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Former Indian Institute of 
Technology (Kanpur) Professor 
Guru Das Agrawal, who became 
an ascetic in 2011 at the age of 79 
years and came to be known as 
Swami Gyan Swaroop Sanand, died 
on 11 October, 2018 on the 112th 
day of his fast, demanding a law 
for conservation of river Ganga. 
Inspired by Professor Agrawal, 
40-year-old Sant Gopal Das, a Jain 
saint, who has fasted earlier for 
release of encroached grazing land 
for cows in Haryana, also sat on fast 
for the same cause two days after 
Professor Agrawal began his fast, 
on 24 June, 2018, at Badri Dham 
temple in Badrinath. Presently he 
is in the Intensive Care Unit of 
AIIMS, New Delhi. As a sequel to 
Professor Agrawal's fast, 26-year-
old Brahmachari Atmabodhanand 
began his fast on 24 October at 
Matre Sadan, which Professor 
Agrawal had chosen as the site 
of his fast. Even when Professor 
Agrawal was alive, the head of 
Matre Sadan, Swami Shivanand, 
had warned persons belonging to 
Rashtriya Swayamsewak Sangh, 
the ideological parent of the 
ruling Bhartiya Janata Party that 
is now in power both at Delhi and 

Fasting Saints Could Become a Curse 
for Politics of Hindutva

Sandeep Pandey

Dehradun, who were visiting him 
that if anything happened to Swami 
Sanand, then he and his disciples 
would continue the unfinished task 
undertaken by Professor Agrawal. 
Professor Agrawal's fast was the 
59th fast by a saint associated with 
Matre Sadan, and Atmabodhanand's 
fast is the 60th. 62-year-old Swami 
Punyanand of Matre Sadan gave 
up foodgrains and is on fruit diet 
since Atmabodhanand started his 
fast on 24 October, and is prepared 
to shift to a water diet in the event 
of Atmabodhanand becoming a 
casualty.

Earlier Swami Nigamanand, 
then 35 years of age, also associated 
with Matre Sadan, died on the 115th 
day of his fast in 2011 demanding 
curbs on mining in Ganga. Matre 
Sadan claims that he was actually 
murdered by a mining mafia 
associated with the BJP that was in 
power in Uttarakhand then. Swami 
Gokulanand, who fasted with Swami 
Nigamanand from 4 to 16 March, 
1998, a year after Matre Sadan 
was established, is also believed 
to have been murdered by mining 
mafia in 2003 while he was living in 
anonymity at Bamaneshwar temple 
in Nainital. Baba Nagnath died at 
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Manikarnika Ghat in Varanasi in 
2014 fasting for the same demand 
as that of Professor Agrawal—to 
let Ganga flow uninhibited and 
unpolluted, aviral and nirmal, 
respectively.

Both Swami Shivanand and 
Brahmachari Atmabodhanand in 
their separate letters to the Prime 
Minister have quoted Srimadbhagwat 
to say that since Ganga has become 
polluted with sins, it is the duty of 
saints to rid her of these sins by 
sacrificing their lives. But they have 
not remained content by considering 
it their duty to fast for Ganga as 
a religious exercise. They have 
chosen to criticise the government, 
its ministers, its policies and also its 
attitude. Both saints have accused 
the Prime  Minister of adopting 
consumerism driven development 
policies which view Ganga as merely 
water resources to be exploited 
for profits. They have reserved 
their harshest criticism for the 
Minister of Water Resources, River 
Basin Development and Ganga 
Rejuvenation, Nitin Gadkari. Swami 
Shivanand has in fact doubted 
his capacity for appreciating the 
dignity of Ganga. Atmabodhanand 
has condemned Gadkari for having 
lied just before Professor Agrawal's 
death that his demands have been 
met. Both saints have been especially 
critical of the corporatisation of 
water—the bottled water industry 
and the marketing of 'holy Gangajal.' 
Swami Shivanand has come down 
heavily on Modi for his love for 
foreign sojourns and attempts to 
make the cultural city of Varanasi 
into Kyoto. Atmabodhanand thinks 
that this government is 'nationalist' 
only for namesake, otherwise it has 
a western view of development. 
He has demanded from the PM 
immediate compliance of two of the 

four demands raised by Professor 
G.D. Agrawal—halting of ongoing 
and proposed hydroelectric projects 
on Ganga and ban on any mining 
in it as an expression of homage 
to Professor Agrawal on behalf of 
the country. Atmabodhanand has 
criticised the government for having 
considered Professor Agrawal's fast 
as 'one man's intransigence.' He says 
that Professor Agrawal represented 
the pain felt by what he describes 
as 'tradition of saints willing to 
sacrifice themselves for the sake of 
Ganga. These saints are all deeply 
concerned with the deteriorating 
condition of Ganga, state of global 
environment, immoral development 
policies promoting crime and 
corruption and the irrational man 
bent upon destroying all living 
beings, environment and the culture 
of co-existence. He feels that it is 
the arrogance of power because of 
which the government refuses to 
recognise this concern of saints.

As the number of saints dying 

while fasting for the sake of Ganga 
keeps piling up, and resolve of more 
of them to embark on the same path 
becomes stronger, it may be difficult 
for the country and its government 
to ignore this phenomenon. The 
BJP, now busy raking up the Ram 
temple issue in Ayodhya and the 
Sabrimala issue in Kerala, can 
ignore the issue of Ganga at its 
own peril. People haven't forgotten 
that the PM claimed that he got a 
call from Mother Ganga to contest 
his parliamentary election from 
Varanasi. There is a high profile 
Namami Gange project in place 
with a huge budget that is aimed at 
cleaning Ganga, but which seems 
to have achieved little. Ganga has 
become more polluted as much 
water has flowed through it since 
Naremdra Modi won his election 
from Varanasi. In fact, the issue 
of Ganga could become Narendra 
Modi's and BJP's achilles heel in the 
2019 general elections.
Email: ashaashram@yahoo.com

The Reason for Renaming Places

Apoorvanand

We fail to see in the excitement 
generated by the incessant renaming 
of towns and railway stations in 
India that the past, which these 
new old names allude to, is an 
imagined land that we are being 
invited to inhabit. We are not exactly 
recovering lost ground, because as 
the Hindi poet Bodhisattva wrote, 
there never was a Prayag that the 
Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh and 
the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 
claim to be restoring now. What 
is being sold in the defence of 
capturing the glory of the past is an 
ideological construct.

This was clear when a nativist 

and “vulgar” name like Gurgaon 
was elevated to Gurugram. The 
defence used for the change was 
the myth of Gurugram having been 
the abode of Dronacharya. Gurgaon 
has been flaunted as a futuristic city. 
However, there was no protest from 
the citizens of this postmodern city 
to the name change. No question 
was raised about why the tradition 
of Dronacharya, who had tried to 
disable his student Ekalavya by 
cutting his thumb, needed to be 
celebrated.

An imagined past
Why is the BJP getting away 
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with this? Simply because, for a 
long time, we have been fed with 
nostalgia about an India that was 
“taken away” from us 1,200 years 
ago. We have been told—and we 
believe—that Bharat was once a 
sone ki chidiya (a golden bird). The 
era of the Guptas is referred to as 
Swarna Yug (golden period). This 
historical imagination leads us to 
believe that the golden age ended 
with the coming of the Muslims 
and all we have to do now is go 
back to that period. When I heard 
an old, seasoned socialist lament 
the cowardice of the Indian people 
which kept them under different 
forms of slavery for more than 1,000 
years, I realised that this is so deeply 
ingrained in us that it has almost 
become a part of our subconscious. 
This can also be the reason for 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi not 
facing censure in Parliament when 
he said, while speaking after the 
debate on the motion of thanks to 
the President for his address, that 
the slave mentality of 1,200 years 
continues to trouble us.

The subconscious feeling is 
that nothing new was created in this 
period, especially during the time 
of Muslim rule. It is that everything 
new was created before these rulers 
came here, and what they did was 
break what was created, distort them, 
or simply defile them by giving them 
new names, their names. So, the 
Babri Masjid could not be a new 
monument; it had to necessarily 
be built on the ruins of an earlier 
existing structure. Nor was the Taj 
Mahal; it was built on a Hindu 
temple. This feeling is of ownership 
as well as authorship. It feeds on 
a deep-seated inferiority complex 
among Hindus that the symbols 
representing India largely bear a 
Muslim identity, thereby making 

India look like a Muslim country. 
We take comfort in the so-called 
fact that nearly 95% of Muslims 
in India were originally Hindus 
who were later converted, and it is 
therefore possible to restore them to 
their Hinduness. It is the same belief 
that plays out in the quest to rename 
places and monuments—they don’t 
need to go, they only need to be 
renamed and rehabilitated.

