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March 8—International Women's 
Day—is a day of international 
solidarity, and a day for reviewing 
the strength and organisation of 
working women.

But this is not a special day for 
women alone. March 8 is a historic 
and memorable day for the working 
people of the whole world. In 1917, 
on this day (February 23 according 
to the Russian calendar—Russia 
used a different calendar then) the 
great February revolution broke out 
in Russia. It began with the working 
women of Petersburg deciding to 
raise the banner of opposition to the 
tsar and his associates. The women 
were angry with deteriorating living 
conditions, especially extreme rises 
in food costs. They took to the streets 
to protest—which turned into a 
multi-day food riot. Working class 
men too joined them. On February 
25, the Czar ordered his soldiers to 
crush the uprising, by shooting the 
women protestors if necessary. But 
the repression backfired, and ignited 
even more powerful protests. A few 
days later the Czar was forced to 
abdicate and thus began the Russian 
Revolution. No wonder women’s 
militant activist is so feared in 
our society. It has—literally—
brought down a Czar and sparked a 
revolution!

International Women’s Day

But if this is a day to remember 
for all working people, why do we 
call it "Women's Day"? To answer 
this question, we have to go into the 
history of how Women's Day came 
about.

History of International Women's 
Day (IWD)

IWD was born at the turn of 
the 20th century, in a time of great 
social turbulence and huge struggles 
by people for a better life. Working 
women were participating in these 
struggles in huge numbers and 
raising issues related to women’s 
equality. One of their key demands 
was the right to vote. In the years 
before the First World War, women 
had yet to win the right to vote 
in several capitalist countries. 
Yet, at the same time, the harsh 
reality of capitalism demanded 
the participation of women in the 
country's economy. Every year 
there was an increase in the number 
of women who had to work in the 
factories and workshops farms, or 
as servants and cleaners. Women 
worked alongside men and the 
wealth of the country was created 
by their hands. But women remained 
without the vote.

The seeds of IWD were planted 
in 1908, when 30,000 striking 
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garment workers, mainly migrant 
women, marched through New York 
City demanding shorter working 
hours, better pay and the right to 
vote. The strike lasted three months 
and the workers won most of their 
demands.

A year later, in 1909, the 
Socialist Party of America held 
the first National Woman’s Day 
in New York City, on February 
28, a Sunday, so that working 
women could participate. Thousands 
showed up to various events uniting 
the suffragist and socialist causes.

In August 1910, women from 
17 countries met at the Second 
International Conference of Socialist 
Working Women in Copenhagen.  
Leading German socialist–feminists 
Luise Zietz and Clara Zetkin 
suggested holding an International 
Woman’s Day the following year to 
mark the garment workers’ victory 
in America and provide a focus for 
the growing international campaign 
for women’s right to vote. The 
conference of more than 100 women 
representing unions, socialist parties, 
working women's clubs, and the first 
three women elected to the Finnish 
parliament, gave the suggestion 
unanimous approval. The Women’s 
Day resolution read:

S o c i a l i s t  w o m e n  o f  a l l 
nationalities have to organise a 
special Women’s Day (Frauentag), 
which must, above all, promote the 
propaganda of female suffrage. 
This demand must be discussed in 
connection with the whole woman’s 
question, according to the socialist 
conception.

For the delegates, supporting 
the “socialist conception” meant 
promoting not just female suffrage, 
but labour legislation for working 

women, social assistance for mothers 
and children, equal treatment 
of single mothers,  provision 
of nurseries and kindergartens, 
distribution of free meals and free 
educational facilities in schools, and 
international solidarity.

The first International Women's 
Day

The decision taken at the Second 
International Congress of Socialist 
Women was not left on paper. It was 
decided to hold the first International 
Women's Day on March 19, 1911.

This date was not chosen at 
random. The date was chosen to 
commemorate the 1848 Revolution 
in Berlin. On March 19, 1848, the 
Prussian king had recognised for the 
first time the strength of the  working 
people. Among the many promises 
he made, which he later failed to 
keep, was the introduction of votes 
for women.

The first IWD celebrations were 
organised in Germany, Austria and 
Denmark on March 19, 1911. The 
biggest celebrations took place in 
Germany. For two months before 
March 19, women activists made 
known the plans for a demonstration 
both by word of mouth and in 
the press. In Germany, two and 
a half million copies of a flyer 
urging participation in Women’s Day 
were printed and distributed. The 
success of the first IWD exceeded all 
expectations. Trumpeting the battle 
cry “Forward to female suffrage,” 
more than a million women—
mostly, but not exclusively, women 
organised in the German Social 
Democratic Party and the unions—
took to the streets in Germany 
demanding social and political 
equality. They organised “popular 

public political assemblies”—forty-
two in Berlin alone—where they 
discussed the issues affecting their 
lives. While the women attended the 
meetings, their men stayed at home 
with their children for a change. 

In 1913, International Women's 
Day was transferred to the 8th of 
March. Since then, this day has 
remained a day to remember the 
militant struggles of working women 
all over the globe. It is a day to 
honour the struggle of women who 
fought to form unions, organise the 
working people, protest racism and 
fascism, defend the Earth from utter 
destruction, struggle to build a more 
humane society that is oriented not 
towards the profit maximisation 
for a few but whose basic logic 
is the well-being of the common 
people. It is a day to remember the 
women who revolutionised society 
by challenging the institution of 
marriage, defying the men in their 
lives (husbands, bosses, fathers), 
fighting for abortion rights, standing 
up to sexist violence, and daring 
to define their own sexuality and 
control their own lives.

International Women’s Day in 
India

In India, International Women’s 
Day is a day to honour the women 
who fought to break their patriarchal 
chains, and stand up for their rights 
as human beings. It is because of 
their struggles that there has been a 
sea change in the situation of women 
in the country. A hundred and fifty 
years ago, education for girls was 
prohibited, they were married off 
very young by their parents; women 
did not have the right to step out of 
their houses and take a job. Today, 
girls nearly equal boys in total 
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enrolment in colleges. Numerous 
women are confidently pursuing 
various different career paths in 
society. Militant struggles of women 
have led to enactment of several 
new laws to protect women from 
molestation and discrimination: 
a special law has been enacted 
prohibiting dowry, and a stringent 
law has been enacted to prosecute 
the husband's family in case of 
dowry deaths; the laws to protect 
women from molestation and rape 
have been made more stringent; a 
path-breaking law has been enacted 
that recognises domestic violence, 
including both physical and mental 
violence, as a crime; a special law 
has been enacted to protect women 
from sexual  harassment at their 
workplace; and so on. 

International Women’s Day is 
a day of militant struggle against 
sexism in all forms, against racism– 
casteism–communalism, against the 
socio-economic system that profits 
directly from our oppression and 
exploitation, and against the threat 
of fascism and corporatism looming 
over Indian society.

The perfect way to celebrate 
IWD and honour the women who 
struggled before us, the women who 
struggle with us, and our daughters 
who will struggle after us, would be: 
Let us commit ourselves to fight for 
a society that would truly be oriented 
towards fulfilling the basic needs of 
all human beings—healthy food, 
invigorating education, best possible 
health care, decent shelter, security 
in old age,

 clean pollution-free environment 
— and would unleash the full 
development of all human potential. 

Happy IWD
-Editors

I
T h e  m o d e r n  i n d u s t r i a l 

civilisation has witnessed two World 
Wars. The researchers of war have 
yet not been able to estimate the 
magnitude of casualties/deaths—
both military and civilian—which 
occurred in these two World Wars. 
The estimated figure of people killed 
in both World Wars is between 10 to 
15 crores. World Wars I and II were 
preceded and succeeded by many 
major battles. Wars of independence 
were invariably fought by all the 
colonised countries. Even the Cold 
War that began after the end of 
the World War II and lasted until 
the dissolution of the USSR, has 
been described by the scholars as 
a special kind of world war. Cold 
War was also characterised by 
a large number of deaths. There 
have been many direct and proxy 
wars during and after the Cold War 
involving sometimes two countries 
and sometimes five-six countries. In 
many wars of the nature of internal 
conflicts such as those that followed 
the dissolution of Yugoslavia, civil 
war was accompanied by racial 
massacre. In the last few decades, 
Islamic terrorists have redefined 
the concept of war which now 
includes the features of traditional 
war, counter-war and civil war. In 
response a new concept of 'War 
Against Terror' (WAT), has emerged 
which is global in nature.

India also played a role in these 
ongoing wars. Being a British 
colony, India participated in the 
two World Wars, even though the 
participation was limited in nature. 
In 1942, India fought a direct war 

Patriotism of Cowardice and Enslaved Mind
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against the colonial power. In 1942, 
according to Dr. Lohia, 50 thousand 
patriots were killed by the British. In 
the middle of World War II, under 
the leadership of Subhash Chandra 
Bose and in collaboration with the 
Axis countries, the Azad Hind Fauj 
(INA) fought the freedom struggle 
of India in its own way. After 
independence, in 1948, 1962, 1965, 
1971 and 1999 India fought wars 
with its two neighbours—Pakistan 
and China.

