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Senior journalist and author 
Kuldeep Nayar died at Escorts 
hospital in New Delhi at 12.30 am 
on August 23. Nayar was a human 
rights activist, had served as High 
Commissioner to the UK in 1990 
and was also nominated to the Rajya 
Sabha.

The veteran journalist who 
began his career as an Urdu reporter 
also served as the editor of the Delhi 
edition of The Statesman and was 
the Editor of The Indian Express. 
A syndicated columnist, he has 
written around 15 books, including 
well known works like India after 
Nehru, Emergency, Emergency 
Retold, Without Fear: The Life 
and Trial of Bhagat Singh and his 
autobiography, Beyond the Lines.

Nayar was among the journalists 
who had staunchly opposed the 
Emergency imposed by the then 
Prime Minister Indira Gandhi and 
was jailed under Maintenance 
of Internal Security Act (MISA) 
for leading a protest against the 
excesses of the administration.

Kuldip Nayar was a great 
supporter of Janata and used to send 
us his pieces regularly for printing. 
Below is an article that he sent us 
just a few days before his death. 

It was August 12, 1947, three 
days before India became free. 
My father, a practicing doctor, 
summoned us, three brothers and 
asked what our programme was? 
I told him that I wanted to stay in 
Pakistan just as the Muslims would 
in India. My elder brother, who 
was studying medicine at Amritsar, 
intervened to say that Muslims 
would ask the Hindus to vacate our 
house in West Punjab just as the 
Muslims living in East Punjab would 
be asked to leave.  I asked how that 
could be possible if the Hindus did 
not agree to quit. He replied that we 
would be forcibly ousted.

This  was  prec ise ly  what 
happened. On August 17, two days 
after independence, some Muslim 
gentlemen came to us and made 
the request to leave the house. I 
asked one of them where do we go? 
He gave the keys of his house at 
Jalandhar and said that we would 
not have to do anything because 
his house was well furnished and 
ready for occupation. We declined 
the offer.

But after they left, all of us sat 
around the dining table to decide 
on the future. I told them that I 
was staying back in Pakistan and 
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they said they would be going to 
Amritsar and would come back 
once the disturbances were over. We 
agreed that even though the scenario 
was dismal, we would be back, at 
the most after a month. My mother 
remarked when she was locking the 
house that she had a strange feeling 
as if we were not coming back. My 
elder brother agreed with her.

I packed one traveler and a shirt 
in a blue canvas bag and parted, 
saying that we would meet at our 
maternal uncle’s place in Darya Ganj 
in Delhi. My mother gave me Rs 
120 to sustain myself until we met 
in Delhi. My father had made my 
journey easier. He told a Brigadier, 
who was his patient, to take his three 
sons across the border. He said he 
had no space in his Jonga and he 
could accommodate only one of us. 
The following morning I was pushed 
into his vehicle. I could not conceal 
my tears and wondered whether we 
would all meet again.

The journey from Sialkot to 
Sambrawal was uneventful. But 
from there the caravans of people 
from either side, the Hindus moving 
to the Indian side and the Muslims to 
the Pakistani part, were on the move. 
Suddenly, our Jonga was stopped. 
An old Sikh stood on the way and 
begged us to take his grandchild to 
India. I told him politely that I was 
still studying and would not be able 
to carry his grandson, however fair 
his request was.

The old man said that he had 
lost all his family members and the 
only survivor was his grandson. And 
he wanted him to live. I still recall 
his tearful face but I had told him 
the facts. How would I bring up the 
child when I myself was not sure 
about my future? Then we moved 
on. And, as we travelled, we could 
see the scattered luggage all over but 

the bodies had been removed by the 
time. The stench, however, was very 
much in the air.

At that time I promised myself 
that I would try to foster good 
relations between the two countries. 
That was the main reason why 
I started lighting candles on the 
Wagah border, a process that began 
some 20 years ago. It was a small 
movement with just 15-20 people 
to begin with. Now roughly one 
lakh people on this side have also 
joined the cause and the people of 
Pakistan, though in limited number, 
have followed suit.  

Peoples’ enthusiasm knows no 
bounds. But the governments are in 
the way. There is curfew in the entire 
area and one has to take a permit to 
reach the border. I have written to 
Home Minister Rajnath Singh to 
instruct the authorities, both Border 
Security Force and Central Reserve 
Police Force, to allow us to reach 
the zero point, where the steel gates 
check the movement into either side, 
for lighting candles.

This exercise is confined to a few 
individuals. I wish that the border 
could be made soft and the situation 
became calm so that enmity between 
the two countries is banished. I was 
on the bus that Prime Minister Atal 
Behari Vajpayee rode to Lahore. 
There was bonhomie on both sides 
and I thought that the trip would 
resume a regular exchange of trade, 
joint ventures and people-to-people 
contact between the two nations.

But I feel disappointed with the 
barbed wires on either side of the 
border preventing people’s passage 
into each other’s country and with 
so many visa restrictions. In the 
past, intellectuals, musicians and 
artists could meet and hold joint 
programmes. But today, even that 
has stopped, with the governments 

showing rigidity in issuing visas. 
There is practically no contact on 
official and even non-officials sides.

New Prime Minister-designate 
Imran Khan has said in an interview 
that he would ensure trade and 
business. My only worry is that 
his proximity to the army may not 
allow him to carry out his promises. 
In Pakistan, the army has the last 
word. But, maybe, the army angle 
is being exaggerated. It also wants 
to have peace because it’s their men 
who have to fight the war and all 
that it entails.

New Delhi should make an effort. 
But it has adopted a harsh stand not 
to negotiate with Islamabad until 
Pakistan stopped providing shelters 
to the terrorists and punishing those 
who were instrumental in Mumbai 
blasts. Imran Khan should take the 
initiative, keeping in view India’s 
demands, to build cordial relations 
between the two countries.
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Kuldip Nayar was one of the 
strongest symbols of trust in the 
Indian civil society. He was among 
the few persons who could not 
compromise on basic constitutional 
and human values even in front of 
biggest troubles or temptations. His 
demise is to extinguish a burning 
torch in today's dark phase for Indian 
society and polity.

A t  t h e  t i m e  o f  t h e  r e -
establishment of the Socialist Party 

in 2011 Kuldip Nayar stated that this 
is the toughest period in the Indian 
politics after the independence. 
If the party is revived then do not 
close it for the sake of future India. 
He was a special invitee to the 
National Executive of the Socialist 
Party since its re-establishment. 
He used to attend most of the 
meetings, conferences, conventions 
and programs of the party and would 
give his views and suggestions. 

Obituary: Socialist Party (India)

Kuldip Nayar Passes Away: A Burning Torch in the  
Darkness Has Gone Out

Dr. Prem Singh

He was in complete agreement 
with Socialist Party's belief that 
secularism and democracy cannot be 
saved after abandoning the socialist 
goal of the Constitution for neo-
liberal policies.

Kuldip Nayar's demise is an 
irreparable loss to the Socialist Party. 
The Socialist Party offers humble 
tributes and the last salute to its 
special member and guide. 

86 years old Swami Gyan 
Swaroop Sanand is on a fast 
unto death since 22 June, 2018 
in Haridwar demanding a law for 
conservation of river Ganga but the 
Central government has not taken 
a step to convince him to give up 
his fast. This raises question on the 
intention of government. It appears 
that the government is deliberately 
ignoring Swami Sanand's fast. Let 
us not forget that young seer Swami 
Nigmanand died on the 115th day 
of his fast demanding halt to illegal 
mining in Ganga in 2011.

