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The 2018 report from the 
International Panel on Climate 
Change gave us 12 years to cut 
global emissions in half, propelling 
the issue of Climate Emergency into 
the public eye in a manner hitherto 
unprecedented. The consequences 
of ongoing environmental disaster 
had been apparent for some time, 
particularly in parts of the global 
south, but the IPCC report has proved 
to be a catalyst for movements like 
Extinction Rebellion and the School 
Strikes for Climate, which have 
further forced environmental issues 
into mainstream discourse.

But almost a year after the 
report was issued, the question must 
be asked: What have the world’s 
governments done to confront the 
imminent catastrophe we are facing? 
What drastic action has been taken? 
Who has taken the lead on this?

And the stark answer is : 
absolutely nothing. None of the 
major industrialised countries are 
anywhere close to meeting their 
targets for emission reductions. 
Rather, global emissions are rising 
instead of falling. While millions 
of ordinary people all over the 
world have been galvanised, and 
are demanding action to deal with 
the Climate Emergency, we’ve seen 

nothing from the world’s leaders 
which would even slightly mitigate 
against the disaster.

There have been two distinct 
kinds of  s t rategies  taken to 
politically manage the situation 
without fundamentally tackling the 
environmental crisis itself. The first 
is the hard right response epitomised 
by Donald Trump in the United 
States and Jair Bolsonaro in Brazil: 
double down on the destructive 
policies that brought us to the brink 
in the first place, deny the existence 
of climate change or minimise the 
role of human activity in bringing 
it about, target minorities, close 
borders and energise a hard right 
base.

This strategy naturally presents 
an immediate threat to much of 
life on this planet. The activities of 
loggers and Brazilian agribusiness 
in the Amazon rainforest are causing 
deforestation at an astonishing rate, 
with an area the size of a football 
pitch being cleared every minute. 
Penalties for illegal logging and 
burning have been significantly 
r e d u c e d  b y  t h e  B o l s o n a r o 
government. This amounts to an 
invitation to lay waste to the lungs 
of the planet which produce 20% of 
the world’s oxygen. Bolsonaro is 
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unapologetically forging ahead with 
this policy, denying that deforestation 
is taking place, stating that “the 
Amazon is ours” and claiming that 
he is “fulfilling a mission from God”.

The profits of climate crisis
In the United States, meanwhile, 

Trump’s decision to pull out of the 
Paris Climate Agreement in June 
2017 made clear that any pretence of 
dealing with the Climate Emergency 
was to be abandoned. Instead, the 
Trump administration strategy has 
been to engage in an extreme form 
of disaster capitalism—seeking 
business opportunities wherever 
they arise out of the catastrophe.

In May of this year, for example, 
US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo 
said that the melting of the Arctic sea 
ice was “opening new passageways 
and new opportunities for trade.” He 
went on to mention the possibilities 
for oil and gas exploration as 
well as exploiting the “abundance 
of uranium, rare earth minerals, 
gold, diamonds, and millions of 
square miles of untapped resources, 
fisheries galore”.

The intended course is clear 
for the world’s far right leaders—
continue the hyper extraction of the 
planet’s natural resources and deny 
that the destruction is taking place, 
while profiting directly from it; ramp 
up racism and xenophobia, build 
walls and fences and let the refugees 
die at the gates; let the planet burn, 
for the rich live on the hill and will 
to use the wealth we have created 
to protect themselves. In fact, 
security agencies like Pinkerton, 
the descendents of the old strike-
breaking mob, are now offering 
protection packages to the world’s 
elites to guard against the dangers 
of societal breakdown caused by 
environmental catastrophe.

The far right strategy is chilling. 
But what is the alternative provided 
by the liberal wing of the world’s 
ruling class?

Liberal failings
The second alternative is more 

subtle. It involves endorsing the 
science and putting on a facade that 
the situation is being taken seriously, 
and in some cases even declaring 
a Climate Emergency, as has been 
done in Ireland and the UK. The 
public is reassured that this is a 
priority and that drastic steps are 
being taken to reduce the nation’s 
emissions.

When we look at what is actually 
being done, it becomes apparent 
that the measures taken are totally 
inadequate and that the train is 
speeding up rather than slowing 
down.

In the case of the Republic of 
Ireland, a licence to drill off the coast 
of Kerry was granted mere days 
after the declaration of a Climate 
Emergency. The government has 
undemocratically blocked People 
Before Profit’s Climate Emergency 
Measures Bill which would ban 
any new fossil fuel exploration 
licences. They continue to support 
the building of Shannon LNG 
(Liquified Natural Gas Terminal) 
which will bring in fracked gas 
from North America and lock us 
into a fossil fuel future for decades 
to come. The Irish government’s 
Climate Action Plan set out pitiful 
targets of 2% reductions in emissions 
every year until 2030—targets that 
they won’t even meet because they 
intend to expand the national dairy 
herd and double electricity usage 
during this time.

Moreover, the latest PR exercise 
by Leo Varadkar’s government is to 
declare they will be planting 440 

million trees over the next 20 years 
to offset our carbon emissions. 
However, on inspection, one finds 
that 70% of these will be conifers, 
such as sitka spruce, which are highly 
inefficient in sequestering carbon and 
are a disaster for biodiversity. They 
are the preferred choice because 
they grow quickly and therefore can 
be harvested sooner and sold—the 
move is therefore primarily about 
profit-making, not protecting the 
environment.

To add insult to injury, Minister 
for Transport Shane Ross has 
recently taken to trolling the nation 
with his new electric car, urging 
the public to dig deep and follow 
his lead, goading other TDs for not 
making the switch. Much was made 
of the fact that one of Ross’ PR stunts 
involved pretending to charge his 
new purchase at a charging station 
that was not yet operational, but what 
was missing from the mainstream 
discourse was any discussion of the 
government’s ludicrous plan to put 
nearly 1 million electric vehicles on 
the road by 2030.

The reality is that even if this 
were possible and affordable, it is 
simply not a sustainable method for 
lowering transport emissions. The 
amount of raw materials involved 
in constructing these cars would 
be enormous, as well as the energy 
required to run them. Yet when it 
comes to the major investment in 
public transport required to get 
people out of their cars, Ross and 
his Fine Gael colleagues are sitting 
on their hands.

Around the world, liberal 
inaction on the Climate Emergency 
is similar. There is a refusal to accept 
the kind of overhaul of the economic 
system required to put a halt to the 
6th mass extinction. Instead, the 
establishment kicks the can down 



JANATA, September 15, 2019 3

the road and seeks a technocratic 
fix that will not challenge the status  
quo.

Too late for tech
This attitude is embodied in 

the assumption that carbon capture 
technologies which sequester 
carbon from the atmosphere will 
be developed in time to avoid 
tipping points that trigger runaway 
global warming. The idea that these 
technologies may be used in the 
near future is being promoted by 
fossil fuel companies wishing to 
protect their profits. It was revealed 
recently that these same companies 
such as Shell and BP are actually 
planning for a 4°C rise in global 
temperatures—much above the 
1.5°C warming which scientists say 
may prevent the very worst of the 
catastrophe.

