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S. N. Shukla

                           Politics has now become a game of fooling the poor, illiterate and even gullible literate voters and the present dispensation at the Centre has perfected this art during the last ten years as would be evident from some of the glaring instances detailed below.
Taint free Parliament by 2015!

      In his address to the Constituent Assembly on November 26, 1949 Dr. Rajendra Prasad had said, “Whatever the Constitution may or may not provide, the welfare of the country will depend upon the way in which the country is administered. That will depend upon the men who administer it. If the people who are elected are capable and men of character and integrity, they would be able to make the best even of a defective Constitution. If they are lacking in these, the Constitution cannot help the country. After all, a Constitution, like a machine, is a lifeless thing. It acquires life because of the men who control it and operate it, and India needs today nothing more than a set of honest men who will have the interest of the country before them.”

       The degeneration in the polity of the Country during the last 74 years has shown how true and prophetic the above quoted observations were. The present day situation of persons with criminal background adorning the Parliament and State Legislatures was evidently not envisaged by the founding fathers of the Constitution. 
        It is not that our leaders have not been aware of this. As the Leader of Opposition, AB Vajpayee in an article “Need for Systemic changes in Governance Structures” wrote in 1996: “The electoral system has been almost totally subverted by money power, muscle power and vote bank considerations of castes and communities. The net result is that elections are not reflecting the true will and aspirations of the people”. However, the successive governments, including his own, did practically nothing about it despite well considered recommendations of various bodies including the Election Commission and the unanimous 1997 Resolution of the Parliament itself to free the political life and process of the adverse impact of criminalization. The reason is not difficult to seek. Why should they change the system, which brought them in power ? Since all political parties are using criminals in varying degree for winning elections, their reluctance to check criminalisation of politics is quite understandable.

     So the public declaration in 2014 by the present Prime Minister of taint-free Parliament by 2015 had raised hope that some effective steps will be taken to restore and maintain purity of our highest legislative body. But, while a totally unnecessary new Parliament building got high priority, nothing has been done in this regard by his government in the last 10 years and his pious declaration has turned out to be only another ‘jumla’. Consequently, despite categorical landmark direction in the order dated 10.3.2014 in WP (C) No. 536/2011 by Public Interest Foundation requiring disposal of criminal cases against legislators within 1 year from the framing of charges by the Court, as per ADR report, between 2014 and 2019 there was 26% increase in the number of tainted members and 43% MPs in the current Lok Sabha face criminal cases and percentage of members with serious cases has doubled from 14% to 29% in the last 10 years. As observed by the Apex Court in Contempt Petition (C) No. 656/2020 : “This Court, time and again, has appealed to the law-makers of the Country............All these appeals have fallen on the deaf ears. The political parties refuse to wake up from deep slumber.”(emphasis supplied)                                                                             

        Not only this, the present Central Government has been vehemently opposing the following PILs filed by Lok Prahari for ensuring the purity of our Parliament and state legislatures-

(i) WP (C) No. 679 of 2021 in the Supreme Court challenging the constitutional validity of  Sections (a)  8 of the Representation  of the People Act,1951 which permits convicted legislators to become law makers and Minister again  6 years after their release from jail, (b) 9 of  the Act which  allows a person dismissed from an office under the Central/state government for corruption or disloyalty to state to become a legislator and even a Minister, and (c) 11 of the Act which permits the Election Commission to remove or reduce period of disqualification of even a murderer or rapist to become a legislator and even a Minister.

