
Established 1946
Pages 20

1
Price : Rupees Five

Vol. 73 No. 44
November 25, 2018

D-15, Ganesh Prasad,  
Naushir Bharucha Marg,

Mumbai - 400 007. 
Email : janataweekly@gmail.com

Website:www.janataweekly.org

Editor : G. G. Parikh 

Associate Editor : Neeraj Jain

Managing Editor : Guddi 

Editorial Board :
B. Vivekanandan, Qurban Ali
Anil Nauriya, Sonal Shah  
Nandu Dhaneshwar,  
Sandeep Pandey

United States Left-leaning 
politician Bernie Sanders, and 
former Greek finance minister, 
Yanis Varoufakis have announced 
the formation of an international 
progress ive  movement .  The 
initiative, announced in October, 
is set to combat the rise of an 
“authoritarian axis” and “The 
Movement,” a far-right nationalist 
front with an international reach. 
Brazil’s Fernando Haddad, the 
former 2018 presidential candidate 
of the Workers’ Party, has been 
invited to join the initiative. 
According to media reports, Haddad 
has confirmed his participation.

“All around the world, in Europe, 
in Russia, in the Middle East, in 
Asia and elsewhere we are seeing 
movements led by demagogues who 
exploit people’s fears, prejudices and 
grievances to achieve and hold on to 
power,” Sanders said in an article for 
The Guardian (re-published in this 
issue of Janata).

The far-right threat, the “The 
Movement”, was formed in 2017 
by Belgian right-wing politician, 
Mischael Modrikamen. It has been 
gaining publicity since Steve Bannon, 
former White House chief strategist 
for the Trump administration, joined 
him. Bannon and Modrikamen 

announced a plan to launch the 
organization with an inaugural 
summit in Bruxelles, January 2019.

Sanders says the far-right 
regimes, like those of United States 
President Donald Trump and others 
supported by "The Movement", 
share distinct characteristics such 
as a “hostility toward democratic 
norms, antagonism toward a free 
press, intolerance toward ethnic and 
religious minorities, and a belief that 
government should benefit their own 
selfish financial interest.”

Sanders and Varoufakis’s 
counter-initiative is set to launch 
Dec. 1, 2018 in New York. “Our task 
is not unprecedented,” Varoufakis 
writes.

“Fascists did not come to power 
in the mid-war period by promising 
violence, war or concentration 
camps. They came to power by 
addressing good people . . . looked 
at them in the eye and promised to 
restore their pride. . . . gave them a 
sense that they belonged to a larger 
ideal, while inventing a threat of a 
lurking ‘alien’ who threatened their 
revived hope,” he says.

The Us-versus-Them tactic 
Varoufakis cites can be seen in the 
United States President Donald 
Trump’s rhetoric around immigrants 
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from Central America and in Brazil’s 
President-elect’s treatment of Afro-
latinos.

“Our era will be remembered for 
the triumphant march of a globally 

unifying rightwing—a Nationalist 
International—that sprang out 
of the cesspool of financialised 
capitalism,” Varoufakis writes in 
his blog. “Whether it will also 

be remembered for a successful 
humanist challenge to this menace 
depends on the willingness of 
progressives.”

Courtesy: Telesur

There is a global struggle taking 
place of enormous consequence. 
Nothing less than the future of the 
planet—economically, socially and 
environmentally—is at stake.

At a time of massive wealth and 
income inequality, when the world’s 
top 1% now owns more wealth than 
the bottom 99%, we are seeing the 
rise of a new authoritarian axis.

While these regimes may 
differ in some respects, they share 
key attributes: hostility toward 
democratic norms, antagonism 
toward a free press, intolerance 
toward e thnic  and re l igious 
minorit ies,  and a belief that 
governments should benefit their 
own selfish financial interests. These 
leaders are also deeply connected 
to a network of multi-billionaire 
oligarchs who see the world as their 
economic plaything.

Those of us who believe in 
democracy, who believe that a 
government must be accountable 
to its people, must understand the 
scope of this challenge if we are to 
effectively confront it.

It should be clear by now that 
Donald Trump and the rightwing 
movement that supports him is not 
a phenomenon unique to the United 
States. All around the world, in 
Europe, in Russia, in the Middle East, 
in Asia and elsewhere we are seeing 
movements led by demagogues who 
exploit people’s fears, prejudices 
and grievances to achieve and hold 
on to power.

This trend certainly did not begin 
with Trump, but there’s no question 
that authoritarian leaders around 
the world have drawn inspiration 
from the fact that the leader of the 
world’s oldest and most powerful 
democracy seems to delight in 
shattering democratic norms.

Three years ago, who would 
have imagined that the United States 
would stay neutral between Canada, 
our democratic neighbor and second 
largest trading partner, and Saudi 
Arabia, a monarchic, client state that 
treats women as third-class citizens? 
It’s also hard to imagine that Israel’s 
Netanyahu government would have 
moved to pass the recent “nation 
state law”, which essentially codifies 
the second-class status of Israel’s 
non-Jewish citizens, if Benjamin 
Netanyahu didn’t know Trump 
would have his back.

All of this is not exactly a secret. 
As the US continues to grow further 
and further apart from our longtime 
democratic allies, the US ambassador 
to Germany recently made clear the 
Trump administration’s support for 
rightwing extremist parties across 
Europe.

In addition to Trump’s hostility 
toward democratic institutions 
we have a billionaire president 
who, in an unprecedented way, 
has blatantly embedded his own 
economic interests and those of 
his cronies into the policies of 
government.

Other authoritarian states are 

much farther along this kleptocratic 
process. In Russia, it is impossible 
to tell where the decisions of 
government end and the interests 
of Vladimir Putin and his circle of 
oligarchs begin. They operate as 
one unit. Similarly, in Saudi Arabia, 
there is no debate about separation 
because the natural resources of the 
state, valued at trillions of dollars, 
belong to the Saudi royal family. 
In Hungary, far-right authoritarian 
leader Viktor Orbán is openly allied 
with Putin in Russia. In China, 
an inner circle led by Xi Jinping 
has steadily consolidated power, 
clamping down on domestic political 
freedom while it aggressively 
promotes a version of authoritarian 
capitalism abroad.

We must understand that these 
authoritarians are part of a common 
front. They are in close contact with 
each other, share tactics and, as in 
the case of European and American 
rightwing movements, even share 
some of the same funders. The Mercer 
family, for example, supporters of 
the infamous Cambridge Analytica 
(a British political consulting firm), 
have been key backers of Trump 
and of Breitbart News (a far-right 
syndicated American news, opinion 
and commentary website), which 
operates in Europe, the United 
States and Israel to advance the 
same anti-immigrant, anti-Muslim 
agenda. Republican megadonor 
Sheldon Adelson gives generously 
to rightwing causes in both the 
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United States and Israel, promoting 
a shared agenda of intolerance and 
illiberalism in both countries.

The truth is, however, that 
to effectively oppose rightwing 
authoritarianism, we cannot simply 
go back to the failed status quo 
of the last several decades. Today 
in the United States, and in many 
other parts of the world, people are 
working longer hours for stagnating 
wages, and worry that their children 
will have a lower standard of living 
than they do.

Our job is to fight for a future 
in which new technology and 
innovation works to benefit all 
people, not just a few. It is not 
acceptable that the top 1% of the 
world’s population owns half the 
planet’s wealth, while the bottom 
70% of the working age population 
accounts for just 2.7% of global 
wealth.

Together  governments  of 
the world must come together to 
end the absurdity of the rich and 
multinational corporations stashing 
over $21 trillion in offshore bank 
accounts to avoid paying their fair 
share of taxes and then demanding 
that their respective governments 
impose an austerity agenda on their 
working families.

It is not acceptable that the fossil 
fuel industry continues to make huge 
profits while their carbon emissions 
destroy the planet for our children 
and grandchildren.

It is not acceptable that a 
handful of multinational media 
giants, owned by a small number of 
billionaires, largely control the flow 
of information on the planet.

