, BRICS economic

partnership, etc.

Also, it is evident that the BRICS nations have

been witnessing massive development in various

fields over the past few years. However, despite

their emergence as leading economies of the world,

they continue to share a large number of world’s

poor population. Thus, it becomes imperative for

the BRICS members to formulate new

development reforms that integrate sustainable

development along with inclusive growth and

poverty alleviation. BRICS nations can learn from

each other’s past experiences and governance

structures to incorporate the new changes and

successful reforms in their policies. For example,

India can learn from the poverty reduction plan of

China or from Brazil’s clean-fuel generation

program to emerge as a powerful economy.

To conclude, India could expect a number of

big investment proposals from the upcoming 6th

BRICS Summit at Fortaleza, Brazil. India has

recently elected a powerful leader, Shri Narendra

Modi as its new Prime Minister. The Fortaleza

Summit will be the new PM’s first multilateral

meeting at the international level. Since the primary

focus of the new government is to accelerate the

growth and development of the country, our Prime

Minister can grab the golden opportunity for India

to emerge as a positive and influential force in

the global arena through its partnership in the

BRICS Forum.

uuu
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Endangering/Questioning the Civil Society Discourse

*Guru Prakash

ndia has had a long history of reforms via non-

governmental and non-establishment forums

on various occasions as and when the need

arose. From Raja Rammohan Roy in the 18th

century fighting for the rights of women and

abolition of Sati pratha to plethora of other

nationally driven organizations towards the

beginning of the 19th century who worked

relentlessly to break the shackles of colonial rule,

we were never devoid of a requisite balance

essential for socio-political evolution of any society.

Similarly, we always adhered to an unsaid policy

of ‘Extreme Acceptability’ towards men and

groups with conflicting worldviews. Our

accommodative culture has always had a

respectable place for difference of opinion. This

is reflected in the observations of various travellers

and scholars who visited India at various point of

times in the history of the subcontinent.

We got independence from the colonial rule in

1947 and thereby gifted a marvelous document to

ourselves known as the Constitution of India. Men

and women who drafted the constitution were

people of great vision and foresight. A legitimate

amount of success was achieved on the count of

institutionalizing the phenomena of ‘difference of

opinion’ in the form of civil society. The freedom

*The author is a Ph.D scholar in the University of Delhi, New Delhi.

to form associations is a fundamental mandate for

the citizen of India whose violation may invite the

intervention of the court of law. An analysis on the

role of civil society movement in India is a matter

of immense importance and could be included in

the part of curricula for the students of sociology

and political science. Unfortunately, there is a

significant aberration on the functioning of these

organizations in the last two decades. Recently a

lot of disrepute has been unfortunately brought to

the civil society discourse. The sanctity of any

public-spirited organization is ratified through its

imperviousness towards active political

engagements. With realpolitik comes real

pragmatism and expectations into picture, which

can be potentially damaging to the nature and

objective of any organization meant to cater to an

alternative system. Value loaded and politically

motivated organizations usually cannot provide for

an efficient forum to deliberate on any issue of

national significance. The transformation of anti-

corruption movement into a political group has to

a large extent diluted the essence of civil society.

The vanguards of the former movement have

ended up in making a mockery of the constitution

and have incessantly worked only to provide fodder

to media. The possible implication is the stage of

I
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suspended animation in the capital. There is a vast

amount of difference between agitation and

administration. The nation has witnessed a

considerable amount of faux passes in the

governance of the capital when the political party

in question assumed power. From the unwarranted

raiding of homes in the late night to calling of the

unmanageable Junta darbars, the party in question

has sufficiently eroded the faith it once generated

and genuinely commanded over the masses. The

whole idea of an alternative narrative has been

shut down for once and all. In the entire political

history of the nation, never before has such level

of bewilderment existed. The lust for power

exhibits a malaise that is difficult to overcome.

Change of perception and ideologies on a daily

basis was a regular feature in the present case.

The theatrical resignation of the last government

with a view to score in the parliamentary election

spelt disastrous consequences. Hence, a serious

introspection is needed at this juncture. We need

to examine the impact of political

institutionalizations of people’s movement or the

NGO’s in an impartial mode and come out with

strict operational guidelines. The above-stated

experiment has damaged the constitutional ethos

on an unprecedented scale.