Swami Sanand is not merely 
a religious person. He was known 
as Professor G.D. Agarwal before 
he became a saint. He has served 
at Indian Institute of Technology, 

Kanpur and as Member-Secretary, 
Central Pollution Control Board and 
is responsible for putting into place 
a number of pollution related norms.

Ganga couldn't be cleaned after 
Rs 500 crores were spent as part 
of Ganga Action Plan. The present 
government has proposed a budget 
of Rs 20,000 for the Namami Gange 
project, of which Rs 7,000 have 
already been spent. Swami Sanand 
says that Ganga will not be cleaned 
because the present government is 
following a similar programme as 
the past governments.

The capacity of Common 
Effluent Treatment Plants and 
Sewage Treatment Plants (STPs) to 
clean industrial waste and sewage 
produced by cities, respectively, 

is simply not enough to handle all 
the wastes generated and whatever 
capacity has been built is not always 
functional. For example, against the 
400 million litres per day of sewage 
generated in Varanasi city, the built 
capacity of STPs is only one-fourth. 
Bhagwanpur plant, near Banaras 
Hindu University, has a capacity of 8 
MLD, Deenapur plant has a capacity 
of 80 MLD and Konia plant has a 
capacity of 150–200 MLD but works 
at only 30–40% of its capacity. 
Among these, the Bhagwanpur 
plant works best but its capacity 
is minuscule compared to the total 
sewage generated. Two more STPs 
are now under construction. When 
the plants are out of order or there 
is no electricity, the waste flows 

Why is the Central Government Silent on  
Swami Gyan Swaroop Sanand's Fast?

Sandeep Pandey
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directly into the river untreated.
Assi river, which looks more 

like a drain, discharges 80 MLD 
of untreated sewage and Varuna 
river with 80–90 MLD of sewage 
discharges 75–80% of it untreated 
into Ganga. Parts of these two rivers, 
from whom the city Varanasi derives 
its name, are also used by the Nagar 
Nigam as landfills. Seepage from 
these garbage heaps also pollutes 
the rivers.

Kanpur city produces 600 MLD 
of sewage and industrial waste 
whereas the built capacity to treat 
waste is hardly 200–250 MLD.

Corruption also has a role to 
play in this pollution. Employees 
of Municipal Corporation or 
State Pollution Control Boards, 
responsible for looking after the 
CETPs, allow the industrial waste to 
directly flow into the river bypassing 
the treatment plants by accepting 
bribes. When the companies increase 
their production capacity they don't 
inform the PCBs officially. The extra 
waste generated is also allowed to 
join the river in exchange for bribes.

For example, none of the CETPs 
built in Ahmedabad are functional, 
reason for the extremely polluted 
water of Sabarmati river downstream 
of the city. The water itself comes 
from Narmada canal as upstream 
from the city the river has dried up.

Only the contractors benefit 
from construction of STPs and 
CETPs. Government's motivation 
to clean Ganga seems lacking and 
therefore Swami Sanand has sat on 
a fast unto death to demand a law for 
conservation of the river.

I t  i s  s h o c k i n g  t h a t  t h e 
government is not taking Swami 
Sanand's fast seriously and neither 
is the media giving coverage to the 
fast, most likely at the behest of the 
government. This is in spite of the 

fact that Narendra Modi declared 
when he went to contest the election 
from Varanasi that he had got a 
call from mother Ganga. After he 
took over as prime minister, the 
name of Water Resources Ministry 
was changed to include 'Ganga 
Rejuvenation' in it, as if there were 
no other rivers in the country.

Is this the famed Indian culture 
which Rashtriya Swayamsewak 
Sangh boasts off that just as the 
Naremdra Modi–Amit Shah duo 
has marginalised senior leaders of 
Bhartiya Janata Party, they are now 

undervaluing Swami Sanand's fast 
and will not have any qualms if 
he dies? Does the government, so 
worried about saving cows' lives, not 
give priority to saving a Sadhu's life?

Acquaintances of Swami Sanand 
are appalled at the way he has been 
left to die. If there is any sensitivity 
left in the government, it should 
immediately enter into dialogue with 
Swami Sanand to end his fast and 
agree to make a law for conservation 
of not just Ganga but all water bodies 
of the entire country.

E-mail: ashaashram@yahoo.com

Perhaps the most significant 
elaboration of the Golwalkar–
Savarkar thesis of India as a 
Hindu nation beset by Muslim 
trouble-makers in recent times 
was that provided by Atal Bihari 
Vajpayee in his speech to the BJP 
national executive meeting in Goa 
on 12 April 2002.  The speech is 
remarkable for the manner in which 
a prime minister attempts to justify 
the murder of Muslim citizens in 
Gujarat by referring to Godhra and 
contrasting the supposed “traditional 
tolerance” of Hindus with the alleged 
‘intolerance’ of Muslims.

Like Golwalkar, who believed 
only Hindus were true Indians, 
Vajpayee uses “us”, “our”, “Hindus” 
and “Indians” interchangeably 
throughout his speech. He begins by 
making an observation about Hindu 
kingdoms in ancient Cambodia: “No 
king destroyed a temple or damaged 
the deities’ idols at the time of 

attacking another king. This is our 
culture. This is our outlook, which 
treats all faiths equally.” India, he 
added, was secular before Muslims 
and Christians set foot on her soil. 
Once they came, they had freedom 
of worship. “No one thought of 
converting them with force, because 
this is not practiced in our religion; 
and in our culture, there is no use 
for it.”

Here, Vajpayee was trying 
to contrast the “tolerance” of 
Hindus and Hinduism, which he 
described as “our religion”, with the 
supposed intolerance of Muslims 
and Christians. The reference to the 
destruction of idols and conversion 
“with force” is a standard part of 
the RSS arsenal. At the root of 
major incidents of violence, he 
said, was “growing intolerance”. 
Since Hindus are, by definition, 
tolerant, the obvious inference is 
that this “growing intolerance” is 

Let Us Not Forget the Glimpse  
We Got of the Real Vajpayee  

When the Mask Slipped

Siddharth Varadarajan
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on the part of the Muslims. Turning 
immediately to the burning issue of 
the day, he asked:

What happened in Gujarat? If a 
conspiracy had not been hatched to 
burn alive the innocent passengers 
of the Sabarmati Express, then 
the subsequent tragedy in Gujarat 
could have been averted. But this 
did not happen. People were torched 
alive. Who were those culprits? 
The government is investigating 
into this. Intelligence agencies 
are collecting all the information. 
But we should not forget how the 
tragedy of Gujarat started. The 
subsequent developments were no 
doubt condemnable, but who lit the 
fire? How did the fire spread?

Here, in as unsophisticated a 
fashion as Narendra Modi had stated 
it earlier, we find Vajpayee presenting 
his own version of Newton’s Third 
Law. There is no remorse about 
the killing of hundreds of innocent 
people, no apologies for the failure 
of the government to protect its 
citizens. He makes no attempt to 
distinguish between the criminal 
perpetrators of the Godhra attack 
and the innocent victims of the 
“subsequent tragedy in Gujarat”. 
For him, Muslims are an amorphous, 
undifferentiated lot who collectively 
“lit the fire”. They were to blame, not 
his party men who took part in the 
“subsequent developments”.

Going from the specific to the 
general, Vajpayee then launched a 
frontal attack on Muslims. He asserts 
that “For us, the soil of India from 
Goa to Guwahati is the same, all the 
people living on this land are the 
same. We do not believe in religious 
extremism. Today, the threat to our 
nation comes from terrorism.”

