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What is the importance of the 
Indian Constitution? It is true that 
all constitutions are products of 
their own histories and the specific 
circumstances of the societies in 
which they were germinated. If so, 
then isn’t each constitution equally 
unique and specific in its own 
way? Why should then the Indian 
Constitution be privileged with 
compliments such as unique and 
special? 

The journey to the making 
of the Indian Constitution was 
neither smooth nor uniform. It was 
complex, varied, multi-stranded 
and contested. A large number 
of ideas, positions and ideals 
competed with one another to find a 
significant place in the holy–legal–
foundational–axial book containing 
the collective aspirations of the 
people of independent India. The 
Indian Constitution, as it emerged 
from the three-year long proceedings 
of the Constituent Assembly, was 
much more than simply a book of 
legal code or a treatise on Indian 
politics or a governing manual for 
Indian state. It was also a blue-print 
for the transformation of a large 
Indian society—almost one-sixth 
of the world population, with strong 
continuities from distant past—in a 
modern direction. One important 

quality of this blueprint was that 
it was not created by one or two 
exceptional minds, but a fairly large 
number of political leaders chosen 
indirectly by the people.

The Indian Constitution was a 
product of many encounters among 
a large number of ideas and ideals 
that sometimes clashed with, and 
sometimes complemented, each 
other. All of them fed into the 
Constitution in some way or the 
other. It was thus founded on multiple 
ideational sources. For instance there 
was the traditional Indian idea of 
maximum autonomy with least 
control, which was tremendously 
enriched by the modern liberal idea 
of freedom and choice in political 
and entrepreneurial life with limited 
governance. The synergy of the 
two played an important role in 
curbing the tendency towards 
absolutisation of state power at the 
time of constitution making.

Not all the ideas complemented 
each other. Some actually clashed. 
There was a British colonial idea—
developed during the period of the 
British rule—of gradually preparing 
the Indian society for constitutional 
advance so as to prolong the British 
rule. The idea was to use the façade 
of constitutionalism which would 
enable the alien British rule to 
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establish a firm footing on Indian 
soil. According to this idea, an 
illusion of constitutional advance 
was to be maintained in order to 
create legitimacy for British rule in 
India. In the light of this imperative, 
the British implemented a series 
of constitutional measures since 
1858. Each measure introduced 
some change and was an advance 
over the previous measure. Each 
was intended to delay or defer the 
ultimate change from an alien British 
rule to a representative rule of the 
Indian people.

This British idea of introducing 
change in order to prevent larger 
change came into clash with the 
Indian idea—developed since 
the late 19th century—of greater 
Indianisation and democratisation 
of the political structure. The 
Indian leaders critiqued the British 
initiatives and took their critique to 
a new height in the 1920s when they 
prepared an alternative constitution 
for India, popularly known as Nehru 
Report, named after Motilal Nehru, 
one of the main architects of the 
Report. Nehru Report was the 
first serious attempt by Indians to 
prepare a constitution for India and 
it differed from the British initiatives 
in some crucial respects.

The British had attempted 
to modernise Indian politics by 
legitimising and perpetuating 
differences—particularly along 
religious lines—in the Indian society. 
They created democratic openings 
but also created separate political 
domains for Hindus and Muslims. 
In a way they created separate and 
competitive democracies for Hindus 
and Muslims. They did so by dividing 
elected candidates, constituencies 
and even voters along religious lines. 
In the British version of democracy, 
Hindus and Muslims were politically 

completely segregated from each 
other and were constituted into 
separate political domains. The 
Indian leaders offered a more 
imaginative system of weightage, 
safeguards and reservations as 
against complete political separation 
between groups and communities. 
This alternative idea was codified 
in the Nehru report.

There was thus an interesting 
encounter between the British 
idea and the Indian alternative on 
reservation versus separate electorate 
and which of the two was a superior 
idea. However, the British–Indian 
debate was conducted over religious 
communities. It took an interesting 
turn in the 1930s and manifested 
itself on the question of caste. 
This debate was conducted mainly 
between Gandhi and Ambedkar, 
two of the greatest leaders of the 
20th century. The debate was on 
how to distribute political power 
under democracy among groups 
and communities but in such a 
manner so as not to accentuating 
political divisions among them. This 
indeed was an important question. 
Indian traditional plurality was of 
an unequal kind. A small numerical 
minority of upper caste Hindus 
had traditionally dominated over 
a majority of the lower castes and 
excluded them from social benefits 
and entitlements. They were able 
to do it by invoking the sacred 
authority of religious doctrines. This 
social domination by the minority 
over the majority on the basis of 
divine sanctions was possible at 
a time and in a society that had 
not experienced either democracy 
or secularism. It was also hoped 
that under modern conditions—
engendered by democracy and 
secularism—such domination and 
exclusion would be unsustainable. 

But a delay in the introduction of 
these two great ideals created doubts 
in the minds of Indian leaders on 
how to eliminate social hierarchy 
yet maintain unity and diversity. This 
really was the essence of the debate 
between Gandhi and Ambedkar.

Gandhi believed that it could be 
done by opting for a democracy in 
which political representatives would 
be responsible and accountable to all 
irrespective of caste. The burden 
of responsibility would moderate 
and dilute the impulse to dominate 
and exclude. Ambedkar on the 
other hand felt that a system of 
separate representation—only Dalits 
representing the Dalits—would 
create better conditions for justice 
and would eventually lead to social 
and political equality.

These two ideas—of separate 
pol i t ica l  representa t ion  and 
accountability and a system of joint 
accountability—were prima facie 
opposed to each other. But each 
had its merit and both the ideas 
eventually found their way into the 
Constitution, albeit in a modified 
form.

Perhaps the most important 
idea in the constitutional journey 
developed in the 1930s. This was the 
idea of a constitution to be made, not 
by the tiny minority of the best minds 
alone, but by a Constituent Assembly 
chosen by the people. Jawaharlal 
Nehru was the main proponent of the 
idea. He married the constitutional 
idea with the democratic idea and 
argued that nothing short of a 
Constituent Assembly would satisfy 
the nationalist aspirations for a 
constitution. The British eventually 
conceded the demand. It was in 
1946 that a Constituent Assembly, 
elected indirectly though restricted 
franchise, was created which started 
deliberating on what kind of a 
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constitution was best suited for the 
Indian people and society. The 
members debated for over three 
years—from 9 December 1946 till 24 
January 1950—over virtually every 
aspect of the collective political life 
of the people. The 12 volumes of 
the Constituent Assembly Debates 
spread over nearly 5,500 pages are 
an ample testimony of the kind of 
challenges that were confronted by 
the makers of Indian Constitution.

When the slightly over 200 
members of the newly constituted 
Constituent Assembly sat down to 
deliberate, they knew the supreme 
importance of the task they had 
been entrusted with. People drawn 
from different cultures, regions and 
backgrounds had to create consensus 
among themselves and prepare a 
document that would serve as the 
guiding principle for the future. It 
was no easy task. The members had 
to set aside their personal and group 
interests, their rivalries, ideological 
predilections and strive towards 
general agreement through engaged 
reasoning.

A large number of contentious 
issues confronted the members. One 
of them was the conflict between 
the modern impulse for equal 
opportunity and the idea of positive 
discrimination for those who had 
been historically discriminated 
against. This dilemma was obviously 
most conspicuous on the question 
of caste and how to deal with 
it. It was recognised by all that 
caste as an institution had been 
a source of great injustice to the 
lower castes. This injustice had to 
be removed by working towards the 
removal of the institution of caste 
and also by providing safeguards 
to the victims of caste oppression. 
However, the dilemma was that 
the two goals could not be pursued 

simultaneously. Ambedkar himself 
may have experienced this dilemma 
when, on the one hand, he argued 
forcefully for the “Annihilation of 
Caste”, but on the other hand, also 
proposed, during the deliberations 
in the Constituent Assembly, that 
caste be made the criterion for the 
practice of positive discrimination. 
On the face of it, the two appeared 
contradictory: you cannot wish to 
annihilate the caste while at the same 
time make it the basis for a whole 
range of institutional arrangements. 
Caste could be annihilated when 
it was removed not simply from 
the social structure but also from 
the minds and the consciousness 
of the people. But how could it be 
removed if it became the bedrock of 
the official policy in the distribution 
of jobs and other benefits?