(ii) WPIL No. 29990 of 2021 in Lucknow Bench of  Allahabad HC for

implementation of the mutually agreed arrangement between the Election Commission and CBDT for enforcement of voters’ right to information under Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution by effectuating  meaningful implementation of the directions in the  judgment dated 16.2.2018 in Lok Prahri’s  PIL WP (C) No. 784/2015,reported in AIR 2018 SC 1041/ (2018) 4 SCC 699, for putting in public domain the verification reports of the affidavits of the legislators to ensure free and fair elections, which has been held to be a basic feature of our Constitution, by exposing the undesirable role of illegitimate money power and to prevent growing misuse of their position by legislators for amassing wealth and save ‘We the People’ from the clutches of such corrupt legislators. The obvious reason for opposing this PIL is to save the legislators belonging to the ruling dispensation at the Centre by sweeping their adverse verification reports under the carpet while selectively targeting only the leaders of opposition parties on the basis of these reports as confirmed by various press reports in this regard. So much for the crusade of the present government against corrupt leaders. 

(iii) WPIL No. 264 of 2023 in Lucknow Bench of Allahabad HC for  proper and effective implementation of the provision in Section 36(2) (a) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 by directing the Election Commission to instruct the Returning Officers in elections to Parliament/state Assemblies to reject nomination papers of persons charge sheeted more than a year ago by a court of law for an offence punishable with imprisonment for five years or more on the ground of NOT being qualified to contest due to not fulfilling de jure the mandatory requirement of Article 84(a)/ 173(a) for the reasons stated in the WP.

The Poor are the topmost Caste
        As quoted in the ‘Thought for the Day’ in the Times of India dated  28.6.2018  Gandhiji had said “Poverty is the worst form of violence. The Preamble of the Constitution of India begins with the resolve to constitute India into a socialist republic and to secure to all its citizens Justice, social, economic and political. Evidently, no social and political justice is possible without ensuring economic justice. The economic justice envisaged in the Preamble of the Constitution can be achieved only thorough the economic empowerment of the poor of all communities and castes since poverty transcends religion and caste. As the then President of India, Dr. Pranab Mukerjee put it succinctly: “Poverty has no religion, hunger has no creed”. However, even after 76 years of independence a sizeable population of the country is living in pecuniary and sub human conditions without proper satisfaction of even the basic needs of food, clothing, and shelter. The claim of the Central Government about drastic reduction in poor population is contradicted by their own statement that 80 crores persons are being provided free ration. Apparently, concerted  time bound measures at the level of the Central and state governments are required if India has to translate into reality the theme of the Global Citizen Festival- Removal of poverty by 2030 held in 2015.
       While addressing the BJP Parliamentary party after being elected as its leader in 2014, the present Prime Minister pledged to serve the poor, the youth and women. He was reported to have said “Sarkar woh ho jo gareebon ke liye soche, jo gareebon ki sune, jo gareebon ke liye jiye, nayi sarkar gareebon ke liye samarpit hai.” Still, eight years later, in the webinar organized in 2022 by RSS-affiliate Swadeshi Jagaran Manch, RSS general secretary Dttatreya Hosabale himself flagged the issues of poverty, unemployment and rising inequality in the country. 

       In view of the constitutional mandate and the law laid down by the Apex Court in this regard, provision of State assistance only to SCs/STs/OBCs/Minorities leaving out poor population of general category fulfilling the same eligibility criteria is, therefore, clearly against the avowed object of economic democracy envisaged by the framers of the Constitution. Hence, this writer along with the former Principal Coordinator of UP Planning Commission filed in November 2018 a PIL writ petition in the High Court at Lucknow for directing the Central and State governments that the benefit of all existing and future beneficiary oriented schemes meant exclusively for SCs/STs/OBCs be extended to below the poverty line (BPL) persons of all other communities/castes also who fulfil the eligibility criteria applicable to persons of SCs/STs/OBCs/Minorities, 

      There can hardly be any objection to the relief sought in the writ petition. Still, counter affidavits on behalf of the state government, and NITI Aayog were filed only after 4 years along with applications seeking dismissal of the written petition and the counter affidavit of the Union of India with prayer for dismissal of the writ petition was filed only on 30.11.2023 after repeated opportunities. This shows the callousness of the Central/state governments  to the cause of the poor and also their disrespect for the Court. 