Who is this “we” and where 
exactly does this “threat to our 

nation” come from? The Hindi 
text provides a clue. Vajpayee 
deliberately uses the Urdu word 
mazhabi for “religious” (rather than 
the Hindi word dharmik) when he 
says “religious extremism”. We do 
not believe in religious extremism; 
it is the Muslims. His exact words 
were “Hum mazhabi kattarta mein 
vishwas nahin karte”. The fact that 
mazhabi is the only Urdu word used 
in the sentence is not accidental. 
In Sangh parivar literature and 
propaganda, whenever a positive 
reference to religion is made, the 
word used tends to be dharm, 
implying Hinduism; when the 
reference is negative, the word used 
tends to be mazhab. And terrorism, 
of course, is synonymous with Islam, 
or “militant Islam”, as Vajpayee 
chose to put it. But having first made 
a distinction between militant Islam 
and tolerant Islam, he then makes a 
sweeping generalisation about all 
Muslims:

Wherever Muslims live, they 
don’t like to live in co-existence with 
others, they don’t like to mingle with 
others; and instead of propagating 
their ideas in a peaceful manner, 
they want to spread their faith by 
resorting to terror and threats. 
The world has become alert to this 
danger.

The statement is classic hate 
speech, but after it generated a 
huge  cont roversy,  Vajpayee 
claimed his remarks were aimed 
not at all Muslims but only “militant 
Muslims”.

The Prime Minister’s Office 
subsequently issued a doctored 
version of the speech in which the 
word “such” was inserted between 
“Wherever” and “Muslims live”. 
Many newspapers subsequently 
printed this version. It was not until 

a privilege motion was raised in 
Parliament—for Vajpayee had made 
the mistake of claiming on the floor 
of the House on May 1, 2002 that the 
doctored version of the speech was 
the true version—that he was forced 
to admit the word “such” had been 
deliberately interpolated.  However, 
he reiterated that “no one who reads 
my entire speech and takes note of 
the tribute I have paid to the tolerant 
and compassionate teachings of 
Islam, can be in any doubt that my 
reference . . . is only to the followers 
of militant Islam”.

The allegation of Muslims not 
living in co-existence with others 
and not mingling with others is such 
a standard trope in RSS propaganda 
that Vajpayee’s claim of intending to 
refer only to militant Muslims does 
not seem very convincing. Earlier in 
his speech, he had equated militant 
Islam with terrorism. “Not mingling 
with others” is a peculiar charge 
to level against terrorists. In any 
case, it was a bit odd for the prime 
minister to talk about terrorism 
and militancy as if they were the 
preserve of the adherents of Islam—
especially at a time when his own 
Sangh parivar was heavily involved 
in acts of terror in Gujarat. But there 
was a deeper level of dishonesty 
in the charge against Muslims, 
for it is precisely the policy of the 
RSS to ghettoise and isolate the 
Muslim community. As sociologist 
Dhirubhai Sheth has argued, it was 
not accidental that the Muslims who 
bore the brunt of the Sangh parivar’s 
violence in Gujarat were those who 
chose to live in Hindu-majority 
areas. The communal killings in 
the state, he says, have exposed the 
dishonesty of the ‘Hindutvavadis’ 
who reproach Muslims for not 
entering the ‘national mainstream’ 
but then beat them back into their 



6 JANATA, August 26, 2018

ghettos whenever they do emerge.
In another attempt to soften the 

impact of his Goa remarks, Vajpayee 
told parliament that he was as 
opposed to militant Hinduism as he 
was to militant Islam. “I accept the 
Hindutva of Swami Vivekananda 
but the type of Hindutva being 
propagated now is wrong and one 
should be wary of it.” Having said 
this, however, he went back to 
square one by adding that although 
there were laws to deal with such 
an eventuality, he was confident no 
Hindu organisation would become 
a danger to the country’s unity. 
In other words, only Muslim (or 
Christian or Sikh) organisations 
have the potential of endangering 
the country’s unity. After maligning 
Vivekananda—who never spoke 
of Hindutva but of Hinduism—
Vajpayee went straight back to 
the teachings of Golwalkar and 
Savarkar.

Apart from reverting to the usual 
chauvinist line of the Sangh parivar, 
Vajpayee was also diverting the 
debate into a dead end. The issue is 
not whether he personally opposes 
militant Islam or Hinduism but 
whether, as prime minister, he is 
prepared to defend the constitutional 
rights of all Indians. Regardless 
of his own views and beliefs, a 
prime minister cannot speak for 
only a section of citizens. Do the 
Muslims of Gujarat have the right 
to physical security? Is he prepared 
to punish those who have committed 
crimes regardless of their political 
or ideological affiliation? Rather 
than dealing with these questions, 
Vajpayee is trying to cover up his 
own political failure and culpability.

It is remarkable that Vajpayee’s 
first televised address to the country 
was only on March 2, 2002—after 
the seventy-two hours of apparent 

freedom enjoyed by the Sangh 
parivar in Gujarat expired—and 
even then, all he could do was appeal 
for calm and tolerance. In fact, his 
attempt to blame the ordinary people 
of Gujarat—and their supposed lack 
of “harmony”—for the mass killings 
in their state was a disingenuous 
manoeuvre aimed at absolving 
himself, his party colleagues and the 
state machinery they control, of any 
responsibility for the crimes. Like 
Rajiv Gandhi in November 1984 
and Narasimha Rao in January 1993, 
Vajpayee will go down in history 
as a prime minister who preached 
the virtues of tolerance even as he 
turned a blind eye to the massacre 
of innocent citizens. Instead of 
using national television to tell the 
people of Gujarat that the genocidal 
mobs would be put down with a firm 
hand—and that policemen failing 
to protect the life and liberty of 
all would be punished—Vajpayee 
delivered a sermon on the need for 
religious sadbhavna.

There was little passion or 
feeling in what he said, no words 
of succour for the victims, no anger 
or opprobrium for the killers. He 
said the violence was a “black mark 
on the nation’s forehead” but he 
couldn’t bring himself to say that 
retaliatory attacks on Muslims for 
what happened at Godhra would 
attract the same punishment as the 
burning of the train. Here was a 
violent disturbance that had made 
a mockery of state power as it is 
supposed to operate, yet the prime 
minister issued no dire warnings 
to those who were challenging 
his authority and power as chief 
executive. In the US, President 
George W. Bush and his senior 
aides publicly warned citizens 
against attacking Muslims, Arabs 
and other immigrants following the 

World Trade Centre terrorist strike. 
In less than a year since 9/11, a man 
in Texas was sentenced to death 
for the ‘retaliatory’ murder of a 
Sikh immigrant. To date, however, 
Vajpayee has yet to even publicly 
acknowledge that Muslim citizens 
of India were victimised in Gujarat 
or to threaten the attackers with the 
severest consequences.

Indeed, Vajpayee was later to 
demonstrate that he was so loyal to 
his party and parivar that he didn’t 
mind undermining the majesty of 
the state and his own office. On 
April 17, 2002, he said that if only 
parliament had condemned Godhra, 
the subsequent massacres would 
not have happened. The fact is 
that he is leader of the House and 
could have ordered a discussion 
and condemnation of Godhra on 
the day it happened—instead of 
the scheduled presentation of the 
budget.

