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Citizenship cannot be passive or obedient for that would be slavery.  Citizens engage in the society as equals; slaves take orders; only the gods are allowed to sit and watch and audit the society. There is another category of citizenship which is somewhat derogatory but in different ways, in both its current and past connotations, namely the category of "idiots".  Idiots were those who did not participate in the decision making bodies in ancient Greece.  In other words they were those who shirked their responsibility of citizenship. The same thing can be said in other words: idiots are those who are unwilling to be vigilant and pay the price of liberty.

India is predominantly a slave country at a subconscious level, particularly many of us without modern education and awareness. We behave as directed, begging for favours from government employees, and often even voting enblock. Once educated beyond high school, most of us automatically convert into 'observers', a role reserved in other societies for gods. We refuse to vote, and may behave like Martians reporting our plight to some distant powers (some of us are highly paid reporters to the people of America, for instance). "Look at this mess!", we exclaim with our hands wide asunder and a godly grimace on our face. 

Some of us, unfortunately, are forced by various regulations to remain slaves (this applies to all members of governmental services as well as many other institutions that feel 'purified" on successfully binding their own hands behind their backs). Among the few of us who remain citizens, most of us prefer to be idiots (used in its original connotation).  Among the very few who remain true citizens in the end are people like Laloo Yadav and Raj Narain. We Indians are grateful, indeed, we must bow our heads with respect to such people for having taken their responsibility seriously in essentially a slave India, and steered us away from military and other dictatorships, despite the powerful urge in some quarters to convert India into a monarchy.

The challenge before us is to raise the ratio of citizens to non-citizens from probably one in 1000 to maybe 10. Ideally, we should try to convert everyone into a citizen.

India differs significantly from other, older democracies, in that we did not wage a battle for democracy but for independence. Governance was less important in this paradigm than who governs. A brown dictator or king would have done us equally well as a brown elected Prime Minister. Indeed, the British liberals foisted rudiments of parliamentary democracy on India (without that being fought or asked for), and we 'proudly' took on this sham democracy as the true democratic model for us, for ever more. 

Drafting of our Constitution turned out to be a labourious and bureaucratic (even slavish) effort that simply "regularised" everything the British had evolved for governing the Indian colony. Whereas the founding fathers of America were driven by the concern for the supremacy and true freedom of the individual, the founding fathers of the Indian republic were driven by a paranoid concern for preserving India's territorial integrity, a concern that drives almost every political discussion even today. 

Thus, instead of building a strong base of free citizenry, we built an enormous edifice of a Constitution in unbelievable detail, not only prescribing policy for future generations (Directive Principles, the age of retirement of a judge, etc.), but also strictly preventing any future reform of governance. The greatest folly with regard to governance was in regularising what was a purely imperial civil service, with no parallel even in UK, but designed exclusively for centrally controlling and ‘sucking the revenue’ of a large population. We created three all-India services in the Constitution itself. 

In an instant of subservient gratefulness for colonial tidbits of democracy, we threw away all canons of liberty and individual choice for all generations of India, on the oft stated premise that freedom and territorial integrity are not mutually compatible in India. Overall, a cursory analysis would show that the Indian Constitution is immeasurably worse than the Acts of 1919 and 1939 on which it is almost entirely based.

During the spurt of enthusiasm following independence at least some good people engaged actively with our new imperial democracy (ie. acted as citizens, contested elections, etc.). But it was soon found by their families that their personal self-interest was significantly hurt by the miserably paying and enormously risky occupation of being a member of Parliament, when they could do much better as employees of government or the private sector. At the same time, others with less integrity quickly found that they could get a free ride into Parliament on the image of some powerful leader, and once elected, they could effectively manipulate our imperial governance with impunity to gain untold, unearned wealth. They became the Clives of modern India unhindered by any fear of impeachment.

It was in these circumstances in 1959 that an elderly citizen named C. Rajagopalachari decided to create a genuine and principled opposition by bringing to the electoral system good citizens who believed in the primacy of freedom and liberty. That he only partially succeeded in this effort does not diminish the enormous value of his attempt at good citizenship, undertaken at age 80.  After the demise of the Swatantra party in 1973, no such attempt was even contemplated, let alone implemented, for a very long time. 

From 1973 to 1994 when the Swatantra Bharat Party was launched by Sharad Joshi we had a period where almost all "good" citizens chose to become gods or idiots. They felt they had no role to play in this country.  Many of their children had started leaving India anyway, and it became normal for all "good" citizens (idiots) to point fingers at the kind of people who were being elected, and never ask themselves why they were not performing their fundamental obligation as citizens.