       The counter affidavits filed by state government , NITI Aayog and the Union of India do not address the real issue as to why the benefit of existing beneficiary oriented schemes meant exclusively for SCs/STs/OBCs and minorities should not be, and cannot be, extended to the below poverty line families/persons of all other castes and communities of general category also in view of the aforesaid constitutional mandate. The counter affidavits also do not indicate as to how the interest of justice will be served by dismissal of this writ petition for enforcement of fundamental rights of such persons under Articles 14 and 21 of the Constitution As held in the case reported in (1986)3 SCC 20 (Para1) the Directive Principles are “fundamental in the governance of the country and are to be applied by states in making laws”. Evidently, in view of the Preamble, Articles 14 and 21 and Part IV of the Constitution, these observations apply with greater force to administrative actions/schemes. As held in (2008) 6 SCC 1 (Para 605): “Caste matters will continue to matter as long as we divide society along caste lines. Caste based discrimination remains. Violence between castes occurs. Caste politics rages on. Where casteism is present, the goal of achieving a casteless society must never be forgotten. Any legislation to the contrary should be discarded.”  

     Notably, the 103rd amendment to the Constitution cited in the counter affidavit of NITI Aayog itself supports the case of the petitioners. If the benefit of 10 percent reservation in admission in educational institutions, including private educational institution and in matters of public employment can be extended to the EWS persons of general category, there can be no justification to oppose the Prayer in this writ petition for following the same principle which already stands upheld by the Apex Court. Hence, the stand of the answering respondents is clearly thoughtless and untenable and anti-poor.

     The opposition to this writ petition is prima facie untenable since it is against the discrimination among economically backward sections of society entirely on the basis of caste and creed which is against the observations of the Apex Court in the following cases-
(1)  Ashoka Kumar Thakur vs Union Of India (2008) 6 SCC 1 

(i) “On careful analysis of the Constituent Assembly and the Parliamentary Debates, one thing is crystal clear: ‘our leaders have always and unanimously proclaimed with one voice that our constitutional goal is to establish a casteless and classless society”.( Para 363)

(ii) “Once economic criteria remove the relatively wealthy families (from all castes and communities), a ‘class’ will remain. This ‘class’ is known as ‘the poor’. The class would share the same characteristic, irrespective of caste. They would all lack money”. (para 591)
(iii) “The poor have no caste. A person belonging to a higher caste should not be made to suffer for what his forefathers had done several generations back. Should this class of people be kept out of the mainstream of governmental priorities and policies because they belong to a particular caste”. ( Para 317)

 (2) Kerala Hotel & Restaurant Assn. v. State of Kerala

      (1990) 2 SCC 502, ( para 5 ) 

  “The emphasis on economic equality in our socialist                                                                                                        society has to pervade all interpretations made in the                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    context of any challenge based on hostile discrimination.”
      Evidently, the opposition even to this non-adversarial PIL speaks volumes about the fake concern of the Prime Minister and his Central and state governments for the poor. It exposes the hollowness of the following repeated statements of the Prime Minister-

(i) “Self respect of poor is my guarantee” and that “Poor have first right on resources” ( The Times of India dated 8.7.2023 ),

(ii)  “4 biggest castes for me are poor, youth, women and farmers”  ( The Indian Express dated 1.12.2023 ),and

(iii) “Fight polls on pro –poor plank, Modi tells party” (Hindustan Times dated 18.2.2024)

 and is a glaring example of the chasm between his words and deeds and of befooling the poor  by such ‘ jumlas’ for political benefit.