So long as imperialists continue 
their loot, wars will also keep on 
occurring. The looters will continue 
to wage wars against the countries 
that are looted. Simultaneously, 
the imperialist forces will keep 
forcing these countries to wage 
wars against each other and  will 
also fight amongst themselves for 
the dominance of various resources. 
Further, the brokers serving the 
interests of the imperialist powers 
in the countries looted by the 
imperialists will keep waging war 
against the working classes of their 
own countries. Therefore, wars are 
inevitable so long as this exploitative 
capitalist system exists. 

Forgetting the danger posed by 
war, a section of the Indian civil 
society on the one hand dreams 
of India becoming a superpower, 
and on the other hand, works itself 
into a frenzy over patriotism and 
exhortations about war. In this 
context, the situation has now 
become catastrophic—it attacks in 
groups, sometimes even alone, 'the 
hidden traitors in the house'. It has 
become common practice that such 
elements of civil society openly 
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abuse even women in the name of 
patriotism.

Clearly, the civil society of India 
does not know its country. Nor does 
it feel any sincere attachment to it. 
It cannot even think of making any 
sacrifice for the country. In spite of 
this, it is afflicted with patriotism 
and war hysteria, and poses as if 
it is the sole master of the whole 
country. While these groups term 
themselves as civil society of India, 
their members would be termed as 
illegitimate citizens of India if they 
are tested on the touchstone of the 
Indian Freedom Struggle and the 
Indian Constitution. In the words 
of Kishan Patnayak, an enslaved 
mentality has irreparably dented 
their minds. Over the past few 
decades, this pathology shows no 
sign of abatement, rather it has been 
growing in intensity with the passage 
of time. 

II
With the making of 'new India' 

with the New Economic Policies, 
patriotism has possessed the civil 
society like a ghost. Simultaneously, 
its already narrow sense of citizenship 
has became narrower, and the virtues 
of humanity have eroded. The fact is 
known to everyone that the resources 
and labour of the country have been 
robbed by corporate capitalism 
during the last three decades. Under 
the rule of Narendra Modi, this 
process has become transformed into 
naked plunder. The private sector is 
being promoted at the expense of 
the public sector against the spirit 
of the Constitution. All democratic 
institutions are being destroyed. 
Democracy is changing into a 
mobocracy. India is stuck badly in 
the clutches of neo-imperialism. 
These deeds of the poli t ical 
leadership, which have resulted in 

the loss of freedom, the Constitution, 
the resources, the labour and the 
constitutional institutions could not 
have been done without the collusion 
of the civil society. But the civil 
society is not ready to accept the 
blame of becoming a traitor and 
slave of the imperialist forces. For 
obvious reasons, as the same civil 
society has unjustly enriched itself—
socially as well as economically—
over the last three decades. As the 
treacherous conduct and slavery of 
the civil society of India increases, its 
pompous display of patriotism will 
also take new forms. The corporate 
capitalism will readily and fully 
sponsor such performances, so that 
the vast population devastated by this 
robbery continues to be intoxicated 
by the drug of patriotism. The civil 
society will continue to tell this 
deprived and excluded population 
that the cause of their problems is not 
the loot of corporate capitalism, but 
the Muslims. However, the impact 
of this jingoistic atmosphere is such 
that even Muslims do not want to be 
behind anyone in the race of showing 
patriotism!

The ideals  of  pa t r io t i sm 
projected by the civil society keep 
changing from time to time. But in 
all this, there is one constant—the 
faith of civil society in capitalism. 
For the past few years, its ideal is 
Narendra Modi and the Rashtriya 
Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS). 
Take the RSS first. Ever since its 
establishment, the RSS has always 
claimed to be patriotic. It is said that 
God’s bounty is boundless. Today's 
God is corporate capitalism. With its 
grace, RSS is distributing certificates 
of patriotism today! It claims that 
its army of his volunteers is willing 
to defend our borders even before 
the Indian army! That the bunkers 
made from cow dung will repel 

China's invasion of Doklam! Nation-
protecting yagnas will safeguard the 
nation! Soldiers should be made to 
read Gita–Ramayana to enhance 
their bravery! Through some of his 
leaders, it even says that soldiers 
are meant to die in the security of 
the country. And also that by the 
atmosphere created by the deaths 
of soldiers, how many seats will be 
won by BJP in the upcoming Lok 
Sabha elections! Its workers are 
caught while spying for the Pakistani 
intelligence agency ISI, but that does 
not affect the patriotism of the RSS! 
Because in its eyes they are 'holy 
sinners'!

N a r e n d r a  M o d i ,  w h o s e 
government allowed 100 percent 
Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) 
in the defense sector soon after he 
became the Prime Minister, explains 
that the traders take more risk than 
soldiers for the country! He also 
says that business runs in his veins! 
'Patriotic' businessmen are seen 
running with him in the country 
and abroad! Probably in one such 
run, Narendra Modi one day went to 
meet Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif 
without any official program! In the 
Rafale aircraft deal, the name of the 
public sector company Hindustan 
Aeronautical Limited (HAL) was 
removed and replaced by the newly 
formed company of industrialist Anil 
Ambani! He openly and proudly 
declares his friendship with his 
industrial friends; the interests of 
businessmen are paramount for him, 
provided they are big businessmen! 

Such a Narendra Modi is the 
ideal of patriotism of the civil 
society of India; it worships him 
unquestioningly. So, Narendra Modi 
too considers himself to be above the 
questions and is confident that his 
worshippers are capable of taking 
care of all the tasks. Even after the 
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terrorist attack on security forces in 
Pulwama on February 14, he was 
busy in shooting for a film being 
made on him, inaugurating events 
and giving speeches to the election 
rallies, leaving his worshippers to 
handle everything. 

A little discussion about the 
Pulwama attack must be made here. 
The first task after the terrorist attack 
should have been to launch a serious 
investigation into it, which would 
have resulted in the discovery of 
some clues about it. But nothing 
like this happened in India; even 
the number of soldiers who were 
martyred in the attack is not clear 
to the people – some reports claim 
42 died, others 44 or 40. If the 
Pulwama attack happened due 
to same lapses on behalf of the 
government, as admitted by the 
Governor himself immediately after 
the attack, then it should have been 
honestly investigated, accountability 
fixed, and culprits punished as per 
the law. But sadly, the cacophany 
war cries drowned February 14. The 
death of these para-military soldiers 
has no value, because they were not 
members of the civil society fattened 
by the loot of corporate capitalism. 
Yes, it was possible to use them for 
doing politics; and that has been done. 

In a democracy, the military 
establishment works under the 
political leadership. But at the same 
time it is also necessary that political 
leadership does not work under the 
pressure of imperialist powers at 
least in the matter of security of 
the country. The Indian Air Force 
(IAF) entered into Pakistan in 
pre-dawn hours on February 26 
and dropped bombs at the training 
camp of the Jaish-e-Mohammed 
(JEM) situated in Balakot. Before 
the attack occurred, the President 
of America had given a statement 

that India would do something big 
to avenge the Pulwama attack. In 
retaliation to the IAF action, the 
Pakistan Air Force (PAF) entered 
Indian territory and attacked a 
military base. IAF aircraft scrambled 
to intercept them, but in the ensuing 
dogfight, an Indian MiG-21 fighter 
aircraft got shot down. The pilot 
Abhinandan Varthaman ejected, and 
landed in Pakistan’s territory. The 
US President again said that a good 
news will come from Pakistan. Soon 
after, the Indian pilot was released 
by Pakistan.

 During the tenures of all the 
Prime Ministers of India after Indira 
Gandhi, the fate of India has rested 
with America. On October 1, 2001, 
JEM attacked the State assembly 
building in Srinagar, in which 27 
people were killed and 60 were 
injured. The then Prime Minister 
Atal Bihari Vajpayee wrote a letter 
to the then US President George 
Bush pleading with him to persuade 
Pakistan to stop training terrorists on 
its soil. By then, 9/11 had happened 
and Vajpayee had been first after 
Britain's Prime Minister Tony 
Blair to join America’s ‘new war’ 
against terrorism. But despite that, 
America stood with Pakistan then, 
and supports it even today. That 
America can dictate to Pakistan is 
understandable, but how can it give 
directions to India?

The civil society has been 
continuously clamouring for war 
ever since the Pulwama attack 
of February 14. There has been 
no war, neither was it ever going 
to take place. Meanwhile, more 
than 50 Indian soldiers have been 
martyred in a fortnight. We still do 
not know with certainty if we killed 
more terrorists than this number 
in the air strike across the border 
by the IAF. The bombs dropped in 

Balakot by the IAF were purchased 
from Israel. The war-mongers, in 
their enthusiasm for war, have not 
cared to ask why is it that we have 
suddenly started buying arms from 
Israel, instead of from Russia as 
earlier? Will India's security forever 
be predicated on weapons purchased 
from abroad? Will the security of 
India be left in the hands of private 
companies established by crony 
capitalists guided by the lust of profit 
at the expense of the Public Sector? 
Will America, the 'Mecca' of civil 
society, which has been worshiping 
it for the last 40 years, stop giving 
arms and other financial assistance 
to Pakistan? And, will India become 
a superpower on the strength of the 
purchased weapons?

