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Abstract

This study looks at separatist insurgencies and left-wing extremism in India, showing how these
conflicts have been fueled by political marginalization, socioeconomic inequality, and old grievances.
This paper explores left-wing extremism and separatist insurgencies in India, highlighting how
historical grievances, socioeconomic disparities, and political marginalization have fuelled these
conflicts. The Maoist insurgency, which has its roots in issues like land displacement and tribal
exclusion, contrasts with separatist movements in Jammu and Kashmir. Separatist movements in
Jammu & Kashmir and the Northeast are motivated by ethnic and religious identities, in contrast to the
Maoist insurgency, which is based on problems like land displacement and tribal marginalization.
Northeast, which is motivated by religious and ethnic affiliations.

The study emphasizes how colonial legacies and economic inequalities contribute to ongoing
discontent by examining the theoretical underpinnings and historical settings of these conflicts.
Without addressing fundamental issues, it evaluates official responses critically, highlighting the limits
of force in everything from military actions to peace talks. The human cost dead lives, destroyed
neighbourhoods, and economic stagnation makes comprehensive answers imperative.

In order to promote enduring peace, this study advocates for an inclusive strategy that incorporates
development, political discourse, and community involvement through case studies of the Maoist
insurgency, the Kashmir dispute, and Northeast secession.

Keywords: Women participation, electoral system, women in Indian electoral system

1. Introduction

India, with its diverse ethnic, cultural, and political landscape, has faced significant internal
security challenges since independence. Among these are leftwing extremism (LWE),
epitomized by the Maoist insurgency, and separatist movements in regions like Jammu and
Kashmir and the Northeast. Both LWE and separatist insurgencies stem from deep-rooted
grievances related to economic, political, and social marginalization. These movements,
while distinct in ideology and objectives, share a common thread of discontent among
marginalized communities and groups that feel excluded from the benefits of India’s
democratic and economic progress.

Leftwing extremism, particularly the Maoist or Naxalite insurgency, traces its origins to the
late 1960s in West Bengal, driven by landless peasants, tribal populations, and
disenfranchised labourers who sought a more equitable distribution of resources. The
movement has since spread to what is now known as the "Red Corridor," spanning several
states across Central and Eastern India, where poor development indices, lack of governance,
and harsh security measures have allowed Maoist ideologies to take root. On the other hand,
separatist insurgencies in Jammu and Kashmir and the Northeastern states have been
influenced by ethnic tensions, geopolitical factors, and historical grievances rooted in
postcolonial territorial arrangements. These movements challenge the territorial integrity of
India and have been exacerbated by external support, primarily from neighbouring countries.
The Indian state’s response to these challenges has evolved, balancing military and security
approaches with developmental initiatives. Counterinsurgency operations like Operation
Green Hunt have aimed to dismantle the Maoist infrastructure, while negotiations and peace
accords have been the state’s preferred strategy in the Northeast. However, despite these the
effectiveness of state policies in addressing the root causes of insurgency and extremism.
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efforts, both LWE and separatist movements continue to
pose significant threats, raising important questions about
This paper seeks to explore the underlying causes of
leftwing extremism and separatist insurgencies in India,
examining the socioeconomic, political, and external factors
that have sustained these movements over time.
Additionally, it will analyse the Indian state's responses,
highlighting the strengths and limitations of military,
developmental, and political approaches. By examining key
case studies, this research aims to provide a comprehensive
understanding of how these insurgencies have shaped
India’s internal security landscape and what future policy
measures may offer lasting solutions.

In a broader global context, the phenomena of leftwing
extremism and separatist insurgencies are part of a wider
trend of political violence driven by socioeconomic
inequality, marginalization, and ideological conflicts.
Movements such as the Maoist insurgency in India echo
global leftwing revolutions that have historically aimed to
dismantle oppressive systems and redistribute resources.
Similarly, separatist insurgencies reflect global struggles for
self-determination and ethnic autonomy, seen in regions like
the Basque country in Spain and the Tamil separatist
movement in Sri Lanka. The ideological underpinnings of
these movements in India are crucial to understanding their
persistence. Left-wing extremism, rooted in Marxist-
Leninist ideology, draws strength from promises of
socioeconomic justice, while separatist movements are
fuelled by ethnic identity, territorial claims, and historical
grievances. Furthermore, the state's inability to provide
effective governance in remote, insurgency-affected areas,
often exacerbated by corruption and bureaucratic
inefficiencies, has only intensified discontent. At the same
time, the state’s heavy-handed security measures, while
effective in the short term, have sometimes alienated local
populations, complicating long-term peace efforts. Despite
these challenges, there have been examples of successful
peace processes, such as the Mizo Accord of 1986, which
ended insurgency in Mizoram and offers lessons for other
conflict-ridden regions. As India continues to rise on the
global stage, these internal conflicts remain critical to its
sociopolitical stability, economic progress, and international
image, making it imperative to explore sustainable solutions
that address the root causes and promote lasting peace.

