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In a single stroke of decisions, 
the Indian government has revoked 
Articles 370 and 35A, bifurcated 
the state of Jammu and Kashmir 
into J&K and Ladakh, and reduced 
their status to Union Territories. 
While there are questions about the 
legal soundness of these decisions, 
their moral illegitimacy lies in the 
fact that none of the stakeholders 
in J&K have been consulted—
native people of J&K (both current 
residents and those who have 
migrated out in the past decades), 
their local community leaders and 
political leaders belonging to either 
moderate or non-moderate ends of 
the ideological spectrum. Absolutely 
no one belonging to J&K was 
consulted or taken in confidence 
about the government’s decision.

Mainstream and moderate 
political leaders have been put 
under house arrest, all means 
of communication cut, curfew 
imposed and massive army troops 
deployed in the J&K region, since 
a few days before the government’s 
announcement of the decision in 
the parliament in Delhi. This means 
that communication among even 
the normal peace-loving people and 
their leaders is severely restricted, 
their mobility constrained, and no 
news is coming out of the region.

One must ask how would people 
in any other part of the country 
have reacted if their statehood 
was conver ted in to  a  union 
territory status? It clearly shows 
the discriminatory attitude of the 
Indian state towards the people of 
J&K, primarily on religious basis. It 
also at the same time demonstrates 
the tremendous restraint the people 
of J&K have shown in the face of 
adverse situations. Because of a 
sustained right wing propaganda, 
most of the Indian people have come 
to believe the majoritarian mindset 
that J&K unfairly enjoys some 
special status. But no one bothers 
to ask, what privileges can people 
enjoy under a long term military like 
rule? A separate constitution for J&K 
may sound obnoxious, but the fact is, 
it is the Constitution of J&K which 
says that J&K is an integral part of 
India, not the Indian Constitution. 

There are several other instances 
from around the country where 
people have asserted their autonomy. 
Naga land  wan t s  a  sepa ra te 
constitution and flag. It believes in 
the idea of co-existence with India 
without subjecting itself to the 
Indian Constitution. Siddaramaiah's 
Karnataka government decided to 
have its own flag, the second state 
in the country after J&K to do so. 

A Betrayal of People
Rahul Pandey and Sandeep Pandey

Today, Freedom From Fear is Freedom 
from Mainstream Media 

Ravish Kumar
The Spirit of Quit India Movement: 

Lohia's Perception 
Prem Singh

Zomato Case Reminds of ‘Hindu Tea 
and Muslim Tea’ in Colonial India 

S.N. Sahu
Letter to Editor

Arctic Fires 
Matt Simon 

From Article 370 to Article 3,  
Modi-Shah Upend the Constitution

The Western Alliance is Falling Apart 
Peter Koenig

Women We Are Fighting For 
Andre Vitchek

I Am Wrestling With Despair 
Marge Piercy

Twenty-Sixth January 
Sahir Ludhianvi



2 JANATA, August 11, 2019

Rabri Devi and Mamta Banerjee, 
as Chief Ministers, decided not to 
subject themselves to the Prime 
Minister of the day and violated 
protocols. Tamil Nadu doesn't agree 
to the three language formula of the 
national education policy because of 
its opposition to imposition of Hindi. 

The fact of the matter is, the 
idea of autonomy is at the core of 
democracy. The Article 243 (G) of 
the Indian Constitution envisions 
self-rule at the Village Panchayat 
level. Rather than opposing the 
special status of J&K, other states 
should demand a similar status for 
deepening of democracy. 

All this unilateral curbing 
of basic political and societal 
freedom of J&K people and their 
leaders amounts to plain murder of 
democracy by the Government of 
India. The backdrop to this draconian 
decision of the government is the 
utter mishandling of Kashmir’s 
situation in the past five years as 
well as the mismanagement of 
India’s economy and the worsening 
employment situation over the past 
three years. 

On the one hand, the number 
of terrorist incidents, deaths of 
Indian military personnel, and 
overt protests by ordinary Kashmiri 
people against Indian forces have 
risen rapidly during 2014–19. It 
culminated in the imposition of 
President’s rule in J&K in 2018. This 
indicates constant mishandling of 
J&K’s political and social situation 
by the Modi government, growing 
resentment among Kashmiri people, 
and breakdown of communication 
between the central government and 
the people of J&K.

A parallel trend has been the 
growing crisis of India’s economy, the 
rapid disinvestment of government 
owned firms, and the worsening 

industrial and employment situation 
over the past three years (especially 
since demonetisation). This grim 
economic story is reflected in 
slowing GDP, rising unemployment, 
rising bank NPAs, flight of foreign 
investment, rising fiscal deficit, 
and falling industrial output and 
consumption. Some industries, 
notably automobile, are witnessing 
absolute drops in production by 
10–30%. In recent days several 
respected industry leaders have 
gathered courage to openly voice 
concern about the Indian economy 
despite the prevailing environment 
of fear of the present government. 
Experts have raised serious doubts 
over the economy and employment 
data released by the government 
that remains in denial about the 
economic situation. All this shows 
gross mismanagement of India’s 
economy and banks by the Modi 
government.

From these trends it appears that 
the Modi government is trying to 
hide its incompetency in managing 
India’s economy, employment and 
security situations by invoking 
the false spectre of nationalism. 
Ironically, in the name of politics 
of nationalism, national assets 
are up for sale. The government’s 
propaganda and event management 
are ably supported by a lot of 
mainstream media and IT/social 
media cells of the party and its 
supporters. These cells specialise in 
creating and spreading exaggerated 
as well as blatantly fake news posts 
that fuel people’s irrational fears and 
emotions.

This kind of nationalism is 
xenophobic and parasitic as it 
aims to pit our own people against 
each other and divide them. It not 
only diverts our attention away 
from the real problems of growing 

crisis in economy, employment and 
financial governance and erosion of 
basic freedoms of citizens, but also 
degrades us culturally and morally 
as a society.

It’s likely that many of the 
ordinary people of J&K, including 
those who have been largely 
democratic and peace-loving in 
the midst of militancy and violence 
during all these decades, might now 
adopt hardened views against the 
Indian government. It’s likely that 
communication will break down 
even more and distrust will deepen. 
If the Indian government responds 
by increasing the presence of armed 
forces in the region, many more 
rounds of vicious cycles might be 
in store. What will this mean for the 
future of the people of J&K and the 
rest of us?

We need to think where we are 
heading.

(Rahul is academic, entrepreneur 
and activist, Sandeep is social–
political activist.)
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What was once considered 
unacceptable and unethical in the 
public domain has been made 
entirely acceptable and ethical by 
the mainstream media in the last 
five years. Not only is the media 
celebrating existing immoralities, 
it is also scaling new heights of 
impropriety. Crudity is the new 
definition of refinement—the 
mainstream media’s vulgarity has 
destroyed the norms of Indian 
democracy that once prevailed in the 
public domain.

To be vulgar and immoderate is 
no longer wrong—be it on the street 
or in the studios of news channels. 
This is not the work of one odd 
channel or anchor; hundreds of them 
are at it all the time. Sure, you are 
free to single one out as the leader of 
the pack—what I want to say is that 
they have all been flag-bearers of 
decline, glorifying falling standards.

This transformation has been 
made possible by the complete 
fusion of the mainstream media and 
politics. In the process, the media has 
recognised the political supporter as 
the only kind of viewer there can be. 
Since the consumers and supporters 
of this media are adherents of a 
particular ideology and political 
party, the dividing line between 
viewer and party supporter has been 
erased.  It is by ending the sheer 
diversity of information in news that 
this section of political supporters as 
viewers has been created. I think of 
them as the informationless horde, 
which has grown quite big. For that 
reason, I take it seriously, refraining 
from making fun of its follies. 

When ignorance takes the place of 
learning, it is no laughing matter.

Periodically, this horde is tested 
for its singular lack of information. 
For instance, following the Pulwama 
incident, the debate was not on the 
prime minister’s silence but on why 
Sachin Tendulkar had not spoken out! 
We have made the cardinal mistake 
of presuming that the expansion of 
communication media implies the 
expansion of information. But that 
is not so. The sharp erasure of the 
diversity of issues is what leads to 
a deprivation of information—a 
state of informationlessness. And 
that is what has happened across a 
proliferating mainstream media.

