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The result of the recent Indian 
elections, which gave Narendra 
Modi’s Hindu Supremacist Party a 
second five-year term, confirms the 
basic argument regarding the nature 
of fascism. There is a fundamental 
difference between the 2014 
elections that brought Modi to power 
and the 2019 elections. In the 2014 
elections Modi’s victory was made 
possible by his slogan of “vikas” 
or “development”. He did not spell 
out how he was going to bring about 
“development”, which is typical of 
all fascism: his only “analysis” was 
that “development” had suffered 
because of the preceding Manmohan 
Singh government’s weakness. He 
would overcome this weakness, 
while pursuing the same neo-liberal 
policies with greater vigour. 

While he won those elections, 
his five years in power have brought 
little respite from the crisis; on the 
contrary the crisis has worsened. 
The real per capita income of the 
agriculture-dependent population 
has barely moved up after 2013–14; 
within it the peasants and agricultural 
labourers must have become worse 
off. Unemployment is reportedly 
at a 45-year high, prompting the 
government to suppress employment 
data altogether. In the 2019 elections 

Modi’s Electoral Triumph
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therefore, there was no mention 
of “development” at all. This 
only shows that fascism has no 
economic programme and relies on 
a discourse shift, towards Hindutva 
“nationalism”, to come to power, 
which it has done.

Looking at the election results, it 
is obvious that people were not voting 
for a flesh-and-blood character 
called Modi, seen objectively for 
what he was. Each voter rather saw 
in him an idea: a muscular leader, 
a “messiah”. They voted for Modi 
the concept, not the man. Even 
when he had actually done nothing, 
he still got voted because he was 
seen as the only person capable of 
doing something! If there were no 
incidents on the border, then the 
credit went to him: the neighbouring 
country was afraid of taking liberties 
because he was at the helm! And if 
there were incidents then there were 
compelling reasons to vote for him, 
for he alone could stand up to the 
neighbour! 

Thus, no matter what happened, 
he got the credit for it. No matter 
what he did, he was still applauded. 
Incidents which should have 
discredited the government brought 
him kudos. Modi had become a 
myth, a concept manufactured 
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to fulfill people’s needs which 
themselves had been largely created. 
It is now clear that his first term 
in office was spent not in coping 
with the country’s problems but 
in manufacturing this mythical 
image of himself. Helped with a 
pliant media, with an army of trolls 
employed to take on critics on the 
social media, and huge funds from 
the corporates, he has manufactured 
this mythical image of himself. His 
always referring to himself in the 
third person is symptomatic of this.

M y t h - m a k i n g  m u s t  b e 
distinguished from charisma. 
Charisma is based on some real 
achievements; it is not conjured 
out of thin air. But myth-making 
entails creating a persona that has 
no real counterpart. The Modi 
government has little to show by 
way of achievements in its first term. 
Its two big moves, demonetisation 
and the GST, had disastrous 
consequences. Peasant distress, 
unemployment, recession, stalk 
the economy. Besides, there is the 
destruction of institutions, the attack 
on civil liberties, the terrorising of 
minorities and Dalits by vigilante 
groups and the rampant atmosphere 
of hate-mongering.

It is this hate-mongering and the 
inculcation of a sense of insecurity 
among the people that helped in 
building the Modi myth. The need for 
a “messiah” got greatly exaggerated. 
Fascism and the “messiah” are 
inextricably linked. From this 
perspective, the 2019 elections 
are completely different from the 
elections we have had in the past, 
which is why all predictions about 
the outcome, including most Exit 
Polls, were so completely wrong. 
All the usual calculations, based on 
attributing “normal” behavior to the 
people, based on assuming a degree 

of stability of preferences, but 
altered at the margin by unfolding 
new issues like peasant distress, 
were completely off the mark.

The  2019 e lec t ions  lead 
irrevocably towards a fascist State; 
the 2014 elections were not so clear 
about where they would lead, but 
not the 2019 elections. They have 
been won by a non-existent person. 
Pointing to his non-existence will be 
deemed “sedition”. 

Breaking myths is not easy, 
but eventually people must tire 
of myths when their stomachs 
are empty and when they remain 
jobless. The Modi administration 
will keep diverting attention from 
the discourse of material deprivation 
to one of national security which can 
be more easily nourished by tales, 
as the Balakot air-strike was. But, 
even this will wear thin after a time. 
And the spontaneous development 
of the crisis as it affects the Indian 
economy will force Modi willy-nilly 
to confront the discourse of material 
deprivation.

The Left has been virtually 
wiped out in these elections. But the 
Left’s strength must be judged not 
just by the number of parliamentary 
seats won. It still has substantial 
trade union bases; and it must 
resume the peasant mobilisation 
that had got interrupted by the 
parliamentary elections. It must play 
a proactive role not just in mobilising 
all the forces opposed to fascism, 
not just in defending the democratic 
institutions, not just in fighting for 
civil liberties, but also in shifting the 
political discourse towards bread-
and-butter issues.

    The 2019 elections were also 
fought by an opposition that was 
disunited, and lacked a credible 
leader who could take on Modi. 
This may not have mattered in 

normal times; but in 2019 when 
the electorate had been fed on a 
diet of hatred and insecurity, its 
consciousness was not what it would 
have been in normal times. In future 
it would not be enough simply to 
change the discourse, to make it 
more bread-and-butter-focussed; 
there must be a credible face to 
lead the opposition alliance who 
has much greater moral stature than 
Modi and can take him on. Even 
Parliamentary systems, and not 
just Presidential ones, require clear 
leaders with sufficient moral stature. 
Nothing should be left to chance 
when it comes to fighting fascism.

(Prabhat Patnaik is Professor 
Emeritus at the Centre for Economic 
Studies and Planning, Jawaharlal 
Nehru University, New Delhi.)
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Finally, the government has 
released the suppressed report 
on unemployment ,  now that 
elections are done and dusted 
with. Meanwhile, joblessness 
has worsened dramatically with 
an estimated 4.17 crore people 
unemployed, according to another 
recent report of the CMIE (Centre 
for Monitoring Indian Economy), 
based on a similar sample survey.

The government had directed the 
National Sample Survey Organisaton 
(NSSO) to carry out the Periodic 
Labour Force Survey (PLFS) to 
get estimates of employment and 
unemployment on an annual basis. 
The first such survey was done in 
2017–18. That report had said that 
joblessness was at a 45–year high of 
6.1%. But the latest report of CMIE’s 
periodic surveys shows that the 
unemployment rate was much higher 
in 2017 (7.66%) and has steadily 
worsened since then, standing at a 
whopping 9.35% as of April 2019 
(see Chart 2).

Over 4 Crore Are Jobless Now, Much More Than Earlier

Subodh Varma

In numbers, this means some 
4.17 crore persons are unemployed 
and willing to take up jobs (Chart 
1). Included are both those actively 
looking for jobs as well as those 
who may have become frustrated 
and were, at the time of survey, not 
actively looking for jobs.

The CMIE’s report, released a 
few days ago, makes for shocking 
reading. There has been an over 
24% increase in the number of 
jobless persons since January–April 
2017 to the same period in 2019. 
The major part of this increase has 
actually taken place between 2018 
and 2019, coinciding with the period 
when the government was actively 
suppressing the PLFS report.

17% Graduates Jobless
As has always been the trend, 

unemployment is particularly high 
among those with a graduate degree 
or higher qualifications. CMIE’s 
report says that in Jan–Apr 2019, 
joblessness among these educated 
sections was 17% (Chart 4), almost 

double that of general unemployment 
rate.

In numbers, this means that some 
1.1 crore graduates are unemployed. 
An additional 2.2 crore persons who 
are between 10th to 12th standard 
pass-outs are unemployed. Not 
surprisingly, illiterate persons have 
the lowest unemployment share of 
about 2%, mainly because they are 
the poorest and have to undertake 
whatever kind of job is available in 
order to survive.

But, what happened to all the 
skill development programmes and 
the entrepreneurship incentives 
(like Mudra) which the Modi 1.0 
government had tom-tommed? That’s 
something Modi 2.0 needs to answer 
because if they simply continue 
with that approach, joblessness 
is not going to get controlled. 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi has 
appointed senior BJP leader Nitin 
Gadkari as the MSME (medium, 
small and micro enterprises) minister 
which means they want to give this 
sector (destroyed by the twin shocks 

Chart 1: Number of Jobless (crore) Chart 2: Unemployment Rate (%)
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of demonetisation and GST) some 
attention. But what will that be?

High Women’s Unemployment
Another feature of the unbridled 

jobs crisis is women’s joblessness. 
It was always high but as Chart 
5 shows, the crisis has worsened. 
According to the CMIE report, 
women’s joblessness rate stands at 
an incredible high of 25.7%—that 
means every fourth woman in the 
labour force is unemployed.

With men’s joblessness at 6.8%, 
clearly a disproportionately large 
number of women are unemployed, 
although this is a constant feature of 
the Indian economy.