I t  i s  not  acceptable  that 
trade policies that benefit large 
multinational corporations and 
encourage a race to the bottom 
hurt working people throughout 
the world as they are written out of 

public view.
It is not acceptable that, with 

the cold war long behind us, 
countries around the world spend 
over $1 trillion a year on weapons 
of destruction, while millions of 
children die of easily treatable 
diseases.

In order to effectively combat the 
rise of the international authoritarian 
axis, we need an international 
progressive movement that mobilises 
behind a vision of shared prosperity, 
security and dignity for all people, 
and that addresses the massive 
global inequality that exists, not only 
in wealth but in political power.

Such a movement must be 
willing to think creatively and boldly 
about the world that we would like 
to see. While the authoritarian axis 
is committed to tearing down a post-
second world war global order that 
they see as limiting their access to 
power and wealth, it is not enough 
for us to simply defend that order as 
it exists now.

We must look honestly at how 
that order has failed to deliver on 
many of its promises, and how 
authoritarians have adeptly exploited 
those failures in order to build support 
for their agenda. We must take the 
opportunity to reconceptualise a 
genuinely progressive global order 
based on human solidarity, an order 
that recognises that every person 
on this planet shares a common 
humanity, that we all want our 
children to grow up healthy, to have 
a good education, have decent jobs, 
drink clean water, breathe clean air 
and live in peace.

Our job is to reach out to those in 
every corner of the world who share 
these values, and who are fighting 
for a better world.

In a time of exploding wealth and 
technology, we have the potential to 
create a decent life for all people. 

Our job is to build on our common 
humanity and do everything that 
we can to oppose all of the forces, 
whether unaccountable government 
power or unaccountable corporate 
power, who try to divide us up and 
set us against each other. We know 
that those forces work together 
across borders. We must do the 
same.

Yanis Varoufakis’ (former Greek 
finance minister) comments on 
Bernie Sanders’ piece:

Bernie Sanders is spot-on. 
Financiers have long formed an 
international “brotherhood” to 
guarantee themselves international 
bailouts when their paper pyramids 
crash.

More recently, xenophobic 
rightwing zealots also formed their 
very own Nationalist International, 
turning once proud people against 
another so that they control their 
wealth and politics.

It is high time that Democrats 
from across the world form a 
Progressive International in the 
interests of a majority of people on 
every continent, in every country.

Sanders is also right when he 
says that the solution is not to 
go back to a status quo whose 
spectacular failure has paved the 
ground for the rise of the Nationalist 
International.

Our Progressive International 
must lead with a vision of the 
green, shared prosperity that human 
ingenuity is capable of providing—
as long as democracy is given a 
chance to enable it.

To that end we need to do 
more than campaign together. Let 
us form a common council that 
draws out a common blueprint 
for an International New Deal, a 
progressive New Bretton Woods.
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 For last 34 years, on every 
anniversary of 1984 massacre of 
Sikhs, this author has been reminding 
the Nation how Indian State and 
judiciary did not bother to punish 
the perpetrators of this horrendous 
mass killing of the innocents of the 
second largest religious minority of 
our country. On every anniversary 
the author  hoped that by next year, 
justice would be done and he would 
not have to write the painful story 
once again as reminder. Another year 
has gone by; the saga of the criminal 
betrayal by the Indian Republic 
continues.

Betrayal by Governments till 2014
After giving free run to the killer 

gangs, the government appointed 
a one-man Marwah Commission 
to find out the perpetrators of the 
1984 ‘riots’. As this exercise was 
proving inconvenient, it was asked 
to disband itself within a short period 
of its existence and a sitting Supreme 
Court Judge Ranga Nath Mishra was 
asked to conduct an inquiry into the 
1984 ‘riots’. He submitted his report 
in 1987. Shockingly, this fact finding 
(or fact-hiding) commission headed 
by Misra observed that “the riots 
which had a spontaneous origin later 
attained a channelised method at the 
hands of gangsters.”

The ‘apostle of justice’, Mishra, 
was not unable to find out from where 
these gangsters came! According to 
Jarnail Singh, author of the book I 
Accuse: The Anti-Sikh Violence of 
1984, for this service to the State, 
Justice Mishra was awarded a berth 
in the Rajya Sabha.

Over the  next two decades, 

The Long Search for Killers of 1984 Sikh Massacre

Shamsul Islam 

not less than nine commissions 
of inquiry were instituted. For the 
Indian State it became routine to 
announce the constitution of some 
new commission or some more 
compensation to the families of 
the victims in order to deflect the 
mounting anger at the times of 
elections. Highlighting the anti-
minority bias of such commissions, 
H.S. Phoolka, a renowned lawyer, 
commented that instead of getting 
convicted many of the political 
perpetrators get promoted as rulers.

In the latest development, the 
Supreme Court of India on August 
16, 2017 ordered the constitution of 
a panel comprising two of its former 
judges to examine the justification 
for closing 241 anti-Sikh riot cases 
probed by SIT and give its report 
within the next 3 months. It is 
November 2018, 15 months have 
gone by since the order was passed, 
and these three months are yet to 
be over!

Betrayal by the Present RSS–BJP 
Rulers

The RSS claims to have always 
stood for Hindu–Sikh unity. It 
occasionally expresses its gratitude 
to Sikhism for saving Hinduism 
from Muslim aggression. It may 
not be irrelevant to note here that 
the RSS does not treat Sikhism 
as an independent religion which 
discarded casteism and Brahmanical 
hegemony, but considers it to be a 
part of Hinduism. The RSS–BJP 
leaders have repeatedly blamed the 
Congress for the 1984 anti-Sikh 
violence. While addressing a public 
rally during the last parliamentary 

elections in Jhansi, UP (October 25, 
2013), Modi asked Congress leaders 
to explain who “killed thousands 
of Sikhs in 1984” and “has anyone 
been convicted for the Sikh genocide 
so far”. Modi during the Punjab 
elections and 2014 general elections 
kept on referring to ‘qatl-e-aam’ or 
genocide of Sikhs.

After becoming PM, Modi in a 
message (October 31, 2014) said that 
the anti-Sikh riots in the aftermath of 
Indira Gandhi’s assassination were 
like a “dagger that pierced through 
India’s chest. . . . Our own people 
were murdered, the attack was not 
on a particular community but on 
the entire nation.”

Hindutva icon, RSS whole-timer 
and PM Modi lamented the fact that 
culprits were yet to be booked and 
tried for this massacre. However, 
Modi did not tell the nation what 
NDA governments which ruled this 
country from 1998 to 2004 did to 
persecute the culprits. Modi also 
forgot to share the fact that as per 
the autobiography of L.K. Advani 
(page 430), it was his party which 
pushed Indira Gandhi to go for 
army action, infamously named as 
‘Operation Blue Star’, which killed 
large number of Sikh pilgrims.

Renowned journalist Manoj 
Mitta, author of the book When 
a Tree Shook Delhi: The 1984 
Carnage and its Aftermath straight 
forwardly says that:

Despite the BJP rule, there has 
hardly been any will to enforce 
accountability for the massacres that 
took place under the Congress. It’s 
as if there is a tacit deal between the 
sponsors of 1984 and 2002.
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A perusal of contemporary 
RSS documents reveals that the 
major focus of the RSS in the days 
following the 1984 genocide was 
on condemning Sikh extremism, 
eulogising Indira Gandhi and 
welcoming the crowning of Rajiv 
Gandhi as the new prime minister 
after Indira Gandhi’s murder.

RSS Ideologue’s Dehumanised 
Attitude Towards Sikh Massacre

The most important proof 
of such a dehumanised attitude 
towards the massacre of Sikhs is 
a document circulated by Nana 
Deshmukh, a prominent whole 
timer and an ideologue of the RSS. 
This document titled Moments of 
Soul Searching was circulated by 
Deshmukh on November 8, 1984. 
In this document, Nana Deshmukh 
justifies the massacre of the Sikh 
community in 1984.

This document also shows the 
true degenerated and fascist attitude 
of the RSS towards all the minorities 
of India. The RSS has been arguing 
that they are against Muslims and 
Christians because they are the 
followers of foreign religions. 
Here we find them justifying the 
butchering of Sikhs who according 
to their own categorisation are the 
followers of an indigenous religion. 