The ‘national curriculum’ project 
that mainstream news channels have 
been running for five years now has 
been crystal clear about its intent 
from day one: to snuff out the 
engaged viewer within you (who 
asks questions). Only then would 
the process of seizing democracy 
without killing it be complete. It is 
quite another matter that blood has 
flowed on the streets in the process—
the crowd did not spare anyone, be 
it Subodh Kumar Singh or Akhlaq. 
That is the kind of impact the 
national curriculum launched by the 
present-day dispensation has had. I 
believe this project has succeeded, 
overwhelming our democracy and 
our consciousness of being citizens, 
of being the people.

The mainstream media launched 
its national curriculum as soon as the 
Modi government came to power 
in 2014. At its core was the idea 
of ensuring a continual process of 

Hindu–Muslim divide. For that, it 
was necessary to create a growing 
sense of division among citizens. 
So, the media has been trying to 
break the people’s very awareness 
of the idea of citizenship. Since 
information and questioning are the 
basis of citizenship, the possibility 
of either has been severely curtailed. 
Our mainstream media does not 
question the government; on the 
contrary, it interrogates the people 
on behalf of the government! The 
political line emerging from these 
channels in the wake of the Pulwama 
blast has shown that clearly.

Enemies are being manufactured 
from within the ranks of citizens. 
To that  end,  a  sent iment  of 
‘Hindu frustration’ and ‘Muslim 
frustration’—armed with half-baked 
information—has been generated 
within all of us. The frustration 
was there earlier too, but has been 
magnified several times over and 
‘installed’ in the media. For that 
reason, today’s mainstream media is 
not the people’s media—it is a media 
for Hindus. To be more accurate, it 
speaks for those playing politics in 
the name of Hindu religion, those 
professing Hindutva. Five years 
ago, who would have thought that 
this Hindutva media would occupy 
almost 90 % of the mainstream 
media space! Yet it has happened so.

The mainstream media, in its 
new Hindutva guise, is certainly not 
going to confront the dispensation or 
the establishment. On the contrary, 
it is their defender, for they too are 
of the same persuasion.

This is not to say that citizens did 

Today, Freedom From Fear is Freedom from Mainstream Media
Ravish Kumar

This article was originally published by thewire.in. We are publishing it in the light of journalist Ravish Kumar 
winning the 2019 Ramon Magsaysay Award.
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not perceive themselves as Hindus 
earlier. But that understanding has 
been replaced by a new perception 
of being Hindu—one who is shorn 
of courage and running scared of 
the people standing alongside him. 
One who looks at the person next to 
him with suspicion, seeing in him a 
Hindu who is anti-Hindu. And, by 
extension, anti-national.

It is for the first time that I am 
seeing a Hindu who is fearful of 
other Hindus. Put it down to the 
contribution of the present-day 
mainstream media. Its conduct goes 
completely against those Hindu 
conventions which are claimed to be 
superior and are constantly lauded. 
The Gita may say that anger destroys 
our powers of discrimination, but 
our news anchor who takes its name 
continues to rave and rant in the 
same breath, speaking only in anger.

The mainstream news media and 
the social media have forged a new 
kind of bhakt. Or maybe this new 
kind of bhakt has helped the media 
become what it is today. I feel that 
every citizen ought to be a Kabir or 
Ravidas—that is, be able to challenge 
the everyday practices of established 
religion or the government of the 
day. Without the example of Guru 
Ravidas, we would not have been 
able to comprehend what the purity 
of mind and heart is all about. A 
dip in the Ganga would have been 
the only way to prove one’s faith, 
and Tendulkar would have had to 
go to some news channel to prove 
his patriotism. Today’s mainstream 
media is against all Indian traditions. 
What it seeks to do, and has done, 
is fashion a bhakt who is completely 
bereft of information. One who is 
informationless is loveless as well.

This is the baseline of our 
democratic system now. Its very 
basis has changed; so too its reference 

point. If you ask a question, you will 
be accused of being the following 
in that order—a Congress agent, a 
Naxal, urban Naxal, an opponent of 
Hindu unity, a supporter of Muslims, 
and, finally, an opponent of Modi, 
which is where the accusations 
come to rest. In reality, this final 
point of offensive defence—why do 
you oppose Modi?—happens to be 
the starting point for the end of our 
democratic system.

To forge a feeling of ‘Hindu 
frustration’, the media played up 
a fear of Muslims—in fact, the 
entire project of building Hindu 
anger has been centred on this idea. 
It is worth noting that the project 
ended up having the same impact 
on Muslims as it did on Hindus. 
Just as the Hindus stopped asking 
questions of the government, the 
Muslims, out of fear, did the same. 
In fact, the latter have not just 
stopped asking questions, they have 
been abandoning their political 
right of representation as well in 
a bid to stem further polarisation 
in society—they are withdrawing 
from public and political spaces. 
Political parties other than the 
Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) have 
also been affected by this build-up of 
fear—they too have withdrawn from 
asking questions on these issues for 
fear of losing out.

I  see before me a craven 
India where everybody is putting 
their respective fears forward. It 
is imperative that we regain our 
consciousness of being citizens or 
else we stand to lose the India we 
attained after a century of struggle. 
Both Hindus and Muslims need 
to liberate themselves from fear. 
For that, they will have to free 
themselves of the mainstream media.

If one studies the speeches of 
politicians, the angry demeanour of 

news anchors, the slogans gracing 
TV screens and the language of 
WhatsApp messages, a certain 
mental complex becomes apparent. 
A Tendulkar whose language does 
not reflect that complex can be an 
anti-national; so too lieutenant-
gene ra l  Syed  Ata  Hasna in . 
Today’s mainstream media has 
shown that stupidity, vulgarity and 
immoderation can provide a revenue 
model for good business.

It is not that this process is not 
being challenged. Members of the 
public are posing questions to the 
government through YouTube. A 
new kind of media is emerging, such 
as The Wire, Scroll, The Caravan. 
Then there are newspapers like The 
Telegraph. We too have been making 
an effort. The numbers of those who 
understand what the media ought to 
be are on the rise. Intrepid female 
journalists who are fighting the 
system also provide hope. In terms 
of the scale of what they are up 
against, all these efforts are small. 
But I have faith that these signs of 
hope will grow with time.

For now, what can be said is 
that our present-day mainstream 
media is no longer the fourth estate 
of democracy, it is the first estate of 
a political party. Thanks are due to 
the BJP and Modi ji for bestowing 
such a spineless mainstream media 
on India. Really, Modi ji, I am 
tempted to ask: from where have 
you got the temperament of a fakir? 
Only an unworldly fakir can give 
his blessings to a media such as this.

I often wonder what the prime 
minister feels when he sees himself 
on news channels broadcasting their 
pure devotion to him 24/7. But then 
he is a fakir. Why should a fakir 
bother himself with all this?
(Ravish Kumar is an anchor with 
NDTV India.)
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9 August 2019 is the 77th 
anniversary of the Quit India 
Movement, famously known as the 
August Revolution and an important 
milestone in the history of India's 
freedom movement. As per a letter 
written by Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia 
to the Viceroy Linlithgow, the 
British government had killed fifty 
thousand patriots and injured many 
times more people during the August 
Revolution.

The 75th anniversary of this 
movement, a movement which 
was fuelled by the intense desire 
for freedom of the Indian people, 
was celebrated two years ago on 
9 August 2017. On that occasion, 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi gave 
a call for the revival of the spirit 
of the Quit India Movement by 
coining a new slogan karenge aur 
karke rahenge in place of Gandhi's 
slogan karo ya maro (Do or Die).  
The slogan is a sort of exhortation 
to achieve the goal of building a 
“New India” by the year 2022. He 
said that India will complete 75 years 
of Independence in 2022 and the 
memory of the 75th anniversary of 
the Quit India Movement should be 
utilised by striving for the creation 
of a New India so that the vision can 
be realised by the 75th anniversary 
of Independence.

The Prime Minister's call is 
utterly misaligned with the basic 
spirit which underlay the Quit India 
movement. Because it is hard to 
link this spirit with the idea that 
lies behind Prime Minister's New 
India. This New India is being built 
at the cost of the Constitution, the 
sovereignty and the resources of our 
country. And  yet the Prime Minister 

is giving the call to harness the spirit 
of the struggle for Independence, 
including the Quit India Movement, 
for building such a New India. This 
can only be possible when the spirit 
of freedom is reduced to the spirit 
of slavery. 

In this article, the spirit of 
freedom which inspired the people 
of India during the Quit India 
Movement, has been contemplated 
with reference to Lohia's analysis 
of the same. Lohia uses the phrase 
“will of freedom” instead of spirit of 
freedom in his analysis.