Chart 3: Number of Jobless Gradua tes (lakh) Chart 4: Percentage of Graduates Jobless

This is another area that has 
received much lip service but 
practically no attention on the 
ground, in terms of policy.

Winning Elections Does Not Solve 
Unemployment

Perhaps it may seem to the 
Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 
that since it handsomely won the 
elections, the joblessness issue has 
vanished, or that it was nothing but 
hoopla. Nothing could be further 
from truth. Because the ruling party 
did not talk about the jobs crisis, and 
the Opposition too failed to raise it 
effectively, the voters were left with 
no choice but to put aside their anger 

Chart 5: Joblessness among Men and Women (%)

or discontent on it.
As the situation continues to 

deteriorate, and in the absence of any 
effective measures, the blowback is 
bound to come. Modi 2.0 needs to 
prepare for it.

(Subodh Varma i s  a  sen ior 
journalist.)
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 On May 25, 2019, two days 
after sweeping back to power, Prime 
Minister Modi made a speech at the 
Central Hall of Parliament.  He said, 
“We belong to those who voted for 
us and with those who consider us 
their enemy.” He spoke of minorities 
living in fear, but claimed that this 
fear is an imaginary creation of 
vote-bank politics. In his speech, 
he evoked the memory of Baba 
Saheb Ambedkar as the camera 
panned obligingly to the portrait of 
him hung in the historic hall. Modi 
said the new government must take 
it upon itself to win the faith of all 
minorities: “Sabka Vishwas”.

May 18, Tiruchi, Tamil Nadu: 
Abdullah, a 32-year-old auto driver 
was beaten to death for trying to 
defend a female passenger from 
an inebriated harasser. The police 
are calling it a “drunken scuffle”. 
Abdulah’s wife, Tashmin, insists that 
he was not drunk and would never 
be so when driving.

May 20, Padra Taluka, Gujarat: 
A Dalit couple were attacked by over 
200 upper-caste men. His “offence”? 
Pravin Mackwana had made a 
Facebook post accusing the Gujarat 
government of not allowing Dalits 
to marry in temples.

May 22, Mumbai: Dr, Payal 
Tadvi, a postgraduate student 
of gynaecology at the National 
Topiwala Medical College, took her 
own life. She was hounded, bullied, 
called casteist slurs and denied 
essential training because she came 
from Tadvi Muslim Scheduled Tribe.

May 22,  Seoni ,  Madhya 
Pradesh: Three Muslim youth, 
including one woman, beaten up 
on suspicion of carrying beef. They 
were made to shout “Jai Shree Ram”. 
Ram Sena leader Shubham Baghel 

“Sabka Vishwas” Tracker
is one of the accused. Eight people 
arrested, including the three victims 
of the violence. 

May 22, Manekwada village, 
Gujarat: A 17-year-old Dalit, 
Rajesh Sondarva was hacked to 
death by those accused of his father’s 
murder. Nanjibhai Sondarva, an 
RTI activist, was killed a year ago 
for demanding transparency and 
asking for details about funds spent 
on the construction of a village road. 
The village sarpanch is among the 
accused.

May 25, Muzaffarnagar, Uttar 
Pradesh: A 14-year-old Dalit girl 
was gangraped, murdered and her 
body burnt in a brick kiln. The 
accused have been booked under 
the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 
Tribes Prevention of Atrocities Act. 
The girl’s father alleges that the 
police and the administration are 
colluding to hush up the incident.

May 25, Sakchi, Jharkhand: 
Jeetrai Hansda, an Adivasi professor, 
was arrested for a two-year-old 
Facebook post about his right to eat 
beef. The state is ruled by the BJP.

May 26, Begusarai, Bihar:  
Rajiv Yadav stopped Mohd. Qasim 
on the road and asked him his name. 
On realising he is a Muslim, he shot 
him and told him to go to Pakistan. 
Md. Qasim was injured, but survived. 
In the recently concluded general 
election, former Union Minister 
Giriraj Singh won the Begusarai 
seat.

May 26, Gurgaon, Haryana: A 
25-year-old Muslim man wearing a 
skull-cap was stopped by a gang of 
youth and forced to shout “Bharat 
Mata Ki Jai”. He was then asked 
to shout “Jai Shree Ram”. When he 
refused, he was beaten up.

May 26, Connaught Place, New 

Delhi: Well-known gynaecologist, 
Dr. Arun Gadre from Pune, was 
staying at the Young Men’s Christian 
Association (YMCA), Jantar Mantar. 
He was in the city to deliver a lecture 
organised by the Indian Medical 
Association. A group of men stopped 
him near the Hanuman Temple in 
Connaught Place, where he’d gone 
for a walk. He was forced to shout 
“Jai Shree Ram”.

May 26, Singampalli village, 
Andhra Pradesh: Bikki Srinivas, 
a Dalit man, was chased, thrashed 
with sticks and murdered for stealing 
mangoes from the orchard of an 
upper-caste man. His body was taken 
to the local panchayat office and 
hanged from the ceiling to project 
that he had committed suicide.

May 27,  Banaras Hindu 
University, Varanasi: The incident 
occured in March, but came to light 
recently. Two Dalit research scholars 
and one from the ST community 
were forced to clean the toilets by 
a professor from the Home Science 
Department. The matter is being 
probed.

May 30, Rashtrapati Bhavan, 
New Delhi: Pratap Chandra Sarangi 
is the newly elected MP from 
Balasore, Odisha. He has gained 
huge popularity across the country 
for his “humble” background. Photos 
of the frail old man emerging from 
his bamboo hut have turned him into 
a hero for BJP supporters. Sarangi 
was the head the Bajrang Dal in 
Odisha in 1999 when Australian 
missionary Graham Staines and 
his two sons who were only 7 and 
11 years of age were burnt alive in 
the vehicle they were sleeping in. 
They were in Manoharpur in Odisha 
at the time. The Bajrang Dal has 
been linked to the murders. Sarangi 
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has several other cases pending 
against him for rioting, arson and 
damage to government property 
among others. He was sworn in to 

thunderous applause at the country's 
seat of power. He will hold two 
Minister of State portfolios in the 
new government.

This list is sourced from news 
reports and is by no means complete. 

Courtesy: Indian Cultural Forum

Today, on May 9, Basava 
Jayanthi  is  being celebrated 
across the state. The tragedy is 
that most Lingayats, who say they 
admire Basavanna, neither follow 
his religious teachings nor live 
according to the credo propagated 
by Basavanna and other Sharanas. 
Let’s take B.S. Yeddyurappa, who 
is considered as the strongman of 
Lingayats in the state, as an example. 
Basavanna proscribed worshipping 
idols and fire. But one would be 
hard put to find a single idol that 
Yeddyurappa has not prayed to; and 
no one has kept score of the yagnas 
and homas he has performed.

The revolution that Basavanna 
led in the twelfth century is unique 
in Indian history. Many, many years 
after Buddha, it was Basavanna and 
his contemporary Sharanas who 
launched a very strong spiritual, 
social and religious rebellion against 
Brahminical hegemony.

Hundreds of years before 
German philosopher Friedrich 
Engels said “labour created man’’, 
Basavanna had declared “Work is 
worship’’. By doing so, he exalted 
physical labour into a religious 
ideology and gave a severe blow to 
a society which looked down upon 
different professions since labour 
was intrinsically woven in the fabric 
of caste.

Born into a Brahmin family, 
Basavanna was taught the Vedas, 
Shastras and the Upanishads. But 
he rejected both his caste and its 
scriptures and said that the spiritual 

Basavanna: India’s First Free Thinker

Gauri Lankesh

experience of the labouring classes 
would be the well-spring of his 
social movement. In fact, most of 
the things that Basavanna did was to 
turn Brahminical beliefs on its head.

B a s a v a n n a  f o u n d e d  t h e 
Anubhava Mantapa (hall of spiritual 
experience) where people of all 
segments—be he a cobbler or she a 
sex worker—could articulate their 
thoughts. In his times, women were 
not only considered ‘second class’, 
they were also denied the right to 
offer worship. Basavanna, however, 
gave women equal status in his 
movement. In order to take the social 
movement closer to the people, 
Basavanna and all the other Sharanas 
voiced their concerns in simple 
Kannada so that even lay people 
could comprehend them. Basavanna 
asked everyone to not only share 
their lived experiences, but to also 
share the fruits of their labour. 
This had a two pronged purpose. 
Sharing the fruits of their labour and 
participating in community dining 
encouraged a feeling of kinship 
overcoming caste and class barriers.

Thousands of people were 
attracted to Basavanna since 
he stressed on egalitarianism, 
humanitarianism and rationalism 
which were sorely absent in a 
Brahmin-dominated society. It is 
for this reason that the Sharana 
movement is not only recognised as 
the first major revolt of the working 
classes for social equality but also as 
the first anti-priestly struggle after 
Buddhism.