In early May, he made another 
curious statement, this time on the 
floor of the Rajya Sabha: That he 
had decided to remove Modi in April 
but didn’t act fearing a backlash in 
Gujarat. “I had gone to Goa making 
up my mind on changing the ruler 
in Gujarat but according to my own 
assessment, I felt that the change 
in leadership will only worsen the 
situation.” At the time, the only 
people opposed to a change in 
leadership were the RSS and VHP. 
Removing Modi may or may not 
have provided temporary relief for 
Gujarat’s beleaguered Muslims but 
it was odd for the prime minister 
to admit being held hostage to the 
threats of criminals and goons. 
“Vajpayee,” wrote B.G. Verghese, 
“placed the diktat of the mob above 
his oath of office . . . the emperor has 
no clothes, stripped of the last shred 
of moral authority.”
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Bhagwat Prasad,a leading social 
activist of Bundelkhand region, 
breathed his last on August 8. As 
director of a leading voluntary 
organization of this region named 
Akhil Bhartiya Samaj Seva Sansthan 
(ABSSS), Bhagwat Prasad was 
closely associated with several 
welfare programs relating to welfare 
of Kol tribals and other weaker 
sections of this region. In particular 
he will be remembered for the 
important contribution he made in 
the execution of several successful 
water conservation and water 
harvesting projects. These brought 

Letter to Editor: 

Activist Who Brought Hope to Bundelkhand  
Villages is No More

Bharat Dogra

considerable relief to a drought 
prone region experiencing frequent 
water scarcity. His organization 
very recently received a prestigious 
award for its water conservation 
work. This work of the ABSSS was 
known and appreciated widely for 
achieving good and enduring results 
at a low cost.

At a time when land reforms 
were being widely neglected, 
Bhagwat Prasad and his colleagues 
received considerable success in land 
distribution work. This combined 
with earlier work for rehabilitation 
of bonded workers brought new 

hope in many poor households, 
most of them Kol tribals or dalits. 
When this in turn was followed up 
with water conservation work, many 
households who had never thought 
of growing adequate food to meet 
their needs were able to harvest 
bountiful harvests. 

In his last days Bhagwat Prasad 
was involved in improving rural 
school education. To sustain and 
continue his unfinished work other 
activists and organisations should 
surely lend a helping hand.

E-mail: bharatdogra1956@gmail.com

In the moment of Uber-isation 
and Ola-isation of services, wherein 
an app links a supplier with a 
consumer via a platform and the 
app provider may be based in one 
country, the supplier in another and 
the consumer in a third, the imminent 
verdict on the unjustness of Aadhaar 
Act has put the five judges of the 
Constitution Bench of Supreme 
Court on trial. It has emerged that 
the problem that beset the trial 
judges also engulfs the appellate 
judges. Allowing present and future 
presidents, prime ministers, judges, 
military personnel, citizens and even 
non-citizens to be biometrically 

“profiled to the nth extent for all and 
sundry to know” by 12-digit Unique 
Identification (UID) / Aadhaar 
number for Central Identities Data 
Repository (CIDR) is indefensible. 

The trust which the lawyers 
of Ministry of Electronics and 
Information Technology (MeitY)'s 
Unique Identification Authority of 
India (UIDAI) and its proponents 
wish the judges of the Constitution 
Bench to place in the certainty 
and guidance of UID technology, 
Ar t i f i c ia l  In te l l igence  (AI ) 
technology, computer prediction and 
statistical inquiries tantamount to 
predicting human judicial behavior 

through jurimetrics. This non-human 
turn ends up promoting use of 
symbolic logic, behavior models, 
mechanical aids for prediction of 
both individuals and groups to 
eliminate personal element from 
judicial, administrative and political 
decisions.   

A decision in favour of UIDAI 
will imply accepting infallibility 
of computer prediction without 
factoring in the “Heisenberg feed-
back effect” and the alchemy of 
machine learning. While judges 
work in the open (having learnt that 
sunlight is the best disinfectant), 
the computer programmers and 

From Eugenics, Biometrics to Jurimetrics:  
Supreme Court Judges on Trial 

Gopal Krishna
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their visible and invisible beneficial 
owners work behind the scene. If 24x7 
identification and authentication of 
citizens and residents is deemed 
constitutionally permissible by 
electronic and biometric systems, 
then the possibility of trial by these 
very fallible systems too cannot be 
ruled out in the immediate future. 
The fact remains that these systems 
have beneficial owners and these 
technologies are not class and caste 
neutral as they reflect the prejudices 
of the programmers of all shades. 
This will add up yet another layer 
of automated inequality amidst 
continuation of gross rampant 
historical inequality. 

Attempts at predicting human 
behavior including judicial behavior 
through these technologies will have 
unprecedented collateral damage. It 
is destined to fail.  

The Record of the Proceedings 
before the Supreme Court's 5-Judge 
Constitution Bench for 10 May, 
2018 reads “Hearing concluded. 
Judgment reserved” in the case 
related to the world’s biggest Central 
Identities Data Repository (CIDR) 
of 12–digit biometric UID/Aadhaar 
numbers. Now the second judgment 
in the UID/Aadhaar case can be 
pronounced on any of the coming 
days. The final hearing began on 
17 January 2018. The original case 
was filed on 18 October 2012. 
The first verdict in this case was 
pronounced on 24 August 2017 by 
a 9-Judge Constitution Bench. The 
5-Judge Bench comprises of Chief 
Justice Dipak Misra and Justices 
A.K. Sikri, A.M. Khanwilkar, D.Y. 
Chandrachud and Ashok Bhushan. 
The 9-Judge Bench comprised of 
Chief Justice Jagdish Singh Khehar 
and Justices J. Chelameswar, S.A. 
Bobde, R.K. Agrawal, Rohinton Fali 
Nariman, Abhay Manohar Sapre, 

D.Y. Chandrachud, Sanjay Kishan 
Kaul and S. Abdul Nazeer. 

As part of his joint order in 
the right to privacy, Justice D.Y. 
Chandrachud dwelt on the flawed 
verdict of the four judges of Supreme 
Court’s 5-Judge Constitution Bench 
in ADM Jabalpur v Shivakant Shukla 
delivered on the black day of 28 
April 1976. The submission of the 
detenues in the Court was that the 
suspension of the remedy to enforce 
Article 21 does not automatically 
entail suspension of the right or the 
rule of law and that even during an 
emergency the rule of law could 
not be suspended. A majority of 
four judges of this Court (Justice 
H.R. Khanna dissenting) held that: 
“Liberty is confined and controlled 
by law, whether common law or 
statute. It is in the words of Burke a 
regulated freedom. It is not an abstract 
or absolute freedom. The safeguard 
of liberty is in the good sense  of  
the  people  and  in  the  system  
of  representative  and responsible 
government which  has  been  
evolved. If extraordinary powers 
are given, they are given because 
the emergency is extraordinary, 
and are limited to the period of the 
emergency.” Justice Chandrachud 
has held: “The judgments rendered 
by all the four judges constituting 
the majority in ADM Jabalpur are 
seriously flawed.  Life and personal 
liberty are inalienable to human 
existence.” The fact is that it was 
not just seriously flawed; it was 
profoundly immoral, unpardonable, 
sinful and monstrous. The verdict in 
ADM Jabalpur case was authored by 
the evil personified.    