This certainly was a huge 
dilemma. It was simply not possible 
to wish it away. However it was 
addressed by making a distinction 
between the short-term priorities 
and the long-term goals. It was 
certainly a priority to promote a 
policy of positive discrimination to 
compensate for historical wrongs 
done to the lower castes. It was then 
hoped that the short-term measures 
would eventually feed into the long-
term goal of the removal of caste 
from our social life. Whether the 
short-term measures will feed into 
the long-term goal, we do not know 
and it is too early to conclude either 
way. For the moment, it does seem 
that caste consciousness, instead of 
diminishing, has shown a revival 
in recent times with a degree of 
stridency. However the resolution 
of this question lies in the womb 
of time.

Yet another issue of debate was on 
the role of the State as the centralised 
decision making institution, and 

the distribution of power between 
the central government and other 
federating units. On this issue the 
members were pulled in both the 
unitary and the federal directions. 
Pressures of national security, 
imperatives of national unity, and 
the recent anxieties created by the 
partition and the making of Pakistan, 
tilted the balance towards greater 
centralisation.  On the other hand, 
the impulse of maintaining diversity 
and the fears of an authoritarian 
Centre justified the need for a federal 
framework with enough distribution 
of power. In the end, a consensus 
developed through a compromise 
which created a strong Centre (to 
maintain security and unity) but also 
balanced it by vesting enough power 
in the federating units (to preserve 
diversity and democracy).

One big question is: how could 
all this be possible? How was it 
that the representatives from a 
traditional, Brahmanical, upper-
caste dominated, male-oriented 
society were able to rise above 
their inherited traditional baggage 
and create a blueprint which 
contained the possibility of a modern 
transformation? Some part of the 
answer has to be found in the very 
nature of the Indian nationalist 
movement which created a huge 
ideational churning during the 
initial decades of the 20th century. 
The national movement was not 
simply a struggle against the alien 
British imperialism. It was also 
a great project which mobilised 
the Indian people and harnessed 
their creative energies towards a 
modern direction. The national 
movement triggered many debates 
around the nature of the future, 
which were eventually taken up in a 
systematic manner by the members 
of the Constituent Assembly. In this 



4 JANATA, December 2, 2018

sense the Constituent Assembly 
represented more of a continuation 
and a culmination of the national 
movement, rather than a separate 
process altogether. It may be 
argued that the Indian people and 
their leaders had begun preparing 
their constitution much before 
the convening of the Constituent 
A s s e m b l y.  T h e  m a m m o t h 
transformational experience of 
the national movement eventually 
culminated in a transformational 
document, the Constitution of India.

There is no doubt that the Indian 
Constitution has withstood the test 
of time and thus lived up to the 
expectations of the makers of the 
Constitution several decades ago. 
However, one should also remember 
the Constitution for some crucial 
omissions and missed opportunities. 
One such missed opportunity was 
the question of gender justice. 
Even though women were granted 
the equality of citizenship by the 
Constitution, this equality in a 
deeply unequal society could only 
serve to perpetuate inequality. It is 
truly unfortunate that the principle 
of positive discrimination, which 
was applied to the question of caste, 
was not extended to the question of 
gender. It turned out to be a naïve 
optimism to believe that merely 
the creation of equal opportunity 
would create conditions for gender 
equality. The great reluctance of 
our current political class to take up 
the issue of women’s reservation in 
the Parliament is ample testimony 
that the Constitution makers placed 
a certain faith in their political 
successors, which turned out to 
be completely misplaced. It is 
undeniable that the Constitution 
makers made a huge mistake in 
leaving this question to be settled 
by the future generation of political 

leaders. The failure to institute a 
proper mechanism to ensure gender 
justice must be ranked as one of 
the great failures on the part of the 
Constitution makers.

The failures and si lences 
notwithstanding, it has to be 
recognised that the period 1946–
50 is truly an axial period of our 
constitutional history. It was 
during this period that around 200 
representatives of the Indian people 
got together to create history. By 
any reckoning they were normal 
unexceptional people—mostly 
middle-aged men, drawn from 
traditional backgrounds, and from 
the privileged upper strata of the 
society. Nonetheless, they knew 
that they had been entrusted with a 
great task. And, to paraphrase Nehru, 
the greatness of the task was so 
overwhelming that it cast its shadow 

on them and, in the process, they 
also became great. They transcended 
their group interests, class location, 
inherited privileges and got involved 
in creating a blueprint for India’s 
modern transformation. They gave 
themselves a project—how to 
transform a large traditional society 
with multiple diversities into a 
modern society, without endangering 
the diversity, but by removing its 
undesirable, hierarchical aspects. 
In other words, they took up the 
challenge of how to retain the 
positive elements of Indian traditions 
and yet create a transformational 
pull in a modern direction. There 
is no doubt that they were largely 
successful in preparing the roadmap. 
It is now for the people of India and 
their representatives to work towards 
translating that roadmap into reality.

Email: salil@aud.ac.in

On November 29, 2018, both the 
Maharashtra legislative assembly 
and council passed a bill granting 
16% reservation to the Maratha 
community. The bill provides for 
reservation of seats for admission 
in educational institutions and posts 
in public services to the Marathas, 
who have been declared as socially 
and educationally backward class 
of citizens. The reservation can be 
availed by those below the “creamy 
layer” in the community, which 
has been defined as those with an 
annual income of Rs 8 lakh and 
more. Existing quotas for the OBCs 
and others will not be touched. This 
therefore takes the total percentage 
of quotas in the state from 52% to 
68%. The tabling of the bill followed 
the submission of the report by 

the Maharashtra State Backward 
Class Commission on social and 
economic conditions of the Maratha 
community. The Commission had 
recommended grant of quota to the 
community. 

The Maratha community, which 
constitutes over 30 per cent of the 
state's population and is one of the 
dominant communities of the state, 
has been demanding reservation in 
government jobs and education for 
a long time. Likewise, over the last 
few years, several other dominant 
castes in other states, like the Patels 
(or Patidars) of Gujarat, the Jats 
of Haryana and the Gujjars of 
Rajasthan, have also raised similar 
demands. They are all demanding 
that they also be given reservations. 

In Maharashtra, bowing to the 

Maratha Agitation for Reservations : Part I
Neeraj Jain
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clout of the Maratha community, 
the  previous  Congress–NCP 
government in 2014 had passed an 
ordinance giving 16% quota to the 
Marathas. Likewise, Haryana has 
also attempted to placate the Jats 
and in 2016, gave them reservation 
which hiked the total quotas in the 
state to 67%; while in Rajasthan, 
the state government has sought to 
grant reservation to Gujjars which 
took the total quotas in the state to 
54%. However, all these moves have 
been struck down by the courts, on 
the ground that the quota violated 
the decision of the Supreme Court 
that had in 1992 capped the total 
reservations in a state at 50%. 

Reservations in the Constitution
Because of competitive populism 

and electoral calculations, no major 
political party in any state has 
opposed the demand of erstwhile 
dominant castes for reservation, 
even though this demand changes 
the entire logic for reservations 
on the basis of which this policy 
measure was specifically included in 
the Constitution by our Constitution 
framers. The Constitution of India, in 
its Article 15 (4) and 16 (4), clearly 
allows the state to make special 
provisions, including reservation 
in any post in the services under 
the state, “for the advancement 
of any socially and educationally 
backward classes of citizens or 
for the Scheduled Castes and the 
Scheduled Tribes”. Elaborating on 
these provisions, the Supreme Court 
of India has ruled (State of Kerala 
v. N.M. Thomas) that they are not 
exceptions to the equality guaranteed 
under Articles 14, 15(1) and 16(1), 
but rather are aimed at achieving 
the equality guaranteed under these 
articles.1 The Mandal Commission 
in the late 1980s too had adopted the 

criterion of “social and educational 
backwardness” as the basis for 
making its recommendations.2 

D r  A m b e d k a r  a n d  o u r 
Constitution framers had, therefore, 
envisioned reservations as a scheme 
to foster social inclusion, social 
equality and social justice. It was 
a programme to cement the notion 
of citizenship. As Dr Ambedkar 
explained in his final speech to the 
Constituent Assembly on November 
25, 1949, political equality, the 
principle of one person one vote, 
does not automatically bring about 
social equality. And the fact is, 
there is complete absence of social 
equality; there is no fraternity (the 
sense of brotherhood amongst all 
Indians) in Indian society. This is 
because of the presence of castes in 
India, which bring about separation 
in social life. Without overcoming 
this, without genuine fraternity, 
equality and liberty will be no 
deeper than coats of paint, the idea of 
citizenship cannot truly be realised, 
and in fact, we will not even become 
a nation in reality.