The reality of carbon capture 
technology is that it does not exist 
and is highly unlikely to be developed 
on the scale required before the time 
is up, yet many of the predictive 
models used by the IPCC account for 
the technology being developed and 
mitigating against global warming. 
This is one of the reasons that the 
report actually now appears to be 
quite conservative in its outlook—
the evidence suggests that warming 
is happening significantly faster than 
predicted.

There is, of course, a proven 
way to sequester carbon from 
the atmosphere through the use 
of broadleaf trees, but the action 
required to protect the world’s 
existing rainforests and to plant more 
broadleaf trees on the necessary 
scale is simply not happening.

A dangerous dynamic has also 
developed between the two wings 
of the global elites. The liberal elites 
attempt to garner public favour by 

placing themselves in opposition to 
the likes of Trump and Bolsonaro.

After the unprecedented fires 
in the Amazon rainforest, French 
president Emmanuel Macron 
tweeted “our house is burning” and 
called for the issue to be discussed at 
the upcoming G7 summit. There was 
no mention of the fact that Macron 
is supporting the EU–Mercosur 
deal which incentivises Brazilian 
agribusiness to clear the land in 
order to farm beef that will be sold 
to Europe.

Likewise, Canada’s Justin 
Trudeau pitched in to tweet “We 
need to #ActForTheAmazon & 
act for our planet”with no mention 
how he has allowed the dirtiest 
kind of fracking to go ahead in 
the Alberta Tar Sands and has 
repeatedly railroaded pipelines 
through indigenous peoples’ land.

While the existence of the 
far right climate deniers grants 
an opportunity for Liberal pearl 
clutching, the hypocrisy of the 
centrists is ammunition for the 
far right. Bolsonaro responded to 
Macron and Trudeau by pointing out 
their own states’ failure to protect 
the environment. In addition, the 
carbon taxes frequently promoted 
by many of the world’s governments 
are pounced upon by the far right, 
many of whom claim climate change 
is a hoax to get people to pay more 
taxes. There is a real danger that 
this strategy could promote climate 
change skepticism at a crucial period 
when the movements to take on 
the status quo urgently need to be  
built.

If the far right are determined 
to drive us off the edge of a cliff and 
the political centre is engaged in a 
window dressing exercise, what is 
the hope, then, for humanity and 
the planet?

Mass movements for change
The reality is that there are no 

saviours to swoop in at the 11th 
hour. The political establishment 
has proven over the last 30 years 
that it is utterly incapable of tackling 
this crisis. The only hope we have 
is to build up the power of mass 
movements of ordinary people, 
workers, school kids and parents that 
can challenge the establishment and 
implement the kind of system that 
runs sustainably, equally, and looks 
after people’s needs.

In this, the upcoming Global 
Climate Strike on 20 September is a 
crucial milestone. A strong showing 
globally from school students and 
workers united could prove to be 
an important springboard for the 
global environmental movement—a 
movement that has promise, but that 
urgently needs to grow and become 
more organised if we are to be 
successful.

The only ones who can save 
us from climate breakdown are 
ourselves.

(Eoghan Ó Ceannabháin is an Irish 
socialist activist.)
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Janata Weekly Launches Janata Blog
Dear Readers,

We receive several articles every week from all over India and the world. Several of these articles are 
very good, and which we like our readers to read, but we are unable to print them in Janata Weekly, mainly 
due to lack of space. Therefore, from this issue onwards, Janata Weekly is launching an online Janata Blog, 
where we would be uploading some of these articles. We will be uploading around 5-8 articles in a week. We 
would like to mention here that while we will be glancing through the articles before we upload them on the 
blog, it will not be possible for us to edit them the way we edit the articles being printed, due to lack of time. 
Please excuse us for this. 

G.G. Parikh, Neeraj Jain

The hallmark of a systemic, as 
distinct from a cyclical or sporadic, 
crisis of capitalism is that every 
effort to resolve the crisis within 
the broad confines of the system, 
defined in terms of its prevailing 
class configuration, only worsens 
the crisis. It is in this sense that 
neoliberal capitalism has now 
entered a systemic crisis. It cannot 
be resolved by mere tinkering; 
and attempts to go beyond mere 
tinkering, for instance by introducing 
protectionism without transcending 
the broad framework of neoliberal 
globalisation, ie without overcoming 
the hegemony of international 
finance capital which is the moving 
force behind this globalisation, as 
Trump is doing in the US, will only 
worsen the crisis.

The symptoms of the crisis are 
well-known. The 2008 crisis had 
been followed by the pursuit of a 
“cheap money policy” in the US and 
elsewhere, so that the interest rates 
were brought down to almost zero. 
This just barely managed to provide 
some temporary breathing space to 
world capitalism; but now again it 
is faced with a looming recession. 

In the US, business investment is 
on the decline and industrial output 
in July was 0.2 per cent lower 
than in the previous month. The 
British economy contracted during 
the second quarter of this year, as 
did Germany. The picture is much 
the same everywhere else, such as 
Italy, Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and 
India. Even China is witnessing a 
slowing down of its growth rate as a 
consequence of the world recession.

The response of policy-makers 
everywhere to this emerging 
recession is to move once again 
for a cut in interest rates. The 
European Central Bank which has 
already pushed its key interest rate 
to the negative region, is planning 
to further lower it. In India, interest 
rates have already been cut. The 
idea behind such interest rate cuts 
is not so much that lower rates 
would cause larger investment; 
rather that lower rates would cause 
asset price “bubbles”, which would 
boost aggregate demand through 
larger expenditure by those who feel 
wealthier because of such asset price 
“bubbles”.

Why  th i s  shou ld  be  the 

typical response of policy-makers 
everywhere should be clarified. In 
the immediate post-Second World 
War period, ie, before neoliberal 
globalisation had got going, 
government expenditure could be 
increased to boost aggregate demand 
whenever there was a threat of 
recession. Governments could raise 
fiscal deficits if necessary, since 
capital controls were in place and 
there was no danger of any capital 
flight in the event of a rise in fiscal 
deficit.

This  had been the world 
visualised by John Maynard Keynes, 
the noted economist who had been 
one of the architects of the post-war 
capitalist economic order. He had 
been opposed to internationalisation 
of finance (“finance above all must 
be national” he had said), on the 
grounds that such internationalisation 
undermined the capacity of the 
nation-State to raise employment 
by making it a prisoner of finance 
which was always opposed to 
larger government expenditure 
for this purpose. As a defender of 
the capitalist system, Keynes had 
feared that unless the nation-State 

The Systemic Crisis of World Capitalism
Prabhat Patnaik
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could raise employment sufficiently, 
capitalism could not survive the 
socialist threat.