2. Theoretical framework

To analyse the complexities surrounding Leftwing
Extremism (LWE) and separatist insurgencies in India, this
research employs a multifaceted theoretical framework that
incorporates various perspectives from political science and
sociology. This framework aims to provide a comprehensive
understanding of the underlying causes of these movements
and the state’s responses.

2.1 Marxist-Leninist theory

Central to understanding leftwing extremism is Marxist-
Leninist theory, which posits that class struggle is a
fundamental driver of societal change. The LWE in India,
particularly the Maoist movement, is deeply rooted in the
belief that the proletariat must rise against the bourgeoisie to
achieve socioeconomic justice. This ideology resonates
strongly in regions characterized by stark economic
disparities, where marginalized communities including
tribal populations and landless labourers view themselves as
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victims of exploitation and oppression. By framing their
struggle within the context of class warfare, these
movements aim to mobilize disenfranchised populations
against the state and its perceived injustices (Bhowmik,
2013) B,

2.2 Postcolonial theory

The separatist movements in India, particularly in regions
like Jammu and Kashmir and the Northeast, can be analysed
through a postcolonial lens. Postcolonial theory examines
how colonial legacies continue to shape power dynamics
and identity politics in formerly colonized states. Many
ethnic groups in India feel alienated from the national
identity, a sentiment rooted in historical injustices and the
imposition of arbitrary borders during colonial rule. This
framework helps explain the calls for self-determination and
autonomy among various communities, as they seek to
reclaim their historical narratives and cultural identities in

the face of a homogenizing national discourse (Basu, 2020)
121

2.3 Conflict resolution and peace studies

Understanding the responses of the Indian state to LWE and
separatist movements necessitates insights from conflict
resolution and peace studies. This perspective emphasizes
the importance of addressing the root causes of conflict
and advocating for dialogue, negotiation, and inclusive
governance as sustainable solutions. Analysing the
successes and failures of various peace processes, such as
the Mizo Accord, provides a critical evaluation of state
strategies in dealing with insurgencies. This framework
underscores that a purely militaristic approach, while
necessary in certain contexts, often fails to achieve long-
term stability if it does not engage with the underlying
grievances that fuel discontent (Singh B., 2018) [2€],

2.4 Governance and corruption theory

Lastly, a governance and corruption perspective highlight
the role of state capacity and institutional integrity in
shaping the dynamics of insurgency and state response.
Weak governance, characterized by corruption, lack of
accountability, and inadequate service delivery, can
exacerbate grievances among marginalized communities.
This perspective posits that effective governance and the
rule of law are essential for building trust between the state
and its citizens. The failure to address governance issues not
only fuels resentment but also provides fertile ground for
extremist ideologies and separatist sentiments to flourish
(Kumar R. &., 2019) 21,

3. Historical overview

The historical trajectories of Leftwing Extremism (LWE)
and separatist insurgencies in India are essential for
understanding their current dynamics and implications for
national security. Both movements have deep-rooted
historical foundations that have evolved, shaped by
socioeconomic inequalities, political grievances, and
cultural identities.

3.1 Left-wing extremism: Emergence and evolution

The roots of leftwing extremism in India can be traced back
to the Naxalite movement, which emerged in the late 1960s
in Naxalbari, West Bengal. Initially sparked by agrarian
discontent, the movement sought to address land
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redistribution issues and empower marginalized peasant
communities. The ideology was heavily influenced by
Maoist thought, which advocated for armed revolution as a
means to overthrow the state and establish a communist
regime (Ghosh, 2015) 1. Over the decades, the movement
spread to various parts of India, particularly in rural and
tribal areas characterized by poverty and socioeconomic
disenfranchisement. States like Chhattisgarh, Jharkhand,
Odisha, and Andhra Pradesh became hotspots for Maoist
activities, leading to violent clashes between insurgents and
security forces.

