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What Our Children Will Inherit

Bharat Dogra

Almost every one appears to be 
in agreement that providing a safe 
and secure future to our children 
(and grandchildren) is a matter of 
very high priority for them, perhaps 
the highest priority. Even people 
who may not have their own children 
are likely to have the same concern 
for the generations to come. Yet 
unintentionally and unwittingly we 
have become part of a systematic, 
relentless ecological destruction 
which, unless corrected in time, will 
almost certainly inflict grave harm 
on crucial life-nurturing conditions 
of earth.

We often think of a secure 
future for our children in terms of 
property and bank balance, but these 
in themselves can never provide 
protection if clean/ safe air, water 
and food are not ensured.

The United Nations Environment 
Programme issues periodic reports 
on the state of world’s environment, 
recent trends and future prospects. 
The la tes t  of  these—Global 
Environment Outlook 5 (GEO-5) 
has presented “undeniable evidence 
that the world is speeding down an 
unsustainable path.” This report 
shows that already air pollution is 
among the main causes of premature 
deaths and health problems, 

especially in children. Water quality 
remains the largest cause of human 
health problems. The number of 
coastal dead zones has increased 
dramatically in recent years. This 
report has voiced a clear warning 
that urgent changes are needed “to 
avoid exceeding critical thresholds 
beyond which abrupt and generally 
irreversible changes to the life 
support functions of the planet could 
occur.”

This issue of critical significance 
has been taken up in greater detail 
in  the work of scientists at the 
Stockholm Resilience Centre (SRC). 
Johan Rockstrom, director of SRC, 
says "The human pressure on the 
Earth System has reached a scale 
where abrupt global environmental 
change can no longer be excluded. 
To continue to live and operate 
safely, humanity has to stay away 
from critical ‘hard-wired´ thresholds 
in the Earth's environment, and 
respect the nature of the planet's 
climatic, geophysical, atmospheric 
and ecological processes." 

Summarising the results of 
this work, the SRC says, “The 
group of scientists including Hans 
Joachim Schellnhuber, Will Steffen, 
Katherine Richardson, Jonathan 
Foley and Nobel Laureate Paul 
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Crutzen, have attempted to quantify 
the safe biophysical boundaries 
outside which, they believe, the 
Earth System cannot function in a 
stable state, the state in which human 
civilisations have thrived. The 
scientists first identified the Earth 
System processes and potential 
biophysical thresholds, which, if 
crossed, could generate unacceptable 
environmental change for humanity. 
They then proposed the boundaries 
that should be respected in order 
to reduce the risk of crossing these 
thresholds. Nine boundaries were 
identified, including climate change, 
stratospheric ozone, land use 
change, freshwater use, biological 
diversity,  ocean acidification,  
nitrogen and phosphorus inputs to 
the biosphere and oceans,  aerosol 
loading and  chemical pollution. 
The study suggests that three of 
these boundaries (climate change, 
biological diversity and nitrogen 
input to the biosphere) may already 
have been transgressed. In addition, 
it emphasises that the boundaries are 
strongly connected—crossing one 
boundary may seriously threaten the 
ability to stay within safe levels of 
the others.”

In this context a key research 
paper titled “Planetary Boundaries: 
Exploring the Safe Operations Space 
for Humanity” authored by Johan 
Rockstrom and 26 other scientists 
has been published in the journal 
Ecology and Society. This paper says 
“Anthropogenic pressures on the 
Earth System have reached a scale 
where abrupt global environmental 
change can no longer be excluded. 
We propose a new approach to 
global sustainability in which we 
define planetary boundaries within 
which we expect that humanity can 
operate safely. Transgressing one 
or more planetary boundaries may 

be deleterious or even catastrophic 
due to the risk of crossing thresholds 
that will trigger non-linear, abrupt 
environmental change within 
continental- to planetary-scale 
systems. . . . The exponential growth 
of human activities is raising concern 
that further pressure on the Earth 
System could destabilise critical 
biophysical systems and trigger 
abrupt or irreversible environmental 
changes that would be deleterious 
or even catastrophic for human 
well-being. This is a profound 
dilemma because the predominant 
paradigm of social and economic 
development remains largely 
oblivious to the risk of human-
induced environmental disasters at 
continental to planetary scales. . . . 
There is ample evidence from local 
to regional-scale ecosystems, such 
as lakes, forests, and coral reefs, 
that gradual changes in certain key 
control variables (e.g., biodiversity, 
harvesting, soil quality, freshwater 
flows, and nutrient cycles) can 
trigger an abrupt system state change 
when critical thresholds have been 
crossed.”

What this paper says about 
air and chemical pollution has 
specific references to children. On 
air pollution, it says that its various 
health effects “convert to about 
800,000 premature deaths and 
an annual loss of 6.4 million life 
years, predominantly in developing 
Asian countries. Mortality due to 
exposure to indoor smoke from 
solid fuels is about double that of 
urban air pollution (roughly 1.6 
million deaths), and exposure to 
occupational airborne particulates 
accounts for roughly 300,000 deaths 
per year, mainly in developing 
countries.”

On a concluding note, this 
paper says about the inadequacy of 

existing efforts to cope with new 
and extremely serious problems, 
“Transgressing one boundary may, 
furthermore, seriously threaten the 
ability to stay within safe levels for 
other boundaries. This means that 
no boundary can be transgressed for 
long periods without jeopardising the 
safe operating space for humanity. 
Humanity thus needs to become 
an active steward of all planetary 
boundaries—the nine identified in 
this paper and others that may be 
identified in the future—in order 
to avoid risk of disastrous long-
term social and environmental 
disruption. The knowledge gaps are 
disturbing. There is an urgent need to 
identify Earth System thresholds, to 
analyse risks and uncertainties, and, 
applying a precautionary principle, 
to identify planetary boundaries 
to avoid crossing such undesired 
thresholds. Current governance and 
management paradigms are often 
oblivious to or lack a mandate to act 
upon these planetary risks, despite 
the evidence of an acceleration of 
anthropogenic pressures on the 
biophysical processes of the Earth 
System.”

Thus, from the point of view 
of our future generations, the most 
important issue is the many sided 
ecological crisis which is now 
assuming the form of a survival 
crisis. If we are truly concerned 
about the future of our children (and 
their children), then we should start 
giving the topmost priority to these 
issues. When we compare this need 
with the petty issues which dominate 
the current discourse, then we realise 
the urgency of genuine reforms. We 
owe it to our children and the next 
generation to initiate necessary 
changes and reforms before it is 
too late. 
Email: bharatdogra1956@gmail.com
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More gruesome details about the 
Alwar lynching have come to light. 
Rakbar Khan, the victim, could have 
been saved if the police had acted 
in time. In fact, the force stopped 
for tea and wasted three and a half 
hours in reaching the victim to the 
hospital. He bled to death. If one 
were to put all the pieces together, 
one would come to the conclusion 
that the police delay was deliberate.

The religion of the victim—
he was a Muslim—has been his 
undoing. Inquiry would give details 
but there is no doubt that the police 
were keener on recovering the two 
cows from him than saving his life. 
The cows were taken to a gaushala 
(cow shed) 10 kilometres away, a 
good one hour before Khan was 
brought to the community health 
centre, a six-kilometer drive from 
the attack site.