III
Considering RSS and Modi as 

their ideal for patriotism is not limited 
to the RSS/BJP camp followers 
only. There are a great number of 
ordinary people who, though they 
are not associated with the RSS, are 
also influenced by its ‘nationalist’ 
propaganda. And then, there are the 
highly educated professionals and 
government officers who, despite 
all their capabilities, are essentially 
political illiterates. All these people 
provide a great deal of strength to the 
RSS/BJP brand of patriotism. 

The secular progressive camp of 
the civil society is against the RSS/
BJP brand of patriotism. But it has 
been relegated to the margins. They 
are not able to do anything other 
than repeating some of the known 
cliches and facts against the RSS/
BJP or make fun about the ‘devotees’ 
of Modi on social media. There are 
several reasons for its weakness. 
The most important reason is that 
by being a covert supporter of 
corporate capitalism, it automatically 
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stands with the RSS/BJP. Apart 
from this, its strategy of waging 
a sustained 'war' against the RSS 
also strengthens the RSS/BJP. Its 
opportunistic behavior with non-BJP 
political parties and leaders hinders 
the efforts of the progressive stream 
to create a decisive alternative to 
corporate capitalism and thus brings 
lasting benefits to the RSS/BJP. Most 
of the intellectuals and activists of 
this camp who fight for social justice 
and equality increase the political 
power of the RSS/BJP by abusing 
Hinduism and its Gods/Goddesses. 
There are also individuals and groups 
in the secular–progressive camp who 
are always full of anger against 

the Indian State. In their anger, 
they forget to make a distinction 
between the governments formed 
in the Indian State and the State 
itself. Their anger often leads them 
to opposition of the Indian State 
itself. This only goes to the benefit 
of the RSS/BJP. In recent times, an 
'ideologically neutral' group has 
also emerged that has actually been 
born from the womb of corporate 
capitalism directly. However, its 
brand of patriotism is identical to 
that of the RSS/BJP.

In the last three decades, the 
secular progressive camp has not 
been able to create a patriotic 
narrative different from the RSS/

BJP. Till there exiss an authentic 
alternative, the fake, hollow and 
hypocritical brand of patriotism of 
the RSS/BJP is bound to prevail, 
and that is what is happening. Till 
this situation exists, the country 
cannot be freed from the real 
crisis before it—the neoimperialist 
stranglehold over freedom. This is 
the big 'achievement' of the RSS/
BJP that, by making an alliance 
with corporate capitalism, it has 
provided credibility to cowardice 
and enslavement. 

[The author teaches Hindi at 
Delhi University and is president of 
the Socialist Party (India).]

The National Rural Employment 
Guarantee Act that brought the 
MGNREGS into being was a unique 
piece of legislation in the history 
of independent India. It stipulated 
that employment was to be made 
available on demand, within a 
fortnight of being asked for, failing 
which an unemployment allowance 
had to be paid. True, its scope was 
confined only to rural areas, and it 
promised employment only upto 100 
days per household per year; but it 
made employment a right. The fact 
that it was passed unanimously by 
parliament, after much deliberation, 
meant that parliament was in effect 
creating an economic right and 
thereby filling an important lacuna 
of the Indian Constitution, which, 
as is well-known, guarantees to 
every citizen only a set of social 
and political rights but no economic 
rights.

The MGNREGS therefore broke 
completely new ground. There had 

The Subversion of MGNREGS

Prabhat Patnaik

been anti-poverty programmes 
earlier, including the well-known 
food-for-work programme. But 
they contained no guarantees. There 
were budgetary provisions for them 
which could change from one year 
to the next; and, correspondingly, 
their scale, limited by the budgetary 
provision, could also wax and wane. 
But the MGNREGS was totally 
different; it offered a guarantee, 
and in the process not only created 
an economic right but also gave a 
deeper meaning to the concept of 
citizenship. Every citizen, including 
the most abject mendicant in the 
country, paid taxes to the State via 
the indirect levies on what he bought, 
but the State earlier did practically 
nothing for the citizen in return. To 
say that it provided “security” to 
the citizen meant little, since the 
“security” it did provide meant little 
to the poor. The MGNREGS, by 
contrast, promised to usher in a new 
era where the State would provide a 

degree of economic security to its 
citizens, which meant something to 
the poor.

This promise alas has been 
grossly belied, which is hardly 
surprising, given the acute class-
prejudices, overlaid by the equally 
acute caste-prejudices, of our ruling 
classes. (Around 40 percent of the 
households employed under the 
MGNREGS every year are estimated 
to belong to the SC/ST category). The 
subversion of MGNREGS began 
under UPA II when Finance Minister 
Chidambaram effected a cut in real 
terms in the budgetary provision for 
the scheme. He defended it on the 
grounds that since the scheme was 
demand-driven, more funds would 
be made available if necessary, and 
that not much should be read into 
what was actually provided under 
the budget. What this meant however 
was that when demand exceeded 
what was provided, wage arrears 
got built up.
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Now if the allocation for the 
scheme does not increase while 
demand persistently exceeds 
allocation, then wage arrears 
accumulate over time. This is exactly 
what has been happening; wage 
arrears have kept increasing, which 
means both that more and more 
workers under the scheme have 
remained unpaid during any year and 
also that the average time required 
for obtaining wages has kept on 
increasing.

At a certain point, this very 
fact began to affect the demand for 
work under the scheme, as workers 
discouraged by the non-payment 
of wages in time began to drop out 
of it. At the same time a tendency 
developed to keep down demand 
through the non-registration of 
applicants, and not to provide even 
the registered applicants with work 
within the stipulated period of 
time, while not giving them the 
unemployment payment that was 
required under the law. What was 
meant to be an economic right 
was thus whittled down to just yet 
another anti-poverty programme at 
best, where the benefits guaranteed 
to the jobless poor became a matter 
of the largesse of the State.

To be sure, even as an anti-
poverty programme the MGNREGS 
remains quite substantial in scope. 
Since its inception it has employed, 
at one time or another, nearly one 
out of every three rural households 
in the country; and in 2017–18 alone, 
it employed close to eight crore 
people, with the average number 
of days worked per household 
amounting to 46 in that year. It 
is clearly the largest employment 
generation programme in the world.

But with the allocation for the 
programme becoming progressively 
more meagre, its scale even as an 
employment generation programme, 

as distinct from an employment 
guarantee programme, is bound 
to shrink, and indeed has been 
shrinking. It has been mentioned 
above that if allocation remained 
constant, and below what was 
required every year, then wage 
arrears would mount over time. In 
such a case the net allocation, net 
of wage arrears, would actually 
shrink. What has been happening is 
not even a constancy of allocation, 
but a reduction in real terms, so 
that real net allocation, net of wage 
arrears, has shrunk quite sharply. 
The inflation-adjusted allocation in 
2017–18 for instance was even lower 
than in 2010–11. Not surprisingly, 
delayed wage payments accounted 
for 56 percent of the total wage 
payments under MGNREGS in 
2016–17 compared to 39 percent in 
2012–13.

T h e  r e d u c t i o n  i n  g r o s s 
allocation, i.e. even without counting 
wage arrears, is particularly sharp 
when we look at it in relation to 
the GDP. The World Bank itself 
had estimated that 1.7 percent of 
GDP had to be earmarked for this 
programme if it had to run properly. 
By contrast the allocation (not the 
actual expenditure) in 2017–18 was 
a mere 0.28 percent of GDP, which 
was even lower than that for 2010–
11 (0.58 percent, which marked 
a particularly good year), and for 
2011–12 (0.34 percent). Looking at 
actual expenditures, net of liabilities 
of previous years, we find that the 
share of such net expenditure was 
0.36 percent of GDP in 2012–13 but 
came down to less than 0.30 percent 
in 2016–17. Hence no matter how 
we look at the matter, the availability 
of funds for the MGNREGS relative 
to GDP has been coming down over 
the years.

The government of course 
denies delays in wage-payments. In 

fact it has been claiming that more 
than 90 percent of the wages under 
the MGNREGS are paid within 15 
days; but this is a palpable untruth. 
A detailed study by a team of 
researchers conducted on a sample 
of 3,500 gram panchayats, whose 
findings were released at a press 
conference on January 4, 2019 by 
a group of NGOs in New Delhi, 
shows that the average delay in wage 
payments under the MGNREGS 
amounts to 50 days. This fact, in 
addition to all the other hurdles that 
MGNREGS workers face such as 
being unable to access wages even 
after they have worked because of 
the official insistence on the Aadhar 
link, has been a major factor in 
dampening demand for work under 
the programme.