The author would like to reinforce the

proposition through a recent report published in

the print media on the perfidious role of these

organizations. The Intelligence Bureau report on

the status and objective of foreign funding of

NGO’s operating in India is indeed a timely

revelation. The majority of these organizations who

were functioning under the camouflage of people’s

participation and poverty eradication stand

exposed. The report rightly points out that the

nature of mandate of these organizations varied

from stalling of fundamental research in the field

of genetically modified crops to the development

of essential physical infrastructure in the name of

preservation of nature and strengthening of

democratic values.  The report highlighted how

these NGOs have diligently worked towards

derailing the diffusion of progressive crop

biotechnology in India, which has seen benefits

with millions of farmers across the globe1. Another

Dutch government funded CORDAID, the IB

report said, is routing funds through NGOs like

Chindu (FCRA No. 010220235) and Swadhikar

(FCRA No. 231661023) to the ‘Manipur Coalition

on Extractives’, which includes Rural Woman for

Upliftment Society (RWUS) and Centre for

Organization Research and Education (CORE)2.

In this case associated outfits had organized an

elaborate training session for north-eastern NGO

activists in Shillong last year, teaching them how

to use GPS tracking to map oil wells, mines, dams,

forests and habitation for an updated GIS platform

on extractives in the region. The database was

used to facilitate targeted local protests and

international activism against extractive industries

like oil drilling in Manipur; this clearly establishes

the negative impact of foreign-funded NGOs’
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activism on India’s GDP growth. There is plethora

of other organizations that specializes in covert

anti-national operation like these.

The Ministry of Home Affairs has recently

come out with a directive to temporarily curb the

menace. The Ministry has categorically made it

clear to the RBI to monitor the international flow

of finances to these dubious institutions and seek

prior approval of the appropriate authorities in

special circumstances.

The paradox of deliberations in an international

uuu

conference for brainstorming on poverty reduction

in seven-star hotels with the pomp and elegance

of NGO activists now stands exemplified in front

of us. The sophisticated statistics and well

articulated arguments ranged from preservation

of ecosystem to poverty alleviation measures. The

time is appropriate for the government to impose

some rightful regulation and make space for some

genuine institutions driven by authentic concerns

for maintaining a justified equilibrium with equal

emphasis on development and justice.
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Asia Bureau of International Department,

Central Committee of Communist Party of

China Bilateral with India Foundation
14th June 2014, New Delhi

A
bilateral roundtable meeting was held

between a delegation of the Asia Bureau

of International Department, Central

Committee of Communist Party of China and

delegates of India Foundation and members of the

strategic community on 14th June, 2014 at Seminar

Hall No 1, India International Centre, New Delhi.

The Chinese delegation included:

Zhang Xuyi, Deputy Director General, Asian

Bureau, Int’l Dept of CPC

Peng Bin, Counselor, Asian Bureau

Wang Zheng, Deputy Chief of India Division,

Asian Bureau

Tan Wei, Third Secretary & Interpreter

Ma Xuesong, Chinese Embassy

The Indian team comprised of the following:

Suresh Prabhu, Director of India Foundation and

former Union Minister

Balbir Punj, Former Member of Parliament and

of  India to UN

Hardeep Singh Puri, Former Permanent

Representative of  India to UN

Srikant Kondapalli, Professor of Chinese Studies,

Jawaharlal Nehru University

Tapir Gao, General Secretary of BJP, Former

Member of Parliament

Manvendra Singh, Member of Rajasthan

Legislative Assembly & Former MP

Ram Madhav, India Foundation

Shaurya Doval, India Foundation

Alok Bansal, India Foundation

Shaurya Doval welcomed the guests on behalf

of India Foundation and expressed that India

Foundation wishes to establish closer relationship

with IDCPC.

Suresh Prabhu introduced the India

Foundation delegation to the guests and said these

are interesting times with strong leadership in both

the countries. Stressing on the 3000 year old cultural

and civilization partnership that both India and China

have shared, he expressed his desire to develop

political, social and economic understanding

between the two nations based on the grounds of

mutual trust and friendship.  He also mentioned

about the recent visit of the Chinese Foreign

Minister to India in his address and its positive

REPORT
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outcome. Recalling their last visit to China he said

that the discussion there was very free and frank.