According to data available for 
some time now on blood-thirsty 
mobs striking fear in the hearts 
of minorities, 86 percent of those 
dead in cow-related violence since 
2010 are Muslims and 97 percent 
of the attacks took place after 
2014. Whenever such happenings 
took place, including lynching or 
attacking people, invariably the 
Muslims and Dalits had borne the 
brunt in the name of so-called cow 
protection.

This is a sad commentary on our 
efforts to have the society pluralistic. 
Mahatma Gandhi would emphasise 
on Hindu-Muslim unity all the time 
during his prayers. India’s first 
Prime Minister, Jawaharlal Nehru, 
too stressed on the same point and 
strengthened the argument for unity 

through steps such as abolishing the 
column of religion from application 
forms for admission to institutions 
and employment.

The line drawn on the basis 
of religion is haunting us all the 
time. Muslims in India, although 17 
crore, do not matter in the affairs of 
government administration.  Over 
the years, their habitation also 
has become separate and even 
though they have become slums 
they feel safe in living together. 
There are separate schools for each 
community. The madrassa cult has 
got deepened in the community 
because the Muslims want to save 
their identity.

Not long ago, there was a riot in 
Delhi. I was helping the community 
as an activist. One sitting judge 
preferred to stay in the slums and 
told me that he felt safe there. He 
found the police contaminated. The 
question we should ask ourselves 
is why the protectors of law are 
becoming violators themselves. For 
a long time, the government kept out 
mosque, temple or gurudwara from 
the police line. But leaders from 
different political parties saw people 
only in terms of religion and catered 
to their parochial tendencies. Now 
the temple, mosque and gurudwara 
are allowed in the places where they 
live and they blare their propaganda 
all the time. 

I raised all these points in the 
Rajya Sabha when I was nominated 
to the house in the 90s. My criticism 
was directed at the Congress 
which had ruled the country since 
independence. Instead of giving 
reply to what I had mentioned, 

Pranab Mukherjee, then a top 
Congress leader, went out of the 
house to register his lack of interest 
on the issue. Probably, this was his 
reply to my pointed criticism of 
the Congress for having failed to 
galvanise the nation.

Secularism is the ideology 
w h i c h  w e  h a v e  c h o s e n  i n 
contrast to Pakistan’s Islamic 
order. Unfortunately, the Muslim 
community in India stays distant. It 
feels as if it is somewhat responsible 
for the partition. This is not entirely 
true. The Hindus failed to instill 
confidence among the Muslims. 
Hindu fundamentalists were openly 
propagat ing their  communal 
propaganda.

The ruling Bhartiya Janata 
Party (BJP) has no connection with 
the national struggle. Its ideology 
remains what Shyama Prasad 
Mookerji, a tall leader at that time, 
propagated. The philosophy was to 
establish a Hindu rashtra. 

Jayaprakash Narain was able 
to bring even the fanatic Hindus 
into the Janata Party and act at his 
bidding. They gave up their caps 
which was typical. The sticking 
point, however, was the relationship 
with the RSS. When JP asked the 
then Jan Sangh leaders to severe their 
ties with the RSS, they preferred to 
constitute their own party. L.K. 
Advani founded the BJP. 

That is the time when Atal 
Behari Vajpayee emerged as the 
leader because he was acceptable to 
all. He kept their confidence intact 
because the bus he took to Lahore 
had members of all political parties. 
The speech he made at the civic 

Lynching to Nowhere
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reception was so appealing to the 
Pakistanis that some of them came 
to me to seek my services to request 
Nawaz Sharif not to speak because 
the mood was pro-Vajpayee. Nawaz 
Sharif said he was not a fool to speak 
after Vajapyee. Instead, he said that 
if Vajpayee were to contest elections 
today in Pakistan, he would sweep 
the polls.

In a programme on 23 June 2018 
at Lucknow, when the Chief Minister 
Yogi Adityanath was extolling 
the virtues of his government 
and boasting about how much 
his government had done for the 
farmers, Anil Mishra, a farmer 
associated with Ram Manohar Lohia 
Kisan Sabha from neighbouring 
Unnao District and invited by the 
Department of Horticulture to the 
meeting, stood up to say that mango 
farmers were able to get only Rs 
300 a box compared to Rs 800 
last year and demanded that the 
government pay at least the cost of 
irrigation. He was whisked out of 
the meeting and then had to spend 
three hours at the Vibhuti Khand 
Police Station of Gomti Nagar, 
Lucknow. The incident highlights 
two things—uncertainty famers face 
with regard to price of their produce 
and government's unwillingness to 
be held accountable.

On 5 July 2018, the current 
BJP government approved a hike 
in the Minimum Support Price 
(MSP) for some kharif crops. 
This announcement comes in the 
background of general elections 
which are scheduled to take place 

next year as well as elections before 
that in some states like Rajasthan 
and Madhya Pradesh. The BJP 
hailed this move claiming that 
the Modi government actually 
delivers on the promises made by 
it and that acche din are just around 
the corner. But almost all major 
farmers’ organisations termed it as 
another jumla of the current ruling 
government. The criticism was 
mainly centered around the method 
of calculation of MSP which was 
adopted by the government. More 
importantly, the question of rate of 
MSP is secondary for most farmers. 
The reason is the absence of ‘Right 
to MSP’, which implies that the 
farmers will have a right to obtain 
at least the MSP for their produce, 
and if that right is not realised for any 
reason, they can approach the court 
for enforcement of it. But, in the 
absence of such a right, the farmers 
are left at the mercy of procurement 
officials and unscrupulous traders. 
In such a scenario, the guarantee of 
the government to not let prices of 
crops drop below a pre-determined 
limit and to conduct open-ended 
procurement of these crops falls 
flat. This article seeks to give a legal 

MSP as a Legal Right

Rudra Deosthali and Sandeep Pandey

The BJP has come a long way 
since then. Prime Minister Narendra 
Modi looks trying to be another 
Vajpayee but not succeeding in his 
efforts. Though Modi is emphasizing 
on sabka saath, sabka vikas, but RSS 
chief Mohan Bhagwat seems to have 
initiated a parallel campaign to have 
as many candidates in the Lok Sabha 
as possible so that when the time 

comes to choose the Prime Minister, 
the RSS would have its own stamp. 
Instances like Alwar lynching are 
going to pull down both the RSS and 
the BJP because the country’s mood 
does not tally with the intentions 
of RSS. The nation wants to stay 
pluralistic. 

Email: kuldipnayar09@gmail.com

justification to the demand of ‘Right 
to Sell at MSP’.

The procurement mechanism 
of the targeted public distribution 
system (TDPS) is riddled with 
difficulties. There is a huge shortage 
of procurement centers in various 
parts of country, due to which the 
farmers are forced to sell their 
produce to traders. These traders 
in turn sell this produce at MSP to 
the procurement centers, thereby 
earning a huge profit, at the cost of 
poor farmers. It is pertinent to note 
that in some instances, the officers 
at procurement centers have to be 
bribed just to make sure that their 
produce is purchased at the MSP. 
Apart from these implementation 
difficulties, the planning of the 
scheme is also faulty. It has been 
noticed that majority of produce is 
procured from states like Punjab and 
Haryana, where there exists a robust 
procurement mechanism, while the 
North-Eastern states are completely 
ignored.