Justice Chandrachud observed: 
“When histories of nations are 
written and critiqued, there are 
judicial decisions at the forefront 
of liberty. Yet others have to be 

consigned to the archives, reflective 
of what was, but should never have 
been.” In order to compare this 
highly questionable verdict of Chief 
Justice A.N. Ray and Justices M. 
Hameedullah Beg, Y.V. Chandrachud 
and P.N. Bhagwati, drawing from 
Siddhartha Mukherjee’s  The 
Gene: An Intimate History, Justice 
Chandrachud recalled that the 
decisions like the one of the US 
Supreme Court in Buck v Bell 
ranks amongst those which should 
never been delivered. In the Buck 
v Bell case of 1927, Justice Oliver 
Wendel Holmes Jr. opined that: 
“three generations of imbeciles is 
enough” and accepted the forcible 
sterilisation of  Carrie Bucks  as  
part  of  a  programme  of  state  
sponsored  eugenic  sterilisation. 
Bucks’s abdomen was opened. A 
section of both fallopian tubes of 
her was removed by John Bell, the 
doctor. He tied the ends of the tubes, 
and sutured them shut. With this the 
chain of heredity was broken under a 
law which presumed that imbecility 
can be inherited. Holmes wrote, “The 
principle that sustains compulsory 
vaccination is broad enough to 
cover cutting the fallopian tubes” 
under the influence of junk science 
called eugenics which was promoted 
because American and European 
White people were worried about the 
contamination of their gene pool if 
interracial marriages and marriages 
with African slaves and White 
immigrants is allowed.     

British colonial power had 
suspect identification offices in Egypt 
and India after the development 
of biometric identification by Sir 
Francis Galton, an English eugenicist 
who supported slavery, that compiled 
data of suspects. In the book Imprint 
of the Raj: How Fingerprinting was 
born in Colonial India, Chandak 
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Sengoopta reveals how biometric 
identif icat ion technique was 
fine-tuned by the Bengal Police. 
Eugenics and slavery has long been 
abandoned, the scientific claims 
of biometrics too have been found 
to be dubious by reputed official 
institutions. Yet, the Biometric UID 
/ Aadhaar project assumes every 
resident of India to be a suspect. The 
proponents of UIDAI’s project are 
treating residents and citizens worse 
than prisoners who are regulated 
by Identification of Prisoners Act, 
1920, an Act that authorises the 
taking of measurements including 
finger-impressions and foot-point 
impressions and photographs of 
convicts and others. It a sister Act 
of the Prisons Act, 1894.        

UIDAI’s report titled Analytics: 
Empowering Operations states, 
the “Data can be considered as the 
equivalent of water. There are a 
number of processes involved before 
the actual consumption of water 
and data. The journey begins with 
data, like water, being generated 
at multiple sources. These are then 
brought together into one central 
location.” The simile of water flow 
for data flow reveals the sensitivity 
of the controller and owner of the 
grids—be it water grid, power grid 
or data grid. There are economic 
and military forces at work that 
seem to seek centralisation of every 
conceivable resource, unmindful 
of its cognitive consequences 
and civilisational cost. Despite 
colonial experience, the far reaching 
ramifications of such free flow of 
human data in one direction remains 
to be fathomed in its entirety. The fact 
remains that one of the key factors 
for colonisation was information 
asymmetry between the occupiers 
and the occupied, between the 
conqueror and the vanquished, and 

between the money lenders, bankers 
and their clients.

The second verdict in the 
UID / Aadhaar case is going to be 
significant, as it will be coming after 
the verdict on right to privacy, in the 
context of 360 degree surveillance 
of citizens and their activities. 
The Privacy Bill, 2011 defines 
“surveillance as covertly following a 
person or watching a person, placing 
secret listening or filming devices 
near him, or using informants to 
obtain personal information about 
him.” This Bill has been referred to 
in the privacy verdict. 

The provisions of Aadhaar Act 
must be read with the provisions of 
Collection of Statistics Act, 2008 
which defines “informant" in Section 
2 (c). “Informant” can be any person 
who supplies or is required to 
supply statistical information and 
includes an owner or occupier or 
person in-charge or his authorised 
representative in respect of persons 
or a firm registered under the Indian 
Partnership Act, 1932 or a co-
operative society registered under 
any Co-operative Societies Act or 
a company registered under the 
Companies Act or a society registered 
under the Societies Registration Act, 
1860 or any association recognised 
or registered under any law for 
the time being in force. Unlike 
the 1953 version of Collection 
of Statistics Act, the 2008 Act 
provides for collection of data from 
“economic, demographic, scientific 
and environmental aspects.” The 
Collection of Statistics Act, 2008 
makes it compulsory for individuals, 
households and companies to share 
information required by government 
through data collectors which it 
has hired on contract. If one fails 
to do so, then one will have to face 
a maximum penalty of Rs 1,000 in 

case of individuals and Rs 5,000 for 
companies. 

This makes individuals and 
households totally transparent, 
devoid of even an iota of privacy. 
But donations to political parties 
from foreign and Indian companies 
have been made anonymous by 
the amendments made through the 
Finance Bills of 2017 and 2018! 

Given the fact that Aadhaar 
Act is one of two e-commerce 
laws, it is germane to recollect that 
at the 11th ministerial of World 
Trade Organisation (WTO) which 
concluded in December 2017, India 
had submitted a written position on 
e-commerce opposing the demand 
for negotiations on e-commerce by 
US and its allies. As per their written 
submission, the latter are demanding 
access to citizens’ database for 
free. The WTO has a 1998 Work 
Programme on e-commerce. This 
Work Programme provides for the 
discussion of trade-related issues 
relating to e-commerce to take place 
in the relevant WTO bodies like the 
Council for Trade in Services and the 
Council for Trade in Goods. 

In recent times, proposals are 
being pushed by some developed 
countries to negotiate new rules 
in addition to the existing ones in 
the WTO Agreements with regard 
to e-commerce amidst vehement 
opposition by many developing 
countries including India, because 
it goes beyond the 1998 mandate. 
Since the 1998 WTO Ministerial 
Conference when members adopted 
a temporary moratorium of not 
imposing customs duties on electronic 
transmissions, this moratorium has 
been renewed at subsequent WTO 
Ministerial Conferences. Global 
trade remains open and closed for 
strategic reasons. It is increasingly 
evident that trade in services and 
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non-agricultural products is going 
to acquire electronic route in the 
near future in a dramatic manner. 
It emerges that WTO’s Work 
Programme of 1998 is linked to 
India’s e-commerce and privacy 
related legislations like Aadhaar 
Act, IT Act, Collection of Statistics 
Act and Consumer Protection Bill. 
As per Consumer Protection Bill, 
2018, e-commerce means “buying or 
selling of goods or services including 
digital products over digital or 
electronic network”. Aadhaar Act 
defines “service”. Service means 
any provision, facility, utility or 
any other assistance provided in any 
form to an individual or a group of 
individuals and includes such other 
services as may be notified by the 
Central Government. This implies 
that “service” can be impregnated 
with more meaning than it currently 
has. In the light of submissions in 
World Trade Organisation (WTO), 
it is increasingly becoming apparent 
that “goods” can be made to mean 
“services”.

The Constitution Bench on UID/
Aadhaar matter is all set to deliver 
its verdict amidst the possibility of 
civilian and non-civilian military 
applications of UID being bulldozed 
by commercial entities in order 
to store and read biometric and 
DNA script of present and future 
Indian citizens in the aftermath of 
the sequencing of human genome 
for epigenetics, vested interest of 
pharmaceutical industry, big data 
entities, social control technology 
companies and inhuman aspects of 
inheritance, eugenics and genetic 
determinism. The cumulative effect 
of these efforts has the potential 
to make digital colonisation fool 
proof through data colonisation 
in what is being called the Fourth 
Revolution by the World Economic 

Forum which has also launched a 
Global Redesign Initiative to make 
nation states appear like medieval 
residues or redundant. The verdict 
on Aadhaar Act, the e-commerce 
law will come in a backdrop of 
Henry Kissinger’s observations in 
his book World Order: Reflections 
on the Character of Nations and the 
Course of History wherein he claims 
that “Cyberspace has colonised the 
physical space and, at least in major 
urban centres, is beginning to merge 
with it.” It is not a coincidence that 
all the proponents and supporters of 
UID / Aadhaar are city folks. 