In the 1980s and 1990s, the Maoist movement underwent
significant transformations, as factions within it emerged,
leading to the formation of various splinter groups. These
groups adopted different strategies, from armed insurgency
to political engagement, complicating the overall landscape
of left-wing extremism (Kumar, Maoism in India: The
Quest for a New Revolution, 2018) . Despite significant
state  repression through military operations and
counterinsurgency tactics, LWE has persisted, adapting to
changing sociopolitical contexts and continuing to draw
support from marginalized communities.

3.2 Separatist insurgencies: A historical context

In contrast, separatist movements in India have distinct
historical contexts and trajectories. The most prominent of
these is the insurgency in Jammu and Kashmir, which has
been influenced by a mix of historical grievances, religious
identity, and regional aspirations for autonomy. The conflict
can be traced back to the partition of India in 1947, when
princely states were given the choice to join either India or
Pakistan. The accession of Jammu and Kashmir to India
sparked a prolonged conflict that has witnessed several wars
and ongoing violence, rooted in questions of self-
determination and identity (Zaffar, 2020) %31,

In the Northeast, separatist movements have emerged in
states such as Nagaland, Manipur, and Assam, where ethnic
identity and historical grievances against perceived colonial
impositions have fuelled demands for autonomy and self-
rule. The Naga National Council, formed in the 1940s,
sought to establish an independent Nagaland, while other
groups emerged in response to  socioeconomic
marginalization and cultural alienation from the Indian state.
Over the years, these movements have oscillated between
armed struggle and negotiations, with varying degrees of
success in achieving political concessions (Bhaumik,
Insurgency in Northeast India: A Historical Perspective,
2018) [,

3.3 Common threads and divergences

Despite the differences in their historical contexts, both
LWE and separatist insurgencies share common threads,
including grievances related to state neglect, economic
deprivation, and political marginalization. The Indian state’s
response, often characterized by heavy-handed military
action and a lack of meaningful dialogue, has sometimes
exacerbated these grievances, leading to a cycle of violence
and further alienation.

4. Root causes of left-wing extremism and separatist
insurgencies

Understanding the root causes of Leftwing Extremism
(LWE) and separatist insurgencies in India is crucial for
devising effective interventions and policies. These
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movements are fuelled by a complex interplay of
socioeconomic, political, and historical factors that
contribute to a sense of marginalization and discontent
among various communities.

4.1 Socioeconomic disparities

One of the primary root causes of LWE in India is the
pervasive socioeconomic disparity that characterizes many
regions affected by insurgency. Areas such as Chhattisgarh,
Jharkhand, and Odisha, which are rich in natural resources,
often suffer from extreme poverty, lack of basic services,
and inadequate infrastructure. The promise of development
and socioeconomic justice has largely failed to materialize
for  marginalized populations, particularly  tribal
communities, leading to feelings of exclusion and betrayal
(Jha, 2019) IO The Maoists exploit these grievances,
portraying themselves as champions of the oppressed and
rallying support for their cause by emphasizing the need for
land reform and equitable resource distribution.

Similarly, in the context of separatist movements,
socioeconomic neglect plays a significant role in fuelling
demands for autonomy. In the Northeastern states, for
example, ethnic groups feel marginalized by the central
government, which they perceive as neglectful of their
development needs. The lack of investment in education,
healthcare, and employment opportunities has resulted in
widespread disillusionment, making communities more
susceptible to separatist ideologies that promise self-
governance and control over local resources (Bhaumik,
Insurgency in Northeast India: A Historical Perspective,
2018) B,

4.2 Political marginalization

Political marginalization also significantly contributes to the
persistence of LWE and separatist insurgencies. Many
communities involved in these movements feel excluded
from the political process and lack representation in
governance structures. In the case of LWE, the
centralization of power and decision-making often
overlooks the wvoices and needs of rural populations,
fostering a sense of disenfranchisement. The Maoist
movement capitalizes on this discontent, advocating for a
revolutionary change in governance that emphasizes local
participation and empowerment (Sharma R., 2020) [26],

In the context of separatist movements, historical injustices,
such as the imposition of arbitrary borders during colonial
rule and the subsequent lack of recognition of ethnic
identities, further exacerbate feelings of political exclusion.
In regions like Jammu and Kashmir, the longstanding
conflict over territorial claims has led to a perception of
neglect and alienation from the Indian state. As a result,
groups advocating for self-determination have gained
traction, often citing historical grievances as justification for
their demands (Zaffar, 2020) 231,

4.3 ldentity and cultural factors

Identity and cultural factors also play a critical role in the
emergence of both LWE and separatist insurgencies. In
India’s diverse sociocultural landscape, ethnic identity often
serves as a rallying point for groups seeking recognition and
autonomy. In the Northeast, for instance, ethnic
communities with distinct languages, traditions, and cultural
practices resist what they perceive as cultural
homogenization imposed by the Indian state. This cultural
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assertion manifests in demands for autonomy and the
preservation of unique identities, often resulting in separatist
sentiments (Bhaumik, Insurgency in Northeast India: A
Historical Perspective, 2018) E1.

