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What completely exposes the 
Modi Government and its so-called 
religiosity is the government’s 
attitude towards cleaning of Ganga, 
India’s longest river along whose 
basin more than 40 crore people 
live, the largest such number in 
the world. Yet, it is one of the most 
polluted rivers in the world. The 
river is also considered to be sacred 
by the Hindus. 

Five years ago, at the time 
of the Lok Sabha elections in 
2014, Narendra Modi announced 
that he was going to contest the 
Parliamentary elections from 
Varanasi as he had got a call from 
Maa Ganga. Soon after winning 
the elections and coming to power, 
Modi announced plans to clean up 
the Ganga, declaring that “Mother 
Ganga needs someone to take her 
out of this dirt and she’s chosen 
me to do the work.” The Ministry 
of Water Resources was given the 
task of cleaning up the Ganga, and 
its name was changed to include 
“Ganga Rejuvenation”. Uma Bharti, 
who was given charge of this 
ministry, announced in Parliament 
that the river would be cleaned and 
rejuvenated by July 2018.1  

I n  m i d - 2 0 1 5 ,  t h e  M o d i 
Government,  as  is  i ts  wont, 
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bombastically launched a new plan, 
the Namami Gange, to clean up the 
Ganga, with a budget outlay of Rs 
20,000 crore for the next five years.2  
As a part of this, a five tier structure 
at the national, state and district level 
was created to take measures for 
prevention, control and abatement 
of environmental pollution in river 
Ganga and to ensure continuous 
adequate flow of water so as to 
rejuvenate the river. At the apex 
of this structure was the National 
Ganga Council (NGC), headed by 
the Prime Minister himself. This 
council replaced the National Ganga 
River Basin Authority (NGRBA), 
the previous apex body that had 
been created during the UPA regime 
in 2009 for cleaning up the Ganga. 
NGC also had on board the chief 
ministers of the five Ganga basin 
states—Uttarakhand, Uttar Pradesh, 
Bihar, Jharkhand and West Bengal—
besides several Union ministers. 

Apart from this, an Empowered 
Task Force, headed by the Union 
Water Resources Minister, was 
created with the chief secretaries 
of the five Ganga Basin states as 
members. The National Mission for 
Clean Ganga (NMCG) was created 
as the implementing arm of the 
Namami Gange project.3 
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A lot of hot air
All this architecture looks great 

on paper. But in reality, the Namami 
Gange programme too has remained 
another hot air balloon released 
by the master braggart Narendra 
Modi. The seriousness of the Modi 
Government, and of Prime Minister 
Modi himself who heads the NGC, 
regarding cleaning up the Ganga 
can be gauged from the fact that the 
NGC has not met even once since 
it was set up in October 2016 (it 
is supposed to meet at least once a 
year)! The Empowered Task Force 
on River Ganga too was set up at the 
same time as the NGC. According to 
regulations, it is supposed to meet 
every three months, that is, four 
times a year. RTI queries reveal 
that ever since it was created in  
October 2016, it has met only  
twice (in February and August 
2017).4  

So far as the NMCG is concerned, 
which is the implementing arm of 
the Namami Gange programme, its 
functioning was criticised by the 
Comptroller and Auditor General 
(CAG) in an audit report released 
in December 2017.5 It redflagged 
the delay in river cleaning and 
construction of infrastructure for 
sewage treatment.  

Review of Namami Gange
Let us take a closer look at the 

most important steps that need to be 
taken to clean up and rejuvenate the 
Ganga, and what has been achieved 
by the NMCG so far. 

i) Sewage Treatment

This is probably the simplest 
of the challenges—reducing the 
untreated waste that flows into the 
river by building sewage treatment 
plants (STPs) and rehabilitating 
the older plants to improve their 

capacity. According to a report of the 
Parliamentary Estimates Committee 
presented to the Lok Sabha on May 
11, 2016, on the mainstream of the 
Ganga, 7,301 million litres per day 
(MLD) sewage is created in five 
states (Uttarakhand, Uttar Pradesh, 
Bihar, Jharkhand and West Bengal), 
but facilities existed to treat only 
2,126 MLD sewage. And if we 
take the entire Ganga basin (that 
is, Ganga and its tributaries) into 
consideration, that comprises of 11 
states, a total of 12,051 MLD sewage 
is created, but only 5,717 MLD is 
treated.6 

That means that more than 50% 
of the sewage flowing into the Ganga 
and its tributaries is untreated. But 
the Modi Government, despite all 
the propaganda about cleaning 
up Maa Gange, has not shown 
any urgency in setting up STPs 
to clean this untreated sewage.  
The government informed the Lok 
Sabha in response to a question 
asked that as of November 30, 
2018, projects for the creation of 
3,083 MLD new STP capacity and 
rehabilitation of 886 MLD STP 
capacity had been sanctioned, of 
which work on creating 560 MLD 
STP capacity had been completed.7 
Considering that STPs having a 
total capacity of treating 6,354 
MLD sewage water are required to 
be built to clean all the untreated 
sewage presently flowing into the 
Ganga basin, this means that so far, 
under Namami Gange, only 9% 
work has been completed three-and-
a-half years after the project was  
launched. The pace of the work 
is so slow that it is going to take 
several years for the NMCG to 
reach its target of sewage treatment, 
but by then, the volume of sewage 
generated would have gone up by 
several times.

ii) Faecal Sludge Management

The other important pollutant 
flowing into the Ganga is faecal 
sludge. Faecal sludge is a bigger 
pollutant than sewerage. While 
the BOD (Biochemical Oxygen 
Demand) of sewage is 150–300 
mg/l, that of faecal sludge would be 
15,000–30,000 mg/l.

To check th is ,  the  Modi 
Government took the first step of 
making the villages and towns in 
the Ganga basin open defecation 
free (ODF) by constructing toilets 
under the Swachh Bharat Mission. 
But after that, it apparently lost 
interest, and did nothing as regards 
the next important step of faecal 
sludge management. Most of the 
villages and towns in the basin 
of the Ganga don't have sewage 
systems. With the result that while 
now people don’t shit in the open, 
all that has happened is that the shit 
accumulates in the toilet tanks in the 
households. Once taken out of the 
tanks, this untreated faecal waste 
is just dumped around, and ends up 
flowing into the river, defeating the 
very mission of making the Ganga 
river basin ODF. According to one 
estimate, in cities like Allahabad, 
Varanasi and Kanpur, hardly 25 per 
cent of faecal sludge generated is 
collected for safe disposal. Even 
in PM Modi’s own constituency 
Varanasi, 246 kilolitres of faecal 
sludge is generated every day, but 
only 30 kilolitres is collected for 
safe disposal.8 

If the Modi Government had the 
slightest sincerity about cleaning up 
Ganga, this was the least it could 
have done—build the necessary 
infrastructure to collect and treat this 
faecal sludge, in at least the most 
important cities in the Ganga basin. 
But it is more interested in spending 
money on advertisements rather than 
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taking steps on the ground. 

iii) Restoring the Flow of the River

This is the most important 
challenge.

The water flowing in river 
Ganga has several unique properties 
because of the path it treads naturally: 
it has medicinal properties—due 
to medicinal plants on the path 
of Ganga—that can treat skin 
infections; it is very rich in minerals; 
and it has bacteriophages which kill 
bacteria. But these properties depend 
on the river being allowed to flow; if 
the flow of the river dwindles (due to 
man-made reasons), then the water 
loses these properties. 

To  an  ex ten t ,  the  above 
mentioned problems of cleaning 
up the Ganga can be reduced if 
the natural flow of the water is 
maintained; Ganga’s ability to self-
clean will then automatically reduce 
its pollution level (the pollution level 
today is too high for the river to 
completely purify itself). 

Unfortunately, today, except 
during monsoons, the Ganga fails 
this basic test. The water levels in 
the river have fallen drastically. 
According to one study by geologists 
Abhijit Mukherjee and Soumendra 
Nath Bhanja of IIT Kharagpur, 
the base flow of Ganga River has 
declined by as much as 56% from the 
1970s to 2016. In several stretches 
of the river, the water levels are 
so shallow, especially during the 
summer season, that people can walk 
across the river. One reason for this 
is massive extraction of water from 
the river for irrigation purposes 
(today, the Ganga canal system in the 
Doab region between the Ganga and 
Yamuna rivers in the states of UP and 
Uttarakhand irrigates nearly 9,000 sq 
km of agricultural land). The second 
reason is excessive groundwater 

extraction. During the lean season, 
the underground aquifers partially 
recharge the river. However, the 
introduction of bore wells—with 
pumps run by electricity—in the 
Gangetic plains in the 1970s has led 
to overexploitation of both shallow 
and deep aquifers. Therefore, instead 
of the aquifers recharging the river, 
the land is soaking water from the 
river. This has affected the base flow 
in the rivers of the Ganga basin.9 

This means the whole problem 
of rejuvenating the Ganga is linked 
up to questioning the entire model 
of agricultural development being 
promoted in the country. The 
present agricultural model is what 
can be called chemical intensive, 
external input oriented industrial 
agriculture, which also guzzles 
water. Instead of that, we need to 
shift to alternate technologies that 
promote sustainable, environment 
friendly agriculture, which also 
conserve and minimise use of 
water. But the BJP is obviously not 
interested in this, as it is seeking to 
promote corporate farming, which 
is even more chemical intensive 
and uses even more water. We have 
discussed this in our previous article 
on Modi’s Budgets and Agriculture. 