This document was published 
in the Hindi Weekly Pratipaksh 
(edited by George Fernandes, who 
later became the Defence Minister 
of India in the NDA regime) in 
its edition of November 25, 1984 
under the title “Indira Congress–
RSS collusion” with the following 
editorial comment:

“The author of the following 
document is known as an ideologue 
and policy formulator of the RSS. 
After the killing of Prime Minister 
(Indira Gandhi) he distributed 

this document among prominent 
politicians. It has a historical 
significance. That is why we have 
decided to publish it, violating 
the policy of our weekly. This 
document highlights the new 
affinities developing between the 
Indira Congress and the RSS. We 
produce here the Hindi translation 
of the document.”

Here is a brief summary of 
Deshmukh’s defence of the 1984 
carnage:
1. The massacre of Sikhs was not 

the handiwork of any group 
or anti-social elements but the 
result of a genuine feeling of 
anger.

2. Deshmukh did not distinguish 
the action of the two security 
personnel of Indira Gandhi, who 
happened to be Sikhs, from that 
of the whole Sikh community. 
According to his document, the 
killers of Indira Gandhi were 
working under some kind of 
mandate from their community.

3. Sikhs themselves invited these 
attacks, thus advancing the 
Congress theory of justifying the 
massacre of the Sikhs.

4. He glorified Operation Blue Star 
and described any opposition to 
it as anti-national. When Sikhs 
were being killed in thousands, 
he was warning the country of 
Sikh extremism, thus offering 
ideological defense of those 
killings.

5. Sikh community as a whole 
was responsible for violence in 
Punjab.

6. Sikhs should have done nothing 
in self-defence but showed 
patience and tolerance against 
the killer mobs.

7. Sikh intellectuals and not killer 
mobs were responsible for the 
massacre. They had turned 

Sikhs into a militant community, 
cutting them off from their Hindu 
roots, thus inviting attacks from 
nationalist Indians. Moreover, 
he treated all Sikhs as part of 
the same gang and described 
attacks on them as a reaction of 
the nationalist Hindus.

8. He described Indira Gandhi as 
the only leader who could keep 
the country united, and stated 
that following the assassination 
of such a great leader, such 
killings could not be avoided.

9. Rajiv Gandhi, who succeeded 
Mrs. Gandhi as PM following 
her killing and justified the 
nationwide killings of Sikhs by 
saying, “When a huge tree falls 
there are always tremors felt”, 
was lauded and blessed by Nana 
Deshmukh at the end of the 
document.

10. Shockingly, Deshmukh equates 
the massacre of Sikhs with the 
attacks on RSS cadres after 
the killing of Gandhiji, and so 
he goes on to advise Sikhs to 
suffer silently. Everybody knows 
that the killing of Gandhiji 
was inspired by the RSS and 
Hindutva ideology, whereas the 
common innocent Sikhs had 
nothing to do with the murder 
of Indira Gandhi.

11. There is not a single sentence 
in Deshmukh’s document 
demanding from the then 
Congress Government at the 
Centre remedial measures 
for controlling the violence 
against the minority community. 
Remember that Deshmukh had 
circulated this document on 
November 8, 1984; it was during 
the period November 5–10 when 
the maximum killings of Sikhs 
took place. Deshmukh was 
just not concerned about these 
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killings.
12. It is generally believed that 

Congress cadres were behind 
this genocide. This may be true, 
but there were other forces also 
which actively participated in 
this massacre and whose role has 
never been investigated. This 
could be one of the reasons why 
the actual perpetrators remain 
unknown. 

The circulation of this document 
by Deshmukh did not happen in 
isolation. It represented the real 
RSS attitude towards the Sikh 
genocide of 1984. It may be relevant 
to know here that RSS cadres did 
not come forward in defence of 
the Sikhs. The RSS is very fond 
of circulating publicity material, 
especially photographs of its khaki 
shorts-clad cadres doing social work. 
For the 1984 violence they have 
none. Deshmukh’s article also makes 
no mention of RSS cadres going to 
the rescue of Sikhs under siege. 

The  RSS Engl i sh  organ , 
Organiser in its combined issue dated 
November 11 & 18, 1984 carried an 
editorial titled “Stunning Loss” 
which praised Indira Gandhi in the 
following words: “It will always be 
difficult to believe that Indira Gandhi 
is no more. One had got so used to 
hearing her myriad voices for so 
long, that everything looks so blank 
without her. The violent manner of 
her death is the most shocking horror 
story, giving the nation the creeps. . 
. . It is a case of treacherous fanatics 
stigmatising the whole nation by 
butchering a remarkable specimen 
of Indian womanhood. . . . She 
literally served India to the last drop 
of her blood according to her own 
lights.” The same editorial ended 
with the words supporting newly 
installed PM, Rajiv Gandhi, who 
according to it “deserves sympathy 

and consideration”.
O r g a n i s e r  a l s o  c a r r i e d 

the statement of RSS supremo, 
Balasaheb Deoras, titled “Balasaheb 
condemns assassination, Delhi 
carnage” in a single column. He 
mourned and condemned the 
carnage but not even once referred 
to the fact that Sikhs were under 
attack. For him it was “infighting 
in the Hindu Samaj”. According to 
this statement, “swayamsevaks have 
been instructed to form or help in 
forming Mohalla Suraksha Samitis” 
for restoring peace and rehabilitation 
of the sufferers. However, there 
are no documents available in 
contemporary RSS archives to show 
how these Samitis functioned. It is 
a fact that RSS which is fond of 
displaying photographs of its cadres 
doing social work has not published 
any visuals of the activities of these 
Samitis.

In  the  above  men t ioned 
statement, Deoras reacts to the 
assassination of Indira Gandhi in 
the following words, “It is shocking 
beyond words to express the feelings 
at the murder of PM Mrs. Indira 
Gandhi by some fanatic elements. 
She had been carrying on almost the 
entire burden of the country since 
1966. She was loved and respected 
not only in this country but all over 
the world. Her passing away at this 
critical juncture will create a void in 
India and also in the world.”

The same issue of the Organiser 
also says:  “RSS Sarkyavah, 
Rajender Singh issued instructions 
to all the branches in the country to 
hold a special meeting in Shakha 
condemning the dastardly murder 
of the PM and paying homage to 
the departed soul. He also issued 
instructions to cancel all public 
functions to be held by RSS during 
the period of mourning.” Of course, 

RSS archives do not contain any 
instructions from RSS top brass 
ordering RSS cadres to mourn the 
Sikh martyrs.

So, the search for finding the 
perpetrators of the Sikh massacre 
of 1984 continues endlessly. The 
present RSS–BJP rulers who claim 
to be co-religionists of Sikhs 
have proven no different from the 
Congress. The only hope is that 
those Indians who have a stake in 
continuation of democratic–secular 
Indian polity will come forward to 
force the Indian State to identify and 
punish the killers.
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By and large, it can be said that 
most constitutions of the world 
have been made in two different 
ways—the democratic–consensual 
way and the elite–bureaucratic way. 
In the first way the constitution is 
made by the genuine representatives 
of the people keeping in mind 
popular aspirations. In the second 
way, the constitution is made by the 
specialists and the experts, keeping 
in mind the legal and technical points 
and necessities. The second exercise 
is necessarily an elite exercise 
and the accomplishment of a tiny 
minority. The experts decide in their 
own wisdom, what is best for the 
people. The constitution made thus 
is for the people, but not necessarily 
by the people.

Quite characteristically, Indian 
constitution was a combination 
of the two. Both the impulses, the 
democratic–consensual, and the 
technical expertise of the specialists, 
were equally active during the 
making of Indian constitution. The 
document carried the mandate of a 
Constituent Assembly which was 
a large body consisting of over 
300 members who were elected by 
the representatives of the people 
from India’s central and provincial 
legislatures. But the choice of 
the elected representatives was 
deliberately done in such a way so to 
bring some of the best constitutional 
minds into the Assembly. Experts 
like B.R. Ambedkar, K.T. Shah, 
K.M. Munshi and N. Gopalaswami 
Ayyangar were thus brought into 
the Assembly.  Ambedkar’s election 
was ensured by not fielding any 

Making of the Indian Constitution

Salil Misra

candidate against him from Bombay 
presidency. Above all the expertise 
of top Congress leaders—Jawaharlal 
Nehru, Sardar Patel, Maulana Azad 
and Rajendra Prasad was constantly 
pressed into during service during 
1946–49 to prepare a blueprint for 
modern India that would be both, 
the best and the most representative.