Even  t he  w o rk  ac tua l l y 
demanded is not provided; and 
no unemployment allowance is 
paid in any such case as required 
by law. In fact it is clear that the 
MGNREGS has stopped being 
a demand-driven programme 
altogether; its scale depends rather 
on the amount of resources made 
available for it. A resource crunch 
for a demand-driven programme 
is a contradiction in terms: such a 
programme should have the first 
claim on the government’s budget, 
since it expresses an economic right 
of the people, and rights cannot 
be turned on and off depending 
upon the availability of funds. The 
government is obliged to curtail 
other expenditures which are not 
reflective of any right of the people 
in order to fund a programme that 
is. What we find however is just 
the opposite, namely that other 
expenditures claim priority and the 
funds left over for this programme 
are simply insufficient to meet the 
demand for work.

The study mentioned above 
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finds that even taking the demand 
for work that is officially registered 
(a good deal of demand is not even 
registered on one pretext or another), 
the actual work provided amounts to 
only 68 percent of the demand. In 
other words half as much officially-
registered demand for work remains 
unsatisfied as is actually satisfied; 
and this ratio has been rising.

We thus not only have an 
abrogation of an economic right 
of the people, which is tantamount 
to an assault on the parliament that 
had legislated such a right, but a 
reduction over time in the scale of 
the programme even when viewed 
as a simple employment-generating 
programme.

This is bizarre: the rapid increase 
in unemployment in the country has 
attracted much attention of late, and 
the MGNREGS could be an effective 
weapon against such unemployment, 
because of its high multiplier 
effects, much higher indeed than 
the multiplier effects of other kinds 
of government expenditure. If the 
government was serious about 
tackling unemployment it should 
be spending much more on the 
MGNREGS, instead of letting this 
programme run to the ground. This 
however is the current trend.

[Editor’s addition: For 2019–20, 
the central government cut the 
MGNREGA budget allocation even 
in absolute terms, to Rs 60,000 crore, 
as compared to the 2018–19 budget 
allocation (revised estimate) of Rs 
61,084 crore. Clearly, the BJP is 
deliberately running this programme 
to the ground.]

(Prabhat Patnaik taught at the 
Centre for Economic Studies and 
Planning in Jawaharlal Nehru 
University from 1974 until his 
retirement in 2010.)

‘Citizens For Democracy’, set 
up by Loknayak Jaiprakash Narayan 
in 1974, views with grave concern 
the  recent growing tension between 
India and Pakistan and the rise of 
jingoistic slogans in the country. 
It is further disturbing to note that 
the major part of media—print, 
television, radio, digital, social 
media, instead of  presenting saner 
voices, have involved themselves in 
presenting irresponsible views and 
discussions which help in promoting 
a mood of war mongering in the 
country. The public on both sides 
are sick and tired of being enemies. 
They want to live in peace so that 
their children and grand children 
can grow up in an environment of 
security and confidence. Going to 
‘war’ means that governments have 
to divert funds meant for education, 
health and nutrition towards military 
expenditure. Such a scenario 
thwarts progress in all fields—
social, economic and cultural. In 
the midst of widespread poverty and 
unemployment existing in the both 
countries, the foremost responsibility 
of both the governments is to 
work for promotion of economic 

‘NO to War’: Appeal to Maintain Peace
Resolution Passed in the ‘Save Democracy, Save the Nation’ 

Conference of ‘Cititzens For Democracy’ on March 3, 2019 in New Delhi. 

prosperity of their people and 
resolve their differences by peaceful 
negotiations. The lessons of history 
are that ‘WAR’ is not the ultimate 
solution. All problems or disputes 
between nations can be resolved in 
negotiations in peace. We remind 
the governments and the people the 
oft repeated statement made by the 
veteran journalist late Shri Kuldip 
Nayar (who was President of the 
Citizens For Democracy for many 
years till his demise last year) that: 
“When Great Britain and France 
could be friends after fighting wars 
for more than hundred years, why 
not India and Pakistan?”

We therefore appeal to the 
rulers of both the countries not to 
precipitate any step which may 
lead to ‘war’ which can result in 
no fruitful consequence but only 
in destruction and suffering for the 
people on both sides.

S.R. Hiremath, President
N.D.Pancholi, General Secretary
Anil Sinha, Secretary
Man ima la ,  Ram Sha ran , 

Ramendra, Arun Majhi, Prabhat: 
Executive council members. 

In a survey of experts done in 2018, India ranks as the world’s most 
dangerous country for women. It had ranked 4th in the same survey done 
7 years ago. The Global Gender Gap Index 2017 by the World Economic 
Forum placed India at 108 position out of 144 countries benchmarked on 
the basis of gender parity in the fields of economic participation, education, 
health and political empowerment. India ranked 131 out of 153 countries in 
the global Women, Peace, and Security Index 2017–18, that is based upon 
11 indicators incorporating inclusion, justice, and security. Despite women 
accounting for 49% of India’s population, only 12% of the seats in the 
national legislature are held by them. The female labour force participation 
rate in India fell from 37% in 2006 to 27% in 2017, as per World Bank 
report, ranking India at 163 out of 181 countries.
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Like a gilded coating that makes 
the dullest things glitter, today’s thin 
veneer of political populism covers 
a grotesque underbelly of growing 
inequality that’s hiding in plain 
sight. And this phenomenon of ever 
more concentrated wealth and power 
has both Newtonian and Darwinian 
components to it.

In terms of Newton’s first law 
of motion: those in power will 
remain in power unless acted upon 
by an external force. Those who are 
wealthy will only gain in wealth as 
long as nothing deflects them from 
their present course. As for Darwin, 
in the world of financial evolution, 
those with wealth or power will do 
what’s in their best interest to protect 
that wealth, even if it’s in no one 
else’s interest at all.

In George Orwell’s iconic 1945 
novel, Animal Farm, the pigs who 
gain control in a rebellion against a 
human farmer eventually impose a 
dictatorship on the other animals on 
the basis of a single commandment: 
“All animals are equal, but some 
animals are more equal than others.” 
In terms of the American republic, 
the modern equivalent would be: 
“All citizens are equal, but the 
wealthy are so much more equal 
than anyone else (and plan to remain 
that way).”

Certainly, inequality is the 
economic great wall between those 
with power and those without it.

As the animals of Orwell’s 
farm grew ever less equal, so in 
the present moment in a country 
that still claims equal opportunity 
for its citizens, one in which three 
Americans now have as much wealth 

Survival of the Richest:  All Are Equal, Except Those Who Aren’t

Nomi Prins

as the bottom half of society (160 
million people), you could certainly 
say that we live in an increasingly 
Orwellian society. Or perhaps an 
increasingly Twainian one.

After all, Mark Twain and 
Charles Dudley Warner wrote a 
classic 1873 novel that put an 
unforgettable label on their moment 
and could do the same for ours. The 
Gilded Age: A Tale of Today depicted 
the greed and political corruption 
of post-Civil War America. Its title 
caught the spirit of what proved to 
be a long moment when the uber-
rich came to dominate Washington 
and the rest of America. It was 
a period saturated with robber 
barons, professional grifters, 
and incomprehensibly wealthy 
banking magnates. (Anything sound 
familiar?) The main difference 
between that last century’s gilded 
moment and this one was that those 
robber barons built tangible things 
like railroads. Today’s equivalent 
crew of the mega-wealthy build 
remarkably intangible things like 
tech and electronic platforms, while 
a grifter of a president opts for the 
only new infrastructure in sight, a 
great wall to nowhere.

In Twain’s epoch, the US was 
emerging from the Civil War. 
Opportunists were rising from 
the ashes of the nation’s battered 
soul. Land speculation, government 
lobbying, and shady deals soon 
converged to create an unequal 
society of the first order (at least until 
now). Soon after their novel came 
out, a series of recessions ravaged 
the country, followed by a 1907 
financial panic in New York City 

caused by a speculator-led copper-
market scam.

From the late 1890s on, the most 
powerful banker on the planet, J.P. 
Morgan, was called upon multiple 
times to bail out a country on the 
economic edge. In 1907, Treasury 
Secretary  George Corte lyou 
provided him with $25 million 
in bailout money at the request 
of President Theodore Roosevelt 
to stabilise Wall Street and calm 
frantic citizens trying to withdraw 
their deposits from banks around 
the country. And this Morgan did—
by helping his friends and their 
companies, while skimming money 
off the top himself. As for the most 
troubled banks holding the savings 
of ordinary people? Well, they 
folded. (Shades of the 2007–08 
meltdown and bailout anyone?)

The leading bankers who had 
received that bounty from the 
government went on to cause the 
Crash of 1929. Not surprisingly, 
much speculation and fraud preceded 
it. In those years, the novelist F. Scott 
Fitzgerald caught the era’s spirit of 
grotesque inequality in The Great 
Gatsby when one of his characters 
comments: “Let me tell you about 
the very rich. They are different 
from you and me.” The same could 
certainly be said of today when it 
comes to the gaping maw between 
the have-nots and have-a-lots.

Income vs. Wealth
To fully grasp the nature of 

inequality in our twenty-first-
century gilded age, it’s important to 
understand the difference between 
wealth and income and what kinds 
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of inequality stem from each. Simply 
put, income is how much money you 
make in terms of paid work or any 
return on investments or assets (or 
other things you own that have the 
potential to change in value). Wealth 
is simply the gross accumulation 
of those very assets and any return 
or appreciation on them. The more 
wealth you have, the easier it is to 
have a higher annual income.

