
K  S  S R E E J I T H  @T’Puram

Though the UDF has swept to 
power in a decisive verdict 
that has reshaped Kerala’s 
political landscape, the Con-
gress, which spearheaded 
the campaign, has struck a 
measured note on the rea-
sons behind the victory. 

Senior Congress leaders 
said the outcome could not 
be attributed solely to an 
alternative political and 
developmental agenda. 
While early prepara-
tions, campaign narra-
tive, and the front’s 
five guarantees played 
a significant role, the 
leaders acknowledged that a 
range of  factors contributed.

At the ground level, Leader 
of  Opposition V D Satheesan, 
senior leader Ramesh Chen-
nithala, KPCC president Sunny 
Joseph, and the three working 
presidents led an aggressive 
campaign. However, party lead-
ers credited the decisive edge to 
the high command’s tactical in-
tervention, particular-
ly that of  AICC organ-
isat ional  g eneral 
s e c r e t a r y  K  C 
Venugopal.

Congress insiders 
pointed to a combina-
tion of  local dynam-
ics, anti-incumbency 
sentiment, and sus-
tained organisational 
work. They also high-
lighted the party lead-
ership’s handling of  
rebels and dissent 
within  the  CPM, 
smooth seat-sharing both with-
in the party and with its allies, 
and its calibrated outreach.

“We are delighted that we 
have received a large number 
of  Left and even CPM votes for 
the first time in the party’s his-
tory,” a senior Congress leader 
told TNIE.

“Local leaders feared losing 
opportunities. But Venugopal 
assured them that those left out 

would be considered once the 
government is formed. The 
strategy worked,” a source 
said.

A review of  the parliamen-
tary and local body elections 
revealed a clear voting pattern 
against the LDF, with the UDF 
holding an advantage in 105 as-
sembly constituencies. The 
high command subsequently 

constituted a Central 
Election Implementa-
tion Team in Kerala 
under poll strategist 
Sunil Kanugolu to ad-
dress organisational 
and electoral gaps. 

Party sources said 
Venugopal had been in 
touch with CPM rebel 
leaders months before 
they went public. The 
AICC’s move to deploy 
observers at both state 
and district levels fur-
ther helped identify or-

ganisational weakness. 
KPCC’s two-day brainstorm-

ing sessions (Chintan Shivir) at 
Sultan Bathery in Wayanad 
and at Neyyar in Thiruvanan-
thapuram led to the  ‘Mission 
2025’  and ‘Mission 2026’ road 
maps for the local body and as-
sembly elections. Venugopal’s 
suggestion that former legisla-
tors contest local body polls 
yielded results.

M  P  P R A S H A N T H  @Kozhikode

TILL the counting of  votes 
started on the morning of  May 
4, Pinarayi Vijayan was the 
hero of  hardcore party work-
ers, who reposed an unreason-
able faith in him and expected 
a miracle from the leader to re-
turn the LDF to power for a 
third time. They could hardly 
believe the television news 
flashes which showed that the 
‘invincible’ Pinarayi was trail-
ing a political novice in his 
home turf  of  Dharmadom in 
the initial rounds of  counting.

The Pyrrhic victory — with 
a much-reduced margin and a 
washout of  the CPM in party 
strongholds — have dented Pi-
narayi’s image of  a ‘captain 
who can steer the ship even in 
troubled waters’. Now, he is 
seen as a tragic figure presid-
ing over a party that is increas-
ingly on the back foot in elec-
toral politics in the country.

The downfall was in the off-
ing, as evident from the results 
of  a series of  elections in Kera-
la in the past few years. But Pi-
narayi and his team ignored all 
the warnings and chose to live 
in a make-belief  world created 
by sycophants who gathered 
around power centres. There 

were reports that Pinarayi 
firmly believed he would re-
turn to power because 
that was the input giv-
en by the coterie. That 
shows the gravity of  
the disconnect he had 
with ground reality, 
something unimagina-
ble for a communist 
leader.

Having entered pub-
lic life through student 
politics, Pinarayi had an event-
ful political career. He became 
a Kannur district committee 

member at 24 and was inducted 
into the district secretariat at 

28. He was among the 
CPM leaders who faced 
unspeakable torture in 
police custody during 
the Emergency in 1975-
77.

His detractors saw 
dangerous signs in Pi-
narayi shortly after he 
was elevated to the post 
of  state secretary in 

1998. His opponents within the 
party accused him of  taking a 
‘right deviation’ and concen-

trating all power in one person. 
His enemies rallied behind fel-
low comrade V S Achuthanan-
dan but Pinarayi outwitted all 
opposition and emerged victo-
rious within the party.

The party and the govern-
ment tended to revolve around 
Pinarayi after he became the 
chief  minister in 2016. All voic-
es of  dissent were systemati-
cally silenced and people hand-
picked by Pinarayi were given 
posts in the party and adminis-
tration. Loyalty to Pinarayi be-
came the sole criterion for any 
consideration at all levels.

Sycophancy crossed all lim-
its when a Thiruvathira song 
was composed eulogising the 
‘the leader who was responsi-
ble for spreading the prestige 
of  the party everywhere’. And 
Pinarayi never discouraged 
this tendency and seems to 
have enjoyed the hero-worship, 
something uncharacteristic in 
a communist party.