The main body responsible for 
procuring produce at MSP all over 
the country is the Food Corporation 
of India (FCI). This was established 
under the Food Corporation Act, 
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1964. One of the objectives of FCI is 
to implement ‘effective price support 
operations for safeguarding the 
interests of the farmers’. According 
to  the  Agricul tura l  Produce 
Marketing Committee Act 2006, it 
is a duty of the Agricultural Produce 
Market Committee to prevent sale 
or produce below MSP.i Along with 
that, it is an obligation on FCI to 
implement open ended procurement 
of produce at MSP. These provisions 
have placed enough obligations on 
the government agencies to ensure 
that no farmer is forced to sell 
his produce at a price below the 
MSP. But, without a simultaneous 
provision conferring a right to 
sell at MSP on farmers, there is 
no mechanism in place to enforce 
the obligations stated under the 
act. Without the enforcement 
mechanisms, the obligations are 
merely toothless directives. This 
situation can only be compared 
to one that would have existed if 
our Constitution would have had a 
whole chapter of fundamental rights 
without Article 32, a provision that 
Ambedkar described as the heart of 
the Constitution!

Farmers have been demanding 
since long that MSP must have legal 
backing. However, no steps have 
been taken by any government in 
the past or even the judiciary. This 
is quite surprising considering the 
fact that, post-Maneka Gandhi,ii  the 
court has mentioned that the right 
to life and liberty enshrined in Art. 
21 of the Indian Constitution means 
more than merely an animalistic 
existence. It includes the right to 
live with human dignity and bare 
necessities like adequate nutrition, 
clothing, shelter, facilities for 
reading and writing, etciii  Also, 
the jurisprudence related to Art. 21 
has shown that the court has not 

hesitated while recognizing new 
rights under Article 21, according 
to changing political, social and 
economic situations.iv It has even 
made some of the provisions under 
‘Directive Principles’ justifiable and 
enforceable, time and time again.v 
Under Article 39 (a) the state has 
been directed to provide adequate 
means of livelihood to all its citizens, 
and under Articles 39 (b) and (c), the 
state is mandated to ensure equality 
of wealth and welfare. According 
to Articles 46 and 47, the state is 
supposed to protect the economic 
interests of weaker sections of 
society and strive to improve health 
and nutrition of its citizens. The 
state is also supposed to organise 
and improve the conditions of 
agriculture and animal husbandry 
in India.vi 

A m o n g s t  t h e  D i r e c t i v e 
Principles mentioned above, the 
right to adequate means of livelihood 
and remuneration has already been 
read into Article 21, as early as 
1986.vii  It has also been recognized 
that Article 21 imposes a positive 
obligation on the state and not just 
a negative obligation, meaning that 
the state is also mandated to strive 
to protect the rights under Article 21, 
and not just refrain from infringing 
them.viii 

The question of MSP is a matter 
of life and death for most farmers in 
India. Without this protection from 
the government, the power to decide 
the prices of the crops is transferred 
from the state to the open market. 
In this process, the local traders 
and middlemen earn superprofits 
at the cost of the farmers. By not 
providing legal protection to MSP 
for farmers, the state is endangering 
the fundamental rights of its citizens, 
and is violating the mandate given to 
it by the Constitution.

The opportune time for making 
MSP a legal right has long passed, 
but better late than never. The 
Committee for Agricultural Cost and 
Prices (CACP) has recently in its 
report made a recommendation for 
making MSP a right. The Communist 
Party of India is scheduled to table 
a private member’s bill on this 
issue in the ongoing parliamentary 
session. Also, a divisional bench of 
Uttarkhand High Court, has recently 
in unequivocal terms recognized the 
need to give MSP a legal backing.ix 

These recent developments in 
this field look quite promising, and 
raise the hope that at least now, 
even though it is long over-due, the 
farmers receive their right to a life 
with dignity!

Email: rrdeosthali@gmail.com and 
asha ashram@yahoo.com

i §29(2)(ix) of the APMC Act, 
 2006.
ii Maneka Gandhi vs. Union of 
 India, AIR 1978 SC 597.
iii F r a n c i s  C o r a l i e  v s . 
 A d m i n i s t r a t o r,  U n i o n 
 Territory of Delhi, AIR  1981 SC 
 746.
iv Indian Constitutional Law  
 (Vol. 1), M.P. Jain, 7th edition.
v Ibid.
vi Article 47 of the Constitution of  
 India.
vii Olga Tellis vs. Bombay Municipal  
 Corporation, AIR 1986 SC 180.
viii P. Rathinam vs. Union of India, 
 AIR 1994 SC 1844.
ix Ganesh Upadhayay vs. Union of 
 India, W.P No. 105 of 2017.
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A year ago, at a special midnight 
session in Parliament, the launch of 
the goods and services tax (GST) 
was heralded as the new freedom. 
A year on, what has the GST 
achieved?? One should not expect 
instant results. There will be many 
short comings when a complex 
reform is rolled out. But the question 
is this: is the economy headed in the 
right direction?

Arguments in favour of the 
GST were that it would lead to ease 
of doing business, make markets 
efficient, yield higher tax collections, 
and lead to lower prices. With higher 
tax collection, the government  
would be able to deliver better 
services. Thus, the GST was 
presented as a win-win situation for 
everyone.

From the start
Businesses  have  not  ye t 

experienced ‘ease of doing business’ 
though some have adjusted to it. 
To begin with, the GST rates were 
fixed rather late. Industry could 
not fix prices well in time and 
difficulties grew right from day one. 
The IT functioning of the Goods 
and Service Tax Network (GSTN) 
has been unsatisfactory due to 
problems or inordinate delays in 
access because of the volume of 
traffic. Per month, a few billion 
returns had to be processed.

The complexity of the system 
became apparent when businesses 
had to file one form by the 10th of 
the month, check the next form by 
the 15th and file the third form by 
the 20th. The form to be filed by 
the 15th was to be auto populated 

on the basis of returns filed by the 
suppliers to the business. If some 
suppliers delayed filing or did not 
file, one had to chase them or one 
could not file one’s return. This 
proved to be insurmountable for 
many. For each State one was 
operating in, three returns had to be 
processed every month. Then there 
was an annual return to be filed. So 
for each State, a business had to file 
37 returns in a year. Even though it 
was computerised, accounting was 
difficult. So, even though 17 taxes 
were replaced by one tax made up 
of many parts, simplification did 
not follow.

The small businesses operating 
under the Composition Scheme 
(turnover between ₹20 lakh and 
₹75 lakh; later the limit was raised 
to ₹1.5 crore) had their own woes. 
They could not give input tax credit 
(ITC) and if anyone bought from 
them, then the buyer had to pay the 
tax that the small business should 
have paid. This was the reverse 
charge mechanism (RCM). These 
small businesses were not permitted 
to make inter-State sales so that 
their market became limited in case 
they were at the border of the State. 
Thus, not only big but also small 
businesses faced severe difficulties.