The third reason for the falling 
water levels in the Ganga is the 
reckless construction of dams on the 
Ganga and its tributaries. By the last 
count, there were some 795 dams 
and 181 barrages/weirs that were 
obstructing and diverting water from 
almost every tributary in the entire 
Ganga basin!10  Worse, dams are 
being built even in the upper reaches 
of the Ganga. According to a report 
published by Wildlife Institute of 
India in May 2018, 16 existing and 
14 ongoing hydroelectric projects 
on the Bhagirathi and Alaknanda 
river basins (these two meet at 

Devprayag, after which the river 
is called Ganga) have turned the 
upper stretch of the Ganga into 
an “ecological desert”.11  Just the 
Tehri Dam built on the Bhagirathi 
River in Tehri in Uttarakhand state 
has reduced the lean season flow 
at Haridwar from 6,500 cusec to 
around 1,000 cusec.12 

A river, to be called a river, 
must flow. For Ganga to continue 
to be the lifeline it has been for 
crores of Indians since ancient 
times, for Ganga water to retain 
its almost magical properties, the 
river must be allowed to flow. For 
that, environmentalists say that 
no more than 30% of the flow in 
the river should be allowed to be 
diverted for agricultural, domestic 
or industrial purposes.13 For any 
meaningful effort to clean up and 
rejuvenate the Ganga, among all 
the steps that need to be taken, 
removing the impediments to the 
uninterrupted flow of the river is the 
most important. 

For this, apart from taking steps 
to regulate extraction of groundwater 
and reduce diversion of river water 
for irrigation, most importantly, we 
will need to impose a complete ban 
on construction of more dams on 
the Ganga. Modern environmental 
science is now quite emphatic that for 
generating hydroelectricity, building 
large dams is not a sustainable 
technology, and alternate sustainable 
methods exist. 

Saints on Fast for Aviral and 
Nirmal Ganga

These were precisely the 
demands of the fast-unto-death 
undertaken by Swami Gyan Swaroop 
Sanand last year. Before he became 
a saint, he was known as Professor 
Guru Das Agrawal, and had taught 
at Indian Institute of Technology, 
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Kanpur, and had also served as 
the founding member-Secretary 
of the Central Pollution Control 
Board. Swami Sanand began his 
fast on June 22, 2018, demanding 
that Ganga be allowed to flow 
Aviral (uninhibited) and Nirmal 
(unpolluted). For this, he wanted 
the government to enact a law for 
conservation of Ganga, scrap all 
ongoing and proposed hydroelectric 
power projects on it, ban mining and 
deforestation activities in its vicinity, 
and form a council consisting of 
people sensitive to Ganga to oversee 
its interests (to be nominated by the 
Prime Minister). Before he began 
his fast, Swami Sanand twice wrote 
to the Prime Minister, and then 
during his fast, he again twice wrote 
to him. But our much vocal Prime 
Minister, who speaks out his mind 
to the country regularly in public 
broadcasts known as Mann ki Baat, 
chose not to respond. Swami Sanand 
died on the 112th day of his fast. 
Modi then broke his ‘maun’ and 
tweeted a condolence. 

Modi’s Love for Ganga another 
‘Jumla’

The reason why the BJP/RSS 
and Modi chose to completely 
ignore the demands raised by 
Professor Agrawal turned Swami 
Sanand is that the issues raised 
by him go against Modi’s and the 
BJP’s ideological outlook, in which 
‘development’ means ‘construction’, 
and that is more important for the 
BJP than the health of Ganga. The 
BJP is keen to undertake more and 
more construction projects in the 
Himalayas, including building all 
weather roads, even if it involves 
cutting down large number of trees 
thereby destabilising the hills, 
and speeding up construction of 
hydroelectric projects irrespective 

of their consequences for the aviral 
and nirmal flow of Ganga. 

Clearly, PM Modi’s concern for 
Maa Gange is only another of his 
big lies.  

And so, four years after the 
launch of Namami Gange, river 
Ganga is today more polluted 
than it was earlier. The Central 
Pollution Control Board (CPCB), 
an organisation under the Ministry 
of Environment, Forest and Climate 
Change, monitors the quality of 
Ganga water from Gangotri, where 
the river originates, to West Bengal, 
at 80 sites. The CPCB’s findings are 
that on all the scientific parameters 
on the basis of which the quality 
of Ganga water is determined—
the Biochemical Oxygen Demand 
(BOD) level, the Dissolved Oxygen 
level, total coliform bacteria level 
and pH level—the Ganga is more 
polluted now than it was in 2013.14 

Swami Sanand (Prof G.D. 
Agrawal) had chosen Matri Sadan 
in Haridwar as the site for his 
fast. The head of Matri Sadan, 
Swami Shivanand, has announced 
that he and his disciples are going 
to continue the unfinished task 
undertaken by Prof. Agrawal, and 
that one saint after another will sit 
on fast until the demand of Professor 
G.D. Agrawal to let Ganga flow 
uninterrupted and clean is met 
by the government. After Prof. 
Agrawal’s death, Brahmachari 
Atmabodhanand, a 26-year-old 
ascetic from Kerala, sat down on 
fast. Finally, after he had fasted for 
a heroic 194 days, the government 
used a trick to get him to break his 
fast. The Director-General of the 
NMCG wrote to Swami Shivanand, 
head of Matri Sadan, that during the 
elections, the government cannot 
take policy decisions, and that the 
Uttarakhand government’s policy 

on hydropower projects would be 
reviewed after the elections. So, on 
May 5, the saints of Matri Sadan 
decided to suspend their struggle 
till after the elections, and Swami  
Atmabodhanand broke his fast on 
May 5. With such powerful vested 
interests involved, and a very pro-
corporate government in power, it is 
going to be a tough struggle to force 
it to accede to the demands for which 
Prof. Agrawal sacrificed his life. 

Why doesn’t the RSS mobilise 
its cadre, which number in lakhs, 
to reach out to the crores of people 
living in the Ganga basin, and 
educate and organise them and build 
up a powerful social movement that 
will force the government to take 
steps to clean up and rejuvenate 
the Ganga—a river that is revered 
by the Hindus as sacred. Such a 
social movement would genuinely 
benefit crores of people. Instead, 
it is mobilising people across the 
country for building a Ram Temple 
and raking up issues like Love Jehad 
and holy cow—issues which do not 
benefit anyone really, but which 
have led to attacks and even killings 
of Muslims across the country by 
violent mobs.  

The struggle of these heroic 
saints of Matri Sadan glaringly 
brings out the difference between 
their true Hinduism, and the 
Hindutva of the RSS and Modi. 
True Hinduism motivates people 
to fight for a genuine cause (this 
is true with all religions actually; 
as Swami Vivekananda has said, 
true religion motivates people to 
devote their life for the good of 
all). The genuine saints are even 
willing to sacrifice their lives for it. 
On the other hand, the Hindutva of 
Modi and the RSS is only to exploit 
people’s religious sentiments for 
narrow sectarian ends, to polarise 
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the people and divide them for votes. 
If it leads to killings of others (like 
in riots, lynchings, assassination of 
intellectuals), so be it—collateral 
damage. 
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[The Alexis Vive Patriotic Force, 
which has deep roots in 23 de 
Enero barrio (an area in a town 
that is inhabited by poor people) 
in Caracas (capital of Venezuela), 
began planning a commune years 
before Chavez even proposed the 
communal path toward socialism. 
Yet, when Chavez announced the 
plan to join communal councils into 
a higher form of organisation, Alexis 
Vive wholeheartedly embraced the 
initiative and has since then built a 
highly successful commune called 
El Panal Commune [1] involving 
some 13,000 people. We spoke with 
a key cadre of El Panal about this 
project that is both economic and 
political to find out how it is coping 
with the intense crisis created by US 
aggressions.]

Cira Pascual  Marquina: 
The commune is usually thought 
of a space of construction—
for the political and economic 
reorganisation of society—but it 
is also a space of resistance. Let’s 
talk about the commune today, in 
a period where Venezuela is under 
attack by imperialism.

Anacaona Marin: There is a 
confrontation of models, a clash of 
two paradigms not only in Venezuela 
and in Latin America, but also 
worldwide. One of the questions in 
the debate is: who is the historical 
subject? For us, this question means: 
who is it that takes the initiative, 
who lights up the field, who pushes 
changes ahead. And when we reflect 
on this issue, which means thinking 
about our own practice, we guide 

The Commune is the Supreme Expression of 
Participatory Democracy

Cira Pascual Marquina
 interviews Anacaona Marin of El Panal Commune

our interpretation by the proposal 
that Comandante Chavez advanced.

Chavez developed a hypothesis 
after a period of intense thought and 
experiment, after a rigorous analysis 
of the Venezuelan and continental 
realities, and after reflecting on the 
revolutionary potential of the people 
(based also on a commitment to 
justice for the poor that was there 
from the start). His hypothesis 
was: the commune is the historical 
subject, the commune and its people 
is where the revolution really begins. 
So we made this proposal ours, we 
committed ourselves to it.

When Chavez first raised the 
banner of socialism in 2006, when he 
said that the Bolivarian Revolution 
must be socialist, when he said that 
a vote for him is a vote for socialism, 
he committed himself and the people 
to a collective project of rupture 
with the past. And that is where 
we find the seed of the commune. 
Self-government and economic 
emancipation go hand-in-hand with 
socialism, with a people in power. 

We were aware that the proposal 
and our embracing it was going 
to be attacked from the very 
beginning, even when it was only 
being proposed. At that time itself, 
it became clear to us that there 
was going to be a new level of 
confrontation. We knew that the 
path towards socialism was going 
to be demonised, that opposition 
would pop up everywhere, inside 
and outside. And that is precisely 
what happened. The communes 
hadn’t even been born yet, and we 
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were already in struggle! And if we 
go deeper, the truth is that we have 
been resisting for more than five 
hundred years.