While it would sound improper to state that good people have not been entering electoral politics since 1973 on the demise of Swatantra Party, it would probably be proper to state that people of integrity have almost without exception, strictly avoided electoral politics.  The chief representatives of human goodness over the past 30 years have been found in the Communist parties, where people of humble means and humble ambitions have toiled under their own ideal conception of good politics.  For the most part though, almost all existing parties have been a gathering ground for people who often failed in the simple tests of basic goodness. Of course they were citizens, and we must give them full credit for that. Citizenship always comes first, goodness later. Finally comes policy.

Beyond goodness is good policy, for good policy is often a sustainer of goodness, and vice versa.  So, good Indians did not engage in electoral politics which enabled bad policy to be implemented, and bad policy sustained the growth of evil. This vicious cycle became so deeply entrenched in India's psyche, that most parents or allegedly 'decent' families would never permit their children or family members to engage in electoral politics today. The futility of such engagement became widely accepted.

Since 1973, not ONE liberal from the urban areas has engaged in the political process AS a liberal (not as member of a statist or communal party). It was not possible to do since there was no Liberal party representing urban liberals after the demise of the Swatantra party. We have none today (now that Swatantra Bharat Party is going urban, that is changing)

The only pure liberal political effort in the past 30 years was the effort of a few, essentially small-town or rural based liberals led by the outstanding economist fluent in French, Sharad Joshi. The liberal message has been articulated consistently and clearly by Swatantra Bharat Party for over 9 years now. But they have never received a single paisa from any industrialist nor a single rupee of membership fee from urban based liberals. On their own, with almost no resources they have battled many electoral battles against vicious Goliaths and done their best. They are not perfect, but they are totally, totally, clean. (When you have no resources you are obviously clean, too!). They have also learnt numerous lessons over the past nine years, and we can learn enormously from them.

Urban liberals have paid little heed to our citizen-responsibility in a democracy for providing a consistent, professional, and ideologically sound liberal party to the voter, but have spent considerable time casting stones at others who have at least done something, even the Shiv Sena, for instance. When good people stay away, they have no right to point fingers at those who at least have gone out to the voter and somehow sustained our democracy. In a duel, the person who walks out and therefore forfeits the battle cannot then point fingers at the winner for having won.  

We have the choice either of waiting for a really wealthy and competent Liberal to descend on us from the heavens and start a brand-new Liberal party with the critical mass of resources that is needed to take the message out to the people, or the alternative of putting our shoulder on this lively “bullock cart Party” (no offence meant!) and converting it into an effective vehicle for the entire country. I suspect that if we have waited for 30 years and not found that Magical Leader with the Magic Wand, indications are that there is little possibility of such miracle occurring in the next 30 years. Indeed, even if such a magical leader were to emerge, where would he or she find the 450 good candidates needed unless a large liberal platform already existed?

Instead of finding one million excuses to postpone our responsibility, it is time for us to consider building SBP into the professional vehicle we demand, and put into place systems that will continuously throw up better and better leaders and candidates.

Liberal political parties abroad work like well oiled machines, run by responsible citizens, doing hundreds of things that political parties need to do. Almost all of that is voluntary work, since citizenship demands the use of our skills, networks and time in building social capital. India has never had a truly participative and professional Liberal party. Do we wait forever?

In my opinion, it is time that we put aside our innate hesitation, put our minds in one direction, and permit our own creative energies to be deployed in strengthening and improving this platform that, while it may not be the ideal and "Perfect" one of our dreams, can easily become one with the combined energy of this generation of liberals. If, instead, we do not apply our energy now, we lose possibly the greatest opportunity that we have had for providing a durable and sound liberal alternative since independence. (Swatantra never came close to becoming a "people's party" -- this one is already a people's party, and by putting our minds into this effort, we will make it a genuine large-scale "People's" party)

SBP is almost starting from scratch but with enormous assets in terms of genuine, rural liberals as well as a leader who stands alone as an outstanding inspiration. I believe we bring enormous synergies to the table.

I have now personally no doubt whatsoever that I am putting my energy in the right place by supporting and building this Indian liberal political party within my limited capacities. This conviction has be firmly formed in each of us, else we will hesitate and not contribute out of doubt, becoming permanent idiots or gods in the process. 

I am fully comfortable now with recommending that those who have not yet taken membership of SBP do so and start working in earnest in any way they can. Membership forms are available with Raj Cherubal. Rs.200 buys you life membership. Those who cannot take membership due to slavery restrictions (such as liberals who are “government servants”) may want to contribute in any other way they can.
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