In the case of LWE, the Maoists position themselves as
defenders of the rights of marginalized communities,
leveraging cultural narratives to gain legitimacy and
support. By aligning their struggle with local customs and
historical contexts, they foster a sense of solidarity and
shared identity among their followers, enhancing their

capacity to mobilize resistance against the state (Jha, 2019)
[10]

5. State response to left-wing extremism and separatist
insurgencies

The Indian state’s response to Leftwing Extremism (LWE)
and separatist insurgencies has evolved, reflecting the
complexities of these conflicts and the challenges faced in
addressing their root causes. The state’s approach
encompasses a combination of military action, legislative
measures, developmental initiatives, and dialogue, each with
varying degrees of success and failure.

5.1 Military and security measures

A predominant aspect of the Indian state’s response to both
LWE and separatist movements has been a reliance on
military and security measures. In the case of LWE, the
government has implemented extensive counterinsurgency
operations aimed at neutralizing Maoist strongholds.
Operations such as “Operation Green Hunt” have involved
deploying paramilitary forces and conducting combative
strategies to dismantle insurgent infrastructure (Choudhury,
2018) Bl While these measures have resulted in temporary
successes, including the elimination of key Maoist leaders,
they have often been criticized for leading to excessive
violence and human rights violations. The heavy-handed
approach has, at times, further alienated local populations,
complicating the prospects for long-term peace and stability
(Jha, 2019) (10,

Similarly, in addressing separatist insurgencies, particularly
in Jammu and Kashmir, the state has employed military
force to quell dissent and maintain order. This approach has
included armed operations against separatist groups,
resulting in significant loss of life and widespread unrest.
However, the militarization of conflict zones has often
exacerbated grievances among local populations, leading to
a cycle of violence and further entrenchment of separatist
sentiments (Zaffar, 2020) 231,

5.2 Legislative and policy framework

In addition to military measures, the Indian state has
implemented various legislative and policy frameworks to
address LWE and separatist movements. The Unlawful
Activities (Prevention) Act (UAPA) and the Armed Forces
(Special Powers) Act (AFSPA) have been pivotal in
granting security forces enhanced powers to act against
insurgents. While proponents argue that these laws are
necessary for maintaining national security, critics contend
that they infringe upon civil liberties and enable state
excesses (Chakraborty, 2021) 1,

Furthermore, the government has initiated various policies
aimed at socio-economic development in insurgency-
affected regions. The Integrated Tribal Development
Programme (ITDP) and other welfare schemes aim to
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improve living conditions, provide education, and create
employment opportunities in marginalized communities.
However, the implementation of these programs has often
been hampered by bureaucratic inefficiencies and
corruption, leading to limited impact on the ground (Kumar,
2020) 1,

5.3 Dialogue and negotiation

Recognizing the limitations of purely militaristic
approaches, there have been instances where the Indian state
has sought dialogue and negotiation with insurgent groups.
In the case of certain separatist movements, such as those in
the Northeast, the government has engaged in peace talks,
resulting in agreements like the Bodo Accord in 2020,
which aimed to address the aspirations of the Bodo
community (Bhaumik, The Politics of Peace Agreements in
Northeast India: A Case Study of the Bodo Accord., 2021)
. These dialogues highlight the importance of recognizing
legitimate grievances and the need for inclusive governance
to achieve lasting peace.

However, the success of such initiatives often hinges on the
willingness of both the state and insurgent groups to engage
constructively in dialogue. The lack of trust between parties,
coupled with ongoing violence, can impede the prospects
for effective negotiations.

6. Impact and consequences of left-wing extremism and
separatist insurgencies

The impact of Leftwing Extremism (LWE) and separatist
insurgencies in India has been profound, shaping the
sociopolitical landscape and resulting in far-reaching
consequences for governance, development, and national
security. These conflicts have affected not only the regions
in which they are concentrated but also the broader
trajectory of India's internal and external policies.