Taking cognisance of these 
problems, the government made 
rapid changes during the year 
through the GST Council (the body 
set up to govern GST). But this 
only added to the confusion. Some 
components of the GST which were 
considered essential to its design  
w e r e  s u s p e n d e d  o r  a l t e r e d 
permanently. For example, the 

e-way bill (to track goods being 
transported) was postponed to April 
2018. The RCM was suspended and 
may resume now. The tax rate for 
businesses under the Composition 
Scheme was  brought  down. 
Restaurants were brought under the 
Composition Scheme with a 5% tax 
rate but no ITC. For a year now, 
there have been reports every day 
of new problems cropping up and 
clarifications being sought from the 
authorities. In some cases, court 
cases are being filed.

Prices have not fallen. Of course, 
there are many factors underlying 
inflation, such as rise in prices of 
petroleum goods, the weather and so 
on. But the GST has also contributed 
to inflation because services are now 
taxed at a higher rate—the rate has 
risen to 18% from 15%. It is also true 
that the ITC which was supposed 
to lower the cost to businesses 
and reduce cascading effect (and 
thereby lower final prices) has 
not worked. In fact, in the case of 
restaurants, the ITC was withdrawn 
and replaced by a different scheme. 
The government’s concern about 
the misuse of the ITC prompted it to 
legislate the anti-profiteering clause. 
But it is proving hard to implement; 
industry is resisting it.

Even though essential goods are 
exempt under the GST, as prices 
of basic goods and services rise, 
all prices increase. For instance, if 
diesel or truck prices rise, transport 
costs increase. This leads to an 
increase in prices for all goods across 
the board, even if they are exempt 
under the GST, examples being 
cereals and vegetables.

GST: A Broken Tax Chain

Arun Kumar
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Tax structure
The tax rate structure (0%, 5%, 

12%, 18% and 28%) also adds to the 
complexity. Then there are different 
rates for gold and jewellery. Some 
petro-goods and alcohol (for human 
consumption) are not a part of the 
GST. Electricity and real estate are 
also out of the GST. The multiplicity 
of tax rates and exemptions means 
that the cascading effect continues.

India does not have a full 
GST which is applicable from raw 
material to the final good/service. 
The chain is broken in many places. 
This partial GST is a result of trying 
to fulfil many policy objectives. For 
instance, small businesses which 
cannot cope with its complexity 
and goods consumed by the poor 
are exempt. As the Finance Minister 
said, “A BMW and hawai chappal 
can’t have the same tax.”

Prime Minister Modi has touted 
the GST as being India’s biggest 
economic reform. This is of course 
an exaggeration. The introduction of 
the GST is a much smaller economic 
reform as compared to the policy 
changes introduced in 1991, that 
have totally altered the orientation 
of the Indian economy. Be that as it 
may, the claims being made about 
its benefits to the economy have also 
proven to be an exaggeration. The 
GST is not yielding more revenue to 
enable governments to spend more 
on services for the poor. Further, by 
damaging the unorganised sectors, it 
has set back output and employment 
in the economy rather than leading to 
a higher growth rate. These problems 
emanate from introducing a very 
complex tax in a complex economy. 
In brief, while there are a few gains, 
the economy is not headed in the 
right direction because of the faulty 
design of the GST.

Email: nuramarku@gmail.com

The problem of presence of illegal 
Bangladeshi nationals in Assam is 
quite complex and old. When the 
students began a movement against 
Bangladeshi infiltration in Assam 
in the eighties, they were supported 
by socialists and Gandhians of the 
country. Then that movement was 
secular and its emphasis was on 
Assamese citizens identity. Although 
there was opposition to Bangla-
speaking population, but people 
of all sections of Assamese society 
took part in the movement. The 
then Prime Minister Indira Gandhi 
tried to give it a communal color. 
When she went to address a rally 
in the Brahmaputra Valley, a slogan 
'hath men bidi muhn men paan, 
asam banega pakistan' (having bidi 
in hand and betel leaf in mouth 
Assam will become Pakistan) was 
raised. That was a vote bank of the 
Congress. The intrusion continued 
due to lose security arrangements 
on  Bangladesh border. Meanwhile 
the Nelly massacre of women and 
children of minority community 
highlighted the communal and 
gruesome face of that movement. 
After her, Rajiv Gandhi became 
prime minister and signed the Assam 
Accord in 1985. The concept of 
National Register of Citizens (NRC) 
in Assam is the result of that process. 
According to this, those whose 
names are not registered in the NRC 
will not be considered as citizens 
of India. It was decided to identify 

foreign nationals and exclude them 
from the NRC. But due to lack of 
political will and no such agreement 
with Bangladesh, that work could 
not be done.

The NRC issued on Monday by 
the present government excludes 
names of over 40 lakh people. If their 
families are added then this number 
will be more than one crore. It is 
being said that most of the 4 million 
people out of the National Citizen 
Register are Indian citizens. These 
include both Hindus and Muslims. 
Putting such a large number of 
people in one state of insecurity 
shows that the duty to prepare the 
NRC has not been fulfilled properly. 
It seems that the government was 
quick to issue a NRC for electoral 
gains rather than a proper solution 
to the problem. This essential work 
of national interest should have been 
done in a non-political manner. But 
the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 
leadership did not act with maturity.

 The BJP president Amit Shah 
is presenting the publication of the 
National Citizen Register as bravery. 
The BJP in-charge of West Bengal, 
Kailash Vijayvargiya, has given a 
statement saying that after Assam, 
West Bengal would be the next stop. 
He has alleged that the number of 
illegal immigrants into West Bengal 
could run into crores. Amit Shah has 
made an unsubstantiated statement 
to link the whole issue with national 
security in the Parliament. With this 
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kind of irresponsible statements of 
BJP leaders, the initial balanced 
statement given by Home Minister 
Rajnath Singh on this issue has 
become meaningless. The ruling 
party and its president should 
understand that the threat to national 
security rather lies in their intention 
of making communal polarisation 
across the country in the name of 
the National Register of Citizens in 
Assam. In fact, the BJP had an eye 
on this long-standing and complex 
problem for long. After getting 
power at the Centre and the state, it 
has used the Office of the Registrar 
General of India and the Census 
Commissioner in such a way that 
it can play politics of communal 
polarisation for a long time to come. 
The BJP's immediate target on the 
path of communal polarisation is 
the Lok Sabha elections 2019. The 
BJP has lost mid-term elections due 
to the unity of opposition parties in 
the Hindi region. Therefore it wants 
to compensate the loss from the 
Northeast and West Bengal.

The work of identifying genuine 
citizens is being supervised by the 
Supreme Court, and the court has 
stated that this list is not final and no 
action should be taken on its basis. 
The Election Commission has also 
said that the National Register of 
Citizens will not disrupt voter rights 
of the people. But how can the court 
prevent politics on this sensitive 
issue? Even the Chief of Army Staff 
General Bipin Rawat has intervened 
in this issue and given a political 
statement. 