Meanwhile, in a seemingly 
related development India’s National 
Council of Applied Economic 
Research (NCAER), University 
of Maryland and University of 
Michigan have established a National 
Data Innovation Centre (NDIC) for 
enhancing methodological research 
on data collection techniques. The 
main objective of NDIC is to serve 
as a laboratory for experiments in 
data collection, interfacing with 
partners in think tanks, Indian 
and international universities, and 
government. 

The core issue is: how do concerns 
emerging from data nationalism and 
resource nationalism get reconciled 
when the Union of India collaborates 
with foreign entities whose national 
interest  may not necessari ly 
converge with India’s supreme 
national interest. Deliberations in 
WTO on e-commerce issues have 
already revealed that there is no 
convergence in the national interests 
of these countries and India. 

Prof Nicholas Negroponte, 
author of Being Digital has already 
explained how world trade has 
traditionally consisted of exchanging 
atoms, not bits. Bits form the basis 
of cyber world. He predicts that 

“Like a mothball, which goes from 
solid to gas directly, I expect the 
nation-state to evaporate without 
first going into a gooey, inoperative 
mess, before some global cyber state 
commands the cyber ether. Without 
question, the role of the nation-state 
will change dramatically and there 
will be no room for nationalism than 
there is for small pox”. Arguments of 
Negroponte and Kissinger imply that 
national law is beginning to become 
irrelevant for the cyber world given 
the fact that cyber law is essentially 
global law.

This creates the possibility of the 
country getting colonised yet again 
by the asymmetry of information 
created through information, 
communication, identification, 
AI and surveillance technologies 
because it is now realised that all 
empires have been information 
and communication based regimes. 
Notably, it has been accepted that 
aadhaar number data is entered 
in various applications. In order 
to enter quality data of aadhaar 
numbers, UIDAI felt the need 
to validate the entered Aadhaar 
number. Therefore, “UIDAI has 
recommended Verhoeff algorithm 
for validating the same. Based on 
the same, component has been 
developed to validate the Aadhaar 
number entered in an application.” AI 
based machine learning algorithms, 
in which computers learn through 
trial and error has been deemed to 
bea new form of "alchemy" by AI 
researchers who admittedly “do not 
know why some algorithms work 
and others don't, nor do they have 
rigorous criteria for choosing one 
AI architecture over another”. This 
assumes significance given the fact 
that Rakesh Dwivedi, UIDAI’s 
lawyer, has admitted in the Court 
that “UIDAI is using matching 
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algorithm.”
Countries l ike USA, UK, 

China,  Austral ia  and France 
have rejected biometric profiling 
based identification projects like 
Aadhaar. This is open declaration 
of war against citizens’ sensitive 
personal information like biometric 
data by transnational entities and 
governments captured by them and 
paves the way for the enslavement 
of generations to come through 
Aadhaar database that lies on cloud 
beyond Indian jurisdiction. This 
creates a compelling logic to factor 
in the findings of Julian Assange and 
Edward Snowden who have put their 
lives at risk to tell Indian government, 
Indians and others that they are being 
spied upon by foreign governments, 
banks and transnational surveillance 
technology companies. Unless 
judges factor in the ungovernability 
of these technologies and their 
beneficial owners, present and future 
presidents, prime ministers, judges, 
legislators and officials handling 
sensitive assignments may become 
redundant with regards to their age 
old roles for securing “national 
resources and assets”.

If jurimetrics is not a wise and 
certain way of decision making in 
legal disputes, if eugenics is now a 
discredited science, how can AI and 
biometrics be deemed sane in the 
matters of life and death of present 
and future generation of Indians. 
Galton advocated three things: 
slavery, eugenics and biometrics. 
Two of his beliefs have been 
debunked. The Constitution Bench 
has the choice of joining the ranks of 
eugenicists like him, Justice Holmes, 
Doctor Bell and the bench of ADM 
Jabalpur to promote biometrics, or to 
declare Aadhaar Act as a black Act. 

E-mail: 1715krishna@gmail.com

Does Raising Questions on the Rights 
of Adivasis Make Me a ‘Deshdrohi'?

Stan Swamy

This short note was written by 
Fr Stan Swamy after the Jharkhand 
authorities filed a case of sedition 
against him for supporting the 
adivasi Pathalgadi movement.

Over the last two decades, I have 
identified myself with the Adivasi 
people and their struggle for a life 
of dignity and self respect. As a 
writer, I have tried to analyse the 
different issues they face. In this 
process, I have clearly expressed 
my dissent over several policies and 
laws enacted by the government in 
the light of the Indian Constitution. I 
have questioned the validity, legality 
and justness of several steps taken by 
the government and the ruling class.

As for the Pathalgadi issue, I 
have asked the question, “Why are 
Adivasis doing this?” I believe it is 
because they have been exploited 
and oppressed beyond tolerance. The 
rich minerals which are excavated 
in their land have enriched outsider 
industrialists and businessmen and 
impoverished the Adivasi people 
to the extent that people have died 
of starvation. They have had no 
share in what is produced. Also, 
the laws and policies enacted for 
their well being are deliberately 
left unimplemented. So they have 
reached a situation where they 
realise ‘enough is enough’ and are 
seeking to re-invent their identity 
by empowering their gram sabhas 
through Pathalgadis. Their action is 
understandable.

Some of the questions I have 
raised are:
1) I have questioned the non-

implementation of the 5th 
Schedule of the Constitution, 
Article 244(1), which clearly 
stipulates that a ‘Tribes Advisory 
Council’ (TAC), composed 
solely of members from the 
Adivas i  communi ty,  wi l l 
advise the governor of the state 
about anything and everything 
concerning the protection, well-
being and development of the 
Adivasi people in the state.

  T h e  g o v e r n o r  i s  t h e 
constitutional custodian of the 
Adivasi people and he/she can 
make laws on his/her own and 
can annul any other law enacted 
by the parliament or state 
assembly, always keeping in 
mind the welfare of the Adivasi 
people. Whereas the reality 
is that in none of the states, 
during all these nearly seven 
decades, has any state governor 
ever used his/her constitutional 
discretionary power to reach out 
to the Adivasi people, proffering 
the excuse that they have to work 
in harmony with the elected 
government of the state. The 
meeting of the TAC takes place 
rarely, and it is convened by 
and presided over by the chief 
minister of the state and is 
controlled by the ruling party. 
TAC has thus been reduced 
to a toothless body. Verily a 
constitutional fraud meted out 
to the Adivasi people.

2) I have questioned why the 
Panchayats (Extension to 
Scheduled Areas) Act, 1996, 
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has been neatly ignored which 
for the first time recognised the 
fact the Adivasi communities 
in India have a rich social 
and cultural tradition of self-
governance through the gram 
sabha. Whereas the reality is this 
Act has deliberately been left 
unimplemented in all nine states. 
It means the capitalist ruling 
class does not want Adivasi 
people to self govern.

3) I have questioned the silence 
of the government on Samatha 
J u d g m e n t ,  1 9 9 7 ,  o f  t h e 
Supreme Court which came 
as a huge relief to the Adivasi 
communities in Scheduled 
Areas. It came at a time when 
consequent to the policy of 
globalisation, liberalisation, 
marketisation and privatisation, 
national and international 
corporate houses started to 
invade Adivasi areas in central 
India to mine the mineral riches. 
The government machinery 
gave its full cooperation to 
these companies. Any resistance 
by the Adivasi people was put 
down with an iron hand. The 
judgment was meant to provide 
some significant safeguards 
for Adivasis to control the 
excavation of minerals in their 
lands and to help develop 
themselves economically.