6.1 Social and human costs

One of the most significant impacts of LWE and separatist
insurgencies has been the immense social and human costs.
The violence associated with these movements has led to
thousands of deaths, displacements, and the destruction of
livelihoods. In regions affected by LWE, such as
Chhattisgarh and Jharkhand, local populations, especially
tribal communities, have borne the brunt of the conflict.
Civilians are often caught in the crossfire between
insurgents and state forces, leading to loss of life,
widespread fear, and disruption of daily activities (Bose,
2020) 1,

Similarly, in conflict zones like Jammu and Kashmir, the
insurgency has resulted in the displacement of communities,
particularly Kashmiri Pandits, who fled the region in the
1990s due to targeted violence. The social fabric of these
regions has been torn apart, with long-lasting psychological
and emotional scars on the population. The militarization of
these regions has also contributed to a sense of alienation
and resentment among local communities, further fuelling
the insurgencies (Zaffar, 2020) %31,

6.2 Economic consequences

The economic consequences of LWE and separatist
movements are equally severe. Prolonged insurgencies have
hindered economic development, particularly in resource-
rich areas affected by LWE. These regions, which have
significant reserves of minerals, remain underdeveloped due
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to the instability caused by the insurgency. The extraction of
resources is often disrupted, and infrastructure development
projects are stalled, depriving local populations of the
benefits of economic growth (Jha, 2019) 1,

In separatist-affected regions such as Jammu and Kashmir
and the Northeast, the insurgencies have led to a decline in
tourism and investment. These areas, which have
the potential for economic growth, remain underdeveloped
due to the instability and insecurity that insurgencies create.
The government has poured substantial resources into
military and security operations, diverting funds that could
otherwise be used for development and welfare programs
(Choudhury, 2018) (81,

6.3 Political instability and governance challenges

LWE and separatist insurgencies also pose significant
challenges to governance and political stability. In regions
affected by LWE, the state’s authority is often undermined,
with Maoist groups establishing parallel systems of
governance. These groups often take control of local
administration, imposing their laws and collecting "taxes"
from local populations. This creates a governance vacuum,
further weakening the legitimacy of the state in the eyes of
the affected communities (Kumar, 2020) 1231,

In separatist-affected areas, insurgencies have led to
demands for greater autonomy or even secession,
challenging the territorial integrity of India. In the
Northeast, various ethnic groups have sought to carve out
separate states or regions based on ethnic identity, leading to
ongoing political instability. This has complicated the
government’s ability to implement policies and maintain
law and order in these regions (Bhaumik, 2018) Bl
Moreover, the presence of armed forces and the imposition
of laws like the Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act
(AFSPA) have sparked political controversies and protests,
both domestically and internationally.

6.4 Impact on national security

The ongoing insurgencies pose a significant threat to India’s
national security. LWE has been described as the most
serious internal security challenge facing the country, with
Maoist groups targeting infrastructure, police forces, and
government officials. The insurgents’ ability to operate in
dense forests and remote areas has made it difficult for the
state to completely eradicate them. This not only
undermines security in the affected regions but also has
wider implications for India's overall internal security
(Choudhury, 2018) &,

Similarly, separatist movements, particularly in Jammu and
Kashmir, have broader geopolitical implications. The
conflict in Kashmir involves not only internal actors but also
external forces, with Pakistan playing a role in fuelling
insurgency in the region. This has escalated tensions
between India and Pakistan, leading to periodic skirmishes
and diplomatic crises. The insurgency in Kashmir, thus,
poses both an internal and external threat to India's security
(Zaffar, 2020) 23,

7. Case studies of left-wing extremism and separatist
insurgencies in India

To better understand the dynamics of Leftwing Extremism
(LWE) and separatist insurgencies, it is crucial to examine
specific case studies that highlight the unique contexts,
challenges, and responses associated with these movements.
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These case studies offer valuable insights into the
underlying causes and consequences, as well as the
effectiveness of state responses.