He finished his address by requesting the Chinese

delegation to pay frequent visits to India to lay a

strong foundation of the India-China relationship

with the help of India Foundation.

Zhang Xuyi introduced the Chinese delegation

and gave an introduction about the roles and

responsibilities of the IDCPC. He mentioned that

IDCPC has ties with almost 165 political parties

around the world and it conducts research so as to

know their attitude towards China, find future

direction, common meeting grounds and the

hotspots. IDCPC also carries out exchanges with

think-tanks as according to them alongside political

parties, think-tanks play an important role in policy

formulation. He said IDCPC is an influential body

within the Foreign Ministry and can play the

statutory role to establish relations with important

think-tanks in China.

After formal introductions the floor was open

for freewheeling discussions.

Balbir Punj opened the discussion by

mentioning that China is an important neighbour

and if we mathematically present the time periods

when there were problems and compare it to times

when there were no issues it would be 1:1000. He

stated that India and China should be able to

resolve the irritants and together emerge as world

leaders. The two countries shared almost 66

percent of world’s GDP in the 18th century and it

is possible to achieve that even now.  Chinese have

gone ahead now and it is a matter of pride for all

of us. India under its new government will reclaim

the old glory with its sincere efforts. Competition

between the two nations should be based on

efficiency and innovation. Right now the trade

imbalance is in favour of China which needs to be

reversed and that can be done only if Indians

become competitive, productive and efficient.

Chinese are trying to tap the Indian market;

although we primarily export raw materials like

Iron ore to China, India has gained expertise in

various other fields which can help to bring the

trade balance on even keel. In order to achieve

this, we need to understand each other and given

3000 years of civilizational relationship, it should

not be difficult.

Mr. Punj also referred to the large number of

Chinese restaurants in India and that the food has

now become Indian-Chinese. He said food is a

great binding force and the Chinese should

encourage more Indian restaurants in China. A

large number of Indians are vegetarians and with

greater number of Indian restaurants in China the

tourism shall also boom. In addition to enhance

tourism the air fares need to be brought down.

Talking about how Buddhism, which is widely

practiced in China and India, the land of Buddha,

can play a vital role in bringing people together he

said that Chinese students should be encouraged

to come to India and vice-versa. Even

entertainment like the movies from India can play

a binding role. And if this is achieved nobody could
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stop this part of the world from becoming centre

point of global economy and politics.

Alok Bansal then spoke that India and China

are two oriental civilizational and their ties go back

to the beginning of recorded history. When the

world talks about ancient India it is through the

accounts of Chinese travellers like Fa-Hien,

Xuanzang and Yijing.  The two countries have

similar culture and oriental ethos that are quite

different from the West. In recent past border

dispute had strained relations, but it needs to be

frozen and managed so that it does not lead to

deterioration in relations or discomfort to the local

population.  He added that the two countries were

facing the menace of terrorism and in qualitative

terms, the attack in Kunming was the worst

terrorist attack in the world.  He stressed on the

need for collaboration between the two countries

to counter the growing menace of Islamic

radicalism and terrorism in this part of the world.

He cautioned the Chinese against enhancing

nuclear processing facilities in Pakistan, as all the

radiological material in Pakistan was vulnerable to

attacks by radical outfits. Many of these outfits

had close fraternal ties with Uighur militants.

Consequently, he requested the Chinese to

reconsider various nuclear power plants being set

up in Pakistan as the processed Uranium from

these plants if captured by the terrorists could be

used to make ‘dirty bombs’. These bombs will

constitute a global security threat and some of these

bombs could be used against Chinese targets.

Manvendra Singh talked of the experience

of living in the border areas and how the people on

the border were suffering because of the dispute.

He wished to know from the Chinese as to how

progress could be made on the border dispute and

what was the Chinese perspective on the subject.

Tapir Gao talked about the Europe, where

borders had blurred between different countries.

He said that as India and China have centuries old

cultural and civilizational links it is essential that

the two countries should show to the world that

they can contribute immensely to the global peace.

India and China can strengthen bilateral relationship

through greater economic and cultural relations.

Together the two countries can develop Asia.

