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Why Does RSS-BJP Not Like  
These Hindu Monks?

Sandeep Pandey

86-year-old  Swami Gyan 
Swaroop  Sanand  sa t  on  an 
indefinite fast in Haridwar on 22 
June 2018 to demand making a law 
on conservation of river Ganga. 
Nobody came to see him from 
the Ministry of Water Resources, 
River Development and Ganga 
Rejuvenation. He was admitted to 
the All India Institute of Medical 
Sciences, Haridwar but continued 
his fast there even after a month.

He had fasted earlier in 2008 for 
letting Bhagirathi flow uninterrupted 
between Gangotri and Uttarkashi 
in a stretch of 175 kms. Because of 
this fast, the government cancelled 
the 380 MW Bhairon Ghati and the 
480 MW Pala-Maneri hydel power 
projects. In 2009, when he got the 
feeling that government was not 
serious about its commitment, he 
started a fast again and this time got 
the Loharinag-Pala hydel power 
project cancelled.

Before becoming a saint in 
2011, Swami Sanand was known 
as Professor Guru Das Agarwal. He 
had earlier taught and done research 
at Indian Institute of Technology, 
Kanpur and served as the Member-
Secretary of Central Pollution 

Control Board.
He believes that just as hundreds 

of crores of rupees have gone down 
the drain in the name of Ganga 
Action Plan, now thousands of 
crores will be splurged in the name 
of Ganga River Basin Authority and 
Clean Ganga Mission by 2020. After 
Narendra Modi became the Prime 
Minister, ‘Namami Gange’ project 
was launched with huge fanfare only 
to yield no results on the ground.

In 2011, a 34-year-old ascetic, 
Swami Nigamananda, died at the 
Jolly Grant Himalayan Institute 
Hospital in Dehradun on the 115th 
day of his fast to demand halt to 
illegal mining in Ganga when the 
Bharatiya Janata Party government 
was in power in Uttarakhand. It 
is suspected that a mining mafia 
considered close to the Rashtriya 
Swayamsewak Sangh connived with 
the administration and poison was 
injected into Swami Nigamananda’s 
body while he in the district hospital 
in Haridwar, where he had been 
admitted earlier before being shifted 
to the Himalayan Institute Hospital. 
Otherwise, it doesn’t explain why 
nobody on behalf of the government 
went to have a dialogue with him 
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during the course of his long fast. 
Now,  79-year-old  Swami 

Agnivesh has been thrashed and 
abused in Jharkhand by members of 
the Bharatiya Janata Yuva Morcha 
and Akhil Bharatiya Vidyarthi 
Parishad. Swami Agnivesh is a 
follower of the Arya Samaj sect, 
which was founded by Swami 
Dayanand Saraswati and is based 
on the teachings of the four Vedas. 
The ten principles laid down by him 
as the philosophical basis of Arya 
Samaj ideology include: accept truth 
and reject untruth; take decision 
about every action based on Dharma 
after giving due thought to right and 
wrong; our objective must be the 
physical, spiritual and social well 
being of all; our conduct must be 
based on love, righteousness and 
justice; and that we must encourage 
knowledge and dispel ignorance. 

Swami Agnivesh has fought 
against injustice all his life. From 
liberating bonded labourers, taking 
out a 18-day padyatra from Delhi to 
Deorala against Sati tradition, leading 
a movement for entry of Dalits in the 
Nathdwara temple near Udaipur, 
participating in campaign against 
female foeticide and launching 
a movement for ban on liquor, 
to constructive programmes like 
promotion of multi-faith harmony 
and establishing of Sarva Dharma 
Sansad (or All Faiths Parliament), 
he has been an activist all his life. 
He has not only lived according to 
the principles of the Hindu reformist 
movement of the Arya Samaj but 
has also served the higher goals of 
humanity. Swami Agnivesh is an 
ideal example of what a Hindu monk 
should be like. He is well respected 
within the country as well as abroad. 
His work for abolitioning bonded lab 
our has been recognised by United 
Nations as well, for which he was 

made the chairperson of the UN 
Trust Fund on Contemporary Forms 
of Slavery. He has won several 
prestigious international awards 
for his work, including the Right 
Livelihood Award (also famed as 
the Alternative Nobel Peace Prize) 
in 2004 and the Freedom and Human 
Rights Award (Bern, Switzerland, 
1994). Through him Hinduism has 
been projected in a good light, which 
is also because he has practiced 
Gandhian principles in his life. He 
has authored a book called Vedic 
Samajvad.

Swami Sanand and Agnivesh 
both put on saffron robes, are willing 
to take any risk for truth, and are 
committed to the path of non-
violence, while also being celibates, 
vegetarians and scholarly. Both have 
given up comfortable lives. While 
Professor G.D. Agarwal quit his 
government job, Swami Agnivesh 
relinquished his Haryana assembly 
membership and ministership. Both 
have complete faith in Hinduism 
which guides their lives and actions. 
Swami Nigamananda sacrificed his 
life at a very young age. His faith 
in Hinduism is above question too.

The question then is, why don’t 
the Hindutva organisations RSS and 
BJP like monks such as these? Why is 
it that Hindutva organisations either 
completely ignore such monks or 
feel threatened by them, to the extent 
that they have to engineer attacks 
on them? Swami Nigamanand lost 
his life because the Hindutva forces 
were dominated by commercial 
interests with criminal intentions.

It is because people like Swami 
Nigamananda, Sanand and Agnivesh 
are truly dedicated Hindus. They 
don’t put up a show of being Hindus, 
and don’t use religion for political 
or commercial purposes. Is it not an 
irony that the RSS and the Hindutva 

organisations spawned by it consider 
such people living the ideals of 
Hinduism most truthfully as being 
opposed to them?

Swami Agnivesh and Sanand 
don’t hate Muslims, neither are 
they afraid of them. They don’t 
make provocative speeches which 
can trigger communal violence. 
They want to promote communal 
harmony and peace in society, not 
hatred, discrimination and violence. 
They don’t identify human beings 
according to their caste, religion or 
class. For them humanity is supreme. 
They behave courteously even with 
their adversaries.

If we think about it, what have 
these Hindutva organisations, which 
project themselves as the sole torch 
bearers of Hinduism, got to do with 
either the principles or spirit of 
Hindu religion? In some ways, such 
as by giving free hand to lumpen 
elements, they are actually tarnishing 
the image of Hindu religion.

It is up to the wider Hindu 
society to decide whether the people 
who take law into their hands and 
indulge in mob lynching of Muslims 
and Hindutva organisations like 
RSS–BJP who give patronage to 
them are the real representatives 
of Hindusim, or people like Swami 
Nigamanda, Sanand and Agnivesh?
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Mahatma Gandhi is generally 
associated with India’s struggle 
for independence. He was the 
unquestioned leader of this struggle 
for three decades from 1918  to 1947. 
Being its leader he formulated the 
strategy of the struggle. It was to 
be based on non-violent non-co-
operation with British imperialism. 
In the process of the struggle, 
Gandhi mobilised the people. Mass 
participation was a major strength of 
the struggle. The struggle also had 
some interesting features. Gandhi 
maintained high moral standards 
during the course of the struggle. 
As he himself said, the struggle was 
essentially for the minds and hearts 
of the people, not for simple victory.