In the Indian freedom struggle, 
the will  of  freedom and the 
strength, gathered from various 
sources, to achieve independence 
finally culminated in the Quit 
India Movement. The Quit India 
Movement conveyed the fact that 
even if the leaders of the country 
were directed by the will of freedom, 
the real strength to achieve it 
decisively resided in the people. 
In this nationwide movement, 
a very large number of people 
participated and the movement 
witnessed unprecedented courage 
and endurance. Lohia has written, 
quoting a figure given Leon Trotsky, 
“barely one percent of the Russian 
population took part in the Russian 
Revolution. In our Revolution no 
less than 20% of our people took 
part." (Collected Works of Dr. Ram 
Mannohar Lohia, Volume 9, p. 129, 
Anamika Publishers, Delhi, 2011)

The “Quit India” resolution was 
passed on August 8, 1942; Aruna 
Asaf Ali hoisted the tricolor on the 
Gowalia Tank ground; and on the 
night of 9th August, the senior leaders 
of the Congress were arrested. Due 

to the arrest of the leaders, the 
action plan of the movement could 
not be formulated. The relatively 
young leadership of the Congress 
Socialist Party (CSP) was active, 
but it had to work underground. 
In such a situation, Jaiprakash 
Narayan (JP) wrote two long letters 
from unknown places to provide 
the guidance and encouragement to 
the revolutionaries and to explain  
the character and method of the 
movement. It can be said that the 
public itself was its leader during 
the Quit India Movement.

Lohia wrote on the twenty-
fifth anniversary of the Quit India 
Movement, “9th August was and 
will remain a people's event. 15th 
August was a state event. . . . 9th 
August 1942 expressed the will of 
the people—we want to be free, and 
we shall be free. For the first timer 
after a long period in our history, 
crores of people expressed their 
desire to be free. . . . Anyhow, this 
is the 25th anniversary of 9th August 
1942. It should be celebrated well. 
Its 50th anniversary perhaps will 
be celebrated in such a way that 
15th August will be forgotten, and 
even 26th of January will either 
be foreshadowed or would equal 
it.” (Note and Comments, Vol. II, 
Ram Mannohar Lohia, p. 221, Ram 
Mannohar Lohia Samata Vidyalaya 
Nyas, Sultan Bazar, Hyderabad, 
1975)

Lohia did not live to see the 
fiftieth anniversary of the August 
Revolution. His belief that people 
will listen to him after his death has 
been proven to be a delusion. The 
fiftieth anniversary of the August 
Revolution came in the wake of 

The Spirit of Quit India Movement: Lohia's Perception
Prem Singh
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New Economic Policies which had 
been introduced in the year 1991. 
These policies had opened the 
country's doors to the domestic and 
foreign multinationals for loot; and 
a five hundred years old mosque 
was demolished in the name of 
Lord Rama. Since then, due to 
the nexus of neo-liberalism and 
communalism, the ruling class of 
India has become the bitter enemy 
of the Indian people, who had paved 
way for freedom while facing the 
suppression of imperialist rulers in 
the Quit India Movement.

The inception of PM's much 
glorified New India took place in 
1991. In the last three decades, the 
sovereignty and resources have 
been snatched from the country, and 
the constitutional rights have been 
snatched from the people. The spirit 
of the freedom struggle, including 
that of the Quit India Movement, 
is being used by its propagators to 
try and build this New India, which 
basically means a new kind of 
slavery, to foreign corporations and 
their governments. If we have to stop 
this future from becoming a reality, 
a new resolution must be taken by 
borrowing the words of Lohia—“we 
want to be free, and we shall be free” 
from New India. Further taking clue 
from Lohia's perception about the 
spirit of the Quit India Movement, 
it can be said that this revolution to 
regain India will be brought to life 
by the people of India as they did on 
August 9, 1942.

(The writer teaches Hindi at Delhi 
University.)

A citizen of India from Jabalpur 
who is a Hindu refused to accept 
food ordered by him through Zomato 
on the ground that it was delivered to 
him by a Muslim boy. He tweeted his 
refusal and conveyed the message 
that being a Hindu it would be 
unacceptable for him to receive food 
from a non-Hindu.

It seems to be a grim indicator of 
the new normal in New India.

The reply of Zomato that there 
is no religion in food and food is 
religion is quite apt and it asserts 
and affirms the idea of India which is 
above all religions. Zomato founder 
Deepinder Goyal took a positive 
stand by saying , "We are proud of 
the idea of India—and the diversity 
of our esteemed customers and 
partners. We aren't sorry to lose any 
business that comes in the way of 
our values."

Proponents of the Idea of India 
cheered Zomato for its stand in 
rejecting the attempt to communalise 
food, and asserting that the faith of 
the delivery boy is of no consequence 
for the consumer.
• Isn't this stand of Zomato 

heartwarming and incompatible 
with the idea of New India 
marked by accentuation of 
distinctions based on religion?

• Are not differences among 
people based on religion getting 
converted to prejudices and 
discriminations in New India?

• Aren't people in New India 
being made to hate one another 
because of their faith?
It is indeed tragic that in New 

India fellow citizens who suffer 
exclusion because they profess 

faiths different from the faith of the 
majority people are treated as the 
"other" and become vulnerable to 
hateful crimes. Many of them get 
lynched in the name of religious 
slogans, food and their choice to love 
and marry someone of another faith.

On September 21, 2017 a lady 
BJP leader in Aligarh was found 
slapping a young minor girl because 
she was sipping tea with a Muslim 
boy.

Such worrisome instances 
invokes images of India under 
British rule where vendors at 
railway stations used to yell Hindu 
Tea, Muslim Tea, Hindu water 
and Muslim water as part of the 
communal drive.

Is the Idea of New India driving 
us back to the pre- independence and 
colonial era?

Yes, indeed in pre-independent 
India there used to be the practice 
of selling tea by classifying it into 
Hindu tea and Muslim tea. Same was 
the case concerning water which was 
offered to people in public places 
and railway stations by specifying 
and differentiating it as Hindu water 
and Muslim water.

All this was considered by 
none other than Mahatma Gandhi 
as a gigantic obstacle for unity 
among Hindus and Muslims. In the 
Constructive Programme authored 
by him in 1941, he incorporated 
18 points. The very first point was 
on Communal Unity and he very 
thoughtfully wrote therein about a 
happy state of things in India where 
Congress members whatever their 
religion be, “has to feel his identity 
with every one of the millions of the 

Zomato Case Reminds of ‘Hindu Tea and 
Muslim Tea’ in Colonial India

S.N. Sahu
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inhabitants of Hindustan".
"In order to realise this," he said, 

"every Congressman will cultivate 
personal friendship with persons 
representing faiths other than his 
own" and "should have the same 
regard for the other faiths as he has 
for his own".

T h e n  h e  o b s e r v e d  w i t h 
conviction that "In such a happy 
state of things there would be no 
disgraceful cry at the stations such 
as ‘Hindu water’ and ‘Muslim water’ 
or ‘Hindu tea’ and ‘Muslim tea’. 
There would be no separate rooms or 
pots for Hindus and non-Hindus in 
schools and colleges, no communal 
schools, colleges and hospitals. The 
beginning of such a revolution has 
to be made by Congressmen without 
any political motive behind the 
correct conduct. Political unity will 
be its natural fruit."

Five years later, i.e. on April 
11, 1946 Mahatma Gandhi went to 
interact with Indian National Army 
(INA) soldiers who were taken as 
prisoners by British authorities. 
He was highly impressed to see 
so many officers and men of the 
INA representing so many different 
religions and races of India united 
together for the common cause 
of India's freedom and living like 
members of one family.

For him "It was like a whiff of 
fresh invigorating air from the free 
India that is to be".

He felt that "The absence of 
the third party had enabled them to 
obliterate all communal distinctions 
and develop a perfect spirit of 
comaraderie in exile".

However, the INA soldiers 
informed Gandhi with pain and 
sadness that in detention, they were 
made to feel the distinctions based 
on religion. One INA soldier told 
him, “We never felt any distinction 

of creed or religion in the INA. But 
here we are faced with ‘Hindu tea’ 
and ‘Mussalman tea’.” He then 
asked, “What are we to do?”

Mahatma Gandhi put a counter-
question by asking, “Why do you 
suffer it?” The soldier answered 
by saying, "No, we do not,” and 
revealed, “We mix ‘Hindu tea’ and 
‘Musalman tea’ exactly half and half, 
and then serve. The same with food.”