Srikant Kondapalli started by mentioning the

successful trip of Chinese Foreign Minister Wang

Yi.  He stressed on the foreign minister ’s

designation as the special envoy of the President

Xi Jinping, for the trip, a first in the history of

Chinese diplomacy.  He laid stress on the use of

term “natural partners” by the Chinese Foreign

Minister. The phrase “natural partners” does not

only mean that we are partners in geographical

terms sharing each other’s border, but it also refers

to the underdevelopment status of both the nations

in terms of economy. He mentioned that despite

such bonhomie, there have been certain bottlenecks

like Depsang crisis in 2013, which derail the

relations between the two countries. He suggested

that IDCPC should come up with one contact

person to enhance the communicational
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relationship between the two countries so that they

could resolve bilateral issues swiftly. He further

added that there was a need to establish

institutional arrangements for this like a strategic

interlocutor. He also highlighted the issue of growing

trade imbalance between the two countries and

how it was affecting the current account deficit of

India. He suggested that in order to tackle this

imbalance, China should open its markets for Indian

Pharmaceutical and IT companies. He felt that

the current Chinese investment in India was a

meagre $469 million which was certainly not

enough for a country like China with huge reserves.

He also reiterated the need for co-operation

between the two countries to counter growing

terrorism in the region.

Hardeep Singh Puri mentioned the

importance of CPC and the unique position that it

occupies in the political history of China. He

stressed on the need for holding more informal

interactions between the major political parties as

well as the important think-tanks of India and

China. He said that the modernization in China

has been remarkable and India too is trying to do

so, but in a different framework. The mandate of

the 2014 Lok Sabha elections gives the government

an authority to change policies. In this scenario

the game changer for India will be good relationship

with China. Among the various points Mr. Puri

raised, he said the issue of unsettled borders acts

as a psychological barrier and needs to be resolved

in a purposeful manner. He said India has always

stood with China at all global multilateral summits

and forums. But when it comes to the issue of

India’s permanent seat at the Security Council,

Indians feel that China is against it. He said that

not only do India and China have civilization links

but we play vital role in well being of each other.

As regards trade he stressed that the relationship

between the two great economies should be that

of equals and not that of a colony and its colonial

master where colony exports the raw materials

and imports the finished products. He also said

that market access barriers need to be openly

discussed to even out trade imbalance. Mr. Puri

felt that party to party contacts were very important

and these contacts need to be institutionalized with

established periodicity of the meetings, so that

meetings take place regularly and then agenda could

be set. Suresh Prabhu while agreeing to the points

raised earlier, spoke that the India-China border

dispute should be the first priority to resolve. He

also highlighted that there were various other fields

where India and China could work together like

climate change, investment, infrastructure etc.

Zhang Xuyi began by first thanking India

Foundation for hosting the roundtable. He said the

primary purpose of the visit of the delegation was

to meet old friends and to make acquaintance with

new friends. He said that India has elected a strong

leader and it was a great time for India and China.

He added that there was a huge consensus in both

the countries for development and co-operation.

He said that an important purpose of the
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delegation’s visit was to discuss with parties and

think tanks, various challenges that faced the two

nations as well as the common ground. He added

that the party to party exchanges were different

from that of the government to government. These

could be more frank where relevant suggestions

could be made and sharp questions could be raised

and these discussions could impact decision

making. He then responded to some of the issues

raised by the Indian members earlier.

Responding to the issue of borders he said

discussions at all levels between India and China

were taking place regularly. Since 1962, the ties

between the two countries have improved

substantially, especially from 1990’s.  Since 2003

special envoys from both the nations have been

discussing the issue and there have been 16 rounds

of talks till date. The mechanism has been quite

successful and has given fruitful results on the

whole. As regards one point of contact, the

mechanism of special envoy was already in place.

There is also a direct hotline.

He said the solution to the border dispute

should be fair and acceptable to all. It should be

appreciated that it was a sentimental issue and

there could be no haste in resolving it. Any haste

could leave us embarrassed before the future

generations. The border issue therefore needs to

be properly managed without creating noise. There

was a need to prevent it from becoming a stumbling

block in relationship between the two countries.