Today, we are not only resisting 
imperialism. We are also resisting 
old forms of production and their 
diverse forms of domination: from 
the organisation of education and 
its effects, to the organisation of 
the formal political sphere and the 
economy.

Why is there conflict? Because 
we are making a counter-hegemonic 
proposal to a system that is powerful, 
a system that seems part and parcel 
of what the human being is. In the 
face of this system, the communal 
being stands tall and says: Hey, this 
doesn’t have to be so, this is not the 
only option. The communal being 
resolutely affirms that capitalism 
is not a natural occurrence, it is an 
imposition.

The communes are counter-
hegemonic spaces, they have a 
p o t e n t i a l  t o  b e  h e g e m o n i c 
themselves. From our commune, 
we aim to show that another 
organisation of society is possible, 
that power must be reorganised, that 
power should be in the hands of the 
people. That means combining new 
economic relations with an exercise 
of power in the commune’s territory.

CPM: Here we are in the midst 
of El Panal Commune, which has a 
range of productive projects: from 
a bakery and a textile factory to 
cultivated land and an industrial 
packaging plant. How is all this 
organised?

AM: El Panal Commune has 
some specific characteristics. We, 
as Alexis Vive, began thinking about 
building a commune in 2006, and 
soon after, we began working on it. 
However, the Law of Communes 
wasn’t promulgated until 2009. The 

law states that communal councils 
would be the embryo that would 
foster the formation of a commune. 
But by then, here in Alexis Vive, we 
had already begun evolving our own 
path of building a commune. 

In our case, the Alexis Vive 
Patriotic Force generated a collective 
practice and a collective debate that 
pointed the path towards building 
the commune, helped along with 
Chavez’s ideas. The community 
here, in the central part of 23 de 
Enero barrio in Caracas, liked and 
agreed with the idea, and readily 
agreed to implement it. Since then, 
we have come a long way.

Here, in the territory of our 
commune, the “Panalitos por 
la Patria” (“Beehives for the 
Homeland”)—which are small 
discussion and work groups—are 
the DNA of the communal body. The 
Panalitos are formed by people from 
the community with a high degree of 
commitment to the commune. They 
are the engines of the communal 
initiative.

A d d i t i o n a l l y,  w e  h a v e 
“brigades”, which is a term that the 
Alexis Vive Patriotic Force chose 
after much debate. The debate 
was based around our study of 
the Chiliying Commune in China 
[2], which had various structures 
of participation for the people: 
councils, brigades and producers. 
The division there was based on a 
commitment to work and struggle. 
The brigades were made up of a 
militant group of communards with a 
lifelong commitment to the struggle. 
In our commune, these brigades are 
made up of professional cadres, 
and they take the responsiblity 
for the most important issues of 
production and distribution in the 
community. They are also very 
politically advanced units.

Finally, we have the associated 
work collectives, which are the 
communal groups directly involved 
with producing goods and services. 
Since the commune is not an appendix 
of the state or the government, it 
must be autonomous and it must 
generate the resources it requires 
to address the community’s needs. 
The associated work collectives are 
spaces for direct production, and the 
surplus from their production goes 
back to the commune and thus to 
the community.

This  is  how we organise 
the grassroots  planning and 
administration of resources in our 
commune. Some of our resources 
go to sustaining a people’s canteen, 
some to communications, some to 
the community’s medical expenses, 
and some to transportation and 
infrastructure.  We also have 
resources allotted for contingencies. 
All of these resources come from the 
associated work collectives. After all, 
the commune is not just a cultural, 
social and political organisation, it is 
also an economic organisation.

There is another “higher” element 
to the commune’s organisation: the 
patriotic assembly, the space where 
people of the commune gather to 
decide collectively what must be 
done and how, through participatory 
democracy.

CPM: Let’s come back to the 
situation today: the imperialist 
aggression. In the past couple of 
months, we have witnessed a new 
form of war with the attacks on 
the electric grid and the electrical 
blackout. Tell us about how you have 
organised resistance in the commune 
in this context.

AM: We are the daughters and 
sons of Chavez. We listened to his 
words and we learned. As a result of 
that, we understood that when you 
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stand up against capital and against 
imperialism, there is only one option: 
be ready to fight. If we are going to 
tell imperialism that we are no longer 
its backyard—that we have chosen 
the path to full independence and on 
top of that we are moving towards 
socialism—then we must understand 
that we are going to be in a war with 
a military superpower.

A new phase of aggression 
against our country has begun. They 
try to restrict our access to food and 
they have implemented a financial 
blockade and, more recently, an 
oil embargo. They also attack us 
culturally. They try to instill fear 
in us. Most recently, they attacked 
our electrical system, which is 
fundamental for modern life.

We were aware that this was 
coming, so we prepared for a war 
economy, through organisation and 
work. We also prepared through 
research and by paying attention to 
popular creativity. A contingency 
plan was in place. So when this new 
phase of the aggression began, we 
were ready for it with the necessary 
resources.

Our planning al lowed us 
to build—in the midst of the 
b lackout—a d iese l -powered 
electrical grid for our collective 
spaces. That alternative power 
supply considerably reduced the 
hardships we had to face, and also 
made for a less hostile environment 
during the blackout. You see, the 
commune acts as a kind of state or 
government in everyday life, and 
it does so also when faced with a 
contingency or an aggression. 

CPM: Many people do not 
know about the spontaneous 
forms of solidarity that emerged 
during the blackout. I witnessed 
beautiful gestures during those days, 
especially among my neighbours, 

both Chavistas and the opposition. 
What happened here in 23 de Enero?

AM: It was an all-out assault 
on our lives! But when faced with 
terrible, catastrophic situations, 
popular kindness, solidarity and 
sisterhood blooms! This is not mere 
socialist rhetoric; ordinary people 
are intrinsically brave and noble. 
We don’t believe that the human 
being is selfish by nature. Human 
beings are born and grow up in 
society; the human being is part of 
a whole, of a collective. The genesis 
of humanity is in the commons, in 
working together towards shared 
ends, and those collective instincts 
flourish when people face a war-like 
situation.

I can give you an example from 
our experience. We organise weekly 
fairs where fruits and vegetables are 
sold at very low prices through the 
“Pueblo a Pueblo” initiative (direct 
coordination with farmers). During 
the blackout, we sold on credit (since 
the electronic payment infrastructure 
was not working). Once the blackout 
was over, the people came and paid 
back their debts, every single one 
of them. One can see here that the 
response from the people was not 
selfish. People didn’t take advantage 
of the situation, even though they 
could have. Instead, those days were 
characterised by intense collective 
consciousness.

CPM: In describing popular 
power I often refer to the trilogy of 
self-government, self-determination 
and self-defense. If the commune 
sometimes functions as a state, as 
you said, that means communes 
generate a situation of dual power. 
This could lead to tensions between 
the existing state and the commune.

AM: When Chavez promoted 
the idea of the commune, what 
he did was very daring. In fact, 

much of his idea was advanced 
via the Enabling Act [the National 
Assembly had given Chavez the 
power to legislate by presidential 
decree] since his proposal was sure 
to rub the establishment the wrong 
way. By doing so, Chavez broke with 
the logic of the state.

Alvaro Garcia Linera talks about 
“creative tensions” that allow for 
new things to happen. When you 
move away from constituted power, 
that creates a space for the new to 
bloom, that allows flowers to spring 
forth from the creative tensions. We 
welcome contradictions. If we didn’t 
have them, it would mean that we 
do not have an alternate project, it 
would mean that we are part and 
parcel with our society’s hegemonic 
logic, which is capitalist.

On the question of dual power: 
we don’t think of it in terms of a 
parallel state. Instead, we consider the 
communes to be the crystallisation 
of a proposal initiated by President 
Chavez. He understood that the 
commune, through self-government 
and autonomous popular economic 
activity, would bring about the 
new state, a communal state. But 
of course, it is still a process under 
construction.

As I  was  saying ear l ier, 
we encounter  contradict ions 
everywhere. Although some state 
institutions may be hostile to our 
commune, our commune has, in 
general, benefited from the goodwill 
of people within the state, people 
who support our commune, who 
want our project to advance. We have 
received economic and technical 
support from the state, and that has 
helped us build popular power.

We know that tensions and 
contradictions will remain, and we 
welcome them since we do not seek 
a static situation. Rather, we seek 
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change, and change only happens 
when there are contradictions.

CPM: Is it fair to say, however, 
that the commune is not in the 
forefront of the government’s 
political discourse now?

AM: Absolutely. Look, when 
Chavez became a public figure, 
many from the left didn’t understand 
that they had to change course, that 
the only way forward was with 
Chavez. Likewise, many within 
Nicolas Maduro’s government 
maintain the old conception of the 
state and don’t understand that the 
commune is the goal.

H o w e v e r ,  t h a t  i s  w h a t 
the Bolivarian Revolution is: a 
combination of very diverse currents. 
Within the Revolution, there is an 
intense debate about the commune, 
sometimes hidden, sometimes 
open. Our role is to show that the 
commune is indeed the historical 
subject. We show this through our 
example, and, in doing so, we hope 
to make a rupture with the old ways 
and become hegemonic.

Our  cont r ibu t ion  to  th i s 
important debate is through our 
practice, through our work. Our 
constructive criticism can be found 
in the concrete example that we 
are creating. Building a commune 
brings forth a new culture, a new 
form of doing politics, and new 
economic relations. Against the 
logic of representative democracy, 
we propose participatory and 
protagonistic democracy, and the 
commune is the supreme expression 
of the latter.

CPM: The media discourse 
tends to criminalise poor barrio‐
dwellers. It has been going on for a 
long time. Recently, there has been a 
great deal of focus on “colectivos” 
[a common form of grassroots 
organisation in urban Latin America 

and Venezuela in particular] to make 
them seem as if they were merely 
gangs or paramilitary organisations. 
Has that affected your projects in the 
23 de Enero barrio?