Basavanna’s most famous 
vachana says:

The rich
Will make temple for Shiva,
What shall I, A poor man do?
My legs are pillars,
The body the shrine,
The head of cupola of gold.

(translation A K Ramanujan)

Since temple entry to non-
Brahmins was prohibited, through 
this vachana Basavanna turned both 
idol worship and temple entry into 
erroneous issues. Since Basavanna 
had declared that the Ishtalinga 
(which is worn around the neck near 
the heart) is one’s innate god and that 
everyone is a ‘mobile temple’ the 
shudras and the untouchables found 
it unnecessary to worship idols in 
temples.

The concept of heaven, hell, 
punya, paapa, rebirth, moksha, 
etc. are all products of the ‘Karma’ 
philosophy and form the basis 
of Brahminism. The Sharana 
movement rejected all such concepts 
and stressed on good conduct. They 
not only disapproved of animal and 
human sacrifice (even the symbolic 
sacrifice of coconuts and pumpkins 
were frowned upon) as part of 
rituals, they also strove to fight 
against superstition.

Basavanna empathised with the 
oppressed ‘lower castes’ in one of his 
vachanas where he said, “I am born 
to the servant of Madara Channaya 
and the tanner maid of Kakkayya.’’
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Even today, ‘dishonour killings’ 
take place when individuals from 
different castes or communities dare 
to fall in love with one another. But 
nearly 900 years ago, Basavanna had 
encouraged inter-caste weddings. 
That the wedding plans of a cobbler 
boy Sheelavantha and a Brahmin girl 
Lavanya ended in tragedy is another 
matter.

The fact that Basavanna, other 
Sharanas and their followers had 
dared to even think of such an inter-
caste union is remarkable indeed.

Basavanna was clearly way 
ahead of his times. When there 
existed great discrimination on the 
basis of caste, gender and class, 
Basavanna and his contemporary 
Sharanas strived for an egalitarian 
society. When blind faith was the 
order of the day, they spoke about 
rationalism. When feudalism was the 
accepted structure of society, they 
spoke about a shared existence. No 
wonder, Basavanna is considered by 
many as India’s ‘First Free Thinker’.

Basavanna had said, “Things 
standing shall fall, but the moving 
ever shall stay.’’ It is disheartening 
to note that today his supposed 
followers are doing their very 
best to destroy both Basavanna 
and his philosophy. Because they 
are celebrating Basavanna in the 
static form of busts and statues 
while simultaneously ignoring his 
teachings. It’s not enough to celebrate 
Basavanna’s birth anniversary. The 
ideals of the revolutionary Sharana 
movement should be propagated. 
Because those ideals are very similar 
to the resolve we have made in the 
preamble of our Constitution: to 
make India a sovereign, socialist, 
secular and a democratic republic.

(Gauri Lankesh was a journalist 
turned activist from Bangalore, who 
was murdered by assailants outside 
her home on September 5, 2017.)

June 3, 2019: 
With the ci ty  of  London 

effectively on "lockdown" in 
anticipation of the protests—
complete with the now-famous 
Trump Baby Blimp—that are 
expected to flood the city's streets 
on Tuesday (June 4), US President 
Donald Trump touched down in the 
United Kingdom on Monday, June 
3, for his first state visit shortly after 
tweeting an attack on London Mayor 
Sadiq Khan.

“Sadiq Khan, who by all 
accounts has done a terrible job 
as Mayor of London, has been 
foolishly ‘nasty’ to the visiting 
President of the United States, by 
far the most important ally of the 
United Kingdom,” Trump tweeted 
just before landing at the Stansted 
Airport in London on Monday. “He 
is a stone cold loser who should 
focus on crime in London, not me.”

Trump's attack on Khan came 
after the London mayor—who 
granted permission for protestors 
to fly the Trump baby blimp during 
Tuesday's mass demonstrations—
accused the US president of behaving 
like "the fascists of the 20th century 
to garner support" and said he 
would join the UK Labour Party in 
boycotting the state visit.

“Donald Trump is just one of 
the most egregious examples of a 
growing global threat,” Khan wrote 
in an op-ed for The Guardian on June 
1. “The far-right is on the rise around 
the world, threatening our hard-
won rights and freedoms and the 
values that have defined our liberal, 
democratic societies for more than 

UK Mobilises to Make Sure Trump Knows 
He 'Is Not Welcome'

Jake Johnson

seventy years.”
Khan's view of Trump as the 

face of a global far-right movement 
was echoed by the organisers of 
Tuesday's demonstrations, which 
are expected to bring hundreds of 
thousands of people into the streets 
across the UK.

Anna Vickerstaff, part of the 
team of demonstrators that will be 
"babysitting" the Trump blimp on 
Tuesday, said the protests against the 
US president are about far more than 
displaying a silly balloon designed 
to humiliate Trump.

“We know Trump isn't a joke—
he is responsible for rampant 
xenophobia, sexism, and transphobia 
and the creeping rise of far-right 
politics,” Vickerstaff wrote in an op-
ed for The Independent on Monday. 
“His climate denial and persistent 
facilitation of the fossil fuel industry 
is a death sentence for communities 
in the global south. But if flying a 
balloon caricature is what gets under 
his skin—then that's exactly what 
we're going to do.”

“Our balloon,” wrote Vickerstaff, 
“is part of a proud history of political 
satire in the UK that sends a clear, 
orange, message to Trump and his 
politics of hate that they are not 
welcome here.”

According to the UK-based 
Metro, a “huge police and security 
operation” is in place as London 
authorities prepare for the mass 
protests against the US president's 
three-day state visit.

In addition to the Trump baby 
blimp, the Metro reported, a “16ft 
talking robot of Mr. Trump sitting 
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on a gold toilet is also expected to 
make an appearance. It depicts the 
American leader with his trousers 
round his ankles while tweeting 
and says some of his well-known 
phrases such as ‘stable genius’ and 
‘no collusion’, as well as breaking 
wind.”

Ahead of Trump's arrival in 
the UK, The Guardian expressed 
the view of many Britons when it 
declared in an editorial on Sunday 
that “the president is not welcome.”

“Mr. Trump is a demagogue 
who represents a threat to peace, 
democracy, and the climate of our 
planet," the newspaper said. "As 
elected leader of the UK's closest 
ally, he can't be ignored. But making 
him, his wife, and four adult children 
the honored guests of the Queen 
risks legitimising his destructive 
policies, his cronyism, and his 
leanings towards autocracy.”

June 4, 2019:
Protesting both the individual 

cruelty of US President Donald 
Trump and the globally ascendant 
“politics of hate” he represents, 
tens of thousands took to the 
streets in London and across the 
UK on Tuesday as Trump enjoys 
“royal treatment” from the British 
government on his first official state 
visit.

Trump claimed in a tweet on 
Monday that he had not “seen any 
protests yet”, but the demonstrations 
on Tuesday will be impossible to 
miss, with the 20-foot-tall Trump 
baby blimp flying over London and 
crowds of Britons pouring into the 
streets throughout the country.

“We are  here  to  take on 
misogyny, racism, fascism and 
hatred,” Guardian columnist Owen 
Jones declared during a speech in 
London.

Jones emphasised this point in 
a column ahead of Tuesday's mass 
demonstrations, noting that the 
protests “aren't just about Trump, 
they're about everything he stands 
for.”

“These protests won't simply 
be about Trump and the perverse 
reality TV show he's treated the 
world to,” Jones wrote. “The protests 
will be about Trumpism: about 
confronting a resurgent global far 
right, defending the rights of women 
and minorities, fighting the climate 
emergency, opposing the threat of 
war, and standing against an attempt 
to gut the NHS and trash hard-won 
rights and freedoms.”

Journalist Shaista Aziz echoed 
Jones, telling the crowd gathered 
at a London rally on Tuesday that 
“this protest is about Trumpism—the 
hatred and poverty that is spreading.”

“Our movement is about joining 
the dots between hate, bigotry, and 
inequality,” Aziz said.

The demonstrations and marches 
kicked off on Tuesday morning 
as Trump met with British Prime 
Minister Theresa May, who is 
resigning on Friday after failing to 
negotiate a Brexit deal.

Jeremy Corbyn, the leader of 
the British Labour Party, declined 
to attend a state banquet for Trump 
on Monday night and joined 
demonstrators in the streets after 
calling the protests “an opportunity 
to stand in solidarity with those he's 
attacked in America, around the 
world, and in our own country.”

(Jake Johnson is a staff writer for 
Common Dreams, a non-profit, 
independent newscentre created in 
1997 and based in the USA.)

I am surprised that no one else 
is saying it, writing it, shouting it 
at each and every corner: It is not 
Venezuela, Cuba, Nicaragua and 
Iran that are in dire and crucial need 
of ‘regime change’. It is the United 
States of America, it is the entire 
European Union; in fact, the entire 
West.