It has been argued that even after 
centuries of ‘Muslim rule’, neither 
Prayag nor Ayodhya vanished. 
Ayodhya coexisted with Faizabad, 
and Allahabad kept Prayag alive in 
it. But the ‘originalists’ will rest only 
after erasing Muslim or ‘alien’ names 
which have covered the original 
Hindu names. But Indian culture 
presents a unique challenge for them. 
For example, how should Patna 
be rechristened? As Pataliputra, 
Bankipur or Patna Sahib? How do 
you deal with Sheikhpura? It has 
Sheikh, a Muslim-sounding name, 
plus Pura, which comes from a 
Sanskrit ‘pur’ or ‘puri’. What do we 
do with mohallas?

This brings us to the real intent, 
which is something else. In some 
villages in Haryana, Muslims live 
disguised under Hindu-sounding 
names. This is seen as their 
willingness to assimilate into ‘Indian 
culture’. Culture is manifested in 
names, clothing, food habits, etc. 
Muslims are constantly asked to 
adopt so-called Indian ways, which 
means accepting Hindu norms in all 
aspects of their life. It is now being 
argued that even mosques are not 
essential for their religious identity.

Cultural genocide
The renaming of places and 

‘reclaiming’ of monuments are 
part of a large and long process 
of cultural genocide. The term 

might be extreme for some people, 
but for Raphael Lemkin, the man 
who coined the term genocide in 
his book Axis Rule in Occupied 
Europe, the cultural destruction 
of a group is as important as the 
physical annihilation of its members. 
According to Lemkin: “The world 
represents only so much culture and 
intellectual vigour as are created 
by its component national groups. 
Essentially the idea of a nation 
signifies constructive cooperation 
and original contributions, based 
upon genuine traditions, genuine 
culture, and well-developed national 
psychology. The destruction of a 
nation, therefore, results in the loss 
of its future contribution to the world. 
. . . Among the basic features which 
have marked progress in civilisation 
are the respect for and appreciation 
of the national characteristics and 
qualities contributed to world culture 
by different nations—characteristics 
and qualities which . . . are not to be 
measured in terms of national power 
or wealth.”

We need to stress on original 
contributions, on the genuine 
traditions that Lemkin mentions. A 
community feels diminished if it is 
made to think that it has not made 
any genuine, original contribution 
to the life of a nation of which it 
is a part. The drive to free India 
of Muslim influences is a clear 
message to the Muslims that this 
nation is not the result of cooperation 
between them and other religious 
communities. It is a message that 
they have made no contribution to 
India’s cultural life.

In The Discovery of India, 
Jawaharlal Nehru describes India 
as an ancient palimpsest on which 
layer upon layer of thought and 
reverie have been inscribed, 
and yet no succeeding layer has 
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completely hidden or erased what 
had been written previously. Nehru 
understood the way cultures grow. 
They are not ordered from above. 
He does not propose that we go back 
to our origins to feel authentically 
Indian because there is no original 
point as such in the life of a nation. 
In the same vein, Kwame Anthony 
Appiah, in The Lies That Bind, says 
a nation is a “fabric to be woven, not 
a mineral to be mined.”

We must be clear that the present 
regime is not interested in culture. It 
is interested in capturing the nation 
by making Hindus feel that they 
have conquered this land and taken 
it back from “aliens”. A drug is being 
generated and it is putting people on 
a high. It is the drug of victory.

The nationalist project of the 
present ruling party is based on 
the idea of making invisible and 
subjugating an entire population to 
keep the majority in a permanent 
state of dominance. This renaming 
is part of a cultural genocidal project.
Email: katyayani.apoorv@gmail.com

The government  d id  no t 
celebrate the second anniversary of 
demonetisation, one of its biggest 
policy initiatives. It has celebrated 
the anniversary of all other big 
policies. Why the diffidence?

The finance minister did come 
out with a statement listing the 
achievements of demonetisation. 
But his statement must be seen in 
light of the Minutes of the RBI Board 
Meeting on November 8, 2016, that 
recommended demonetisation. 
The Board had made it clear that 
demonetisation was not the way to 
tackle black money or counterfeit 
currency. Thus, two of the main 
objectives that were emphasised 
in the PM’s announcement on 
demonetisation were undermined the 
very day the policy was announced. 
No wonder, soon after it became 
clear the money was flooding into 
the banks, the government started 
talking of a cashless economy. 
And then it started talking about 
a less cash economy, digitisation 
and formalisation of the informal 
economy. It was said that these 
deposits would create a paper trail 
and black money generation would 
become difficult.

Initially, there was a spurt in 
the use of electronic means of 
transactions but this pace could 
not be sustained as more currency 
became available. The country 
had anyhow been slowly moving 
toward a less cash economy prior 
to demonetisation and this has 
continued. It was said that the 
government would restrict currency 
in circulation to less than what 
existed on November 7, 2016. But 

With Due Respect, Finance Minister

Arun Kumar

now the currency in circulation is 
about 10 per cent more than the Rs 
18 lakh crore that existed prior to 
demonetisation. To be fair, it is less 
than what it would have been if the 
increase in currency in circulation 
had continued at the pace prior to 
demonetisation.

The  FM has  c i t ed  th ree 
achievements of demonetisation. 
Firs t ,  an increase in  digi tal 
transactions. Second, expansion 
in the tax base with more people 
paying taxes. Third, the creation 
of paper trails that will make it 
difficult to generate black incomes 
in the future. Interestingly, echoing 
the RBI Board, he said confiscation 
of currency was not an objective of 
demonetisation.

The line earlier was that black 
money, held in the form of high 
denomination notes, would not 
return to banks since that would 
create paper trails. The then Attorney 
General had told the Supreme Court 
that Rs 3 to 4 lakh crore would not 
return to the banks. Soon it became 
clear that all the money would come 
back since those holding black 
money had worked out ways of 
converting their old notes to new 
notes. The government then started 
saying that was good since now the 
people who had deposited large sums 
of money could be investigated.

The government issued about 
18 lakh notices to those who had 
deposited more than Rs 5 lakh into 
their bank accounts. However, there 
is a misperception that equates 
cash with black money. Cash is 
needed by businesses as working 
capital and households keep cash 
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in hand for transactions and as a 
precaution against contingency. So, 
a petrol station may have deposited 
Rs 20 crore in the demonetisation 
period of 50 days, based on its daily 
collections. This is not black money. 
Most of those who deposited large 
sums of cash would have worked 
out how to show the deposits as 
cash in hand in their balance sheet. 
So, it would be difficult for the tax 
department to prove that the money 
deposited was black. Finally, data 
shows that the department does not 
have the capacity to audit so many 
accounts, in addition to the usual 
audits it conducts.

Yes, the number of returns being 
filed and tax being collected has 
increased. But, the direct tax to GDP 
ratio has hardly increased compared 
to the pre-demonetisation period. 
The black economy is more than 
60 per cent of the GDP and even if 
10 per cent of it had come into the 
tax net, it would have yielded 2 per 
cent of the GDP as additional tax 
collection. This has not happened.

It is well-known that 67 per cent 
of those in the tax net file either 
nil return or very low returns. The 
effective number of taxpayers has 
always been low in India. Even in 
the case of GST, the FM is on record 
saying that 5 per cent of those under 
GST pay 95 per cent of the tax. 
Further, he has lamented that even 
though 1.1 crore have registered 
under GST, only about 67 per cent 
pay tax.

The spurt in filing of returns is 
partly due to the fine being imposed 
from this year for late filing. So, 
many more have filed returns in time. 
Earlier many waited till March 31 to 
file returns. The numbers have also 
increased because of the increase in 
salaries after the implementation of 
the Seventh Pay Commission report. 

However, most of the increase will 
be in the category of those who 
have just entered the tax net. So, the 
increase in tax collection will not be 
much. The increase in the number of 
those who filed tax returns is a result 
of other factors, and only marginally 
due to demonetisation.

Increased digitisation could 
have been achieved without causing 
pain to the economy. Nigeria has 
a low cash–GDP ratio but a big 
black economy. Japan has a high 
cash–GDP ratio but a small black 

economy. So, digitisation does not 
necessarily check black income 
generation.