It is generally not realised that 
Gandhi joined the Indian freedom 
struggle rather late in his life, at the 
age of 49. Before that, he had spent 
most of his active years outside India, 
in England and in South Africa. Not 
much is generally known about these 
years. This period is treated either as 
a prelude to his active political life or 
as a kind of a pre-history to Gandhi’s 
major involvement with the Indian 
freedom struggle. But, upon a closer 
examination, it should be clear 
that these years were integrally 
connected to Gandhi’s political life. 
Far from being a pre-history, this 
period shaped Gandhi’s personality 
and politics in fundamental ways.

From very early in his life, 
Gandhi seems to have decided 
that it was pointless to live just 
for the sake of living. Life did not 
constitute its own justification. It 
had to have a meaning larger than 
itself. Gandhi found that meaning 

The Making of the Mahatma
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in a life of service. He of course 
gave importance to many individual 
virtues such as honesty, integrity, 
courage and compassion. But even 
these virtues were not important 
in themselves. You could live a 
life of honesty and integrity and 
yet be of little value to others. The 
important thing was to place these 
virtues for larger causes—service 
of the community. His notion of 
community was somewhat restricted 
initially—his Ashram inmates at 
Phoenix near Durban in South 
Africa, or the Indians in South 
Africa. But at crucial moments, 
his notion of community included 
all humanity. His struggle against 
British imperialism was as much 
for the people of India as for the 
people of England. He admired the 
British people and felt that they had 
been corrupted by the evil system 
of imperialism. It was necessary for 
the British people to get rid of their 
imperial domination. Gandhi said 
in an appeal to the British: “Please 
get off our backs so that we may all 
walk together.”

It is important to emphasise that 
Gandhi was constantly growing 
and incorporating new experiences 
into his life and practices. All his 
previous experiences were like 
crucial investments for his future 
ventures. As he himself said in 1933: 
“I am not at all concerned with 
appearing to be consistent. In my 
search after Truth I have discarded 
many ideas and learnt many new 
things. Old as I am in age, I have no 
feeling that I have ceased to grow 
inwardly or that my growth will stop 
at the dissolution of the flesh. What I 

am concerned with is my call to obey 
the Truth, my God, from moment 
to moment, and, therefore, when 
anybody finds any inconsistency 
between any two writings of mine, 
if he still has faith in my sanity, he 
would do well to choose the latter 
of the two on the same subject.” Yet 
even as he grew and incorporated 
new experiences into his practices, 
two major traits remained constant 
throughout—a primacy accorded 
to moral considerations in socio-
political life and a deep commitment 
to non-violence. Apart from these 
two, his subsequent life underwent 
great changes based on his early 
experiences.

Both England and South Africa, 
where he spent his early years, shaped 
Gandhi’s personality and politics in 
crucial ways. England exposed 
him to the great contrast between 
a powerful modern industrial 
civilisation and a traditional world 
of rural simplicities. Gandhi spent 
considerable time studying this 
contrast and then built his Utopia 
of a village republic. In South 
Africa, he led a struggle against 
discriminating laws against the 
Indian community and perfected his 
techniques of satyagraha. Both the 
Utopia and the technique stayed with 
him for the rest of his life. 

The years spent in England 
affected him profoundly.  He 
witnessed an industrial society 
going through rapid changes. He saw 
the remarkable accomplishments of 
the new order and the enchantment 
it created in human mind. He 
encountered the new converts to 
progress and also some sceptic 
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pessimists. The optimists saw the 
key to human happiness in the 
possibility of limitless growth. The 
benefits of affluence were bound to 
reach every society, sooner or later. 
The pessimists bemoaned the loss of 
culture and meaning, the simplicities 
of traditional life, the loss of cosy 
cocoons. They looked at the new 
order with distaste and concluded 
that the past was better than present. 
Industrialism had created a cold and 
arid world, devoid of all warmth and 
‘pastoral care’. Loss of culture and 
community was too great a price to 
pay for affluence.

Gandhi came into contact with 
both but was instinctively drawn 
towards the sceptics. He later 
read Tolstoy and Ruskin and was 
profoundly influenced by Ruskin’s 
Unto His Last, a book he read during 
a train journey from Johannesburg 
to Durban in 1904. The book was a 
powerful critique of industrialisation 
and a plea to return to traditional 
social ideals. In Gandhi’s own 
words, the book cast a “magic spell” 
on him. He paraphrased it into 
Gujarati and again re-paraphrased 
it back into English.

Even though Gandhi identified 
himself with the sceptics, there 
was one major difference. Both 
the optimists and the pessimists 
looked upon the new order as fait 
accompli. The optimists celebrated 
its inevitability and the pessimists 
expressed helplessness before the 
juggernaut of industrialism. Gandhi 
refused to go under. He grew more 
and more convinced that through 
collective human intervention, 
major wrongs could be set right. 
Any system, however much brutal 
and unjust, was in the end a sum 
total of the individuals who lived 
under it. They should be able to 
change it. Gandhi was determined 

to demonstrate that an alternative 
life was possible and also desirable. 
He bought 100 acres of land near 
Durban and set up the Phoenix 
Ashram in 1904. Soon a community 
grew in the Ashram. It became a 
place where he could carry out his 
experiments in community life. 
If an alternative to industrialism 
was to be found, it had to begin by 
community life. The life at Phoenix 
was kept uncontaminated, as far as 
possible, from modern amenities. 
At Phoenix, Gandhi developed 
a taste for Ashram life. Later he 
built three more Ashrams—Tolstoy 
Farm outside Johannesburg in 1910, 
Sabarmati Ashram in Ahmedabad in 
1915, and Sevagram near Wardha in 
1936, where he lived through most 
of the 1930s and 40s. The organising 
principles of social life remained the 
same in all the Ashrams.

The refusa l  to  t rea t  any 
unsatisfactory situation as ‘given’ 
became an important trait in Gandhi’s 
politics and he practised it during his 
leadership of the freedom struggle. 
He was even ready to fight, at the age 
of 76, against the partition of India 
but he found very little support for 
his ideas.

It was however South Africa, 
where Gandhi lived for 21 years, 
that provided Gandhi with a 
framework for his struggle against 
injustice. South Africa virtually 
became a political laboratory where 
Gandhi made experiments with his 
techniques of satyagraha. Gandhi 
initially went there to work as a 
lawyer for a trading firm of an Indian 
Muslim. However he was soon 
drawn into a fight with the racial 
discrimination being practised there. 

The South African society was 
in some ways similar to India and 
would have reminded Gandhi about 
the caste system in India. It was a 

hierarchical society and practised 
graded inequality—the Whites 
treated Browns as inferior and the 
Browns treated Blacks as inferior. 
The inequality was also connected 
to class and occupation—the Indian 
traders were treated differently from 
the Indian indentured labour. Gandhi 
also soon discovered that equality 
in formal political rights was not 
the way out. Social recognition of 
equality was more effective. He also 
very soon realised that discrimination 
in South Africa was based not simply 
on wealth or power, but on deeply 
held prejudices that had taken deep 
roots in the mind. Gandhi therefore 
came to the conclusion that the fight 
for civic rights was bound to be 
more effective than simply a fight 
for political rights.  