Nari Shakti

      While addressing the 110th edition of his monthly radio broadcast, 'Mann ki Baat' on 25.2.2024, the Prime Minister said that “After a few days on March 8, we will celebrate Women's Day. This special day is an opportunity to salute the contributions of women's power in the developmental journey of the country. The great poet Bharathiyar Ji has said that the world will prosper only when women get equal opportunities. Nari Shakti (women power) is touching new heights of progress in every field," 

      Again the above rhetoric turns out to be nothing but ‘jumlas’ when considered in the light of the stand of his party’s UP government   in the PIL writ petition No. 12700 of 2019 filed by advocate Siddhartha Shukla in the Lucknow Bench of Allahabad High Court for gender equality in the matter of succession of agricultural land in the state of UP. The writ petition challenges the constitutional validity of Sections 108(2), 109 and 110 of the U.P. Revenue Code 2006 on the grounds that they violate the fundamental rights of women guaranteed under Articles 14, 15, 19(1)(g) and 21 of the Constitution, besides being contrary to, and against the spirit of, the Preamble of the Constitution, Directive Principles, India’s commitments under international law and foundational legal principles of justice, equity and good conscience. It is the petitioner’s case that these obsolete and archaic provisions accord negative differential treatment to women as they categorise married women as a lower class of heirs compared to male and third gender heirs, and also divest unmarried women of their rights upon marriage or remarriage whereas no such restrictions are placed on any male or third gender heirs. In summary, the law prevents agricultural land from substantially going into, or staying in, the hands of women.

    The State filed its counter affidavit in January 2021 and later sought to file a “better” supplementary counter affidavit which was done in July 2021.  Notice to the ld. Advocate General of U.P. was issued in February 2021 but having no answer on merits, obviously to avoid its disposal he has never appeared in the matter till date despite more than 30 orders. Consequently, this PIL relating to enforcement of fundamental rights of women in the largest state of the country has remained pending so far. So much about the concern of our PM and his party’s government in UP for empowerment of women.
Ram Agaye hain, Ram Rajya Ayega

  The responses of the central and state governments ruled by the so called ‘Ram bhakts’  in the aforesaid matters directly relating to the security and welfare of ‘We the People’ are sufficient to expose the hollowness of the above promise. Even otherwise, all Hindus know that  Shri Ram’s Avatar took place lakhs of years ago in Treta Yug and it is not now that Shri Ram has come on this earth with the Pranpritishtha of Ram Lalla’s idol in the newly constructed temple at  Ayodhya. Nor it is that Shri Ram vanished and became nonexistent after construction of Babri Masjid. Even after that, for centuries He has been living in the homes and hearts of all Hindus of all castes belonging to various political parties when the BJP was non- existent and will continue to do so even in any other government. For generations the festival of Ram Navmi (birthday of Bhagwan Ram) has been celebrated in practically all Hindu households. So, the above slogan is nothing but an attempt to encash the euphoria generated by temple construction and installation of idol for winning the Lok Sabha election. 

     As regards the promise of Ram Rajya, suffice it to say that the readers of Ramayan will notice that  often conduct of  so called Ram-Bhakt leaders is contrary to what Shri Ram said in Ramayan and the situation in BJP ruled states is nowhere near the description of Ram Rajya in it. Political vendetta by selective action by central investigating agencies against opposition leaders at the time of Lok Sabha elections while leaving out  their own and the turncoats as detailed in the news report in the Indian Express dated 3.4.2024 is clearly against the advice of Shri Ram to Bharat while going to Banwas that do not give up ‘ NITI’ after being sworn in. At other places in Ramayan He also said that there is no meanness greater than persecuting others, he who is not inimical is always happy, and a miser king is like a thorn. As per description of Ram Rajya in Ramcharitmanas, no one was inimical to another, there was no inequality  neither fear or sorrow among the people. This cannot be said about the present situation in the country even after ten years rule of ‘Ram bhakts’.  So much about the promise of Ram Rajya upon being given a third term.

               The success of the opposition in the current Lok Sabha elections will depend upon the extent to which it is able to caution the voters about the false propaganda on issues which have nothing to do with their real problems with a view to digress their attention from these and the basic issues concerning the working and future of democracy in the country which require attention by the Parliament.
The writer is  I.A.S. (retd.), Advocate
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