Finally, formalisation does not 
help reduce the black economy since 
the informal sector hardly generates 
any black incomes. Most incomes in 
this sector are way below the taxable 
limit which is rather high in India at 
three times the per capita income— 
with concessions and deductions 
it can be five times the per capital 
income.

Email: nuramarku@gmail.com

#Me Too: A Voice that Awoke the Drowsy

H.S. Anupama

Inferiority complex is the gift 
that women in India receive as part 
of their socialisation, indoctrinated 
at every stage. The main goal of 
social institutions such as marriage, 
family, motherhood and others is the 
repression of women. Not fighting 
this repression and embracing it as 
the natural state of being is the main 
cause of all the issues that women 
face in this country.

Hence, a sigh of a woman speaks 
what even thousand pages cannot 
comprehend.

‘Me Too’ is a collection of 
many such sighs. The stories that 
have come out are not personal 
experiences of pain, of either Priya 
Ramani, Tanushree Dutta, Shruti 
Hariharan or Kangana Ranaut, 
they are the repressed stories of 
oppression suffered by innumerable 
women. ‘Me Too’, just like any 
other campaign or movement, 
aims for achieving equality: the 
oppressed should organise and 
fight for equality, and ‘Me Too’ has 
organised certain sections of women.   

Most social organisations thrive 

upon male domination, and cinema 
and media are not an exception to 
this. The colorful world of cinema 
and media that foster patriarchy and 
male domination are the prominent 
sites of sexual harassment.

Talking about sexual harassment 
that women face in workplace is 
perceived to be an act that violates 
the dignity of the organisation, thus 
it is a tool that men use to control 
women in the workplace. Most 
men believe in the Freudian idea 
of female sexuality, according to 
which it is ‘inactive, hysterical and 
innately submissive’, and women 
are socialised into believing that she 
is the one to be desired by men and 
is incapable of desiring. This is the 
sentiment that runs through across 
classes. This in fact is obstructing 
liberation of women in its true sense.

‘Me Too’ in India
‘Me Too’ has set the stage for 

the voices against sexual harassment 
that cuts through these oppressive 
sentiments prevalent in the worlds 
of cinema and media. The discussion 
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them to their office meetings. It is 
because of this same kind of mind 
that some women are criticising 
those women who are speaking out 
in the #Me Too movement. All such 
instances show the influence of the 
centuries-old ideology that makes 
women submissive and enslaved.

This is also the main reason why 
women find it difficult to talk about 
the harassment they face. Even when 
they dare to speak out, their voices 
are silenced by arguing that they are 
subjective experiences. Campaigns 
and movements like #Me Too aim 
precisely to break this notion and 
claim the universality of these 
experiences. Those women who 
are speaking up are saying, “My 
problem is not only mine. Sexual 
harassment should be discussed 
openly just as caste–class–religion 
based violence is discussed and the 
solution should be sought publicly.”

Some women have criticised 
the #Me Too campaign as ‘Metro 
F e m i n i s m ’ a n d  ‘ C o r p o r a t e 
Feminism.’ This criticism is based 
on the increased attention that the 
narratives of sexual harassment of 
the upper class and famous women 
are receiving from the same media 
that has always ignored the plight of 
working class women.  

Yes, it is true that these women 
are upper class, elite and famous. 
But then, who made these women 
famous? It is the personalising of life 
that has generated a market for the 
private lives of these women, in turn 
making them famous. The society 
and media have both forgotten that 
these famous women and men are 
just like any other human beings who 
eat, drink, cry and celebrate. If one 
peeps into their personal lives and 
reports, it becomes ‘breaking news’.

Let us not forget, that historically, 
it has been the responsibility of 

Karnataka the same developments 
took place and ‘Me too’ has become 
the centre of all discussions: most of 
the men who have been accused are 
busy formulating ways to destroy 
the careers of the women who 
are speaking out and repress their 
voices. They are also making efforts 
to erase all the available evidences 
against them.

‘Metro Feminism’ ?
#Me Too is also being strongly 

criticised by a few.
Some are branding these women 

who are raising their voices as 
homosexuals and some female 
colleagues of accused actors are 
busy giving clean chit in their 
defence, claiming that they are 
innocent. Many women are seen 
arguing that these women who are 
raising their voices are doing so 
to gain cheap publicity. All such 
criticism makes one wonder, what 
is it that is making women to turn 
their backs on other women who are 
speaking up?

In the history of human social 
development, the first one to be 
enslaved were women. As Frederick 
Engels had said, woman has been 
a slave of a slave of a slave of a 
slave. The state of mind that was 
responsible for this enslavement 
can still be felt thriving around us 
even in 2018. Even though none 
of the scriptures ban the entry 
of menstruating women into the 
Sabarimala temple, and the Supreme 
Court has also passed a verdict 
permitting the entry of women, 
we still see women themselves 
protesting against the verdict and 
insisting that women should not 
enter the temple. In just the same 
way, there are democratically elected 
female representatives who insist 
that their male relatives accompany 

around the violation of self-esteem 
and respect of female actors was 
started in the Malayalam film 
industry following the accusation 
of sexual harassment against actor 
Dileep in 2017 by a female actor. 
The prominent female actors of the 
industry came together to form the 
‘Women in Cinema Collective’, and 
this rolled out the movement across 
the nation. The same year in October, 
Alyssa Milano, a female actor of 
Hollywood, accused director Harvey 
Weinstein of sexual harassment 
giving rise to the Me Too campaign 
as ‘hashtag Me Too’ (#Me Too). It 
started in Hollywood and in no time 
the movement spread like wildfire 
across the globe. Elite women began 
to out the perverted behaviour of their 
prominent elite male counterparts. 
The true colours of the heroes, 
directors and other male members 
of the cinema fraternity came out 
in public.   

In September 2018, during 
the anniversary of the #Me Too, 
Tanushree Datta, a former actor in the 
Hindi film industry, publicly accused 
Nana Patekar of sexual harassment. 
She had to pay a heavy price for the 
harassment that she had faced in the 
hands of the actor—the harassment 
had pushed her towards depression 
and she had turned towards eastern 
spirituality, Buddhism, Vipasana, 
and Christianity to recover from 
depression. She also had to bid adieu 
to her career in the film industry and 
is currently settled in the United 
States.

This  led to  more women 
speaking out. Priya Ramani, a senior 
journalist, accused M.J. Akbar, 
a senior journalist and a Central 
minister, of sexual harassment; 
following Ramani, horrific stories 
of harassment of many more women 
by Akbar began to roll out. Even in 
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women to guard the honour, name 
and fame of a certain community, 
clan and/or class. This responsibility 
in turn has forced women to remain 
silent until death. After centuries 
of enslavement, some women have 
taken advantage of the limited 
opportunities made available by 
modern society to step outside 
their homes and some of them have 
become so successful that they have 
made a name for themselves. It is 
hurtful to see these women who took 
a step forward towards change, being 
criticised for the wrong reasons. This 
campaign no doubt should not be 
limited only to the famous and upper 
class women but should also reach 
out to the working class and lower 
strata women; but the question is, 
whose responsibility is it to make 
this possible?

Such criticisms also assume 
that the working class and lower 
strata lack the ability to think. This 
assumption in itself is a reflection of 
feudal values. There exist working 
class women who are empowered 
to make all the decisions in their 
lives on their own, and in the same 
class there are also women who are 
forced to become prey of the rich and 
mighty. Behind the walls of palaces 
there are women who are lazy and 
lavish and also there are women who 
cry due to oppression. In Karnataka, 
when a female Ramakatha singer 
(an upper caste woman who went 
to court) was sexually harassed by 
a ‘God man’, the community of the 
singer had claimed, “if she was of 
a lower caste then it would have 
become international news, but since 
she is from the upper caste, no one 
is interested to listen to her voice.” 
On the other hand, such groups also 
exist which say, “When Dalit women 
in Khairlanji–Vijayapura–Malur are 
raped and killed, it doesn’t move 

anybody, but a Nirbhaya would drag 
the whole nation out on the streets.”

What is the Truth?
Violence is the only truth.
Mathura was a tribal girl; Aruna 

Shanubaug was a nurse; Nirbhaya 
was from Delhi; Soujanya was from 
a poor family near Dharmasthala, 
Karnataka; young girls of Vijaypur 
and Kashmir were Dalit  and 
Muslim—true. But irrespective 
of their caste, religion, class, 
nationality, organisation or party 
affiliation, when someone says they 
were hurt, it should shake one’s 
conscience. This is the only truth. It 
is the responsibility of each one of 

us, to be there for those who confide 
about harassment and to ensure it 
does not happen with anybody again 
in future. The women’s movement 
today has to break the boundaries 
of community, class and sexuality.