Gandhi formed the Natal Indian 
Congress in 1894 and started a 
campaign against anti-Indian racial 
laws. At the same time he also 
organised a volunteer force of 
Indians to help the British in the 
second Anglo-Boer War in 1899. 
This was clearly an attempt to put 
moral pressure on the British and 
to persuade them to take Indian 
demands seriously. In 1903, he started 
a journal Indian Opinion and started 
a press of his own, the International 
Printing Press (IPP), to mobilise 
opinion against discriminatory 
laws. Soon he launched a civil 
disobedience movement against 
racial laws. He visited London as 
part of an Indian delegation to make 
an appeal to the British people. It 
was around 1908 that he organised 
a mass burning of registration 
certificates by all Indians. These 
certificates were issued to Indians 
and were reminders of their unequal 
status in South Africa. This was the 
beginning of satyagraha. As his 
struggle intensified, imprisonments 
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inevi tably fol lowed.  Gandhi 
went through three rounds of 
imprisonment during 1908–9. In 
1913, Gandhi led a great march of 
over 2,000 satyagrahi Indian men, 
women and children to protest 
against anti-Indian legislations. He 
was arrested for the fourth time. 
Finally, there was an agreement in 
1914 between Gandhi and Smuts, 
a British official in South Africa. 
The settlement ended the struggle, 
but it was far from a total victory 
for Indians. Gandhi later stated that 
Indians needed to continue their 
satyagraha. He defined satyagraha 
as a technique of everyday resistance. 
The resistance was to be peaceful 
and meant to restrain and convert the 
adversary rather than to defeat him. 

On the whole, during the 21 
years he spent in South Africa, 
Gandhi in his political life conducted 
many experiments—press, journal, 
Ashram, long marches, moral 
pressures, picketing, bonfire, civil 
disobedience, imprisonment, and 
preparedness for a settlement. Each 
one was considered by Gandhi 
as effective and successful. It is 
interesting that during the course 
of the Indian freedom struggle, he 
repeated and relived each one of 
those political activities as part of 
his package of satyagraha. The only 
element in the package that was 
absent in South Africa was fasting 
as a political weapon, which he 
repeatedly practised in India. During 
the course of the Indian freedom 
struggle, Gandhi fasted around 13 
times, with good effect. At no time, 
however, was it targeted against the 
British. It was aimed against fellow 
Indians, as a kind of moral force. 
He first used the fast as a political 
weapon in Ahmedabad in 1917, 
during the strike by the workers 
of cotton textile mills. Gandhi was 

leading the strike. The industrial 
lobby of Ahmedabad was in no mood 
to relent and the workers’ morale 
was gradually sagging. It was at this 
point that Gandhi announced that he 
would undertake a fast. Gandhi’s fast 
did help to break the stalemate and 
a settlement was reached, partially 
accepting the workers’ demands for 
a wage increase.

Gandhi’s life was a series of 
experiments carried out in South 
Africa and then in India. All that was 
practised in South Africa was also 
tried out in India with considerable 
success. His transformation began 
in South Africa in which he 
systematically liberated himself 
from the bonds of money, property, 
fame, sex and formal power, and 
gradually became more and more 
invulnerable to all the possible 
pressures and inducements that 
could wean him away from what he 
thought was the correct path. This 
was Gandhi’s real strength and it 
enhanced his capacity for single-
minded devotion to public causes, 
whether in South Africa or in India.

Gilbert Murray, an English writer, 
warned the British government as 
early as in 1918 to be “very careful 
how they deal with a man who cares 
nothing for sensual pleasure, nothing 
for riches, nothing for comfort or 
praise or promotion, but is simply 
determined to do what he believes 
to be right. He is a dangerous and 
an uncomfortable enemy because his 
body which you can always conquer 
gives you so little purchase upon his 
soul.” This warning turned out to be 
quite prophetic.

After practising satyagraha 
in South Africa, Gandhi decided 
to codify it by writing a book  
Satyagraha in South Africa in 1924 
in which he presented satyagraha as 
a “priceless and matchless weapon 

and that those who wield it are 
strangers to disappointment and 
defeat.” Gandhi claimed that true 
satyagraha would be an effective 
weapon in most situations in which 
those holding formal power were 
unjust and tyrannical and their 
victims powerless and helpless. 
For all such situations, Gandhi 
offered his remedy of satyagraha. 
The pre-condition of course was 
that the practitioners had to first 
learn thoroughly what he called the 
“science of satyagraha”. Gandhi thus 
liberated the idea of satyagraha from 
the constraints of time and space and 
established it as a universal principle, 
a moral framework, capable of being 
applied to any concrete situation 
desiring it. It is significant that after 
Gandhi’s death, his techniques of 
satyagraha were creatively applied 
in South Africa and the USA by 
Nelson Mandela and Martin Luther 
King, respectively. Both the leaders 
openly expressed their debt to the 
Mahatma. There is therefore nothing 
uniquely Indian about satyagraha. 
It is not patentable and Gandhi did 
not patent it. 

Satyagraha is Gandhi’s gift to all 
legitimate and just protesters. And 
Gandhi is India’s gift to the world.

Email: salil@aud.ac.in
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Although the recent attack on 
social activist Swami Agnivesh 
is being widely and strongly 
condemned, there are many people 
who, citing some earlier incidents 
involving Swami ji, perceive the 
attack as an inevitable and normal 
culmination. This is definitely most 
unfortunate. Those who do not agree 
with his earlier or present views and 
actions were, and are, absolutely free 
and within their rights to disagree. 
They are also not wrong in trying 
to oppose him in a democratic 
manner. However, before doing so, 
they could possibly take a moment 
to look at the background of Swami 
Agnivesh.

Distressed by the continuous 
violent attacks by Sangh Brigade's 
'Hindutva lumpen' elements, some 
people are calling for organising a 
united movement of the Dalits, other 
backward classes (OBCs), Adivasis 
and the minorities, in order to teach 
the Hindutva groups a fitting lesson. 
Such sentiment is also present in 
their response to the recent incident 
of the attack on Swami Agnivesh. 
Some friends are confident that 
if the Dalits, OBCs, Adivasis and 
minorities unite and come together, 
the Hindutva brigade will have to 
look for escape routes. One such 
friend recently went to the extent 
of claiming on the social media that 
the only lesson that can be taught to 
the lynchers would be to lynch them 
in the same manner. The Hindutva 
of the RSS and the pride associated 
with it is born out of the frustration 
of an insecure and defeated mindset. 
That is why it is forever cursed to 
remain a negative voice. However, 

The Era of 'Teaching Lessons'
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seeking to teach a lesson to these 
Hindutva lumpen elements through 
a unity of the Dalits, OBCs, Adivasis 
and minorities is not a positive 
option. It is actually nothing more 
than a short-lived, temporary and 
immature indignation.