He said that Chinese look at things with a long

term view and therefore should not be restricted

in our vision. He felt that India and China should

not be in haste as far as border issues were

concerned and bilateral relations between them

had a bright future. Comparing the border issue

with a tumour he said it should not be allowed to

grow into a cancer and added that there was a

need for proper medication. If the tumour was

benign, there was no need for surgery, if we cry

all day there are chances that we might die the

next day. Mentioning the several thousand years

of civilization ties he stated that the two countries

need to take a panoramic view. As regards

incidents like Depsang, he told that the border

between two countries is unmarked and so small

incidents during patrolling do happen sometimes.

With regards to trade deficit, Mr. Xuyi said

that China doesn’t pursue trade surplus. In reality

the trade surplus has been in decline with many

countries. He also said that China does not want

to see a colonial pattern in trade. He claimed that

the conditions in India lacked amenities to attract

foreign investors. Mentioning about the Industrial

parks in China, he said that the model had impressed

the then Chief Minister of Gujarat Mr. Narendra

Modi which he implemented in his state. Raising

issue of bureaucratic inefficiency during the

previous government he said that to establish an

industry, investors needed huge number of

approvals. Also when China sends an expert, he is

granted a Visa for only two months. Adding to this

he said that there has been lack of mutual trust
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between the two countries and western countries

have been given preference in India. Nevertheless

he accepted that there was scope for China to

enhance its imports from India.

During the conversation Mr. Xuyi agreed that

the visits should be more frequent and

simultaneously told that Mr. Wang Jiarui, Minister

of the International Department will be visiting India

in July. He said that there was room in every area

where both the parties could pursue co-operation.

There should be more exchange of youth so that

we got to know each other more.

Concluding Mr. Xuyi expressed that IDCPC

has had political contacts with parties all over the

world but it was most difficult to carry out

interaction with Indian political parties, as they are

always busy with one election or the other.  He

added that while the parties in India were very

positive about interaction but implementation has

been bad. He said that there is a 2+2 mechanism

in place with MEA where provincial leaders from

China and chief ministers from India have to visit

each other’s country. But we could never

accomplish that. While concluding, he stated that

both the countries need to show enthusiasm and

work towards progress.



{42} India Foundation Journal, July 2014

BOOK REVIEWBOOK REVIEW

The Accidental Prime Minister :

The Making and Unmaking of

Manmohan Singh

Author - Sanjaya Baru

Publisher - Penguin Books Limited

Pages - 320 Pages

Price - Rs. 333

he book has been written with an  underlying

assumption that a Prime Minister of

Government of India or at least in this

case Dr Manmohan Singh would cease to function

without a Media Advisor and the role of a Media

Advisor became even more critical given the

circumstances under which Dr Manmohan Singh

was appointed as the Prime Minister of this

country, his style of working, his relationship with

Sonia Gandhi and his non-political background.

Mr. Baru writes that when he asked the PM

what was expected of him. PM told him that “I

want you to be my eyes and ears”. The way this

book has been written it seems not only Mr. Baru

was PM’s eyes and ears but also his mind, as

Dr Singh would listen and act on Mr. Baru’s

suggestions whether it was relating to appointment

of a Minister or performance review of a Minister

at the time of Cabinet reshuffle. At times, how he

would get into arguments with Congressmen

defending Dr Singh’s policies.

According to Mr. Baru a Media Advisor to

the PM is on equal footing with the National

Security Advisor (NSA) to the PM as both are

“Advisors” to the PM. Mr. Baru writes that

J.N. Dixit, who was the National Security Advisor1

to the PMO at the time Mr. Baru was the Media

Advisor, had once issued an office order stating

that all instructions between the Media Advisor

and the Media on issues pertaining to foreign affairs

and national security and all press statements on

those subjects should be authorized by the NSA.

Mr. Baru was livid at this and he drove down to

7 RCR with Dixit’s order in his hand, barged into

BOOK REVIEW
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the PM’s room unannounced, showed PM the order

and asked if the order had PM’s approval. Mr.

Baru remonstrated that he was as much an

‘advisor’ to the PM as J.N. Dixit was.

An alternate hypothesis could be that perhaps

Dr Manmohan Singh needed an audacious media

advisor as Mr. Baru who was chief editor of the

Financial Express and could therefore provide

useful insights to Dr Singh about his council of

ministers given that fact that Dr Singh was running

a coalition government with too many parties as

stakeholders and the reality that Sonia Gandhi was

his political boss and therefore senior ministers in

his cabinet owed their loyalties to Mrs. Gandhi.