Gandhi had a hearty laugh 
saying, “That is very good”.

The practice of selling ‘Hindu 
tea’ and ‘Muslim tea’ in railway 
stations continued till the 1950s. It 
only ended when one lady Member of 
the Rajya Sabha Seeta Paramananda 
while participating in the discussion 
on Railway budget drew the attention 
of the then Railway Minister to this 
abominable practice and fervently 
appealed for an end to it. Eventually 
it was stopped.

Now in twenty-first century 
India, the food and beverages are 
again being seen from the perspective 
of religion and the divisive spirit is 
invoked with a view to polarise 
society and narrow down multiple 
identities of people to the narrow 
factor of religion.

Thankfully, the police authorities 
in Jabalpur have been compelled by 
public outrage to take a serious view 
of the divisive tweet of the man and 
issue a warning by saying that “If in 
the next six months, he again makes 
any such tweets or commits any such 
act which is against basic tenets 
of the constitution or worthy of 
disturbing public peace or communal 
amity, then he will automatically be 
sent to jail.”

We require vigilant public 
administration and the robust vision 
of the father of our nation to defend 
our Republic and Constitution from 
such assault. 

(S.N. Sahu served as Press Secretary 
to President of India late Shri K.R. 
Narayanan.) 
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On August 5, with no discussion 
in Parliament and no consent from 
the people of the state of Jammu and 
Kashmir, the Central government 
declared the abrogation of Article 
370 that granted special status to 
the state of Jammu and Kashmir. 
Provision was also made for the 
division of the state into Union 
Territories.

The comfort that we in India have 
long derived from living under the 
rule of law, we no longer have. The 
Constitution need not be altered—
with the brute majority that the BJP 
has in Parliament, it can just get bills 
passed even though they have no 
sound legal basis. Rising to speak 
in Parliament after Article 370 was 
abrogated, former Union minister P 
Chidambaram pointed out that Art 
370 could scarcely be used to amend 
itself. It only provides for introducing 
amendments in other Acts.

When a nation lives under the 
rule of law, there are predictable 
rhythms to the lives of its citizens. 
We know then that certain basic 

assumptions on which we build 
our lives as a community will not 
collapse under our feet one fine 
day, without discussion, debate or 
deliberation.

We know, when we live under 
rule of law, that if our rights are 
taken from us, we have a procedure 
in place to appeal and seek redress. 
We know that we can approach the 
courts, and expect a ruling based on 
the provisions of the Constitution 
of India.

With the flattening of all 
government institutions under PM 
Modi, these assumptions no longer 
hold true. The woman who worked 
as a clerk in the Supreme Court and 
complained of sexual harassment by 
the Chief Justice of India got short 
shrift; those seeking an impartial 
probe into the controversial death 
of Justice Loya, who was hearing 
a matter in which Home Minister 
Amit Shah was an accused, were 
disappointed by the SC even though 
more and more evidence was dug out 
about the suspicious circumstances 

under which the 48-year-old judge 
died.

But what can conscientious 
citizens do? We can take to the 
streets, protest, and, when our 
conscience does not permit us to 
follow the rules laid down by our 
government, actively defy the law. 
As Gandhi would remind us, we can 
disobey, and we can be civil about it.

We can also, taking Gandhi’s 
example, boycott. I, for one, now 
boycott the Times of India, where 
I was once an employee. I have 
observed at close quarters how 
stories that are unfavourable to the 
government are often mysteriously 
dropped. And so, I no longer read 
the TOI. My puny protest will mean 
little to a Rs 10,000 crore group, I 
know. Yet, I will do what I can to 
strengthen news sources that offer 
the truth and refrain from patronising 
those the government can easily 
manipulate. 
(Rosamma Thomas is a senior 
journalist.)

* * * 

Letters to Editor
Whither, Rule of Law?

Rosamma Thomas

Just a century ago, in 1919, 
The Philosophy of Rabindranath 
Tagore was published. It was one 
of the scholastic fellowships of Dr. 
Sarvepalli Radhakrishnan. Before 
this publication, Indian intellectuals 
did not consider that a poet could be 
a philosopher, and so Tagore was not 
recognised as a philosopher. Only 
after publication of this work of Dr. 
Radhakrishnan did Tagore come 
to be recognised as a philosopher 

also. In the preface of this book, 
Radhakrishnan said, “interpreting 
the philosophy and message of 
Sir Rabindranath Tagore, we are 
interpreting the Indian ideal of 
philosophy, religion, and art of 
which his work is the outcome and 
expression.” 

Dr Radhakrishnan writes, 
‘Rabindranath’s teaching, with its 
vital faith in the redeeming power 
of the spiritual forces and their up-

building energy, has a particular 
value at the present moment, when 
the civilised world is passing through 
the crucible of a ghastly war which, 
whether or not it purges the nations 
of their pride and hate, lust for gold 
and greed of land, at least proclaims, 
in no uncertain tones, the utter 
bankruptcy of materialism.” 

Analysing Tagore’s philosophy, 
he stated, “There are two views 
regarding his philosophy of life. If 

The Philosophy of Rabindranath Tagore
Harasankar Adhikari
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we believe one side, he is a vedantin, 
a thinker who draws his inspiration 
from the Upanishads. If we believe 
the other, he is an advocate of a 
theism more or less like, if not 
identical with, Christianity.” 
Tagore’s philosophy is “the ancient 
wisdom of India restated to meet 
the needs of modern times. The 
soul of ancient India is mirrored 
in.” Radhakrishnan also opined, “his 
philosophy is thoroughly Indian both 

in origin and development.” 
Tagore believed that it is in 

human action that God and religion 
are realised. Dr. Radhakrishnan 
viewed, “He gives us a ‘human’ God, 
dismisses with contempt the concept 
of world-illusion, praises action 
overmuch and promises fullness of 
life to the religious soul.” 

Dr. Radhakrishnan also said, 
“Rabindranath advocates the ideal 
of unity and harmony, and not 

uniformity and identity. He puts 
forward a plea for mankind by 
advocating the ideal of a family of 
nations for which every member will 
bring his unique gift.”

In these difficult times, Tagore’s 
philosophical musings still show 
us the light. In this 150th birth 
anniversary of Tagore, learning from 
his would be the greatest homage 
to him. 

* * * 

If a society is ever infected 
with utter silence, there shall be 
no life left in the civic and ethnic 
consciousness of the individual. In 
the past regimes of dictatorial and 
absolute monarchical authority, 
the consequences of silence have 
choked the birds, plucked the 
flowers, and executed the human 
flesh. History is proof of this. Today, 
this is unfortunately being repeated 
in India.

Wi th  the  pass ing  of  the 
amendments of the Anti-Terror 
Law (UAPA, 1967) in the Lok 
Sabha ,  the  government  has 
burnt the torch to fire the pyre of 
intellectualism, freedom of thought 
and expression, and freedom of 
disagreement. The amendment 
empowers the government to label 
not only organisations (as in the 
past) but individuals as “terrorists” 
without being convicted, plainly 
on the hypothesis of suspicion and 
accusation.  How is this possible in 
a democracy with public judicial 
institutions? How can an accused 
be labelled without being convicted? 
Imagine the consequences a person 
might face if his/her name is labelled 
as terrorist. Will he/she ever be able 
to live a life with dignity after that? 

Will the society ever accept him/her? 
Will the vulture media houses leave 
any brick unturned to falsely defame 
his/ her loyalty to the nation? Is it so 
simple to call a citizen a terrorist? 

The government, as per the Bill, 
will notify the person labelled in 
the official gazette, and the person 
in question must give proof of his 
innocence to the government. It 
will be upon the person labelled to 
send an application to the Central 
government. If the application is 
rejected, the individual can ask for 
a review by a special committee 
which will also be set up by the 
government. The same government 
who in the first place labelled you as 
terrorist will set up a committee to 
examine you! Can you imagine the 
ultra-credibility of the report? And, 
there is a high probability of the 
committee being never formed. To 
make matters worse, the time limit 
of the process is not mentioned. 

If you’re thinking that there 
will be a criteria of labelling, the 
fact is, regrettably, there is no such 
specification. Your criminal record, 
whether crystalline or malicious, 
doesn’t have any importance. So, 
it is entirely up to the whim of the 
government to label someone a 

terrorist. What about the freedom of 
expression of intellectuals, artistes, 
politicians and citizens? How sure 
are we that the bill won’t be used 
to extinguish the opinion of the 
opposition? Is it unlikely for a 
country like India which ranks so 
low in press freedom to not cut the 
tongue of the press? Considering the 
misuse of sedition charges against 
the opposition (be it intellectuals, 
students or artists), can we believe 
that the same won’t be repeated with 
the imposition of this new law? 