My first submission in this 
context is that the Dalits, OBCs and 
Adivasis are presently not too far 
distanced from the RSS/BJP; the 
RSS/BJP has succeeded in winning 
over large sections of them, and 
this solidarity is continuing well. 
The RSS/BJP's integration with 
neo-liberalism/neo-imperialism has 
become full-fledged and complete; 
the Dalits, OBCs and Adivasis have 
been supportive of these policies of 
the RSS/BJP. As far as the minority 
Muslims are concerned, how long 
will they remain in alienation and 
oppose the RSS/BJP? After all, 
they are also Indians, like the rest 
of the citizens. Apart from their 
religious identity, they too need 
some kind of support in terms 
of political power. In any case, a 
Muslim knows well that he cannot 
even think of thrashing the Hindutva 
lumpen elements. In case he dares 
to do so, even the Dalits, OBCs and 
Adivasis will teach him a lesson! It 
is also well known that the RSS is 
working hard to influence the Shia 
Muslim community in the country. 
It cannot be denied that the RSS 
work’s consistently and eventually 
delivers results, even though they 
may take time in coming. It is its 
patient work of many decades that 
has brought us to this juncture when 
all streams of scientific, progressive 
and revolutionary thought are being 

bashed and beaten up by the RSS! 
My second submission is that 

if the intellectuals of this country 
are planning to unite the Dalits, 
OBCs, Adivasis and minorities 
to teach a lesson to the Hindutva 
lumpen elements, then, we have to 
remember Lohia's more democratic 
suggestion—‘Live communities do 
not wait for five years’. In order that 
identity discourse and politics are not 
co-opted by right-wing forces, Lohia 
gave a formula for unity between 
the Dalits, OBCs, adivasis, women 
and minorities, based on social 
justice. Behind this was his dream 
of building a new Indian civilisation 
which would create its special place 
in the modern world. In his plan, this 
largest part of India's population has 
been, more or less, non-conformist, 
that is, freed from the clutches of 
the pre-colonial Brahminical order 
and the colonial capitalist ideology. 
By  building solidarity with these 
marginalised groups, it is possible 
to democratically win political 
power and establish a new system of 
equality, different from Brahminism 
and capitalism, a new socialism 
which can be an example before 
the whole world. Lohia had a great 
dream to integrate this marginalised 
yet non-conformist mind-bank 
of India for the building up of 
socialism vis a-vis capitalism and 
communism. In order to proceed in 
this direction, he gave the principle 
of special opportunity (reservation). 
However, today, this formula of 
Lohia is being used by the so-called 
champions of social justice only 
for capturing power in order to 
implement neoliberal policies. The 
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RSS/BJP too has used the same 
tactics, imitating the other leaders 
and parties.

If intellectuals in this country 
are suggesting that the solidarity of 
these marginalised groups should be 
directed towards teaching a lesson to 
the Hindutva lumpen elements, then, 

it can only be called a backward 
step, even within the limited frame 
of vote-bank politics. The corporate 
capitalist forces are not only making 
the country's leaders dance to their 
tunes, but also the intellectuals. Let 
me remind here that the intellectuals 
who call for the unity of the Dalits, 

OBCs, Adivasis and minorities 
to teach a lesson to the Hindutva 
lumpen elements, had also joined 
the 'crowd' in support of the anti-
reservationist group of Anna Hazare 
and Arvind Kejriwal!

Email: drpremsingh8@gmail.com

Four years of NDA’s governance 
with Narendra Modi as Prime 
Minis ter  has  been reviewed 
and compiled in a report called 
‘Dismantling India’. This report 
was launched on 14 July 2018 at 
Constitution Club, New Delhi. In 
this detailed report, there are 24 
articles by eminent writers critiquing 
this government’s actions, policies 
and directives. Some of the writers 
came together with the editors of the 
book to discuss and speak on these 
issues, which has and will change 
the picture of the nation if this 
government continues to remain in 
power.  The report is supported by a 
series of tables which has recorded 
four years of mis-rule by the Modi 
government, including a list of hate 
speeches he and his party members 
delivered in these four years.

The first session, “Rising 
Hate and Irrationalism”, had four 
speakers—Gauhar Raza, Souradeep 
Roy, Subhash Gatade and V.B. 
Rawat. Gauhar Raza said that this 
government is attacking scientific 
institutions in a way which will be 
irreversible, and the country will 
be taken back many years. This 
government not only propagates 
unscientific and irrational views, 
but in these four years has slowly 
reduced the publication of scientific 

journals. Souradeep Roy, speaking 
on ‘Unmaking Indian Culture’, said 
that the attack on culture is not only 
on artists and writers but on the 
common man of India. Talking about 
the rise of Hindutva in these years, 
Subhash Gatade said that the right-
wing which used to work covertly 
has now started working openly and 
defiantly. The trishuls have changed 
into swords. The hatred seeded deep 
inside the common man is at its 
height. Having failed to fulfill their 
promises, the RSS is now working 
on strategies to polarise communities 
to win the 2019 elections, he said. 
Vidya Bhushan Rawat talked about 
cow-politics, which has created 
a huge problem for the small and 
medium farmers; this fear of cows 
and its protectors is ruining the 
village economy.

T h e  s e c o n d  s e s s i o n , 
“Dispossessed India & Fading 
Rights”, had four speakers—Karen 
Gabriel, Kavita Krishnan, Usha 
Ramanathan and Vijoo Krishnan. 
Prof. Karen Gabriel showed how this 
government has silently introduced 
many things in higher education. 
For instance, it has introduced 
four modern Indian languages as 
well as Sanskrit. But there are no 
teachers for four languages, while 
they have teachers for Sanskrit. 

So students have no option but 
to opt for Sanskrit. The Sanskrit 
department has been asked to teach 
the distorted Hindutva version of 
history. Speaking on  Aadhaar, Usha 
Ramanthan said that this ruling party 
when in opposition had strongly 
opposed Aadhaar, but when it came 
into power it not only took a U-turn 
but implemented ADHAAR in such 
a way that it has created havoc in 
the country. Vijoo Krishnan said 
that the BJP had promised that 
farmers’ lands will be protected, 
but within 6 months they brought 
in the Land Ordinance. Massive 
protests were organised across the 
country, forcing the government 
to withdraw the ordinance. Now 
the BJP is implementing these land 
acquisition bills in the States where 
it is in power. It had made several 
other promises to the farmers during 
the 2014 elections, but when it came 
to power it declared that these were 
only chunavi jumla. Kavita Krishnan 
said that the worst kind of attacks 
on women’s autonomy and rights 
have taken place under the present 
government. This government has 
diluted many laws related to women. 
On the issue of triple talaq, women 
rights group fought and won a 
favourable order from the Supreme 
Court. But this government is now 

Dismantling India: A 4 Years Report

John Dayal , Leena Dabiru & Shabnam Hashmi
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bringing a law which will give 
powers to the police and the state to 
criminalise Muslim men.

The third session, which gave an 
overview of 4 years, saw speeches 
by Prof Arun Kumar, Ashok Vajpeyi, 
Harsh Mander, Mani Shankar Aiyar 
and Dr. Syeda Hameed. Prof Arun 
Kumar spoke on the impact of the 
two attacks on the informal economy 
by this  present  government, 
demonetisation and the GST. Harsh 
Mander gave first hand account 
on the horror of the numerous 
incidents of mob lynching across 
India, several of which he visited 
during Caravan-e-Mohabbat. He 
also talked about the great examples 
of communal harmony shown by 
fathers of two boys, one in Delhi and 
another in Asansol. In both the cases 
they appealed to the political leaders 
and the masses to shed communal 
hatred and preserve harmony. Mani 
Shankar Aiyar spoke on policies of 
the present government with regards 
to our neighbouring countries, 
and how India’s relations with its 
neighbours have deteriorated under 
this regime.

Dr Sayeeda Hamid highlighted 
the issue of being a Muslim under 
this present political and social 
scenario. She said that it was only 
during this government that she 
came to realise that she was a 
Muslim woman. Ashok Vajpeyi 
spoke on the onslaught on the 
cultural institutes launched by the 
present government by appointing 
such people as their heads who don’t 
have any knowledge of culture. 
Ashokji said that Hindutva is nothing 
but a big threat to Hinduism, and if 
the leaders of Hindus have to protect 
their religion then they will have to 
fight the Hindutva forces.