And the situation is urgent.
The West has gone mad; it has 

gone so to speak, bananas; mental. 
And people there are too scared to 
even say it, to write about it.

One country after another is 
falling, being destroyed, antagonised, 
humiliated, impoverished. Entire 
continents are treated as if they 

Regime Change is Urgently Needed . . .  
in Washington

Andre Vltchek

were inhabited by irresponsible 
toddlers, who are being chased 
and disciplined by sadistic adults, 
with rulers and belts in their hands 
yelling with maniacal expressions 
on their faces: “Behave, do as we 
say, or else!”

It all would be truly comical, 
if it weren’t so depressing. But . . 
. nobody is laughing. People are 
shaking, sweating, crying, begging, 
puking, but they are not chuckling.

I see it everywhere where I 
work: in Asia, Latin America, Africa 
and the Middle East.

But why?
It is because North American 

and European countries are actually 
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seriously delivering their ultimatum: 
you either obey us, and prostrate 
yourself in front of us, or we will 
break you, violate you, and if 
everything else fails, we will kill 
your leaders and all of those who are 
standing in our way.

This is not really funny, is it? 
Especially considering that it is 
being done to almost all the countries 
in what is called Latin America, to 
many African and Middle Eastern 
nations, and to various states on the 
Asian continent.

And it is all done ‘professionally’, 
with great sadistic craftsmanship and 
rituals. No one has yet withstood 
‘regime change’ tactics, not even 
the once mighty Soviet Union, nor 
tremendous China, or proud and 
determined Afghanistan.

Cuba, Venezuela, DPRK and 
Syria may be the only countries that 
are still standing. They resisted and 
mobilised all their resources in order 
to survive; and they have survived, 
but at a tremendous price.

***

The vict ims keep crying.  
A few independent countries keep 
expressing their outrage. But so far, 
there is no grand coalition, which 
would be ready to fight and defend 
each other: “one for all, all for one”.

Until the recent ‘rebellion’ at 
the UN, no one has been openly 
and seriously suggesting that 
international law should apply to 
all nations of the world, equally.

People talk about ‘peace’. 
Many are begging the brigands to 
‘stop’, ‘have mercy’, show some 
compassion. But neither Europe 
nor North America has ever shown 
any compassion, for long, terrible 
centuries. Look at the map of the 
beginning of the 20th century, 
for instance: the entire world was 

colonised, plundered and subjugated.
Now it is all moving in the same 

direction. If the West is not stopped, 
our planet may not survive at all. 
And let us be realistic: begging, 
logical arguments and goodwill 
will not stop Washington, Paris 
or London from plundering and 
enslaving.

Anyone who has at least some 
basic knowledge of world history 
knows that.

So why is the world still not 
forging some true resistance?

***

Is Venezuela going to be the last 
straw? And if not Venezuela, that is 
if Venezuela is allowed to fall, is it 
going to be Nicaragua, Cuba or Iran 
next? Is anything going to propel 
people into action?

Are we al l  just  going to 
look passively how the socialist 
Venezuela, a country which has 
already given so much to the world, 
Venezuela which managed to create 
beautiful visions and concepts for 
our humanity, is going to be burned 
to ashes, and then robbed of all 
of its dreams, its resources and its 
freedom?

Are we all such cowards? Is this 
what we—human beings—have 
actually become; been reduced to? 
Cowards and cattle, selfish and 
submissive beings; slaves?

All this, simply because people 
are too scared to confront the 
empire? Because they prefer to hide 
and pretend that what is so obvious 
is actually not taking place?

Therefore, let me pronounce it, 
so at least my readers do not have 
that ‘luxury’ of claiming that they 
were not told:

This world is being brutalised 
and controlled by the fascist clique 
of Western nations. There is no 

‘democracy’ left in this world, 
as there is near zero respect for 
international law in North American 
and European capitals. Colonialism 
has returned in full force. Western 
imperialism is now almost fully 
controlling the world.

And begging, trust me—begging 
and talking of peace is not going to 
help.

During WWII, fascism had to 
be stopped. If not, it was going to 
devour the entire planet. In the past, 
tens of millions have already died 
fighting for freedom and for our 
mankind. Yes, some nations tried to 
compromise and negotiate with Nazi 
Germany, but we all know where it 
all ended.

Now, the situation is the same. 
Or worse, perhaps much worse, 
because the West has nukes and a 
tremendous propaganda apparatus: 
it controls human brains all over 
the world with ‘mass media’, and 
‘education’.

And because the citizens of 
the West are now much more 
brainwashed than the Germans and 
Italians were in the late 1930s and 
early 1940s; more brainwashed, 
more scared, submissive and more 
‘disciplined’.

***

Look, seriously: are the people 
who are now writing those “peace 
essays”, in which they argue with the 
Western regime about who is right 
and who is wrong, seriously thinking 
that they are going to move people 
like Donald Trump, or Pompeo, or 
Abrams, or Rubio?

Do they believe that Washington 
is going to stop murdering millions 
of people all over the world? Or that 
the neo-colonialist plunder would 
stop, after the US Congress and 
Senate suddenly understand that 
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they have been on the wrong side 
of history?

This is not some rhetorical 
question. I am serious: I demand 
answers!

Does ‘peace movement’ thinks 
that by amassing arguments it could 
stop Western expansionism? Yes or 
no?

Do they believe that Pompeo 
or Trump will suddenly hit their 
foreheads and exclaim: “You people 
are correct! We did not see this!” 
And call their troops, their thugs and 
mercenaries back?

If not, if this is not what peace 
movements believe would be done 
by North American and European 
leaders, then why all those thousands 
of wasted pages?

Would you go near a crocodile 
that is ready to devour an innocent 
child, and try to reason with it? 
Would you, seriously? Do you think 
it would stop, drop a few tears, wag 
its tail and leave?

***

Sometimes I tend to believe that 
‘peace movements’ in the West are 
making things worse. They create 
false hopes, and they behave as if 
the empire is some entity that has 
a soul, and understands logic. They 
grossly underestimate the threat, the  
danger.

And they tend to analyse the 
Western threat from a Western 
perspective, using Western logic.

I t  somehow ge ts  los t  in 
interpretation that fascism, terror 
and bestiality have to be confronted 
and fought.

One cannot negotiate with a 
group of countries which are already 
bathed in the blood of some 80% 
of the planet. If it was to happen, 
it would just be a mockery and it 
would simply humiliate everyone 

that is sincerely trying to stop the 
assassins.

***

Right now, Venezuela needs 
solidarity. It requires direct help, 
actions; not words. And so do many 
other countries.

Instead, it gets an endless 
avalanche of best wishes, as well as 
premature obituaries.

The Bolivarian Revolution has 
gotten plenty of colorful words. But 
what it urgently needs is volunteers, 
money, and internationalist brigades!

I know that billions of people 
all over the world are now cheering 
from their armchairs; in fact, 
doing absolutely nothing, while 
also spending zero. Their love for 
Venezuela is ‘platonic’.

I have just left Syria, where I was 
covering the Idlib war zone. There 
was not one single foreigner near 
me, during those days. Eva Bartlett 
and Vanessa Beeley usually work 
all over the toughest areas in Syria, 
but how many others do? And most 
of the time we work with near zero 
backing, just because we feel that 
it is our moral obligation to inform 
humanity.

I am wondering, how many 
foreigners are fighting for Venezuela, 
right now?

Who is going to face the Western 
spooks implanted into the Caracas 
and the Venezuelan borders with 
Colombia and Brazil? A few RT and 
TeleSur reporters, those true heroes, 
yes, but who else?

Only direct action can save 
Venezuela, and the world.

This is no time for debates.
This is worse, much worse than 

the late 1930s.
The proverbial crocodile is here; 

its enormous ugly mouth open, ready 
to devour yet one more brilliant, 

proud country.
It is time to stick a big metal rod 

into its mouth. Now, immediately; 
before it gets too late.

Let us shout LONG LIVE 
VENEZUELA! But with our hands, 
muscles and purses, not just with 
our mouths.

And let us not be scared to 
declare: if anywhere, it is Washington 
where regime change is truly and 
urgently needed!

(Andre Vltchek is a philosopher, 
novelist, filmmaker and investigative 
journalist.) 
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[Martha Lia Grajales is part of 
the Surgentes Collective (a human 
rights organisation) and a founding 
member of the San Agustin Convive 
cooperative in Venezuela. She is a 
lawyer, and has a master’s degree 
in human rights and democracy. In 
this interview, we ask her questions 
about the relationship between state 
power and popular organisation, 
with a view to understanding how 
grassroots initiatives might breath 
new life into the socialist project.]

Cira Pascual  Marquina 
(CPM): From the beginning, the 
Chavista movement had two ways 
of understanding and carrying 
out politics: on the one hand, 
there was popular protagonism, 
direct democracy and grassroots 
organisation. On the other hand, 
Chavismo also pursued state and 
institutional power. This double 
approach was productive for a time, 
and it opened the way for unforeseen 
expressions of popular power. Now, 
however, there seems to be a clear 
prevalence of state-level politics 
over popular power and grassroots 
organisation. What’s going on?