In a healthy democracy, the 
people must be critical of the 
government. Electing a leader 
doesn’t mean he/she should be 
trusted for all his deeds. At the end 
of the day, it is their professional 
career. Their service isn’t free either. 
They are employed by us, the tax-
payers, to look after the fundamental 
structure and institution of our 
nation. And like every good boss, we 
from time to time must go through 
their plans, listen with seriousness 
to the opposition’s version of it 
and analyse the pros and cons of 
its execution. For, it is not at all 
uncommon to lie in order to protect 
the post. 
(The writer is a poet and writer.)

Are You the Next Terrorist?
Sutputra Radheye
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Here’s a sentence for you: 
The Arctic is burning. Yes, that 
Arctic—the traditionally cold and 
wet one, large swaths of which are 
being consumed by an astonishing 
number of wildfires, from Russia to 
Greenland to Alaska.

“Arctic fires—the combination 
of these two words is still an unusual 
term in my field of fire science,” says 
Guillermo Rein of Imperial College, 
London. “Arctic fires are rare, but 
they’re not unprecedented. What is 
unprecedented is the number of fires 
that are happening. Never before 
have satellites around the planet seen 
this level of activity.”

Unprecedented, yes, but not 
unexplained. The Arctic is warming 
twice as fast as the rest of the 
planet, leading to the desiccation of 
vegetation, which fuels huge blazes. 
Fortunately for us, these wildfires 
typically threaten remote, sparsely 
populated areas. But unfortunately 
for the whole of humanity, so far this 
year Arctic fires have released some 
121 megatonnes of carbon dioxide 
into the atmosphere, more than what 
Belgium emits annually. That beats 
the previous Arctic record of 110 
megatonnes of carbon dioxide, set in 
2004—and we’re only in July.

Why such a huge burp of 
emissions? Because these are no 
ordinary wildfires. Many of them are 
burning through peat. You may know 
peat as the magical substance that 
gives Scotch its smoky flavor, but 
it also forms the squishy foundation 
of whole ecosystems, known as 
peatlands. It’s made from slowly 
decomposing organic matter, like 
moss, that gradually builds up into 
a layer perhaps several meters thick. 

Given enough time and enough 
pressure, it will eventually harden 
into the undisputed heavyweight 
champion of carbon emissions: coal.

Peatlands are the largest natural 
terrestrial carbon store on Earth. 
From this muck the rest of the 
ecosystem sprouts, though trees 
typically don’t grow very tall 
because of the peat’s low oxygen 
content. The leaf canopy is thin, 
which means more light reaches 
the ground, fueling the growth of 
wet, fluffy sphagnum mosses. In a 
healthy system, these mosses keep 
the peatland from burning. Indeed, 
thriving peatland can actually act as 
a fire break, stopping neighbouring 
wildfires from spreading.

But then we humans came 
along and did human things, like 
draining the peatlands for agriculture 
or warming the Arctic with our 
emissions. When peat is wet, it’s up 
to 95 percent water, but as it dries 
it condenses, turning into one of 
the most flammable substances in 
nature. “Drier and denser are the 
double whammy,” says McMaster 
University ecohydrologist Mike 
Waddington. “If those types of 
peatlands were to ignite, you can 
burn well over 1,000 years of carbon 
accumulation in one single fire.” For 
every hectare, you might lose 200 
tons of carbon into the atmosphere. 
The typical car emits 5 tons in a year.

And when dried peat burns, 
it burns in a super weird way. In 
California, fierce autumn winds 
fan blazes like last year’s Camp 
Fire, which consumed dry grasses 
and shrubs and trees before 
overwhelming a town of 30,000 in 
a matter of minutes. But when peat 

catches fire, say after a lightning 
strike at the surface, it smoulders 
like a lit cigarette, gradually burning 
deeper and deeper into the ground 
and moving laterally across the 
ecosystem, carving enormous holes 
in the soil. 

This three-dimensional fire 
continues for perhaps months at 
a time, gnawing both downward 
and sideways through carbon-rich 
material. “It’s the combination of 
these two phenomena that leads to 
massive carbon emissions, massive 
damage to the ecosystem, massive 
damage to the soil and the root 
systems,” Rein says. “You have to 
go to a different planet to find a more 
persistent type of fire.”

This persistence is particularly 
dangerous if a peat fire runs into 
an unhealthy forest. Here, the soil 
carries more oxygen, helping trees 
grow taller. “As those trees get 
bigger, the shading is essentially the 
kryptonite of the super mosses,” says 
Waddington. “They stop growing 
and they stop storing carbon. So 
not only do you have more fuel in 
the trees, but you lose that resistant 
moss at the surface.” It’s a recipe for 
a runaway wildfire.

And if mosses aren’t storing 
carbon, they aren’t helping us get 
out of this mess we’ve created. So 
the solution here is an odd one. “It 
seems counterintuitive that you 
could cut down trees and store more 
carbon, but that’s exactly what can 
happen,” says Waddington. “You 
get the mosses to grow, and you not 
only store carbon but you reduce the 
risk of future fires.” (In other words, 
planting trees can sometimes do 
more harm than good.) That, though, 

Arctic Fires
Matt Simon  
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would require forest management 
across swaths of the Arctic, a kind 
of management we in the US can’t 
even do right on a small scale.

What we’re looking at, then, 
is yet another complicating factor 
in the massive complexity that is 
climate change: When peat burns, 
it emits lots of carbon dioxide, 
and when peatlands aren’t healthy, 
they don’t capture any. The extent 
to which this is affecting climate 
change, though, is not yet clear. Nor 
is how bad exactly the situation will 
get in the Arctic. But the problem is 
supremely urgent: peatlands cover 
1.3 million square miles around the 
world, storing the same amount of 
carbon you’d get from burning fossil 
fuels for 60 years.

The underlying and inevitable 
problem is uncertainty. Even one 
component of climate change—
peatlands—demands far more 
research, to say nothing of the 
dizzying number of other components 
that interact with each other to form 
the whole Earth system. Models are 
getting better and better, though, 
and incorporating more sources of 
natural emissions, in addition to 
the carbon dioxide we humans are 
pumping into the atmosphere.

Meanwhile ,  the Arct ic  is 
burning. Which is not the last time 
you’ll read that sentence.

(Matt Simon is a staff science writer 
at Wired.)

In a surgical strike on two 
key elements of the Constitution 
that define the powers of states of 
the Indian Union in general, and 
the state of Jammu and Kashmir 
in particular, the Narendra Modi 
government has undone seven 
decades of official policy and taken 
the country into uncharted legal and 
political territory.

What’s the news?
Against the backdrop of massive 

troop deployments in J&K, the house 
arrest of mainstream politicians 
and the ouster of all tourists and 
Amarnath yatris from the state, 
Union home minister Amit Shah 
announced in the Rajya Sabha at 11 
am on Monday that the government 
had decided to do away with J&K’s 
special constitutional status. This has 
been a longstanding promise of the 
Bharatiya Janata Party.

Also surprising, as the BJP has 
never spoken of it before, Shah 
introduced a Bill to essentially 
abolish Jammu and Kashmir as 
a state of the Indian Union and 
replace it with two separate Union 
Territories—the UT of Jammu and 
Kashmir and the UT of Ladakh.

“The Union Territory of Ladakh 
will be without legislature,” Amit 
Shah said. “Further, keeping in 
view the prevailing internal security 
situation fueled by cross-border 
terrorism in the existing state of 
Jammu and Kashmir, a separate 
Union Territory of Jammu and 
Kashmir is being created. The Union 
Territory of Jammu and Kashmir 
will be with legislature.”

Amid protests in the house, Shah 
said President Ram Nath Kovind 

had issued a presidential order, 
exercising his power under Clause 1 
of Article 370, to make all provisions 
of the Constitution effectively 
applicable to J&K. Earlier, only 
those provisions with which the 
J&K government concurred were 
applicable.

R a t h e r  t h a n  a b r o g a t i n g 
or repealing Article 370, the 
government has essentially read 
down its provisions and used the 
legal fiction of the governor—who 
is a Central appointee—being the 
‘state government’ to justify the 
president’s order.

Is this legal?
It appears, on the face of things, 

that both the reading down of Article 
370 and the bifurcation of the state 
and the demotion of both parts to 
Union Territory status cannot be 
done in the manner Shah and the 
government hope to do it.

