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ABSTRACT

English: This paper provides a historical assessment of the role of leftist ideology in
Indian politics. Its objective is to critically analyze the impact of leftist parties and
movements on the Indian social, economic, and political landscape, from pre-
independence to the present.

Key Findings and Contributions: The research found that leftist ideology has significantly
influenced key policy areas such as land reforms (particularly in Kerala and West Bengal),
the protection of labor rights, and the establishment of the Public Distribution System. At
the non-parliamentary level, it has played a key role in organizing peasant and labor
movements and bringing social justice issues into the national discourse.

Limitations and Evaluation: The historical assessment also shows that leftist parties have
faced electoral challenges and diminished relevance due to ideological shifts at the global
and national level (such as economic liberalization). This research concludes that
although the left's electoral presence has diminished, its ideological contribution has left
an indelible mark on India's democratic and socio-economic structure, indirectly forcing
mainstream politics to focus on the issues of the poor and marginalized.

Hindi: I8 MY UF R Toiifa & amueft fGareRT &t ffer & gk @ efaei&es
i T &1 SR Ied WaAdl-Jd & X IIHM deh, VR AHToieh, 3fefeh 3R
roiifaes TRged tR arueft gl 3iR Sfiale i o UHTe ehl STeira-Teeh [A2AS0T T g1

g fAehd iR alirer : ity & gran a7 foh arrdeft foaramT 3 fft gurt (fatves e ok
gfgH et #), siffien iR o TReT0T 3R Arerst+en fadaRoT TuTTeft &ht R S8 uE Hifard
&3 ot Agayul ®U § gwifad fohar 81 -G TR R, g8i7 fhaH 3R ffeh st st
TS e JAT FTHTISIeh <1 o &l ot BT fomel & o Agaygof yfier s 81

g ofiR geaicn : BfagTRies gedich g off axifar & fos Affe ofik At Tor R daTRes seaat
(Si& anffen IGRIRROT) o HRUT I Sl eht FATA gATfaal SR UTRTehdT o g1 T ITHAT
AT UST 81 g MY Fsent FAehrerdn @ o aarft amder <t gAmdt Iufedfa & g3 8, Aifeh saeht
FaTRer TG 9RA & FAlehditch SR ATHTRSI-3MYd &id TR Yah ifie 819 st g, o
HEIYRT hl AT et TRIeT 7R dfedl o el R &1 chigd et oh folg Riet ®U § ared fonan|
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Contribution of the Role of Leftist Ideology in Indian Politics: A Historical Assessment

1. UEIT9AT

IR IS a1 sreae amageft fAaRemRT 3R 3T a1 & aRTeH ot gust fomr
SR &1 gy, Ut Ufagr¥ies STt # AreRiarg (Marxism), I9@TE (Communism),
3R FAETE (Socialism) & fGial @t TAIfEd Seat 8, ST g &9 ¥ aif ¥y, gefiarg
% oty ofik dgrT avf &t g W Ffed § Dimitrov, G. (1935)1 ¥Rd #, I8 ARy
20T 2rarest &t e | fofesr sftufafe amam sik sref-amidt (semi-feudal) SR
T & faRiY & Uah Qrfaasimeft s & =0 § 39|

g MY UF WRAG et F arydeft foraRemT &t Iffwr o1 aieH: g efaei&s
Tedich UXId el & | 59 ST chi UTRIfTehdT 39 a1 # (Afgd & o amdeft gaff 3 9 dhaer
TGO dtendd & ofiar afoha &9 @ wmT foran, afer o ik foham srigiert & areny @
aRd & grTfoiss-enfe ffaal & goid @t off R fam Iarewer & fog, v guR,
offfien SIfIdR, Sk Trdwifes & & R SI9 Hqg, amuft geaeiu & wRoT &t A famsf
I he; 1|

2. gifga Y gHiar

YR aryde IR fagargef aifecr e g, o diF g arreii # fasfoig forar s
Gohdl &:
1) Iaf ok dgifasw fasr (Origin and Theoretical Development):
29 URT & dgd ALY HRAT hgfA=e urél (CPI) & 71 3R ifdaa ¥u &
Ty I AR Tl W higd g1 TH. SR, HRIHT Masani (1954) S
YIATA c@ehl 4 RS & AER 3faled & ufd 3@ W 3MTeAr-THS
gfRentur ugd forar 8, Stafch Sfe Q&hald Echeles (1974) = amAdeft gt &
GITSATH faTST (CPI 3R CPI-M) 3R 3h! Tgifddh 989 TR UehIsT STl
gl
2) 99dlg it gATd Ul T (Parliamentary and Electoral
Performance): 398 amdef &l & AT Tl e, IfgH e, SR Bgr
H ! Erdentiereh M UUTIfordt ahr faseiwor e €1 thad= SR siied
Franquine and Olson (1980) = &<l & "GHTSIeh dilchdiich " HIgd UR M
fora, STal arueft TRenRY A fen ok T # Agayut wifd i agl, afgs
ST | "SR 1" S A YUR ShRishAl WR SSIUTedrT Bandopadhyay
(1988) o1 i AU o fATTa UHTa ol g20idT 8|
3) srgta 3R AifoRra usT@ (Movements and Policy Impact): I8 @S
aufl-uRka amifSie stictal, oY foh Siiger R foham 91 (AIKS)
3R ¢ g, gRT AfA-faAfor W 2Tet 1Y gaTa T Jedieh el g |  RIwIT
Dasgupta (1989) 9 "‘{&f ﬁ*‘:ﬂﬁ Ca| ?fl'l"laﬂﬁ # SHHT TR Y AEEr St
Hgaqut Yffe W SR fea
HISIET UTfecd AUy o 35T 3R Ich! &1 TtheldTil i af 21far &, «ifeh 1990 &
a1g & 3Mfder IGRIARUT (Economic Liberalization) 3R ATE fiRae & dedf # gadh
RTeT 3R TS ST Geh Tehlepd, BfagTRien ofiR srreitarices Jeaich s+t off srmasas
&1 T8 MY ST SHARTA ht A T T BT
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3. Y U 3R I