AM: Indeed, there is nothing 
new about all that. Earlier, during the 
1960s to the 1990s, the communists 
and the radical urban left were 
considered to be the source of all 
evil. Later the Bolivarian Circles 
were criminalised. Frankly, every 
expression of popular organisation 
that isn’t submissive has always 
been criminalised in history. That’s 
because popular organisation is, 
indeed, a problem for the system. The 
mass media has always demonised 
the people when they organise, so it 
shouldn’t surprise us.

Now, in this new phase of the 
imperialist aggression, we can see 
that popular action is once again 
being criminalised. They are in a 
process of rebranding “colectivos” 

as terrorist organisations, as the 
maximum expression of evil. The 
poor Chavistas defending themselves 
in the streets, the slum dwellers 
defending their territories, are 
defending themselves! That needs 
to be stopped! And for that, the best 
way is declare them as criminals, as 
terrorists. Why do they do this? To 
instill fear in the people, to prevent 
poor people from organising.

Notes
[1] Pana l  means  beeh ive  o r 

honeycomb in Spanish.
[2] The Chiliying Commune was 

a pioneer commune in Honan 
province in China. It was subject 
of a classic study by Li Chu, titled 
Inside a People’s Commune, that 
Chavez encouraged people to 
read.

(Cira Pascual Marquina writes 
for Venezuelanalysis.com.)

(In my musings below, I have 
referred to Madhu Limaye as 
Bhai, Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia 
Doctorkaka and George Fernandes 
as Georgekaka, which is what I 
called them.) 

In my opinion sharing this article 
now is quite opportune. However, 
I'm not sure how many people who 
have been misled into believing 
the ‘myth’ of the greatness of RSS, 
its societal contribution and its so-
called sacrifice, selflessness and 
patriotism, will recognise and accept 
the truth. The fascist and divisive 

Letter to Editor 

Response to “Why Janata Party Parted with 
Jan Sangh over RSS” by Madhu Limaye 

Aniruddha Limaye
nature of RSS and its offspring are 
no longer visible and perceptible to 
those who have been brainwashed 
by the incessant propaganda. Worse, 
some have become admirers of it.

First of all I want to comment 
on the post-independence disservice 
that Smt. Indira Gandhi has done 
to the Indian National Congress 
and India by promoting dynastic 
politics and virtually destroying all 
inner party democratic processes 
and institutions, promoting endless 
sycophancy and humiliating, 
sidelining, destroying capable 
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leaders, who were her peers and 
juniors. All these destructive practices 
(destructive of the Indian political 
ethos) have not only undermined the 
Congress, but have had a much wider 
negative impact. These pernicious 
practices have been readily adopted 
by virtually every other political 
party and political leaders at all 
levels. Consequently, merit, calibre, 
character, dedicated hard work, 
sacrifice, contribution, etc., have 
been made irrelevant and without 
any value or significance in Indian 
politics.

The Congress leaders as well 
as its rank and file members/
workers have, over these decades, 
displayed spinelessness and endless 
hero worship, such that only a 
Nehru–Gandhi family member 
is projected and accepted as the 
supreme party leader in the Congress. 
The party, which during its pre-
independence days and immediate 
post-independence existence had 
such a large number of very capable 
and some truly great leaders, now can 
hardly boast of any.

Having said this, I would also 
like to state what I see as another 
truth, a bitter pill that is likely to 
upset many, who cannot stomach 
any criticism of Dr. Ram Manohar 
Lohia’s policies. I think that unless 
a person, a team, an organisation or 
even a movement acknowledges, 
assesses and learns from their failures 
and mistakes as much as from their 
successes and achievements, there is 
no progress or change possible.

I'm referring to the disastrous 
and irreversible blunder, made 
out of impatience, pique, anger 
and frustration—rather than his 
usual insightful brilliance—by 
none other than Dr. Ram Manohar 
Lohia (Doctorkaka). And that was 
introducing the "lethal virus of non-

Congressism in the body politic 
of India", after the disastrous and 
humiliating defeat of India in the 
India–China border war.

When Doctorkaka sought to 
introduce this fatal policy, Bhai 
(Madhu Limaye) did not attend the 
National Committee Meeting of 
the Socialist Party held in Calcutta 
(now Kolkata). He resigned from 
his membership of the National 
Committee and sent a detailed 
letter of resignation to Doctorkaka 
protesting against this policy .

I m m e d i a t e l y  a f t e r  t h i s 
inconclusive meeting (if I remember 
right it was inconclusive as without 
Bhai's full support Doctorkaka 
did not want to push this policy), 
Doctorkaka came to Mumbai and 
stayed at our little house as he did 
always did. For 3–4 days, he argued 
and pleaded with Bhai trying to 
convince him and get him to agree to 
endorse and wholeheartedly support 
his new strategy of non-Congressism. 
He also wanted Bhai to withdraw 
his resignation from the National 
Committee.

I distinctly remember this 
trip of Doctorkaka because I also 
participated in that discussion and 
asked Doctorkaka a question to this 
effect. These may not have been my 
exact words then, but what I asked 
would have been pretty close to these 
words. Despite my young age (I was 
not even 9 years old), I could ask 
this question because such questions 
were being discussed in our house for 
nearly a month before Doctorkaka 
came from Calcutta: "How would we 
be able to implement our Socialist 
policies and ideology if we were 
going to join hands with every party, 
from Communists on one side to 
Jan Sangh on the other to defeat the 
Congress?"

Bhai, of course, had other 

concerns as well, which I mention 
below. To his greatness, Doctorkaka 
was never dismissive or disrespectful 
towards any person on account of that 
person's age of stature. He didn't ask 
me to shut up. He patiently told me 
to listen to their discussion in which 
he would answer this question.

Bhai had several other concerns. 
The first was that this strategy or 
policy would make the Socialist 
Party as well as other parties totally 
opportunistic. This strategy would 
dilute the character, fortitude and 
patience of leaders and activists in all 
parties, particularly in the Socialist 
Party, as this policy would be seen 
as a shortcut to power.

And this policy would shift 
everybody's attention and focus 
on to only electoral mathematics 
and to electoral  and summit 
politics, rendering Doctorkaka's 
own formulation or prescription 
(as well as Mahatma Gandhi's 
similar approach) of jail (agitation), 
phaavdaa (constructive work of 
building institutions, infrastructure, 
people, etc.) and vote (elections) to 
a single formula and focus—Vote!

There were other points as well. 
Doctorkaka really had no convincing 
answers. It was the first time I had 
witnessed this. He had just two 
points. 

One was that after the disastrous 
defeat at the hands of China, 
continuance of the Congress in power 
would hurt India immeasurably. 
And the only quick way to oust 
the Congress from power, which 
was now the overarching priority 
in Doctorkaka’s mind, was Non-
Congressism—combining the 
opposition strength and votes to 
defeat the Congress. Doctorkaka’s 
other argument was that this policy or 
strategy would be only a "short-term 
expedient".
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Bhai readily accepted that the 
Congress rule was progressively 
hurting India and its people, but he 
rightly thought that Doctorkaka's 
"remedy was worse than the 
disease". Bhai was prepared to 
build, agitate, work and wait. The 
second objection that Bhai had was 
that the terrible consequences of this 
so-called short-term strategy would 
be irreversible. Almost all parties 
would never be able to return to 
principled, ideological politics. The 
lure of power would be irresistible.

Finally, unable to convince Bhai 
on the basis of logic, Doctorkaka 
resorted to emotional blackmail. 
He used Bhai's great regard, 
admiration and affection for him as 
well as Bhai’s sense of gratitude for 
Doctorkaka's unwavering support 
to him during the split within PSP 
in 1955 to get Bhai to agree to give 
this strategy or policy a try, at least 
for a short period.

Finally, Bhai succumbed and 
agreed. This policy led to some 
immediate successes. If I remember 
right, Acharya J.B. Kripalani and 
Doctorkaka himself won by-elections 
to the Lok Sabha. More resounding 
success of this policy was seen in 
the 1967 general elections to the Lok 
Sabha and Legislative Assemblies, 
although the Congress could retain 
its majority in the Lok Sabha.

But my question and Bhai's 
concerns/fears have turned out 
to be prophetic. Doctorkaka, in 
his remaining days, was severely 
agonised, nay traumatised, by the 
early evidence of rank opportunism 
that was unleashed in 1967. I 
have witnessed this in the summer 
vacation of 1967, when I was a 
regular visitor at Doctorkaka's 
Delhi residence, which was then 7 
Gurudwara Rakabganj Road (now I 
think it is No. 24).

Unfortunately, on October 
12, 1967, Doctorkaka passed 
away. He neither had the time nor 
the opportunity to reverse non-
Congressism and the huge wreck it 
has left behind. Subsequently, Bhai 
too could not present an acceptable 
alternative to non-Congressism to 
anyone since all had tasted some 
success of the formula.

My apprehension and all of 
Bhai's concerns have come to haunt 
India. I don't know for how long 
India will continue to suffer the 
ill effects of non-Congressism. 
Even now non-BJPism hasn't fully 
succeeded—that is not to praise the 
Congress!!

To my mind, the other immense 
damage that the strategy or policy 
of non-Congressism unwittingly 
did was to give Jan Sangh / Sangh 
Parivar legitimacy, votes and seats in 
1967 (as a part of the SVD alliance), 
and thereafter in 1977, as a part of 
the combined fight that led to Indira 
Gandhi’s / Congress's ouster from 
the centre and the formation of 
the Janata Party Government. The 
Sangh Parivar used its few years 
in power to influence and pack the 
bureaucracy, media and what not, 
with its supporters and adherents to 
the extent possible.