All the writers and editors 
released the report in the afternoon, 
which was followed by comments 
on the book by the editors. Dr John 

Dayal thanked all the writers and 
the publication house for getting this 
book printed and published on time. 
He spoke of the challenges faced in 
getting the book published, and said 
it was difficult to even decide the 
name of the book. One prominent 
lawyer advised them to keep a 
neutral sounding title for the book, 
or there could be criminal action. 
It was fortunate that Media House 
came forward to publish the book. 
Leena Dabiru spoke on the tables 
and how the web links were removed 
from the internet. She said that it 

The Modi government used 
Budget 2018 to once again give the 
BJP and Congress a get-out-of-jail 
card for having illegally accepted 
funding from foreign companies.

The parties got a free pass for 
violations of the law going back 40 
years.

In 2016, finance minister Arun 
Jaitley inserted a surreptitious 
amendment in that year’s finance 
bill which shielded both political 
parties from having violated the 
Foreign Contribution (Regulation) 
Act 2010 (FCRA) when they 
accepted donations from London-
based multinational Vedanta.

The amendment was a thinly 
disguised attempt to overturn a 
2014 Delhi High Court order that 
found both the Congress and BJP 
guilty of violating the FCRA and 
ordered the government and Election 
Commission to act against them.

is important that this book reaches 
distant corners of the country. She 
also thanked the interns who helped 
in collecting the data. Shabnam 
Hashmi spoke on the need to have 
such a document. The difference 
between earlier governments and the 
present government is that they have 
reached the 50% mark on the 14 
points that define fascism, and if they 
win power again, then fascism will 
be at its peak. She said at the present 
time where the spaces of dissent are 
receding, it is important that we keep 
doing such programs and to preserve 
the democratic spaces.

FCRA  Amended to Condone Illegal 
Foreign Funding to BJP, Congress; 

Challenged in Supreme Court

Neeraj Jain
(Based on articles in The Wire by Anuj Srivas and Gaurav Bhatnagar)

The move came even as the 
government was cracking down on 
NGOs for allegedly violating the 
FCRA, freezing the bank accounts of 
Greenpeace and Citizens for Justice 
and Peace and even instituting 
criminal proceedings against the 
anti-communal activist Teesta 
Setalvad.

H o w e v e r ,  t h e  2 0 1 6 
amendment—which changed the 
FCRA to redefine foreign companies 
as “Indian” if their ownership in an 
Indian entity was within the foreign 
investment limits prescribed by 
the government for that sector—
was made retrospective only from 
2010, which is when the latest 
version of the FCRA was introduced. 
The original Foreign Contribution 
(Regulation) Act commenced in 
1976; it was repealed and re-enacted 
as a separate piece of legislation in 
2010 with minor changes.
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This meant that donations 
received from foreign companies 
prior to 2010 were not covered 
by the retrospective amendment. 
Ironically, the impugned Vedanta 
donation itself was from before 
2010.

Jaitley probably realised the 
limitation of the 2016 amendment 
only later,  and so sought to 
make amends by inserting a new 
amendment in the Finance Bill 
2018 that sought to amend that 
2016 amendment so that the BJP 
and Congress are off the hook 
for any donation received after 
August 5, 1976—the date of the 
commencement of the original 
FCRA Act. On March 30, 2018, 
the Ministry of Finance notified the 
Finance Act, 2018 amending FCRA 
2010 with effect from 1976.

The new amendment has let 
both political parties off the hook 

for receiving foreign donations from 
companies before 2010 as well.

There are at least 20 instances 
of the Congress and the BJP 
receiving funding from the ‘Indian’ 
subsidiaries of various foreign 
companies before 2010. As the table 
below, compiled by Association 
for Democratic Rights, shows, the 
parties have received funding in the 
range of Rs 5 lakh to Rs 5 crore from 
the Indian subsidiaries of Vedanta, 
Dow Chemicals and Switzerland-
based Win Pharma over the course 
of six years from 2004 to 2010.

Activists Challenge Amendments 
in the SC 

On July 2, acting on a petition 
filed by founder-trustee of ADR 
Jagdeep S. Chhokar and former 
bureaucrat E.A.S. Sarma challenging 
these amendments to the FCRA, a 
Supreme Court bench comprising 

Chief Justice Dipak Misra and 
Justices A.M. Khanwilkar and 
D.Y. Chandrachud issued notice 
to the Centre on July 2 seeking its 
response. Represented by advocates 
Prashant Bhushan, Kamini Jaiswal 
and Pranav Sachdeva, the petitioners 
alleged that the amendments to the 
FCRA through the Finance Act, 
2016 and the Finance Act, 2018 were 
introduced in order to overturn the 
judgment passed by the Delhi High 
Court in March, 2014, holding the 
two major political parties (the BJP 
and the Congress) guilty of taking 
foreign funding in violation of the 
FCRA Act.

The petition stated that this 
also went “against settled principle 
of separation of powers since it 
has overruled the Delhi high court 
judgment.” Elaborating on the 
issue, it said: “It is a settled law the 
legislature cannot over-turn any 

Company Amount  Year of Political Parent
 (In Rupees)  Donation Party Company
Hyatt Regency 5,00,000 FY 04-05 INC American Origin Company
Sterlite Industries Ltd 100,00,000 FY 04-05 INC Vedanta
Sesa Goa Ltd 12,00,000 FY 04-05 INC Vedanta
Adani Wilmer Ltd 2,50,000 FY 05-06 INC A 50:50 joint venture  
    between the Adani Group and  
    Wilmar International Limited
Sesa Goa Ltd 10,00,000 FY 05-06 INC Vedanta
Sesa Goa Ltd 2,00,000 FY 06-07 INC Vedanta
Sesa Goa Ltd 15,00,000 FY 07-08 INC Vedanta
Adani Wilmer Ltd  50,00,000 FY 08-09 INC Adani – Wilmer JV
Solaris Holdings Ltd 100,00,000 FY 09-10 INC Avantha Group
Sterlite Industries Ltd. 5,00,00,000 FY 09-10 INC Vedanta
Sesa Goa Ltd 30,00,000 FY 09-10 INC Vedanta
Sesa Goa Ltd  5,00,000 FY 05-06 BJP Vedanta
Win Medicare (P) Ltd 25,00,000 FY 05-06 BJP Swiss origin company
Sesa Goa Ltd 2,00,000 FY 06-07 BJP Vedanta
Dow Chemical Int (P) Ltd 1,00,000 FY 06-07 BJP Union Carbide acquirer
Sesa Goa Ltd 27,50,000 FY 07-08 BJP Vedanta
Adani Wilmar Ltd 50,00,000 FY 08-09 BJP Adani – Wilmer JV
The Madras Aluminum Ltd 3,50,00,000 FY 09-10 BJP Vedanta
Sesa Goa Ltd 60,00,000 FY 09-10 BJP Vedanta
Win Medicare (P) Ltd 25,00,000 FY 09-10 BJP Swiss origin company
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court judgment; it can only remove 
the basis of the judgment.” The 
petition argued that “it is a settled 
principle of law that the legislature 
can pass an amendment to an existing 
law to cure the defect in that law.” 
Therefore, it said, “when the Court 
held BJP and INC guilty of accepting 
donations from ‘Financial Source’ 
as prohibited in FCRA, 1976, then 
in no circumstance whatsoever can 
any political party in power use the 
powers vested in the legislature to 
cure the guilt on its part by bringing 
any law or amendment to an existing 
law.”