g My EfeRad g ety U8t a1 IR & ol T T 8

YR et # arqdeft fraRyRT o1 aive w1 8, 3R T & 919 g9eh! AT
o1 faeTe 1947 @ addH ek fohd TR gam 8?2
39 T UH i g oA o forg, Ffafea sexa FufRa g g &:
1) efaeTRe fAsT™ &1 udT v THT: Wdaar-qd i siaia & aae 21
G Y TEE e AT Toh aradeft get 3 faere a1 RfeTiRies geaiche de
2) Afora uvra &1 sAwor gt A gRT gwarfad SR @R Ry g
grATfeies-anfefer Hfaal (S8 9ff gurR, sm oA ok gmifoie gram) &
e 3R it gora oAt faseiwoT AT
3) ghreMET SR AT &1 Hegier: YR T9 dlchd™ l ASTad &3,
fager & ffer Avm ok o siicle ! ot 9Ra st § ¢ alrer
Pl ITATITHD Hedih AT, AT &1 3ch! gATat fiRrae ok d=mRes
foRYemaTT St FATST R Uh1sT ST

4. STyt (METHODOLOGY)
gg My 737 ¥4 9 Ufagii&eh (Historical) 3R fasawumiares (Analytical) gfeeior &R
SMYTRA &1
o Cfaeifre ugfa: amdedt gl & e, faweH, ok v Teifdes ge-Tsit
& Ufd I9ch T T SIelTgshifeh (chronological) $1ead+ 3=t & fog vt
&Y ST
o fAsdworTenes ugfa: fafa= ifamra &=t (S iy, oM, ok fyem) o= amdy
o UYTa i T8 U fAhfAd e & forg Srg-ms Siaedt
s a:

o urufie Gla: amdedt gt & aivorys, urél St & URdTd, 3R W@ Adrsit
o aTvoT <ht fareetwor fehar STaET

o fEdlas @ia: vfafSa teifie uferst & g ey o, fagargef geads,
3R TRARY S it RUIE (S 4y gur wr wfafa i Ruid) anfae gift

59 UG o d1eg IR ToiHIfd & qrgef fareRT & IWTeH & Ua ddford, a1ed-
SMYTRA 3R 3fehTaffen U ¥ HaR Hedich UFJd 1 8l

5. OfagTire geyf# sitz fdwma (HISTORICAL

CONTEXT AND DEVELOPMENT)
1) @dad1-yd siel; da1ikes Hiq 3R 3t (Pre-Independence Era: Ideological

Foundation and Movements)
YRATT aryueft foaRYRT &t ST 204} 1! & STRIWh g_rehl & S ST Yehd! 8, STt
&Y &l FieRifaa wifd (Bolshevik Revolution) (1917) & Rd oft Sarkar (1983)139
HIA H TR hRIFE] & J&7 €U 9 Huf-afres o R 321 & sref-amdt amfore-
3t aid & faveg dud fora

ShodhSamajik: Journal of Social Studies

115


https://shodhsamajik.com/shodhsamajik/index

Contribution of the Role of Leftist Ideology in Indian Politics: A Historical Assessment

SR Ut ST fear (CPI) &1 13+ (1925)

WRA # A1fSa aruef} Tsrifa Y g&erd 1925 # YR # swrgfae Uil site gfsa
(CPI) & 3u=TRes TaT & AT g3 | LIS HRYFAK A AT 3figle dhl IHTER HHTe
grelt YR AT Ridg <t ifadi I sragafa STarg| It AT o7 foh Rd & gfa
hael TTITSIalG § gl -Tgl, dfech gotiarar Myor d ot g+t F1fgyq Lieten (1992)1 & &l
faRtems et ZgTI

o7 32 foram satert 7 sryoft sffirasr

CPI 7 S0 &l IS A arelt Seft & Fomg aif-amenia amed! (Class-Based
Mobilization) TR SR f&ar|

o Hffd WE: 1920 3R 1930 & 32reh #, FRIFAE A ¢ gfAgAT iR sieifien
gfidl & dT T s TR S YRdE ¢E gad eiie (AITUC) S
Gt § IR afcharar 3 siffienl & oy =gaw a1, TRIAT wrepTStt ATg
3R TS °e & hrifeay S URY <l HiTT ot JEr fomar|
o ™ W) HfY &7 7, sifea wRdT foha™ T (AIKS) & T8 (1936)
7 aradeft Aareit &t Agaygul ffen ot AIKS 3 SRt v st TETE e,
JETSERT ol TRETT UG & 3R KO <hl AT & forg ereamdt srige g
d9ET (STeT) SR GEAWT-aeR (3wd) S fagigl 3 feemn fo amdeft
3rieterenTe grtor Ttat ht gErsi & gy & o ;R-I9y g g = A
e & Jeffrey (1992)1
39 UBR, WdAd-qd sl # qmueft foarery 3 arffa da-r &1 faem fhar ik
YRAT STt hael ATIfdeh WASdT & 3F SGahe ATATSIR-3MMfYe uRad- & &g
&t 3R ATsA 1 vy fohar