In the first three general elections 
(that is up to 1962), the vote share 
and the number of seats that Jan 
Sangh got compared either with 
Socialists or Communists was a 
fraction. Under the banner of non-
Congressism, in 1967 they emerged 
as a force. They suffered, like most 
others, in 1984. But after Mandal and 
Ram Mandir/Ratha Yatra, they have 
continued to gain strength using their 
corrosive and divisive rhetoric.

No doubt, in the last 3–4 decades, 
the leftist ideology has lost ground 
the world over. But, in my opinion, 

in India it has suffered greatly and 
ceded the centre-stage to the rightist 
BJP / Sangh Parivar more severely 
as the result of non-Congressism.

Doctorkaka's non-Congressism 
let out this dangerous genie from 
the bottle, which will be almost 
impossible to contain. To use the 
old proverb or the words of Goethe's 
Faust, “No one can win by having a 
truck with the evil, with the Devil.” 
Of all people, Doctorkaka, who had 
witnessed for some years the rise of 
Hitler and Nazism while he was in 
Germany, should have, more than 
anyone else, known better!

To this day, it is my ‘undying 
regret’ that Bhai agreed to support 
this policy. Maybe he could have 
changed Doctorkaka's mind. Maybe 
Doctorkaka and Bhai would have 
broken off permanently. Maybe Bhai 
would not have got the opportunity to 
become one of India’s most effective 
parliamentarians. Maybe he would 
have gone into political wilderness. 
Temperamentally, Bhai was not a 
mass leader with charisma. He was 
not a rabble-rousing speaker or 
orator. He did not possess immense 
personal ambition either. He knew 
he couldn't have, on his own, built a 
new political party or organisation.

Once Bhai agreed to support 
the strategy of non-Congressism, 
he never turned back from pursuing 
this policy right up to the formation 
of the Janata Party. Many leaders, 
even during the Emergency, were 
not ready to go as far as forming 
a federal party, let alone forming a 
single party. Many even wanted to 
boycott the 1977 elections, fearing 
that Indira Gandhi would rig and 
win the elections to provide her the 
legitimacy she sought and craved 
for. I think the ‘myth and mystery 
of the invisible Russian ink’ haunted 
many leaders from 1971.
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I would like to pay my respects 
and homage to Bhai, Doctorkaka 
and to Georgekaka who were / 
are definitely among my heroes. 
But I don't believe nor have I any 
compelling need that any of my 
heroes must be perfect in all respects, 
forever and more. All of them are 
human beings and bound to suffer 
from human follies, just as I do. 
And therefore, I don't need to defend 
them needlessly or feel offended if 
fact based, valid criticism is leveled 
against any of them.

Georgekaka in his latter phase, 
particularly since he became the 
convener of NDA, has been a "great 
disappointment and immense heart 
ache" to me. I will not go into any 
further details, excepting that most 
of what he did in those years was 
quite the opposite to what he stood 
for, without any real justification 
in my eyes, other than pursuing his 
personal ambition and to somehow 
remain significant. And it all ended 
in humiliation.

I am afraid Georgekaka is not the 
first or the last one to regress. In my 
opinion, from Savarkar to Sir Syed 
Ahmed, Jinnah and Iqbal, all turned 
against what they avowedly stood for 
earlier. Who can forget Saare Jahaan 
se Acchhaa Hindostan Hamaaraa by 
Iqbal? Not me.

Having said that, Georgekaka 
will remain a hero in my eyes for 
his immense courage, his energy 
and ability to organise and galvanise 
people, his simplicity, his undaunting 
spirit and struggles, his contribution 
in getting the Konkan Railway built, 
and so on. As a child I shared a very 
close relationship with Georgekaka 
and have spent weekend holidays 
with him all by myself. I shared 
a similar, very close, relationship 
with Doctorkaka. We've listened to 
music, played games, even played 

‘cricket’ that I liked and Doctorkaka 
loathed! But that doesn't stop me 
from critiquing his monumental error 
in inaugurating non-Congressism.

While non-Congressism is not the 
only factor in giving the right-wing 
Jan Sangh / BJP initial legitimacy  
and helping them in crafting their  
first electoral breakthrough, it 
certainly has been a ‘very important 
factor ’,  just as it  has been a 
very important factor in burying 
ideological and principled politics 
in India.  

Of course, other factors have 
played their part. But anyone who 

thinks that non-Congressism has not 
been a very critical factor and an 
initial prime mover in these disastrous 
developments is, in my opinion, 
denying it out of immense respect 
and admiration for Doctorkaka.

I also want to end these musings 
by reminding all of us that the 
greatest of human beings and leaders 
also suffer from human failings, and 
therefore, it is best to assess and 
admire everyone critically and on 
merit and not become blind hero 
worshippers and followers. We 
Indians are most prone to doing just 
that.

Meheryar Hosang Engineer 
was born on December 20, 1940 in 
Guntur, the younger of two brothers 
in a Parsi family. His family moved 
to Kolkata (then Calcutta) when 
Meher was a few years (4 or 5) old. 
After the sudden accidental death 
of his father, Meher and his elder 
brother were brought up by their 
mother alone. Meher had all his 
education in Calcutta. He studied for 
his B.Sc. (Hons.) degree in Physics 
at St. Xavier's College, his B.Tech. 
and M. Tech. degrees at the Institute 
of Radiophysics and Electronics, 
University of Calcutta, and did his 
Ph.D. from the same institute, under 
the supervision of Prof. B.R. Nag. He 
obtained his Ph.D. in 1967. 

Meher moved to Pennsylvania 
State University in 1966, first as 
a Research Associate in Material 
Science and then as an Assistant 
Professor in the Departments of 
Electrical Engineering and Physics. 

Meher Engineer: A Requiem for a  
Man of Reckonable Height

Prof Sibaji Raha, Ashoke Mukherjee

He moved to the City College of the 
City University of New York as an 
Assistant Professor of Physics in 
1970. After spending two years there, 
he returned to India, and joined TIFR 
as a Visiting Scientist. After two years 
there, he joined the ONGC where he 
worked in various capacities for a 
number of years. In the interim, he 
was also associated for some time 
with Harwell Laboratories in the UK. 
Finally, he moved to Bose Institute, 
Kolkata as a Professor of Physics in 
1987 from where he retired in 2000.

After superannuation, he was re-
employed at Bose Institute for two 
years, ultimately ending his stint in 
December 2002. He served as Acting 
Director of Bose Institute during 
2000–2001.

He had been married to Sue 
Engineer, with whom he had two 
children, Mark and Renu. After 
Meher and Sue got divorced, she and 
the two children lived in England and 
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Meher saw them rather infrequently, 
although keeping in regular contact.

In addition to being a brilliant 
physicist, with a vast range of 
interests, Meher was a highly 
accomplished violinist, although in 
later life he was reluctant to reveal 
the fact. After his mother's death, he 
lived alone in the flat where he has 
spent all his life in Kolkata.

Meher was a very decent and 
sociable man. Although alone from 
the family side, he was always 
amidst people. He was very aware 

of social issues all his life. Soon 
after his retirement from academics, 
he devoted himself whole-heartedly 
to social and political causes. His 
involvement in the Nandigram 
movement, Singur movement, 
Narmada Bachao Andolan, education 
movement, human rights activities, 
science popularisation movement 
and many other progressive activities 
is well known. In May 2012, on 
the occasion of the celestial event 
Transit of Venus, he participated in 
an observation camp organised by 

CESTUSS and BBYS at Behala, 
Kolkata through the entire hot 
summer day. Prof. Meher Engineer 
served as chairperson of All India 
Forum for Right To Education 
(AIFRTE) from 2010 till  his 
demise. His principled behavior and 
uncompromising policy perspective 
helped all the organisations he was 
in touch with enormously. In his 
silent departure, we have lost a great 
human being of our time. Let his 
memories survive through years!

The sudden visit to New Delhi 
by the Iranian Foreign Minister 
Mohammed Javad  Zar i f  for 
a meeting on May 14 with the 
outgoing External Affairs Minister 
Sushma Swaraj in the dying days of 
the Modi government underscores 
dramatically how much Tehran 
has been traumatised by the Indian 
decision under American pressure to 
summarily stop all imports of Iranian 
oil w.e.f May 2.

If one were to encapsulate the 
anguish and bewilderment in the 
Iranian mind, an analogy would 
be the plaintive entreaty by Julius 
Caesar in William Shakespeare’s 
play of that name—‘Et tu, Brute’ 
(Even you, Brute)—when on the 
Ides of March in 44 BC the great 
Roman statesman spotted amongst 
the conspirators in the Senate 
building the pale visage of his old 
dear friend Marcus Junius Brutus, 
who were stabbing him in a pre-
conceived assassination plot.

To be sure, the unexpected 
betrayal by the old and dear 
Indian friend has shocked Tehran. 

India Packs Up on Iran Under US Pressure

M. K. Bhadrakumar

According to reports, Swaraj offered 
her best explanation by taking a 
detour and reportedly holding out 
a non-committal assurance that 
Delhi will review the situation 
after a new government is formed 
“keeping in mind our commercial 
considerations, energy security and 
economic interests.”

Now, this is a big shift from 
the Indian stance that it will only 
abide by UN sanctions. But then, it 
is not within Swaraj’s competence 
to commit anything. The Boss 
has to decide, and he’s busy 
campaigning. In the final analysis, 
if PM Modi keeps his job, it will be 
a tricky decision. For, Modi enjoys 
wonderful friendship with three 
players of the infamous “B Team”—
Benjamin Netanyahu, bin Salman 
(Saudi Crown Prince), bin Zayed 
(UAE Crown Prince)—and is wary 
of the fourth player, Bolton (Trump’s 
national security advisor). And the 
B team sponsors the Iran project, 
which is about ‘regime change’ in 
Tehran.