7.1 The Maoist insurgency in Chhattisgarh

Chhattisgarh has been a significant battleground for leftwing
extremism, with Maoist insurgents, often referred to as
Naxalites, establishing a strong presence in the state’s
remote and tribal regions. The Maoists have exploited the
socioeconomic  deprivation of tribal communities,
particularly in areas like Bastar, to rally support for their
cause. The insurgency in Chhattisgarh is characterized by
violent attacks on security forces, the destruction of
infrastructure, and targeted Kkillings of local officials
perceived as state collaborators (Jha, 2019) [,

One of the key aspects of the Maoist insurgency in
Chhattisgarh is its relationship with local grievances over
land rights and resource exploitation. The state is rich in
minerals, and large-scale mining projects have often been
initiated without adequately consulting or compensating
local tribal populations. The Maoists have positioned
themselves as protectors of tribal rights, advocating for
equitable land distribution and opposing corporate
exploitation (Singh A., 2020) 191,

The state’s response to the Maoist insurgency has involved a
mix of military action and development programs.
Operations like “Operation Green Hunt” have sought to
dismantle Maoist strongholds through counterinsurgency
tactics, while the state has also introduced schemes aimed at
improving infrastructure and providing employment in
affected areas. However, the conflict persists, largely
because of the deep-seated grievances that continue to fuel
the Maoist movement (Choudhury, 2018) €1,

7.2 The Kashmir insurgency

The insurgency in Jammu and Kashmir, rooted in demands
for greater autonomy and self-determination, remains one of
India’s most significant separatist movements. Since the late
1980s, the region has witnessed intense violence, with
militant groups engaging in armed conflict against the
Indian state. The insurgency has been driven by historical
grievances, including the perceived betrayal of promises
made to the Kashmiri people during the accession of the
princely state to India in 1947, as well as the continuous
erosion of Kashmir’s special status under Article 370 of the
Indian Constitution (Zaffar, 2020) 21,

The conflict in Kashmir has taken on a geopolitical
dimension due to the involvement of Pakistan, which
provides support to insurgent groups operating in the region.
This external influence has exacerbated the situation,
making the Kashmir insurgency not only an internal
challenge but also a matter of international concern. The
insurgency has led to widespread human rights violations,
displacement of communities, and a militarized environment
that has further alienated the local population (Suri, The

Geopolitics of Kashmir: India, Pakistan, and Beyond, 2021)
[21]

The Indian state’s response to the Kashmir insurgency has
primarily been militaristic, with security forces deployed to
maintain control and suppress separatist activities. While
this approach has been somewhat successful in curbing
militant activities, it has also generated criticism due to
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allegations of human rights abuses. The abrogation of
Article 370 in 2019, which stripped Jammu and Kashmir of
its special status, has further intensified tensions in the
region, with many viewings it as a move that disregards the
aspirations of the Kashmiri people (Bose, 2020) [©1,

7.3 The Naga insurgency in Northeast India

The Naga insurgency in Northeast India is one of the
longest-running separatist movements in the country. It
began in the late 1940s, driven by demands for an
independent Nagalim - a homeland for the Naga ethnic
group, which spans across several states in India and
Myanmar. The Naga insurgency is deeply rooted in ethnic
identity, with Naga groups seeking recognition of their
distinct culture, traditions, and political aspirations
(Bhaumik, Insurgency in Northeast India: A Historical
Perspective, 2018) [,

Over the years, various factions of Naga insurgents, most
notably the National Socialist Council of Nagaland (NSCN),
have engaged in armed struggle against the Indian state. The
conflict has resulted in widespread violence, loss of life, and
disruption of governance in Nagaland and neighbouring
areas. However, the Indian government has engaged in
peace talks with Naga insurgent groups, leading to ceasefire
agreements and, in some cases, negotiated settlements
(Sharma, 2019) 31,

In 2015, the Indian government signed a Framework
Agreement with the NSCNIM (IsakMuivah faction) aimed
at addressing the Naga political issue. While this agreement
marked a step toward peace, the insurgency has not been
fully resolved, as other Naga factions continue to resist the
terms of the settlement. The Naga case highlights the
complexities of ethnic insurgencies, where fragmented
leadership and competing interests complicate the prospects
for lasting peace (Sharma, 2019) [,

7.4 The Bodo insurgency and the Bodo accord

The Bodo insurgency in Assam is another notable case of
ethnic separatism in Northeast India. The Bodo community,
one of the largest indigenous groups in the region, has long
demanded a separate state within India. The insurgency, led
by groups like the National Democratic Front of Bodoland
(NDFB), was characterized by violent clashes with the
Indian state and other ethnic groups in Assam (Bhaumik,
The Politics of Peace Agreements in Northeast India: A
Case Study of the Bodo Accord., 2021) I,