2) WAAA-UYT; g% g, daiker fAvem &R d9d d%erar (Post-

Independence: Nehruvian Era, Ideological Split, and Parliamentary
Success)

dAdT (1947) & dE, MRAT aruy el 379+ U 3R YRA S 9a-Wds g §
Shifd hl Uepfd Sl diehx T8 STTH-FARIETUT AT UST| 9 aRUT &l IdR-9eld, adTReh
Ao Sk &l G Tthatarstt &t fasivar urd g1

SmifNe fadarwa itk Ag® g1 (1947-1964)

URY H, hrgfee rél 31Ttk 373t (CPI) A A8 & A dTel! TR hl "o Uepfd
& SMYR TR IGahT faRty foram 3k 1948 & AT foham fagls I gy guwt & i
g3 | gTciifh, aTe | Hifdad 99 & g9Td 3R YR gurd &l T & Ieid CPI 3 I8¢y
Arehda & AT @ o1 Aot feraml

CPI & Ta Agaqui Tthetal 1957 H et | SIS, S8t $.0H.QH. Fg&urg & Aqa
# gg gfAar o ugel! faiftd rgfAee GR&AR o+ Nossiter (1982) 1 39 TR = YfH IRT
3R e et Y [wai1a Fi, 9= refsti~es i i arAdey & gTa HY eraT Hi efia
feraT| gTeTifeh, chg TRAR = 1959 H 3H TRER &l ATda 356 I IUANT hich AR
fea, o= dhg-vrw Gaiert & aryuedt gl & fog g et

=T faursi=: CPI 3tk CPI(M) &7 354 (1964)

1964 H WR HHAE 3fiate # Ger FHuiiges e ga, e aRumesy &t
TR Tea—aRA%e Urdl Sifth Ef3am (CPI) ok srgfte urdl oifts EfEar-Araiard)
[CPI(M)]—3*RI
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g faTe 730 U & da1iRes 31R 0TIk AdHal UR 3ariRd 4T (Echeles, 1974,
p. 301):

o CPI: Gifdua 4 & ufd sifdreh ggepra Rt ot 3R ity urél & wrfaefie e
& Y GganT (TR Toayd) H Y sege off, fatuer ez mieh &
RMEIEhTE oh &R |

o CPI(M): I Fi svrgfiee urél &t faaReRT & sifdes gefag off ofik wRdt
shifd & forg Sifdes SR ATeRiaTc gfeamior w@dt offi CPI(M) 7 Ags-ieh
TRARI el Jo3T-STHIGRY Tase A gU, ity 9 gt 9-1g 3@ 3R Wl
Y T T Y R SR & T hge
g faurer smret oY arrdeft Isritfa i Frardt $iR Sra-raTe STfecrdrst at aRkfid
T B
TFIATTE! STEIAT T ST
1967 #, CPI(M) & fiaR & T ofk sgedeft e 3, oo dudla Iorifa @t
"HMeAaR" hEgas IR X T, Taaaerst faatg (uffm @) g R 9w
AFER S Adreil & dgd, 39 ¢ A T 9u 3R "Iy @51 § U8 dl 83" < o
et g, e didieng (gaga) [CPI(ML)] ofR fafrs mreiiardt wggt &1 Iea gem
Kohli (1990)1 & Sfigter = ammyeft Jsiifa &t 341 ik R-Tadk shifa <t et &t
germAT|
g hldl YR arAuy & folg daRen YGdT 3R ATagIiRes JsHifd & sta dof ot
&=1far &, s arg & It e ofiR g Ioiifa & offfienT ot s e

3) &g stz gaTdt nfashierar: mgt &1 357 SR UTEfiehdT 1 g1 (Regional and
Electoral Dynamics: Rise of Strongholds and Decline in Relevance)

1964 & A9 SR AFTaTE IaTe & dEsle, YR auY 4 U+ & uqE
ISA—afgd A SR IRA—H TG AT & AT ¥ AYdyd SR et
HUheTdT UTW <hl| 31 Isdl # ITHUY T 3 3R d1¢ H IHehT UdH, YR AT Tfafierar
! GHEH & o Agayuf e &t Ue= Fear gl

ufYq STt Atsd: Edaifera amm At g (1977-2011)

gf9H srel |, wRgfAee urél Mith &f3ar (dreRiardl) [CPI(M)] & Ada aret ard |raf
(Left Front) & 1977 & 2011 d eNTAR 34 aul deh M- fhall g dlehdife &1 9
fAaifaa amdefl TReR R gf~ar & Te e 99T deh I ITet A I Teh Repls 8l

AT &l Gofl: 39 Theldl I &I HRUT YA UR SRishA o, faty =g 4
"R ST’ {1 dgd Sersari (bargadars) & SR @t ST AT & 18 3R
ﬁm?ﬁﬁﬂ?%ﬁ?ﬁ Bandopadhyay (1988) | 39 thed A UTHIUT RS SR FerEeRi &
It ImHGY & foTg Ten Sige TR SITUR SHRITI 39k STeTTdT, Gardd sl AAT3 hl AsTed
A IR SR o man, fad rfery &t farehatenzor garm ofR ST TR R Ut i dira-reten
RS T g3

Ud+ & &Reh: 213 It & Nt aut #, g Araf TR A sielfiero ) am
chisd fomam| RITR SR A S8 U1 IR i +f# & Sifemrgur &t cie gy famat A amfior
G YR ot fgar f&am 2011 #, ardl &t I R o1 FHAT AT Uel, s sRa 6
ST # GrHUY & Jad AT 7T¢ T Ua- gl