The most galling thing about 

the Indian betrayal is that amongst 
the three top importers of Iranian 
oil—China included—it’s only India 
that summarily packed up under 
American pressure. For the Modi 
government which claims to be 
‘muscular’, such cowardly behaviour 
is a matter of shame. Simply put, 
the strategic understanding forged 
during the historic meeting between 
Modi and Iranian President Hassan 
Rouhani in Ufa, Russia, on the 
sidelines of the SCO summit in May 
2019 turns out to be a damp squib. 
Tehran is bound to reflect over the 
quality of the hand of friendship that 
Modi extended.

To jog memory, India is party 
to a trilateral MOU with Iran and 
Afghanistan with plans to commit 
at least $21 billion to developing 
the Chabahar–Hajigak corridor, 
including $85 million for Chabahar 
port development by India. This 
includes $150 million line of credit 
by India to Iran, $8 billion India–
Iran MoU for Indian industrial 
investment in Chabahar Special 
Economic Zone, $11 billion for the 
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Hajigak iron and steel mining project 
awarded to seven Indian companies 
in central Afghanistan, and $2 billion 
commitment to Afghanistan for 
developing supporting infrastructure 
including the construction of the 
Chabahar–Hajigaj railway line.

The Chabahar–Hajigaj railway 
line holds the potential to expand 
trade manifold via connectivity 
to the 7,200-km-long multi-mode 
North-South Transport Corridor 
India is working on to connect to 
Europe and Turkey—and all across 
Russia by linking with the R297 
Amur highway and the Trans-
Siberian Highway. Over and above, 
a planned Herat to Mazar-i-Sharif 
railway will provide access for the 
Central Asia states via Chabahar Port 
to link with the Indian market. The 
Chabahar Port also provides the only 
means for India developing direct 
access to its erstwhile air base in 
Farkhor in Tajikistan. Expert opinion 
is that Chabahar route will result in 
60% reduction in shipment costs 
and 50% reduction in shipment time 
from India to Central Asia.

The Indian media quoted 
government sources to the effect 
that the compliance with the US 
sanctions against Iran is the price 
that Washington demanded from 
India as quid pro quo for its support 
in the UN Security Council on the 
designation of Masood Azhar as 
global terrorist. The veracity of 
this interpretation can never be 
established, because the Americans 
will never claim ownership of 
any derailment of the India–Iran 
relationship.

Yet, it is an unfair linkage 
since Azhar designation has been 
far from a solo US enterprise. 
It was a collective effort where 
Britain and China probably played 
key roles alongside some very 

effective behind-the-scene bilateral 
negotiations between Delhi and 
Beijing aimed at carrying Pakistan 
along. The Americans are always 
quick to claim credit when something 
good happens—and there is always 
the Indian chorus that is only too 
keen to echo such tall claims.

Indeed, the “big picture” is not 
at all reassuring. For, Washington 
has now added two further templates 
to its “linkage diplomacy” vis-a-
vis India. First, Washington has 
ratcheted up the pressure on India 
to remove “overly restrictive market 
access barriers” against American 
products—to quote from a speech 
in Delhi by visiting US Commerce 
Secretary Wilbur Ross in New Delhi 
last week. Ross repeated President 
Donald Trump’s accusation that 
India is a “tariff king”, and threatened 
India with “consequences” if it 
responded to US tariffs with counter-
tariffs. Ross audaciously proposed 
that India could balance the trade 
figures by buying more American 
weaponry.

So, what do we have here? Delhi 
falls in line with the US diktat on 
Iran sanctions, which of course will 
hit the Indian economy very badly, 
while the US is also at the same 
time aggressively demanding that 
India should open up its market for 
American exports. Why can’t the 
Modi government prioritise India’s 
economic concerns?

Second, the Trump administration 
is cracking the whip on India to give 
up the S-400 missile defence system 
and conform to the US sanctions 
against Russia’s arms industry. A 
report in Hindustan Times says that 
the US expects India to instead buy 
from it the Terminal High Altitude 
Area Defense (THAAD) and Patriot 
Advance Capability (PAC-3) missile 
defence systems as an alternative to 

S-400. But these American systems 
are far more expensive and may 
still not be on par with the advanced 
S-400 system in capability.

Evidently, like in the case with 
Iran, the US attempt is to complicate 
India–Russia relations by forcing 
Modi to resile from a commitment 
he gave to President Vladimir Putin 
on the S-400 deal.

Meanwhile, another report 
has appeared that under American 
pressure, India joined a US-led naval 
exercise in the South China Sea with 
America’s Asian allies Japan and the 
Philippines. Whereas the US, Japan 
and the Philippines are longstanding 
allies bound together under military 
pacts, India is not part of any alliance 
system. Yet, India took part in the 
exercise in the disputed South China 
Sea within a ‘Quad Lite’ format. 
The US secretary of state Mike 
Pompeo has a cute expression for 
it—“banding together”.

The running theme in all this 
is that India’s strategic ties with 
Iran, Russia and China are coming 
under challenge from Washington. 
But the big question is how come 
Washington regards the “muscular” 
Modi government with a 56″ chest 
to be made of such cowardly stuff? 
Are the ruling elites so thoroughly 
compromised with the Americans? 
There are no easy answers.

(The writer is a former diplomat.)

Janata
is available at

www.lohiatoday.com
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Nearly one million species risk 
becoming extinct within decades 
while current efforts to conserve 
the earth’s resources will likely fail 
if radical action is not taken, says a 
major UN report on the impact of 
humans on nature.

Speaking in Paris at the launch of 
the 2019 Global Assessment Report 
on Biodiversity and Ecosystem 
Services—the first such report since 
2005—UNESCO Director-General 
Audrey Azoulay said that its findings 
put the world “on notice”.

“Following the adoption of this 
historic report, no one will be able 
to claim that they did not know,” 
the head of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Organisation said. “We can no longer 
continue to destroy the diversity 
of life. This is our responsibility 
towards future generations.”

Highlighting the universal 
importance of biodiversity—the 
diversity within species, between 
species and of ecosystems—Ms. 
Azoulay said that protecting it “is 
as vital as fighting climate change”.

Presented to more than 130 
government delegations for their 
approval at UNESCO headquarters, 
the report features the work of 400 
experts from at least 50 countries, 
coordinated by the Bonn-based 
Intergovernmental Science-Policy 
Platform on Biodiversity and 
Ecosystem Services (IPBES).

The Global Assessment made 
after a three-year review of some 
15,000 scientific papers showed 
the profound impact of the rise of 
a globalised industrial society on 
biodiversity in our planet over the 
past half-century.

One Million Species Face Extinction: UN Report

Countercurrents Team

One in four species at risk of 
extinction

On at-risk fauna and flora, the 
study asserts that human activities 
“threaten more species now than 
ever before”. It suggests that around 
one million species “already face 
extinction, many within decades, 
unless action is taken to reduce the 
intensity of drivers of biodiversity 
loss.”

559 domesticated breeds of 
mammals used for food and 
agriculture extinct

It notes that despite many local 
efforts, including by indigenous 
peoples and local communities, by 
2016, 559 of the 6,190 domesticated 
breeds of mammals used for food and 
agriculture were extinct—around 
nine per cent of the total—and at 
least 1,000 more are threatened.

Crop security threatened
In addition, many crop wild 

relatives that are needed for long-
term food security “lack effective 
protection”, the report insists 
while the status of wild relatives of 
domesticated mammals and birds “is 
worsening”.

At the same time, reductions 
in the diversity of cultivated crops, 
crop wild relatives and domesticated 
breeds mean that farming will 
likely be less resilient against future 
climate change, pests and pathogens.

“While more food, energy and 
materials than ever before are now 
being supplied to people in most 
places, this is increasingly at the 
expense of nature’s ability to provide 
such contributions in the future,” the 
report states, before adding that “the 

biosphere, upon which humanity as 
a whole depends, is declining faster 
than at any time in human history”.

Marine pollution has increased 
tenfold since 1980

On the issue of pollution, 
although global trends are mixed, 
air, water and soil pollution have 
continued to increase in some areas, 
the report insists. “Marine plastic 
pollution in particular has increased 
tenfold since 1980, affecting at least 
267 species”, it says, including 86 
per cent of marine turtles, 44 per 
cent of seabirds and 43 per cent of 
marine mammals.

Business as usual has to end
The relent less  pursui t  of 

economic growth, twinned with 
climate crisis, has brought forth 
this crisis. Only a wide-ranging 
transformation of the global 
economic and financial system 
could pull ecosystems that are vital 
to the future of human communities 
worldwide back from the brink of 
collapse, concluded the report.

The report has been endorsed by 
130 countries, including the United 
States, Russia and China.

“We have been running from one 
frontier to another frontier trying 
to find cheap nature (to exploit) 
in every corner of the planet,” 
Eduardo Brondizio, a professor of 
anthropology at Indiana University 
in the United States who co-chaired 
the Global Assessment, told Reuters. 
The scientist said: “The key message: 
business, as usual, has to end.”

“The essential, interconnected 
web of life on Earth is getting 
smaller and increasingly frayed,” 
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said Professor Josef Settele, co-
chair of the study. “This loss is a 
direct result of human activity and 
constitutes a direct threat to human 
well-being in all regions of the 
world”, he added.

The study is a cornerstone 
of an emerging body of research 
that suggests the world may need 
to embrace a new “post-growth” 
form of economics if it is to avert 
the existential risks posed by the 
mutually-reinforcing consequences 
of pollution, habitat destruction 
and carbon emissions. The report 
identifies industrial farming and 
fishing as major drivers of extinction. 
Climate crisis is aggravating the 
situation.