In response, the Indian government-initiated peace talks
with Bodo insurgent groups, resulting in several agreements
aimed at addressing their demands. The most recent of
these, the Bodo Accord signed in 2020, created a Bodoland
Territorial Region (BTR) with greater autonomy for the
Bodo people. This agreement has been hailed as a success,
as it brought an end to decades of violence and established a
framework for greater political representation and
development for the Bodo community (Singh R., 2021) 20,
The Bodo case illustrates the potential for negotiated
settlements to resolve longstanding separatist conflicts,
provided that the state is willing to recognize ethnic
aspirations and grant meaningful autonomy. However, the
success of such accords depends on effective
implementation and the continued engagement of all
stakeholders.

https://www.journalofpoliticalscience.com

8. Comparative analysis of left-wing extremism and
separatist insurgencies in India

In comparing Leftwing Extremism (LWE) with separatist
insurgencies in India, it becomes evident that while both
movements arise from sociopolitical grievances, they differ
significantly in terms of their origins, objectives, and
strategies. Understanding these distinctions is critical to
formulating nuanced responses that address the root causes
of each conflict and promote sustainable peace.

8.1 Ideological differences

One of the most striking differences between LWE and
separatist insurgencies is their ideological foundations.
LWE, particularly the Maoist movement, is rooted in
Marxist-Leninist ideology. It seeks to overthrow the Indian
state and replace it with a socialist system that prioritizes the
rights of marginalized populations, especially landless
peasants and tribal communities. The Maoists aim to
dismantle existing political and economic structures that
they perceive as exploitative, with the ultimate goal of
establishing a "people's government" (Kumar, 2020) 23],

In contrast, separatist insurgencies are primarily driven by
ethnic or religious identities and focus on demands for
autonomy or independence. These movements often seek to
carve out distinct political entities based on cultural, ethnic,
or religious lines, as seen in Jammu and Kashmir and
Northeast India. For example, the Naga insurgency revolves
around the aspiration for a separate Nagalim that recognizes
Naga identity and political autonomy, while the Kashmir
insurgency is rooted in demands for self-determination and
greater autonomy from the Indian state Zaffar, (2020) I
(Bhaumik, Insurgency in Northeast India: A Historical
Perspective, 2018) Bl,

8.2 Geographical focus and demographics

The geographical distribution of LWE and separatist
insurgencies also varies. LWE is concentrated in what is
commonly referred to as the "Red Corridor," encompassing
states like Chhattisgarh, Jharkhand, Odisha, and parts of
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh. These regions are
characterized by significant tribal populations, high levels of
poverty, and underdevelopment. The Maoists have built
their support base among marginalized communities that
feel neglected by the state and deprived of economic
opportunities (Jha, 2019) 10,

On the other hand, separatist insurgencies are more
localized in specific regions with distinct ethnic or religious
identities. In Jammu and Kashmir, the insurgency is driven
by historical, religious, and geopolitical factors that
distinguish the region from the rest of India. Similarly, in
Northeast India, insurgencies like the Naga and Bodo
movements stem from ethnic aspirations and grievances
over political representation and economic neglect (Suri,
2021) 21; (Sharma, 2019) 1%,

8.3 Grievances and socioeconomic factors

Both LWE and separatist insurgencies are driven by
grievances, but the nature of these grievances differs. In the
case of LWE, the primary grievance is socioeconomic
inequality and marginalization. The Maoists position
themselves as defenders of tribal and rural populations who
have been displaced or exploited due to mining projects,
deforestation, and industrialization. Their movement is
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fundamentally a reaction against the economic exploitation
of these marginalized groups (Singh A., 2020) [,

In contrast, separatist movements are more closely tied to
issues of political identity and autonomy. While economic
underdevelopment does play a role, as in the case of the
Northeast and Kashmir, the central demand in these
insurgencies is for greater political control or even secession
from India. The Kashmir insurgency, for example, is deeply
intertwined with the region's disputed status and the erosion
of political autonomy under Article 370, while the Naga
insurgency seeks recognition of Naga ethnic identity and
self-governance (Bhaumik, Insurgency in Northeast India: A
Historical Perspective, 2018) EI,

8.4 Methods and strategies

The methods and strategies employed by LWE and
separatist insurgencies also differ. LWE, particularly the
Maoists, employ guerrilla warfare tactics, focusing on hit-
and-run attacks, sabotage of infrastructure, and ambushes on
security forces. Their stronghold in dense forests and remote
areas allows them to evade state forces and carry out
prolonged insurgency operations. They also establish
parallel governance structures in areas under their control,
imposing their laws and extracting resources through
"taxation" (Choudhury, 2018) &,