& Afsd: oIS dAldhds SR fEadfta vorret

hYT |, arder h fAehT 31fdes Tehid (cyclical) T8t &, S8t ar dilchdifach Hidf (LDF)
3R Gged Alehdifaeh Araf (UDF) & &t g3 Uid 9Tt | <1 uRae giar <81 81
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TAtAT ARTEH: et Y amudt TREART 4 A GURT vl ] h3 o 37eTrar, e,
Wy 3R Frdsifes faaror yorredt (PDS) # weeayguf fAasr fawar| 7 dhaet darar $ik g
g & 1Y Aa fAere aeniehl (Human Development Indices - HDI) ® 34 &l &
ST & FW o s & arauedt Fifoat 6t Fomfae ffeer @ 8 Jeffrey (1992)1 I8 dfsa
fearar § foh et Iitfar Gaumen i & iR @d gu it hedmurenRt I (Welfare
State) & &l hl UTT R Tehdl! B

Torfifaes srgger: e | amdefl gl A4 o= B¢ qall 3R wnfiien/SITda wgl &
T YT TS hech ST ST e UTHTehd S9TY It &, ST I uffH §iTTed & 37T
AT gl

4) I Jerifa F ey oty Ui ar &1 g

TERT TR TR, JHGA Gl A TS TRABRT o T4 R AR F Agayul offent
g 81

gaAT &Y ffAenT: 1996 H Hge Hidf (United Front) 3R 2004 & 2008 ek HGerd
yifafie Tedes (UPA-1) TR @t R U 39ah agdt guds 7 3= Hifama haet
(fatyanR STH-gwefer Hifaal) w FAorfae gema srem & rfa € IereRon & forg, gaam &
SfIHR (RTI) 3R TR Irftor ISR TRE MfAfAaH (NREGA) S Hgayqut faumi et
UTRA o | I hl Gd1d Agagut AT

AT fRTae: gretifes, 2008 # WRA-3MRent TRATY THEd WR A=l &g TWaAR
T gAY U AR o 1 ITHUY Rl AT JehET gl | §6ch d1G & g |, faRivez 2014
3R 2019 #, TET TR W Il diet & T d YR fR@e o518 ke daika
gefterur, fege &l sTifa @l I&a Kohli (1990), 3R 3nffer I&RIeRRUT & HRUT IT+tor
3R e T &t A anf AT & FHSIR g aht et 81

fAsry 0 d, arydeft srigle 3 &3 TR R 31U drehd TR 99Ta ol &g fopar,
ifohT TERT TR W, IaTRReh hoRaT 3R Seerd! arHTioie-3nfde aRfEfaal & ey aeme
fom™ # fatherar = IR FATE UTEifieRar &l 7i+fik U & A & 81

g TTSHCTS YR AU & Ja8 Jolgd T¢ UFYH STt | shrgfee urél it gfear
(ATeRFaTdY) [CPI(M)] & Aqca dTet arH Aal & Sidchiicreh ME & U@ Hid & UeRT i
gerfdt 81

af geAT (Event) fafgardf (Implication)
(Year)

1977 g #raf g<1 | sman g VR A dichdifeh Q] ¥ gl ohl Tad dt 3R
(Left Front came to Qeichifereh Fhetelm oft| §9 ATy o T e Al g
ezl

1978 SATRYT T Y FIATT FeT8aR! (Sharecroppers) @t ST ATAAT & T8 | T§ Hiishd

(Launch of Operation Wﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂmﬁéﬁﬁmwm@wﬁq SR S
7 fureres 1, STt 3R 34 TTet Y AT AT MR S

1978 vl < Gl & ST fenrat et 1ferT a1 gXdiaRoT foRam T | 39 ST TR
80 GGl TR Ul el iTaHATeh Uahs (Party Hegemony) ASTed g8
3R fc o1 ehraf-aa e gar|

o 3R R oigiaal  am Al hY A ibRdr 3= R W o, S gty werifa & of
&1 9| Ageayuf gfent Aemd|

2006 SfEfiero RER SR Fgdd e o Aqc aTell TR = 2Tel Hied & forg Hf¥ of
R fee o1 ST [ fhaT| T8 had URURE e T STUR R

FaTRes Gole & ot fktems e ot geifar 81

1990
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d&um fEar fas anfefer &= (SEZ) & forg fA srfdwrgor & farter & gfer
(Nandigram Violence) FHRATS g3 | 39 T A AUk i+ faRie 517 feam ik et
6 Sfa ot foham-faRieht s feam
2008 UemdgATE@ A @ASTH R ok A & wTal & RRUT JUIE i & gt amior
firmae &=t & gy Tt ot ugelt 1R gR A

2011 e HIE 6 FAE gR 34 gut & MEA & 915 AT HidT <1 9 JeR 81 7411 T8 R

(Electoral Defeat of the IR eI & aruef} faaRYRT & FATE T4 i ot
Left Front) T off|

6. fasdwurTara fAsss (ANALYTICAL CONCLUSION)

39 TI3HST O Ug TWE gla1 & foh am Tl &1 ud= daRes shalRaT & o Ta1, afeh
Ieerdt anfer fifaat (IaRieor) & I uHifde fatears g (srafa, I gurR s=mH
STaR 3ieiTiehRuT) e hIRUT §3HTI 38 UTET & URUReh FHAT YR hl alienate &R fea