In view of the Socialist Party, 
the leadership of all the parties, 
including the ruling party, must 
behave responsibly on this issue. The 
Socialist Party urges the country's 
political leadership to ensure that 
instead of doing vote politics on 

this sensitive issue, make sure 
that no single Indian citizen is left 
out of the National Register of 
Citizens, whether he/she belongs to 
any religion, caste or state. While 
preparing the National Register of 
Citizens, it was the responsibility 
of the citizens themselves to prove 
that they are citizens of India. 
However, the United Nations puts 
the responsibility on the state too. 
Secondly, the leadership should 
decide the fate of Bangladeshi 
citizens living illegally, whether they 
are Hindus or Muslims, in the light 
of the Indian Citizenship laws and 
the provisions of the United Nations 
(UNO).

The Socialist Party believes that 
India has the right to identify the 
people who have entered the country 
illegally. If possible, send them back 
to their country, and if not possible, 
then consider granting them permits 
or giving citizenship. The provisions 

made in the proposed Indian 
Citizenship Amendment Bill, 2016 
only allow giving citizenship to non-
Muslims, but not to Muslims. India 
is a member of the United Nations. 
The goal of the United Nations is 
to eliminate the statelessness of 
citizens from the world by 2024. If 
such a large number of people will be 
made stateless then this will create an 
international problem. The excluded 
population is 10 percent of Assam 
state. Therefore, those who claim to 
be 'Vishwaguru' and who chant the 
mantra of 'Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam', 
instead of considering it from a 
communal perspective, should think 
in a sensitive human way. Opinion 
of all the political parties should be 
considered and the Supreme Court 
should make decisions according 
to the Constitution and United 
Nations Charter in order to solve 
the problem.

 Email: drpremsingh8@gmail.com

The much-awaited final draft 
of the updated National Register 
of Citizens (NRC) was published 
on Monday, July 30, in Guwahati, 
Assam. Out of total 3,29,91,385 
people who applied for inclusion 
in the updated NRC, 2,89,83,677 
have been admitted, while 40,07,708 
people have been excluded from the 
draft list.

The government has assured 
that all those whose names have 
not appeared in the NRC will be 
given one last opportunity to prove 
their Indian Citizenship, and they 
will have to file their claims by 

      UN Raises Concerns Over xclusion  
of People from NRC in Assam Citizens 

for Justice and Peace
September 28, 2018. The Registrar 
General of Citizen Registration 
has issued a notification that puts 
December 31, 2018 as the date to 
complete updation of the NRC.

About the NRC
The National Register for 

Citizens (NRC), a record of 
‘legitimate’ Indian citizens living 
in Assam, is being updated for the 
first time since 1951. The ostensible 
objective is to weed out ‘Illegal 
Bangladeshi immigrants’. However, 
the numbers tell a chilling story . . . 
one of a conspiracy of ‘othering’ and 
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exclusion. 40 lakh people have been 
excluded from the draft NRC. 

Preliminary reports from the 
ground suggest that though it was 
assumed that the updated NRC 
would largely affected the Muslim 
minority, ground reports indicate that 
large numbers of Bengali Hindus, 
especially from Dalit communities, 
some Indigenous Koch Rajbonshis, 
some sections of Nepali and other 
Indian labour and business class 
hailing from northern, western and 
southern India, as well as large 
numbers of Muslims have been 
excluded from the updated draft 
NRC.

The issue is so serious that it 
has even caught the attention of 
the United Nations. Four Special 
Rapporteurs of the United Nations—
Fernand de Varennes (Special 
Rapporteur on minority issues), 
E. Tendayi Achiume (Special 
Rapporteur on contemporary forms 
of racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance), 
David Kaye (Special Rapporteur 
on the promotion and protection of 
the right to freedom of opinion and 
expression) and Ahmed Shaheed 
(Special Rapporteur on freedom of 
religion or belief)—wrote a letter to 
Sushma Swaraj, Minister of External 
Affairs, on June 11, 2018, that is, 
more than a month before the final 
draft NRC was published, voicing 
their concerns with respect to the 
update to the National Register 
of Citizens (NRC) in Assam. The 
rapporteurs have raised questions 
about possible discrimination against 
the Bengali Muslim minority, the 
controversial May 2 order of the 
NRC State Co-ordinator that asked 
the names of family members of 
a declared foreigner to be kept 
pending from the NRC, as well as a 
host of other issues.

The Bengali Muslim and the 
Bangladeshi Bogeyman

On the subject of Bengali 
Muslims, the letter says,

There is no official policy 
outlining the implications for 
those who will be excluded from 
the final NRC. It is reported that 
they will be treated as foreigners 
and that their citizenship 
rights may be revoked in the 
absence of a prior trial. They 
may subsequently be asked to 
prove their citizenship before 
so-called Foreigners’ Tribunals. 
In December 2017, a local 
government minister in Assam 
was quoted as stating that “the 
NRC is being done to identify 
illegal Bangladeshis residing 
in Assam” and that “all those 
whose names do not figure 
in the NRC will have to be 
deported.” In this context, the 
NRC update has generated 
increased anxiety and concerns 
among the Bengali Muslim 
minority in Assam, who have 
long been discriminated against 
due to their perceived status as 
foreigners, despite possessing 
the necessary documents to 
prove their citizenship. While it is 
acknowledged that the updating 
process is generally committed 
to retaining Indian citizens on 
the NRC, concerns have been 
raised that local authorities in 
Assam, which are deemed to 
be particularly hostile towards 
Muslims and people of Bengali 
descent, may manipulate the 
verification system in an attempt 
to exclude many genuine Indian 
citizens from the updated NRC.

It further highlights the plight 
of Bengali Muslims and raises 
concerns about the matter saying,

Bengali Muslims continue to 
be disproportionately affected 
and targeted by Foreigners’ 
Tribunals as most persons asked 
to prove their citizenship before 
Tribunals reportedly lack the 
necessary means to do so. Even in 
cases when individuals produce 
the required documentation to 
prove their citizenship, many 
Bengali Muslims appear to be 
declared as foreigners based 
on technical reasons. The 
Tribunals are governed by the 
Foreigners Act 1946, which 
places the burden of proof on 
the accused to demonstrate 
his or her citizenship status. 
Officials of these Tribunals are 
empowered to find persons to 
be foreigners, on the basis of 
minor technical discrepancies 
in their citizenship documents, 
such as misspelling of names 
and age inconsistencies. In 
this regard, it is also alleged 
that there has been a notable 
and significant increase in the 
Tribunals’ findings of foreigner 
status as a result of the new 
Government coming into power. 
It is alleged that the Tribunals 
have been declaring large 
numbers of Bengali Muslims in 
Assam as foreigners, resulting 
in statelessness and risk of 
detention.
Finally, it is alleged that the 
potential discriminatory effects 
of the updated NRC should be 
seen in light of the history of 
discrimination and violence 
faced by Muslims of Bengali 
origin due to their status as 
ethnic, religious and linguistic 
minority and their perceived 
foreignness.  Although the 
Bengali origin Muslims in Assam 
descend from peasant workers 
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brought from the former Bengal 
and East Bengal starting in the 
19th century under colonial rule, 
they have long been portrayed 
as irregular migrants. As a 
result of this rhetoric, Bengali 
Muslims have historically been 
the target of various human 
rights violations, including 
forced displacement, arbitrary 
expulsions and killings.