Martha Lia Grajales (MLG): 
The state is a disputed territory, 
and entering into it is necessary 
if we want to promote popular 
interests, but state power is not in 
any way the goal. In any effort to 
build popular power, there must be 
synergy between the bottom and the 
top. The key issue here is that what is 
done “from above” must strengthen 
popular power from below.

We can’t ignore the important 
role that the government has played 
in fostering spaces of participation 

Building Socialism from Below

Cira Pascual Marquina interviews Martha Lia Grajales

and political organising for subaltern 
groups. Expanding and deepening 
popular organisation in Venezuela 
has been, without doubt, one of 
the Chavista government’s goals, 
and we can count the build up of 
grassroots organisations on a large 
scale as one of its big successes.

What is the problem then? First, 
the work that is done ‘from above’ 
should not replace or appropriate 
that which is done ‘from below’. 
That’s to say, state institutions 
shouldn’t manage or instrumentalise 
(that is, trivialise) popular power.

There are many conceptions 
of popular power, and one of them 
considers it simply as an instrument 
for seizing state power. However, 
once the power is in your hands, then 
you appeal to ‘historical necessity’ 
and ‘national interest’ to justify 
centralising power. In this way, 
the party and the state gradually 
supplant popular projects and the 
autonomous organisations of the 
oppressed classes.

The other conception of popular 
power, which is the one we believe 
in, considers popular power to be 
both a means and an end. Popular 
power is about creating a new set 
of social relations that are outside 
the logic of capital, and the aim is 
self-government. Chávez warned 
that the state or party should not 
institutionalise or co-opt popular 
power. That, obviously, does not 
mean we should take an isolationist 
attitude and cut off all relations with 
the state for fear of losing autonomy. 
As I said earlier, the state is a 
disputed terrain which the popular 
movement must not ignore, but it 

shouldn’t be considered the main 
objective.

Thus, the problem is not that 
popular power has been promoted 
from above.  The problem is 
that often those operating in the 
government conceive of popular 
power as something that is merely 
auxiliary and which is only good 
for maintaining formal or traditional 
power. This conception strips popular 
power of all of its transformative 
potential. It treats the masses as 
passive recipients rather than as 
political subjects with the capacity 
and power to guide the revolutionary 
process.

But it should be said that this is 
not only a question about how the 
state does things. Popular forces also 
need to strategise their approach, the 
most important requirement being 
that they need to develop economic 
autonomy, which not only politicises 
their movements but also limits the 
possibility of state co-optation.

A popular movement that does 
not have its own economic muscle 
and depends completely on state 
resources is very vulnerable. If it 
does not behave as the state expects 
it to, it will lose support and its 
organisational work can easily 
collapse. Or when the government, 
wanting to support the initiative, 
is lacking in resources, that can 
also lead to the collapse of the 
movement’s organisational efforts. 
So when popular power builds a 
relationship of dependence on the 
state, that reduces its capacity to 
self-govern.

Obviously, all this doesn’t mean 
that popular organisations should 
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reject state support, but it does mean 
that when support is received, it must 
be oriented towards collectively 
developing and collectively owning 
the means of production according to 
a logic that is different from capital, 
and which must be sustainable 
without the state’s intervention. 
Otherwise it will be impossible 
to advance on the path of self-
government and transitioning to 
socialism.

This is a complicated business, 
because here the government must 
support the initiatives for building of 
popular power that should gradually 
replace the government itself. In that 
process, we will naturally run into 
resistance from constituted power, 
which does not want to be replaced. 
However, it is only if this transfer 
of power takes place, that we can 
advance toward socialism.

The role of a popular government 
is to contribute to building power 
from below, fostering a constant 
modification in the relations of 
power in favour of the people. There 
must be a process of permanently 
generating conditions for the growth 
of popular power. Paraphrasing 
Miguel Mazzeo (noted Argentine 
intellectual–activist) : those from 
above should foment, not replace 
popular power.

CPM: You have claimed that the 
Chavista popular movement needs 
to organise all of its forces, with the 
aim of reorienting the Bolivarian 
Process. The popular movement—
consisting of people organised 
in  communes ,  cooperat ives , 
worker councils and autonomous 
feminist  organisations—must 
become something that can guide 
the masses. This requires a great 
deal of collective work but also, 
and very importantly, an effective 
communications strategy.

MLG: The crisis in Venezuela 
is much more than a struggle to 
maintain state power. It is about the 
struggle to maintain socialism as a 
strategic goal, not only in Venezuela 
but in the continent as a whole.

In this regard, in the midst of the 
brutal blockade and with internal 
errors having been made in the 
direction of the political process, 
there is now a strong national and 
international tendency claiming 
that Venezuela’s attempt to build 
an alternative to capitalism is a 
huge failure. Moreover, it is said 
that the problems that we are now 
experiencing are associated with 
the socialist model. This view 
associates socialism with scarcity of 
food, widespread impoverishment, 
the restriction of political rights, 
corruption, etc., and uses this a 
reason to reject it as an alternative 
to capitalism. 

So when I talk about the need 
for the Chavista popular movement 
to organise and reorient itself, one 
of the things I’m talking about is 
publicising and popularising all 
those grassroots projects that have 
taken shape during the emergency—
all those communal projects that, 
in the midst of this crisis, cast their 
lot with building alternatives to 
capitalist relations, to colonialism 
and to heteronormativity (the belief 
that heterosexuality is the norm – 
Editor)—and which layout the path 
to socialism as a strategic horizon.

In the midst of this profound 
crisis, these grassroots efforts 
expand and enrich participation 
in politics. They also produce and 
guarantee food in a sustainable 
and sovereign way. In other words, 
those who are self-organised and 
collectively manage shared assets 
are more protected. These grassroots 
experiences are living proof that the 

socialist model hasn’t failed. Quite 
the contrary, these projects go to 
show us that the way out of the 
current crisis involves placing our 
bets on a truly emancipatory course 
of action.

There are so many projects that 
show this. Plan Pueblo a Pueblo is 
a project involving some seventy 
small campesinos—essentially 
farming families—and it manages 
to distribute food to more than 
1,200 urban families every week. 
In three years, they have produced 
more than 1,000 tons of fruits and 
vegetables on their own. They are 
also recovering native seeds and 
agroecological practices, while 
promoting campesino organisation 
not only for the sake of food 
sovereignty, but also with a view to 
building an independent distribution 
network. This initiative generates 
new fraternal relations between 
the people of the countryside and 
the city, and productive relations 
geared towards common welfare and 
towards eliminating intermediaries.

Pueblo a Pueblo’s internal 
organisational process helped raise 
the small farmers’ capacity to grow 
and distribute in an independent 
and autonomous manner, which in 
turn helped them get better pay for 
their labour. At the same time, the 
organised buyer communities are 
able to purchase food with around 
60% savings when compared with 
standard market prices. All this 
happened in the midst of a terrible 
crisis, and it was made possible, first, 
by planning production; second, 
through the organisational work 
both in the countryside and in the 
city; and, third, by eliminating 
intermediaries from the productive 
chain. This shows that organisation 
can not only help us overcome 
the crisis, additionally, it’s also a 
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game-changer, allowing us to avoid 
capitalist pragmatism, and deepening 
our commitment to socialism as a 
strategic goal.

So we have to question both the 
usual explanation of the causes of the 
harsh situation that we are currently 
facing and at the same time publicise 
all those practices that are led by 
subaltern groups: projects that will 
allow us to find a way out of this 
crisis while radicalising the process.

This, however, requires a big 
effort on the part of the popular 
movement to generate spaces 
of articulation. That’s because, 
whenever these initiatives get going, 
pragmatists will always say that one 
truck of produce by a cooperative 
will not solve the huge difficulties 
that we are living.

W h e n  f a c e d  w i t h  s u c h 
arguments, I would answer in two 
ways. First, this is not only about the 
collective effort that is promoted at 
a local level, because undoubtedly 
such an effort taken in isolation is 
absolutely insufficient. The aim here 
is to multiply the local productive 
projects based on the characteristics 
of each territory and what is needed 
for reproducing life there. The local 
projects should also be linked to 
other such projects, allowing for 
the growth of what Chavez called 
a great spider web: a new geometry 
of power. This new power might 
well have its epicenter at the local 
level, but its true power consists 
in the capacity to connect people 
and communities across the entire 
region. It is in this way that what 
might seem insignificant at a local 
level can contribute to new practices, 
new policies and new economic 
relations which could meet the most 
serious needs of the people.

Thus, the objective is not only 
generating local productive projects, 

it is also to generate spaces of 
encounter, articulation and collective 
action that must be promoted beyond 
the local level where each initiative 
is taking place.