3R fauer st T & S o1 SrawR A
gaaas  cPI(M) gRISAATEHE  cPigrisidt 1§ i€ gt €& (CPI + CPI(M))

1980 35 11 46
1984 22 3

1989 33 12 45
1991 35 14 49
1996 32 12 44
1998 32 9 41
1999 33 4 37
2004 43 10 53
2009 16 4 20
2014 1 10
2019 2 5
2024 p) 6

7. fasdwor & forg =7 sra«ie

1) at=a uesf= (2004): 2004 & AT & & 31fden Tgad Hie T 53 o,
fSreenT HE=a wRoT ufge drer 3R et | AoTed UasiH o7l 399 amuy i
UPA-I TR&R T Teh Heaquf aTest grefar a4 i f[Rafa & @ @er i

2) "gayqof fikrae (2009): 2009 # Uer &gt fiRmae o (20 it a), st
TRATY] A ht Ao UPA TRAR 9 0 o9 o 3R ufgs amrer o
iR qET e 1< g3 ol

3) SvIfrERar &Y [=RxAfT (2014 3k 2019): s & FAET | UfagRe U 9
&A e o, faH dgaa dwr 2014 & 10 8k 2019 # 5 do R 78, &t
TER AT U fiehdT o Tehd <l T ot g, foraeht =t ity o= & &l 715
gl

4) 2024 & TG #, qreyueft ot = fUselt IR (2019 & 5 ) hi Jo=m & SO
e G H AT gig &f I, St 6 Hiel (CPI(M) 4, CPI 2) WR ugd TS|
g gis I &Y O dfieHrg S8 I # TS dhl IS & hROT G
g3, Afchd ag ot off e TR W 3kl QfceTRie e fefa ot it @
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8. YR IIfd # arueft faRYRT &1 g™

(CONTRIBUTION OF LEFTIST IDEOLOGY)

Ayt fATRYRT 1 TNTEH hael AT Siid der Hifd =181 28T 8, afcsh g8 wRd &
Hifad &= (Policy Framework) 3R G1Sieh eeicl &ht ufsharsit # gR da1 gar 2|
gqeh! TG T (Parliamentary) 3R TR-T9EH (Extra-Parliamentary) giH @RI TR
wWe i@ <1 g

HAfF-fA=for oz g9ra (Impact on Policy-Making)

grauedt gt = 7ot el T SR UET TasY i AT I IUANT Shch HR h
arToieh-3nfefen Hifaat et wefaa forar 8, St geayrT i TSifd ot sheaTorehRY Isg
(Welfare State) & 1&dt hl S7R o T

1) 4% YR (Land Reforms)

AU AT Ha HEAYUT 3R 319 FITET A GURT ol A et 7 38T 81 STal Sifdahian
ARG It | YfH GUR Teh hITSH TSI IR 3§ 71T, Jol ard drdt Mid Ifgs se
3R IR H 3 GURT Sl g1t &1 & AR fowa

o SR s7f (Operation Barga): ufffd sa &, CPI(M) 3 SeT8art
(Sharecroppers) @l AT JR&M 3R Ik Siid W AfYRR UaH fohar
(Bandopadhyay, 1988)| 39 &haH & UTHIUT TfeRT TXaHT H Sadlrd STRIT 3R
gg gAfYa gar foh Jff GuR dhaet U TR & STHIGR] eht geTeRe g+ foram
&t 1Y 9 ugdmy, dfces WY 1T Teh ug |

o & H ATUH YUR: el H, 1957 I Ugell HrgfAEe TR 3R 3G a1a
FI WARF 7 YA FRfw (Land Tenancy) ol T He 3R JfagH
foReTT el S fIdRd et & g SsR &g ST Nossiter (1982)1 84
JURI 3 T | oIk GHHT S e T

2) o\ & SR oA srfdaR

JEGfAt = ¢8 ATl (Trade Unions) (SI€ AITUC, CITU) & AR & I1fdd 3R
TS T &1 o Al o SfererRY <t & | arroft yffrent S| IR maR wi
% HRUT g AT Foigy! (Minimum Wage), STfoieh IR (Social Security), 3R
3enfires faare sifafras S S a1 | TER TR R TS6YH TRART i fag 7g 39 g
& gcot H, 9 gl 3 g gAfga foran fos e wifdsa fAfd (EPF) ofik svemst oo ot
(ESI) SI¥ shedTuTeh Rt AtetTail ant fakar foar Sigl

3) grdsifAa frazor gorreft iR ST7-aedTor (Public Distribution System and
Public Welfare)
gEueft TRBRT A gHAT Fraeiah &F (Public Sector) 3R Is4 & Afchd g8y WR
SR feam v 3R ufgs drer A grdsiies faavor uured! (PDS) bl AsTed s 3R 3
YRR Jod I & oy Afset daR fohg | sredfmsit s a9 Sen (1981) 3 do fear fon
IR & Ied AHd Ak ol (HDI), RAveR @rey iR fen #, Asiqgg rdsiAa
Ty 947 3R et gonferat wR amdedt Aifaat & FARaR e &1 aRom g1

JAATHS TR TTE: Ardsi-ch hedTol IR qrrgef} Hifaat 1 guma
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Human Development Indicators:
Kerala vs. West Bengal vs National Average (2020-21)
Highliging the Impact of Left-Led Public Welfare Policies

96.2%

Literacy Rate (%) R 76.4%
(hge 7+) 76.4%
6
= 74.0%
Infant Morrality Rate (IMR) 120
(Per 1,000 live births)
India National Average