Let’s break that down. If you 
earn $31,000 a year, the median 
salary for an individual in the United 
States today, your income would 
be that amount minus associated 
taxes (including federal, state, social 
security, and Medicare ones). On 
average, that means you would be 
left with about $26,000 before other 
expenses kicked in.

If your wealth is $1,000,000, 
however, and you put that into 
a savings account paying 2.25% 
interest, you could receive about 
$22,500 and, after taxes, be left with 
about $19,000, for doing nothing 
whatsoever.

To put all this in perspective, 
the top 1% of Americans now take 
home, on average, more than 40 
times the incomes of the bottom 
90%. And if you head for the top 
0.1%, those figures only radically 
worsen. That tiny crew takes home 
more than 198 times the income 
of the bottom 90% percent. They 
also possess as much wealth as the 
nation’s bottom 90%. “Wealth,” as 
Adam Smith so classically noted 
almost two-and-a-half-centuries ago 
in The Wealth of Nations, “is power,” 
an adage that seldom, sadly, seems 
outdated.

A Case Study: Wealth, Inequality, 
and the Federal Reserve

Obviously, if you inherit wealth 
in this country, you’re instantly 

ahead of the game. In America, a 
third to nearly a half of all wealth 
is inherited rather than self-made. 
According to a New York Times 
investigation, for instance, President 
Donald Trump, from birth, received 
an estimated $413 million (in today’s 
dollars, that is) from his dear old dad 
and another $140 million (in today's 
dollars) in loans. Not a bad way for a 
“businessman” to begin building the 
empire (of bankruptcies) that became 
the platform for a presidential 
campaign that oozed into actually 
running the country. Trump did it, 
in other words, the old-fashioned 
way—through inheritance.

In his megalomaniacal zeal 
to declare a national emergency 
at the southern border, that gilded 
millionaire-turned-billionaire-
turned-president provides but one 
of many examples of a long record of 
abusing power. Unfortunately, in this 
country, few people consider record 
inequality (which is still growing) 
as another kind of abuse of power, 
another kind of great wall, in this 
case keeping not Central Americans 
but most US citizens out.

The Federal  Reserve,  the 
country’s central bank that dictates 
the cost of money and that sustained 
Wall Street in the wake of the 
financial crisis of 2007–08 (and 
since), has finally pointed out that 
such extreme levels of inequality are 
bad news for the rest of the country. 
As Fed Chairman Jerome Powell 
said at a town hall in Washington in 
early February, “We want prosperity 
to be widely shared. We need 
policies to make that happen.” Sadly, 
the Fed has largely contributed to 
increasing the systemic inequality 
now engrained in the financial and, 
by extension, political system. In a 
recent research paper, the Fed did, at 
least, underscore the consequences 

of inequality to the economy, 
showing that “income inequality 
can generate low aggregate demand, 
deflation pressure, excessive credit 
growth, and financial instability.”

In the wake of the global 
economic meltdown, however, the 
Fed took it upon itself to reduce 
the cost of money for big banks 
by chopping interest rates to zero 
(before eventually raising them to 
2.5%) and buying $4.5 trillion in 
Treasury and mortgage bonds to 
lower it further. All this so that banks 
could ostensibly lend money more 
easily to Main Street and stimulate 
the economy. As Senator Bernie 
Sanders noted though, “The Federal 
Reserve provided more than $16 
trillion in total financial assistance 
to some of the largest financial 
institutions and corporations in the 
United States and throughout the 
world. . . . a clear case of socialism 
for the rich and rugged, you're-
on-your-own individualism for 
everyone else.”

The economy has been treading 
water  ever since (especial ly 
compared to the stock market). 
Annual gross domestic product 
growth has not surpassed 3% in 
any year since the financial crisis, 
even as the level of the stock market 
tripled, grotesquely increasing the 
country’s inequality gap. None of 
this should have been surprising, 
since much of the excess money 
went straight to big banks, rich 
investors and speculators. They then 
used it to invest in the stock and bond 
markets, but not in things that would 
matter to all the Americans outside 
that great wall of wealth.

The question is: Why are 
inequality and a flawed economic 
system mutually reinforcing? As a 
starting point, those able to invest in 
a stock market buoyed by the Fed’s 
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policies only increased their wealth 
exponentially. In contrast, those 
relying on the economy to sustain 
them via wages and other income 
got shafted. Most people aren’t, 
of course, invested in the stock 
market, or really in anything. They 
can’t afford to be. It’s important 
to remember that nearly 80% of 
the population lives paycheck to 
paycheck.

The net result: an acute post-
financial-crisis increase in wealth 
inequality—on top of the income 
inequality that was global but 
especially true in the United States. 
The crew in the top 1% that doesn’t 
rely on salaries to increase their 
wealth prospered fabulously. They, 
after all, now own more than half 
of all national wealth invested in 
stocks and mutual funds, so a soaring 
stock market disproportionately 
helps them. It’s also why the Federal 
Reserve subsidy policies to Wall 
Street banks have only added to the 
extreme wealth of those extreme 
few.  

The Ramifications of Inequality
The list of negatives resulting 

from such inequality is long indeed. 
As a start, the only thing the majority 
of Americans possess a greater 
proportion of than that top 1% is a 
mountain of debt. 

The bottom 90% are the lucky 
owners of about three-quarters 
of the country’s household debt. 
Mortgages, auto loans, student 
loans, and credit-card debt are 
cumulatively at a record-high $13.5 
trillion.

And that’s just to start down 
a slippery slope. As Inequality.
org reports, wealth and income 
inequality impact “everything from 
life expectancy to infant mortality and 
obesity.” High economic inequality 

and poor health, for instance, go 
hand and hand, or put another way, 
inequality compromises the overall 
health of the country. According to 
academic findings, income inequality 
is, in the most literal sense, making 
Americans sick. As one study put 
it, “Diseased and impoverished 
economic infrastructures [help] 
lead to diseased or impoverished or 
unbalanced bodies or minds.”

Then there’s Social Security, 
established in 1935 as a federal 
supplement for those in need who 
have also paid into the system 
through a tax on their wages. Today, 
all workers contribute 6.2% of their 
annual earnings and employers 
pay the other 6.2% (up to a cap of 
$132,900) into the Social Security 
system. Those making far more 
than that, specifically millionaires 
and billionaires, don’t have to pay a 
dime more on a proportional basis. 
In practice, that means about 94% 
of American workers and their 
employers paid the full 12.4% of 
their annual earnings toward Social 
Security, while the other 6% paid an 
often significantly smaller fraction 
of their earnings.

According to his own claims 
about his 2016 income, for instance, 
President Trump “contributed a 
mere 0.002 percent of his income 
to Social Security in 2016.” That 
means it would take nearly 22,000 
additional workers earning the 
median US salary to make up for 
what he doesn’t have to pay. And 
the greater the income inequality 
in this country, the more money 
those who make less have to put 
into the Social Security system on a 
proportional basis. In recent years, 
a staggering $1.4 trillion could have 
gone into that system, if there were 
no arbitrary payroll cap favoring the 
wealthy.

Inequality: A Dilemma With 
Global Implications

America is great at minting 
millionaires. It has the highest 
concentration of them, globally 
speaking, at 41%. (Another 24% of 
that millionaires’ club can be found 
in Europe.) And the top 1% of US 
citizens earn 40 times the national 
average and own about 38.6% of 
the country’s total wealth. The 
highest figure in any other developed 
country is “only” 28%.

However, while the US boasts 
of epic levels of inequality, it’s also 
a global trend. Consider this: the 
world’s richest 1% own 45% of total 
wealth on this planet. In contrast, 
64% of the population (with an 
average of $10,000 in wealth to  
their name) holds less than 2%. And 
to widen the inequality picture a 
bit more, the world’s richest 10%,  
those having at least $100,000 in 
assets, own 84% of total global 
wealth.

The billionaires' club is where 
it’s really at, though. According to 
Oxfam, the richest 42 billionaires 
have a combined wealth equal to 
that of the poorest 50% of humanity. 
Rest assured, however, that in this 
gilded century there’s inequality 
even among billionaires. After all, 
the 10 richest among them possess 
$745 billion in total global wealth. 
The next 10 down the list possess a 
mere $451.5 billion, and why even 
bother tallying the next 10 when you 
get the picture?

Oxfam also recently reported 
that “the number of billionaires 
has almost doubled, with a new 
billionaire created every two days 
between 2017 and 2018. They have 
now more wealth than ever before 
while almost half of humanity have 
barely escaped extreme poverty, 
living on less than $5.50 a day.” 
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How Does It End?
In sum, the rich are only getting 

richer and it’s happening at a historic 
rate. Worse yet, over the past decade, 
there was an extra perk for the 
truly wealthy. They could bulk up 
on assets that had been devalued 
due to the financial crisis, while so 
many of their peers on the other side 
of that great wall of wealth were 
economically decimated by the 
2007–08 meltdown and have yet to 
fully recover.