I  would also l ike to  add 
something in response to those 
who think that it’s naïve to imagine 
solving crisis from below, from the 
local level, and step by step. Well, we 
are not naïve, we are not forgetting 
the struggle that must take place at 
the level of state politics. But it is 
precisely by accumulating grassroot 
force—through organisational work 
and forging alternative productive 
chains—that we can develop real 
capacity to exert our influence at the 
level of state politics.

CPM: In the face of the crisis 
(and governmental responses that 
often involve reducing popular 
participation) new grassroots 
projects have been emerging. These 
projects are often self-managed and 
try to solve problems outside the 
logic of capital. We have seen people 
using new organisational forms 
that are much more democratic and 
horizontal. These spaces have been 
important for re-politising people 
during the crisis and in the face of 
imperialist aggression.

MLG: As a result of the multi-
dimensional crisis that we are facing 
in Venezuela, many people from the 
popular classes no longer involve 
themselves in state-sponsored 
organisations. In some cases, this 
is due to their understandable anger 
with the government—both with 
regards to the overall orientation 
of its national policies, and the 
behaviour of its local representatives 
in the local territory, particularly the 
people assigned from above to head 
the CLAP (Local Food Production 
and  P rov i s ion  Commi t t ees , 
which organise the distribution 

of subsidised food) or the UBCh 
(Bolivar-Chavez Battle Units, 
which are the basic organisational 
structures of the Socialist Party of 
Venezuela at the local level). In other 
cases, it’s simply because solving 
day-to-day problems takes a lot of 
time and effort, due to the crisis.

However, it’s a different story 
with the organisational efforts that 
are being made to respond to the 
crisis, such as: the projects that 
operate outside the logic of capital 
and address people’s material needs, 
such as food, and do this with 
a practice that turns people into 
protagonists and political subjects 
again, as opposed to the clientelistic 
logic promoted by the government; 
the projects that question the logic 
of privileges in the distribution of 
scarce resources; the initiatives 
that promote relationships built on 
transparency and equality. These 
kinds of organisational initiatives 
h a v e  m a n a g e d  t o  m a i n t a i n 
themselves and grow, not only from 
an economic standpoint, but also 
politically. These organisations have 
not only survived, they have also 
been growing and getting stronger.

This shows that it’s not just 
about solving the food issue (which 
is what the CLAP tries to do), but 
also about doing this in ways that 
are opposed to the logic of capital, 
through methods that are collective 
and democratic. In the words of 
Mazzeo, it’s about government by 
an entire class and not by an elite.

Those efforts seeking to build 
popular power from below—and 
that do so by developing forms 
that allow for a more collective 
and democratic way of doing 
politics, while also addressing 
people’s material needs—work to 
re-politise the population and raise 
public morale. This recharges and 
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strengthens the mass organisation, 
while maintaining socialism as a 
strategic goal. Even though they 
don’t actually get us to socialism, 
they work to build conditions for it.

CPM: Finally, I would like to 
ask you about Unidos San Agustin 
Convive, as a concrete self-organised 
project. If you could describe it, that 
would help us to understand the 
practical experience and its political 
reverberations. We would also like 
to learn how this experience re-
politises people and raises morale, 
and how it belies the claim that 
socialism has failed and the only 
solution now is privatisation.

MLG: San Agustín Convive 
is a cooperative formed mainly 
by women from 13 communal 
councils in the San Agustin del Sur 
barrio in Caracas. It got going in 
August almost three years ago. The 
cooperative took shape to deal with 
the issue of food. When it started in 
2016, there was one hub made up of 
five communal councils, and now 
there are three hubs bringing together 
people from 13 communal councils. 
Besides the distribution of food in 
collaboration with the Plan Pueblo a 
Pueblo, the cooperative is also taking 
steps to develop textile and food 
production; the making of sauces, 
jams, and ice cream; and children’s 
social and leadership activities—all 
this through a self-managed and 
deeply democratic process involving 
collective organisational forms. It is 
an attempt to develop revolutionary 
theory through practical work. 
Thus, it is not just an effort aimed 
at meeting specific demands, it is 
also about building the conditions 
for socialism to take shape, starting 
at the local level.

How does it re-politise and 
re-mobilise people? Well, it re‐
politicised people through practical 

experience that  showed that 
cooperative and collective action 
can protect us, in the midst of 
Venezuela’s deep crisis. Thanks to 
the organisational work we have 
done, people in the cooperative have 
access to food with more than 60% 
savings compared with the regular 
market prices (which, in turn, means 
that we are likely to be eating more 
and better). The cooperative also 
decreases our level of dependence, 
making us more autonomous and less 
vulnerable. Finally, the experience 
demonstrates, in the midst of a 
brutal crisis, that the only way out 
is through collective projects, not 
through capitalism.

The project re-mobilises us 

because, to build our non‐capitalist 
alternative, we have had to overcome 
the condition of being merely 
dependent ‘recipients’ and remake 
ourselves as political subjects 
capable of critically addressing 
our reality and of organising to 
transform it. It is not about waiting 
for the solutions to arrive from 
above, it is about building them from 
below. Of course, for something 
like this to work, everybody has to 
participate and get involved.

(Cira Pascual Marquina is Political 
Science Professor at the Universidad 
de Bolivariana de Venezuela in 
Caracas and is staff writer for 
Venezuelanalysis.com.)

[As the general elections in 
Bolivia are approaching and the 
campaign for socialist president Evo 
Morales is gaining vigour, Peoples 
Dispatch interviewed Rodolfo 
Machaca Yupanqui, the leader of the 
Unified Confederation of Bolivian 
Peasant Workers Union (CSUTCB). 
The CSUTCB is the largest peasants’ 
union in Bolivia. Since 1967, it has 
been continuously struggling for 
various transformative processes. 
President Evo Morales is also a 
member of this confederation.]

Peoples Dispatch: What are the 
main agenda points and objectives 
of your organisation?

Rodolfo Machaca Yupanqui: 
The primary object ive is  to 
organise people. The indigenous 
peasant sector has been historically 
marginalised and forgotten. So it was 

The People are with Evo:  
A Glimpse of New Bolivia

 Interview with Rodolfo Machaca Yupanqui

very important that our indigenous 
peasant grassroots movements 
were taken into account in the 
Bolivian state structure. This means 
having political rights, including 
the right of indigenous people 
and peasants to become president, 
member of parliament, legislator, 
judge, attorney general, professor 
or university teacher—basically, the 
right to be treated on par with any 
other citizen.

Social rights are the next thing we 
fight for. It is important to have equal 
rights in health care and education, 
without being discriminated on the 
basis of culture and language.

We also fight for economic 
rights. It is worth mentioning that 
we, as peasants, farmers, livestock 
breeders, fishermen and craftsmen, 
also want to have our own form of 
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economy. We want an economy based 
on community and social values. 
We do not want a private economy 
or capitalism or neoliberalism. 
So, these are the reasons why we 
mobilise.

As a result of years of struggles, 
we have Evo Morales as the president 
of Bolivia. He is the first indigenous 
peasant to lead the country.

The second important objective 
is to fight for universal human rights. 
We, the indigenous peasant people, 
have our own knowledge, wisdom 
and experiences. We want a social 
environment in which these are 
recognised.

While we are an indigenous 
people’s organisation, we have 
also built international linkages. 
We have organised at continental 
level, at global level with La 
Via Campesina and we also are 
members of the Social Movements 
of ALBA. It is worth noting that all 
indigenous organisations and unions 
in the countryside, as well as in the 
cities—whether they be of salaried 
employees or the self-employed, of 
mine workers, transport workers, 
factory workers, retail and wholesale 
traders or craftsmen—all unite at the 
global level to fight for our demands. 
This is very useful for peasants from 
across the globe. The reason for 
organising a common struggle at 
a global level is to defeat all those 
plans of the ruling classes that are 
capitalist, oligarchic and sectoral, 
and to fight the governments that 
only serve the rich people.

In order to defeat these plans, it 
is necessary to fight for a new model 
of a state that would be closer to our 
needs, a model of a people oriented 
state. In this model, the form of 
government and the structure of 
the State should be such that it 
includes those sectors that have been 

forgotten or marginalised in the past. 
How to fight for building such a 
state, and what would be its form, are 
the issues that we discuss and debate 
in the meetings between trade union 
leaders, indigenous people, peasants 
and workers from all over the world 
and this must continue progressing.

PD:  What have been the 
significant changes brought about 
by Evo Morales’ government? Which 
are the sectors that benefited from 
these changes?

RMY: A major change that is 
an example for the whole world is 
that after being marginalised and 
neglected for hundreds of years, 
the indigenous people, peasants, 
workers and labourers have been 
incorporated into the state structure 
through the constituent assembly.