But with massive accumulations 
of finance with metropolitan banks, 
because of continuously large 
US current account deficits on 
the balance of payments during 
this period, and also, at a later 
date, because of large deposits of 
revenues earned from the oil price 
hikes of the 1970s by the OPEC 
producers, there was enormous 
pressure from finance capital for a 
lifting of capital controls. It wanted 
the whole globe to be opened up 
for finance to move around at will, 
and ultimately succeeded. The 
hegemony of international finance 
capital thus got established, which 
also meant a withdrawal of the 
nation-State from its role of keeping 
up the level of employment through 
fiscal intervention. The only way of 
boosting aggregate demand under 
the regime of neoliberal capitalism 
that came into existence therefore 
was through stimulating asset-price 
“bubbles”; and interest rate policy 
was used for this purpose.

B u t  u n l i k e  g o v e r n m e n t 
expenditure which can be regulated 
at will, a “bubble” cannot be made 
to appear at will. For a while, in the 
nineties (the “dot-com bubble” in the 
United States) and the early years of 
this century (the “housing bubble” 
in the US), this way of stimulating 
aggregate demand appeared to work. 
But the collapse of the housing 
“bubble” has made people chary 
and no new “bubble” of a similar 
magnitude has appeared, despite 
interest rates being driven down to 
zero.

Meanwhile there is another 
factor working powerfully in the 
direction of reducing aggregate 
demand within every country and 

in the word as a whole; and this 
is the rise in the share of surplus 
in total output. Globalisation has 
meant above all the free movement 
of capital, including finance, across 
borders, and this has resulted in the 
relocation of a number of activities 
from the high-wage metropolis to 
the low-wage third world countries 
for meeting global demand. By 
making advanced country workers 
subject to competition from third 
world workers, this has tended to 
keep down the wages of the former. 
At the same time, the wages of 
the latter continue to remain at a 
bare subsistence level, because 
the third world labour reserves 
do not get exhausted despite such 
relocation. The vector of wage rates 
across the world therefore does 
not increase, even as the vector of 
labour productivities across the 
world increases. This is the reason 
for the rise in the share of surplus 
within countries and in the world 
as a whole.

Such a rise in the share of surplus 
creates a tendency towards over-
production, because consumption 
per unit of income is much higher 
among the wage earners than 
among the surplus earners. This 
tendency could have been offset 
through an increase in government 
expenditure within each country. 
But since this is no longer possible, 
the only counteracting tendency that 
is possible against this tendency 
towards over-production is the 
formation of asset-price bubbles. 
In the absence of such bubbles, the 
tendency towards over-production 
operates with full force, which is 
what we are seeing today.

S i n c e  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n a l 
instrument of lowering interest rates 
does not work in such a situation, 
and since government expenditure 

cannot be increased to offset the 
deficiency of aggregate demand, 
the US under Donald Trump has 
been attempting to overcome 
its own crisis by exporting it to 
other countries, especially China, 
through the adoption of protectionist 
measures. Over a whole range of 
imports from China it has imposed 
25 percent tariffs and this in turn 
has led to a tit-for-tat retaliation by 
China through the imposition of 25 
percent tariff on a range of imports 
from the US.

This trade war, which was started 
by the US as a way of getting out 
of the crisis, is now accentuating 
the crisis for the global economy, 
because it undermines whatever 
little incentive to invest there was 
among the capitalists of the world. 
Far from stimulating a new asset-
price bubble, which was the original 
intention behind lowering interest 
rates, it has the effect of causing a 
collapse in stock markets across the 
world. The Wall Street for instance 
witnessed the biggest fall of the 
year on August 14; and in response 
markets all over the world also 
registered falls.

If government expenditures 
could be increased within each 
country then the need for such 
“beggar-thy-neighbour” policies 
would not arise. Even if some 
protectionism is resorted to for 
ensuring that the demand increase 
caused by government expenditure 
does not “leak out” abroad, this need 
not lead to any reduction in imports 
from other countries since the market 
itself would be increasing. But in the 
absence of increased government 
expenditure which international 
finance capital is opposed to 
(because of which most countries 
have enacted laws restricting the 
size of the fiscal deficit), beggar-thy-
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neighbour policies remain one of the 
few possible options for a country 
to follow; this however worsens the 
crisis for all.

This is precisely the hall-mark 
of a systemic crisis. As long as the 
hegemony of international finance 
capital continues, and countries 
remain caught in the vortex of 
global financial flows, not only will 
the crisis continue, but every effort 
to overcome the crisis through 
whatever means are available within 
the system, will only aggravate the 
crisis. Overcoming the hegemony 
of international finance capital 
requires, however, that within each 
country the working people are 
mobilised around an alternative 
agenda.

(The author is Professor Emeritus, 
Centre for Economic Studies, 
Jawaharlal Nehru University, New 
Delhi.)

Why were several prominent 
parliamentarians from the Opposition 
parties denied entry into the Kashmir 
Valley? So that they don’t get to 
hear human cries; those appeals to 
be set free from their cage, from 
the clampdown, from the barbarity 
unleashed on hapless residents of 
the Valley. Together with that, these 
parliamentarians don’t even get 
to know the whereabouts of their 
political colleagues in the Valley, 
who have either been formally 
arrested or are placed under house 
arrest.

To add to the prevailing mess, 
only the Right-wing politicians are 
being allowed to enter the Valley. As 
expected, this is being done so that 
they may mouth the well-scripted 
speeches that have been drafted 
in the corridors of power in New 
Delhi. The strain of these is that ‘all 
is well’ and ‘under control’ and that 
‘normalcy’ is back—that all is okay 
in the Valley.

Does the government think 
that in this day and age it can get 
away by using such tactics? If all is 
indeed as well in the Valley as the 
Centre and the Governor, Satya Pal 
Malik, claim, then let all of us see 
for ourselves how very genuine are 
those sarkari claims. The truth is that 
the Governor lives in a fortified Raj 
Bhavan where even birds don’t seem 
to chirp from fear, what to say of the 
people in Kashmir, who may not 
even dare approach the Governor to 
tell him about the hellish conditions 
imposed on them.

Needless to say, the Governor 
has not been spotted walking on the 
streets, the roads, the lanes or alleys 
of Srinagar city to see for himself 

what the ground realities are.
What pellet guns could not 

achieve is now being done by 
attacking the very survival of 
the Kashmiris of the Valley. The 
Kashmiri is surviving without 
connectivity, without work, without 
money to run a household, without 
medical, educational and healthcare 
facilities—without a future.

Right from the nineties, I have 
reported on the aftermath of the 
violence on Kashmiris. They have 
never really seen a single stretch of 
peace. This in itself has left a deep 
and lasting impact on them. The 
leading medical professionals of the 
Valley have been all through vocal 
on this. One of them is the Srinagar-
based Dr. Mushtaq A Margoob, who 
is an internationally recognised 
expert on disaster psychiatry.

I had first interviewed him in 
2002, followed by another interview 
less than a decade ago. In fact, 
whenever a severe crisis erupted 
in the Valley, I would ask him for 
observations and comments. Here 
is what he said to me in 2010, after 
one such bout of disturbances, “J&K 
has faced continuous mass trauma 
for more than two decades now. The 
amount of emotional distress caused 
by the perpetual state of uncertainty, 
insecurity and moment-to-moment 
living is hard to imagine.”