The policy of reservation was 
thus a scheme to realise this larger 
dream of Indian democracy. It was 
neither thought of as a poverty 
alleviation programme nor as an 
employment generation scheme by 
our Constitution framers.  

Unfortunately, the demand for 
reservations by the Marathas, Patels 
and Jats completely negates this 
perspective on the basis of which 
the policy of reservations has been 
sanctioned in the Constitution. 
It is a sad commentary on the 
democratic consciousness of Indian 
society that even seven decades 
after independence, there is no 
powerful social movement in the 
country demanding an end to the 
humiliating hierarchical setup that 

continues to pervade Indian society. 
Instead of that, massive rallies are 
taking place and bandhs are being 
called to voice the demand for 
reservations on the logic of present 
economic backwardness, and the 
major political parties, for political 
expediency, are trying to come 
up with all kinds of schemes to 
somehow fulfil this demand. 

Limitation of the Reservation 
Demand

One of the demands being 
raised by these dominant castes is 
that they be given reservation in 
higher educational institutions. One 
becomes eligible for reservation in 
these institutions only after passing 
Class XII. This is also the minimum 
eligibility if one wants to take the 
benefit of reservation in government 
jobs. However, in India, only 16% of 
all children enrolling in Class I cross 
the Class XII threshold, the majority 
(84%) drop out before that. 

This implies that even if the 
government somehow finds a way 
to give reservation in government 
jobs and educational institutions to 
these dominant castes, and the courts 
too allow it, only a small percentage 
of the population of these castes is 
going to be eligible for this ‘benefit’. 
[This is true, actually more true, for 
the Scheduled Castes and Tribes and 
Other Backward Classes too. Barely 
10% of the OBC students, 8% of 
the SC students and 6% of the ST 
students (out of those admitted to 
Class I) cross the Class XII barrier. 
This means that the social justice 
provisions of the Indian Constitution 
continue to elude the overwhelming 
majority of these most marginalised 
sections of the Indian society even 
today.]3 

Therefore, if the Maratha / Jat 
/ Patel / Gujjar youth are genuinely 
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concerned about uplifting their 
caste brethren, the demand that 
they should first raise is that the 
government should take steps to 
ensure genuine universalisation of 
school education. This would require 
the government to: i) ban all forms 
of commercialisation of school 
education; ii) ensure genuinely free 
education of equitable quality to 
all children up to Class XII, and 
gradually improve the quality of all 
government schools to at least the 
level of Kendriya Vidyalayas; and, 
for this, iii) increase its educational 
spending (Centre + states combined) 
to at least 6% of GDP as mandated 
by the Kothari Commission, of 
which the Centre should spend 25%. 
This is actually a demand that should 
be raised / supported by all people 
of this country, across all castes, 
which would also increase fraternity 
amongst all Indian people. 

About the Maratha Community in 
Maharashtra

Let us however keep aside 
these arguments about the faulty 
and limited logic behind the 
demand of the Maratha / Jat / Patel 
/ Gujjar youth for reservations, 
focus on Maharastra, and try and 
understand the reasons behind the 
mobilisation of lakhs of Maratha 
youth for reservations in educational 
institutions and government jobs. 

The Marathas are undoubtedly 
o n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  d o m i n a n t 
communities in Maharashtra State. 
They have a stranglehold on state 
politics. From 1962 to 2004, of the 
total of 2,430 MLAs, 1,336 or 55% 
were Maratha. Of Maharashtra's 
18 chief ministers since the state 
was formed in 1960, 10 have been 
Marathas. Economically too, the 
Marathas are one of the most 
dominant castes in the state. This 

has been established by several 
studies and commissions. More than 
75% of the land in the state is owned 
by the community. Nearly 54% of 
the educational institutions in the 
state are controlled by them. Of the 
105 sugar factories, 86 are headed 
by Marathas, while 23 district 
cooperative banks have Marathas as 
chairpersons. Marathas dominate the 
universities in the state, with 60 to 
75% presence in the management. 
About 71% of the cooperative 
institutions are under the control of 
this community. In addition, all the 
milk cooperatives and cotton mills 
are either owned or controlled by 
them.4  

Why is  such a  dominant 
community, which had once opposed 
caste-based reservations during the 
late 1980s at the time of the anti-
Mandal Commission agitation, now 
trying to seek it for itself?

Growing Economic Crisis
The reason for this is that it is 

only a small section of the Marathas 
who are rich and control the sugar 
factories, cooperative banks, milk 
cooperatives and educational 
institutions. The majority of the 
Marathas are small and marginal 
farmers. A survey by the Centre for 
the Study of Developing Societies 
(CSDS) found only 3% rich Marathas 
among the sampled families in 2014. 
On the other hand, around 20% of 
the sampled Maratha respondents 
were landless labourers and 15% had 
less than three acres each. Another 
survey by  two prominent political 
scientists—Rajeshwari Deshpande 
and Suhas Palshikar of Savitribai 
Phule Pune University—found that 
“land ownership patterns suggest 
nearly 65% of Marathas are poor, 
whereas hardly 4% own more than 
20 acres of land and thus may be 

classified as rich farmers.” 5

These small and marginal 
Maratha farmers, who constitute 
the overwhelming proportion of the 
Maratha population of the State, are 
finding themselves facing severe 
livelihood concerns because of 
the neoliberal economic policies 
being implemented in the country 
over the past nearly three decades. 
These policies have pushed Indian 
agriculture into a severe crisis. 
Because of this, the youth in the 
villages, the children of small and 
marginal farmers, are no longer 
interested in staying in the villages 
and doing farming for a livelihood. 
They are migrating to the cities in 
search of jobs. But there are no jobs 
in the cities too! The very same 
neoliberal economic policies that 
have pushed agriculture into crisis 
have also resulted in a drying up 
of jobs. Employment generation 
in the private sector has virtually 
collapsed. There are very few jobs 
available in manufacturing and other 
private sectors—and the few jobs 
available are insecure, contractual 
jobs offering very low salaries. 

Therefore, the youth believe that 
the only way out of this employment 
crisis is to try and get a government 
job, which is the only secure job 
available today with a decent salary. 
Of the government jobs available, 
around 50% are reserved, for the 
Scheduled Castes and Tribes and 
Other Backward Classes. And so, 
the Maratha youth are out on the 
streets, demanding reservation in 
government jobs, in the belief that if 
they are given reservations, many of 
them will be able to get these secure, 
good quality jobs. 

In this article, we first discuss the 
agricultural crisis in the country, and 
then the worsening unemployment 
crisis. Finally, we examine the 
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demand being raised by Maratha 
youth for reservation in government 
jobs. 

The Agricultural Crisis
While the contribution of 

agriculture to the country’s GDP 
has come down by half over the 
period 1983–84 to 2010–11,6  from 
the point of view of livelihoods, this 
continues to be the most important 
sector. Of the total workforce in 
the country, 53% people depend on 
this sector for their livelihoods (in 
2009–10).

For the past  nearly three 
decades, as a part of the neoliberal 
policies, successive governments 
at the Centre have been gradually 
e l iminat ing  subs id ies  g iven 
to agriculture and ‘freeing the 
market’. They have reduced public 
investment in agriculture, cut 
subsidies given on major inputs 
needed for agriculture (such as 
fertiliser, electricity and irrigation 
subsidies), gradually eliminated 
output support to agriculture (in 
the form of public procurement of 
agricultural produce), gradually 
phased out subsidised credit given to 
agriculture (by public sector banks) 
and allowed imports of heavily 
subsidised agricultural produce 
from the developed countries into  
India.7 This multi-pronged onslaught 
on Indian agriculture has pushed 
this sector into deep crisis. In all 
important indicators that measure 
the performance of agriculture, be 
it area or production or yield, of 
foodgrains or non-foodgrains, the 
contrast between pre-globalisation 
and post-globalisation periods is 
quite stark (see Table 1).