Life Expectancy at Birth s
(Years)
India (National Avg.)
Kerala 30 140
RatefYears (%)
Source: National Family Health Survey (NFHS-5, 2019-21) & Census of India (2011)

Figure 1: Comparative Social Development indicators

AReAT : gg 91¢ (514 Figure 1 & wu & dgf*id fohar Sirem) dwa ok afge dma
S aE-uTfad TSt dht AT gt dht g YR & I 3 d § dT g1 39 Jor
T Ie.T g g e ¢ o amraeft &t g fRver, e ofik amTfoies grem R Sfagie
&0 9 &g 7g F1e1 a1 Erdentferen, TRa-THS TRUTH g1 81

1) 91841 &R (Literacy Rate - Age 7+)

22T ATAIR; IIE WE FY T arar & foh oheet il T1eRdT e (96.2%) T dhaet ufgw
ST (76.4%) & eIt 3T 8, dieeh Tg AT 3 (74.0%) F ot eimemT 22 gfasrd sich
37t gl

fasdworrcren frsef: o =7 @rgRar R amueft ok gd-amuefl TR grRi
grdeien e W AR Ry MU $ik &Y vuer faerad @1 e |, aorifde ameEdl ofik
frem Y ot T ot fewar s= it amdet o & ardetfae mafae fuen & deg ot
T TR R hgl U gIYd & ferar|

2) 31 Ag & (Infant Mortality Rate - IMR)

3T Sraeitend: ] gg & (9fd 1,000 Sfifaa s1) & et a1 ueel= i Tig+a
&, fSgeh! @ s affea @ erthl @A 21

=R worrcas fAsnt; gg Sidr amuft TRPRT gRT TRy a1 ol RSl @131 & s
HrasitAeh g% (Public Good) A+ &l Ufdegdr ot gerfdr 1 axel A eI @y
gfaersii & fachdieneor 3R I6 I TarId TR deh Ugd WR &1 dhied foharl 7 IMR
e IR IR AT Wy et iR Ardsif-en ey uurel i Aeiged et aerfar g, ford amdeft
TRARI 7 vrrfAenar &1

3) Sfta+ ueiar (Life Expectancy at Birth)

22T IAcIh; ITE Tg AT g foh ST o THY Stia- T | ot akel ot Tesi= aga
3T (1T 69.6 I¥) T Ievi@- 1 U I dgdR (72.5 av) gl

et e I= Stia ganenm e dR IR dgaR UivoT, I9d Aiasii-e @y
Jarait 3R T FAaRUT SHRIHT Y heral I S[et &1 T8 STl ¢ foh amgdt e & dgd
fIRfId FeaTurRRt 5T Aiger A ARG & Sfiae Fi o 8k {afy W ge WE goa
ST gl
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9. {terforss QRIS

g eI T HiRehd &0 8 I dch ohl G ohdT & foh YR Io-iifar o araeft
fIeRYRT &1 a9 AgaqUl ARTE WIS ArHToIch URad= o H 8T g1 ¥l gt ad
&l Y AT fert | fRrae o1g g, Afeh Ieh ma=enter # w1fud dmifSes goit iR
AU Aot STST ot WRA & TSI faee Gehaal @y ®u & fe@rs 4 ¢,
faTaR et & "I dlhditAc” Aisd |, St Ui srfmt s 99 Sen
(1981) Si& fagm T A &Y 1 I8 g20idT & o amuy a1 urg 98¢ & TTfela™t 9 W, AFTRe!
& e Sitaq R UST 8

HTSIS el 3R A (Social Mobilization)

At fIERYRT A WRA H TS =T ot a1 R S1fd & YR TR ATHE e
7 furfaes ffyent g

1) foram itz Y AwIgR sgie

It YR foham o (AIKS) amue} foaRyRT @ URd e rfaiRied 519 st
7 ¥ Uk 3@l 81 A1 & a1e ot AIKS 7 =g, ko1 arhy, ofk FfY woigdl & forg IfRd
HOIGY S HE| UR hs SRAeATH SHialer fohy &1 3 Stiale = I gHfaa fora o it depe
SR ITHtOT RIS o qe, AT aN ek A 7 38, dfcth TRpR W AR qara 51 B

2) ¢sgfage snaia oiT shenfire da=r

gmuedt ¢ gAgH A 9RA @ sffenfies Hifdal wR g ufd-usa (Counter-Effect)
BTl 1991 & onfder ISRIHARUT & §1g, ST¥ bR - fafFdsr (Disinvestment) 3R
fAStieRRoT IR SR e, d amqeft gaat 3 st o @i i e & forg Sereardt gearet
3R d maifoid fhgl 3 Ual A SRR WAR &t Mfee Hidamsit (Collective
Bargaining) 3R Il & forg diemred (VRS) Ghet &l dgar s-= éﬁfﬁﬂqrﬁ@g fara
3) o =g it gfera aif

gerft ardedt srigte! 3 uTafiies 9 @ @t (Class) WR &4 Shicd fhar, Igiv stucge
U § Sfa ofR fofr snenRa srigtet @t oft uenfaa foram amdeft A=t & gfora ok
Snfeareht et A FrTRoieh <R i ATl AT Sfdfer =R & g & HidR Yhid
T o1 g fohar €, fSaa sifa ofik anf &Y gunen &) wes ary gaifea fomar S 9
Sharma (1991)1

& dthda &I AT HAT (Strengthening Parliamentary Democracy)

ardeft gl = 31U AT AtheldT & STaS]G, YR o dlchditach Gl H f3yma s=g
T 3R 38 ASTgd A H Hgaaqul YfAehT g