He also told me that  the 
prevailing violent conditions had 
heightened the suffering of the 
people and resulted in a phenomenal 
increase in mental disorders. This is 
also clearly reflected in a series of 
Margoob’s published studies. “More 
than 58% of the adult population has 
experienced or witnessed traumatic 
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life events,” he told me. The disabling 
disorder of post-traumatic stress 
disorder or PTSD was prevalent 
at the time in more than 7% of the 
population, and depression in more 
than 19%.

Women and children are the 
worst affected. Children between 
the ages of 5 and 12 who lived in 
orphanages had a higher than 40% 
prevalence of PTSD, 25% were 
depressed and more than 12% 
suffered from conversion disorder.

This is the picture of a Kashmir 
that has today become one of the 
world’s worst sites for the abuse 
of medicinal opium. As Margoob 
told me, “More than 3.8% of the 
population abuses opioids. Mostly, 
this abuse is to induce sleep or 
to get momentary relief from 
their continuous and agonising 
psychological pain and suffering.”

In a man-made disaster, in 
which any harm is deliberately 
inflicted, it can lead to a shift in 
societal conventions and processes. 
There can be an increased sense 
of rage and feelings of entitlement 
to revenge can arise, especially 
when one is mourning loss. There 
can be a reversal of the feelings of 
helplessness and humiliation. Under 
such circumstances, even the fully 
grown up adult’s brain automatically 
shifts operation, so to speak, from 
highly evolved reality-based action 
processes to instinctual or emotion-
based reactions. A fight or flight 
course of action may be taken by 
people under such circumstances.

Since the young brain of 
non-adults is yet to fully develop 
psychological mechanisms, children 
and adolescents are more vulnerable 
to emotional actions and reactions. 
When they assume that they are 
getting pushed against the wall they 
get dominated by their emotions and 

stop caring for the consequences.
The result is that youngsters 

identify with the group rather than 
with their individuality and they can 
get heavily involved in activities that 
essentially were non-existent in their 
society earlier.

This is how the young have 
been and continue to be affected 
in Kashmir. Today’s generation of 
young Kashmiris who live in the 
Valley reflect this psychological 
condition in more ways than one. The 
recent developments, in which they 
have taken to defy law and order, 
can well be a manifestation of the 
ever-increasing levels of frustration 
and anger among this ‘trauma 
generation’. This generation has 
hardly seen a moment of complete 
peace or tranquillity from time of 
their birth.

It is difficult not to empathise 
with these traumatised children, 
who seem to have lost forever their 
carefree innocence. Their lives 
have been scarred by experiences 
so horrifying that they will never 
emerge from despair without help. 
In the words of Margoob, “The 
haunting demons of memory wreak 
frightful vengeance on their frail 
psyche. Trapped as they are in the 
whirlpool of relived experience; 
bewildered and frightened; they are 
agonisingly alone in their pain.”

Today, the Kashmir Valley has 
among the highest numbers of half-
widows, women whose husbands 
were picked up security agencies, 
never to be seen thereafter. It follows 
that the Valley has thousands of 
‘missing men’ too, whose parents 
have set up an Association of Parents 
of the Disappeared Persons, APDP. 
I have met many such grieving 
parents, trying to locate these 
missing men. Many I have met sold 
their land and their homes in the 

hopes to find their sons lodged in 
prisons across the country and have 
failed to find them.

Now, reports say that a large 
number of Kashmiris have been sent 
to jails out of the state to prisons in 
Uttar Pradesh. This in itself is a blow 
for Kashmiris for it can be nearly 
impossible for families to travel out 
of the Valley. There is also a fear that 
they may get attacked by brigades 
of Right wing goons, and denied 
accommodation in guest houses 
and hotels. Not to be overlooked 
are the weather conditions (of Uttar 
Pradesh) that could naturally harm 
the health of Kashmiri prisoners: 
the State is hitting them in one more 
way.

That is why Valley Kashmiris are 
summing up the hellish conditions 
that have been heaped upon them 
by the government in this one 
Hindustani word that applies to 
tyranny: ‘Zulm!’

(Humra Quraishi is a columnist and 
commentator in Gurgaon.)

Janata
is available at

www.lohiatoday.com
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Avtar Singh Sandhu, popularly 
known by his nom de plume, Pash, 
was arguably the most influential 
political Punjabi poet of the 20th 
century. His works include Loh-
Katha (Iron Tale, 1970), Uddian 
Bazan Magar (Following the Flying 
Hawks, 1973), Saade Samiyan 
Vich (In Our Times, 1978), and the 
posthumously published collection 
Khilre Hoye Varkey (Scattered 
Pages, 1989).

Pash was born in the village 
of Talwandi Salem in Jalandhar, 
Punjab, on September 9, 1950, when 
the region was still recovering from 
the aftermath of partition. It can be 
said that poetry was in his genes as 
his father, Sohan Singh Sandhu, who 
was in the Indian Army, wrote poetry 
as a hobby. A product of his time 
and the active Naxalite movement 
around him, Pash’s poetry always 
had political overtones akin to the 
verses of poets such as Faiz Ahmad 
Faiz, Bertolt Brecht, Yiannis Ritsos 
and Mahmoud Darwish. This was 
evident right from his first poetry 
collection—which he published at 
the young age of 20—up until those 
written during his last days. 

In fact, he gained the reputation 
of a rebel following the publication 
of his first collection, Loh-Katha. 
When the owner of a brick kiln in 
the nearby town of Nakodar was 
killed by self-proclaimed Naxalites, 
Pash was arrested since he knew 
them. Tejwant Singh Gill, author 
of Makers of Indian Literature—
Pash (1999) writes, “Any strike 
announced or agitation launched 
signalled his arrest.” After the initial 
arrest in May 1970, he was arrested 
again during a student unrest in 
1972, during a railway employees’ 

country-wide strike in 1974, and 
“for an unspecified time during the 
Emergency.” These arrests had a 
deep impact on his ideology and 
writing. Reflecting on the time spent 
in jail, he wrote in his poem Haath 
(Hands, 1973),

No one can snatch from me
The play of these hands.
Inside or outside my pockets,
In handcuffs or on the trigger of a 
rifle,
Hands remain hands
And have their own dharma.

Pash was an avid reader of the 
German poet and playwright Bertolt 
Brecht. As a result, he questioned 
traditions, religious extremism, 
violence, and social and political 
structures. He grew up amid the 
Naxalite movement, and at a time 
when inequalities and feudalism 
were being questioned in the region. 
Ashutosh Sharma, in a 2017 National 
Herald article, writes that Pash was 
known for his “scathing criticism 
of state oppression, religious 
fundamenta l i sm,  feuda l i sm, 
landlordism, unethical industrialists, 
corrupt traders and politicians.”