Dr Singh could therefore use media through Mr. Baru

to express his “own” views which he seldom did.

Indeed Mr. Baru does write that he saw his

job as one of establishing Dr. Singh’s credibility as

PM, while ensuring that the relationship with Sonia

and the party was on an even keel.

However, the book does provide a good

account of the circumstances under which Dr.

Singh was appointed as the Prime Minister of the

country, his roles in stitching the coalition, his

relationship with Sonia Gandhi, his making and un-

making under UPA-I.

Mr. Baru records that creation of the National

Advisory Council (NAC) in June 2004 was the

first overt sign that Sonia’s ‘renunciation’ of power

was more of a political tactic than a response to a

higher calling or to an ‘inner voice’ as she put it at

the time, as she put it at the time. Admittedly, she

chose not to head the UPA government even after

leading the Congress to electoral success in 2004

General Elections, instead putting forward the

name of Dr Singh. But while power was delegated

authority was not. Her decisions, early on, to try

and appoint a principal secretary to the PM of her

choosing - the retired Tamilian official who had

worked with Rajiv Gandhi but declined Sonia’s

invitation - and to place her trusted aide Pulok

Chatterjee in the PMO, were aimed at ensuring

degree of control over government. Of course, she

had a decisive say in the allocation of portfolios.

The creation of the NAC and Sonia’s choice

of its members was explained away a recognition

of the growing importance and influence of non-

governmental organisations (NGOs), that claimed

to represent civil society, in policy making.

However, in actual practice it created a parallel

policy structure that sought to project Sonia as the

voice of civil society and Dr Singh as the

representative of government. The manner of

creation of the NAC, by executive order, was no

different from Nehru’s creation of Planning

Commission. Many senior Congress leaders had

felt unhappy about Nehru’s decision to create a

non-constitutional policy advisory body outside the

Cabinet system, even though Nehru appointed

himself as chairman of the Commission.

For Dr Singh, managing the coalition allies was

less challenging than managing his own party. He
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was acutely aware that this was the Congress

party’s first attempt at stitching together and

running a multiparty coalition government. Political

analysts have long made the point that the Congress

is itself a coalition, of various factions. It had

become even more so during the Narasimha Rao’s

tenure because the party had reverted to some of

its traditional ways of functioning after Rajiv

Gandhi’s death which had ended a long period of

Nehru-Gandhi family suzerainty over the party.

The splits that had occurred within the party during

Rao’s term as party president and prime minister

had been reversed after Sonia Gandhi became party

president in 1998. On the other hand, new splits

surfaced, notably when senior Congress leaders

Sharad Pawar and Purno Sangma quit the

Congress and formed the NCP.

Dr Singh had played a role in stitching the new

UPA coalition together. It was he who negotiated

the DMK’s entry into the UPA with M. Karunanidhi

in January 2014 and had gone to great lengths to

be deferential to him.

The UPA coalition, many believed, was

handicapped by not having an active coordination

committee and not naming a senior leader as its

spokesperson. The NDA benefitted from the

institution of a coalition spokesman and George

Fernandes did a good job in this role. The United

and National Fronts had Jaipal Reddy as their

spokesperson. In the NDA, it was the personal

equation and chemistry between Vajpayee and

Fernandes that had enabled the latter to function

effectively. The absence of an effective coalition

management mechanism and a coalition

spokesperson made the UPA less cohesive than

the NDA, and this became more manifest in

UPA-II.

To compensate for this organisational

weakness, Dr Singh took care to regularly brief

the UPA leaders about every important decision

his government would take, and they liked him for

that. He would do nothing politically significant

without informing, not just Sonia but also

Karunanidhi, Pawar and Lalu. On many occasions,

after a major decision was taken at the weekly

meeting of the Congress party’s ‘core group’, Dr

Singh would personally inform the three coalition

leaders before media was informed.

In that sense, Dr Singh was truly ‘consensual’

PM. His success in UPA-I derived largely from

the fact that he invested enormous time and energy

into building the required consensus around every

political decision. The criticism sometimes levelled

against him that he had taken a particular decision

without consulting anyone was never really true.

His fault, if anything, was that he spent far too

much time building consensus, rather than doing

what he thought was right and then demanding

that the coalition support him.