Standing with all those who are 
oppressed is feminism. It stands for 
the liberation of all oppressed human 
beings, both women and men. If 
campaigns like #Me Too, Happy to 
Bleed, Kiss of Love and the temple 
entry movement aim at shaking at 
least one stone in the foundation 
of the casteist patriarchal Indian 
society, then it is our duty to support 
them. They should be supported by 
every woman.

As the people of Chhattisgarh 
go to polls to elect another state 
Assembly  and  governmen t , 
dominant political parties have 
completely ignored a vital question: 
what are they going to do about 
the state’s rich natural resources? 
That’s because the current model 
of unbridled private exploitation of 
minerals, land and water, and the 
blind denudation of forests, is the 
favourite model of choice. And there 
is no plan of changing it.

Remember: Chhattisgarh has 
deposits of 28 minerals, including 
over 52 billion tonnes of coal (18% 
of India’s deposits), 2.7 billion 
tonnes of high-quality iron ore (19% 
of India’s deposits), and over 37% 
of India’s tin ore deposits, besides 
bauxite, limestone, dolomite, 
quartzite, etc. In 2016–17, some 
Rs 23,339 crore worth of mineral 

Chhattisgarh’s Mineral Wealth Not 
Benefiting People

Subodh Varma

wealth was extracted from the state.
What do the state’s people get 

out of this? Have a look at the chart 
below which shows the value of 
minerals extracted and the revenue 
that the state government earned for 
the past few years.

As can be seen, only roughly 
16–17% of the value flows to state 
government coffers. The rest of it 
is swallowed up by the predatory 
mining companies that had been 
granted leases of over 24,000 
hectares of mining blocks till 2016, 
as per the Indian Bureau of Mines.  

India’s political establishment 
has created the impression that this 
is normal. How else will natural 
resources be managed if not by 
giving leases to private companies 
who will mobilise resources to 
extract the minerals and process 
them? But this is not the only way!
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Table : Chhattisgarh – Value of Minerals and Govt Revenue 
(Rs crore)

sector (education, health, etc.) or on 
general development programmes? 
A quick look at RBI’s data on social 
sector expenditure as a share of 
the gross state domestic product 
(GSDP) shows that this spending 
has stagnated at around 11–12% 
for the past several years. So, the 
great growth rate of Chhattisgarh’s 
economy by over 10% in the last 
decade, spurred by mining and 
power plants and cement factories, 
has not meant any relief from 
grinding poverty in the state’s 
vast hinterland. Naya Raipur is, of 
course, on the road to becoming a 
smart city (whatever that means!) 
but in distant tribal hamlets and Dalit 
habitations, there is no change in life.

Chhattisgarh has also done well 
in terms of agricultural production, 
yet its farmers are seething with 
anger because their back-breaking 
labour is not worth much. The prices 
they get for their produce barely meet 
expenses.  The rural job guarantee 
scheme (MGNREGS) provides a 
daily wage of Rs 174 only. Last year, 
some 42 lakh persons worked at this 

Consider this: the extraction of 
natural resources could have been 
executed and managed—in a much 
more sustainable way—by state 
agencies so that its benefits could 
have directly belonged to the people. 
After all, before the current hysteria 
for the private sector began, India 
was mining coal and iron and all the 
other mineral resources.

This would have given an 
additional benefit: the coercive 
displacement of people from lands 
in order to get at the rich stores 
of minerals below it would have 
been—perhaps—tempered. It would 
definitely have been more subject to 
accountability and oversight.

But currently, such is the 
overwhelming desire of the state 
government—held by the Bharatiya 
Janata Party (BJP) since the state was 
hived off from Madhya Pradesh—to 
please powerful private entities that 
all rules and laws are reportedly 
broken to grab land from hapless 
villagers.

Perhaps, the state government 
has been spending a lot on social 

wage in the scheme.
Had the resources of Chhattisgarh 

been used more equitably, 38% of 
children under 5 would not have 
been stunted, 42% would not be 
anaemic, nor would a stunning 47% 
of all women be anaemic, as per the 
latest data from National Family 
Health Survey-4. Female literacy 
rate in the state is just 66% and only 
27% of women have had 10 years of 
schooling.

If the ongoing elections throw 
up a strange result, see it as a cry 
for help from the state’s people—
they hardly have any choices as the 
dominant narrative is tilted against 
them.

Janata
is available at

www.lohiatoday.com
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After a summer in which Labour 
leader Jeremy Corbyn faced endless 
vitriol from the right in the party 
and the media, Labour’s conference 
in October 2018 was a triumph. 
Commitments from the platform 
and the decisions of delegates on 
crucial areas will lead to an even 
more radical manifesto for the next 
general election than that which had 
such a positive impact in 2017.

On heath, housing, education, 
welfare benefits, nationalisations, 
opposition to racism, closure of 
two immigration detention centres, 
solidarity with Palestinian state and 
much more, the conference set out an 
impressive anti-austerity, antiracist 
and internationalist agenda. Labour’s 
economic programme included a 
programme of investment swivelling 
away from London and the South 
East towards the ‘left behind’ areas 
of Britain.

Sometimes the proposals came 
from the Shadow Cabinet—such 
as with Margaret Greenwood’s 
welcome pledge to completely 
overhaul  the social  securi ty 
system when we win a Labour 
government—a commitment made 
after delegate after delegate had 
called for Universal Credit to be 
stopped and scrapped. On other 
occasions, the conference referred 
back weak formulas coming from 
the National Policy Forum—for 
example to demand that Labour 
should abolish Grammar Schools 
and not just freeze them. The other 
context was the reiteration of left 
victories at last year’s conference—
for example that tenants must 
be consulted over regeneration 

Corbyn Triumphant at Labour Conference

Veronica Fagan

proposals—which were not reflected 
in the report.

While the environment was not 
debated, Corbyn’s speech saw key 
commitments to lead by example 
on climate change: with a pledge to 
transform Britain’s energy sources 
and the introduction of over 400,000 
skilled green jobs on union rates 
to achieve a 60% reduction in 
greenhouse gas emissions by 2030 
and going further with plans to 
reduce emissions to zero by the 
middle of the century.

The right was noticeable by 
their absence—their fringe meetings 
were thin, they had no impact on 
the conference floor and there was 
no mass exit for Corbyn’s speech as 
there has been in the preceding years 
since he was elected

Delegations from the CLPs 
in particular were impressively 
diverse with a significant number 
of passionate speeches from black 
women and disabled delegates 
con t r ibu t ing  to  an  e l ec t r i c 
atmosphere. The sea of Palestinian 
flags, waved by the overwhelming 
majority of delegates when that 
motion was moved, was a particular 
high point. The conference heard 
time and again tales of the cruel 
reality of Tory Britain and people’s 
urgent determination to get Corbyn 
elected Prime Minister.

Deepening Democracy
Under Tony Blair, Labour 

promoted reactionary policies on 
most issues. British involvement 
in the Iraq war was the nadir 
accompanying a domestic policy 
tha t  was  accommodat ing  to 

neoliberalism. This was partly 
achieved by changing party structures 
and destroying the sovereignty of 
the conference—it became a media 
show, not a place for the membership 
to make policy.

Labour  Par ty  conference 
2017 set up a democracy review, 
taking submissions and organising 
discussions across Britain with the 
intention of bringing back proposals 
to this conference. The context was 
clear—to codify the shift to the left 
made under Corbyn, in particular the 
massive increase in membership, by 
deepening democracy.

The review was extremely 
wide ranging and the conference 
took a series of crucial decisions. 
Proposals to set up or strengthen 
democratic structures for women, 
black members, disabled members, 
LGBT+ members and young 
members were overwhelmingly 
passed. The conference itself will 
in future be structured primarily 
around resolutions from members 
and affiliates rather than MPs, 
councillors and the Shadow Cabinet 
having all the power.

There were some limits to 
this progress. Proposals to change 
the way decisions about local 
government—as much a bastion of 
the right wing as the Parliamentary 
Labour Party—are taken were 
thrown into the long grass by the 
National Executive Committee 
(NEC) for some unknown reason.