The net result of these anti-
small farmer policies is that for 
nearly 70% of Indian farmers 
who have land holdings of less 

than 1 hectare, total income from 
all sources (cultivation, farming 
of animals, non-farm business 
and wages) has fallen to less than 
consumption expenditure.9 This, 
in turn, has led to a huge increase 
in rural indebtedness. According 
to the National Sample Survey 
Organisation (NSSO), in 2012–
13, 52% of the total agricultural 
households in the country were 
in debt. The average debt was Rs 
47,000 per agricultural household, in 
a country where the yearly income 
from cultivation per household was 
only Rs 36,972.10 

Under the Modi Government, 
the implementation of neoliberal 
policies has accelerated. It has led to 
a severe worsening of the agricultural 
crisis. The Modi Government has 
made a complete U-turn on its 2014 
election promise to provide farmers 
Minimum Support Prices (MSP) 
that would ensure them a 50% profit 
over cost of production. There is 
complete silence on the issue of 
strengthening public procurement 

of farm produce. At the same time, 
input subsidies to agriculture, such as 
fertiliser subsidy, have been further  
reduced.11  Despite the worsening 
debt crisis, the Central government 
has refused to waive farm loans 
(finally, farmers’ movements across 
the country forced some states to 
waive these loans). It would have 
cost the government at the most 
Rs 3 lakh crore,12  while benefiting 
crores of farmers across the country. 
As we show later, it is not that the 
government does not have money 
for this; it is a question of priorities.

The total budget allocation 
for the Ministry of Agriculture 
and Farmers' Welfare in Union 
Budget 2018–19 is miniscule—only 
Rs 57,600 crore, a mere 2.36% 
of the total budget outlay, for a 
sector on which more than 50% 
of the population depend for their 
livelihoods (Table 2). 

Three decades of battering by 
hostile policies and the worsening 
debt crisis have pushed the hardy 
Indian peasants into such despair 

Table 1: Average Growth Rates of Area, Production & Yield
Under Foodgrains, Non-Foodgrains & All Crops8 

Table 2: BJP Government Allocation for Agriculture Related 
Sectors, 2014–1813  (Rs crore)
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that they are being driven to commit 
suicides in record numbers. More 
than three lakh farmers have 
committed suicide in the country 
since 1995. It is the largest recorded 
wave of such deaths in history.14 

Because of the worsening 
agricultural crisis, employment 
generation in this sector has virtually 
collapsed. Total employment in 
agriculture during the 16-year period 
1993–94 to 2009–10 has risen by a 
miniscule 2.4 million, or just 1% 
(Table 3).

Table 3: Agricultural Employment, 
Pre- and Post-Reform Years15   
(in million)

 Agricultural 
 Employment

1983 207.23

1993–94 242.46

2009–10 244.85

No Jobs in Cities
As a part of the conditionalities 

imposed on the country by the World 
Bank, successive governments at the 
Centre since 1991 have gradually 
been removing all restrictions on 
the entry of foreign multinational 
corporations (MNCs) into the Indian 
economy. During the four years it 
has been in power, the swadeshi 
Modi Government has announced 
such a huge liberalisation of rules 
governing foreign investment in the 
country that it has proudly declared 
that India has become the most open 
country in the world! Not only that, 
the entire economic policy is now 
being re-oriented to suit the profit 
maximisation of big corporations. 
For instance, the government is 
relaxing all labour laws so that big 
corporations can employ contract 
workers in place of permanent 

workers, hire and fire them at will, 
and pay them rock bottom wages. 
This has worsened the quality of the 
few jobs available in the country.

Big corporations don’t create 
jobs. They employ the latest labour 
saving technologies, and employ the 
minimum possible workers.16 And 
with the government dismantling 
labour laws, even the few jobs 
being created by them are low 
wage, contract jobs. On the other 
hand, because they are so big, these 
companies destroy many more jobs 
than they create, as their entry forces 
many small companies to close 
down or merge with them. 

This is  precisely what is 
happening in India too. While 
three decades of globalisation 
has led to a huge entry of foreign 
corporations into the country, the 
country has rapidly industrialised, 
and the GDP growth rate has 
significantly increased, it has not led 
to the creation of jobs. To illustrate, 
the total employment (workers  
plus  sales  and  supervisory  and 
managerial  staff)  in  all  of  India’s  
registered  factories  (both  small  and 
large  scale  industries  combined) 
increased by only 3.01 million 
during the 16-year period 1993–94 
to 2009–10. This means that only 
1.5% of the total people who entered 
the job market during these 16 years 
(3 million out of 208 million) got any 
kind of factory jobs. In other words, 
despite the massive  entry  of  foreign  
corporations  into  the  country  since  
the beginning  of  globalisation  in  
1991,  very  few  factory  jobs  have  
been created.  The total number of 
people working in factories after two 
decades of globalisation, in 2010, 
was only 11.72 million, or 2.5% of 
the total official workforce in the 
country of 460 million.17 

The net consequence is that ever 

since globalisation began, there has 
been a slowdown in employment 
growth rate in the country. The 
compound annual growth rate 
(CAGR) of employment in the 
country fell from 2.44% during the 
period 1972–73 to 1983 and 2.04% 
during the period 1983 to 1993–94, 
to only 1.3% per annum for the entire 
post-globalisation period of 1993–94 
to 2009–10. Employment growth 
during 1999–2000 to 2009–10 
was 1.49% per annum, lower than 
any previous ten-year period. This 
slowdown has taken place despite a 
sharp acceleration in the country’s 
GDP growth rate (Table 4).

It is estimated that in India, the 
total number of new people who 
enter the job market every year in 
search of jobs is around 13 million.19  
That means that during the decade 
1999–2000 to 2009–10, a total of 
130 million people entered the job 
market. The NSSO data given in 
Table 4 indicate that of these, only 
63.5 million or 48.8% got any kind 
of jobs.

Worse, all these jobs were 
only informal jobs—jobs with low 
wages, probably even below the 
minimum wage, insecure jobs, and 
with little or no other benefits like 
compensation in case of injury, 
paid leave, sick leave, and so on. 
None of the jobs created during the 
decade 2000–10 were formal sector 
jobs—where workers have at least 
some legal rights such as security of 
employment, minimum wages, sick 
leave, compensation for work-related 
injuries and right to organise—
because of the contractualisation of 
jobs taking place in the economy 
due to the deliberate dismantling 
of labour laws in the country by 
the government. According to the 
Planning Commission of India, 
during the decade 1999–2000 to 
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2009–10, the total number of formal 
jobs in the economy actually fell 
from 35 million to 33 million (Table 
5)!

The result is that the total 
number of formal sector workers 
in the country, who have what the 
Economic Survey of the Government 
of India calls ‘good jobs’21 , constitute 
just 7.2% of the total work force.22  
The remaining 92.8% workers are in 
informal jobs—such as fruit sellers 
selling a few dozen bananas on hand 
carts, peanut sellers hawking peanuts 
and other such snacks on bicycles, 
roadside hawkers selling clothes or 
other sundry items, scrap collectors 
collecting old newspapers and scrap 
from homes, graduates running tiny 
telephone recharge shops or driving 
autorickshaws for 12 hours every 
day, sales boys and girls going from 

house to house selling cosmetics / 
sarees / books, unorganised sector 
construction workers working in 
dangerous conditions at construction 
sites, farmers toiling day and night in 
an attempt to extract the maximum 
possible from their tiny holdings. 