There is no doubt that some of 
the successes, durability and tenacity 
of the Indian constitution can be 
easily attributed to this combination. 
Indian constitution continues to be 
a relevant and a vibrant document 
today, even after sixty years. No 
fundamental changes have occurred 
in its structure. In its basic spirit it 
continues to be the same document 
that it was in 1950. To fully 
understand the relevance of this, a 
comparison with India’s neighbours 
would be instructive. Sri Lanka 
acquired a constitution immediately 
after its independence in 1948, 
through the elite bureaucratic way. 
In less than five year’s time, the 
constitution was heading towards 
obsolescence. By now Sri Lanka 
has had three different constitutions. 
Pakistan acquired a constitution as 
late as in 1956, nine years after its 
birth. The Pakistani constitution too 
was made by legal experts without 
seeking any democratic mandate. It 
was abolished in two years time, in 
1958 and was replaced by another 
constitution in 1962. The second 
constitution too did not last long and 
was replaced by yet another one in 
1973. In the first three decades of 
its existence, Pakistan had as many 
as three different constitutions. The 

Indian constitution by comparison 
has continued uninterrupted and has 
retained its basic features. Except 
three major amendments, first, 42nd 
and 73rd–74th, all the amendments 
have been in the nature of nuts-and-
bolts, without really altering its basic 
character.

The story of the making of Indian 
constitution is long and goes back to 
the beginning of the 20th century. 
The actual making of the constitution 
during 1946–49 constitutes a small, 
though significant part of its long 
story. The earliest documents 
resembling a constitution for India 
were the various Council Acts 
passed by the British parliament 
for India as its colony. These Acts 
enabled the British to rule India. The 
early nationalist leadership accepted 
this right of the British and only 
demanded that better Acts be passed 
by the British parliament for India. 
In the 1920s, leaders like Motilal 
Nehru and C.R. Das  added a new 
dimension to this by insisting that an 
Indian constitution should be made 
only by Indians themselves. The 
Indian leaders followed this demand 
by actually preparing a full-fledged 
constitution for India in 1928. It 
was known as Nehru Report, after 
Motilal Nehru, one of its architects. 
Representatives from all the major 
political parties had participated in 
preparing this Report.

Nehru Report was a remarkable 
document .  I t  r ecommended 
fundamental rights for the people, a 
parliamentary form of government, 
a bi-cameral legislature, universal 
adult franchise, administrative units 
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to be formed on linguistic basis and 
an independent judiciary with a 
Supreme Court at the apex. None 
of the British Acts, both before 
and after the Nehru Report, ever 
talked about either adult franchise 
or fundamental rights of the people. 
The British granted voting rights 
only to the rich and powerful and 
did not consider any mention of the 
fundamental rights of the people at 
all necessary.

As was to be expected, the 
British government refused to accept 
the Nehru Report. Unfortunately, 
some of the Indian political parties, 
Muslim League in particular, also 
withdrew their support. As a result 
the Nehru Report was reduced to 
being a mere paper document and not 
a powerful and vibrant constitutional 
alternative for a modern India that 
it was expected to be. Yet if look 
at the Nehru Report and the Indian 
constitution closely, we would find 
that the Indian constitution was 
profoundly inspired by the Nehru 
Report. The Report had enlisted 19 
human rights of the people, ten of 
which were included in the Indian 
constitution.

The next major step towards the 
making of an Indian constitution was 
the birth of the idea of a Constituent 
Assembly in the 1930s. The Nehru 
Report had been prepared in a 
conference mode. It was a young 
Jawahar Lal Nehru who expressed 
his dissatisfaction with this method 
of making a constitution. He started 
insisting from 1933 onwards that 
an Indian constitution should be 
prepared by a Constituent Assembly, 
elected for that purpose, on the basis 
of the widest franchise possible. The 
idea of a Constituent Assembly soon 
began to gather momentum. In 1934, 
the Congress Working Committee 
rejected the British constitutional 

proposal and resolved that the only 
satisfactory alternative to the British 
proposal “is a constitution drawn up 
by a Constituent Assembly elected 
on the basis of adult suffrage or 
as near it as possible.” From this 
point onwards, the demand for 
a Constituent Assembly became 
the linchpin of the demand of the 
national movement led by Nehru. In 
an interesting debate between Nehru 
and Gandhi in Wardha in 1940, while 
Nehru insisted that the British must 
first declare India independent and 
then call for a Constituent Assembly; 
Gandhi argued that the Assembly 
should be called first and be left 
free to decide on the question of 
independence.

It was as late as in August 
1940 that the British government 
conceded for the first time the idea of 
a Constituent Assembly. The second 
world war had broken out and, 
desperately needing Indian support 
in the war effort, Lord Linlithgow, 
the Viceroy, declared that the framing 
of the new constitution should 
be primarily the responsibility of 
Indians themselves. The government 
offered to set up, after the end of 
the War, a Constituent Assembly 
consisting of representative Indians. 
It was still not spelt out how this 
Assembly would be constituted—by 
direct or indirect elections, based on 
adult or a restricted franchise. The 
proposals in their totality were found 
to be unsatisfactory and rejected by 
all the major political parties.

In the meanwhile the War came 
close to the Indian shores. The 
possibility of a Japanese invasion of 
India appeared imminent. Growing 
increasingly frustrated by the British 
effort and restless at the thought of 
India becoming a major site of the 
War, Indian people under Gandhi’s 
leadership launched the Quit India 

movement in August 1942. A panic 
stricken British government arrested 
all Congress leaders and ruthlessly 
suppressed the movement. Congress 
was banned, the national movement 
came to a standstill and all talk of a 
Constituent Assembly faded into the 
background.

The end of the War and the 
victory of the Labour party in the 
British elections in 1945 once again 
brought the Constituent Assembly 
proposal back to life. By this time 
Indian independence had begun to 
be seen as inevitable. The question 
was not whether, but when, India 
would become free. It was in these 
circumstances that the Viceroy Lord 
Wavell, announcing the India policy 
of the new Labour government, 
promised to convene a constitution 
making body for India as soon as 
possible. The British government 
declared that a Cabinet Mission 
would be sent to India to resolve 
the two questions of freedom for 
India and constitution making. The 
Cabinet Mission arrived in March 
1946 with a blueprint for both.

It was finally in July–August 
1946 that a Constituent Assembly 
was set up through indirect elections. 
It was envisaged as a large body 
consisting of 389 members (296 from 
British India and 93 from princely 
states). Initially only the members 
from British India were included. 
The first session of the Assembly 
was held on 9 December 1946. 
This indeed was a historic day for 
independent India. Initially only 207 
members attended the first session 
as the Muslim League had decided 
to boycott the Assembly. Rajendra 
Prasad was elected as the president 
of the Assembly. Nehru moved the 
famous Objectives Resolution which 
became the guiding principle for 
the entire exercise of constitution 



JANATA, November 25, 2018 9

making. B.R. Ambedkar became 
the head of the drafting committee. 
With India becoming independent 
on 15 August 1947, the Constituent 
Assembly became a sovereign body 
and doubled up as the Legislative for 
the newly independent Indian State. 
It was now responsible for framing 
the constitution as well as for making 
ordinary routine laws.