After his release from jail, he 
came across the works of Russian 
revolutionaries, Marxist theorists 
and Soviet politician Leon Trotsky. 
In Pash: The Poet and Man, Gill 
writes, “Trotsky renewed Pash’s 
view of revolutionary poetry. It 
was now Pablo Neruda with his 
autochthonous poetry who embodied 
for him the image of a revolutionary 
poet.” He was deeply influenced by 
the writings of Maxim Gorky as 
well. Inspired by Gorky’s Russian 
novel Mother, he decided to call 
himself Pash, after the working-class 

character Pasha.
Pash was not only a pen name, 

but also an idea he believed was 
separate from who he was—an idea 
that reverberated with the idea of 
revolution. In his poem Taithon Bina 
(Without You, 1978), he wrote,

Without you Avtar Singh Sandhu is 
Pash,
And that is nothing else besides.

By time he turned 22, he 
had started editing the literary 
magazines, Siarh (The Plow Line) 
and Rohle Baan (Raging Arrows)—
both Left-leaning publications. In 
Siarh, he had several times opposed 
religious fanaticism and separatist 
ideology, condemning the attempts 
to divide the nation again on the 
basis of religion. In his poem, Do te 
Do Tinn (Two and Two Make Three, 
1970), he wrote,

The declaration of accepting 
demands
is made by dropping bombs.
That loving your own people could 
mean
spying for the ‘enemy nation.’
And the reward for the greatest 
treachery
could be the highest seat.
If all this you believe
then two and two make three 
and the present can be a mythical 
past.

In 1986, he moved to America 
after he received death threats 
from pro-Khalistan militants. 
However, that did not stop him 
from expressing his views against 
religious fanaticism and the idea 
of creation of another nation-state. 
While he was in the US, he brought 
out a journal called Anti-1947, where 

Pash: Life and Works of a Revolutionary Poet
Manan Kapoor
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he criticised the Sikh extremist 
violence during the 1980s. He came 
back to Punjab for a brief period to 
renew his visa. On March 23, 1988, 
he was gunned down by militants en 
route to New Delhi. Even though it 
has been more than three decades 
since his death, his ideas, and his 
fierce and fearless poems continue to 
be read and recited. Today, his most 
famous poem, Sab Ton Khatarnak 
(The Most Dangerous Thing, 1989), 
has become a poem of resistance 
and protest that is recited time and 
again to remind one what the ‘most 
dangerous thing’ is.  

Being looted of one’s labour is not 
the worst thing.
Nor is police torture.
Even betrayal out of greed
And arrest without warning
Are not the most terrible.
To be frightened into silence is bad
But not really dangerous.
To be drowned in the noise of 
corruption
Even when one knows one is right is 
no doubt bad.
Reading in the feeble light of a glow 
worm
Going through life with a frown are 
also no doubt bad.
But they are not the worst.

Most harmful to oneself is to reduce 
life to passivity
To lack intensity of desire
To bear everything
To become a creature of routine.

Most dangerous of all is the death 
of our dreams.

(The author is writer and copy 
editor with Sahapedia.org, an open 
encyclopedic resource on the arts, 
cultures and histories of India. All 
poems have been translated by 
Tejwant Singh Gill.)

Put me back in the middle of the sea,
Let me struggle, learn & find a new 
shore.

Dear Kannan Gopinathan
Couple of days ago, I stumbled 

upon a news article that spoke 
about you resigning from the Indian 
Administrative Service. The reason 
for your resignation is something 
Bhakts and to-be-Bhakts might find 
really hard to digest.

As you say in an interview, “If 
you ask me what you were doing, 
when one of the world’s largest 
democracies announced a ban on 
the entire state, and even violated the 
fundamental rights of the people, I 
should at least be able to reply that 
I resigned my job.”

Well, that’s not how typical 
Babulog (Bureaucrats) talk. It sounds 
so different and now everyone may 
understand why you chose to go 
“strangely” unnoticed while doing 
flood relief work in Kerala.

Undoubtedly, you are different. 
You’ve got something called 
conscience, a rarity today, something 
we hardly see anywhere, be it in 
newspapers, 24/7 media, or even 
with the opposition parties who 
play safely in their self-imposed 
limitations.

It’s not a surprise that the 
media doesn’t want to make the 
required noise on losing an officer 
like you, known for his integrity 
and dedication to the people. After 
all, the reason for your act is a 
conscience call to everyone. So, 
there is nothing to be shocked about 
the silence of fellow officers or the 
administration bringing up an old 
memo to discredit you.

You have also shared how much 
you are aware of the outcome of the 
act and what might follow. “I know 
this won’t make any impact, it would 
be news for half a day only. But I 
wanted to do it nevertheless. I wanted 
to act as per my consciousness.”

It’s the hard truth. Apathy has 
become our national emotion.

You stood up for justice during 
these dark days of abrogating 370 
& 35A and spoke your mind in a 
plain, simple language. “Locking 
up people and telling them it’s for 
their own good is difficult to justify.”

If this doesn’t bother many 
and if you don’t find many are not 
in solidarity with you, it’s only a 
visible manifestation of the deep 
malaise. When a majority of the 
society finds no discomfort in its 
moral bankruptcy, it’s a clear sign 
of dangerous times we live in and 
what lies ahead.

Allow me to share my experience 
with “freedom of expression”, that 
led me to quit Zoho, a popular 
software product company from 
India, exactly on this day, a year ago.

To start with, I have to take the 
example of James Damore who got 
fired from Google in July 2017 for 
an intranet post (basically right-wing 
views), commonly referred to as 
Google Memo.

Sridhar Vembu, CEO of Zoho, 
wrote a long intranet post in defense 
of James, about how his freedom of 
speech was under attack, how firing 
him for his “thoughtcrime” was 
wrong, even called it “Maoism in 
the Silicon Valley”, and ended his 
remarks saying, “One of the reasons 
I support private enterprise is to 
ensure real diversity of viewpoints.”

Dear Kannan Gopinathan, I quit Zoho for the 
same reason. Where do we go from here?

Saravana Raja
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I was reading the blog post just 
like any other employee. Though 
I strongly differed with James 
Damore, I felt Sridhar was right 
about his freedom of speech. I had 
little idea then that I will face a 
Zoho Memo or an ideological echo 
chamber moment, a year later.

Let me jump straight to August 
2018, by when I had spent a decade 
in Zoho. I wrote an intranet blog 
post about the role of Rashtriya 
Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS) in the 
Indian freedom struggle, in the 
context of Independence day. It 
talked about how RSS is usurping 
every platform with jingoism while 
history has a different say on how 
patriotic they really were.

As expected, there were some 
strong responses from right-wing 
supporters but Sridhar’s reply came 
like a bolt out of the blue. He said 
my post “crossed an important line 
to spread historical falsehood and 
calumny”. My post had references to 
two articles, one by Shamsul Islam 
and the other by Pavan Kulkarni. 
Both authors are well-known for 
their thorough research, but yes, may 
not be pleasing to everyone.