Article 3 of the Constitution says 
that before parliament can consider 
a Bill that diminishes the area of a 
state or changes its name, the Bill 
must be “referred by the President 
to the Legislature of that State for 
expressing its views thereon”.

This is an essential safeguard 
of India’s federal system and has 
clearly not been followed in this 
case. In parliament, Shah invoked 
the legal fiction that since the J&K 
assembly was dissolved and the 
state is under Central rule, it is 
parliament which gets to exercise the 
prerogatives of the assembly.

If the Modi government gets 
away with this logic, then any state 
of the Indian Union can be done 
away with in similar fashion. It is 
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shocking that parties like the Aam 
Aadmi Party, Biju Janata Dal, 
Telangana Rashtra Samithi and YSR 
Congress have backed this move 
despite being strong supporters of 
federalism.

As for Article 370, before 
analysing its significance for Jammu 
and Kashmir, let us consider the 
stated provisions for its abrogation 
or dilution: Article 370 (3) clearly 
says:

“the President may, by public 
notification, declare that this article 
shall cease to be operative or shall be 
operative only with such exceptions 
and modifications and from such 
date as he may specify: Provided 
that the recommendation of the 
Constituent Assembly of the State 
. . . shall be necessary before the 
President issues such a notification.”

The presidential order purports 
to amend an unrelated article of the 
Constitution (Article 367) by adding 
a new clause which, inter alia, 
redefines the constituent assembly of 
the state as its legislative assembly. 
While the legality of this move is also 
questionable—there are Supreme 
Court judgments which have ruled 
that the dissolution of the constituent 
assembly effectively means Article 
370 cannot be touched—at the very 
least the state’s assembly would have 
to back the move, which it hasn’t.

What does this mean politically?
Prime Minister Modi is turning 

the Valley of Kashmir into a Union 
Territory which will be ruled directly 
from Delhi. But in case you weren’t 
paying attention, the Valley of 
Kashmir has already been directly 
ruled from Delhi for more than a 
year—a de facto UT. And by Modi, 
indirectly, since 2015, when the 
BJP entered into an alliance with 
the Peoples Democratic Party that 

year. (The PDP is run by one of the 
three families that Amit Shah told 
parliament are responsible for all the 
corruption in Kashmir.)

In the time that Modi has been 
prime minister, he has presided over 
a deteriorating political and security 
situation in the state.

More soldiers and paramilitary 
jawans are getting killed today in 
militant attacks than before. Here’s 
what the government told parliament 
earlier this year:
• In 2014, the total number of 

terrorist incidents in the state 
was 222. In 2018, the number 
was 614.

• In 2014, the total number of 
security personnel killed was 47, 
Last year, it was 91.

• In 2014, 28 civilians were killed 
in terrorist incidents. In 2018, it 
was 38.
Remember, when it comes to 

security, the Centre calls all the 
shots, whether there is an elected 
state government or not. Any 
improvement or deterioration in the 
security situation is a function of 
New Delhi’s handling.

It is against the backdrop of these 
unflattering numbers in Kashmir that 
Modi is gambling over something 
as fundamental as Article 370 and 
Jammu and Kashmir’s very status 
as a state.

Why is Article 370 crucial?
Article 370 has its origins in 

the Instrument of Accession which 
Maharaja Hari Singh signed to 
join the Indian Union in 1947. The 
Article gives J&K a unique status 
because these were the terms on 
which it acceded to India.

The details need not detain us 
but two aspects are noteworthy: 
India agreed to J&K’s demand that 
the national parliament would have 

primary responsibility for defence, 
external affairs and communications, 
but that any other laws would need 
the concurrence of the state to be 
applicable.

Second, under Article 7, the 
instrument of accession made clear 
that this did not amount to accepting 
any future constitution of India nor 
did it “fetter” the state’s right to enter 
into “arrangements” over any future 
constitution.

Although Amit Shah was right to 
say Kashmir joined India not thanks 
to Article 370 but because of the 
Instrument of Accession, what he 
did not mention was these sections 
of the accession document to which 
India remains formally committed.

Is Article 370 a temporary 
provision?

Despite several challenges to the 
provision on account of it allegedly 
being a temporary provision, 
courts have upheld that Article 370 
is a permanent provision of the 
constitution. In a 2018 judgment, the 
Supreme Court said that although the 
article’s title noted it as ‘temporary’, 
it was very much of a permanent 
nature.

What are other political parties 
saying?

Responding to the morning’s 
proceedings, former J&K chief 
minister and PDP leader Mehbooba 
Mufti said this was the “darkest 
day in Indian democracy”. National 
Conference leader Omar Abdullah 
also said that the decision was 
a “total betrayal of the trust of 
people of J&K” and will have “dire 
consequences”.

Congress  leader  Ghulam 
Nabi Azad said that the BJP has 
“murdered” the Constitution and 
India’s democracy. The Janata Dal 
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(United), a BJP ally, also said it did 
not want Article 370 revoked and 
did not support the government. 
JD(U) MPs walked out of the house 
to express their dissent.

The Bahujan Samaj Party will 
support all of the the government’s 
resolutions, party MP Satish 
Chandra Mishra said. The Biju 
Janata Dal, which claims to follow 
an equidistant policy with respect 
to both the national parties, also 
supports the government resolutions. 
Prasanna Acharya, BJD MP, said that 
since “Bharat Mata is supreme for 
us, we support the resolution”. He 
also said that no one bothered about 
the plight of Kashmiri Pandits all 
this while, and his party is happy 
that all Kashmiris will get their due 
following the resolution.

The YSR Congress Party also 
supported the resolution, as did the 
Aam Aadmi Party.

What does this mean for Kashmir?
The Centre’s fresh deployment 

of nearly 40,000 troops on the 
ground ahead of this announcement 
indicates that widespread protest is 
expected in the Valley. The Jammu 
and Kashmir People's Movement 
party leader Shah Faesal told The 
Wire in an interview, “If Article 370 
is repealed, India’s relationship with 
Kashmir will also end.”

Jammu and Kashmir is among 
one of the most militarised regions 
in the world at this moment. For the 
first time since 2008, the number 
of people who died due to conflict 
breached the 500 ceiling. The number 
of listed militants with government 
agencies crossed 300—the highest 
in a decade. In 2013, the  year 
before Narendra Modi was elected 
to power, the number was just 78. 
Azaan Javaid, in an article Militant 
Recruitment Data in 2018 Is Telling 

of the Centre’s Failed Strategies in 
J&K published in The Wire notes 
that 2018’s recruitment numbers 
are the highest in over a decade—
despite the massive crackdown on 
insurgent networks. Separatists have 
already been protesting any electoral 
participation with India, with much 
of the Valley abstaining from the 
vote in this year’s General Election. 

In another article The Army 
Has Bared Its Iron Fist in Kashmir 
– and Wants Everyone to Know 
It published in The Wire, Ghazala 
Wahab says, 

The truth is, in the last 20 years, 
the situation in Kashmir has never 

been as bad as it is today. Forget 
about talking to Pakistan, the 
government has no opening with 
the local people either.

Mainstream politicians have 
been discredited; and the separatists 
branded as criminals. Reaching out 
to the people of Kashmir is an empty 
slogan, because you don’t talk or 
negotiate with people, you do so with 
the representatives of the people. 
And who represents the people of 
Kashmir today?
The brutal answer is, nobody has 
a clue.

Courtesy: The Wire Staff

Ever since Imran Khan became 
the 22nd Prime Minister of Pakistan 
in August 2018, the winds have 
changed. While his predecessors, 
though generally leaning eastwards, 
have often wavered between the 
US and the China orbit, Khan is in 
the process of clearly defining his 
alliances with the east, in particular 
China. 

A few days ago, RT reported that 
China, in addition to the expansion of 
the new port in Gwadar, Balochistan, 
has entered into agreements with 
Pakistan to build a military / air base 
in Pakistan, a new city to house some 
half a million Chinese nationals, as 
well as several road and railway 
improvement projects, including 
a highway connecting the cities of 
Karachi and Lahore, reconstruction 
of the Karakoram Highway linking 
Hasan Abdal to the Chinese border, 
as well as upgrading the Karachi–
Peshawar railway track for trains to 
travel up to 160 km / hour.