The acceleration of neoliberal 
policies under the Modi Government 
has led to a further worsening of 
the employment crisis. According 
to a recent study, there was an 
absolute decline in employment 
during the first two years of the Modi 
Government (2014–16), possibly the 
first time this has happened since 
independence.23  

As if this was not enough, the 
Modi government then announced 
two economic policies that directly 
assaulted the informal sector that 
provides employment to more 

than 90% of the workforce—first, 
demonetisation (announced in 
November 2016), and then the rollout 
of the GST (in July 2017). Both these 
policies had a devastating impact 
on the informal sector, resulting 
in closure of thousands of small 
scale units and loss of lakhs of jobs. 
The Centre for Monitoring Indian 
Economy (CMIE) has estimated 
that post-demonetisation, roughly 
1.5 million jobs were lost during the 
four month period from January to 
April 2017. 24

And so,  the  Demand for 
Reservations

While globalisation has led to a 
sharp increase in wealth of the rich, 
especially the top 1%— and to a 
lesser extent the top 10%—of the 
population,25  for the vast majority of 
the people, these economic reforms 
have destroyed employment and 
livelihood opportunities and pushed 
crores of people into destitution. 
Amongst the worst hit have been the 
farming communities, such as the 
Maratha community in Maharashtra, 
the Patels in Gujarat and Jats in 
Haryana. The youth of these hitherto 
dominant castes, who earlier either 
took to agriculture, or were absorbed 
in industry / services on moving 
to cities, are now facing a huge 
crisis of unemployment. Crafty 
politicians have channelised this 
disenchantment of the youth into 
raising the demand for reservation 
in government jobs.

The gullible youth have come 
to believe that government jobs are 
available in significant numbers, 
and if their castes are included 
in the category of OBCs and 
become eligible for reservations in 
government jobs, then large numbers 
of them would get decent jobs. 

The reality is that there are 
no government jobs too! As it is, 

Table 4: Total Employment, Employment Growth Rate and GDP 
Growth Rate, 1983 to 2009–10 18

Table 5: Formal and Informal Employment in India20   
(in million)
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total public sector employment 
in the country is only around 4% 
of the total employment in the 
country.26  Furthermore, as a part 
of the neoliberal economic reforms 
being implemented in the country, on 
the one hand, the Indian Government 
has been privatising public sector 
enterprises and welfare services 
such as education and health, and on 
the other hand, it has been reducing 
public employment in all areas—the 
vacancies arising out of retirement 
are not being filled (the government 
admitted in the Rajya Sabha a few 
days ago that nearly 24 lakh posts 
are lying vacant with the Central and 
state governments27 ), employment is 
being forcibly reduced by ‘Voluntary 
Retirement Schemes’, and several 
jobs are being contractualised. 
This has led to a drastic fall in 
public sector recruitment. Public 
sector employment in the country 
continuously increased in the 
decades after independence, from 
70.5 lakh in 1961 to 190.6 lakh in 
1991. But with the beginning of 
globalisation, this has got reversed. 
Public sector employment [including 
every form of government—Central, 
state, local government as well as 
quasi-government (public sector 
enterprises, electricity boards, 
road transport corporations, etc.)] 
over the period 1991–2012 has 
fallen in absolute terms, from 190 
lakh to 176 lakh (Table 6). This 
decline has taken place in every 
sphere of economic activity, from 
manufacturing, construction and 

transport to community, social and 
personal services.28 

Had employment generation 
continued at same pace as 1981–91, 
public sector employment would 
have risen to 295 lakh in 2012, 
implying the creation of 1.04 crore 
jobs. Instead, the total number of 
jobs declined, by 14.5 lakh. 

To conclude, even if the Central/
State government finds a way of 
giving the Maratha youth reservation 
in government jobs, it will in 
actuality not result in creation of any 
significant job opportunities for these 
youth. The demand for reservation in 
government jobs is nothing but a 
mirage. The reason why the upper 
caste youth, like the Maratha youth 
in Maharashtra, are facing such a 
huge crisis of joblessness is not 
because there is reservation for 
the Dalits and OBCs, but because 
there are no jobs, and reason why 
there is stagnation in job creation is 
because of the neoliberal economic 
policies being implemented in the 
country. If the youth of Maharashtra 
are serious about finding solutions 
to the employment crisis, they will 
need to think more deeply about the 
real reasons for the unemployment 
crisis, challenge the economic model 
being implemented in the country, 
and raise meaningful demands that 
will genuinely lead to the creation of 
a large number of jobs. 

In the next issue of Janata, we 
will discuss some of the demands 
that need to be raised for meaningful 
job creation in the country.

 Table 6: Total Government Employment
(Centre+State+Local Govt.+Quasi Govt.) (in lakh)
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Book Review

P. Viswambharan: A Real Gandhian Socialist

P.M. Dev

Ninth December 2018 is the 
second death anniversary of P. 
Viswambharan, prominent socialist 
leader, well-known to the readers 
of Janata. He was member of 
both Travancore–Kochi (1954) 
and Kerala Legislative Assemblies 
(1960) and the Parliament (1960). 
He was the state President of the 
Socialist Party (1971), Janata Party 
and Janata Dal (1980–1993), and has 
the distinction of having been the 
first convener of the Left Democratic 
Front (1973) in Kerala. 

P. Viswambharan: Gandhian 
S o c i a l i s t ,  a  b i o g r a p h y  i n 
Malayalam by senior journalist 
Ajith Venniyoor, published by 
Kerala Institute of Languages, not 
only provides a comprehensive 
view of P. Viswambharan’s life 
and achievements, but also paints 
a brilliant picture of the evolution 
of socialist movement in India and 
particularly in Kerala. 

Socialism is a word that has been 
used too often and too loosely to 
mean anything concrete. There have 
been and there still are parties and 
groups which carry that label. There 
have been also many advocates and 
votaries of socialism in our country. 
For many it is a fashionable habit to 
swear by the word socialism. 

The idea of universal equality, 
most solemnly proclaimed by the 
French Revolution towards the end 
of the 18th century, is at the heart 
of the concept of socialism. There 
have been socialisms of sorts and 
socialists of different hues with 
no concern for this fundamental 
human orientation. They are not the 

protagonists of genuine socialism, 
but its detractors and enemies. 
It is often difficult to distinguish 
the genuine from the spurious. 
Socialism, as the yearning of the 
human spirit for universal sharing, 
is a potent and challenging dream. 
Living this dream, realising it in 
the concrete situations of one’s life, 
is one of the basic challenges of 
leading a rational human life.

Mahatma Gandhi was one who 
relentlessly followed the demands 
of this dream. Gandhi did not study 
socialism to become a socialist. 
Socialism was the very inner 
orientation of his being. Genuine 
socialism is based on truth and it can 
be realised only through peaceful 
means, Gandhi believed. Violence 
begets violence and is the negation 
of a socialist attitude. 

F r o m  h i s  e a r l y  d a y s  P. 
Viswambharan was fired by the ideal 
of socialism. He derived inspiration 
from outstanding national leaders 
such as Mahatma Gandhi, Jayapraksh 
Narayan, Acharya Narendra Dev, 
Dr Ram Manohar Lohia, Achyut 
Patwardhan, Yusuf Meher Ali, 
Ashok Mehta and M.R. Masani.

It was a humiliating experience 
of  soc ia l  d i sc r imina t ion  he 
had in childhood that opened 
Viswambharan’s eyes to the injustice 
involved in social segregation and 
inequality. His young sensitive mind 
started reflecting on the irrationality 
and inhumanity of the prevailing 
social system and ethos. His heart 
longed for change and he decided 
to dedicate his life to bring about 

the change he envisioned. Gandhi 
was the brightest star in the socio-
political firmament at that time. 
He wholeheartedly embraced the 
Gandhian socialist vision as his 
guiding philosophy of life.

Many people have taken to the 
socialist path. But few have stayed 
on it till the end. Opportunism had 
the upper hand over most votaries of 
socialism. The merit and greatness 
of P. Viswambharan is that he never 
swerved from the path he had chosen. 
Threats and temptations were galore 
in his political career that spanned 
more than six decades. But he stood 
firm in his resolve and commitment 
to the cause he espoused. He was a 
‘political sanyasi’, who preferred to 
forgo everything for being faithful to 
his ideal than betray it, as did many 
of his contemporaries. Not desiring 
any personal gain, he found joy in 
giving unreservedly to others. There 
were trying times, when he felt 
neglected, belittled, misunderstood, 
wounded, betrayed, but he would 
rather bear with the suffering than 
forsake his ideal.

Was Viswambharan’s life a 
success? Did he attain what he had 
sought? The answer would depend 
on one’s definition of success and 
fulfillment. He succeeded to a 
large extent in strengthening the 
socialist movement, of which he 
was a part. But he failed in making 
it a decisive political force in the 
country, which he wanted it to be. 
Desire for personal gain as against 
passion for social change was what 
motivated most of the leaders. 
Viswambharan’s heart bled seeing 



JANATA, December 2, 2018 13

the party he had built up with much 
toil and sweat split into meaningless 
factions. But he nursed no rancour 
or animosity towards any one. His 
success lies in the fact that he was 
able to hold aloft the flag of political 
transparency and decency even in 
the midst of failures and catastrophe. 
Viswambharan has left a rich legacy 
of high political morality. May 
be his life is more relevant to the 
future than to the immediate present. 
Viswambharan’s life shines as 
a brilliant example of honesty, 
selflessness and commitment in the 
personal as well as political spheres 
of life.