What we’ve seen ever since 
is how money just keeps flowing 
upward through banks and massive 
speculation, while the economic 
lives of those not at the top of the 
financial food chain have largely 
remained stagnant or worse. The 
result is, of course, sweeping 
inequality of a kind that, in much of 
the last century, might have seemed 
inconceivable.

Eventually, we will all have to 
face the black cloud this throws over 
the entire economy. Real people 
in the real world, those not at the 
top, have experienced a decade of 
ever greater instability, while the 
inequality gap of this beyond-gilded 
age is sure to shape a truly messy 
world ahead. In other words, this 
can’t end well.

(Nomi Prins, a former Wall 
Street executive, is the author of 
several books.)

My Home and 
My Heart 

Fernando Macarro Castillo

My home and my heart
Dream of freedom.

If one day I go out into life
My home will have no keys:
Always open, like the sea,
The sun and the air.

Let night and day enter,
And the blue rain, the evening,
The red bread of the dawn;
The moon, my sweet lover.

Do not let friendship halt
Its steps at my threshold,
Nor the swallow its flight,
Nor love its lips. No-one.

My home and heart
Never closed: come on in
Birds, friends,
The sun and the air.

[Fernando Macarro Castillo, 
popularly known as Marcos Ana 
(1920-2016), is considered to among 
Spain’s greatest socialist poets. 
He spent 23 years in the prisons 
of the Spanish dictator Franco. 
While in the prison, Marcos Ana 
wrote beautiful verse, hopeful verse, 
including the poem above.] 
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NAPM (National Alliance of 
Peoples’s Movements) condemns 
the illegal and deceitful arrest  of 
Lingraj Azad today by Odisha 
police. He is the leader of Niyamgiri 
Suraksha Parishad, who successfully 
fought the valiant struggle against 
Vedanta corporation along with 
Dongria Kondh. Initially it was 
reported that he has been arrested 
in an old case but just now we have 
learnt that sedition charges has also 
been slapped against him. (More 
details are awaited)

Lingraj Bhai is a fierce fighter 
for the rights of the adivasis and 
one of the tallest leaders of Odisha 
and national VP of Samajwadi Jan 
Parishad and National Convener of 
NAPM.

Arrests and attacks are not new 
to him in nearly three decades of 
his activism. He has faced physical 
attacks and harassment from the 
State for his struggle against the 
systemic oppression and corporate 
loot of the natural resources.

We condemn this brazen attack 
and arrest by Odisha government 
just before elections and planned 
morcha in Bhubaneswar on March 
11th and on the continued violations 
of rights in Niyamgiri hills.

We demand immediate release 
of Lingraj Azad and restoration of 
his rights and an end to corporate 
and State terror in Niyamgiri hills.

Release Lingraj Azad 
Immediately!

NAPM, March 6, 2019

Janata
is available at

www.lohiatoday.com



JANATA, March 10, 2019 13

Whenever I visit Julian Assange, 
we meet in a room he knows too 
well. There is a bare table and 
pictures of Ecuador on the walls. 
There is a bookcase where the books 
never change. The curtains are 
always drawn and there is no natural 
light. The air is still and fetid.

This is Room 101.
Before I enter Room 101, I 

must surrender my passport and  
phone. My pockets and possessions 
are examined. The food I bring is 
inspected.

The man who guards Room 
101 sits in what looks like an old-
fashioned telephone box. He watches 
a screen, watching Julian. There are 
others unseen, agents of the state, 
watching and listening.

Cameras are everywhere in 
Room 101. To avoid them, Julian 
maneuvers us both into a corner, side 
by side, flat up against the wall. This 
is how we catch up: whispering and 
writing to each other on a notepad, 
which he shields from the cameras. 
Sometimes we laugh.

I have my designated time slot. 
When that expires, the door in Room 
101 bursts open and the guard says, 
"Time is up!"  On New Year's Eve, 
I was allowed an extra 30 minutes 
and the man in the phone box wished 
me a happy new year, but not Julian.

Of course, Room 101 is the 
room in George Orwell's prophetic 
novel, 1984, where the thought 
police watched and tormented their 
prisoners, and worse, until people 
surrendered their humanity and 
principles and obeyed Big Brother.

Julian Assange will never obey 
Big Brother. His resilience and 
courage are astonishing, even though 

'Defy the Thought Police', Stand With Assange

John Pilger

his physical health struggles to keep 
up.

Jul ian is  a  dis t inguished 
Australian, who has changed the 
way many people think about 
duplicitous governments. For this, 
he is a political refugee subjected 
to what the United Nations calls 
"arbitrary detention".

The UN says he has the right of 
free passage to freedom, but this is 
denied. He has the right to medical 
treatment without fear of arrest, but 
this is denied. He has the right to 
compensation, but this is denied.

As founder and editor of 
WikiLeaks, his crime has been 
to make sense of dark times. 
WikiLeaks has an impeccable record 
of accuracy and authenticity which 
no newspaper, no TV channel, no 
radio station, no BBC, no New 
York Times, no Washington Post, 
no Guardian can equal. Indeed, it 
shames them.  

That explains why he is being 
punished.

For example:
Last week, the International 

Court of Justice ruled that the British 
government had no legal powers 
over the Chagos Islanders, who in 
the 1960s and 70s, were expelled in 
secret from their homeland on Diego 
Garcia in the Indian Ocean and sent 
into exile and poverty. Countless 
children died, many of them from 
sadness. It was an epic crime few 
knew about.

For almost 50 years, the British 
have denied the islanders' the right 
to return to their homeland, which 
they had given to the Americans for 
a major military base.

In 2009, the British Foreign 

Office concocted a "marine reserve" 
around the Chagos archipelago.

This touching concern for the 
environment was exposed as a fraud 
when WikiLeaks published a secret 
cable from the British government 
reassuring the Americans that "the 
former inhabitants would find it 
difficult, if not impossible, to pursue 
their claim for resettlement on 
the islands if the entire Chagos 
Archipelago were a marine reserve."

The truth of the conspiracy 
clearly influenced the momentous 
decision of the International Court 
of Justice.

WikiLeaks has also revealed how 
the United States spies on its allies; 
how the CIA can watch you through 
your I-phone; how presidential 
candidate Hillary Clinton took vast 
sums of money from Wall Street for 
secret speeches that reassured the 
bankers that if she was elected, she 
would be their friend.

In 2016, WikiLeaks revealed a 
direct connection between Clinton 
and organised jihadism in the Middle 
East: terrorists, in other words. One 
email disclosed that when Clinton 
was US secretary of state, she knew 
that Saudi Arabia and Qatar were 
funding the Islamic State group, yet 
she accepted huge donations for her 
foundation from both governments.

She then approved the world's 
biggest ever arms sale to her Saudi 
benefactors: arms that are currently 
being used against the stricken 
people of Yemen.

That explains why he is being 
punished.

WikiLeaks has also published 
more than 800,000 secret files from 
Russia, including the Kremlin, telling 
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us more about the machinations of 
power in that country than the 
specious hysterics of the Russiagate 
pantomime in Washington.

This is  real  journalism—
journalism of a kind now considered 
exotic: the antithesis of Vichy 
journalism, which speaks for the 
enemy of the people and takes its 
sobriquet from the Vichy government 
that occupied France on behalf of the 
Nazis.

Vichy journalism is censorship 
by omission, such as the untold 
scandal of the collusion between 
Australian governments and the 
United States to deny Julian Assange 
his rights as an Australian citizen and 
to silence him.

In 2010, Prime Minister Julia 
Gillard went as far as ordering 
the Australian Federal Police to 
investigate and hopefully prosecute 
Assange and WikiLeaks—until she 
was informed by the AFP that no 
crime had been committed.

Last weekend, the Sydney 
Morning Herald published a lavish 
supplement promoting a celebration 
of "Me Too" at the Sydney Opera 
House on March 10. Among the 
leading participants is the recently 
retired Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
Julie Bishop.

Bishop has been on shows in the 
local media lately, lauded as a loss to 
politics: an "icon," someone called 
her, to be admired.

The elevation to celebrity 
feminism of one so politically 
primitive as Bishop tells us how 
much so-called identity politics have 
subverted an essential, objective 
truth: that what matters, above all, 
is not your gender but the class you 
serve.

Before she entered politics, Julie 
Bishop was a lawyer who served 
the notorious asbestos miner James 
Hardie which fought claims by men 

and their families dying horribly 
with black lung disease.

Lawyer Peter Gordon recalls 
Bishop "rhetorically asking the court 
why workers should be entitled to 
jump court queues just because they 
were dying."

Bishop says she "acted on 
instructions ... professionally and 
ethically."

Perhaps she was merely "acting 
on instructions" when she flew 
to London and Washington last 
year with her ministerial chief of 
staff, who had indicated that the 
Australian Foreign Minister would 
raise Julian's case and hopefully 
begin the diplomatic process of 
bringing him home.