T h i s  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  o f 
dilapidated Pakistani transportation 
infrastructure is not only expected 
to contribute between 2% and 3% of 
Pakistan’s future GDP, but it offers 
also another outlet for Iranian gas / 
hydrocarbons, other than through 
the Strait of Hormuz—for example, 
by rail to the new port of Gwadar 
which, by the way, is also a new 
Chinese naval base. From Gwadar, 
Iranian hydrocarbon cargos can 
be shipped everywhere, including 
to China, Africa and India. With 
the new China-built transportation 
infrastructure, Iranian gas can also 
be shipped overland to China.

T h e s e  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e 
developments, plus several electric 
power production projects, still 
mostly fed by fossil fuel, to resolve 
Pakistani’s chronic energy shortage, 
are part of the Chinese Belt and 
Road Initiative (BRI), also, called 
the New Silk Road. They are a 
central part of the new so-called 

The Western Alliance is Falling Apart
Peter Koenig
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China-Pakistan Economic Corridor 
(CPEC), which was first designed 
in 2015 during a visit by China’s 
President Xi Jinping, when some 
51 Memorandums of Understanding 
(MoU) worth then some $46 billion 
were signed. 

T o d a y ,  i n  t h e  C P E C 
implementation phase, the projects 
planned or under construction 
are estimated at over $60 billion. 
An estimated 80% are direct 
investments with considerable 
Pakistani participation and 20% 
Chinese concessionary debt. Clearly, 
Pakistan out of the US orbit and has 
become a staunch ally of China—to 
the detriment of the US role in the 
Middle East.

Wa s h i n g t o n ’s  w a n n a b e 
hegemony over the Middle East is 
fading rapidly. 

A few days ago, Germany 
refused Washington’s request to take 
part in a US-led maritime mission 
in the Strait of Hormuz. While 
this mission is ostensibly to secure 
hydrocarbon shipments through this 
Iran-controlled narrow waterway, 
in actuality, it is a naked attempt to 
weaponise waterways, and control 
who ships what and to whom—and 
applying “sanctions” by blocking or 
outright pirating of tankers destined 
for western ‘enemy’ territories. 
Germany’s Foreign Minister Heiko 
Maas announced in Warsaw, Poland, 
on July 31 that there “cannot be 
a military solution” to the current 
crisis in the Persian Gulf and that 
Berlin will turn down Washington’s 
request to join the US, British 
and French operation “aimed at 
protecting sea traffic in the Strait of 
Hormuz, and combating so-called 
“Iranian aggression.”

This idea of the Washington war 
hawks was conceived after Iran’s 

totally legal seizure of the British-
flagged Stena Impero oil tanker, after 
it rammed an Iranian fishing boat 
a couple of weeks ago. However, 
nothing is said about the totally 
illegal and US-ordered British 
piracy of the Iranian super tanker 
Grace I off the coast of Gibraltar in 
Spanish waters (another infraction 
of international law), weeks earlier. 
While Grace I’s crew has since 
been released, the tanker is still 
under British capture, but western 
media remain silent about it, while 
lambasting Iran for seizing a British 
tanker in the Strait of Hormuz.

Germany remains committed 
to the 2015 Joint Comprehensive 
Plan of Action—JCPOA (the Iran 
nuclear deal), from which the United 
States unilaterally withdrew a year 
ago, and Germany will therefore not 
intervene on behalf of the US.

Add to this Turkey—a key 
NATO member both for  her 
strategic location and NATO’s 
actual military might established 
in Turkey—moving ever closer 
to the east, and becoming a solid 
ally of Russia, after having ignored 
Washington’s warnings against 
Turkey’s purchasing of Russian 
S-400 cutting-edge air defense 
systems. For “sleeping with the 
enemy”—i.e. moving ever closer 
to Russia, the US has already 
punished Turkey’s economy by 
manipulating her currency to fall by 
about 40% since the beginning of 
2018. Turkey is also a candidate to 
become a member of the Shanghai 
Cooperation Organization (SCO), 
and so is Iran.

Turkey has become a de facto 
lame duck as a NATO member 
and may soon officially exit NATO 
which would be a tremendous blow 
to the North Atlantic Alliance—and 

may tempt other European NATO 
nations to do likewise. Probably 
not overnight, but the idea of an  
ever more defunct NATO will be 
planted.

All indications are that the 
future, economically and security 
wise—is in the East.

Even Europe may eventually 
‘dare’ making the jump towards 
better relations with Russia and 
Central Asia and eventually with 
China.

Will the UK, another staunch 
US ally, jump ship? Unlikely. 
But dancing on two weddings 
simultaneously is a customary 
Anglo-Saxon game plan. The Brits 
must have learned it from their 
masters in Washington, who in turn 
took the lessons from the Brits as 
colonial power for centuries, across 
the Atlantic. There are indications 
that the UK is preparing for bilateral 
trade relations with China just in 
case Brexit happens.

Western, US-led war on Iran 
is therefore unlikely. There is too 
much at stake, and especially, there 
are no longer any reliable allies in 
the region. Remember, allies—shall 
we call them puppets or peons—
normally do the dirty work for 
Washington.

So, threatening, warning and 
annoying provocations by the US 
with some of its lasting western 
allies may continue for a while. It 
makes for good propaganda. After 
all, packing up and going home is 
not exactly Uncle Sam’s forte. But 
what is for sure is that the western 
alliance is no longer what it used to 
be. In fact, it is in shambles. And 
Iran knows it.

(Peter Koenig is an economist and 
geopolitical analyst.)
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There are stories that are 
unrelated to the news, but can 
explain much better than many 
combat reports, why people like me 
are fighting against the Empire and 
imperialism, with such determination 
and vehemence. Not all stories are 
‘big’ or ‘heroic’; not all include 
famous people or iconic struggles. 
Not all take place on battlefields.

But they ‘humanise’ the struggle.
Here is one such story, that 

I would like to share with you. 
Because without such stories, 
frankly, nothing really makes sense.

* * *

It was a hot, humid night in 
Jakarta; a megapolis with the worst 
pollution on earth, and with some 
of the most monstrous contrasts 
on our planet. A literally sinking 
city, constructed against the people; 
fragmented, serving only the few 
hundred thousand extremely rich 
(most of them accumulating wealth 
through corruption and theft), while 
condemning millions of struggling 
individuals to a slow death.

For the ruthless Indonesian elites 
and their Western handlers, the poor 
of Jakarta (the great majority of 
city dwellers) simply do not exist. 
They live in crammed slums, called 
kampungs—literally translated as 
villages. Kampungs fill huge spaces 
between the skyscrapers, malls, 
and mostly empty five-star hotels. 
Individuals living there consume 
very little, and therefore matter 
close to nothing. Even their number  
is underplayed in the official 
statistics.

One night, my small film crew 

and I were driving though the Klender 
neighborhood in East Jakarta; a poor, 
religious and monotonous part of 
the city. I was re-editing my big 
film about Indonesia after the US-
sponsored military coup of 1965, an 
event which I often describe as an 
“Intellectual Hiroshima”, for which 
I had to again spend a few days in 
Jakarta, collecting latest footage, 
filming contrasts between the people 
and feudal elites.

We were all tired. Traffic jams 
have brought the city to an almost 
permanent gridlock. The pollution 
is unbearable. Life has come to a 
standstill. As planned by the regime, 
no one seemed to be thinking. 
Nothing seemed to be working.

We were driving past Klender 
train station a few minutes after 
midnight.

There were two young women 
standing by the side of the road. 
One of them caught my eye. She 
was clearly a prostitute, or a ‘sex-
worker’, as they would call her in the 
West. But in reality, no, she was not 
a ‘worker’; not her. Just an abused, 
tired woman.

I liked her face. Hers was an 
honest, good face. And after all that 
nonsense I heard during the day, after 
all that ‘feel good’ crap, I needed to 
hear something real, honest.

“Stop!” I shouted at my driver. 
He stepped on the brakes, then 
backed up a few meters.

“I want to talk to her,” I 
explained. Then to her: “I want to 
talk to you.”

She did not find my request 
strange. She nodded. After years 
of moving all around the world, 
while documenting the state of our 

humanity, I have developed certain 
instincts. I can tell from the faces of 
people, whether they have a story to 
tell; and whether they have the desire 
to speak. She did, both.

We emptied the front seat for her, 
next to the driver. She got in. Jakarta 
is a dangerous city, especially for 
women. But she did not seem to 
be frightened. She trusted me, as I 
trusted her.

“My name is Andre,” I said. 
“I am a filmmaker, and this is my 
team”.

“My name is Risna,” she 
answered and smiled.

“I want to hear your story,” I 
said.