Family members of Declared 
Foreigners

On May 2, Prateek Hajela, State 
Coordinator for the NRC had issued 
an order to all Deputy Registrars 
of Citizen Registration (DRCR) 
and Local Registrars of Citizen 
Registration (LRCR) stating

As per this Judgement, the 
Superintendent of Police (B) are 
required to make references of 
such persons, namely, brothers, 
sisters and other family members 
of Declared Foreigners (DF) to 
the Foreigners Tribunals and 
their names are accordingly not 
be included in the NRC until 
finalisation of such references. 
LRCRs wil l  have to keep 
eligibility status of all such 
persons pending till decision 
on their Indian Citizenship is 
confirmed by the concerned 
Foreigners Tribunal similar to 
the procedure for D-voters. As 
such LRCRs will have to record 
their decisions as “Hold” with 
LRCR Remarks recorded as 
“DFS”. DFS will mean Siblings 
and other Family Members of 
Declared Foreigners (DFs).

However,  on  May  25 ,  a 
clarification was issued saying,

With reference to the subject 
cited above and in continuation 
with the letter under reference, it 

is hereby clarified that recording 
of decision as ‘Hold’ by Local 
Registrar of Citizen Registration 
(LRCRs) for any such person, 
namely, brothers, sisters and 
other  family  members  of 
Declared Foreigners (DF) will 
be taken only after receipt of 
information from respective 
SP (Border) that reference has 
been made of such person to the 
Foreigners Tribunals.
The controversial order was 

challenged in the Guwahati High 
Court, but the court dismissed the 
writ petition and upheld the NRC 
State Coordinator’s order. The letter 
by the UN Special Rapporteurs is 
dated June 11 and therefore came 
before the Guwahati HC decision. 
This is what the letter states:

These concerns have been 
heightened by the alleged 
misinterpretation of a High 
Court judgement of 2 May 2017 
(Gauhati High Court, WP(C) 
360/2017). In this judgement, 
the Court directs the Assam 
Border Police to open inquiries 
concerning the relatives of 
persons declared as foreigners 
and to subsequently refer them 
to the so-called Foreigners’ 
Tribunals .  Based on this 
judgement, the State Coordinator 
of the NRC reportedly issued 
two orders dated 2 May 2018 
(memo No. SPMU/NRC/HF-
FT/537/2018/15-A) and 25 May 
2018 (memo no. SPMU/NRC/
HC-FT/537/2018/23). Pursuant 
to the orders, border police 
authorities are required to refer 
family members of “declared 
foreigners” to the Foreigners’ 
Tribunals. The duty to conduct a 
prior inquiry is not mentioned in 
the orders. Once relevant NRC 
authorities have been informed 

about the referral of a case, 
the concerned family member 
will automatically be excluded 
from the NRC. Their status 
will be recorded as “pending” 
until their citizenship has been 
determined by a Foreigners’ 
Tribunal. It is therefore alleged 
that these orders may lead to the 
wrongful exclusion of close to 
two million names from the NRC, 
without a prior investigation and 
trial.

Sudden increase in ‘Foreigners’
The UN Special Rapporteurs 

have also brought up that there has 
been a sudden spike in the number 
of people being declared foreigners. 
They have also expressed concerns 
about the functioning of Foreigners’ 
Tribunals. The letter says,

C o n c e r n s  a b o u t  t h e 
implementation of the NRC 
u p d a t e  h a v e  a l s o  b e e n 
heightened by the increasing 
number of persons declared to 
be foreigners by Foreigners’ 
Tribunals. Out of a total of 
468,934 referals to the Tribunals 
between 1985 and 2016, 80,194 
people were declared foreigners. 
This figure increased drastically 
in 2017, reaching 13,434 in just 
eleven months. In this context, 
it is reported that members of 
Foreigners’ Tribunals in Assam 
experience increasing pressure 
from State authorities to declare 
more persons as foreigners. On 
21st June 2017, 19 members 
of the Foreigners’ Tribunals in 
Assam were dismissed on ground 
of their under-performance 
over the last two years. More 
than 15 additional Tribunal 
members were issued with a 
strict warning to increase their 
efficiency. Considering that 
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tribunal members serve on a 
contractual basis for two years, 
which may be extended on a 
needs and performance basis, 
these actions were perceived to 
be a thinly veiled threat to other 
Tribunal members.

Other issues
The letter also brings up the 

issue of ‘doubtful’ or D-Voters and 
expresses concerns over the allegedly 
arbitrary processes followed by 
Election Commission officials 
in declaring people D-Voters. It 
also raises questions about human 
rights violations, arbitrary detention 
and deportation, the exclusion 
of Muslims from the proposed 
Citizenship Amendment Bill 2016 
as well as a host of other subjects. It 
has also asked for clarifications vis 
a vis the treatment of those who are 
deemed stateless and steps taken to 
uphold rights of minorities. 

Letter to Editor

BJP President, Shri Amit Shah is reported to have said that his party 
does not polarise. The following are three statements of BJP representatives 
made almost on the same day.
• BJP MP from UP Hari om Pandey claims that the rising population 

of muslims in India is responsible for terrorism and rape and murder 
cases.

• MLA from Karnataka Basanagouda Patil said that the biggest danger 
to the nation is from intellectuals and secularists. If he were the Home 
Minister he would issued orders to finish all of them by shooting them.

• BJP MLA Surendra Singh stated that Hindu couples should have at 
least 5 children or they will become a minority.

These are comparatively small fry in the party. Many senior ministers 
in the central government have been much more strident, both in their 
speeches and action.

It is reassuring that most BJP leaders have condemned lynching and 
violence related to cow vigilance. But this condemnation has never been 
unqualified. It is significant that both the perparators and victims of these 
violence have been treated similarly, the victims often bearing the brunt.

But as the honourable BJP President says there is no polarisation.
You can fool some people all the time, all the people for sometime. 

But you cannot fool all the people all the time!
Anil Bagarka, Mumbai

Email: apeebee@gmail.com

The Crises of Capitalism
Eighteen forty-eight, when the 

Manifesto was written, was a crisis 
year in Europe. Twenty-eighteen is 
the tenth year of an endless crisis 
for a now fully globalised capitalist 
economy. What Karl Marx and 
Frederick Engels said about “the 
commercial crises [that] by their 
periodic return, put on its trial, 
each time more threateningly, the 
existence of the entire bourgeois 
society” is just as applicable to our 
own time. And so is the diagnosis 
of the basic cause: “In these crises,” 
they wrote, “there breaks out an 
epidemic that in all earlier epochs 
would have seemed an absurdity, the 

epidemic of overproduction.” Today 
this might be better formulated to 
read “an epoch of overproduction of 
the means of production.” Bourgeois 
economics still does not get it, and 
probably never will.