In the end, Dr Singh was always conscious of

the fact that while he may have been ‘chosen’ by

Sonia to become PM, he had, in fact, become PM
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as a consequence of an implicit consensus within

the UPA coalition as a whole that he was the best

man for the job. In other words, he entered office

as Sonia’s nominee, but he settled down and

retained office as the consensual and implicit choice

of all the UPA allies, especially Karunanidhi, Pawar

and Lalu and indeed even the ‘Bengal faction’ of

the CPI(M).

Dr Singh’s general attitude towards corruption

in public life, which he adopted through his career

in government, seemed to be that he would himself

maintain the highest standards of probity in public

life, but would not impose this on others. In other

words, he was himself incorruptible, and also

ensured that no one in his immediate family ever

did anything wrong, but he did not seem answerable

for the misdemeanours of his colleagues and

subordinates. In this instance, he felt even less

because he was not the political authority that had

appointed them to these ministerial positions. In

practice, this meant that he turned a blind eye to

the misdeeds of his ministers. He expected

Congress party leadership to deal with the black

sheep in his government, just has he expected the

allies to deal with their black sheep. While his

conscience was always clear with respect to his

own conduct, he believed everyone had to deal

with their own conscience.

When a colleague got caught, as the DMK

minister Raja finally was, he let the law take its

course Raja was arrested, placed in judicial custody

at Delhi’s Tihar Jail for fifteen months and is

currently being prosecuted for his role in the 2G

scam. Dr Singh’s approach was a combination of

active morality for himself and passive morality

with respect to others. In UPA-I public opinion

did not turn against the PM for this moral

ambivalence on his part, because the issue had

not been prised out into the open. The media focus

in the term was very much in his policy initiatives.

But in UPA-II when corruption scandals

tumbled out, his public image and standing took a

huge hit from which he was unable to recover

because there was no parallel policy narrative in

play that could have salvaged his reputation.

The politically fatal combination or

responsibility without power and governance

without authority meant that Dr Singh was unable,

even when he was aware, of checking corruption

in his ministry without disturbing the political

arrangement over which he nominally presided.

Political power resided with the heads of parties

of the coalition and, as PM, he could not dismiss

ministers at will. He could, perhaps, have done

more to discipline his ministers. One way in which

this could have been done would have been to

appoint upright and effective officers as secretaries

under corrupt ministers. Here, too the PM often

failed to assert his authority, appointing as secretary

a person that the minister concerned preferred.

Ostensibly, the most important governance

reform was supposed to be the Right to Information
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(RTI) Act that aimed to impose greater

accountability on the government. It was an NAC

initiative. Several senior and retired civil servants

cautioned Dr Singh against the RTI, worrying that

rather than expose corruption and sloth in

government, it would sap initiative and encourage

officers to pass the buck. The jury is still out on

whether or not RTI was a wise move and what its

impact on governance has been. Has it made the

government more transparent and accountable or

has it made civil servants risk averse and unwilling

to take difficult decisions? In UPA-I, when there

was considerable euphoria over the RTI Act, few

would have imagined that analysts would hold the

RTI Act responsible for at least some of the so-

called ‘policy paralysis’ that UPA-II came to be

charged with.

At the heart of the governance reform failure

lay the weakening of the PMO. Dr Singh’s

deliberately low–profile style was compounded by

the relative inexperience of Principal Secretary

Nair, who lacked the confidence of the some of

his distinguished predecessors, and had not been

able to build up the kind of networks they had

developed.

Whatever the ups and downs of the daily drill

of being PM, Dr Singh enjoyed intellectual

engagements. Every now and then he would ask,

‘Who are the wise men I can consult?’ on some

issue or the other that he was grappling with. Apart

from the distinguished visitors who sought

appointments with the PM and the ‘specialists’

who were invited to meet him, he also had his own

set of friends from the world of academia and

policymaking who would meet him very now and

then. This was a long list, including Amartya Sen,

Jagdish Bhagwati, Padma Desai, I.G. Patel,

Meghnad Desai, H.M. Sethna, M.S.

Swaminathan, K. Subrahmanyan and V.S.

Arunachalam.

Dr Singh also inducted several experts into

various government bodies like the Prime

Minister’s Economic Advisory Council, the Science

Advisory Council to the PM and advisory groups

on a range of issues dealing with domestic and

foreign policy.