One of the earliest decisions 
taken by the leaders of the Assembly 
was to resolve not to take any 
decision through the majority vote. 
The Assembly decided at its floor 
that the majority decision was not 
the most satisfactory way of making 
a constitution. Once a proposal was 
moved and there was a minority 
opinion opposed to it, it was then 
the responsibility of the majority 
view to appease and satisfy the 
minority opinion and thus arrive 
at a consensus. Nothing short of 
a consensual decision was to be 
entered into the constitution. Thus 
every effort was made to protect 
the constitution by the tyranny of 
the majority view. This decision 
not to go only by the majority view 
and keep trying till a consensus was 
reached, naturally implied that there 
would be delays in arriving at a 
decision. It was therefore inevitable 
that the entire exercise took nearly 
three years. A total of 7,635 
amendments to various clauses were 
placed of which 2,473 were actually 
moved. Yet in the end, this procedure 
produced a constitution which was 
owned by the entire Assembly, and 
through the Assembly, the entire 
nation. Above all, what made the 
Indian constitution truly consensual 
was that the national movement, 
during its long life of over three 
decades, had popularised the 
ideas of parliamentary democracy, 
republicanism, civil liberties and 

social and economic justice. As a 
result the Indian people had begun to 
look upon these values as their own 
and not as alien impositions. The 
Indian constitution was therefore 
rightly seen as a document of the 
people as a whole and not of a few 
at the top.

So how has the constitution 
fared as  a  blueprint  for  the 
transformation of Indian society 
and polity? There is no doubt that 
the pace of transformation has been 
slow. But the transformation has to 
be eventually brought out by the 
people. The constitution can only 
play an enabling role. Constitutions 
do not work on their own; they 
have to be worked. It is however 
undeniable that even though the 
much needed transformation has 
not occurred, the constitution has 
created enough space for the socially 
marginalised people to organise their 
struggles for a better life and a share 
in the social benefits.

One success of the Indian 
constitution has been its ability to 
chalk out a middle path between 
conflicting conditions. One such 
middle path is between being fixed 
and unchangeable on the one hand, 
and being very volatile on the 
other. The real challenge has been 
to ensure that the letter of the 
constitution should not become an 
obstacle to genuine social change 
and the constitution should be able 
to modify itself in the light of real 
societal change. At the same time, if 
it were to be too volatile and prone 
to change, it would not really be 
effective.

Finally, the real big challenge 
is to find a middle path between 
being too emancipatory and being 
completely rooted in the social 
structure. The real dilemma is this: 
in order to be transformative, the 

blueprint has to be emancipatory. A 
truly emancipator document would 
not be fully representative. If, on 
the other hand, it is rooted in the 
social structure, it would cease to be 
transformative.

And this perhaps is the biggest 
strength and achievement of the 
Indian constitution. It is sufficiently 
rooted in the Indian conditions and 
the people see the constitution as 
their own. Yet it does not represent 
the conservative side of the Indian 
social condition. It is sufficiently 
emancipatory to be able to carry 
out a transformation of the existing 
conditions with the help of the 
people. The Indian constitution in 
this respect is the finest gift of the 
national movement to its people. It 
is truly a constitution of the Indian 
people, for the Indian people, and by 
the Indian people.

Email: salil@aud.ac.in
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On November 29 and 30, more 
than hundred thousand farmers from 
across India will converge in the 
capital city of New Delhi. They will 
march to parliament, highlighting 
the agrarian crisis which has lasted 
in India for decades, and the role 
of the far-right Bharatiya Janata 
Party (BJP)-led government in 
intensifying this crisis.

Marching along with them in 
solidarity will be organisations of 
students, industrial workers, retired 
soldiers and the oppressed castes. 
The demand of all these sections is 
for a special session of parliament 
to discuss the agrarian crisis as well 
as the 2006 report of the National 
Commission on Farmers. The latter 
had recommended crop acquisition 
by the state at a minimum support 
price (MSP) which is 50% above 
the full cost of production and 
redistribution of ceiling–surplus 
land to the landless, among other 
measures to alleviate the farm 
distress.

One of the key demands of the 
protesters is the adoption of a bill 
by parliament to waive off farmers’ 
debts which have led hundreds of 
thousands of them to commit suicide 
over the last two decades. Other 
demands include ensuring forest 
rights for indigenous communities, 
policies enhancing the country’s 
food security, affordable education 
and health care.

The world’s largest producer 
of wheat, rice, pulses, sugarcane, 
cotton and milk, and the second 
largest producer of fruits and 
vegetables, India is home to 40% 
of the undernourished children on 

the planet. As on 2013, according 
to a World Bank’s estimate, the 
percentage of children suffering 
from malnutrition in India was twice 
that of sub-Saharan Africa.

38% of Indian children under the 
age of five suffer from stunted growth 
or irreversible brain damage due to 
undernourishment, and more than 
half the women of reproductive age 
are affected by anemia. This agrarian 
crisis, marked by immiseration of 
the peasantry and a decline in the 
average nutritional intake of the 
country, has been unfolding for 
decades now.

A decades-old crisis
After India’s entry into the 

WTO in the 1990s, following 
the liberalisation of the country’s 
economy after accepting a loan 
from IMF, the protection afforded 
to Indian peasantry was dismantled. 
This threw open the borders for 
agricultural commodities produced 
in advanced industrial countries. 
While exports of agricultural 
commodities declined, imports, 
which were worth $4.19 billion 
in 2004–05, rose to almost $12.6 
billion by 2014–15. By 2016, it had 
risen further to almost $21 billion. 
This flooding of the domestic market 
with subsidised agricultural goods 
produced with heavy subsidies 
in western countries has caused a 
sharp decline in food grain prices 
domestically.

On the other hand, the cost of 
agricultural inputs has seen a sharp 
increase due to reduction of subsidies 
on fertilisers and other inputs. With 

no price controls in place, multi-
national agri-businesses, which have 
monopolised the production of many 
crucial inputs, have ratcheted up 
the prices further. This has resulted 
in a situation where the price a 
farmer receives for his produce is 
often lower even than the cost of 
production.

This lack of profitability in 
cultivation has forced a large portion 
of peasantry to borrow money to 
meet the expenses of cultivation. 
Between 1991 and 2013, the 
percentage of farming households 
in debt rose from 25.9% to 35%. 
Debt–asset ratio, which is a measure 
of the extent to which indebtedness 
is draining the value of one’s assets, 
almost doubled in this period.

While bank loans for the 
agricultural sector were prioritised 
before liberalisation, starting from 
1991, the credit allocation, in line 
with the neoliberal diktat, was 
increasingly made along the lines 
of profitability rather than for the 
purpose of meeting the most basic 
of national needs.

While 64% of the debt of rural 
households were owed to banks and 
cooperatives in 1992, by 2013, it had 
declined to 56% as the government 
reduced the credit available to the 
cultivators. As more and more 
farmers, desperate for capital, turned 
to informal sources, the share of debt 
owed to moneylenders, who charge 
usurious rates of interest, almost 
doubled.

This debt owed to moneylenders 
is widely recognised to be the most 
important reason driving farmers 
to commit suicide. Between 1995 

Over 100,000 Farmers to March to  
India’s Parliament on Nov. 29–30

Pavan Kulkarni
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and 2015, over 300,000 farmers 
have killed themselves, according 
to data from the National Crime 
Records Bureau (NCRB). Suicides 
committed by women and lower 
caste farmers are largely excluded 
from this figure, because they are not 
often counted as farmers in official 
statistics due to not possessing 
the title for the land they own and 
cultivate.

Promises betrayed
It was in this context that during 

the 2014 election campaign, the 
current prime minister, Narendra 
Modi, who was the BJP’s prime 
ministerial candidate, presented 
himself as the savior of farmers. 
Attacking the previous government 
headed by the Indian National 
Congress party, he promised to 
address  this  agrar ian cr is is . 
Appearing before masses of 
peasants—sometimes in person 
and sometimes as a 3D hologram—
Modi promised that if elected, his 
party would provide farmers with 
remunerative prices of 50% over the 
cost of production, as calculated in 
the 2006 report.

The party’s election manifesto 
“was literally a wishlist of the 
farming community. Except for land 
reforms, almost every other demand 
[of the poor peasants] was featured 
in it. Cheaper credit, cheaper inputs, 
remunerative prices, insurance for 
crop loss, [the promise that] no 
land would be acquired without the 
consent of the farmers, water for 
each farm” were all assured during 
the election campaign, said Vijoo 
Krishnan, the joint secretary of All 
India Farmers Federation (AIKS), at 
a public meeting recently.