The ADR had challenged the 
amendment made in FCRA 2010 
through the Finance Act 2016 in 
a petition filed by it before the 
Supreme Court, on which the Court 
had issued notice on October 3, 2017. 
Despite this matter being sub-judice, 
the petition noted, “the parliament 
has now made the amendment with 
retrospective effect from 1976 vide 
Finance Act, 2018 which has come 
into force from 1st April 2018.”

The petition recalled that “in 
1976, the Foreign Contribution 
(Regulation) Act, 1976 was enacted 
by the parliament to serve as a shield 
in legislative armoury, in conjunction 
with other laws like the Foreign 
Exchange Regulation Act, 1973, and 
insulate the sensitive areas of national 
life—like journalism, judiciary and 
politics—from extraneous influences 
stemming from beyond our borders. 
It imposed prohibition on candidates 
for election from accepting foreign 
contribution from foreign sources.” 
Though the Parliament repealed 
the earlier FCRA 1976 and enacted 
FCRA 2010, the petition said that 
however, the definition of ‘foreign 
source” remained unchanged.

The petitioners further contended 
before the Supreme Court that the 
amendments introduced in FCRA 
2010 by Finance Act, 2016 and 

Finance Act, 2018 be declared 
“void, illegal and unconstitutional” 
as they have “opened the floodgates 
to unlimited corporate donations 
to political parties and anonymous 
financing by Indian as well as 
foreign companies which can have 
serious repercussions on the Indian 
democracy.”

A s s e r t i n g  t h a t  t h e s e 
“amendments pose a serious danger 
to the autonomy of the country 
and are bound to adversely affect 
electoral transparency, encourage 
corrupt practices in politics and have 
made the unholy nexus between 
politics and corporate houses more 
opaque and treacherous and is bound 
to be misused by special interest 

The July 19, 2018 demonstration 
in  Managua,  the  capi ta l  o f 
Nicaragua, is a massive celebration 
of the coup's defeat and a categorical 
vindication of President Daniel 
Ortega's Sandinista government's 
efforts for peace in the country.

On July 19,  hundreds of 
thousands of people from across 
Nicaragua converged on the capital 
Managua to celebrate the 39th 
anniversary of their historic 1979 
defeat of the Somoza dictatorship. It 
signalled the defeat of the soft-coup 
launched by the USA in association 
with the Nicaraguan opposition 
to unseat the socialist government 
of Sandinista National Liberation 
Front, or FSLN, headed by President 
Daniel Ortega. Speaking during the 
celebrations, Ortega told thousands 
of supporters that right-wing 
opposition groups, believed to be 
financed by the United States, are 

groups and corporate lobbyists,” the 
petition had also claimed that they 
were “in violation of Articles 14 and 
21 of the Constitution of India.”

The petition further cautioned 
that “if the recent amendments are 
not set aside, foreign countries and 
corporate houses and extremely 
wealthy lobby groups can have a 
stranglehold on the electoral process 
and governance. Such activities, if 
allowed, can result in a situation 
that legislation, regulations etc. 
can be ultimately be passed and 
laws brought in to favour of these 
corporates and lobby groups at the 
expense of the common citizens of 
the country.”

Email: neerajj61@gmail.com

Nicaragua Defeats the  
Not-So-Soft Coup

Tortilla Con Sal and Luis Varese

trying to destabilize the country 
and end the peace that had existed 
during the last 11 years of his 
administration. 

Similarities with 1979
There exist several similarities 

between the situation existing today 
in Nicaragua and back in 1979, when 
the revolution had first triumphed. 
Then too, the USA had launched a 
three pronged attempt to strangulate 
the Sandinistas and force them out 
of power, including (i) economic 
strangulation through the economic 
embargo and associated U.S.-
imposed trade and credit blockades 
that ruined the Nicaraguan economy 
and pushed most Nicaraguans 
to suffer significant misery; (ii) 
financed a terrorist military force 
known as the Contras that caused 
widespread suffering and damage 
across the entire country through 
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ambushes, assassinations of various 
community leaders, kidnappings 
and disappearances of  other 
important citizens, and attacks on 
cooperatives—tens of thousands 
of Nicaraguans were killed in the 
bloody campaign launched by the 
contras; and (iii) through the CIA 
and the National Endowment for 
Democracy (NED), financed a 
number of Nicaragua’s opposition 
parties and pushed them to unite into 
the United Nicaragua Opposition 
(UNO). Eventually, in 1990, weary 
of war and hyper-inflation, the 
Nicaraguan electorate voted the 
Sandinista Party out of office, and 
the UNO came to power.

Seventeen years later, in 2007, 
the Sandinistas came back to power 
and Daniel Ortega, the leader of the 
Sandinistas, became the President. 
The atmosphere in Latin America 
had changed, several countries 
were now successfully opposing 
US intervention and chalking out 
independent, socialist agendas. With 
Venezuelan help, the Sandinistas 
too began implementing social 
welfare programs designed to help 
the poorest of the poor and advance 
socialism, and Ortega won two 
consecutive re-election victories in 
2011 and 2016.

During the last few years, 
the right wing has made a come 
back in some countries of Latin 
America. Enthused by right wing 
victories in Ecuador and Brazil, 
in April 2018, the US intelligence 
agencies, together with the NED and 
USAID, have once again launched 
an offensive through the right 
wing opposition in Nicaragua to 
destabilise the FSLN government 
by arming the opposition and 
imposing an economic embargo. The 
Catholic Church too openly came 
out in support of the opposition. The 

opposition staged armed roadblocks, 
bring road movement to a halt, 
pushing the economy into a deep 
crisis. Simultaneously, it launched 
a violent campaign, burning down 
and destroying hundreds of families' 
homes, public buildings and small- 
and medium-sized businesses, 
as well as attacking Sandinistas, 
government officials and police 
officers, in which several people and 
even police officers were murdered. 
The overall aim was to create 
conditions for complete breakdown 
of institutionality, thereby creating 
a beachhead from where the 
country could be infiltrated with 
"multinational" forces to support an 
insurrection against the government. 
It was a strategy that had succeeded 
several times in various countries of 
Latin America in the past. 

Fake News
Simultaneously, the political 

opposition used social media to 
misrepresent and exaggerate events, 
create incidents that never happened 
and obliterate their own criminal 
terrorist attacks. For example, it 
claimed that the crisis in Nicaragua 
began with a fake 'student massacre', 
that actually never took place. The 
opposition also faked attacks on a 
church in Managua, exaggerated 
casualties during the clearance of 
opposition thugs from the national 
university, and covered up their 
own deliberate murders of police in 
the towns of Morrito and Masaya as 
well as their gratuitous attacks on 
peaceful Sandinista demonstrators. 
It expertly staged phony scenes of 
students taking cover from gunfire 
and used those images to justify 
their own savage attacks, like those 
in which they burned down pro-
government Nuevo Radio Ya and 
the rural cooperatives' savings and 

loan institution CARUNA. 
Although the extreme violence 

of the armed opposition activists 
has been responsible directly and 
indirectly for almost all the loss of 
life and injuries during the crisis, 
international news media such as the 
Washington Post, New York Times, 
BBC and CNN, and ‘human rights 
organisations’ such as Amnesty 
International have continued 
to publish fake photographs of 
opposition activists being attacked 
and falsely blame the government 
for virtually all the deaths and people 
injured.