1) fauer &t YfAewT ik dsfAS famsf

TERT SR 59 TR R, amuedt gt 3 gah g ok dgifaes fauer &t ffenr Fems)
Il gt 6 ST dhaet IoHfae @19 & forw 78], afeer foaRreaRT iR Rgiat
(srufa, FaTSTaTE SR gefARUerdn) & SMYR WR &l MR & A1y IRATY] THsid W)
T g TRAR & THYA a1ud o=t &l 3-ehT (AUid, grefifch IA1dt ¥u § A difed
garT, At g geifan @ o 3 W R ofik dafer ufdierega & forg o Y argiert e
Pl TR ¥ 39 UBR, IBI AlehdiAe Siarecal (Democratic Accountability) & HAFES
ot S fopar|
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2) ddur=e gwiTen A Ay

a9 3R Toerardt Suare & faudid, CPI 8k CPI(M) & gATa ufehan, Te iR
IrauTferent WY GaurRe dwrsht & sy e fhar esfia g=r & 396t urfierst & 78
arferd forar foh whifderr) amueft faarary «ft erifaget stk terdifae aryml & Areaq &
AT GRecH &R Hehd! | I8 HRARI clleha chl FATARM Uepfal et qifdT g Vanaik (1990) 1

3) yHfROGHdT &1 gAY

IS & d1E 9, amuefl g YRA &6l IsHIfd & eHfARuerdr (Secularism) & &
&R 3R 3 THY @ &1 I6IH divaries Jsiitd (Communal Politics) T SRR
Rty foram €, fO99 2 & evifAcder dm-a ol s9T4 3= § darRRen fRRar faeh &1

10. Y IR TATEATHS TedihT

(LIMITATIONS AND CRITICAL ASSESSMENT)

g YR IeHifa # amdefl foaRyRT &1 alre™ Agayul @1 8, Afdh gaar
HedichT gqcht siafifea dimmsit ofk seerd gty g 3fYe uRea & ufd 38 srgge
(adaptation) & foroheTdT <t SiTerreT o foFT ST 81

Fa1Re sitz GsaTaTa HHTY (Ideological and Organizational Limitations)

1) dgifds wakRkdr iR srdalRe YT ; amued} sricla 6 gag 93t FaEwIRt

gqch! ddTReh halRdT (Ideological Rigidity) 3R SaRiFT rgfae sfigled W)
e ffRar @t g1 Tifdga ¥g (USSR) & fages (1991) 7 affes TR =R
AreRiaTd)-AfAmard) faeryrr Y urferar wR iR usfRg o fRar vanaik
(1990) | YR arauef &e1, St 3TeRR ATl AT fIfSiT & daRes v & uifad
@, YR gaTsT &Y fafre sy ofik enfifes Sifeerarsen ot daifda e 7 ¢fim @1

TSI &1 g9E: 1964 § CPI 3R CPI(M) ot fasyre, iR 1967 # Fergetardt
el el I&d, Gy I FiTsATHeh AfeRT &l Wied &= Tl gg A9 hael gATE
gfagfgd de difaa 8l @71, afech 39+ af ATHeiY 6t TehsedT ot Hff AR fora

2) Togdars otz sy Fit ufaftrar: g wifa § Ry @ aet TageEard

3rigterd (Naxalite Movements) = amut faaryRT & T e &t fgar di
3R AT fam| wel &Y JeaeRT & SR a1 Sl = FeRietare < faty fohar, dfch
A13AtaTEl THgl i IufRATA A SRR arTdy <l Bf t S 3R saaeaT S FHw
3 Sits e, o weanfta Aderarsit sr aaed= &4 gar

gatdl fiRmae stk wrEffiear @1 = (Electoral Decline and Loss of
Relevance)

1) snfdfer ISR (1991) T THAT H<A A fawerar : 1991 # & gy snffe
JeTIehT 3R deftepor (Economic Liberalization and Globalization) T TR
ST o WY ohl Hifeldh ©U & e feaT| aiudt gef 39 gRadH! o1 fajty
& O dt gfeha @, wfeh & Ashieor, fadsft Fdsr oik Tar &9 & faear @ 3=
T3 3nfefep arafdaharst & folu @i sagiiRes 3R darfeles sifdfe Afse usr Ag!
& U1

g7 ST # gRad: IERIhUT o hRUT Girfed sitenfien siffies @it o1 SR Her,

S Tar & 3R IR-PfY srg=TRen & 1 fawaR gorm | amdeft ae 39 7Y 1A o et
TS e § thed 81 81 UTY, 98 39T uRuRRes Iud 3MeR (Trade Unions and
organized labour)EFITGﬁE'g’Gﬂl
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2) Tl &l Ud: Uiy STt

ufg ser & a9 |\ hY 34 1T Shl AT T Udd IhT ST Ifddh Tt ot g9
ST IETERT &

Sftefiazor ar RAJAe1ar: 2000 & ek d, CPI(M) A R ok 4w #
SieifieRzor & forg foham @ it ff o1 SrfATgor et ot U fohaT| 39 shad ot TRI9I-
faR¥eft ik T=raTd} (authoritarian) AHT T, STt 3 He YA GUR & Gois & fAudia o
Kohli (1990)1 I8 weH el hi dgifder YT SR TagiRe qE= & T & e
ey ot gfar 8, g rRor arfior ofik e, At & & urdl o1 guEd SR
AT gl |

TeTifae o gTforas faRtu19™ (Political and Social Contradictions)