The Great Financial Crisis 
and the Great Recession began in 
the United States in 2007–08 and 
quickly spread across the globe, 
marking what appears to be a turning 
point in world history. Although 
this was followed within two years 
by an extended recovery phase, the 
weakest in the last century, the world 
economy ten years after the onset of 
the crisis is still in the doldrums. The 
United States, Europe, and Japan 

remain caught in a condition of slow 
growth and financial instability, with 
new economic tremors appearing all 
the time and the effects spreading 
globally. The one bright spot in 
the world economy, from a growth 
standpoint, has been the seemingly 
unstoppable expansion of a handful 
of emerging economies, particularly 
China. Yet the continuing stability 
of China is now also in question, 
especially insofar as it depends 
on a high degree of integration 
with global capitalism. Hence the 
general consensus among informed 
economic observers is that the world 
capitalist economy is facing the threat 
of long-run economic stagnation 

On the 170th Anniversary of the Communist Manifesto 
Paul M. Sweezy, John Mage and John Bellamy Foster
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(complicated by the prospect of 
further financial deleveraging), 
sometimes referred to as the problem 
of “lost decades.” It is this issue 
of the stagnation of the capitalist 
economy that has emerged as the big 
question worldwide (setting aside 
the issue of the environment), even 
for all serious bourgeois economists.

The Manifesto’s analysis of the 
succession of crises that “put on its 
trial, each time more threateningly, 
the existence of the entire bourgeois 
society” remains central to any 
attempt to predict the events of 
the coming years. The long weak 
recovery was made possible only by 
an unprecedented global expansion 
of debt, both public and private, 
itself made possible only by the 
forced reduction of interest rates to 
levels similarly without precedent. 
This flood of new debt went not into 
productive investment, as shown by 
the great stagnation in growth, but 
into a global inflation of asset prices. 
The result was the capture of almost 
all such gains as were produced in 
this last decade by that very small 
percent of the world’s population 
who owned the world’s assets, 
whether real estate or securities. But 
global capitalism remains caught 
in the contradiction posed by the 
necessity of continuous expansion 
of profits through the capture of 
surplus value from the exploitation 
of labor, and the necessity of the 
valorisation of that surplus value 
through either consumption or 
new investment. New investment 
in productive capacity, in a global 
capitalism plagued by excess 
capacity, is increasingly more a 
problem than a solution for the 
system. And the maintenance of 
workers’ consumption, given the 
ever-increasing downward pressure 
on wages worldwide (and upward 
pressure on rents caused by asset 

inflation), has occurred only through 
a massive increase in working-class 
debt; in the United States today 
a majority of wage workers have 
in effect no net savings at all. The 
commercial cycle identified by 
the Manifesto is still very much a 
certainty in an uncertain world. The 
recovery from the 2007–08 great 
crisis is in its final phase, and the 
techniques of new debt and interest 
rate suppression that enabled the last 
recovery are no longer available. 
The immediate prospect can only 
reinforce the continuing salience of 
the Manifesto’s phrase “each time 
more threateningly.”

Where Are We Going?
Marx and Engels were dedicated 

revolutionaries and firmly believed 
that the inherent and ineradicable 
contradictions of capitalism would 
generate a growing and ultimately 
successful revolutionary struggle to 
overturn the system and put in its 
place a more humane and rational 
one. But did their analysis allow for, 
or perhaps even imply a different 
historical outcome? The answer, we 
think, is unequivocally yes. Early 
on in the Manifesto, indeed on the 
first page of the first section entitled 
“Bourgeois and Proletarians,” an 
oft-quoted passage reads:

The history of all hitherto 
existing society is the history of 
class struggles. Freeman and slave, 
patrician and plebeian, lord and 
serf, guild-master and journeyman, 
in a word, oppressor and oppressed, 
stood in constant opposition to one 
another, carried on an uninterrupted, 
now hidden, now open fight, 
that each time ended, either in a 
revolutionary reconstitution of 
society at large, or in the common 
ruin of the contending classes.

Nothing more is said about “the 
common ruin of the contending 

classes” in the Manifesto, most 
likely because Marx and Engels did 
not consider it a likely outcome of 
the class struggle under capitalism. 
But if we look around us in the 
world today—and take into account 
the extent to which capitalism is 
destroying or undermining the 
natural foundations of a sustainable 
economy—we must surely reinstate 
“the common ruin of the contending 
classes” as a very realistic prospect 
in the historically near future.

What Should We Be Trying to 
Accomplish?

We should be trying to impress 
on the peoples of the world the 
truth about capitalism, that it is 
not, as bourgeois ideologists want 
us to believe, the “end of history,” 
but that its continued existence 
can really bring the end of history. 
Does the Manifesto offer any 
help in this respect? Perhaps—if 
we read it carefully and interpret 
it imaginatively. In a too-often 
neglected passage, Marx and Engels 
introduce a new theme into their 
analysis.

Finally, in times when the class 
struggle nears the decisive hour, 
the process of dissolution going on 
within the ruling class, in fact within 
the whole range of old society, 
assumes such a violent, glaring 
character that a small section of the 
ruling class cuts itself adrift, and 
joins the revolutionary class that 
holds the future in its hands. Just 
as, therefore, at an earlier period, a 
section of the nobility went over to 
the bourgeoisie, so now a section 
of the bourgeoisie goes over to 
the proletariat, and in particular a 
portion of the bourgeois ideologists, 
who have raised themselves to the 
level of comprehending theoretically 
the historical movement as a whole.

For Marx this reflected what 
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he understood (see especially 
his discussion of “Pre-Capitalist 
E c o n o m i c  F o r m a t i o n s ”  i n 
the Grundrisse) as “the age of 
dissolution” of class-property 
relations that brought down feudal 
society. A similar age of dissolution, 
we believe, would bring down 
capitalism in turn—although the 
dissolution of capitalist relations 
would necessarily take a different 
form.

Today we can see more and 
more within present-day capitalism, 
particularly in the wealthiest 
countries, the emergence of acute 
contradictions that are accelerating 
the breaking-up of the system, visible 
in the extremes of the polarisation of 
income and wealth in all nations 
and globally, the corrosive interface 
of stagnation, financialisation and 
neoliberal globalisation, and—most 
of all—the accelerating planetary 
crisis that threatens all of humanity. 
These historical developments are 
behind “the dissolution [presently] 
going on within the ruling class,” 
evident in the growing instability 
of the state. Notwithstanding 
the continuing ideological role 
performed by bourgeois economics, 
there is  no hiding the acute 
contradictions of our age, which 
every child can see. As the unfolding 
of capitalism’s deadly consequences 
proceed, more and more people, 
including not only revolutionary 
movements throughout the globe, 
but also “bourgeois ideologists who 
have raised themselves to the level 
of comprehending theoretically the 
historical movement as a whole,” 
will come to see what has to be done, 
if our species is to have any future at 
all. Our job is to help bring about this 
recognition in the shortest possible 
time—while there still is time.

Janata has been regularly 
publishing articles on the ongoing 
socialist experiments in Latin 
Amer ica  whose  remarkab le 
achievements have been completely 
blanked out in the mainstream 
media. Neither has the media 
given any coverage to the attempts 
being made by the US and global 
capital to undermine, sabotage and 
overthrow these revolutions. We had 
received this international solidarity 
declaration with the Venezuelan 
revolution two months ago, but had 
not been able to publish it so far due 
to lack of space. We are publishing 
it now. 