Robert  Watson,  a  Bri t ish 
environmental scientist, said one 
could go back only if societies 
were prepared to confront “vested 
interests” committed to preserving 
the status quo. “The report also tells 
us that it is not too late to make a 
difference, but only if we start now 
at every level from local to global,” 
he said in a statement. 

“We know that the way people 
eat today is often unhealthy for 
them and for the planet,” said Dr. 
Kate Brauman, one of the report’s 
authors. “We can become healthier 
as individuals by eating more diverse 
diets, with more vegetables, and we 
can also make the planet healthier 
by growing that food in more 
sustainable ways.”

According to the report, the loss 
of the natural world would also affect 
human lives. From the disappearance 
of insects vital for pollinating food 
crops, to the destruction of coral 
reefs, which support fish populations 
that sustain coastal communities, 
or the loss of medicinal plants, 
all would inevitably risk human 
lives. The threatened list includes 

more than 40 percent of amphibian 
species, almost 33 percent of reef-
forming corals, and more than a third 
of all marine mammals. The picture 
was less clear for insect species, 
but a tentative estimate suggests 10 
percent are at risk of extinction.

Another report by the United 
Nations Food Organisation (FAO) 
also issued a similar warning in 
February 2019. It said that bees, 
soil, trees—even tiny organisms we 
can’t even see—all play a vital role 
in producing the world’s food. Yet, 
this biodiversity, which supports 
our food and agriculture systems, is 
under stress. The report found 33 per 
cent of fish stocks endangered due to 
overfishing and bee colony losses on 
the rise—all factors that endanger 
the world’s food security.

Sixth mass extinction already 
underway

The IPBES report warns of “an 
imminent rapid acceleration in the 
global rate of species extinction.” 
The pace of loss “is already tens 
to hundreds of times higher than it 
has been, on average, over the last 
10 million years,” it notes. Many 
experts think a “mass extinction 
event”—only the sixth in the last 
half-billion years—is already under 
way.

The most recent is the end of the 
Cretaceous period some 66 million 
years ago, when a 10-kilometer-
wide asteroid strike wiped out most 
lifeforms.

Scientists estimate that Earth is 
today home to some eight million 
distinct species, a majority of them 
insects. A quarter of catalogued 
animal and plant species are already 
being crowded, eaten or poisoned 
out of existence. The drop in sheer 
numbers is even more dramatic, 
with wild mammal biomass—their 

collective weight—down by 82 
percent. Humans and livestock 
account for more than 95 percent of 
mammal biomass.

“If we’re going to have a 
sustainable planet that provides 
services to communities around 
the world, we need to change this 
trajectory in the next ten years, just 
as we need to do that with climate,” 
noted WWF chief scientist Rebecca 
Shaw, formerly a member of the UN 
scientific bodies for both climate and 
biodiversity.

The direct causes of species loss, 
in order of importance, are shrinking 
habitat and land-use change, hunting 
for food or illicit trade in body parts, 
climate change, pollution, and alien 
species such as rats, mosquitoes and 
snakes that hitch rides on ships or 
planes, the report finds.

Biodiversity loss and global 
warming are closely l inked, 
according to the 44-page Summary 
for Policy Makers, which distills 
the 1,800-page UN assessment of 
scientific literature on the state of 
nature. Shifts in the distribution of 
species, for example, will likely 
double if average temperature goes 
up a notch from 1.5 degrees Celsius 
to 2ºC. So far, the global thermometer 
has risen 1ºC compared with mid-
19th century levels. The 2015 Paris 
Agreement enjoins nations to cap 
the rise to “well below” 2ºC. But 
a landmark UN climate report in 
October said that would still be 
enough to boost the intensity and 
frequency of deadly heatwaves, 
droughts, floods and storms.

The report cautioned against 
climate change solutions that may 
inadvertently harm Nature. The use, 
for example, of biofuels combined 
with “carbon capture and storage”—
the sequestration of CO2 released 
when biofuels are burned—is widely 
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seen as key in the transition to 
green energy on a global scale. But 
the land needed to grow all those 
biofuel crops may wind up cutting 
into food production, the expansion 
of protected areas or reforestation 
efforts.

Note by Editor:
In 1964, Oodgeroo Noonuccal, 

a poet from Minjerribah (in the 
land known as Australia) wrote 
We Are Going. The poem talked of 
the extinction of the world of the 
aboriginal people, their lands gone, 
their customs eroded. (The ‘bora 
ring’ is a ceremonial space and the 
‘corroboree’ is a dance ceremony).  
Was he prophesying about all of 
humanity? 
We are the shadow-ghosts creeping 
back as the camp fires burn low. 
We are nature and the past, all the 
old ways 
Gone now and scattered. 
The scrubs are gone, the hunting and 
the laughter. 
The eagle is gone, the emu and the 
kangaroo are gone from this place. 
The bora ring is gone. 
The corroboree is gone. 
And we are going. 

ONGC, the once-glittering 
and now struggling Maharatna, 
best exemplifies the fact that there 
is something sinister in the very 
approach of the outgoing Modi 
Government towards the public 
sector enterprises (PSUs). In May 
2019, the cash reserves of ONGC, 
the richest PSU, had fallen in the last 
two years of Modi Government to a 
miserable Rs 167 crore.

As it needs at least Rs 1,00,000 
crore, including Rs 5,000 crore 
in cash, to meet working capital 
requirements per annum including 
fo r  pay ing  sa la r i es ,  ONGC 
executives are running to banks, 
and executives of public sector 
banks already saddled with NPAs are 
hesitant to infuse more loans in view 
of the precarious financial position 
of the ONGC.

The warning issued by the 
ONGC’s Employees Mazdoor Sabha 
General Secretary A.R. Tadvi in 
October 2018 has proved to be 
prophetic. In a letter addressed to the 
Prime Minister Modi on 4 September 
2018, Tadvi alleged that “Decisions 
taken over the past four-and-a-half 
years have broken the economic 
backbone of the company.”

The employee’s union has given 
a notice period of three months 
to give ONGC a free hand to take 
its own decisions. The workers 
warned Modi of direct action if his 
government’s policies leading to a 
disaster were not reversed. But the 
disaster has now occurred.

The ONGC was arm-twisted 
by the government to bail out the 
Gujarat State Petroleum Corporation 
(GSPC) with its reserves when it 

Modi Govt has Crippled the Public Sector

B. Sivaraman

was forced to buy a barren gas block 
from GSPC for Rs 8,000 crore. Then 
it was forced to buy a sick Hindustan 
Petroleum Corporation Ltd. (HPCL) 
for Rs 36,915 crore in an off-market 
deal.

Over and above this twin burden, 
ONGC was ordered to pay a dividend 
of Rs 7,764 to the government 
in 2016–17 and Rs 8,470 crore 
in 2017–18. Additionally, it was 
pushed to do a share buyback of 
Rs 4,022 crore, through which the 
government transferred a part of its 
holdings to the company to raise 
money in the name of disinvestment.

This comes over and above a 
masochistic hara-kiri of forcing 
ONGC to invest money in oil 
exploration, develop new fields and 
then sell the successful blocks to 
Indian and foreign private corporates 
at the diktats of the World Bank in 
1991.

Answering a question in the 
Lok Sabha, the Union Oil Minister 
Dharmendra Pradhan said that 
ONGC and Oil India Ltd (OIL) 
spent over Rs 13,000 crore on 115 
oil and gas discoveries. He said that 
these discoveries were taken away 
from them by the government for 
auctioning to private companies! 
Robbing PSU Peters to Pay Cairn–
Vedanta–Ambani Pauls!

But then, ONGC is no isolated 
case. Modi Government resorted to 
four routes to drain PSUs of cash—
new PSU IPOs, disinvestment 
through an exchange-traded fund 
(mutual fund), forcing the PSUs to 
go in for share buyback and forcing 
them to pay a higher dividend to the 
government.
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During its first four and a half 
years in office, Modi Government 
sold away PSU stocks to the tune of 
more than Rs 2,10,000 crore, 58% 
of all disinvestment since 1991. 
Finance Minister Jaitley announced 
that Rs 85,000 crore was raised 
through disinvestment in 2018–19 
and a target of Rs 1,00,000 crore has 
been set for 2019–20.

To  m e e t  i t s  a m b i t i o u s 
disinvestment targets, the Modi 
Government launched an exchange-
traded fund (ETF), managed by 
Reliance Nippon, a subsidiary of 
Reliance Capital, which is one of the 
group companies of Reliance Anil 
Dhirubhai Ambani Group, which 
itself is now facing loan defaults and 
bankruptcy.

By March 2019, the government 
garnered Rs 28,500 crore by selling 
its PSU shares through the CPSE 
ETF paying Reliance Nippon 7.1%, 
or Rs 2,023 crore, as commission. 
Blame it on Anil Ambani’s Reliance 
Nippon’s wisdom or not, the share 
prices of almost all CPSE ETF-
traded stocks fell uniformly, hurting 
not only the government, but also 
hitting the workers below the belt 
in the process.

The EPFO was forced to invest 
workers’ money in CPSE ETF 
and got pathetic returns of 1.89%, 
and hence it is grudging to pay 
even 8.5% interest to the workers 
on their EPF savings. The trade 
unions rightly protested the EPFO’s 
decision well in advance. In all, 
the Modi Government has raised 
Rs 48,325 crore though all ETFs, 
including that of Anil Ambani.

The Department of Investment 
and Public Asset Management 
(DIPAM) Joint Secretary Venudhar 
Reddy Nukala revealed that in 
2018–19, LIC and PSBs were asked 
to invest Rs 25,000 crore in ETFs 

trading in PSU stocks. This was 
how Modi Government sucked the 
PSUs dry.

