LALIT

153 Main Road, Grand River North West, Port Louis,

Republic of Mauritius

Tel/Fax: 230 208 2132, 230 208 5551

e-mail   lalmel@intnet.mu

2nd April, 2002

The Chairman of the Board, MBC

Pasteur Street

Forest Side.

Dear Ms. Aumeeruddy-Cziffra,

We write to you to make a general point and a specific request, under the MBC Act, which at Section 4(f) obliges the Corporation to “strike a fair balance in the allocation of broadcasting hours among various .. political … standpoints.”

As you know, political currents or standpoints, are not very justly expressed in electoral terms, when there is only one round of elections (which is why many countries have two, or even three “tours”). But the political currents nevertheless still exist.

As you know the Labour Party and the Mouvement Militant Mauricien were once “small parties”.  In fact, they both started out of nothing.

They are now, as at the last Municipal Elections, both still fairly small parties.

 It is only when the MMM allies itself with the MSM, Les Verts, half of the Mouvement Republicain, the Parti Mauricien Social Democrate, that they cover the 50% mark. While the Labour Party does not make the 50% mark, even though allied with  the PMXD, Rama Valayden, Madan Dulloo’s party, and the remnants of Sheila Bappoo and Rama Sithanen’s party. This means, as individual parties, the supposedly “big parties” often represent only about 15% of the people, the Prime Minister’s party maybe even less.

As you know, LALIT’s candidates, at the last Municipal elections, despite the single round system, received 10%-15% of the suffrage in one of the towns.

But, more important: LALIT is the only political party which represents the following political standpoints, and is thus an important current, and MBC should represent it: anti-corporate-globalization, pro-secularism, anti-communalism, feminism, egalitarian ideas, anti-capitalism, anti-stalinism, socialism, economic democracy, trade union rights, that economic and social rights should be enshrined in the constitution, that work should be a right, against repression and in particular police brutality, against bureaucratization of democracy, against the entire “logic” of the IMF, WB, WTO, NEPAD, AGOA, against the contiued bombarding of Afganistan, against the apartheid Israel is imposing on the Palestinian people, against the de-regulation of labour laws.. We have ample publications over the past 25 years since our formation to prove this. We regularly depone before any Commissions and Select Committee’s government sets up. We are covered by all the written press and by radio stations. Just the MBC TV seems to be keeping Lalit’s political standpoint unrepresented. This exclusion of our political standpoint has got worse, of course, since the Vice-Prime Minister’s public threats issued to the MBC at the same time as his rather histerical criticisms of Lalit.

Debates on TV need to include political debates. This is true always, but right now we write to you with a specific request, following the Sachs Commission report on Constitutional And Electoral Reform. As you know most of the people of the country do not know what is in this Report. The Government parties want to go ahead and implement the two things they already wanted to implement: power for the President to dissolve or NOT dissolve the National Assembly, and (leaving the Best Loser System intact) add some proportional representation for the parties with more than 10% of votes. 

The Government, in its desperation to wipe out all future electoral challenges, also wants to place a further MONEY QUALIFICATION on democracy. This is very serious. It was proposed by the Sachs Commission.

The Sach’s report is divided into numbered chapters. The Terms of Reference were also numbered. Either of these ways of dividing the Report up would give guidelines to the MBC for ways of having a 10-week series of political debates in which the main political standpoints are reflected. The themes could include:

· Power to dissolve or not dissolve the National Assembly. (Reference to the situation in India, which the Terms of Reference already drew attention to; reference to the Sachs Report, to the existing situation in Mauritius, and to what would be more democratic.)

· The Best Loser System.

· Proportional Representation: Different ways it works, what the minimum should be, if any for representation.

· Banning of political parties. This was a “secret” terms of reference. But it was addressed by the Sachs’ Commission.

· Whether or not there should be property qualifications for standing as a candidate.

· Women are under-represented. Does the Sachs Commission address the real problems for women, or just suggest “tokenism”.

· Financing of political parties. The Sachs Commission suggests a draconian form of financement, which will bureaucratise the Electoral Commission as well as all the political parties.

· Excessive powers to the Electoral Commission – and a move away from popular control through the agents at grass roots level.

· Changes in the Judiciary: Should there be a Court of Appeal?

· Other ways that the system could be democratized.

We believe that the Government and Parliamentary Opposition actually represent more-or-less the same political standpoint on most issues, but that the MBC would need to represent both of them, as well as our current. 

Yours sincerely,

Lindsey Collen

for LALIT