On March 7, 2018, the ‘Todos 
Somos Venezuela’ (We Are All 
Venezuela) international solidarity 
of more than 800 social leaders, 
journalists, politicians and activists 
from 95 countries culminated in 
Caracas. Apart from representatives 
from nearly all countries of Latin 
America, there were 48 delegates 
from North America, 19 from Africa 
and 34 from Europe.

Amongst the high-profile 
delegates were Bolivian President 
Evo Morales and his Foreign 
Minister Fernando Huanacuni.

The event also had the backing 
of more than 500 representatives 
of Venezuelan social movements, 
press outlets, political parties, and 
organised community groupings.

The gathering was held in the 
background of the US government 
increasing its threatening rhetoric 
against Venezuela. On March 2, 

Caracas International Solidarity 
Meeting Declares:

“Venezuela Is Not Alone, We Are All 
with Her!”

US President Trump renewed an 
executive order declaring Venezuela 
to be an “extraordinary threat” to US 
national security.

At the closing of the gathering, 
delegates read a joint declaration, 
in which they expressed their full 
solidarity with the Venezuelan 
people, rejected US sanctions, and 
warned the world of the dangers of 
what they called imperialist efforts 
to sabotage Venezuela's democratic 
process. 

In addition, delegates paid 
homage to late President Hugo 
Chavez, visited numerous examples 
of community organisation in 
Caracas, and were treated to a 
cultural event.

Full Text of the ‘Todos Somos 
Venezuela’ Declaration of Caracas

We, citizens from distinct 
countries, social movements and 
organisations, political parties, 
women, youths, workers, creators 
and intellectuals, peasants, and 
religious leaders, gathered here in 
Caracas on the 5, 6 and 7th March 
2018, reaffirm our solidarity and 
militant support of the Venezuelan 
people, the Bolivarian Revolution 
and its popular government, which 
is headed by Nicolas Maduro Moros.

We energetically reject the 
grave escalation of aggressions 
against Venezuela’s democracy 
and sovereignty by the war-like 
government of Donald Trump, 
global corporate powers, and the 
American imperialist military-
industrial apparatus, which looks 
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to  over throw the  legi t imate 
government of Venezuela, destroy 
the project of Bolivarian democracy 
and expropriate the natural resources 
of the Venezuelan nation.

We denounce that this operation 
against Venezuela forms part of a 
global strategy of neo-colonialization 
in Latin America and the Caribbean 
which seeks to impose a new era of 
servitude and looting through the 
resurrection of the shameful Monroe 
Doctrine, a plan which has already 
begun in numerous countries across 
the continent.

We reject the threat of Donald 
Trump of a potential military 
intervention in Venezuela and we 
alert that such declarations by 
him are not mere charlatanism. 
The military option against the 
Bolivarian Revolution forms part 
of the strategic and geopolitical 
doctrine of the US for the 21st 
Century. The world must know 
that a military aggression against 
Venezuela would provoke a crisis 
in the region of historic dimensions 
and uncountable and unpredictable 
human, economic, and ecological 
impact.

We warn imperialism and their 
elites lackeys that play this game: 
the peoples of Latin America, the 
Caribbean and the world will never 
allow that Venezuela be touched 
by the ambitions of the American 
military boot! If, in their crazy 
obsession, the hawks of Washington 
dare attack Venezuela, the homeland 
of Simon Bolívar, as it was more 
than 200 years ago, will again be the 
tomb of an empire.

We denounce the blatant 
pressure of US imperialism on the 
region's governments to involve 
them in political, diplomatic, and 
even military operations against the 
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. 

With these actions, they seek to 
destroy regional integration and 
bring about the de-facto abolition of 
the principle of the founding charter 
of the Community of Latin America 
and Caribbean States which declares 
the region as a zone of peace.

We reject the shameful and 
historical opposed attitude of 
governments in the region that 
have caved in to Washington’s 
politics through the creation of 
illegal and spurious organisms such 
as the so-called Group of Lima. 
The shameful regional elites who 
today lead the plundering of their 
peoples, hand over their sovereignty 
to the transnational corporations, 
and increase poverty, inequality and 
violate human rights, lack any moral 
and political authority to question 
Venezuelan democracy.

We re jec t  the  un i l a te ra l 
and illegal sanctions of the US 
Government and the European 
Union against the Venezuelan 
people, which seek to destroy its 
economy and break their democratic 
will. Blockades and sanctions are 
crimes against humanity carried 
out by the international capitalist 
system, and are severely hurting the 
Venezuelan people by sabotaging 
their productive, commercial and 
financial processes, preventing 
access to food, medicines and 
essential goods.

We reject the perverse U.S. 
sabotage of the process of dialogue 
developed in the Dominican 
Republic and reiterate that only the 
absolute respect for the sovereignty 
of Venezuela, non-interference in 
their internal affairs, sincere dialogue 
and electoral processes based on 
Venezuelan legislation can define 
the path to recover the political 
coexistence between Venezuelans.

In this regards, we welcome 

the call for presidential, regional 
legislators and councilor elections 
for May 20, a result of a political 
agreement with a sector of the 
Venezuelan opposition. In these 
absolutely constitutional and 
legitimate elections, the Venezuelan 
people in a transparent and sovereign 
way will decide the course of their 
homeland.

We alert the peoples of the world 
to the counterproductive intentions 
of international governments and 
organizations that are directly 
involved in the war against Venezuela 
to not recognize the results of the 
elections on May 20, and accelerate 
attacks after what - no doubt - will 
be a real democratic expression of 
the Venezuelan people.

We welcome and support the 
declaration of the presidential 
summit of the Bolivarian Alliance for 
the Peoples of our America ALBA-
TCP that categorically rejects the 
exclusion of Venezuela from the next 
Summit of the Americas, to be held 
in the city of Lima, Peru. Similarly, 
we support all diplomatic and 
political actions that governments, 
countries and peoples take to defend 
plurality and political diversity in 
the continent and to safeguard the 
sovereignty and self-determination 
of peoples.

We recognize  the  heroic 
resistance of the people of Venezuela 
when confronted by the ravages of 
economic aggression, the financial 
blockade and all the forms of sabotage 
that Venezuela is suffering from, and 
support the economic, financial, 
political and diplomatic strategy 
that the Bolivarian Government 
and President Nicolas Maduro 
are carrying out to overcome the 
problems and construct the humanist 
model of Bolivarian socialism.

  We are committed to continue 
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the battle for the truth, peace and the 
sovereignty of Venezuela, to expand 
the ties of friendship, solidarity and 
revolutionary commitment to the 
Venezuelan people. The peoples 
of the world, the consciousness of 
all those who struggle for the just 
cause of mankind, accompanies at 
this time and always the Bolivarian 
revolution, its leadership and its 
people.

We are convinced that Venezuela 
will be able to – through dialogue, 
respect for the Constitution, and the 
indefatigable democratic will of his 
people – overcome the problems 
that besets it, and that the Bolivarian 
revolution will remain a beacon of 
hope for the peoples of the world 
who search for a worthy and just 
destination for humanity.

In commemoration of the fifth 
anniversary of the physical passing 
of Commander Hugo Chávez, 
historical leader of the Venezuelan 
people, from Caracas we say to the 
world: Venezuela is not alone, we 
are all with her!

We are all Venezuela!
We will win!
Caracas, March 7 2018
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