He went further and said, “You 
cannot just say anything here in the 
name of free speech… Go build 
your own platform to spread your 
values… I will not fire you, but I do 
have strong disagreement with you 
and I am asking you ‘Why do you 
still choose to work here, when your 
value system is so much at odds with 
what company and its CEO believe 
in?’…”

The irony is, he was talking 
about the same freedom of speech, 
private enterprise, and thoughtcrime 
(crossing the limits) as he did for 
James Damore, but whoa, this time 
it was in a totally reverse direction. 
The untenable part was how he 
forcibly tried to contextualise it with 

company values. I responded with 
my decision to quit since I agreed 
with one aspect of his comment, that 
we should hold our values more dear 
than money.

Now, why write all this to you 
and thereby to the entire world?

What I faced in a relatively 
small, private company is what you 
are facing in a far more bigger plane 
of Indian politics. The essence is the 
same. As you say, we are witnessing 
“our own voice being taken away 
from us”.

History will have very strong 
words to use on what’s happening in 
Kashmir, beyond all the PR exercises 
being conducted for days and days. I 
try to think and recollect of whatever 
happened and is happening in the 
past month while writing this to you.

How Indian Medical Association 
and even veterinary association 
pounced upon The Lancet, an 
internationally reputed medical 
journal, for raising its concerns 
on fear and uncertainty around 
Kashmir’s future…

How Press Council of India 
which is supposed to safeguard the 
freedom of press intervened in a SC 
petition to back media restrictions in 
Jammu and Kashmir…

How Ladakh MP Jamyang 
Tser ing Namgyal  was given 
continuous spotlight while the 
protesting PDP MPs were mentioned 
in a passing manner…

How the leaders of Kashmir are 
under house arrest for all these days 
defying all human rights declarations 
and how the UN gets satisfied with 
namesake press releases…

How the silence of the higher 
judiciary is so deafening?

How BJP MLAs and MPs 
celebrated the “victory” by asking 
Indian men to marry Kashmiri 
girls, how “patriotism pop” genre 
songs mushroomed, and how even 

our school, college, and even cake 
baking Whatsapp groups were filled 
with messages of “masterstroke”, 
“surgical strike” etc.,

How Shehla Rashid was heckled 
on Twitter by Bhakts and the Army 
for sharing what’s really happening 
in Kashmir and continuously gets 
mobbed by the media…

How a Kashmiri doctor Dr. 
Omar got whisked away for simply 
requesting that the blockade be lifted 
as it was leading to a healthcare 
crisis…

How Kavitha Krishnan and 
other activists were not allowed to 
screen the fact-finding video titled 
“Kashmir Caged” in the Press Club 
of India…

How countless stories of pain 
and despair suffered by women, 
children and old people, get mixed 
with countless everyday stories of 
much less importance and fight their 
way to get our little attention…

In such a really really toxic 
scenario, I must say, I salute you 
from the bottom of my heart, 
Kannan, for what you have done! 
You have shown exemplary moral 
courage!

I did what I did and am doing 
what I can against the all-pervasive 
unprecedented jingoism, like you 
and many others. We are only part of 
the inevitable chain reaction against 
hegemony.

When you think of people like 
Sanjiv Bhatt and many such tireless 
souls, both in the past and the 
present, we realise it neither began 
with us nor it will end with us. Now, 
where do we go from here? King’s 
legendary words might help:

Let us realise that the arc of 
the moral universe is long, but it 
bends toward justice. Let us realise 
that William Cullen Bryant is right: 
“Truth, crushed to earth, will rise 
again.”
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Letter to Editor
In Honor of  

Jatindra Nath Dass
Bharat Dogra

It was 90 years ago that Jatindra 
Nath Das sacrificed his life for 
improving the condition of political 
prisoners, after a 63 day fast at 
Lahore Central Jail. He was only 25 
years of age at the time of his death 
on September 13, 1929.

This fast had a great impact 
and millions of people gathered in 
various parts of India to pay their last 
respects to Jatindra Nath Das who 
had participated in the revolutionary 
movement as well as in the Gandhi-
led non-cooperation movement with 
great commitment. 

Earlier he had fasted for the 
same cause at Mymensingh Jail 
and there also his fast had made a 
significant impact. Keeping in view 
his deep conviction and the deep 
impact of his initiatives on people, 
it will be most appropriate and a 
fitting tribute if his death anniversary 
is observed every year as Day for 
Justice for Political Prisoners.

(Bharat Dogra is a freelance 
journalist, author, researcher, 
activist.)

If you tried to design a program 
with the aim of offending the top 
brass of the world’s most powerful 
corporations and the politicians 
whose careers they bankroll, you’d 
get something like what Bernie 
Sanders unveiled today in his $16.3 
trillion Green New Deal platform. 
That’s part of the point. “We need a 
president who has the courage, the 
vision and the record to face down 
the greed of fossil fuel executives 
and the billionaire class who stand in 
the way of climate action,” the plan’s 
opening salvo states, going on to echo 
a famous line from Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt. “We need a president who 
welcomes their hatred.”

Sanders outlines an expansive 
system, building on the resolution 
introduced by Rep. Alexandria 
Ocasio-Cortez and Sen. Ed Markey 
in April, that would generate 
publicly owned clean energy and 
20 million new jobs, end fossil fuels 
imports and exports, revivify the 
social safety net, redress historical 
injustices like environmental racism, 
and make prolific investments 
toward decarbonisation at home and 
abroad—among many, many other 
things. It would not only transition 
American society away from fossil 
fuels but renegotiate decades-old 
nostrums, championed by the right, 
about the respective roles of the 
government and the economy.

There are novel, meaty policy 
proposals that make Sanders’s 
proposal stand out from an already 
ambitious field: a cash-for-clunkers 
and financial assistance program to 
scale up electric vehicle usage, and 
plans to boost public transit ridership 
65 percent by 2030; a requirement 
that the Congressional Budget 
Office work with the Environmental 

Protection Agency to give new 
legislation a “climate score,” like 
the budget scores it currently doles 
out; and abiding by the United 
Nations Declaration on the Rights 
of Indigenous Peoples to ensure the 
free, prior and informed consent by 
Indigenous peoples.

It’s also sparked controversy 
among energy wonks who see anti-
nuclear provisions as antithetical to 
decarbonisation. The plan also rules 
out carbon capture and storage, which 
experts suggest may be necessary in 
the short-run to transition hard-
to-decarbonise sectors—but that 
fossil fuel executives have also 
long pushed as a way to extend its 
life indefinitely. Carbon taxes have 
been a mainstay of Sanders’s climate 
plans, and his Green New Deal 
blueprint doesn’t foreclose on the 
option but also doesn’t emphasise it.

Running through the plan is a 
different and more explicit theory of 
change than the lofty platforms other 
candidates have laid out; it’s built 
on organising and naming enemies. 
Sanders promises to take on the 
“fossil fuel billionaires whose greed 
lies at the very heart of the climate 
crisis,” who, he argues, “have spent 
hundreds of millions of dollars 
protecting their profits at the expense 
of our future” and “will do whatever 
it takes to squeeze every last penny 
out of the Earth.” Outlining how the 
plan will be financed, it notes that he 
will get $3.085 trillion by making 
“the fossil fuel industry pay for their 
pollution, through litigation, fees 
and taxes, and eliminating federal 
fossil fuel subsidies.”