Parliamentary selections were 
not part of the review, but due to 
be dealt with through rule changes 
including one which would have 
introduced a system of ‘open 
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selection’ by which the members in 
every constituency would have the 
right to decide on their prospective 
candidate for parliament. However 
the NEC brought forward a weaker 
proposal which was discussed and 
voted through—thus blocking a 
formal debate on the more radical 
idea. What was agreed is a step 
forward, and almost certainly would 
not have happened without a vibrant 
campaign for open selection—but 
it’s not as good as it could have been.

Most puzzlingly, the NEC 
brought forward a rule change for 
the election of future leaders which 
actually makes the current situation 
worse in terms of the ability of MPs 
to block a successor to Corbyn from 
the left. It was a needless own goal.

Brexit
It was inevitable that Brexit 

would be a major discussion at the 
conference. The issue is a complex 
one for the party and the leadership. 
The great majority of Labour 
members supported remaining 
in the EU in the referendum, but 
there was a strong leave majority 
in many traditionally Labour 
constituencies, especially those that 
have suffered most from the ravages 
of deindustrialisation. Corbyn has 
been rightly cautious about not 
seeming dismissive of them by 
backing a second referendum too 
precipitately.

But with increasing divisions 
inside the Tory Party and the strong 
possibility of a constitutional crisis if 
Parliament votes against the options 
on the table, the conference moved 
the party closer to this commitment 
than ever before by overwhelmingly 
agreeing to a motion on the subject. A 
general election is still the preferred 
option, but a further referendum—
and the option of remaining—is not 

excluded.
It was clear in the discussion 

that significant differences still 
remain but the motion was passed 
overwhelmingly and most are 
claiming it as a victory.

And the leader’s speech, with 

which conference concluded, was 
the most self-assured Corbyn has 
given. With a confident leader and 
an exhilarated membership, there is 
a strong sense that getting a Corbyn 
government is really within touching 
distance.

The fifth and final part of a 
personal epitaph on Jayaprakash 
Narayan by former civil servant 
M.G. Devasahayam.

Betrayal most foul—JP in tears
JP was treated as the patriarch 

of the Janata Parivar, even though 
he was six years younger than 
Morarji Desai, the country’s first 
non-Congress prime minister. JP 
was also the same age as Charan 
Singh and six years older than the 
other claimant in the bitter struggle 
for the prime ministerial position, 
Jagjivan Ram. JP remained revered 
as the grand old man of the Janata 
Party because he took himself out 
of the race for positions and power 
and became its conscience keeper. 
There is another reason why today’s 
governing leaders of the RSS–BJP 
must hold JP in high regard and 
venerate him: they owe the party’s 
inclusion in the mainstream and 
subsequent capturing of power pan-
India to him. But what has been 
happening is just the opposite.

The Janata Party government 
collapsed in mid-1979 due to 
intrigues and betrayal indulged in 
by the RSS and the Jan Sangh and 
other elements who were part of the 
Morarji Desai government. Shortly 
after this, I visited JP in his Kadam 

Jayaprakash Narayan:  
An Idealist Betrayed – Part V

M.G. Devasahayam

Kuan residence at Patna. He was 
on dialysis but made me sit beside 
him. That he had taken Janata’s 
collapse to heart was evident when 
he said with tears welling in his 
eyes, “Devasahayam, I have failed 
yet again.” Then he opened up and 
told me as to how the RSS/Jan Sangh 
was responsible for the 'destruction' 
of the Janata Party which he had 
laboriously put together as an 
alternative to the Congress party so 
that a healthy democracy could be 
sustained in the country.

He then narrated the beginning 
of the JP Movement and the ideals 
it represented. Since the Movement 
was almost entirely spearheaded 
by unorganised youth, he had to 
take the help of cadre-based entities 
like the RSS and rely on them. For 
instance, he declared after Lok 
Sangharsh Samiti’s formation that 
Nanaji Deshmukh was to be handed 
its leadership in the event of his 
arrest. It didn’t cross his mind that 
Deshmukh’s appointment would 
provide undue advantage to the 
RSS in leveraging the agitation. So 
deep was JP’s faith in the ‘words 
of honour’ by the Jan Sangh–RSS 
leadership.

The RSS took full advantage 
of this and spread their tentacles. 
The Akhil Bharatiya Vidyarthi 
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as the PM but could not garner 
sufficient numbers to face Parliament 
and resigned within weeks. Elections 
followed in 1980 and Indira Gandhi 
returned to power. Kapil Mohan 
also played a significant role in 
softening the RSS towards the 
Congress, resulting in Balasaheb 
Deoras extending his organisation’s 
covert support to the Congress in 
the 1980 parliamentary polls “in the 
interest of the nation”.

Janata Party did not recover 
from this body-blow and faded 
away, except for a few sparks here 
and there! JP was inconsolable 
when he narrated the account of 
this ‘betrayal most foul’. The hard-
boiled revolutionary, who was a 
foot-soldier for the Mahatma in his 
fight for India’s first freedom and 
who almost single-handedly won 
India’s second freedom, was a sad 
man when he died of a broken heart 
weeks later on October 8, 1979, with 
a sinking sense that he has ‘failed the 
nation again’!

An unreleased ‘telefilm’ 
JP passed away in October 

1979 and the Congress returned 
to power in January 1980. Despite 
being a crucial chapter of India’s 
post-Independence history, the JP 
Movement and the Emergency have 
been blacked-out from school-texts, 
books, forums, media and other 
avenues. Neither the Congress nor 
the BJP have been disinterested in 
perpetuating the memory of JP and, 
in fact, have been suppressing it. 
Even during JP’s birth centenary 
year (2002–03), when the BJP 
was in power at the centre, the 
government did practically nothing 
to commemorate or celebrate it. It 
was only some followers / associates 
of JP, including me, who convened 
at Wardha Ashram and tried to do 

Indira Gandhi and, simultaneously, 
to Raj Narain, Nanaji Deshmukh, 
and Atal Behari Vajpayee. Shortly 
after Indira Gandhi lost power in 
1977, she summoned Kapil Mohan 
to her house and expressed concern 
regarding the safety of her younger 
son, Sanjay Gandhi. Consequently, 
Sanjay was surreptitiously shifted 
to Summerhall, the Mohan Meakin 
guest house in Solan, where he 
stayed for nearly a month in the 
company of Kapil’s nephew Anil 
Bali.

The industrialist was again 
summoned by Indira Gandhi to be 
briefed about the highly egoistic 
personalities of Morarji Desai, 
Jagjivan Ram and Charan Singh 
and told him to work on ways and 
means of creating a wedge in the 
government. Raj Narain, who was 
the Health Minister and a frequent 
visitor to the Mohan residence, 
was selected as the man who could 
execute the near impossible task. 
He was chosen because of his 
closeness to Charan Singh who 
nursed ambitions to become the 
Prime Minister. Shanta Kumar, the 
RSS–Jan Sangh Chief Minister of 
Himachal Pradesh, was at hand to 
facilitate.

Several meetings between Raj 
Narain and Sanjay Gandhi followed 
in the presence of Kapil Mohan. 
As part of the strategy, Raj Narain 
was asked to rake up the ‘dual-
membership’ issue and demand that 
erstwhile members of the Jana Sangh 
should sever links with the RSS. At 
his instance, Charan Singh quickly 
raised this bogey, asking for the 
removal of Jan Sangh–RSS members 
from the Desai government. The 
boat began to rock and Indira Gandhi 
goaded Charan Singh to take over as 
PM, promising him outside support.

Charan Singh finally took over 

Parishad (ABVP), the student 
wing of the RSS, was used to 
penetrate the student movement 
through the Lok Sangharsh Samiti 
route. When the Janata Party was 
in power at the Centre, the RSS 
was making secret attempts to 
establish a hold on the party and 
implement its divisive agenda in 
the country. In this direction, the 
Jan Sangh was conducting parallel 
meetings and discussions. The RSS 
is an organisation which is expert at 
scheming against others. Therefore, 
it was difficult to face them from 
within. It is no wonder that the 
founders of the Janata Party thought 
that instead of handing over their 
party to the RSS, it was better to 
dissolve it.

JP was extremely anguished 
with the Sanghis portraying him as 
their patriarch and a fascist. For this, 
they used an innocuous statement 
made by him at a Jan Sangh–RSS 
rally out of context. He was aware 
of the sinister conspiracies and 
intrigues indulged in by the RSS 
and Sanjay Gandhi to destabilise 
the Morarji Desai Government and 
demolish the Janata Party.