Soft Coup Defeated
Ever since the opposition 

began its violent campaign to bring 
down the democratically elected 
Sandinista government, President 
Ortega called for a process of 
National Dialogue to peacefully 
resolve opposition demands. But 
Nicaragua's political opposition 
and their allies were never really 
interested in a dialogue, and so they 
sabotaged all the talks. Nevertheless, 
the government always attended the 
dialogue table, even when it meant 
listening to absurd proposals such 
as early elections or even worse, 
Ortega's resignation. The serenity 
demonstrated by Ortega and his 
government won massive support 
from the people, and the FSLN 
gradually channelised this into a 
return towards stability.  

While the opposition blamed 
the police for the violence and 
bloodshed, the fact is, the Nicaraguan 
police force is considered to be one 
of the most efficient ones in Latin 
America. It has been developed 
by the Sandinistas as a community 
force, with great insertion in the 
neighborhoods and communities. 
It has controlled drug trafficking 
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and the Maras (the very violent 
Central American gangs whose 
origin is linked to the US) have 
never managed to enter the country. 
The Nicaraguan National Police was 
founded by Tomas Borge (FSLN 
revolutionary commander) as "the 
sentinels of the people's joy" and has 
inherited the best Sandinista ideals. 

Early in July, the opposition 
reneged on an agreement to 
dismantle the roadblocks their armed 
supporters have used since late 
April to try to destroy the country's 
economy and intimidate the general 
population. The government then 
declared on July 9 that it would no 
longer permit the opposition to abuse 
the population's basic rights to peace 
and security, and ordered the police 
to dismantle the roadblocks. 

Subsequently, Nicaragua's 
national police have worked with 
local communities around the 
country to clear the opposition 
roadblocks. In Jinotepe, they set free 
hundreds of trucks and their drivers 
held hostage by opposition gangs for 
over a month. In many places, they 
successfully negotiated agreements 
to remove the roadblocks peacefully. 
Elsewhere, the process has involved 
violence and casualties, provoked 
by very well-armed activists and 
associated paid criminals. On July 
12, opposition activists attacked a 
police post and the local municipal 
office, murdering four police 
officers and a primary school 
teacher, wounding four municipal 
workers and kidnapping nine police 
officers; on July 13, in Managua, 
two opposition activists were killed 
during the clearance of blockades in 
and around the National Autonomous 
University.

A desperate political opposition, 
finding their counter-revolution 
failing, have been desperately trying 
to keep up their violence so as 

to sabotage efforts at National 
Dialogue and project the false image 
of a repressive government without 
popular support. However, large 
demonstrations across the country 
supporting the government's efforts 
for peace show exactly the reverse 
is true. Majority national opinion 
in Nicaragua is well aware of the 
opposition's propaganda ploys and 
false claims.

Need to Consolidate Popular 
Power

The huge public demonstrations 
in Managua and other cities prove 
the ability of the government and 
FSLN party to summon people to 
the defence of the revolution. Those 
who thought that there would be a 
triumphant counter-revolutionary 
government by the end of July have 
been left wringing their hands in 
dangerous frustration.

But the right-wing will not give 
up its efforts to seize power. The 
government must deepen measures 
to consolidate popular democracy, 
both as regards citizen participation 
and in the construction of an effective 
popular power, as well as in speeding 
up the redistribution of resources 
and the improvement of living 
conditions for the still disadvantaged 
sectors. Moving forward in these 
two areas simultaneously is the only 
way to guarantee the continuity of 
revolution.

The history of the revolutions 
in South America have shown us 
the fragility of our triumphs. These 
become vulnerable to defeat by 
capitalist forces when popular power 
is not consolidated and when the 
alliances with the capitalist sectors 
are not properly managed. It must not 
be forgotten that the latter are only 
fragile alliances, we cannot allow 
the capitalist sectors to dominate the 
economy and the government, and 

we must gradually make attempts 
to expand the socialist sectors 
of production. It is an extremely 
complex task and in that difficulty, 
the "Cantos de Sirena" (mermaid's 
call or siren songs, a seductive or 
deceptive call) of corruption and 
using the resources of the state for 
personal enrichment are always 
present.

Brazil and Ecuador are the 
most recent examples of the right-
wing's ability to overthrow socialist 
governments and reverse socialist 
advances. The high cost in lives in 
Nicaragua and Venezuela, during 
the attempt "to return to the dark 
neoliberal night," should lead us to 
a deep self-critical reflection about 
the role of the different political 
parties, about the transition towards 
a culture of solidarity and about 
the need to consolidate and make 
more effective the mechanisms for 
participation of people in the running 
of the government and the economy, 
or participatory democracy as they 
call it in Venezuela.

Today, in Nicaragua, people 
from the right-wing thought they 
would be able to celebrate the 
defeat of the FSLN Government but 
they were defeated in every single 
battlefield—the political one, the 
economic one, on the streets.

The ease with which the coup 
was defeated can be understood 
by the fact that the government did 
not find it necessary to call out the 
army; the triumph was achieved with 
the help of the National Police and 
organised Sandinistas. However, we 
can not claim victory yet, we cannot 
let down our guard. We need to 
consolidate and deepen popular and 
participatory democracy, street by 
street, block by block, neighborhood 
by neighborhood, community by 
community.
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       The Madras Courier of July 
17, 2018 carried an article with the 
above caption giving the first hand 
experiences of some Africans. In 
response to that article I felt like 
writing my comments. 

In a historical–anthropological 
perspective, people with an African 
background have been living in 
India since prehistoric times. In 
Andaman–Nicobar islands, four 
Negri to communit ies—Great 
Andamanese, the Jarawa, the Onge 
and the Sentinelese—living in 
the Stone Age have drawn the 
attention of anthropologists and 
ethographers from all over the 
world for more than a hundred 
years. The Great Andamanese have 
already vanished due to a high 
degree of miscegenation, especially 
during the Japanese occupation in 
WWII. Due to the wrong policies 
of the administration like opening 
of a Grand Trunk Road through the 
Jarawa territory despite opposition 
by anthropologists, it is a matter 
of time before the remaining three 
Negrito tribes, none of which 
number more than 500 or so (the 
Onge are around 100 only and 
till the other day the Sentinelese 
were totally unapproachable), also 
vanish ethnically, linguistically and 
culturally. Their destiny is controlled 
by the IAS and other generalist 
officials who consider themselves 
to be all knowing and have no idea 
of the history of vanishing tribes in 
the various continents.

It is a shame that barring the 
administrators, anthropologists 
and tourists (who have limited 

Are Africans Made to Feel Unwelcome in India?

Chandra Bhal Tripathi

access to them), the Indian people 
on the the mainland are not aware 
of the existence of these Negrito 
tribes. A man named Vinayak 
Damodar Savarkar, imprisoned in 
the infamous Cellular Jail at Port 
Blair and on whom his bhaktas 
endow the title 'Veer Savarkar', has 
written cock-and-bull stories about 
the Jarawa without ever coming into 
direct contact with this beautiful 
Negrito tribe whom he falsely 
accuses of being ferocious. In early 
1980s, I found them to be one of the 
most friendly people and described 
my experiences in a radio talk from 
Port Blair station of All India Radio. 
I should add here that a gentle 
police officer, Sardar Bakhtawar 
Singh, who retired as the Deputy 
Superintendent of the Andaman & 
Nicobar Police, was responsible for 
establishing contact with the Jarawa 
through sign language in 1974. The 
saga of that expedition, organised 
by the Anthropological Survey of 
India (AnSI), is well documented 
in a documentary captioned Man 
in Search of Man produced by the 
AnSI. The Sentinelese were still 
untouched till then. The political 
ignoramus of both the Congress 
and the BJP, including the Prime 
Ministers, the Home Ministers, the 
Culture Ministers. etc., are blissfully 
unaware of these facts.