“Most importantly,” he says, 
“we must build an unprecedented 
grassroots movement that is powerful 
enough to take them on, and win. 
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Young people, advocates, tribes, 
cities and states all over this country 
have already begun this important 
work, and we will continue to follow 
their lead.”

It’s an approach that distinguishes 
Sanders’s not just from the primary 
field but from the last 30-plus years 
of mainstream climate policymaking 
in the United States.

The closest the US has ever 
come to passing comprehensive 
carbon reduction legislation was 
the doomed congressional fight 
over cap-and-trade legislation in 
2009 and 2010. There are as many 
explanations for why that plan 
failed as there are potential Green 
New Deal programs, and many 
unfortunate factors converged to 
torpedo its chances. One major 
reason why that plan flopped? Some 
of its most influential advocates 
were more concerned about winning 
over corporations than convincing 
the public it was a good idea. The 
key to getting Republican support, 
they reasoned, was to win over 
the business community, taking 
advantage of historically strong ties 
between corporations and the GOP. 
The vehicle to do that would be a 
cap-and-trade program, placing a 
limit, or “cap,” on the total pollution 
companies could emit by allocating 
a set number of total permits. If one 
firm overshot, it could buy more 
from another or sell, or “trade,” any 
excess it had left over on what’s 
known as a carbon market.

In 2007, the US Climate Action 
Partnership, or USCAP, helmed 
by the Environmental Defense 
Fund, convened Beltway green 
organisations and Fortune 500 
companies—including BP America, 
PG&E, Duke Energy, and Lehman 
Brothers—to start shepherding 
a plan through with allies on the 
Hill. Because it was thought that 
climate policy could be designed and 
passed largely behind closed doors, 

advocates for cap-and-trade never 
went out of their way to explain 
either what the policy meant to the 
general public, or—in the grips of a 
deepening recession—how it could 
improve their lives, opting instead to 
spread the word about what a grave 
threat global warming was.

The 1,000-plus-page House 
cap-and-trade bill, Waxman-Markey, 
made it through after careful 
vote whipping and considerable 
compromise. As climate writer 
David Roberts has pointed out, the 
bill itself was more expansive than 
many of its critics have given it 
credit for. But the politics driving 
it—reflecting broader dynamics 
in Washington, and within the 
Democratic Party in particular—
hinged on a shaky premise: that 
Republicans and corporations were 
willing to negotiate in good faith on 
climate legislation. The tea party 
movement was quickly gaining 
momentum, and the Koch brothers 
spent the summer after the House 
vote mobilising its fossil fuel empire 
against moderate Republicans who 
had backed the bill and even some 
who didn’t, bolstering groups like 
Americans for Prosperity to gin up 
an anti-“crap-and-tax” revolt and 
pull the party far to the right. By the 
time a companion bill to Waxman-
Markey arrived in the Senate that 
fall, the mood for climate action had 
already chilled.

Corporations, meanwhile, could 
easily play both sides of the climate 
policymaking field: watering down 
bills that seemed like they might 
pass, while funding effort to make 
sure they never did. In a 2015 paper, 
political scientist Jake Grumbach 
points out that several companies 
who joined USCAP simultaneously 
supported lobbying against climate 
action. Shell, BP and ConocoPhillips 
were all members of USCAP and the 
American Petroleum Institute, and 
through that helped to bolster API’s 

“Energy Citizen” campaign, which 
hosted astroturf rallies around the 
country in opposition to cap-and-
trade, targeting senators in their 
districts for the summer recess. Those 
events were planned in coordination 
with the US Chamber of Commerce, 
of which USCAP members Chrysler, 
Deere, Dow Chemical, Duke Energy, 
GE, PepsiCo, PNM Resources and 
Siemens were all members.

This allowed companies to 
effectively weaken policy and 
collect positive PR in the process 
by appearing to support a solution 
to the problem. “The business 
stakeholders not only maximised 
their chances by pulling potential 
climate legislation closer to their 
interests and shaping future political 
terrain,” Grumbach writes. “They 
were simultaneously able to spend 
resources to shift the political debate 
in their favor in order to prevent the 
legislation from passing in the first 
place.” All this, of course, came after 
the fossil fuel industry and some of 
the same companies, think tanks, and 
business associations that battled 
cap-and-trade had spent two decades 
spreading elaborate misinformation 
campaigns to cast doubt on the 
reality of global warming, shifting 
the grounds of the political debate 
on which the cap-and-trade battle 
was playing out.

With Neither Republican nor 
corporate support moving into a 
Senate fight, and few people outside 
the Beltway excited to go to bat 
for it, cap-and-trade died with a 
whimper. 

The upshot here is that Sanders’s 
Green New Deal plan offers an 
approach that couldn’t be more 
different than the climate push 
on the Hill a decade ago—and 
by abandoning that insiders-
only strategy, it has a real shot at 
succeeding. As Theda Skocpol, 
professor of sociology at Harvard 
University, wrote in 2013:
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The political tide can be turned 
over the next decade only by the 
creation of a climate-change 
politics that includes broad popular 
mobilisation on the center left. That 
is what it will take to counter the 
recently jelled combination of free-
market elite opposition and right-
wing popular mobilisation against 
global warming remedies.… In the 
meantime, liberals and friendly 
moderates need to build a populist 
anti-global warming movement 
on their own side of the political 
spectrum.

If one major mistake of Waxman-
Markey was its backers’ inability 
to articulate how that climate bill 
would make people’s lives easier, 
the Green New Deal framework 
operates by constantly delivering 
and broadcasting tangible quality 
of life improvements, using early 
victories as an opportunity to enlist 
more support among the many, 
many people needed to challenge 
the colossal power of the fossil fuel 
executives, who are going to put up 
a massive fight one way or another. 
Sanders’s Green New Deal offers 
voters a vision of how much better 
the world could be without them; 
its policy and its politics aren’t 
unrelated.

Sanders’s plan offers a battery 
of investments both in workers 
and communities already being hit 
hard by a decline in jobs in carbon-
intensive industries like coal. His 
just transition provisions would 
provide five years of unemployment 
insurance, a wage guarantee, and 
a host of other benefits to workers, 
as well as $5.9 billion in funding 
to regional economic development 
agencies like the Appalachian 
Regional Commission. Undergirding 
just how substantial the transition will 
be, the Green New Deal will spend 
its first two years “very aggressively 
laying down a social safety net to 
ensure that no one is left behind,” 

expanding welfare state programs—
like free school lunches and SNAP 
benefits—that have in recent decades 
come under attack from Democrats 
and Republicans both.