Through Morales’ reforms, 
these sectors have all the essential 
rights that the rich, powerful and 
strong people have. Now, even one 
of us can become the president. It is 
not just the elite, but an indigenous 
person and a peasant who can also 
run the country. We have the right 
to be a member of the assembly, a 
member of parliament, a governor, a 
judge or a lawyer. We have the right 
to join the military academy and the 
police academy, and to participate in 
elections and win electoral power, 
which controls the democratic 
system in the country.

Another significant change has 
been breaking with the neoliberal 
notion of the state that only recognises 
the private sector. We have built 
what is called the state economy, in 
which the state takes control of the 
wealth and not only regulates it, but 
also has administrative control.

We have also implemented a 
community-based economy, which 
recognises the economy of the 
poorest people and the unionised 

sectors. These economies have been 
incorporated within the structure 
of the state. Earlier, the private 
economy was the main driving force 
of the economy. Only the rich and 
the powerful could manage and head 
it while we, the indigenous, peasant 
and poor people were subservient 
to this model. Similarly, societal 
control has been strengthened 
instead of private control. So, these 
are the most important changes that 
have taken place in Bolivia.

The Bolivian state has also taken 
over the natural resources such 
as petroleum, hydrocarbons and 
the mining industry, as well as the 
telecommunication, electricity and 
transportation sectors. We have taken 
control of all the strategic areas, and 
whatever resources are generated 
from there are invested by the state 
in roads, education, construction of 
schools, hospitals, communication 
centers, universities, etc.

We are confident that in the 
coming decades, because of these 
profound advances, Bolivia will be 
as developed as China or any other 
advanced country.

PD: What can you tell us about 
the upcoming presidential elections 
in Bolivia?

RMY: Sometimes, the set of rules 
of a state, in the name of democracy, 
places limits on a president even 
though his administration might 
have been good. For example, Evo 
Morales has been governing the 
country for 12 years and they did 
not want him to stand in elections 
again because of these constitutional 
limitations.

We, the indigenous people, 
peasants, social movements and 
people’s organisations, demanded 
that the rules be changed so that a 
president who does positive things 
for the benefit of the people should 
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continue. We believe that 12 years 
are not enough for profound changes 
to materialise. For this reason, we 
are re-nominating president Evo 
Morales for 2020–2025. On behalf 
of our party, the Movement Towards 
Socialism (MAS), his nomination 
has already been registered with the 
electoral body.

The elections are a challenge. 
The Latin American continent is 
going through a very difficult and 
complicated situation, where the 
neoliberal and fascist model is 
dominant again. It has returned to 
power in Brazil and it is there in 
Argentina. Ecuador had a socialist 
leader but his successor is actually 
serving the capitalists. Venezuelan 
president Nicolás Maduro is 
suffering a brutal frontal attack. 
The big capitalists are attacking 
our presidents  from popular 
backgrounds.

We are going through difficult 
times, but we are confident that there 
is light at the end of the tunnel and 
that we will set an example for the 
world. Only by organising ourselves 
and continuously resisting without 
arms will democracy triumph again. 
These are great challenges, but they 
can be won with unity that is rooted 
in the diversity of social movements. 
The secret is in uncompromising 
resistance. If we resist, we will win 
for sure. A new dawn will come. 
We hope that in the world and in 
the Latin American continent, in the 
coming years progressive presidents 
will come to power and work for the 
poor, who are the most neglected 
people on this planet Earth.

(People’s Dispatch is an international 
media organisation whose mission is 
to highlight voices from people’s 
movements and organisations across 
the globe.)

(This paper was first presented 
at a five-day conference on ‘Indian 
Constitution and Social Justice’ 
held in Mysore in 1995, under the 
joint auspices of Indian Institute 
of Advanced Study, Shimla and 
Dhwanyalok Center for Indian 
Studies, Mysore. It generated 
considerable controversy then, as 
the author had written and presented 
it in Hindi, even though a summary 
of the article had been circulated in 
English for benefit of the non-Hindi 
scholars. As the language question 
is again under discussion spotlight 
after the publication of the draft 
National Education Policy (NEP) 
2018, it is being published here once 
again.)

I
The pledge to make “social, 

economic and political justice,” that 
is ‘social justice’ available to all the 
citizens of the country, is the pledge 
expressed in the Preamble of the 
Indian Constitution. Constitution 
makers have made provisions to 
facilitate the availability of social 
justice to all people and groups, 
without “discrimination on the 
grounds of religion, race, caste, sex 
or place of birth”. The intention 
behind this is the creation of an 
egalitarian society. Ideas of social 
justice witnessed on the international 
political scene contain sharper 
and revolutionary perceptions as 
compared to the Indian Constitution. 
The revolutionary parties within 
India itself are not completely 
satisfied with this constitutional 
delineation of social justice. The 
scope of this paper does not allow 
one to go into the details of the other 
concepts of social justice.

Official Language Vs Social Justice

Prem Singh

The deprived and the oppressed 
sections of Indian society, for 
whom the Constitution’s provision 
for social justice was specially 
formulated, are the ones who really 
are denied the same. The general 
opinion after forty-five years of the 
implementation of the Constitution 
is that the ‘development’ and the 
‘progress’ made by free India has 
only resulted in making the rich, 
richer and the poor, poorer. The 
causes for this are complex and 
multifaceted. Significant among 
these is the constitutional acceptance 
given to English as the Official 
Language of the country. The 
Constitution makers obstructed 
the process of social justice in the 
very beginning by bestowing upon 
English the position of Official 
Language in the country, though 
after independence Gandhi had 
voiced his apprehensions about this: 
“Unless the government and their 
secretariats take care the English 
language is likely to usurp the place 
of Hindustani. This must do infinite 
harm to the millions of Indians who 
would never be able to understand 
English.”[1] In free India, after 
Gandhi, Lohia argued consistently 
that the language issue has a direct 
bearing upon the social justice and 
democratic process.

A long ‘Mahabharata’ has been 
fought on the multifaceted language 
problem in the country. But the 
entire focus of the discussion gets 
suffocated and killed in limiting the 
argument to merely Hindi versus 
English, and Hindi versus other 
Indian languages. Like the monkey 
in the fable who devoured the loaf 
while meting out ‘monkey-justice’ 
to the quarrelsome cats, English has 



JANATA, June 9, 2019 17

kept winning at the cost of Indian 
languages which are unable to arrive 
at any solution among themselves.

English was given the status 
of the Official Language of India 
for the first fifteen years of the 
country’s independence.  But 
the position has not changed till 
today. English has also achieved 
the position of a language which 
commands power and social status. 
Deeply responsible for this are those 
English-knowing elite who keep the 
common public away from socio-
political processes. Also responsible 
for this are those who play political 
games in the name of the language 
issue. Responsibility rests upon 
those ‘progressive’ thinkers too, who 
believe that English is necessary for 
the development of both capitalism 
as well as socialism. Commenting on 
such thinkers, Ram Vilas Sharma, the 
Marxist thinker and linguist, writes: 
“some progressive thinkers like to 
quote with pride Gandhi’s ideas 
on the subject of state formation 
on language basis. But they very 
conveniently ignore what Gandhi 
said about doing away with English. 
These thinkers represent those 
middle class intellectuals who are 
hopeful of being admitted into 
official positions at all-India level 
by allowing English to continue at 
the Centre”.[2] Gandhi and Ram 
Vilas Sharma both advocate the use 
of Hindi–Hindustani in place of 
English. The reference to both these 
luminaries has been made not to 
prove the validity of their argument 
in favour of Hindi–Hindustani, but 
in order to underline the fact that 
they both consider English to be a 
weapon in the hands of a particular 
class, which it uses against the 
remaining common people.

II
It was argued at the time of 

Independence that the Indian 

languages were, for the time being, 
incapable of functioning as vehicles 
of communication and knowledge. 
And English ‘as one of the major 
achievements made by the country 
during the foreign rule’, was capable 
of building up national integration 
and bringing the country at par with 
the international scene of science and 
technology. The first two Education 
Commissions, the Radhakrishnan 
Commission (1947) and the Kothari 
Commission (1966) agreed that 
Indian languages should be the 
medium of instruction at universities, 
so that the chasm between the English 
knowing elite and the common 
masses is obliterated. The advocates 
of English however refused to 
believe that English could be the 
cause for this gap. The progressive 
writer, Mulk Raj Anand, considering 
English to be synonymous with 
knowledge itself, said that the 
“brown-sahibs” apart, the country 
has a “sincere English-knowing 
intelligentsia” which can make 
social justice and human dignity 
possible not only at the national 
level but also at the international 
level. This intelligentsia, committed 
to giving concrete shape to the 
India of Nehru’s dreams, cautioned 
us against the usage of Indian 
languages, which, they believe, 
confine us to being mere “suburbans, 
provincials and village idiots”.[3] 
As per the wishes of this “sincere 
intelligentsia” consisting of scholars 
like Mulk Raj Anand and other 
supporters of the English language, 
most of the work in advanced 
education and research institutions 
(except the work being done in 
academies of Indian languages), is in 
the English language. Consequently, 
most of the research and scholarship 
in the country is done only in English 
language. The natural fallout of 
the situation is that English alone 
becomes the yardstick of excellence. 