Separatist insurgencies, while also engaging in armed
conflict, often involve a broader range of tactics, including
political mobilization, protests, and international lobbying.
In Jammu and Kashmir, for example, insurgent groups have
not only engaged in direct combat with Indian forces but
have also sought international attention to their cause,
framing it as a struggle for self-determination. In the
Northeast, groups like the NSCN have combined armed
resistance with negotiations, engaging with the Indian
government to secure political settlements Bose, (2020) [©I;
Sharma, (2019) 23],

8.5 State responses

The Indian state’s responses to LWE and separatist
insurgencies have varied depending on the nature of the
conflict. In the case of LWE, the response has largely been
militaristic, with counterinsurgency operations such as
“Operation Green Hunt” aimed at eliminating Maoist
strongholds. The state has also introduced development
schemes to address some of the socioeconomic grievances,
though critics argue that these efforts have not been
sufficient or consistent (Jha, 2019) 19,

In contrast, the state’s response to separatist insurgencies
has been more nuanced, involving both military action and
political negotiations. In Jammu and Kashmir, the state has
deployed large numbers of security forces to maintain
control, but it has also engaged in political processes, such
as granting special autonomy under Article 370, before its
abrogation in 2019. In the Northeast, peace agreements like
the Naga Framework Agreement and the Bodo Accord
illustrate the state's willingness to negotiate with insurgent
groups and offer political solutions that grant greater
autonomy (Singh, 2021; Bhaumik, 2021) [20.41,

8.6 International and geopolitical implications

Another significant distinction is the international
dimension of separatist insurgencies, which is largely absent
in the case of LWE. The insurgency in Jammu and Kashmir,
for instance, has significant geopolitical implications due to
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Pakistan's involvement, with cross-border terrorism playing
a central role in the conflict. This external dimension
complicates the insurgency, making it a focal point for
India’s regional diplomatic and military strategies (Suri,
2021) 21,

In contrast, LWE is predominantly an internal security issue
with no direct involvement from foreign states. While the
Maoists have ideological links to other left-wing movements
globally, their operations are largely confined within India's
borders and do not have the same international ramifications
as separatist insurgencies (Choudhury, 2018) €1,

9. Conclusion

Leftwing extremism and separatist insurgencies in India
present complex and multifaceted challenges for the state,
deeply rooted in historical, socioeconomic, and political
grievances. While both forms of insurgency stem from
marginalization and exclusion, their motivations, methods,
and desired outcomes diverge significantly. Leftwing
extremism, particularly the Maoist insurgency, is driven by
ideological goals aimed at systemic change through
Marxist-Leninist  principles, focusing on addressing
socioeconomic inequality and marginalization of tribal and
rural communities. On the other hand, separatist
insurgencies, whether in Jammu and Kashmir, Nagaland, or
Assam, are largely rooted in ethnic, religious, and political
identities, with demands for greater autonomy or outright
secession from the Indian state.

The Indian government’s response to these insurgencies has
varied, reflecting the unique characteristics of each conflict.
In the case of leftwing extremism, the state has
predominantly relied on military operations and
development schemes to address economic grievances.
However, this approach has been met with limited success,
as deep-seated socioeconomic issues fuel the insurgency. In
contrast, the state’s handling of separatist insurgencies has
involved a combination of military force, political
negotiations, and peace accords. While some progress has
been made, particularly in the Northeast with agreements
like the Bodo Accord, challenges persist, especially in
Jammu and Kashmir, where external geopolitical factors
and longstanding political aspirations complicate the
situation.

A comparative analysis of these insurgencies reveals that
while both are responses to perceived injustice and
marginalization, their different ideological and political
foundations require tailored solutions. For left-wing
extremism, a focus on inclusive development, land reforms,
and better governance in tribal areas may address the root
causes. For separatist insurgencies, political negotiations
that recognize ethnic and regional aspirations, while
preserving the integrity of the Indian state, offer the best
prospects for long-term peace. Moreover, addressing human
rights concerns and ensuring the participation of local
communities in the decision-making process are essential
for creating a sustainable resolution to these conflicts.
Ultimately, resolving insurgencies in India requires a
multipronged strategy that combines security measures with
political, economic, and social interventions. The state's
ability to adapt its approach to the specific needs and
aspirations of the affected regions will be key to fostering
peace and stability. By learning from past experiences and
focusing on long-term, inclusive solutions, India can hope to
mitigate the challenges posed by both leftwing extremism
and separatist insurgencies.
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