Viswambharan always wanted 
to believe that socialism has future 
in India. It is that faith that sustained 
his life. He believed that sacrifices 
made today would not be in vain 
tomorrow. Optimistic futurism was 
a strong trait of his character.

Ajith Venniyoor ’s book P. 
Viswambharan, Gandhian Socialist, 
published in August 2017, after 
Vishwambharan’s  demise  in 
November 2016, has done a great 
service to the cause of socialism 
in our country by highlighting the 
themes of honesty and dedication 
in public life that characterised 
Viswambharan’s checkered political 
life. Through the narration of 
relevant anecdotes and linking 
them with the political history of 
the country, the author has painted 
an inspiring picture of a man, who 
till the end of his last breath, never 
compromised with the ideal of 
genuine socialism and made sincere 
efforts at promoting Gandhian 
socialism, which alone holds 
promise for our country, plagued 
by the evils of hatred, religious 
bigotry, obscurantism, fanaticism, 
factionalism, corruption and the like. 

To cite from the preface by eminent 

journalist and author T.J.S. George: 
“Blessed was Viswambharan’s life. 
The gentlemanliness that even his 
political rivals admired emphasised 
Viswambharan’s uniqueness. He 
must have enjoyed the sense of 
self-fulfillment in having kept 
his conscience clean against the 
ambitions and temptations that 
characterized the political scenario 
in those days. In the final analysis 
is that not what gives joy to a man? 
Peace of mind. The comfort of self-
control. The knowledge that one 
has not pained any one in life. The 
contentment of having done what 
lay in one’s capacity for the good of 
fellow-human beings. In one word 
self-fulfillment. Viswambharan, 
above all, was a contented person.

“This book, which tells the story 
of that dedication and contentment 
is a timely good reminder. Over 
and above being the narration of 
Viswambharan’s life, these pages 
direct our attention to the importance 
of goodness in our society. In this 
epoch, when cynicism is recognised 
as the distinguishing feature of 
parties and their leaders, why the 
idealists cling to their ideals is a 
topic worth pondering.”

P. Viswambharan will always 
live in our hearts as a beacon of 
perennial humanistic values such as 
socialism, democracy, secularism, 
and nationalism. The biography has 
great relevance in the present socio-
political context in our country.

The United States has been at 
war every day since its founding, 
often covertly and often in several 
parts of the world at once. As ghastly 
as that sentence is, it still does not 
capture the full picture. Indeed, prior 
to its founding, what would become 
the United States was engaged—as it 
would continue to be for more than 
a century following its founding—in 
internal warfare to piece together its 
continental territory. Even during 
the Civil War, both the Union and 
Confederate armies continued to 
war against the nations of the Diné 
and Apache, the Cheyenne and the 
Dakota, inflicting hideous massacres 
upon civilians and forcing their 
relocations. Yet when considering 
the history of US imperialism and 
militarism, few historians trace their 
genesis to this period of internal 

empire-building. They should. The 
origin of the United States in settler 
colonialism—as an empire born from 
the violent acquisition of indigenous 
lands and the ruthless devaluation of 
indigenous lives—lends the country 
unique characteristics that matter 
when considering questions of how 
to unhitch its future from its violent 
DNA.

The United States  is  not 
exceptional in the amount of violence 
or bloodshed when compared to 
colonial conquests in Africa, Asia, 
the Caribbean and South America. 
Elimination of the native is implicit 
in settler colonialism and colonial 
projects in which large swaths of 
land and workforces are sought for 
commercial exploitation. Extreme 
violence against noncombatants 
was a defining characteristic of all 

US: History of Violent Theft of  
Land and Capital 

Roxanne Dunbar-Ortiz
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European colonialism, often with 
genocidal results.

The privatisation of land is at 
the core of the US experiment, and 
its military powerhouse was born to 
expropriate resources. Apt, then, that 
we once again have a real estate man 
for president.

Rather, what distinguishes 
the United States is the triumphal 
mythology attached to that violence 
and its political uses, even to this 
day. The post–9/11 external and 
internal US war against Muslims-as-
“barbarians” finds its prefiguration 
in the “savage wars” of the American 
colonies and the early US state 
against Native Americans. And 
when there were, in effect, no Native 
Americans left to fight, the practice 
of “savage wars” remained. In the 
twentieth century, well before the 
War on Terror, the United States 
carried out large-scale warfare in 
the Philippines, Europe, Korea and 
Vietnam; prolonged invasions and 
occupations in Cuba, Nicaragua, 
Haiti and the Dominican Republic; 
and counterinsurgencies in Columbia 
and Southern Africa. In all instances, 
the United States has perceived itself 
to be pitted in war against savage 
forces.

Appropriating the land from its 
stewards was racialised war from the 
first British settlement in Jamestown, 
pitt ing “civilisation” against 
“savagery.” Through this pursuit, 
the US military gained its unique 
character as a force with mastery in 
“irregular” warfare. In spite of this, 
most military historians pay little 
attention to the so-called Indian Wars 
from 1607 to 1890, as well as the 
1846–48 invasion and occupation of 
Mexico. Yet it was during the nearly 
two centuries of British colonisation 
of North America that generations of 
settlers gained experience as “Indian 

fighters” outside any organised 
military institution. While large, 
highly regimented “regular” armies 
fought over geopolitical goals in 
Europe, Anglo settlers in North 
America waged deadly irregular 
warfare against the continent’s 
indigenous nations to seize their 
land, resources and roads, driving 
them westward and eventually 
forcibly relocating them west of 
the Mississippi. Even following the 
founding of the professional US 
Army in the 1810s, irregular warfare 
was the method of the US conquest 
of the Ohio Valley, Great Lakes, 
Southeast and Mississippi Valley 
regions, then west of the Mississippi 
to the Pacific, including taking half 
of Mexico. Since that time, irregular 
methods have been used in tandem 
with operations of regular armed 
forces and are, perhaps, what most 
marks US armed forces as different 
from other armies of global powers.

By the presidency of Andrew 
Jackson (1829–37), whose lust 
for displacing and killing Native 
Americans was unparalleled, the 
character of the US armed forces 
had come, in the national imaginary, 
to be deeply entangled with the 
mystique of indigenous nations—as 
though, in adopting the practices of 
irregular warfare, US soldiers had 
become the very thing they were 
fighting. This persona involved a 
certain identification with the Native 
enemy, marking the settler as Native 
American rather than European. 
This was part of the sleight of hand 
by which US Americans came to 
genuinely believe that they had a 
rightful claim to the continent: they 
had fought for it and “become” its 
indigenous inhabitants.

Irregular military techniques that 
were perfected while expropriating 
Native American lands were then 

applied to fighting the Mexican 
Republic.  At the t ime of i ts 
independence from Spain in 1821, 
the territory of Mexico included 
what is now the states of California, 
New Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, 
Nevada, Utah and Texas. Upon 
independence, Mexico continued the 
practice of allowing non-Mexicans 
to acquire large swaths of land for 
development under land grants, with 
the assumption that this would also 
mean the welcome eradication of 
indigenous peoples. By 1836 nearly 
40,000 Americans, nearly all slavers 
(and not counting the enslaved), 
had moved to Mexican Texas. Their 
ranger militias were a part of the 
settlement, and in 1835 became 
formally institutionalised as the 
Texas Rangers. Their principal state-
sponsored task was the eradication 
of the Comanche nation and all other 
Native peoples in Texas. Mounted 
and armed with the new killing 
machine, the five-shot Colt Paterson 
revolver, they did so with dedicated 
precision.