The intermediary used for the 
purpose was Kapil Mohan, head of 
the Mohan Meakin Group (based 
in Solan, Himachal Pradesh), best 
known for its assorted liquor—
whiskies, beer, and rum. He had 
actively abetted in the conspiracy 
hatched by Raj Narain and Sanjay 
Gandhi to topple the government, 
which was losing its equilibrium 
due to its inherent ideological 
contradictions.

It was at Kapil Mohan’s New 
Delhi residence that Raj Narain and 
Sanjay Gandhi held more than a 
dozen meetings over lavishly hosted 
lunches and high teas. The Mohan 
family was extremely close to 
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what we could.
Here is a personal experience 

of BJP’s callous attitude towards 
celebrating  JP’s birth centenary. 
During the time when Vajpayee was 
the Prime Minister, Yashwant Sinha 
was the Union Finance Minister, 
whom I personally knew. We had 
been colleagues in the IAS. Being 
from Bihar, he claimed very close 
proximity to JP and left the IAS in 
1984 to join the Janata Party to carry 
on the ‘unfinished tasks of JP’. I, too, 
left the IAS in 1985 and associated 
myself with the fledgling Janata 
Party in Tamil Nadu. We formed 
into a small group and moved with 
Chandra Shekar who became Prime 
Minister for a short period. When 
both of them came to Chennai few 
months later, they had breakfast with 
me at my house. Sometime in mid-
nineties Yashwant defected to the 
BJP and became its spokesperson. 
Since then his ascendancy was rapid.

Sometime in 2002, when I called 
him with a view to discuss the JP 
centenary celebrations, he initially 
tried to avoid me. Since I kept 
persisting, he agreed to meet me for 
a few minutes at his imposing office 
in the North Block. The moment 
I took up the subject, his facial 
expression changed and showed 
total disinterest. Obviously, he was 
under direction from the BJP or 
the RSS not to entertain the matter, 
even from a ‘friend’. I did not want 
to embarrass him and quickly left 
without even touching the cup of tea 
placed before me.

In Memoriam
There is a saying that the saddest 

thing about betrayal is that it never 
comes from one’s enemies, but only 
from friends. For JP, it came from 
his ‘friends’ and ‘followers’ whom 
he had brought to the mainstream 

from wilderness and facing political 
extinction. For these worthies, 
there is a couplet in the Tamil 
classic ‘Thirukkural’ written by the 
legendary Thiruvalluvar: “Ennandri 
Kondraarkkum Uyvundaam Uyvillai 
Seynnandri Kondra Makarku.” It 
means: “Those who have lost their 
virtue may yet have salvation; but 
there is no salvation for those who 
are ungrateful.” JP was the victim 
of such ungratefulness and betrayal.

The betrayal has continued till 
this day and the present government 
at the Centre headed by Prime 
Minister Narendra Modi, who has 
proclaimed JP as his icon, is acting 
totally opposite to everything JP lived 
and died for—freedom, liberty, civil 
rights, communal harmony, power to 
the people, decentralised democracy, 
and democratic governance.

But then the battles continue—
“For when the One Great Scorer 
comes to score against your name, 
He writes not that you won or lost, 
but how you played the game!” 
God as my witness, I dare say that 
JP might have lost the game, but he 
played fair and brave to the best of 
his capacity, thereby enriching the 
nation and redeeming its democracy 
and freedom. Let us never ever 
forget the struggles and sacrifices 
of this great son of India. Indeed, JP 
has proved Leo Tolstoy’s famous 
dictum: “It is by those who have 
suffered that the world has been 
advanced.”

For JP, there cannot be a better 
epitaph than the one written by his 
ageing Australian friends Allan 
and Wendy Scarfe in their book 
Remembering Jayaprakash: “We 
have written this memoir to share the 
privilege of knowing Jayaprakash, 
to bring alive the warm, charming, 
gentle, sweet man we knew. . . . Not 
everyone’s personal life matches 

the nobility of his ideas. But 
Jayaprakash’s did. . . . His ideas were 
creative, compassionate, original 
and powerful. But the man in his 
courage, integrity and humanity was 
greater still.”

Such a man deserves our tribute 
in the manner of Rudyard Kipling in 
the Poem Recessional (1897):

The tumult and the shouting dies;
The Captains and the Kings depart:
Still stands Thine ancient sacrifice,
An, humble and a contrite heart.

Lord God of Hosts, be with us yet,
Lest we forget—lest we forget!
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Ahmedabad, and passing through 
Shamlaji near the Gujarat–Rajasthan 
border, Udaypur, Ajmer, Jaipur, 
Delhi, Karnal, Ambala, Jalandhar, 
Gurdaspur, Samba, Jammu ended at 
Srinagar.  En-route the team created 
bridges of dialogue in around 40 
schools, colleges, hostels, with 
around 11,000 students and 1,500 
citizens. Citizens meetings were 
held in villages and towns. Various 
gatherings organised by local social 
associations were addressed by the 
girls. Special efforts was made by 
the yatris to make the discussion 
interesting, interactive and thought 
provoking. The team carried a 
laptop and portable projector, on 
which photographs of thousands 
of known and unknown women 
who participated in the freedom 
struggle as well as Gandhiji’s 
quotations on the subject were 
shown. The presentation challenged 
the traditional conception of bravery 
that is associated with physical 
strength, weapons and wars. Boys 
from the audience saw how women 
faced the brute police purely on the  
basis of moral strength. Girls from 
the audience were inspired to rise 
above self and recognise the rich 
heritage of women who fought for 
the freedom of the country. 

The all-women team was unique 
and got a wholehearted welcome 
even by groups that are conservative 
towards gender issues. The media 
also responded well to the yatra. The 
Yatris sold literature, mainly books 
by Gandhi, worth around Rs 40,000. 
People also generously contributed 
to the Yatra expenses: of the total 
budget of around 2 lakh, the yatris 
collected around Rs 60,000 through 
donations during the Yatra. 

Mahila Samvad Yatra: Sabarmati to Srinagar
20 October to 1 November 2018

The world is  celebrat ing 
Gandhi’s 150th birth anniversary. 
And this is not just because of 
the calendar, but because of his 
contributions to mankind. He gave 
an alternate perspective to human 
civilisation and a unique way to 
fight injustice. To the world, driven 
by the idea of might against right, 
Gandhi propagated sympathy and 
compassion. His mode of struggle 
proved that the world can be made 
a better place for all, even when you 
are fighting for a cause.  

For the Mahatma, each and 
every human being was an agent of 
change, but he considered women to 
be the natural soldiers of his struggle. 
He believed that they possess the 
qualities and force of unbelievable 
strength that replaces violence with 
self-sacrifice. Even the Satyagraha 
in South Africa had women at the 
centre of it. This aspect of Gandhian 
movement demands more attention 
than has been given till date. 

In this light, the idea of a Samvad 
Yatra Or the Bridges of dialogue 
tour by an all women team to pay 
tribute to Gandhi in his 150th Birth 
Anniversary year was thus born.  
The Gandhian youth organisation 
Rashtriya Yuva Sangathan took 
the initiative and formulated the 
program. Gandhi: 150 platform 
created under the leadership of 
national Gandhian organisations 
provided the all-round support for 
its execution. 

Around 25 women from various 
organisations and background 
showed interest in the yatra. The 
preparations began in March 2018. 
It was decided that the Yatra would 
be conducted from 19th to 31st 
October. A one-day training program 
was organised on 19th October at 

Gujarat Vidyapeeth in Ahmedabad, 
a university that was established by 
the Mahatma himself. 

Most of the participants of the 
yatra were also activists and believed 
in the core values of democracy, 
were against communalism and had 
set ideas of how the socio-economic-
political order of the society should 
be. The core content of the yatra 
was that the bridges of dialogue 
are collapsing amongst citizens, 
sometimes in the name of religion 
or caste, sometimes in the name of 
a nation or political party, or at times 
on gender issues. These cracks have 
appeared within our homes also.  
Hence this team was traveling to 
create the bridges of dialogue—
revive the process of dialogues 
between our families, relationships 
and the society. 