1) TeEYT it Jofa Y Hma: I W@ ), aErdedt ot 3 R-wid, R-
HISTUTE TSSYH I WR SR &, Afh dgert umfasitar mases (UPA-T) &t
3T Mg 3% e I\ (2004-2008) 7 IAH! ITAAIHSD G Bl DHH B
f&am RA-emRent TRATY TSI TR THUF 199 A4 1 IR [AvRy, gretifh
FaTRer T Q G AT, cifch 397 I6 IFRRAT a1 e a1l &l & & H U
foran 3R gaTel ®U & IF 9 hHa gt ULt

2) SIrfaera SR ugwH &) IeAfa @ sreE: YR IeHifa dstt 9 S,
effer ugam ok &ftrdT R SeTiRa uga &t I (Identity Politics)
IR g1 g1 amueft fGareRT = gAm & (Class) @t urufde fasciwor &1 areq
AT 3R Sifara dewra a1 el srepiemst @t Mur wu & daifda faar
Srinivas (1966)1

SMATIAT; s FAgHT 3 SMTeiresT & fon vt et afera iR et arf & sriciert
T AR fFenT Pl WAR e & T9Y, I6 hael 3704 "ot A" & A et hY
HIfA o @, T 3 37 TR & HIaTHd TU & J34 d fathet 1 39 fatherdr 4
&N 3fiR STfd-smemRd &l et 39 AeaYUT AT WG] oh AITHEG o ahT STaeR f&a|

g et SfR faRteararet = 7 Shaet arAdedt gl hY ATt T sl v fohaT 8, afeh
21t Tt & RA & 39T daTRRep UTEifiTehar iR +ff usifag e 81

11. farseref (CONCLUSION)

gg MY U WRAH Asiifa # gradedt foarerT & ffer & avre @ gfagiden
T-ich Udd ohidl gl fasawor & we ¢ o ety o1 UM WRd & dleedifd 3R
rHTSIeh-3TfeR & UR TeRT 3R JgSIamH 38T 8, BTcilich 39ehl GATa Mfekl THY & A1Y
HHgs ol

H& dohl BT URIY (Summary of Key Arguments)

ey & sy fAmforfea g qef i gfe ohd 8:

ffarra o GRITTa AireE: amuedt gl 3 Jff gURT ol IheTargden dR] e
(SI& ufgye ivrer # ' SHTRRA &1 3R el H AU GUR), YR iy a1 F Hifcren
gRerd fohaT| 38eh Sretran, 3614 9ifieh SIfeRRY &l st SiR fiforTa grem uar &t qen
grdstfaes faa=or gutreft (PDS) 3R fR1etr/w@mea R e shedoreR] Afsd (hRd Aisd)
o ferra | o yffAent ATE | g8 give Ucaet e & H1egH 9 3R Tade SRR
UR aTq STefehy, &1 ave d garl|

gHISia Sd41 B faa ™ : R-T9E TR |, 1iRGa YR fohgm g (AIKS) 8k
UHE ¢8 gAgl & ATeH ¥ Uy A gi-3mytiRa Ia4T (Class Consciousness) &l
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e TohaT| 39+ TTHTOT SR Sffeifieh TRIaT ahl TS Shich TRPR UR JHIoIh 1T
Qo8 ohl AR e T FRaR &&1d I-1Y 3@

dAlhdd i gedl: aHuY 3 U gia-snuiia fauer & ffer M wrda
GHERT Atend i AoTgd foham| erffARderdar ofik ddurfer TxamT # 39ah o1ge sy A
YR ch! ISt aen fafaerar ot aiftd o & ggraar & g

12.  gMYY & e &1 fad geaien (FINAL

ASSESSMENT OF THE LEFT'S CONTRIBUTION)

g Mty fshy Repterar & foh R Iohifa & amdy o1 9ad Agayuf ahrem et
(Indirect) 38T &1 9Tt €t AU 5ot T =T & g 3@ &, I7ht foraRemT 3 Ioifae gois
&l a7 i 37R ATST (Shifted the Political Agenda Leftward) |

"grrdeft sticterl A VR IE St 3R 3T JRIYRT & &l TSR 3R
3nffer srgamdaTsi ol Gaifdd et o g amen fohan, 9@ WRA T ShedToTRTRY ST Al
IRA (Welfare State Character) #sigd gafl"

13. ufesg &Y fem stz urfredr (FUTURE

DIRECTION AND RELEVANCE)

afyen gotare SR UgeT ol STHITd 3 354 o hRoT aradef} gl &t gATdT UTeifiendt
A g3 81 ufgH dvrer SR B S el @1 uaH 39 fRae 1 [Aufaes gaTor 8|

swfasg Y gAfaat: 21 9 A amdy A urifiedar 39 a9 R ARk weh 6 3 98
3r1fefen arafaerdratl (S8 ISRIARUT SR dehrilch! URadH) & SET MU-T faaRyRT iR
ST OHIAaT i Hd gleld 81 I¢ Sifd 3R foliT & SMyR WR gt 38 LMoy ot aif
Gy & & § heldTgdeh Yehldhd ST BINTT 3R Teh U1 SagR 3Tfeh ATgel U¥dd el
BT St YsitaTe bt Tt 3R foge dht STl &1 ATHAT & Heh

H&U ¥, YR oI # gl feReRT @1 s g9 T8 gen ¢, Sfces a8
&Y URad & R § TR @1 81 YRd & dfder # fAfga garsrard) ek ydfarder geat
&l e & amdeft R aet off Ueh Agayul, wo & AT ®U @ wEvii, difge ok
qrTfSIeh QIfeRT I |t
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