Having perfected their art 
in counterinsurgency operations 
against Comanches and other Native 
communities, the Texas Rangers 
went on to play a significant role 
in the US invasion of Mexico. 
As seasoned counterinsurgents, 
they guided US Army forces deep 
into Mexico, engaging in the 
Battle of Monterrey. Rangers also 
accompanied General Winfield 
Scott’s army and the Marines by sea, 
landing in Vera Cruz and mounting a 
siege of Mexico’s main commercial 
port city. They then marched on, 
leaving a path of civilian corpses 
and destruction, to occupy Mexico 
City, where the citizens called them 
Texas Devils. In defeat and under 
military occupation, Mexico ceded 
the northern half of its territory to 
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the United States, and Texas became 
a state in 1845. Soon after, in 1860, 
Texas seceded, contributing its 
Rangers to the Confederate cause. 
After the Civil War, the Texas 
Rangers picked up where they had 
left off, pursuing counterinsurgency 
against both remaining Native 
communities and resistant Mexicans.

The Marines also trace half of 
their mythological origins to the 
invasion of Mexico that nearly 
completed the continental United 
States. The opening lyric of the 
official hymn of the Marine Corps, 
composed and adopted in 1847, is 
“From the Halls of Montezuma to 
the shores of Tripoli.” Tripoli refers 
to the First Barbary War of 1801–5, 
when the Marines were dispatched 
to North Africa by President Thomas 
Jefferson to invade the Berber 
Nation, shelling the city of Tripoli, 
taking captives, and blockading key 
Barbary ports for nearly four years. 
The “Hall of Montezuma,” though, 
refers to the invasion of Mexico: 
while the US Army occupied what 
is now California, Arizona and New 
Mexico, the Marines invaded by 
sea and marched to Mexico City, 
murdering and torturing civilian 
resisters along the way.

So what does it matter, for 
those of us who strive for peace 
and justice, that the US military 
had its start in killing indigenous 
populations, or that US imperialism 
has its roots in the expropriation of 
indigenous lands?

It matters because it tells us 
that the privatisation of lands and 
other forms of human capital are at 
the core of the US experiment. The 
militaristic–capitalist powerhouse 
of the United States derives from 
real estate (which includes African 
bodies, as well as appropriated 
land). It is apt that we once again 

have a real estate man for president, 
much like the first president, George 
Washington, whose fortune came 
mainly from his success speculating 
on unceded Indian lands. The US 
governmental structure is designed 
to serve private property interests, 
the primary actors in establishing 
the United States being slavers and 
land speculators. That is, the United 
States was founded as a capitalist 
empire. This was exceptional in the 
world and has remained exceptional, 
though not in a way that benefits 
humanity. The military was designed 
to expropriate resources, guarding 
them against loss, and will continue 
to do so if left to its own devices 
under the control of rapacious 
capitalists.

When extreme white nationalists 

make themselves visible—as they 
have for the past decade, and now 
more than ever with a vocal white 
nationalist president—they are 
dismissed as marginal, rather than 
being understood as the spiritual 
descendants of the settlers. White 
supremacists are not wrong when 
they claim that they understand 
something about the American 
Dream that the rest of us do not, 
though it is nothing to brag about. 
Indeed, the origins of the United 
States are consistent with white 
nationalist ideology. And this is 
where those of us who wish for 
peace and justice must start: with 
full awareness that we are trying to 
fundamentally change the nature of 
the country, which will always be 
extremely difficult work.

Four decades ago, in 1977 the 
United Nations General Assembly 
(UNGA) named November 29 as 
the International Day of Solidarity 
with the Palestinian People. Since 
then, every year on this day the UN, 
different countries, rights groups and 
activists express their solidarity with 
Palestine.

Maria Fernanda Espinosa Garces, 
the President of the 73rd Session of 
the UNGA wrote on Twitter, "Let us 
demonstrate our commitment to the 
Palestinian people by strengthening 
multilateralism and making the 
@UN work for all people—for 
human rights, peace and security and 
sustainable development.”

Thir ty years  prior  to the 
declaration of November 29 as the 
international day for solidarity with 
Palestinians, in 1947, the UN adopted 
resolution 181 (II), which called for 
the establishment of an independent 
Israeli and Palestinian state as well 

as a Special International Regime 
for Jerusalem.

The UN Secretary-General 
Antonio Guterres reaffirmed the 
1947 resolution on November 28, 
2018, saying that the leadership 
of Israel and Palestine should take 
“bold steps and restore faith in the 
promise of Resolution 181, of two 
states living side-by-side in peace 
and security, fulfilling the legitimate 
national aspirations of both peoples, 
with borders based on the 1967 lines 
and Jerusalem as the capital of both 
states - East Jerusalem being the 
capital of the Palestinian state."

India and South Africa also 
showed their  solidarity with 
Palestinian people.

While this symbolic message of 
solidarity with Palestinian people 
is seen every year, the reality and 
brutality of Israel’s occupation 
remain unchanged.

Diplomatic delcarations and 

Major BDS Victories in 2018
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resolutions may not affect Israel's 
ongoing occupation, human rights 
violations, and outright colonisation 
of Palestinian land, as they represent 
no tangible cost for Israel.

However,  far  away f rom 
diplomatic centers, the Palestinian-
led Boycott, Divestment, and 
Sanct ions  (BDS)  movement 
has scored major victories that 
threaten Israel's normalization of 
the occupation of Palestine through 
economic pressure and increasing 
cultural and academic isolation.

The non-violent BDS movement, 
founded in 2005 by 170 Palestinian 
unions, political parties, refugee 
networks, and among others, women 
organizations has gained such 
renown that it was nominated for 
the Nobel Peace Prize. 

Inspired in South Africa’s anti-
apartheid movement, BDS calls 
for non-violent pressure on Israel 
through boycotting organisations 
linked to Israel, withdrawing 
investment from Israeli companies, 
and sanctioning the county until 
Israel: 1) recognises the right of 
Palestinian refugees to return; 2) 
ends the military occupation of 
Palestine; and 3) ends the apartheid 
regime by recognising equal rights 
for Palestinians.

Here are five of the BDS 
Movement's main victories this year: 

1. Meteor Festival Dropped by 15 
Artists 

After calls by BDS activists, 
15 artists boycotted Israel’s Meteor 
Festival in September. Among the 
most important artists to cancel their 
performance in Tel Aviv was Lana 
Del Rey from the United States and 
Of Montreal from Canada. 

Del Rey was reluctant at first, 
arguing that her performance was 
not political. 

Yousef Munayyer, responded: 
"When a civil society movement 
of oppressed people asks you not 
to play in the state that oppresses 
them and uses cultural performance 
to whitewash their image, rejecting 
their request *IS* a political 
statement and it is not one history 
will judge kindly."

After enough pressure she and 14 
more artists refused to "whitewash" 
the Israel occupation. 

2. Filmakers Boycott Tel Aviv 
LGBT International Film Festival

In June, the BDS movement 
celebrated that 14 film directors 
from Brazil, France, Ireland, Spain, 
Pakistan, and more cancelled their 
participation in the Tel Aviv LGBT 
International Film Festival citing 
BDS.

"In total, fourteen filmmakers 
and other artists canceled their 
participation or declared their 
support for boycotting the festival 
because it is sponsored by the Israeli 
government, and is therefore clearly 
subject to the Palestinian call for 
cultural boycott until Israel ceases its 
systematic violations of Palestinian 
human rights. Filmmakers also 
expressed their opposition to the 
festival’s “pinkwashing,” or cynical 
use of LGBTQI rights to cover up 
and normalise Israel’s regime of 
oppression against Palestinians,"  
BDS stated. 

3. Argentina Cancels Friendly 
Match with Israel

U n d e r  t h e  h a s h t a g 
#NothingFriendly BDS activists 
and footballers in Gaza who had 
sustained injuries due to Israeli 
use of live ammunition against 
Palestinian protesters taking part in 
the Great March of Return, urged the 
Argentine team to cancel a friendly 

match with Israel. 
After announcing the decision 

to cancel the match, Israel tried 
to spin the story as the result of 
frightened football players and 
violent Palestinians. However, 
days after the announcement the 
president of the Argentine Football 
Association Claudio Tapia said, 
“I hope everyone understands this 
decision I made as a contribution to 
world peace” and player Gonzalo 
Higuain said in an interview with 
ESPN, “I think at the end we were 
able to do the right thing.”