We decided to ask questions 
without pointing fingers. Is it 
possible for a scared, uneducated, 
exploited and half dead woman to 
make a healthy family or a strong 
society? Can a relationship between 
a scary boy and a timid girl sustain? 
Does the solution lie in killing, 
humiliating and raping women of our 
society? Or is it in ending the gender 
based wrong practices, giving her a 
legit space and in helping to create 
an independent human being out of 
a girl. The Yatra aimed to inspire 
and generate confidence in girls, 
sensitise boys and girls towards each 
other’s point of view, and change 
the outlook of the society towards 
the man–woman relationship. The 
‘only girls’ team was symbolic. The 
reality was that these were the youth 
of India working to create a society 
that is both honest and fearless.

T h e  Ya t r a  s t a r t e d  f o r m 
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T h e  R e l i g i o u s  L i b e r t y 
Commiss ion  of  Evangel ica l 
Fellowship of India (EFIRLC) 
expresses serious concern on the 
systematic targeting of the Christian 
community in Uttar Pradesh, 
especially in the last two months. 
According to the documentation 
compiled and available with the 
RLC, there has been a sharp rise in 
incidents of violence and targeted 
hate against the Christian minority 
in the state this year.

 The state of Uttar Pradesh is 
the most populous state of India 
and is home to almost 17% of 
the total population of the nation. 
Christians make up 0.18% of the 
total population of the state. The state 
is currently led by Yogi Adityanath, 
who along with being the Chief 
Minister, is also the high priest of 
the Gorakhnath temple situated in 
Gorakhpur, Uttar Pradesh.

 EFIRLC appea ls  to  the 
Government of Uttar Pradesh, 
particularly the Chief Minister Yogi 
Adityanath, to restore the confidence 
of the Christian community by 
enforcing law and order and through 
exemplary punishment to communal 
elements who attack peaceful 
Churches and worship services on 
flimsy and made up charges.

 Since the Christmas Season 
is fast approaching, we appeal 
to the Chief Minister to ensure 
that Churches are given adequate 
security so that the community can 
observe the festival of love and 
universal hope in peace.

 EFIRLC also appeals to the 
Home Minister Mr. Rajnath Singh 
and the Prime Minister Mr. Narendra 
Modi to take note of the situation not 

Statement by Religious Liberty Commission of the Evangelical Fellowship of India 

Uttar Pradesh Tops List of States Targeting  
Christians in India
only in Uttar Pradesh but across the 
country and take measures to curb 
impunity and to ensure the rule of 
law.

 The months of September and 
October 2018 have been particularly 
troublesome and have witnessed the 
maximum number of incidents in the 
state. September saw 28 incidents 
while 16 incidents were recorded 
in October.

 Last year RLC documented 
50 incidents of targeted hate and 
violence against Christians in the 
state of Uttar Pradesh, which was 
in itself a high figure in comparison 
with the past years. However, this 
year till October alone the number 
of incidents recorded in the state are 
64 and counting.

 The origin and epicentre of this 
systematic campaign was the district 
of Jaunpur located in the eastern 
part of Uttar Pradesh. Jaunpur is 
about 60 kilometres from Varanasi, 
the parliamentary constituency 
of Mr. Narendra Modi. Starting 
from Jaunpur the incidents have 
also spread across other districts 
including: Azamgarh, Pratapgarh, 
Siddharth Nagar,  Barabanki, 
Ghazipur, Gorakhpur, Agra, Kanpur 
and Varanasi.

 Churches have been targeted 
by right-wing groups and the police 
alike using the convenient allegation 
of “conversions through force or 
fraud”. The media has seemingly 
become a willing partner with 
political elements who are leading 
the assault from the front.

 Both the police and the right-
wing mobs have been disrupting 
worship services and harassing the 

worshippers. Videos have surfaced 
on social media, in which the 
police are seen blocking roads and 
discouraging people from attending 
worship services and asking them 
to go away. Right-wing mobs have 
beaten up pastors and misbehaved 
with people who come for Church 
meetings and have indulged in 
vandalism. A large disinformation 
campaign is accompanying the 
targeting of the Churches and 
the primary vehicles of it is the 
vernacular press, the electronic 
media as well as the social media.

 Many Pastors and Christians 
have also been arrested or detained 
on the pretext of investigation. Many 
of the arrests have been in the late 
evening or even after midnight and 
have been a source of harassment 
rather than help for Christians who 
are already under much pressure 
because of opposition from Hindu 
right-wing groups.

 The documentation for the 
months of September and October 
2018 also includes incidents of 
violence and targeted hate against 
Christians that have taken place in 
other states of India and the total 
number of incidents recorded for 
these two months stands at 71, 
with 44 incidents recorded from 
Uttar Pradesh, 6 from Jharkhand, 
4 from Tamil Nadu, 3 each from 
Bihar and Telangana, 2 each in the 
states of Rajasthan, Uttarakhand, 
Chhattisgarh, and West Bengal and 
one incident each in the states of 
Jammu and Kashmir, Assam and 
Madhya Pradesh. A total of 195 
incidents have been documented 
from January 2018 till October 2018.
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Given his erratic behavior, from 
daily Twitter eruptions to upping 
his tally of lies by the hour, it’s hard 
to think of Donald Trump as a man 
with a plan. But in at least one area—
reshaping the economy to serve 
the needs of the military–industrial 
complex—he's (gasp!) a socialist in 
the making.

His plan is now visibly taking 
shape—one we can see and assess 
thanks to a Pentagon-led study 
with a distinctly tongue-twisting 
title: “Assessing and Strengthening 
the Manufacturing and Defense 
Industrial Base and Supply Chain 
Resiliency of the United States.” The 
analysis is the brainchild of Trump’s 
adviser for trade and manufacturing 
policy, Peter Navarro, who also 
happens to be the key architect of 
the president’s trade wars.

N a v a r r o ,  h o w e v e r ,  c a n 
hardly take sole credit for the 
administration’s latest economic 
plan, since the lead agency for 
developing it was also the most 
interested of all in the project, the 
Pentagon itself, in particular its 
Office of Defense Industrial Policy. 
In addition, those producing the 
report did so in coordination with an 
alphabet soup of other agencies from 
the Department of Commerce to the 
Director of National Intelligence. 
And even that’s not all. It’s also 
the product of an “inter-agency 
task force” made up of 16 working 
groups and 300 “subject matter” 
experts, supplemented by over a 
dozen industry “listening sessions” 
with outfits like the National Defense 
Industrial Association, an advocacy 

organisation that represents 1,600 
companies in the defense sector.

Before jumping into its substance 
and implications for the American 
economy and national defense, let 
me pause a moment to mention two 
other small matters.

First, were you aware that 
the Pentagon even had an Office 
of Defense Industrial Policy? It 
sounds suspiciously like the kind 
of government organisation that 
engages in economic planning, 
a practice anathema not just to 
Republicans but to many Democrats 
as well. The only reason it’s not a 
national scandal—complete with 
Fox News banner headlines about 
the end of the American way of 
life as we know it and the coming 
of creeping socialism—is because 
it’s part of the one institution that 
has always been exempt from the 
dictates of the “free market”: the 
Department of Defense.

Second, how about those 300 
subject matter experts? Since when 
does Donald Trump consult subject 
matter experts? Certainly not on 
climate change, the most urgent 
issue facing humanity and one where 
expert opinion is remarkably unified. 
The Pentagon and its contractors 
should, however, be thought of 
as the ultimate special interest 
group and with that status comes 
special treatment. And if that means 
consulting 300 such experts to make 
sure their “needs” are met, so be it.

A Slogan for the Ages?
Now for the big stuff. 
According to Peter Navarro’s 

Pentagon Socialism: Militarising the Economy  
in the Name of Defense

William D. Hartung

summary of the new industrial base 
report, which appeared as an op-ed 
in the New York Times, the key to 
the Trump plan is the president’s 
belief that “economic security equals 
national security.” When it comes 
to weapons manufacturing, the 
administration’s approach involves 
building a Fortress America 
economy that will depend as little 
as possible on foreign suppliers. 
Consider it just the latest variation on 
Trump’s “America First” economic 
strategy, grounded in its unapologetic 
embrace of nationalism. As a slogan, 
“economic security equals national 
security” doesn’t have quite the 
populist ring of “Make America 
Great Again,” but it’s part of the 
same worldview.

In a flight of grandiosity (and 
flattery) that must have made his 
boss swell with pride, Navarro 
suggested in his op-ed that the slogan 
might go down in the annals of 
history alongside other famed pearls 
of presidential wisdom.  As he put it:

McKinley’s . . . ‘Patriotism, 
protection and prosperity’ . . . 
catalyzed strong economic growth. 
Roosevelt’s ‘Speak softly and carry 
a big stick’ helped transform the 
Navy into a military force capable 
of projecting power around the 
world. And Reagan’s ‘Peace through 
strength’ inspired an unprecedented 
rebuilding of the military that 
brought the Soviet Union to its 
knees. . . . History will judge whether 
Donald Trump’s ‘economic security 
is national security’ joins the ranks 
of great presidential maxims.