  In reality, the state has 
ignored this verdict of the highest 
court. Several cases have been 
filed by affected communities, 
but the ‘law of eminent domain’ 
of the colonial rulers is invoked 
to alienate Adivasi land and to 
loot the rich mineral resources.

4) I have questioned the half-
hearted action of the government 
on the Forest Rights Act, 2006. 
‘Jal, jungle, jameen’, as we 

know, are the basis of the 
economic life of the Adivasi 
people .  Thei r  t radi t ional 
rights in the forests have been 
infringed upon systematically 
over the decades. At long last, 
the government realised that 
a historic injustice has been 
done to the Adivasis and other 
traditional forest-dwellers. To 
correct this anomaly, it enacted 
this Act.

  The reality is far from 
desirable. From 2006 to 2011, 
about 30 lakh applications were 
made all over the country for 
title deeds. Of these, 11 lakh 
applications were approved but 
14 lakh were rejected and five 
lakh were left pending. Of late, 
the Jharkhand government is 
trying to bypass the gram sabha 
in the process of acquiring forest 
land for setting up industries.

5) I have questioned the inaction 
of the government in carrying 
out the SC order that the ‘owner 
of the land is also the owner of 
sub-soil minerals’. In its order, 
the court said, “We are of the 
opinion that there is nothing in 
the law which declares that all 
mineral wealth sub-soil rights 
vest in the State, on the other 
hand, the ownership of sub-soil/
mineral wealth should normally 
follow the ownership of the land, 
unless the owner of the land is 
deprived of the same by some 
valid process.”

  The rich minerals in their 
lands are being looted by 
the government and private 
companies. The Supreme Court 
has declared 214 out of the 219 
coal blocks in the country illegal 
and ordered their closure and 
levied a fine on them for their 
illegal mining. But the Central 

and state governments have 
found a way out by re-allotting 
these illegal mines through 
auction to make it look legal.

6) I have questioned the reasons 
why the SC observation is being 
ignored that “mere membership 
of a banned organisation will not 
make a person a criminal unless 
he resorts to violence or incites 
people to violence or creates 
public disorder by violence or 
incitement to violence”. The 
court rejected the doctrine of 
‘guilt by association’.

  It is common knowledge that 
many young men and women are 
held in prison on the suspicion 
of being “helpers of Naxalites”. 
After arresting them, other penal 
clauses are added on. It is an 
easy label that can be put on 
any one whom the police wants 
to catch. It does not require any 
proof or witness. The Supreme 
Court says even membership in 
a banned organisation does not 
make a person a criminal. How 
far removed are the law and 
order forces from the judiciary?

7) I have questioned the recently 
enacted amendment to the Land 
Acquisition Act, 2013, by the 
Jharkhand government which 
sounds a death knell for the 
Adivasi community. This does 
away with the requirement 
for “social impact assessment’ 
which was aimed at safeguarding 
the environment, social relations 
and cultural values of affected 
people. The most damaging 
factor is that the government 
can allow any agricultural land 
for non-agricultural purposes. 
So any and every thing can be 
included.

8) I have questioned the ‘land bank’ 
which I see as the most recent 



JANATA, August 26, 2018 13

plot to annihilate the Adivasi 
people. During ‘Momentum 
Jharkhand’ in February 2017, the 
government announced that 21 
lakh acres are in the land bank, 
of which 10 lakh acres is ready 
for allotment to industrialists.

“ G a i r - m a j u r w a ”  l a n d 
(uncultivated land) can be ‘khas’ 
(private) or ‘aam’ (common). As 
per tradition, individual Adivasi 
families or communities have been 
in possession and use this land 
(jamabandi). Now the government 
has shockingly cancelled all 
‘jamabandi’ titles and claims that all 
‘gair-majurwa’ land belongs to the 
government and it is free to allot it to 
anybody (read industrial houses) to 
set up their small and big industries.

People are in the dark that their 
land is being written off. The TAC 
has not given its approval as is 
required by the Fifth Schedule. The 
respective gram sabhas have not 
given their consent as required by 
the PESA Act. Affected Adivasi 
people have not given their consent 
as required by Land Acquisition Act.

These are the questions that 
I have consistently raised. If this 
makes me a ‘deshdrohi’ then so be 
it !

Email: stan.swamy@gmail.com

On August 6, 1945, the US 
dropped an atomic bomb on 
Hiroshima; three days later, 
Nagasaki was hit. General Douglas 
MacArthur promptly declared 
southern Japan off-limits, barring 
the press. Over 200,000 people 
died in the atomic bombings of the 
cities, but no Western journalist 
witnessed the aftermath and told 
the story. Instead, the world’s media 
obediently crowded onto the USS 
Missouri off the coast of Japan to 
cover the Japanese surrender.

A month after the bombings, 
independent journalist Wilfred 
Burchett defied MacArthur and 
after riding a train for 30 hours and 
walked into the charred remains of 
Hiroshima.

For Burchett, that experience 
was a turning point, “a watershed 
in my life, decisively influencing my 
whole professional career and world 
outlook.” The story which he typed 
out on his battered Baby Hermes 
typewriter, sitting among the ruins, 
remains one of the most important 
Western eyewitness accounts, and 
the first attempt to come to terms 
with the full human and moral 
consequences of the United States' 
initiation of nuclear war.

Burchett’s article, headlined 
The Atomic Plague, was published 
on September 5, 1945 in the 
London Daily Express. The story 
caused a worldwide sensation, and 
was a public relations fiasco for 
the US military. The official US 
narrative of the atomic bombings 
downplayed civilian casualties 
and categorically dismissed as 
“Japanese propaganda” reports 

of the deadly lingering effects of 
radiation.

US authorities tried to counter 
Burchett’s articles by attacking 
the messenger. MacArthur ordered 
Burchett expelled from Japan (the 
order was later rescinded), his 
camera mysteriously vanished while 
he was in a Tokyo hospital, and 
US officials accused him of being 
influenced by Japanese propaganda.

Then the US military unleashed 
a secret propaganda weapon: they 
deployed their very own Timesman. 
It turns out that William L. Laurence, 
the science reporter for the New York 
Times, was also on the payroll of the 
War Department. For four months, 
while still reporting for the Times, 
Laurence had been writing press 
releases for the military explaining 
the atomic weapons program; he 
also wrote statements for President 
Truman and Secretary of War Henry 
Stimson. He was rewarded by being 
given a seat on the plane that 
dropped the bomb on Nagasaki, an 
experience that he described in the 
Times with religious awe.

Three days after publication 
of Burchett’s shocking dispatch, 
Laurence had a front page story 
in the Times disputing the notion 
that radiation sickness was killing 
people. His news story included 
this remarkable commentary: “The 
Japanese are still continuing their 
propaganda aimed at creating the 
impression that we won the war 
unfairly, and thus attempting to 
create sympathy for themselves 
and milder terms . . . Thus, at the 
beginning, the Japanese described 
‘symptoms’ that did not ring true.”

The Atomic Plague

Wilfred Burchett
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Laurence won a Pulitzer Prize 
for his reporting on the atomic 
bomb, and his faithful parroting of 
the government line was crucial in 
launching a half-century of silence 
about the deadly lingering effects of 
the bomb. It was only in the 1990s, 
around the 50th anniversary of the 
bombing, that there was significant 
print and media coverage about the 
actual impact of the atomic bomb 
on the people of Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki. 