Krishnan recalled how they 
met the agriculture minister of the 
newly formed Modi government 
a few days after the election, and 

demanded an MSP of over 50%. 
However, they were told, “These are 
just election promises; they cannot 
be implemented.” The national 
president of the currently ruling BJP 
party has dismissed the promise as 
“election tricks”.

A year after this government 
was formed, when the Consortium 
of Indian Farmers’ Association filed 
a Public Interest Litigation to hold 
the government accountable, the 
government told the Supreme Court 
that it was not possible to provide 
the promised MSP, because doing 
so would distort the market.

Earlier this year, the government 
claimed that it had provided the MSP 
of 50% over the cost of production 
as promised by it. However, by 
using a different formula to calculate 
the production cost from the one 
in the commission’s report, the 
government underestimated the cost 
of production by 40%. The real price 
that the farmers are actually getting 
are even less than this MSP the 
government claims to have provided.

Having promised that no land 
acquisition would be undertaken 
without farmers’ consent, Krishnan 
said, the government, “within 
six months of coming to power.. 
came up with the land acquisition 
ordinance which literally mentioned 
that there is no need for any consent 
of farmers when [their] land is being 
acquired for different projects. . . . 
The entire livelihood of the farmers 
and agricultural workers depends 
on land, and this government was 
telling you need not ask [them] for 
their consent.” Agricultural land of 
an area “at least twice the size of 
Britain is potentially under the threat 
of acquisition,” he warned.

While crop insurance was 
promised, the scheme that was 
offered – under the name of ‘Prime 
Minister’s Insurance Scheme’—

turned out to be, as the renowned 
rural journalist P. Sainath put it, a 
massive scam. As on last year, a 
handful of insurance companies 
which had monopolised the sector, 
were reaping profits of over $100 
million a month amongst themselves, 
while the number of insured actually 
declined. In one district, farmers 
whose soybean crops were destroyed 
were paid between half a dollar and 
seven dollars as ‘compensation.’

Farmers’ suicides, which the 
BJP had promised to put an end to if 
elected, rose by 40% in the first two 
years of its government. In 2015, 
when the issue was becoming more 
and more politically sensitive, the 
NCRB stopped publishing data on 
farmers’ suicide.

As many as 12 States and six 
union territories declared the number 
of farmer suicides that year as “zero”. 
State governments selectively 
leak figures about suicides to the 
media using data from the revenue 
department. Being responsible for 
handing out compensations to the 
families of farmers who commit 
suicide, the revenue department has 
high stakes in understating the real 
number of farmer suicides.

While this has been the plight 
of the approximately 119 million 
cultivators in the country, the 
situation of the approximately 144 
million landless agricultural laborers 
is no less dire. So low are the wages 
they earn that, according to one 
analysis based on data collected 
from 17 villages, “a family of five 
(a male worker, a female worker 
and three dependents) would 
require more than 600 days of 
employment [in a year] at currently 
prevailing wages in order to obtain 
earnings equivalent [to] the [World 
Bank’s] dollar-a-day poverty line,” 
states a fact sheet released by the 
organisers of the upcoming march. 
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This situation has brought together 
the farmers and agricultural laborers 
in a common struggle—two groups 
who have often been at odds with 
each other.

The distress in the agricultural 
sector as a whole, which today 
employs almost 55% of India’s 
workforce,  has been forcing 
cultivators to give up farming. 
Between 2001 and 2011, 9 million 
farmers have quit agriculture.

Mass migration
A majority of them have been 

migrating to small towns and cities 
in search of jobs. In a country which 
is also suffering from an acute 
unemployment crisis, there are 
not enough jobs to accommodate 
them. Not being able to find 
formal employment, most end up 
living in crowded slums in cities, 
working as casual laborers who are 
heavily exploited by a network of 
contractors.

The low wages they end up 
receiving for working for long 
hours in the absence of labor rights 
is further driving down the already 
abysmal average wage rate of two 
dollars a day for casual laborers in 
India.

“Such upheaval  as  being 
currently witnessed in rural India 
cannot leave its cities untouched. As 
distress migration from rural India 
continues unabated, and intensifies, 
the pressure would be as much on 
urban India. The very model of 
our social, economic, and perhaps 
political organisation, is under 
threat,” states a document released 
by the organisers of the march, 
arguing that the agrarian crisis is the 
nation’s crisis. It is, the document 
concludes, “myopic for anyone to 
feel insulated from the rural tragedy 
that is unfolding right now.”

On October 9, cheers erupted in 
a Dutch appeals court as it upheld a 
2015 ruling ordering the government 
to cut the country’s greenhouse gas 
emissions by at least 25 per cent by 
2020.

Hague Appeals Court Presiding 
Judge Marie-Anne Tan-de Sonnaville 
rejected the government’s appeal, 
reaffirming the country’s legal 
obligations to protect citizens 
against dangerous climate change. 
“Considering the great dangers that 
are likely to occur, more ambitious 
measures have to be taken in the 
short term to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions in order to protect the 
life and family life of citizens in the 
Netherlands,” the court said.

The original 2015 ruling was 
as a result of a case brought by 
the environmental campaigning 
organisation Urgenda on behalf 
of 900 Dutch citizens. The court’s 
decision was the first time a judge 
legally required a state to take action 
on climate change.

Speaking in a video posted on 
Twitter after the ruling, Urgenda 
director Marjan Minnesma hailed 
the victory and hoped it would 
inspire others around the world. 
“I am extremely happy with the 
outcome of this ruling,” Minnesma 
said. “They said that all industrial 
countries should reduce emission at 
least by 25 per cent by 2020 and the 
faster the better.

“Based on human rights, they 
said that not acting is not allowed 
any more and we should act as fast 
as possible.

“We won on every practical 
point and I think this is a good thing 
for everybody in the world who 
would also like to start a court case.”

In its appeal, the Netherlands’ 
conservative government argued 
the ruling meant the court was 
formulating government policy.

However the court rejected 
this notion, saying that judges 
must uphold international treaties 
such as the European human rights 
convention to which the Netherlands 
is party.

In a statement following the 
decision, the government said it 
would study the ruling “with an eye 
on possible further appeal,” but at 
the same time pledged to carry out 
the court’s order.

The ruling comes a day after the 
UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change urged governments 
to cut carbon emissions to zero by 
2050 and a summer in which forests 
all across the Northern Hemisphere, 
including in the Arctic circle, were 
up in flames. Many of these are still 
burning.

Court Orders Dutch Government to 
Cut Greenhouse Gases
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The main greenhouse gas 
emissions driving climate change 
have all reached record levels, the 
UN’s meteorology experts have 
reported.

Carbon dioxide, methane and 
nitrous oxide are now far above 
pre-industrial levels, with no sign 
of a reversal of the upward trend, a 
World Meteorological Organization 
report says.

“The las t  t ime the Earth 
e x p e r i e n c e d  a  c o m p a r a b l e 
concentration of CO2 was 3–5m 
years ago, when the temperature 
was 2–3ºC warmer and sea level was 
10–20 metres higher than now,” said 
the WMO secretary general, Petteri 
Taalas.

“The science is clear. Without 
rapid cuts in CO2 and other 
greenhouse gases, climate change 
will have increasingly destructive 
and irreversible impacts on life on 
Earth. The window of opportunity 
for action is almost closed.”

Levels of CO2 rose to a global 
average of 405.5 parts per million 
in the atmosphere in 2017—almost 
50% higher than before the industrial 
revolution.

Levels of methane, a potent 
greenhouse gas responsible for about 
17% of global warming are now 
2.5 times higher than pre-industrial 
times owing to emissions from 
cattle, rice paddies and leaks from 
oil and gas wells.

Nitrous oxide, which also warms 
the planet and destroys the Earth’s 
protective ozone layer, is now over 
20% higher than pre-industrial 

Climate-Heating Greenhouse Gases at Record Levels,  
Says UN 

Damian Carrington

levels. About 40% of N2O comes 
from human activities including 
soil degradation, fertiliser use and 
industry.