The essence of the Pentagon’s 
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scheme for making America safe 
for a never-ending policy of war 
preparations (and war) is to organise 
as much of the economy as possible 
around the needs of military 
production. This would involve 
eliminating what Navarro describes 
as the “300 vulnerabilities” of the 
defense economy—from reliance on 
single suppliers for key components 
in weapons systems and the like, to 
dependence on foreign inputs like 
rare earth minerals from China, to 
a shortage of younger workers with 
the skills and motivation needed to 
keep America’s massive weapons 
manufacturing machine up and 
running. China figures prominently 
in the report’s narrative, with its trade 
and investment policies repeatedly 
described as “economic aggression.”

And needless to say, this being 
the Pentagon, one of the biggest 
desires expressed in the report is a 
need for—yes, you guessed it!—
more money. Never mind that the 
United States already spends more 
on its military than the next seven 
nations in the world combined (five 
of whom are US allies). Never 
mind that the increase in Pentagon 
spending over the past two years is 
larger than the entire military budget 
of Russia. Never mind that, despite 
pulling tens of thousands of troops 
out of Iraq and Afghanistan, this 
country’s spending on the Pentagon 
and related programs (like nuclear 
warhead work at the Department 
of Energy) will hit $716 billion in 
fiscal year 2019, one of the highest 
levels ever. Face it, say the Pentagon 
and its allies on Capitol Hill, the US 
won’t be able to build a reliable, 
all-weapons-all-the-time economic–
industrial base without spending yet 
more taxpayer dollars. Think of this 
as a “Pentagon First” strategy.

As it happens, the Pentagon 

chose the wrong 300 experts. The 
new plan, reflecting their collective 
wisdom, is an economic and security 
disaster in the making.

Consider i t  beyond irony 
that some of the same experts 
and organisations now suggesting 
that we bet America’s future on 
pumping up the most inefficient 
sector of our economy—no, no, 
I didn’t mean the coal industry, 
I meant the military–industrial 
complex—are conservative experts 
who criticised the Soviet Union for 
the very same thing. They still claim 
that it imploded largely because 
Washington cleverly lured its leaders 
into devoting ever more of their 
resources to the military sector. That, 
they insist, reinforced a rigidity in 
the Soviet system which made it 
virtually impossible for it to adapt to 
a rapidly changing global economic 
landscape.

Our military buildup, they still 
fervently believe, bankrupted the 
Soviet Union. Other analysts, like 
the historian Lawrence Wittner, 
have questioned such a view. But 
for the sake of consistency, shouldn’t 
conservatives who claimed that 
excessive military spending did in 
the Soviets be worried that President 
Trump’s policy of massive tax cuts 
for the rich, increased Pentagon 
spending, and trade wars with 
adversaries and allies alike might 
do something similar to the United 
States?

What Would a Real Industrial 
Policy Look Like?

Industrial policy should not be 
a dirty word. The problem is: the 
Pentagon shouldn’t be in charge of 
it. The goal of an effective industrial 
policy should be to create well-
paying jobs, especially in sectors 
that meet pressing national needs 

like rebuilding America’s crumbling 
infrastructure and developing 
alternative energy technologies that 
can help address the urgent dangers 
posed by climate change.

The biggest economic challenge 
facing the United States today is how 
to organise an economic transition 
that would replace jobs and income 
generated by dysfunctional activities 
like overspending on the Pentagon 
and subsidising polluting industries. 
The argument that the Pentagon is 
crucial to jobs production in America 
has been instrumental in blocking 
constructive changes that would 
benefit both the environment and 
true American security. Members 
of Congress are, for example, afraid 
to jettison questionable weapons 
programs like the F-35 combat 
aircraft—an immensely costly, 
underperforming fighter plane that 
may never be ready for combat—for 
fear of reducing jobs in their states 
or districts. (The same is true of the 
coal and petroleum industries, which 
endlessly play up the supposed job-
creating benefits of their activities.)

Where could alternatives to 
Pentagon job-creation programs 
come from? The short answer is: 
invest in virtually anything but 
buying more weapons and waging 
more wars and Americans will be 
better off. For instance, Pentagon 
spending creates startlingly fewer 
jobs per dollar than putting the same 
taxpayer dollars into infrastructure 
repair and rebuilding, alternative 
energy creation, education, or 
health care. A study conducted 
by University of Massachusetts 
economist Heidi Garrett-Peltier 
for the Costs of War Project at 
Brown University found that, had 
the government invested in civilian 
activities the $230 billion per year 
wasted on America’s post-9/11 
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wars, that sum would have created 
1.3 million additional jobs. A more 
equitable tax policy that required 
wealthy individuals and corporations 
to pay their fair share could similarly 
fund a $2 trillion infrastructure 
program that would support 2.5 
million new jobs in its first year, 
according to a proposal put forward 
by the Congressional Progressive 
Caucus.

As for the president’s much 
touted, dramatically overblown 
claims about the jobs to be had from 
arms exports, the global arms market 
represents only a tiny fraction of 
the growing market for renewable 
energy technologies. If the goal is to 
produce jobs via exports, developing 
technologies to tap the huge future 
market in renewables, which one 
study suggests could hit $2.1 trillion 
by 2025, would leave weapons 
systems in the dust. After all, that’s 
about 20 times the current size of the 
total global arms trade, which clocks 
in at about $100 billion annually. But 
an analysis by Miriam Pemberton 
and her colleagues at the Institute 
for Policy Studies indicates that the 
United States spends 28 times as 
much on its military as it does on 
genuinely job-creating programs 
designed to address the threat of 
climate change.

Such actions would be a good 
start—but just a start—when it 
comes to reducing the dependency 
of the United States economy on 
guns and pollution. Of course, the 
Trump administration doesn’t have 
the faintest interest in any of this. 
(It would apparently rather cede the 
lucrative future market in renewable 
energy to China, with barely a fight.) 

Still, the question remains: What 
would such a shift in priorities mean 
for the defense industrial base? If 
you accept the premise that the US 

government needs to run a permanent 
war economy (and also fight never-
ending wars across a significant 
swath of the planet), some of the 
Pentagon’s recommendations might 
almost make sense. But a foreign 
policy that put more emphasis on 
diplomacy—one that also thought 
it important to address non-military 
dangers like climate change—
wouldn’t require such a large military 
production network in the first place. 
Under this scenario, the alarmist 
argument that the US won’t be able 
to defend itself without stepping 
up the militarisation of our already 
exceedingly militarised economy 
suddenly becomes unpersuasive.

But let’s give the weapons 
sector some credit. Its CEOs are 
working assiduously to build up 
local economies—overseas. Saudi 
Arabia’s long-term economic plan, 
for instance, calls for 50% of the 
value of its weapons purchases to 
be spent on building up its own 
military industry. US weapons 
giants like Raytheon and Lockheed 
Martin have been quick to pledge 
allegiance to that plan, setting up 
subsidiaries there and agreeing 
to have systems like helicopters 
assembled in Saudi Arabia, not the 
United States. Meanwhile, Lockheed 
Martin is helping the United Arab 
Emirates develop the capability to 
produce robot-controlled machine 
tools that are in great demand in the 
defense and aerospace industries. 
And the F-35 program is creating 
production jobs in more than a dozen 
countries, including assembly plants 
in Italy and Japan. 

Raytheon CEO Thomas Kennedy 
summed up this approach when he 
discussed his company’s growing 
partnership with Saudi Arabia: 
“By working together, we can help 
build world-class defense and cyber 

capabilities in the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia.” And keep in mind that these 
are the jobs from so many of those 
Saudi weapons sales that President 
Trump keeps bragging about. Of 
course, while this may be bad news 
for American jobs, it works just fine 
as a strategy for keeping the profits 
of US arms makers stratospheric.

Making the transition from Peter 
Navarro’s “economic security equals 
national security” to an economy 
far less dependent on over-the-top 
military spending would mean a 
major shift in budget priorities in 
Washington, a prospect that is, at 
the moment, hard to imagine. But if 
the Pentagon can plan ahead, why 
shouldn’t the rest of us?
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