There were also new PSU IPOs 
launched in such a senseless manner 
that they flopped at the stock market 
where market price per share sunk 
far below the issue price, creating 
favourable conditions for private 
corporates to grab them for a song.

The forced share buybacks 
from 11 PSUs—Coal India, NTPC, 
NALCO, NMDC, NLC, BHEL, 
NHPC, NBCC, SJVN, KIOCL and 
even a cash-strapped HAL—fetched 
the Modi Government another Rs 
1,03,000 crore.

The disinvestment disaster 
apart, in February 2019, the Modi 
Government finalised a list of 24 
state-owned companies for outright 
strategic sale and they included 
Dredging Corporation of India, HLL 
Lifecare, Bharat Earth Movers Ltd, 
Units/JVs of ITDC, Bhadrawati, 
Salem and Durgapur units of SAIL, 

Nagarnar Steel Plant of NMDC, 
Central Electronics and Ferro Scrap 
Nigam.

This fire sale apart, similar 
to the ONGC–HPCL model, the 
government saddled the cash-rich 
profit-making PSUs with sick 
ones instead of recapitalising them 
directly from the budget and reviving 
them. This apart, the government has 
finalised a plan to monetise the land 
and other assets of PSUs like Air 
India and BSNL and has appointed 
DIPAM as the executioner.

First strangulating to death the 
PSUs through various forms of 
attrition instead of making them 
viable, and then handing over the 
carcass to the private corporates for 
a song—this is the crux of India’s 
disinvestment drama of the last five 
years. The executioner of this none 
other than Modi in his new avatar as 
a PSU-killer!

(Courtesy: National Herald)

The events of recent days in 
Venezuela corroborate, for the 
umpteenth time but now with total 
brazenness, Washington’s intention 
to seize that country by establishing 
a neocolonial protectorate there 
at any price. John Bolton’s press 
conference on April 30 attests to 
what we have said. A serial liar, 
he acted and spoke with absolute 
contempt for the Charter of the 
United Nations, which clearly 
establishes the principle of the 
self-determination of nations and 
condemns any attempt to subjugate 
one nation to the will of another.

Trump: Emulating Hitler

Atilio Borón

That cowardly operetta buffoon 
insists that “Maduro must go” and 
that Juan Guaidó, who according 
to Washington is the legitimate 
president of Venezuela, must assume 
his functions as soon as possible. 
According to this shady National 
Security Advisor to Donald Trump, 
Maduro’s days are numbered and 
he barely holds on to power thanks 
to a constellation of international 
fo rces  who  a re  comple t e ly 
against democracy and the will of 
Venezuelan citizens.

In his statement, this despicable 
supremacist pointed out the three 
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actors that, according to him, sustain 
Maduro: the Cuban troops, some 
22–25 thousand, who he claims 
are the ones that really control the 
Bolivarian Armed Forces, thus 
transforming the Cuban doctors 
into combat troops; the collectives, 
those “gangs of thugs” who are also 
the creation of Havana; and “other 
external forces” among whom 
Russia stands out.

“We need,” he said in his 
opening statement before questions, 
“a Venezuela governed by its people 
and not by outside forces, and that is 
what we are looking for.”

Bolton mentioned Cuba and 
Cubans eleven times in his speech, 
something absolutely extraordinary 
that reveals that the objective of 
this escalation of aggressions and 
interventionism transcends the 
homeland of Bolívar and Chávez and 
has multiple objectives, that include 
the rebel island and Nicaragua, 
explicitly fulminated as “the troika 
of tyrannies” in the Americas. The 
collectives supposedly created by 
the Cubans were mentioned five 
times at the press conference, and 
he also uttered additional utter 
nonsense: that General Padrino 
López and the General Staff of the 
FANB report to Havana and that it 
is from there that they receive their 
orders.

President Trump, Bolton said, 
“wants to see a peaceful transfer 
of power from Maduro to Guaidó” 
without further delay. Those who 
support Maduro, and particularly 
those who are not Venezuelans, 
should know that “all options are 
on the table”. The next day Mike 
Pompeo, another buffoon—who 
by his last name and even by his 
physical appearance looks like a 
member of Al Capone’s mob—who 
to the shame of the US serves as 

its Secretary of State, advanced his 
attack on another “external factor,” 
Russia. He stated that President 
Vladimir Putin had been warned that 
his involvement with the Venezuelan 
“regime” was a cause for enormous 
concern in the United States.

This prompted a resounding 
response from Russia’s Foreign 
Ministry, which reminded him 
that “Washington’s interference 
in Venezuela’s affairs is a flagrant 
violation of international law.”

From the foregoing it can be 
inferred that we are approaching 
a decisive situation for the future 
of emancipatory struggles in Latin 
America and the Caribbean. Not 
only Venezuela, but also Cuba and 
Nicaragua are under the spotlight 
and are a US military objective. The 
complicity of the “democrats” of the 
region with this attempt to take over 
Venezuela is repugnant, as is the 
collusive and cowardly silence of the 
European governments, unworthy 
vassals of a deranged Caligula and 
their clique of criminal fanatics 
willing to do anything.

They lie shamelessly and 
knowingly, but lying and defaming 
is a crucial chapter in the manual 
of destabilising operations that the 
White House has compiled and 
applied on countless occasions. 
Remember that they had claimed 
that Cuba and the USSR had 
introduced sophisticated weaponry 
in the Dominican Republic during 
the short government of Juan Bosch. 
When the US army invaded the 
island in April 1965, 44,000 Marines 
found a Dominican army equipped 
with obsolete weapons, remnants 
of World War II, and a people that 
repelled them with machetes, stones 
and sticks.

They lied to create a climate of 
opinion favorable to the coup against 

Joao Goulart in Brazil in 1964, 
against Salvador Allende in 1973, 
against Maurice Bishop and the 
New Jewel Movement in Granada 
in 1983, when there was also talk of 
Cuban presence and sophisticated 
armaments carefully hidden in 
homes specially adapted for that 
purpose. They were never found.

They also lied when they 
reported the existence of weapons 
of mass destruction in Iraq, which 
were never found. And before that, 
in 1945, when they said there was no 
trace of radioactivity in Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki after the atomic 
bombing. The US government, the 
curse of all the free peoples of the 
world, lies by default.

And now they  are  ly ing 
treacherously about the situation 
in Venezuela and Cuba’s role in 
that country. They count on the 
complicity of the hegemonic media, 
which have become pestilent sewers 
where anything and everything is 
said that could destroy the reputation 
of an enemy of the empire. Day and 
night non-stop they excrete their 
lies with outrageous impunity and 
total contempt for what should be a 
Hippocratic oath of journalists (and 
also of academics and intellectuals) 
that there can be no other than 
“telling the truth and denouncing 
the lies,” as Noam Chomsky said 
succinctly.

But no. The voices of so 
many vestals of the republic and 
democracy that have harassed every 
progressive government in this part 
of the world remain ignominiously 
silent. In this way, they reveal their 
dishonourable condition of foul-
mouthed charlatans paid by the 
empire. They reveal that they lack 
independence and professionalism 
and that their words are fatally 
contaminated with the dirty money 
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of the White House gangster who 
wants to culminate the larceny that 
has already begun in Venezuela by 
appropriating its international assets 
(gold in England, CITGO in the 
United States, etc.).

And the same goes for those 
responsible for international 
organisations. What does Antonio 
Gutérres, Secretary General of the 
UN, say in the face of the vulgarities 
uttered by Bolton? Not to mention 
Luis Almagro, the secretary general 
of the OAS, who competes head 
to head with Lenín (a) “Donald” 
Moreno in the fierce dispute to 
establish who is the most corrupt 
traitor in Our America. The list 
would be endless.

All have become accomplices, 
or should we say, the emperor’s 
lackeys—the “serious” journalists, 
the sophisticated intellectuals 
with refined manners who display 
false objectivity, the domesticated 
ma ins t r eam academics ,  t he 
international bureaucrats and the 
rulers of this region and of Europe, 
say nothing of an operation that 
each day more closely resembles 
the annexation of Austria and the 
Sudetenland by Hitler in 1938.

Necessary participants and 
concealers of crimes, because what 
has happened in Venezuela—with 
economic sanctions, dispossession 
of its wealth abroad and aggression 
against the daily life of Venezuelans, 
deprived of electricity, water, 
transportation and other basic 
goods—constitutes a crime against 
humanity.

M a r t í ,  i n  h i s  d a z z l i n g 
clairvoyance, denounced the White 
House’s addiction to looting and 
pillage. The Americans, said the 
Apostle, “believe in necessity, in the 
barbaric right as the only right: this 
is ours, because we need it.”

We need Venezuela’s oil because 
it is an irreplaceable ingredient in 
our military apparatus and when 
there is not a drop of that resource 
in the world, then our enemies will 
be left without it, we will have it and 
we will be able to impose our world 
domination without counterweights. 
As we need it, it will be ours, for 
better or worse. This and no other 
is the exclusive reason why the 
noble and brave Venezuelan people 
are suffering the aggression of 
imperialism.

In his famous book Hegemony 
or Survival, Noam Chomsky set 
forth the thesis that Washington 
has an even more ambitious project 
of world domination than Hitler’s 
Third Reich. Many thought at the 
time that the great American linguist 
was delirious. However, later events 
have proved him right.

Against this plan led today by 
Trump and his collaborators, free 
peoples from all over the world are 
on the front line with Venezuela. 
Therefore, international solidarity 
with their struggle is an inescapable 
moral imperative for all women and 
all men of good will.

(The author is an Argentinian 
economist and journalist.)
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