The WMO also highlighted the 
discovery of illicit production of 
CFC-11, a banned chemical that also 
both warms the planet and destroys 
ozone. Investigations indicate that 
at least some of the production is 
in China.

In October the world’s scientists 
said global warming of even 1.5ºC 
would have severe consequences 
for humanity. International climate 
agreements had for two decades set 
2ºC as a limit.

“Every fraction of a degree 
of global warming matters, and 
so does every part per million of 
greenhouse gases,” said the WMO 
deputy secretary general, Elena 
Manaenkova. “CO2 remains in the 
atmosphere for hundreds of years 
and in the oceans for even longer. 
There is currently no magic wand 
to remove all the excess CO2 from 
the atmosphere.”

Prof Corinne Le Quéré, of the 
University of East Anglia, said she 
was not surprised by the new record 
levels of greenhouse gases. “But 
I am very concerned that all three 
gases most responsible for climate 
change are rising upwards unabated. 
It seems the urgency and extent 
of the actions needed to address 
climate change have not sunk in. 
Low-carbon technologies like wind, 
solar, and electric transport need 
to become mainstream, with old-
fashioned polluting fossils pushed 
out rapidly.”

Efforts to cut emissions are 
increasing and on Wednesday the 
UN’s climate change body published 
a report on the commitments made 
in 2018. It found 9,000 cities in 
128 countries were taking action, 
along with 240 states and regions in 
40 countries and more than 6,000 
businesses in 120 countries.

Patricia Espinosa, head of the 
UN framework convention on 
climate change, said: “On one hand, 
greenhouse gas emissions have yet 
to peak and countries struggle to 
maintain the concentrated attention 
and effort needed for a successful 
response to climate change. On 
the other hand, climate action is 
occurring, it is increasing and there 
is a will to do more. I highlight this 
because falling into despair and 
hopelessness is a danger equal to 
complacency, none of which we can 
afford.”
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Flying in the face of his own 
Prime Minister ’s statements, 
the Reserve Bank of India’s 
notifications and all manner of 
evidence, Finance Minister Jaitley 
has made the astounding claim that 
the demonetisation of November 8, 
2016 was not about confiscation of 
cash but was the means to achieve 
‘formalisation’ of the economy.

The  RBI  no t i f i ca t ion  o f 
November 8,  2016 said that 
the measure was “necessitated 
to tackle counterfeiting Indian 
banknotes, to effectively nullify 
black money hoarded in cash and 
curb funding of terrorism with fake 
notes.” Incidentally, the government 
notification (#2652) of that date is 
no longer available on the Finance 
Ministry website. PM Narendra 
Modi’s famous speech to the country 
is still available though in which he 
holds forth on how this will unearth 
black money, curb corruption  and 
nip terrorists in the bud.

Yet Jaitley is weaving a new 
fiction without batting an eyelid.

The Finance Minister says 
that demonetisation has led to 
formalisation of the economy. As 
an example, he says that the number 
of taxpayers has increased from 
“3.8 crore in May 2014 to 6.86 
crore in four years of the BJP-led 
government”. This is not a lie but 
a rather foolish attempt to deceive. 
The number of taxpayers has been 
increasing in any case, as shown 
in graph below, drawn from data 
put out by Central Board of Direct 
Taxes. It was increasing at the same 

Fact Check: Spin-Master Jaitley’s Claims  
on Demonetisation

Subodh Varma

rate before the Bharatiya Janata 
Party (BJP) government came to 
power. Demonetisation has done 
nothing to increase the numbers. 
Incidentally, the numbers quoted by 
Jaitley are inflated at the very origin 
because they include everybody who 
files a return. This includes over two 
crore people who had no taxable 
income though they filed the returns. 
This is a phenomenon that happens 
every year.

Now look at another claim often 
made about demonetisation: that it 
pushed the economy towards more 
digital transactions. As shown in the 
graph below, currency in circulation 
was Rs 17.5 lakh crore on October 
28, 2016 according to RBI data, 
barely a week before the disastrous 
demonetisation. It was wiped out in 
the notebandi days and has slowly 
but relentlessly climbed back and 
stood at Rs 19.02 lakh crore on Aug 
31, 2018. Cash remains the dominant 
mode of transactions, although under 
coercion, it had crashed during 
the immediate weeks after Modi’s 

announcement. The only people 
who benefited were digital payment 
companies, who remain thankful 
to Modi for this bonanza, even if it 
lasted for a few months. 

So, what about black money? 
Jaitley has conveniently forgotten 
about the claim repeated ad nauseum 
by Modi and all BJP leaders that 
demonetisation would lead to 
unearthing of thousands of crores 
of black money. That’s because, 

after taking two years to count 
the returned Rs 1,000 and Rs 500 
withdrawn notes, the RBI had to 
admit finally that 99% of these had 
been returned to the bank. Far from 
unearthing black money, several 
thousand crores worth of black 
money got converted to white in 
the process, through diverse means, 
including proxy deposits.

Only a minuscle amount of 
fake currency was unearthed in the 
process. In fact, weeks after the new 
Rs 2,000 notes were issued, militants 
in Jammu & Kashmir were found in 
possession of fake versions.

Table 1: Number of Taxpayers (in million)
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Chart: Notes in Circulation (Rs, billion) Ja i t l ey  i s  unwi l l i ng—or 
perhaps unable—to admit that the 
demonetisation move was one of the 
biggest economic disasters India has 
ever experienced. It made a laughing 
stock of the Modi government across 
the world, heaped untold economic 
ruin and distress on a majority of 
Indians, and has left the country 
fumbling and floundering ever since.

One foolish action, and the 
government has had to continue 
telling lies for two years. Such is the 
nature of this government of which 
Arun Jaitley is a leading spin-master. 

A number of prominent artists 
and performers, former judges 
and bureaucrats, academicians, 
social activists, public intellectuals, 
journalists and other concerned 
citizens from various walks of 
life, have released a statement 
condemning the attacks on south 
Indian musicians for performing 
interfaith music at classical music 
concerts.

The full statement (published in 
The Citizen on September 20, 2018):

In a recent occurrence in South 
India, eminent classical musicians 
have been intimidated, their concert 
engagements cancelled, due to 
pressure from intolerant forces 
that claim to speak on behalf of 
Hindus; thereby seeking to dictate 
the content and nature of cultural 
performances and music. We, the 
undersigned, register our strong 
protest and condemn this continual 
harassment, intimidation and the use 
of other undemocratic methods to 
silence voices. These are expressions 
of creativity, unity, humanity which 
are helping shape the building of a 
modern syncretic tradition in Indian 
classical music.

Statement Condemning Attack on Classical Musical Expression
In the climate of social policing 

and restrictions on writers, thinkers 
and artists, the recent attacks on 
Carnatic musicians of repute, has 
again raised the sceptre of fear. This 
reflects the failure of the rule of law 
and constitutional guarantees. It is 
alarming that neither independent 
institutions such as the courts nor 
the governments whose duty it is 
to protect democratic space and 
freedom of expression, have stepped 
in to take decisive steps to end this 
menace.

It therefore falls upon artists, 
civil society groups and citizens 
to come forward and protect the 
democratic and constitutional right 
to creative expression. We cannot 
allow the intimidation and threat of 
violence by a (small) group which 
arrogates to itself, the role of being 
the keeper of culture, tradition and 
heritage. This has largely gone 
unchallenged by the rest of civil 
society, except by some musicians 
themselves.

Music is an expression of 
the universal truth of harmony 
of existence and connects people 
through its appreciation. It has the 

capacity to be understood and bring 
together people across boundaries. It 
underscores the cross-cutting links 
amongst religions, blending the 
plurality into the oneness of sound 
and its appeal to all human beings 
and has reinforced beliefs in plurality 
and tolerance. While the content 
and the lyrics bring in the varied 
perceptions and understanding of 
people and communities, music 
establishes the universality of a 
multi-cultural society.