The result was a total aliena-
tion of  ordinary party workers, 
who were denied an opportu-
nity to express their grievances 
in party forums,  from the lead-
ership. And they saw this elec-
tion as a chance to register 
their protest, which cost the 
party dearly.

A N I L  S  @T’Puram

THE Left has been dealt its big-
gest electoral thrashing in the 
recent past. And this calls for a 
radical overhaul of  the CPM. 
The obvious place to start 
would be at the top. The leader-
ship has so lost itself  in the 
headiness of  power that some 
soul-searching has become 
imperative. 

Shrunk humiliatingly to a 
near nonentity in the state as-
sembly, the writing on the wall 
is crystal clear: unless and un-
til the party mends its ways, it’s 
on the path to extinction. An 
autocratic style of  functioning, 
arrogant posturing, alienation 
from ground realities, coupled 
with simmering internal re-
volt, have all contributed to the 
poor show. Fingers are now 
pointed at the ‘Captain’ who 

chose to be its unquestionable 
leader. More than anti-incum-
bency, it is clearly an anti-Pi-
narayi Vijayan sentiment that 
was at play this time round. 

“Voters have clearly backed 
those who took a firm stance 
against Pinarayi. It’s nothing 
but a strategic failure. Backing 
Vellappally Natesan distanced 
minorities. We also lost the 
Ezhava vote. It’s now time to go 
in for some major churning in 
the party structure and ap-
proach,” said a CPM leader. 

State secretary M V Govindan 
also indicated the party would 
introspect. Wednesday’s CPM 
secretariat will look into the 
factors that led to the defeat.  

The colossal drubbing points 
to resentment within party 
cadres, too. Never before has 
the Left encountered internal 
revolts of  such serious nature 

before an election. That most 
of  those who left the CPM to 
contest from the rival camp 
emerged winners points to the 
gravity of  distress brewing 
within its ranks. “The cadres 
don’t agree with his [Pinarayi’s] 
style of  functioning. It’s not a 
verdict against the govern-
ment; it’s solely against him,” 
a senior CPM leader observed.   

Notably, as assessed by CPM 
district units, the LDF suffered 
major setbacks in some of  its 
strongholds like Kozhikode, 
where it has now been reduced 
to one seat from 11 in 2021. In 
the capital, the Left tally fell to 
five from 13, while its return in 
Kollam was reduced to two, 
from nine in the previous elec-
tion. In Kannur and Palakkad, 
LDF tally went down to six 
from nine and seven from 10 
respectively. 

Beyond promises, 
strategy drives 
UDF poll sweep

Pinarayi pays price for ‘right’ turn

That sinking feeling! Will CPM’s 
‘Captain’ go down with the ship?

Factors include anti-incumbency sentiment, 
local dynamics, sustained organisational work

Local leaders 
feared losing 

opportunities. But 
Venugopal 

assured them that 
those left out 

would be 
considered once 

the government is 
formed 

A Cong source

MAJOR  
BATTLES
An overview of the key battles in the 
2026 assembly elections in Kerala

THRITHALA
WINNER:  
V T Balram (INC)

RUNNER-UP:  
M B Rajesh (CPM)

MARGIN: 8,385

VATTIYOORKAVU
WINNER: K 
Muraleedharan 
(INC)

RUNNER-UP: V K 
Prasanth (CPM)

MARGIN: 5,425

KALAMASSERY
WINNER:  
V E Abdul Gafoor 
(IUML)

RUNNER-UP: P 
Rajeeve (CPM)

MARGIN: 16,312

NEMOM
WINNER: Rajeev 
Chandrasekhar 
(BJP)

RUNNER-UP: V 
Sivankutty (CPM)

MARGIN: 4,978

MANJESHWAR
WINNER:  
A K M Ashraf 
(IUML)

RUNNER-UP: K 
Surendran (BJP)

MARGIN: 29,252

PALA
WINNER: Mani C 
Kappan (IND)

RUNNER-UP:  
Jose K Mani  
(KCM)

MARGIN: 2,991

Thahiliya is 
IUML’s first 
woman MLA
E X P R E S S  N E W S  S E R V I C E 
@Kozhikode 

TAKING ON CPM heavyweight 
and LDF convenor T P Ram-
akrishnan, IUML’s Fathima 
Thahiliya secured 81,429 votes 
in the assembly elections in 
Perambra — sealing the con-
test with a margin of  over 5,000 
votes. BJP’s M Mohanan Mas-
ter trailed far behind. 

In a party historically hesi-
tant to field women, she was 
one of  only two female candi-
dates this election — and the 
only one to convert that oppor-
tunity into a win. 

“This victory belongs to eve-
ryone who believed change was 
possible,” Fathima said after 
her win. “I am here because 
people chose courage over 
comfort.”
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Congress supporters celebrating the party’s victory in Kochi on Monday |  EXPRESS

Pinarayi Vijayan

THE ONLY CONSTANT IN THE TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRY IS CHANGE ❯ MARC BENIOFF