On the mainland, nearly a 
hundred years ago the famous 
anthropologist Dr. B.S. Guha, who 
had a Ph. D. from Harvard and was 
the Director of AnSI, discovered 
Negrito elements in the Kadar tribe 
of Perambicullum hills. But they 
too are one of  the smallest adivasi 

communities in the country.
In the 17th century, the Nawab 

of Junagadh and the Sultan of 
Mysore imported some Siddis from 
East Africa. In Gujarat, these tall 
Negroes are called Siddi Babas and 
live in the Gir forest reserved for 
Indian lions in Junagadh district. I 
saw some of them walking on the 
streets of Ahmedabad in 1966. There 
was absolutely no animosity towards 
Siddis, who are included in the list 
of the Scheduled Tribes.   

Coming to modern times, 
drawing inspiration from the 
freedom struggle of India and the 
internationalism of Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru several big countries of 
Africa gained independence from 
European colonial powers and 
some of their leaders were well-
known and respected in India in 
1950s and 1960s. There was a 
spirit of bonhomie between Indians 
and Africans in those days. For 
instance, Jomo Kenyatta, one of 
the leaders of the Kenyan anti-
colonial struggle, became the first 
President of independent Kenya in 
1964. Dr A. Aiyappan, a veteran 
general anthropologist who studied 
anthropology with Jomo Kenyatta at 
SOAS, London, told me in Madras 
that he was invited by Jomo Kenyatta 
to attend the inauguration of the free 
Kenyan Government. In Delhi there 
were a few African students, all 
serious scholars, studying at Sapru 
House which later developed into the 
School of International Studies and 
became a famous faculty of JNU. At 
Delhi University, the International 
Student Hostel housed some African 
students along with other foreign 
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students, and they studied in the 
Department of African Studies. 
During the last few decades, as 
more and more African countries 
became independent, due to the lack 
of educational facilities there due to 

their colonial past, the number of 
African students studying in India 
has considerably increased. 

It is indeed unfortunate that 
despite having such ancient links 
with India, these African students 

are today being subjected to racial 
discrimination and violence in our 
country today. Such behaviour 
of the average uninformed and 
'uneducated' Indians is deplorable.

Email: tripathicb@gmail.com

Democracy across the world 
is under siege. The latest Freedom 
House report that documents this for 
2017 says, “democracy faced its most 
serous crisis in decades”, as seventy-
one countries experienced declines 
in freedom or fair government, 
including the United States, and only 
thirty-five an improvement.  This 
was the twelfth consecutive year of 
decline in democracy worldwide.

The question is why? Why has 
confidence in democracy retreated? 
Freedom House does not provide 
an answer, but there is a reason. It 
is democracy’s marriage to neo-
liberal capitalism that has fostered 
the conditions leading to its own 
undoing, similar to the ‘gravedigger 
thesis’ given by Karl Marx in the 
Communist Manifesto (“What the 
bourgeoisie therefore produces, 
above all, are its own grave diggers”) 
wherein he wrote that capitalism 
would produce the conditions that 
would undermine its own existence.

From the 1960s until the early 
1990s, democracy was in the 
upswing internationally. African 
de-colonisation initially produced 
popularly elected governments.  
In South America the demise 
of dictatorships led to a wave 
of democratic regimes. And the 
fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989 
and the breakup of the USSR in 
1991 produced the dismantling 

Neo-Liberalism and the Retreat of Democracy

David Schultz
of communist authoritarian or 
totalitarian governments that made 
it possible for Francis Fukuyama to 
proclaim that democracy had won 
and emerged as the last grand global 
political meta-narrative.

Yet, several problems upset this 
rosy picture. Most prominently, 
it was the marriage of these new 
emerging democracies with free 
market capitalism, resulting in 
the victory of neo-liberalism.  
Internationally, as post-colonial and 
post-communist countries emerged, 
international organisations such as 
the World Bank and the IMF forced 
them to adopt market reforms, 
often pushing them into what was 
then called “shock therapy”. Shock 
therapy involved rapid privatisation 
of state owned enterprises and 
rapid dismantling of welfare 
states.  This shock therapy was 
often accompanied by significant  
corruption as a few rich oligarchs 
emerged who came to own these 
newly  privatised state enterprises.

Simultaneously,  emerging 
democracies were rapidly pushed 
into what sociologist Immanuel 
Wallerstein would call the world 
capitalist system. This system 
turned politically to the right in 
the 1970s and 1980s as  Margaret 
Thatcher in the United Kingdom and 
Ronald  Reagan in the United States  
pushed neo-liberalism  or market 

fundamentalism as an alternative to 
the Keynesian welfare state that had 
dominated the West since the 1930s.  
It was adopted both for ideological 
reasons and because of what political 
economist James O’Connor would 
call the fiscal crisis of the state 
that affected economics across the 
world in the 1970s. This was a crisis 
of declining profit among private 
businesses and therefore declining 
revenue for states to fund welfare 
programs. Something had to give, 
and it was the welfare state.

Neo-liberalism is a political 
economic theory of the state 
committed to the laissez-faire 
market fundamentalism ideology 
that traces back to Adam Smith and 
David Ricardo.  It includes a belief in 
comparative advantage, a minimalist 
state, and market freedom, and is, as 
articulated in the 1990s and 2000s, 
driven by finance capital. At the state 
level, neo-liberalism defines a theory 
of public administration. If neo-
liberalism includes a commitment 
to market fundamentalism, then that 
also means that it is dedicated to a 
politics of limited government. This 
includes privatisation, deregulation, 
and a scaling back of many 
traditional functions that capitalist 
and communist states had performed 
since at least World War II. But neo-
liberalism as a theory transcends the 
state, providing also an international 
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economic theory committed to free 
trade and globalism.

This  emergence  o f  neo-
liberalism in the 1970s and its 
linkage to democracy is central 
to the crisis affecting the latter. 
As neo-liberalism retrenched the 
welfare state and pushed globalism, 
it was accompanied by a dramatic 
increase in economic inequality 
in the world, as Thomas Piketty 
has pointed out. This occurred in 
the US and much of the Western 
world. But it also impacted newly 
emerging democracies in Africa, 
Eastern Europe and South America.  
Pressures for shock therapy market 
reforms, austerity and open borders 
meant export of jobs to other 
countries, dismantling of social 
safety nets and other economic 
pressures placed on governments 
and ruling parties.

Politically voters turned on 
globalism and free trade. This 
happened not only in the USA 
with Trump voters in 2016, but 
also in Brexit in the UK. But many 
voters also blamed immigrants for 
the loss of jobs or social unrest 
in places ranging from France to 
Italy to Hungary. The increasing 
economic gap between rich and 
poor and, more importantly, the 
erosion of the economic conditions 
of the working class soured them 
on democracy. This paved the way 
for the emergence of strongmen 
as political leaders, the rise of 
far-right nationalist parties, and 
disenchantment with democracy and 
democratic structures to deliver the 
economic goods.

Therefore, what we see today 
in terms of the decline in support 
for democracy across the world 
is a product of its marriage to 
neo-liberalism. Capitalism and 
democracy always had an uneasy 

co-existence, but the neo-liberal 
democracy variant demonstrates 
the powerful contradictions in them.  
Either their linkage is producing 
outright rejection of democracy or 
a populist, rightist version that is 
merely democracy in form but not 
in substance.
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