Universities and institutions are laden 
with English texts and journals. This 
includes work done on the subject 
of social justice and revolution. All 
the political parties in India who are 
committed to the ideology of social 
justice carry out their work in the 
English language. There is hardly 
any national or regional political 
party which has its manifesto, policy 
etc. written down originally in 
Indian languages. This includes the 
party led by Ram Manohar Lohia 
which had pledged to do away with 
English “today and now” because 
it hampered social justice in the 
country. The Marxist parties inspired 
by the revolutionary goal, the highest 
form of social justice, carry out all 
their official proceedings in English. 
English, already endowed with 
the responsibility of unifying the 
country as a ‘nation state’, is also 
burdened with the responsibility 
of organising ‘revolution’ in the 
country. Prakash Karat maintains 
that after the formation of states on 
language basis “one of the obstacles 
to communist leadership links 
between states could be the gradual 
displacement of English . . .”[4]

The  mere  knowledge  o f 
English has come to be accepted 
as the touchstone of knowledge for 
achieving distinctive positions in the 
field of education, administration, 
judiciary and defense services. The 
same is true in the private sector as 
well. But what has been the outcome 
of all this? The result is simply the 
formation of a powerful and well-
cushioned elite class on the one 
hand, and the deprived, oppressed 
common public on the other. The 
masses are unable to comprehend 
complex ideas regarding humanism, 
liberalism, socialism, communism, 
nationalism, pluralism, etc. and the 
elite are victims of alienation unable 
to identify with the cultural roots and 
the common man.
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Language is a medium of 
exchanging views. In India, the 
English language performs this 
function only within a very limited 
circle. For the remaining people, its 
role is that of a barrier which has a 
deep and long-term effect in delaying 
the process of social justice. English, 
from the very beginning, has been a 
dark shadow between the common 
man and the constitutional promise 
of social justice. Viewed in the light 
of Lohia’s words, English divides the 
nation into “two castes” and to quote 
Rajni Kothari, into “two Indias”: the 
English knowing elite India on the 
one hand, and the poor, oppressed 
masses on the other.

The ‘international language’ thus 
accomplishes the job of keeping 
the majority of India’s population 
away from the social and political 
processes. Since all  projects, 
programs and plans are drafted in 
English by English-knowing people, 
the non-English knowing public is 
unable to partake in the conception 
and implementation of any of these 
programs and projects. Public 
opinion is limited to just elections. 
This, then, is the plight of the ‘largest 
democracy’ of the world—where 
a mere two to four percent people 
reign over the remaining ninety-eight 
percent.

III
It has been assumed that the 

rich indigenous experience and our 
ancient institutions, distanced from 
elitist India, are worthless for the 
work of ‘nation-building’. It is not 
merely a coincidence that Gandhi, 
who supported the ‘local’ in form 
of village panchayats, and Lohia, 
who upheld the same in the form 
of ‘Chowkhamba Raj’, were both 
opposed to English and those leaders 
who uphold the ‘universal’ in the form 
of centralised governance uphold the 
use of English in the country. Nehru 

maintained that: “A village normally 
speaking is backward intellectually 
and culturally and no progress can be 
made from a backward environment. 
Narrow minded people are much 
more likely to be untruthful and 
violent.”[5] Ambedkar too, wrote off 
the villages as “a den of ignorance 
and illiteracy, a habitat which 
perpetuates both physical and mental 
ill health.”[6] Thus, the responsibility 
of nation-building was placed on 
the progressive intelligentsia whose 
minds have been illuminated by 
English. 

However, today, the class interest 
which lies behind this apparent 
national interest is no more a 
concealed truth. The acceptance of 
English as the Official Language by 
the supporters of the language and 
our Constitution-makers has proved 
to be the secret door from which the 
entry of the neo-imperialism has been 
made possible. The New Economic 
Policies, liberalisation, the GATT 
agreement, etc. are a slap on the 
face of the same “sincere English-
knowing intelligentsia” who upheld 
the use of English in the name of 
social justice, human dignity, national 
integration, abundance of knowledge, 
international relations and so on. 
The extent to which English has 
contributed to the wisdom within the 
country is proven by the fact that the 
larger section of the intelligentsia is 
content with simply circling around 
the synthetic–cosmetic socio-cultural 
and economic–political questions 
thrown up by the developed nations.

The documents related to the 
blue-print of the future of India are 
being prepared abroad by officials 
sitting in world institutions. The 
‘Bhagiraths’ who claimed to flood 
India with the Ganges of wisdom 
brought in through the medium of 
English are now searching for their 
new roles in this new-fangled press-
button technique of nation building. 

The country is endangered once 
again by the shadows of slavery. This 
time, tagging along with political 
servility is the threat of a sub-
culture. Will the intellectuals who 
propound ‘universal’ ever pause and 
think about the possibilities of the 
‘local’? This is the area in which 
live crores and crores of people, 
whose hands have not yet reached 
the basic requirements of life and 
whose feet have been uprooted from 
their soil. These are the people whose 
intervention and participation in the 
socio-political processes have been 
almost blocked.

If those who plead for the 
alternative ideology of ‘humane 
governance’ or those thinkers 
and leaders who strive towards 
the ideology of ‘revolutionary 
democracy’ actually wish to make 
people’s participation in the socio-
political processes a reality, then they 
must learn from the mistakes made in 
the past. The philosophy and politics 
of the liberation of the masses is 
possible only in the languages used 
by the masses. This is the bare, hard 
lesson of which history is the proof.

(Dr. Prem Singh teaches at the Dept. 
of Hindi, University of Delhi.)

References
1. Gandhi, Thoughts on National 

Language, Navjivan Publishing 
House, Ahmedabad, 1956, p. 168.

2. Ram Vilas Sharma, Bhasha Niti aur 
Gandhiji, Pratipaksh, New Delhi, 
June 1990.

3. Mulk Raj Anand, “A Plea for English 
for Higher Education”, Language 
and Society in India, Indian Institute 
of Advanced Study, Shimla, 1968.

4. Prakash Karat, Language and 
Nationality Politics in India, Orient 
Longman, New Delhi, 1973, p. 73.

5. Pyare Lal, Towards New Horizons, 
Navj ivan Publ ishing House, 
Ahmedabad, 1959, p. 5.

6. Dharam Pal, Constituents Assembly 
Debates on Panchayati Raj, Award, 
New Delhi, 1961.



JANATA, June 9, 2019 19

Let the Monk of Love Become the Country’s Prime Minister!
Ranganatha Kantanakunte 

They say that the country's PM works for 18 hrs,
Like a machine!
No need –
Let him work just 8 hours as our workers do.
Let him rest when tired,
Sleep when sleepy,
Smile when he dreams, like a baby,
Enjoy the beloved's hug.
Let him not set on fire those who are in embrace.

Let a human being become our PM instead of a machine!

They say the PM has no family!
That he doesn't make money or property.
No, I wish our PM has a family.
Let him work & earn some money and property to take care of his family,
Let him stop spending people’s money on globetrotting.
Let him have children, grandchildren… a huge family.
Let him know what relationships mean,
Let him not raise the cost of fuel that cooks the poor man's food,
Let him be aware of the price of salt, millet, jowar, maize, vegetables.
Let him know how our farmers sweat to earn a few paise,
And let him handcuff those who steal the fruit of the sweat.
Let him first realise that beef is part of the nation's food culture,
And that a man's life is more sacred than a piece of beef.

They say our PM's chest measures so many inches…
But no, to become a human you don't need a 100 inch chest,
Doesn't matter if he has a heart, the size of a tiny sparrow, parrot or crow.
Let him consider all as his own.
Let him love people,
Let him not be a cruel beast who divides, kills and rules!

They say our PM is a good speaker,
That he can speak for hours.
No, it’s OK even if our PM doesn't speak.
Let him not attack his opponents in fury,
Let his words not sow fear in anybody's heart,
Let him have a heart to listen to the twitter of birds and lovers' whispers.
Let him be aware that no crown sits on one's head forever,
Let him be a people's leader having won their love,
Let him not talk of atom bombs,
So we don't see a self-glorifying monster on the country's throne.

They say our PM is the upholder of our Dharma!
No…
No religion has uplifted people in this world till now.
We don't need a religion for that.
What people need is work and water to quench their thirst and fatigue.
A peaceful town.
Food, cloth, shelter and knowledge.
Work is the religion of workers.

Let the monk who walks barefoot on the path of the religion of love, be our PM.
May the light of Buddha Purnima become the light of our people. 

(Ranganatha Kantanakunte teaches in Government First Grade College, Honnavara, 
Karnataka. This poem has been translated from Kannada by Suma Embar.)
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