We print below Burchett’s 
dispatch published in The Daily 
Express on September 5, 1945. It 
is a piece of journalism that should 
be read over and over again—“as 
a warning to the world”—because 
like no other account, it brings home 
the inhuman reality of a nuclear 
holocaust.

“I Write This as a Warning 
to the World”
The Daily  Express ,  London, 
September 5, 1945.

Express Staff Reporter Peter 
Burchett was the first Allied staff 
reporter to enter the atom-bomb city. 
He travelled 400 miles from Tokyo 
alone and unarmed carrying rations 
for seven meals—food is almost 
unobtainable in Japan—a black 
umbrella, and a typewriter. Here is 
his story from—

HIROSHIMA, Tuesday.

In Hiroshima, 30 days after 
the first atomic bomb destroyed 
the city and shook the world, 
people are still dying, mysteriously 
and horribly—people who were 
uninjured by the cataclysm—from 
an unknown something which 
I can only describe as atomic 
plague.

Hiroshima does not look like a 
bombed city. It looks as if a monster 
steamroller had passed over it and 
squashed it out of existence. I write 
these facts as dispassionately as I 
can in the hope that they will act 
as a warning to the world. In this 
first testing ground of the atomic 
bomb I have seen the most terrible 
and frightening desolation in four 
years of war. It makes a blitzed 
Pacific island seem like an Eden. 
The damage is far greater than 
photographs can show.

When you arrive in Hiroshima 
you can look around and for 25, 
perhaps 30, square miles you can 
hardly see a building. It gives you an 
empty feeling in the stomach to see 
such man-made devastation.

I picked my way to a shack used 
as a temporary police headquarters 
in the middle of the vanished city. 
Looking south from there I could see 
about three miles of reddish rubble. 
That is all the atomic bomb left of 
dozens of blocks of city streets, 
of buildings, homes, factories and 
human beings.

Still They Fall
There is just nothing standing 

except about 20 factory chimneys—
chimneys with no factories. I looked 
west. A group of half a dozen gutted 
buildings. And then again nothing.

The police chief of Hiroshima 
welcomed me eagerly as the first 
Allied correspondent to reach the 
city. With the local manager of 
Domei, a leading Japanese news 
agency, he drove me through, or 
perhaps I should say over, the city. 
And he took me to hospitals where 
the victims of the bomb are still 
being treated.

In these hospitals I found people 
who, when the bomb fell, suffered 
absolutely no injuries, but now are 

dying from the uncanny after-effects.
For no apparent reason their 

health began to fail. They lost 
appetite. Their hair fell out. Bluish 
spots appeared on their bodies. And 
the bleeding began from the ears, 
nose and mouth.

At first the doctors told me they 
thought these were the symptoms 
of general debility. They gave their 
patients Vitamin A injections. The 
results were horrible. The flesh 
started rotting away from the hole 
caused by the injection of the needle.

And in every case the victim 
died.

That is one of the after-effects 
of the first atomic bomb man ever 
dropped and I do not want to see any 
more examples of it. But in walking 
through the month-old rubble I 
found others.

The Sulphur Smell
My nose detected a peculiar 

odour unlike anything I have ever 
smelled before. It is something like 
sulphur, but not quite. I could smell 
it when I passed a fire that was still 
smouldering, or at a spot where they 
were still recovering bodies from the 
wreckage. But I could also smell it 
where everything was still deserted.

They believe it is given off by 
the poisonous gas still issuing from 
the earth soaked with radioactivity 
released by the split uranium atom.

And so the people of Hiroshima 
today are walking through the 
forlorn desolation of their once 
proud city with gauze masks over 
their mouths and noses. It probably 
does not help them physically. But 
it helps them mentally.

From the moment that this 
devastation was loosed upon 
Hiroshima the people who survived 
have hated the white man. It is a hate 
the intensity of which is almost as 
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frightening as the bomb itself.

“All Clear” Went
The counted dead number 

53,000. Another 30,000 are missing, 
which means “certainly dead”. In 
the day I have stayed in Hiroshima 
– and this is nearly a month after 
the bombing – 100 people have died 
from its effects.

They were some of the 13,000 
seriously injured by the explosion. 
They have been dying at the rate of 
100 a day. And they will probably 
all die. Another 40,000 were slightly 
injured.

These casualties might not have 
been as high except for a tragic 
mistake. The authorities thought this 
was just another routine Super-Fort 
raid. The plane flew over the target 
and dropped the parachute which 
carried the bomb to its explosion 
point.

The American plane passed out 
of sight. The all-clear was sounded 
and the people of Hiroshima came 
out from their shelters. Almost a 
minute later the bomb reached the 
2,000 foot altitude at which it was 
timed to explode – at the moment 
when nearly everyone in Hiroshima 
was in the streets.

Hundreds upon hundreds of the 
dead were so badly burned in the 
terrific heat generated by the bomb 
that it was not even possible to tell 
whether they were men or women, 
old or young.

Of thousands of others, nearer 
the centre of the explosion, there was 
no trace. They vanished. The theory 
in Hiroshima is that the atomic 
heat was so great that they burned 
instantly to ashes – except that there 
were no ashes.

If you could see what is left of 
Hiroshima you would think that 
London had not been touched by 

bombs.

Heap of Rubble
The Imperial Palace, once an 

imposing building, is a heap of 
rubble three feet high, and there is 
one piece of wall. Roof, floors and 
everything else is dust.

Hiroshima has one intact 
building – the Bank of Japan. This 
in a city which at the start of the war 
had a population of 310,000.

Almost every Japanese scientist 
has visited Hiroshima in the past 
three weeks to try to find a way 
of relieving the people’s suffering. 
Now they themselves have become 
sufferers.

For the first fortnight after the 
bomb dropped they found they 
could not stay long in the fallen 
city. They had dizzy spells and 
headaches. Then minor insect bites 
developed into great swellings 
which would not heal. Their health 
steadily deteriorated.

Then they found another 
extraordinary effect of the new terror 
from the skies.

Many people had suffered only 
a slight cut from a falling splinter 
of brick or steel. They should have 
recovered quickly. But they did not. 
They developed an acute sickness. 
Their gums began to bleed. And 
then they vomited blood. And finally 
they died.

All these phenomena, they told 
me, were due to the radio-activity 
released by the atomic bomb’s 
explosion of the uranium atom.

Water Poisoned
They found that the water had 

been poisoned by chemical reaction. 
Even today every drop of water 
consumed in Hiroshima comes from 
other cities. The people of Hiroshima 
are still afraid.

The scientists told me they have 
noted a great difference between the 
effect of the bombs in Hiroshima and 
in Nagasaki.

Hiroshima is in perfectly flat 
delta country. Nagasaki is hilly. When 
the bomb dropped on Hiroshima the 
weather was bad, and a big rainstorm 
developed soon afterwards.

And so they believe that the 
uranium radiation was driven into 
the earth and that, because so many 
are still falling sick and dying, it 
is still the cause of this man-made 
plague.

At Nagasaki, on the other 
hand, the weather was perfect, and 
scientists believe that this allowed 
the radio-activity to dissipate into 
the atmosphere more rapidly. In 
addition, the force of the bomb’s 
explosion was, to a large extent, 
expended into the sea, where only 
fish were killed.

To support this theory, the 
scientists point out to the fact that, 
in Nagasaki, death came swiftly, 
suddenly, and that there have been 
no after-effects such as those that 
Hiroshima is still suffering.
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