Julian's father had written a 
moving letter to the then Prime 
Minister Malcolm Turnbull, asking 
the government to intervene 
diplomatically to free his son. He 
told Turnbull that he was worried 
Julian might not leave the embassy 
alive.

J u l i e  B i s h o p  h a d  e v e r y 
opportunity in the UK and the US 
to present a diplomatic solution that 
would bring Julian home. But this 
required the courage of one proud to 
represent a sovereign, independent 
state, not a vassal.

Instead, she made no attempt 
to contradict the British Foreign 
Secretary Jeremy Hunt, when he 
said outrageously that Julian "faced 
serious charges." What charges? 
There were no charges.

Australia's Foreign Minister 
abandoned her duty to speak up for 
an Australian citizen, prosecuted 
with nothing, charged with nothing, 
guilty of nothing.

Will those feminists who fawn 
over this false icon at the Opera 
House next Sunday be reminded of 
her role in colluding with foreign 
forces to punish an Australian 

journalist, one whose work has 
revealed that rapacious militarism 
has smashed the lives of millions of 
ordinary women in many countries: 
in Iraq alone, the US-led invasion 
of that country, in which Australia 
participated, left 700,000 widows.

So what can be done? 
An Australian  government that 

was prepared to act in response to 
a public campaign to rescue the 
refugee football player, Hakeem al-
Araibi, from torture and persecution 
in Bahrain, is capable of bringing 
Julian Assange home. The refusal 
by the Department of Foreign Affairs 
in Canberra to honor the United 
Nations' declaration that Julian is 
the victim of "arbitrary detention" 
and has a fundamental right to his 
freedom, is a shameful breach of the 
letter and spirit of international law.

Why  has  t he  Aus t r a l i an 
government made no serious 
attempt to free Assange? Why did 
Julie Bishop bow to the wishes of 
two foreign powers? Why is this 
democracy traduced by its servile 
relationships, and integrated with 
lawless foreign power?

The persecution of Julian 
Assange is the conquest of us all: of 
our independence, our self respect, 
our intellect, our compassion, our 
politics, our culture.

So stop scrolling. Organise. 
Occupy. Insist. Persist. Make a 
noise. Take direct action. Be brave 
and stay brave. Defy the thought 
police.

War is not peace, freedom is not 
slavery, ignorance is not strength. If 
Julian can stand up, so can you: so 
can all of us.  

( J o h n  P i l g e r,  re n o w n e d 
inves t igat ive  journal is t  and 
documentary film-maker, is one of 
only two to have twice won British 
journalism's top award.)
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This year, the world is witnessing 
one of the biggest youth-driven 
social movements of all time.

Tens of thousands of children 
and teenagers have already walked 
out of school in protest against the 
alarming lack of immediate action 
being taken against climate change.

And now, climate strikers have 
published an open letter in the 
Guardian pledging to “change the 
fate of humanity, whether you like 
it or not”—and it’s honestly spine-
tinglingly powerful.

“We, the young, are deeply 
concerned about our future,” the 
letter begins. “Humanity is currently 
causing the sixth mass extinction of 
species and the global climate system 
is at the brink of a catastrophic crisis. 
Its devastating impacts are already 
felt by millions of people around 
the globe.

“Young people make up more 
than half of the global population,” 
it continues. “Our generation grew 
up with the climate crisis and we will 
have to deal with it for the rest of 
our lives. Despite that fact, most of 
us are not included in the local and 
global decision-making process. We 
are the voiceless future of humanity.

“We will no longer accept this 
injustice. We demand justice for 
all past, current, and future victims 
of the climate crisis, and so we are 
rising up.”

The next stage of this rise will 
come on March 15 — when the 
#FridaysforFuture school strike will 
come again on an unprecedented 
scale, with the letter vowing that 
“we will protest on every continent.”

‘United We Will Rise’

Imogen Calderwood

Currently, according to the 
Guardian, there are about 500 
marches planned for March 15, 
across 51 countries.

The global, uncentralised nature 
of the movement is making it almost 
impossible to properly chart, but 
it’s fair to say that it is literally 
sweeping across the world—with 
marches already planned across 
western Europe, the US, the UK, 
Brazil, Chile, Australia, Iran, India 
and Japan, to name a few.

The demands of the strikers 
are simple: urging world leaders to 
“treat the climate crisis as a crisis” 
and take action accordingly.

The letter echoes the call 
of 16-year-old Swedish climate 
activist Greta Thunberg, credited 
with having sparked the current 
movement, through her solo protests. 
Back in August, Thunberg decided 
that she wouldn’t go to school on 
Fridays, and would instead protest 
climate change outside the Swedish 
parliament buildings.

She then took the world by 
storm at the World Economic Forum 
in Davos in January, delivering a 
speech that went viral and piled 
pressure on world leaders to step up 
their action.

“Adults keep saying: ‘We owe 
it to the young people to give them 
hope.’ But I don’t want your hope,” 
she told the audience in Davos. “I 
don’t want you to be hopeful. I want 
you to panic. I want you to feel the 
fear I feel every day. And then I want 
you to act.

“I want you to act as you would 
in a crisis,” she continued. “I want 

you to act as if our house is on fire. 
Because it is.”

As the strikers point out in the 
letter, published on Friday, climate 
change is the “biggest threat in 
human history.”

“We will not accept a life in 
fear and devastation,” the letter 
continues. “We have the right to 
live our dreams and hopes. Climate 
change is already happening. People 
did die, are dying, and will die 
because of it, but we can and will 
stop this madness.

“United we will rise until we 
see climate justice,” it reads. “We 
demand the world’s decision-makers 
take responsibility and solve this 
crisis. You have failed us in the 
past. If you continue failing us in the 
future, we, the young people, will 
make change happen by ourselves.”

It finishes with this (and yes, we 
have goosebumps):

“The youth of this world has 
started to move and we will not rest 
again.”

(Imogen is content writer and 
editor at Global Citizen UK. )

Full Text of the Letter
We, the young, are deeply 

concerned about  our  future. 
Humanity is currently causing the 
sixth mass extinction of species and 
the global climate system is at the 
brink of a catastrophic crisis. Its 
devastating impacts are already felt 
by millions of people around the 
globe. Yet we are far from reaching 
the goals of the Paris agreement.



16 JANATA, March 10, 2019

Young people make up more 
than half of the global population. 
Our generation grew up with the 
climate crisis and we will have to 
deal with it for the rest of our lives. 
Despite that fact, most of us are 
not included in the local and global 
decision-making process. We are the 
voiceless future of humanity.

We will no longer accept this 
injustice. We demand justice for 
all past, current and future victims 
of the climate crisis, and so we 
are rising up. Thousands of us 
have taken to the streets in the past 
weeks all around the world. Now 
we will make our voices heard. On 
15 March, we will protest on every 
continent.

We finally need to treat the 
climate crisis as a crisis. It is the 
biggest threat in human history 
and we will not accept the world’s 
decision-makers’ inaction that 
threatens our entire civilisation. 
We will not accept a life in fear and 
devastation. We have the right to 
live our dreams and hopes. Climate 
change is already happening. People 
did die, are dying and will die 
because of it, but we can and will 
stop this madness.

We, the young, have started to 
move. We are going to change the 
fate of humanity, whether you like 
it or not. United we will rise until 
we see climate justice. We demand 
the world’s decision-makers take 
responsibility and solve this crisis.

You have failed us in the past. 
If you continue failing us in the 
future, we, the young people, will 
make change happen by ourselves. 
The youth of this world has started 
to move and we will not rest again.

The global coordination group 
of the youth-led climate strike.

Washington Plots Regime Change in Caracas

Nick Everett

The Trump administration set a 
23 February deadline for Venezuelan 
president Nicolás Maduro to bow to 
US demands and cede power to self-
appointed “president” Juan Guaidó. 
Sanctions imposed by former US 
president Barack Obama have been 
extended and deepened, costing 
Venezuela $38 billion over the last 
three years, according to Venezuela’s 
vice president of planning, Ricardo 
Menendez.

US president Donald Trump 
has become increasingly bellicose 
in his threats against Maduro’s 
government, refusing to rule out 
a ground invasion if Maduro’s 
own generals fail to depose him. 
Trump has assembled a coterie 
of Cold Warriors pushing for 
military intervention, including 
vice president Mike Pence, secretary 
of state Mike Pompeo, national 
security adviser John Bolton and the 
recently appointed special envoy to 
Venezuela, Elliott Abrams.

“Elliott will be a true asset to 
our mission to help the Venezuelan 
people fully restore democracy and 
prosperity to their country”, Pompeo 
told reporters following Abrams’ 
appointment on 25 January. Abrams 
is a man with “passion for the rights 
and liberties of all peoples”, asserted 
Pompeo. However, Abrams has a 
sordid history of fomenting murder 
and mayhem in aid of US foreign 
policy in Latin America.

A graduate of Harvard law 
school, Abrams began his public 
service career in 1981, soon after 
Republican president Ronald Reagan 
assumed office. In December 1981, 

after Reagan’s top pick for the post 
of assistant secretary of state for 
human rights and humanitarian 
affairs was exposed as a racist, 
Abrams was elevated to the job.