The two key initiatives of the PM for which

he sought expert opinion in a systematic fashion

were his dialogue with the Pakistan’s President

Parvesh Musharraf on Jammu and Kashmir which

was widely referred to as Manmohan-Musharraf

formula and the initiative he took with the US on

civil nuclear energy. Slowly but steadily, Dr Singh

began to assert himself in the field of foreign affairs

and policy. He mostly conceded limits to his

authority in shaping domestic policy, given that his

council of ministers had loyalties to other centres

of political power. But he zealously guarded the

foreign policy turf and ensured his writ would run

at least in this sphere. His interest in regional

economic integration with South and Southeast Asia

found expression in the movement forward on the
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on the South Asian Free Trade Agreement

(SAFTA) and the ASEAN-India FTA, while focus

on energy security opened the door to the

discussion on the nuclear deal.

India’s capable handling of the global crisis

was positively commented upon around the world

and Dr Singh’s interventions at the meeting of the

newly constituted Group of 20 (G-20) heads of

government in Washington DC in November 2008

were much appreciated. These developments

raised India’s global profile and also the PM’s. The

UPA, therefore, ended its term with a satisfactory

record of performance on the economic front. If

there was one area of concern, it was fiscal. The

government’s man welfare schemes and the farm

loan waiver imposed a huge financial burden on

the government that would increase with time. For

someone whose favourite aphorism was ‘money

does not grow on trees’ Dr Singh presided over a

government that had begun to spend money as if it

was growing on trees. This became the Achilees’

heel of economic management in UPA-I that came

to haunt the government in UPA-II. For all his talk

about fiscal rectitude, and despite his record as

finance minister in 1991-93 when he did manage

to sharply bring the deficit down, as PM, he

presided over a regime of fiscal responsibility; give

the pressure on the government to spend on a

variety of programmes.

The fiscal irresponsibility of UPA-I was to

eventually hit investor sentiment. It also contributed

to inflation during the UPA’s second term. Clearly,

in UPA-I, while Dr Singh had delivered on his

promise of boosting growth and making it more

inclusive, he failed to deliver on ensuring the fiscal

sustainability of growth. It is this fiscal overreach

that came to haunt UPA-II as growth slowed

down. It was a slowdown that nobody anticipated.

Historians will undoubtedly note that in

UPA-I the economy logged the highest rates of

growth for any plan period since Independence,

generating revenues that the government could

deploy in rural development, infrastructure,

education and defence. India’s global profile was

better than ever before and India had finally been

recognised as a nuclear weapon power. To top it

all, the incumbent prime minister won an impressive

election victory and secured a second term in

office. But, historians will also record that UPA-II

was a tale of missed opportunities, of weak and

unfocussed leadership, and a confused foreign

policy. So, millions of PM’s middle class supporters

felt tragically cheated that the PM allowed himself

to become an object of such ridicule in his second

term in office, in the process devalued the office

of the prime minister.

It is a testimony to the eternal nature of the

great Hindu epic the Mahabharata that so many

of India’s movies and television soaps continue to

portray their characters as modern-day versions

of the various protagonists of that power play. The

characterisation of today’s personalities in terms
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of the Mahabharata’s has, quite naturally, extended

to the world of politics. As UPA-II began to

unravel, another Mahabharata’s comparison came

to suggest itself to some of Dr Singh’s critics. They

likened him to the blind king Dhritharashtra,

unhappily presiding over a strife-torn kingdom.

The writer does not accept this view of a man

who had earned himself the slogan ‘Singh is King’.

Rather than call him blind, he would say that

Dr Singh chose to close his eyes to ensure the

longevity of his coalition. He shied away from

keeping himself briefed every day about the faults

and foibles of his ministerial colleagues, something

uuu
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that monarchs have done from times immemorial.

He averted his eyes from corruption. To the

writer’s mind he was rather like a Bheeshma. The

name Bheeshma, given to Devavrata, means ‘the

one who takes terrible vow and fulfils it’. A good,

wise and brave man but on the wrong side,

defending a disreputable lot. Bheeshma was a

tragic hero rather than an object of pity. Bheeshma

was also the king who had to lie on a bed of arrows

– condemned to an unsure mandate, an

uncomfortable existence and an inelegant exit!
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