“OK,” she said.
“Do you mind if I film?”
“Go ahead. I don’t mind.”
I put my GH5 over my knee, 

turned on the little light on the 
ceiling of the car, and pressed the 
“Record” button.

Just like that. No coaching, no 
preparation. And then it happened. 
She spoke. Clearly.  Bitterly. 
Honestly.

* * *

“It was four of us,” she began, 
softly:

“Four children. Little ones. Two 
boys and two girls. Our father, a 
pious religious man, used to use all 
of us. He had sex with us, with males 
and females. By then our mother was 
gone. He wanted to get married for 
the second time. To a young woman. 
But he had no money. And so, he 
began pimping all of us, for cash, 
so he could save enough, to start his 
new family. All four of us . . . you 

Women We Are Fighting For
Andre Vitchek 
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know; we all failed in life. At seven, I 
often slept on the streets. My siblings 
are all dysfunctional. I got married, 
had children, but my husband left 
me. I’m thirty years old now. I do 
this to support my children, and my 
brothers and sister.”

Trains kept passing-by. Loud 
express trains, rushing to far away 
cities: Yogyakarta, Solo, Surabaya.

“I couldn’t’ talk to anybody. 
Here, it is always woman’s fault. No 
matter what happens, it is woman’s 
fault.”

I was frozen in my seat.
“This is my story.”
“And now?” I could not think 

about anything else to ask.
“Now I am speaking to you.”
I stopped the car in the middle of 

the night. I wanted to hear a story of 
a woman who was working by the 
side of the road. And that is precisely 
what I got: she described to me, 
briefly, her life.

She did it in a simple, touchingly 
naïve, pure way. There was nothing 
unnatural in her voice.

She spoke for herself, and for 
millions of Indonesian women like 
her, too.

I cared about her, but did not 
know how to express it, what to say.

We spoke a bit about the terrible 
fate of women in Indonesia. About 
the hypocrisy of this society. But it 
was well after midnight, and she had 
to earn her living. I had to let her go.

“You will be in my film, together 
with your former President Gus Dur, 
and the greatest writer, Pramoedya 
Ananta Toer.”

She nodded, in a matter of fact 
way.

“What do you dream about?”
And that’s when her eyes filled 

with tears: “I want to raise my 
children as a good mother; from 
honest work.”

I looked at the monitor of my 
camera. 8 minutes and few seconds 
had passed since I began recording. 
One human life, in a summary. 
One complex, broken human life. 
I bowed to her. Shook her hand. 
Thanked her.

“Do you have hope?”
She looked at me, deep into my 

eyes. Then she nodded.
“Yes!”

* * *

At night, I couldn’t sleep.
I knew all about what she was 

talking about. My friend who works 
for the UNDP once explained to 
me that Indonesia has one of the 
highest child abandonment rates 
in the world. And also, one of the 
highest number of sexual child abuse 
cases, particularly inside families; 
committed by family members. 
All these topics are taboo, and no 
‘official’ study can be produced, 
as most women are only willing to 
speak ‘off the record’.

In Indonesia,  after  1965, 
everything collapsed; was destroyed. 
But this downfall, and almost nothing 
related to it, can be discussed openly. 
Here, the fear of truth is omnipresent.

* * *

In 1979, when the pro-US 
Somoza’s regime collapsed and the 
Sandinistas took over the devastated 
Nicaragua, my friend, an American 
poet and translator, happened to be 
in Managua.

He was very young and confused.
He understood, theoretically, the 

greatness of the revolution. But he 
was still lacking examples.

Then, one afternoon, he saw a 
bus. A beat-up public bus, slowly 
moving towards the center of the 

city, while sun was setting down, 
behind the hills.

He told me the story, a long time 
ago, in New York, as I was ready 
to depart for Peru, to cover the so-
called Dirty War:

“It was the end of the week. The 
bus was full of girls; young women 
from slums. Some were barefoot. 
But they were dressed in their best. 
They were travelling to the center of 
the capital, to dance!”

The voice of my friend broke. He 
was overwhelmed by his memories.

“Do you understand? Before, 
they only went to the rich parts 
of the city in order to serve, to be 
humiliated, used; to labour for the 
rich. Now, they were going to those 
clubs that only a week ago were 
frequented exclusively by ‘gringos’ 
and local elites. They were going to 
dance. It was their country, suddenly. 
It was their city. They were free. The 
country belonged to them.”

“This is when I understood,” 
he concluded, “that the revolution 
was right. Not because I studied 
socialism, not because of some 
theory. But because these girls from 
the poor neighborhoods of Managua 
had suddenly gained the right to 
dance. They gained their right to 
exist; to be alive!”

* * *

In Cuba, they say: “Everyone 
dances, or no one dances!”

Covering the world, documenting 
wars, conflicts, but also revolutions, 
I often encounter women like Risna.

Whenever countries collapse, 
whenever they are destroyed by 
savage capitalism, by religious 
extremism, or by subservience to 
imperialist powers, women suffer 
the most. It is almost the rule.

Most of them suffer in silence, 
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as even their voices are being muted.
The more oppressive, regressive 

society gets, the more subjugated are 
its women.

Their humiliation, repression, 
suffering gets glorified as virtue. 
While rape, molestation, and 
submission are hushed up, never 
discussed. In countries such as 
Indonesia, if a woman protests 
and speaks about her fate, she 
gets ridiculed, discredited, or even 
thrown into prison, as has happened 
recently, on several well-publicised 
occasions.

Western hypocrisy is obvious: 
while everyone there is obsessed 
with ‘political correctness’, London, 
Washington and Paris are glorifying, 
supporting and even producing 
regimes which treat women worse 
than animals.

* * *

Risna deserves to be in one of 
those proverbial buses which are 
taking women to the once exclusive 
clubs, so they can dance. In a rough 
translation of the metaphor: ‘so they 
could become the owners of their 
own fate, of their cities, and their 
country’.

Women like her are the women 
we are fighting for.

Their stories are our stories. Be 
they in Managua, Jakarta, Kampala 
or Mumbai.

They are as significant as those 
stories from the war zones near 
Syrian Idlib, or Afghanistan, or 
Libya.

Not to tell such stories would 
convert us, revolutionary writers, 
into liars.

(Andre Vltchek is a philosopher, 
novelist, filmmaker and investigative 
journalist.) 

I Am Wrestling With Despair
Marge Piercy

Every day is worse than the one before
a killing of all that was legislated
to be kind, helpful, healthy for all
living creatures, prisoners of this earth.

The meanness of it gets me, the hatred
of who have less money and things
and thus count less and should be
punished or simply pushed into some
locked closet of poverty and forgotten
except for occasional rhetoric blaming
them for the state of that closet. How
do these men stand being so cold
and full of malice? They have plenty
left to flog women for having bodies.
How dare women desire, how dare
we choose, say no, resist, insist.

I can’t give up, no matter how cozy
that looks by contrast with all this
jabbering, this attempt to organize
our anger into some kind of weapon.

(Marge Piercy is an American poet, novelist, and social activist.)

Twenty-Sixth January
Sahir Ludhianvi

Come, let us ponder over this question
Those beautiful dreams of ours, what became of them?

The helpless and naked cannot even afford a shroud
What happened to those promises of silk and satin?

Democrat, humanist, pacifist
What happened to all those self-conferred titles?

[Sahir Ludhianvi (1921–1980) is one of India’s best known poets and film 
lyricists.] 



18 JANATA, August 11, 2019



JANATA, August 11, 2019 19



GANNON DUNKERLEY & CO., LTD.
An infrastructure company established since 1924

REGD. OFFICE
New Excelsior Building, (3rd Floor),

A.K. Nayak Marg, Fort, Mumbai 400001.
Tel. : 022 2205 1231  
Fax : 022-2205 1232

Office : 
Ahmedabad, Hyderabad, Kolkata, Mumbai & New Delhi

Printed and Published by G.G. Parikh on behalf of Janata Trust. Printed at Parijat Printer, Gaiwadi, Girgaum, Mumbai - 400 004  
and published at D-15, Ganesh Prasad, Naushir Bharucha Marg (Sleater Road), Mumbai - 400 007.  

R.N.I. NO. 1855/1957 20 JANATA, August 11, 2019
Postal Registration No. MCW/275/2018-2020.

License to Post without prepayment WPP License No. MR/Tech/WPP-210/West/2019
Published on Sunday,  August 11, 2019 & Posted on Wedenesday, August 14, 2019 at Mumbai Patrika Channel, Mumbai  GPO-1