T h a t  y e a r  t h e  R e a g a n 
admin is t ra t ion  dramat ica l ly 
increased military aid to El Salvador’s 
ruling junta. By 1982, US military 
advisers had been assigned to each 
of the six Salvadoran brigades, as 
well as 10 smaller units. During 
the 12 years of the Reagan and 
Bush administrations, El Salvador’s 
dictatorship was lavished with $6 
billion in economic and military aid. 
75,000 Salvadorians lost their lives 
in a one-sided civil war in which the 
ruling military junta carried out 95 
percent of the atrocities, according 
to a subsequent truth commission.

Washington’s Dirty War in 
Central America

El Salvador was one of a 
series of feared “dominoes” in 
Central America threatened by 
“communism”, a tag frequently 
attached to any government or 
guerrilla movement that failed to 
do Washington’s bidding. In El 
Salvador that movement was the 
Farabundo Martí National Liberation 
Front (FMLN). Now the governing 
party of El Salvador (shorn of 
its former leftist ideology), the 
FMLN then led a popular guerrilla 
insurgency against El Salvador’s 
ruling landlords and generals.

In Nicaragua, the Sandinista 
National Liberation Front (FSLN) 
had taken power in 1979 after 
toppling the US-backed Somoza 



JANATA, March 10, 2019 17

dictatorship. The FSLN’s efforts 
to build a popular democracy and 
combat poverty in Nicaragua were 
soon thwarted by a reactionary 
mercenary movement, known as 
the “contras”, aided and abetted by 
Washington. Lauded as “freedom 
fighters” by Reagan, contras carried 
out attacks on schools, clinics and 
even childcare centres established 
by Sandinista mass organisations. 
Like the efforts of their paramilitary 
counterparts in other Central 
American countries, the contras’ 
campaign of terror involved torture, 
rape and murder, resulting in the 
deaths of 10,000 Nicaraguans.

In Guatemala, where a US-
backed coup d’état had deposed 
reformist president Jacobo Arbenz in 
1954, a series of authoritarian rulers 
used fraudulent elections and military 
coups to hold power. One of those 
was General Ríos Montt, who was 
subsequently found responsible for 
the killing and disappearance of more 
than 1,700 indigenous Maya during 
his 1982–83 rule. Like José Napoleon 
Duarte, who had become head of El 
Salvador’s military junta in 1980, 
Montt was the recipient of large-scale 
US economic and military aid.

Covering Up Massacres in El 
Salvador and Guatemala

On 10 December 1981, two days 
prior to Abram’s taking office as 
assistant secretary of state, the US-
trained Atlacatl Battalion entered 
the village of El Mazote, in El 
Salvador’s mountainous north-
east. The following morning, the 
entire village population—733 men, 
women and children—were herded 
into the town square and accused of 
being FMLN insurgents. Men and 
women were separated, and children 
were forced into a small building 

next to the village church, known 
as the convent. The following day, 
men were blindfolded, tortured and 
killed by decapitation or shooting. 
Women and girls were marched into 
the forest, before being raped and 
murdered. Finally, the “Angels of 
Hell”, as they were known, fired a 
barrage of bullets into the convent 
and set it aflame.

A decade later an exhumation 
found 143 bodies in that building; 
their average age was just 6 years. 
Nearly a thousand Salvadorans are 
believed to have perished in this 
massacre and others that followed in 
neighbouring villages.

On 27 January 1982, reports 
of the Mazote massacre appeared 
in the Washington Post and New 
York Times. The next day, the State 
Department filed a report certifying 
that the Salvadoran regime was 
making “a concerted and significant 
effort to comply with internationally 
recognised human rights” and 
working “to bring an end to the 
indiscriminate torture and murder of 
Salvadoran citizens”. On 8 February, 
Abrams told a Senate committee 
that the “incident is at least being 
significantly misused, at the very 
best, by the guerrillas”. The reports, 
he claimed, were “nothing but 
communist propaganda”.

Abrams was also quizzed about 
the March 1980 assassination of 
popular Salvadoran archbishop 
Oscar Romero, killed on orders 
from Major Roberto D’Aubuisson, 
then operating a paramilitary death 
squad in collaboration with US 
intelligence. “Anybody who thinks 
you’re going to find a cable that says 
that Roberto D’Aubuisson murdered 
the archbishop is a fool”, asserted 
Abrams. The State Department 
was in possession of not one, but 

two, embassy cables detailing 
D’Aubuisson’s role in organising 
the killing.

Abrams similarly brushed off 
reports of massacres in Guatemala. 
In 1985, Guatemalan human rights 
activist Maria Rosario Godoy 
was abducted, tortured, raped and 
murdered, together with her 21-year-
old brother and her 2-year-old son. 
The toddler was not spared: his 
fingernails were ripped off before 
he was killed. Abrams insisted that 
the Guatemalan regime’s official 
story—that the three died in an auto 
accident—should be believed.

In 1983, Abrams defended 
Reagan’s lifting of an embargo on 
military aid to Montt’s government, 
claiming that human rights abuses 
were “being reduced step by step” 
and that it was “progress” that had 
to be “rewarded and encouraged”. A 
UN commission later found that the 
Guatemalan state was responsible 
for 93 percent of the human rights 
violations that took place during the 
nation’s civil war.
Aiding the Contras in Nicaragua

Abrams, along with National 
Security Council member Lieutenant 
Colonel Oliver North, was a central 
figure in a covert and illegal operation 
funding the CIA-organised contras. 
The operation was launched in 1985 
after Congress enacted legislation 
barring US military aid for the 
Nicaraguan mercenaries.

In 1986, North, Abrams and CIA 
Central America chief Alan Fiers 
smuggled military aid to the contras 
under the guise of “humanitarian 
aid”. Abrams also flew to London 
(using the alias of “Mr Kenilworth”) 
to solicit a $10 million donation from 
the sultan of Brunei. At the same time, 
Abrams testified before Congress 
that the Reagan administration had 
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no links whatsoever to supposedly 
private financing of contras. Abrams 
denied any knowledge that North 
had directed illegal arms sales to 
Iran and diverted the proceeds to 
the contras.

Determined to resist any restraint 
from Congress on implementing 
Washington’s dirty war in Latin 
America, Abrams railed against 
US legislators, describing them as 
“pious clowns” and “abysmally 
stupid”. To Abrams, the price of 
savagery and brutality inflicted by 
the contras was worth it. In 1989 he 
told Policy Review that “the contras 
were an enormous success”.

In 1991, Abrams pleaded guilty 
to two counts of lying to Congress 
under oath in relation to the Iran-
contra conspiracy in a deal to avoid 
a felony prosecution and potential 
jail time. Yet Abrams’ time in the dog 
house was brief. The following year, 
president Bush senior pardoned him.

Plotting Regime Change from 
Baghdad to Caracas

In 2002, president Bush junior 
appointed Abrams to the National 
Security Council. Alongside several 
Reagan era officials associated 
with the neoconservative Project 
for the New American Century 
(PNAC), Abrams called for regime 
change in Iraq. In a paper drafted 
for the PNAC, Abrams declared that 
Washington “should not permit the 
establishment of a Palestinian state 
that did not explicitly uphold US 
policy in the region”.

In 1989, before his fall from 
grace, Abrams executed a well-
planned strategy to oust former US 
ally and Panamanian dictator Manuel 
Noriega. Abrams first threatened 
sanctions, then gained Congressional 
support for imposing sanctions, 
then established a Panamanian 

government in exile on a US military 
base. Finally, in a New York Times 
opinion piece published in October 
1989, Abrams called openly for 
the US military to topple Noriega. 
Two months later, Bush heeded his 
advice. Democracy was “restored” 
at a cost of 3,000 Panamanian lives.

Today, we are seeing the 
same strategy being played out in 
Venezuela.

On 21 February, the US State 
Department announced that Abrams 
will lead a US government delegation 
transporting “humanitarian supplies” 
from Florida to Colombia in military 
aircraft. Both the UN and the Red 
Cross have slammed the move as 
a political manoeuvre. The “aid” 
shipment follows a benefit concert 
organised by British billionaire 
Richard Branson at the Colombia-
Venezuela border, with a guest 
appearance by Guaidó, all staged 
for the benefit of US and European 
TV networks.

Pence is also on his way to 
Bogotá “to voice the United States’ 
unwavering support for interim 
President Juan Guaidó and highlight 
the Venezuelan people’s fight for 
democracy over dictatorship”, 
according to a White House media 
statement.

We have seen all this before. As 
with Reagan’s dirty war in Central 
America, and Bush’s war on Iraq, 
Trump, Pence, Bolton and Abrams’ 
sabre rattling is aimed at shoring 
up US geopolitical influence and 
access to oil. We must stop them in 
their tracks with a powerful anti-war 
movement that defends the right 
of Venezuelans—not the US—to 
decide who governs them.

(Nick Everett is an activist with 
Socialist Alternative, Australia.)
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