I n  J u l y  A d i d a s  s t o p p e d 
sponsoring the Israel Football 
Association (IFA). The decision 
came after over 130 Palestinian 
football clubs urged the company 
to end its sponsorship to IFA, which 
includes clubs based in settlements, 
"stolen land."

4. Ireland's Ban of Goods Produced 
in Illegal Israeli Settlements

BDS secured another victory 
when in July, Ireland became the 
first country to approve a ban on all 
trade with illegal Israeli settlements 
in the occupied West Bank.

The Irish senate approved the 
Occupied Territories Bill. The Irish 
government opposed the legislation, 
but 25 independent and opposition 
lawmakers secured its approval.

5. Academics Turn Their Backs to 
Apartheid

This May, students of the 
Department of Philosophy and 
Humanities of Chile’s largest public 
university, Universidad de Chile, 
voted to endorse BDS. 

As the Israeli army was shooting 
and killing Palestinian protesters 
in Gaza, and the United States 
inaugurated its new embassy in the 
occupied city of Jerusalem, students 
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United States socialist politician 
Bernie Sanders and former Greek 
finance minister Yanis Varoufakis 
have announced the formation 
of an international progressive 
movement to combat the rise of 
an “authoritarian axis” and “The 
Movement,” a far-right nationalist 
front with an international reach. 
Below is a statement by Yanis 
Varoufakis on the reasons for the 
initiative.

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. 
Whether it will also be remembered 
for a successful humanist challenge 
to this menace depends on the 
willingness of progressives in the 
United States, the European Union, 
the United Kingdom as well as 
countries like Mexico, India and 
South Africa, to forge a coherent 
Progressive International.

Our task is not unprecedented. 
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 who, 
following a severe capitalist crisis, 

had been treated for too long like 
livestock that had lost its market 
value. Instead of treating them like 
“deplorables”, fascists looked at 
them in the eye and promised to 
restore their pride, offered their 
friendship, gave them a sense that 
they belonged to a larger ideal, 
allowed them to think of themselves 
as something more than sovereign 
consumers.

That injection of self-esteem was 
accompanied by warnings against 
the lurking “alien” who threatened 
their revived hope. The politics of 
“us versus them” took over, bleached 
of social class characteristics and 
defined solely in terms of identities. 
The fear of losing status turned into 
tolerance of human rights abuses first 
against the suspect “others” and then 
against any and all dissent. Soon, 
as the establishment’s control over 
politics waned under the weight of 
the economic crisis it had caused, the 
progressives ended up marginalised 
or in prison. By then it was all over.

I s  t h i s  no t  how Dona ld 
Trump first conquered the White 
House and is now winning the 
discursive war against a Democratic 
party establishment? Is this not 
reminiscent of the Conservative 

Brexiteers’ sudden appreciation 
of a National Health Service they 
had starved of funds for decades, 
or the energetic embracing of 
democracy that Thatcherism had 
subordinated to the logic of market 
forces? Are these not the ways 
of the hard right governments in 
Austria, Hungary and Poland, of 
Greece’s Golden Dawn Nazis and, 
most poignantly, of Matteo Salvini, 
the strongman steering the new 
Italian government? Everywhere 
we look today we see manifestations 
of the resurgence of an ambitious 
Nationalist International, the likes 
of which we have not seen since the 
1930s. As for the establishment, they 
are behaving as if with a penchant to 
repeat the Weimar Republic’s every 
mistake.

But enough of the diagnosis. The 
pertinent question now is: what must 
we do? A tactical alliance with the 
globalist establishment is out of the 
question. Tony Blair, Hilary Clinton, 
the social democratic establishment 
in continental Europe are too 
compromised by their monetary 
links to a degenerating financialised 
capitalism and its accompanying 
ideology. For decades they relied 
on free market populism: the false 

Our New International Movement Will Fight  
Rising Fascism and Globalists 

Yanis Varoufakis

in Chile voted to sever ties with 
the University of Tel Aviv and the 
Hebrew University of Jerusalem.

In the US, in September, a 
professor and a teaching assistant 
from the University of Michigan 
denied writing recommendation 
letters to two students whose 
destination of study was Israel. They 
cited BDS. 

BDS supporters have faced 
growing criticism by Israeli officials 
and Zionist organizations that insist 
in accusing them of being anti-
semitic. Pink Floyd’s former member 
Roger Waters and BDS promoter has 
responded to this accusation arguing 
that defending the human rights of 
Palestinans cannot be called anti-

semitic.
B D S ’  m o s t  s y m b o l i c 

endorsement this year was by 
prominent Israeli theatre actor and 
director, Itay Tiran, who came out 
in defense of the BDS movement 
in September, calling it “a perfectly 
legitimate form of resistance.”

Courtesy: Telesur
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promise that everyone can become 
better off as long as we submit to 
commodification. They’d like us to 
believe in a never-ending escalator 
that will take us to the heights of 
consumer satisfaction, but it doesn’t 
exist.

Our generation’s 1929, which 
occurred in 2008, shattered this 
illusion. The establishment continued 
as if it were possible to mend things 
via a combination of austerity for the 
many, socialism for the very few and 
authoritarianism all around. All the 
while, the Nationalist International 
has been riding to victory, fuelled 
by growing discontent. To counter 
this power, progressives must 
specify very precisely the causes 
and nature of the people’s unrest 
and unhappiness: namely, the global 
oligarchy’s intense class war against 
the burgeoning precariat, against 
what is left of the western proletariat 
and, generally, against weaker 
citizens.

Next, we need to demonstrate 
that the only way the many can regain 
control of our lives, our communities, 
our cities and our countries is by 
coordinating our struggles along the 
axis of an Internationalist New Deal. 
While globalised financial capital 
can no longer be allowed to tear 
our societies into shreds, we must 
explain that no country is an island. 
Just like climate change demands 
of us both local and international 
action, so too does the fight against 
poverty, private debt and rogue 
bankers. To illustrate that tariffs are 
not the best way of protecting our 
workers, since they mostly enrich 
local oligarchies, we must campaign 
for trade agreements that commit 
governments of poorer countries to 
legislating minimum living wages 
for their workers and guaranteed 
jobs locally. That way communities 

can be revived in richer and poorer 
countries at once.

Even more ambitiously, our 
Progressive International must 
propose an International Monetary 
Clearing Union, of the type John 
Maynard Keynes suggested during 
the Bretton Woods conference 
in 1944, including well-designed 
restrictions on capital movements. 
By rebalancing wages,  trade 
and finance at a global scale, 
both involuntary migration and 
involuntary unemployment will 
recede, thus ending the moral panic 
over the human right to move freely 
about the world.

And who is going to piece 
together this desperately needed 
Progressive International? Happily, 
there is no shortage of potential 
in i t ia tors :  Bernie  Sanders’s 
“political revolution” in the US, 
Jeremy Corbyn’s Labour party, our 
Democracy in Europe Movement 
(DiEM25), Mexico’s president-
elect, the progressive elements of 
the African National Congress, the 
various movements fighting against 
bigotry and austerity in India.

Let us begin today. More will 
follow us the moment when hatred 
and anger yield to rational hope.

Yanis Varoufakis is the former 
Greek finance minister and co-
founder of DiEM25 whose New Deal 
for Europe will be put to European 
voters in the May 2019 European 
Parliament elections

Bernie Sanders’ comments on 
Yanis Varoufakis’ piece:

Yanis Varoufakis is exactly right. 
At a time of massive global wealth 
and income inequality, oligarchy, 
r i s ing  au thor i t a r ian i sm and 
militarism, we need a Progressive 
International movement to counter 
these threats. It is not acceptable 
that the top 1% of the world’s 

population owns more wealth than 
the bottom 99%, that multinational 
corporations and the wealthy stash 
over $21 trillion in offshore bank 
accounts to avoid paying their fair 
share of taxes, and that the fossil 
fuel industry continues to destroy the 
planet because countries are unable 
to cooperate effectively to combat 
climate change.

While the very rich get much 
richer, people all over the globe are 
working longer hours for stagnating 
wages, and fear for their children’s 
future. Authoritarians exploit 
these economic anxieties, creating 
scapegoats which pit one group 
against another.

The solution, as Varoufakis 
points out, is an international 
progressive agenda that brings 
working people together around a 
vision of shared prosperity, security 
and dignity for all people. The fate 
of the world is at stake. Let us go 
forward together now!
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