Carnatic music is a system of 
classical music which over the 
centuries has absorbed the cultural 
milieu of contemporary times 
and while the compositions were 
composed in the classical style, 
they celebrated differing perceptions 
of divinity. While the majority 
religion and its composers have 
predominantly occupied musical 
space, there have been composers 
whose lyrics have been in praise of 
different religious denominations. 
That is how it should be.

Many musicians have received 
threats by right wing Hindu 
organisations, for bringing people 
and religions together on a musical 
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platform. Some of them have been 
bullied into making apologies and 
cancelling concerts. O. S. Arun 
was invited by T. Samuel Joseph 
a long time student and teacher of 
Carnatic music to render Carnatic 
compositions on Christ. He was 
attacked online and pressure was put 
on him to cancel.

He cancelled citing personal 
reasons. Within days, WhatsApp and 
social media clippings of Nithyasree 
Mahadevan rendering a Christian 
song began circulat ing with 
comments to establish disapproval. 
The SSVT Temple in Washington 
DC which had invited T.M. Krishna 
to sing, cancelled the invitation at 
the behest of self-appointed Hindu 
gatekeepers.

T. M. Krishna in a statement said: 
"Considering the vile comments 
and threats issued by many on 
social media regarding Carnatic 
compositions on Jesus, I announce 
here that I will be releasing one 
Carnatic song every month on Jesus 
or Allah".

We want to express our support 
and appreciation for the very 
positive efforts of these musicians 
and register our protest against 
stigmatising them. We reassert the 
universal truth that music is not 
and cannot be denominational, 
and an exclusive domain of any 
one religion. All music is open 
to participation to people of all 
communities, and musical heritage 
belongs to humanity. We condemn 
the nascent attempts to limit and 
stifle free expression and invite you 
to join in voicing your protest.

Sd/- by hundreds of intellectuals 
from all over the country. 

The right wing trolls have 
continued their offensive, and it 
nearly led to the cancellation of 
T.M. Krishna’s program in Delhi.  
However, the Delhi Government 

stepped in and hosted his program. 
Here is a small article on this 
program, which received an 
overwhelming response from 
Delhiites, with more than a thousand 

people gathering at the  Garden of 
Five Senses to listen to the genius 
from South sing. Below is a small 
piece on his mesmerising program 
in Delhi.

On November 17, when people 
gathered at the Garden of Five 
Senses in Saket, it was not just 
for their love of music, but also in 
solidarity with a particular kind of 
politics. The evening was special and 
the performance important because 
T.M. Krishna was performing 
in Delhi three days after the 
Airports Authority of India (AAI) 
“postponed” an event featuring the 
Carnatic singer, owing to a backlash 
from right-wing trolls who called 
Krishna an “anti-national” “Urban 
Naxal”.

The threats could not budge 
T.M. Krishna who made a public 
announcement asking for a stage, 
anywhere in Delhi on November 
17, for him to come and sing. 
Responding to his appeal, Manish 
Sisodia, Deputy Chief Minister of 
Delhi, stepped in and invited Krishna 
to perform. “No artist should ever be 
denied an opportunity to perform. 
I have invited T.M. Krishna to 
perform on November 17 for the 
people of Delhi. It’s important to 
maintain the dignity of the art and 
artists”, Sisodia said.

Politics and art, thus shared the 
same stage at the Delhi government’s 
event, “Awam ki Awaz”. Krishna 
said before commencing his 
performance, “The spirit of the day 
has transformed over the few days 
and keeping with the spirit, I will try 
and see if we can see multiple voices, 

Rhythm of Resistance:  
When T.M. Krishna Did Sing

Daniya Rahman

languages, traditions, religion in the 
concert. I will not speak much.” And 
while Krishna refused to talk about 
politics, his music spoke for him.

He struck a mesmerising 
chord  aga ins t  the  on-go ing 
cultural barbarism that the country 
is subjected to. Starting with an 
all-denominational prayer that 
Mahatma Gandhi had instituted at 
the Sabarmati Ashram, Krishna’s 
performance included a Malayalam 
rendition in praise of Jesus Christ, 
an adaptation of Nagoor Hanifa’s 
Islamic Tamil song, Kabir, Tukaram, 
Basava, Perumal Murugan and much 
more.

Around the same time when 
AAI decided to postpone Krishna’s 
performance, the organisers of 
another event hosting T.M. Krishna 
also received threat calls. Krishna 
is scheduled to hold a concert and 
music workshop on “Rare Krithis 
of Sri Muthuswamy Dikshithar” on 
22–23 November at Gana Bharathi 
in Mysuru’s Kuvempunagar area. 
The organisers, however, went ahead 
with the event. “There is no need to 
bow down to the pressure by some 
random elements”, Himanshu C.R., 
one of the organisers said.

In the times when expressing 
a dissenting opinion mean threats, 
vandalising venues and cancellation 
of events, Krishna’s performance 
was loud enough to reverberate a 
rhythm of resistance.
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 I recently read the story of 
torture and exploitation of followers 
of Falun Gong in China, ‘The SOS 
in my Halloween decorations’, 
by Jon Kelly. When I visited the 
US for the first time in 1997 I 
came across information in this 
regard by the local Chinese people. 
Initially, I thought that it might be 
American propaganda, but later 
I came across cases of atrocities 
by the Chinese authorities upon 
Tibetans and Uighurs and I had to 
change my opinion. I also recalled 
the parallel in the erstwhile Soviet 
Union. We in our youth read stories 
and novels about the atrocities 
in the Stalinist era but our Indian 
communist friends would merely 
laugh these away as American 
propaganda. A great scholar like 
Mahapandit Rahul Sankrityayan 
who taught at Leningrad University 
and was not allowed to bring his 
Russian wife Lola with him to India 
in 1947 had been brainwashed like 
the other Indian communists. (Rahul 
ji resigned from the CPI over the 
issue of Hindi and not over any 
political ideological differences). 
While doing anthropological field 
work in Jaunsar–Bawar in Dehra 
Dun District in 1955–56,  I read a 
book by a Russian writer, who had 
fled from Russia, that described the 
atrocities committed on dissenters 
by the Stalinist regime. The locale of 
that book was Leningrad. Therefore, 
I wrote a letter to Rahul ji who was 
living in Happy Valley, Mussoorie, at 
that time, requesting him to comment 
on the book as he happened to live in 

Letter to Editor

Atrocities Upon Minorities in China
 

Chandrabhaal Tripathi

that area which was the locale of the 
story of that book. I was dismayed by 
the response of the great scholar who 
wrote to me in Hindi on a post card: 
“It is nothing but propaganda by the 
decadent capitalist system. You will 
find similar propaganda books and 
literature circulated by the American 
agents. Please read them and you 
will realise how well oiled this anti-
Soviet machinery is.” No direct 
reply to the specific facts mentioned 
in the book. I was disappointed as I 
had great personal regard for Rahul 
ji as a Buddhist scholar, supporter 
of Hindi and leader of the peasant 
movement. Some time earlier the 
celebrated book The God that Failed 
had appeared and the episode of the 
escape of Stalin's daughter Svetlana 
from Russia and her being helped 
by Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia in her 
asylum and migration to the US had 
already created waves in intellectual 
circles in the free world. At the CPSU 
Congress in 1956, Khruschev's 
speech fell like a bomb shell. But 
the Indian communists financed 
and controlled by the CPSU were so 
much brainwashed that an old friend 
and classmate of mine did not believe 
that Chernobyl had happened, 
and he called this catastrophe as 
American propaganda. Not that I am 
a supporter of the US. On the other 
hand, I was a victim of McCarthyism 
in 1958 when I was selected as the 
only Fulbright scholar from India 
from the discipline of Anthropology 
but was denied the US visa as I was 
considered to be a communist. I 
decided never to visit the US but 

after 40 years I visited that country 
in 1997. Anyway, coming back to 
our main story, the last nail in the 
coffin of the Soviet Union was 
hammered by Boris Yeltsin and 
Mikhail Gorbachev during 1985–91 
through their policies of 'perestroika' 
and 'glasnost.' 

It is no wonder that in Communist 
China, which has acquired all the 
vices of the decadent capitalist 
culture, democracy and free speech 
are victims.
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