The re  a r e  a l so  f r equen t 
re fe rences  to  implement ing 
Medicare for All and dramatically 
increasing union membership along 
the lines the Sanders team laid out in 
another plan this week for sectoral 
bargaining. Communities around the 
country could also receive financial 
assistance to take control of their 
private electric utilities, and the 
plan boldly lays out an elaborate 
blueprint to “end greed in our 
energy system” and ensure that the 
“renewable energy generated by the 
Green New Deal will be publicly 
owned”—a provision sure to rankle 
investor-owned utilities that have 
spent millions blocking climate 
measures at just about every level of 
government. While the government 
will initially collect revenue from 
new state-owned electric utilities, 
that renewable energy, the plan 
notes, will after 2035 be “virtually 
free.”

Us ing  an  o ld  p l aybook , 
Republicans will liken any plan 
to curb emissions at all—be it a 
revenue-neutral carbon tax or a fuel 
efficiency standard—to socialism. 
Sanders’s plan doesn’t dance around 
the fact that the government will 
indeed play a more active role in 
the economy—or that most people’s 
lives will be better off for it.

Rather than inviting fossil fuel 
interests to the negotiating table, 
Sanders targets them as enemy 
number one. There are practical 
as well as political reasons not to 
enlist the likes of ExxonMobil in the 
transition to a low-carbon economy: 
Their core business model—to dig 
up and burn as much coal, oil and 
gas as possible—has not changed, 
and is plainly incompatible with 
decarbonising along the timeline 

science is saying is necessary to avoid 
catastrophe. In addition to banning 
fracking, mountaintop removal coal 
mining, and extraction on public 
lands, Sanders plans to “prosecute 
and sue the fossil fuel industry for 
the damage it has caused,” making 
particular reference to revelations 
in the last several years that Exxon 
funded climate disinformation while 
knowing full well the damage 
warming posed. “These corporations 
and their executives should not get 
away with hiding the truth from the 
American people. They should also 
pay damages for the destruction 
they have knowingly caused,” the 
plan states. On this point, Sanders’s 
plan is more confrontational than 
Ocasio-Cortez and Markey’s Green 
New Deal resolution, which doesn’t 
mention fossil fuels.

For a climate fight that’s 
historically been shy about naming 
enemies—and so often cast as 
a collective action problem—
the Green New Deal framework 
encourages an “us versus them” 
strategy not unlike that of its 
namesake. “I think people generally 
feel really terrified about the climate 
crisis. But we’ve also been told a lie, 
in part, by the fossil fuel industry that 
it’s all of our fault,” Evan Weber, 
political director for the Sunrise 
Movement (a youth based climate 
movement in the USA), says. “But 
that’s obviously not the real story. 
The real story is that a handful of 
billionaires and their lobbyists and 
politicians are the reason we’re in 
this mess. If we’re going to make 
real progress on the crisis, I think 
people need to be told that truth, and 
need to get angry about it and know 
that if we get these folks out of the 
way, we can have a better world for 
everyone.”

(Kate Aronoff is a Brooklyn-based 
journalist covering climate and US 
politics.)
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Political posturing aligned with 
commercial interests means that 
truth is becoming a casualty in the 
debate about genetically modified 
(GM) crops in India. The industry 
narrative surrounding Bt cotton is 
that it has been a great success. The 
current Modi-led administration 
is parroting this claim and argues 
its success must be replicated by 
adopting a range of GM food crops, 
amounting to what would be a 
full-scale entry of GM technology 
into Indian agriculture. Currently, 
Bt cotton is India’s only officially 
approved commercially cultivated 
GM crop.

With the aim of putting the 
record straight, a media event took 
place on 6 September in New Delhi 
at the Constitution Club of India 
during which it was declared that 
Bt cotton has been a costly and 
damaging failure. Speakers included 
prominent environmentalists Aruna 
Rodrigues and Vandana Shiva who 
presented a good deal of information 
based on official reports, research 
papers and documents submitted as 
evidence to the Supreme Court on 
Bt cotton.

It was argued that even the 
government’s own data contradicts 
its tale of Bt cotton success and that 
the consequences of irresponsibly 
rolling out various GM crops 
based on a false narrative would be 
disastrous for the country.

PR and broken promises
In the early 2000s, Bt cotton was 

being heavily promoted in India on 
the basis that it would cut pesticide 
use dramatically, boost yields and 
contribute to the financial well-being 

of farmers. However, pesticide use is 
back to pre-Bt levels and yields have 
stagnated or are falling. Moreover, 
some 31 countries rank above India 
in terms of cotton yield and of these 
only 10 grow GM cotton.

As will be shown, farmers now 
find themselves on a chemical-
biotech treadmill and have to deal 
with an increasing number of Bt/
insecticide resistant pests and 
rising costs of production. For 
many small-scale cotton farmers, 
this has resulted in greater levels 
of indebtedness and financial  
distress.

Failure to yield
Over 90% of cotton sown in 

India is now Bt. Although initially 
introduced to the country in 2002, 
its adoption was only about 12 and 
38% respectively in 2005 and 2006. 
A good deal of data was contained in 
the media briefing that accompanied 
the event in Delhi. In it, Aruna 
Rodrigues and Vandana Shiva show 
that even then (2005–2006), average 
yields had already reached the 
current plateau of about 450–500 
kg/ha. Average all-India Bt cotton 
yields hovered around or below 500 
kg/ha during the period 2005–2018.

What is particularly revealing 
is that cotton production for 2018–
2019 will be the lowest in a decade, 
down to an estimated 420.72 kg/ha, 
according to a press release issued 
in July by the Cotton Association 
of India.

Furthermore, Rodrigues and 
Shiva argued that increases in yields 
that may have occurred were in any 
case due to various factors, such as 
increased fertiliser use and high-

yielding hybrid seeds, and not Bt 
technology. The data presented by 
them shows that cotton yield in the 
pre-Bt era increased significantly 
from its 191 kg/ha low in 2002 to 
318 kg/ha in 2004–2005, registering 
an increase of 66% in just three 
years (the baseline for Bt cotton is 
2005–2006 as prior to this adoption 
rates were not significant). The 
two environmentalists say this 
was a result of increased acreage 
under hybrids and a new class of 
insecticides.

They note that the momentum of 
this upward swing carried into the 
Bt era and had nothing to do with 
that technology. Their argument 
is that Bt cotton has failed but is 
being trumpeted as a success under 
the cover of increased fertiliser 
use, hybrid seed trait yield (not 
attributable to Bt technology), 
better irrigation and insecticide seed 
coating.

Biotech treadmill and ecological 
disruption

Bt technology was used in 
conjunction with high-yielding 
hybrids (as opposed to pure line 
varieties) and has no trait for 
intrinsic yield. This, Rodrigues 
and Shiva argue, conveniently 
allowed a smudging of the yield 
data (isolating the precise impact 
of hybrid yield would prove to be 
difficult) and also provided a ‘value-
capture’ mechanism for Monsanto: 
the introduction of these hybrids 
disallows seed saving, forcing 
farmers to buy new expensive 
hybrid Bt cotton seed each year 
(hybridisation gives one-time 
vigour).

Dismantling the Myth of Bt Cotton Success in India
Colin Todhunter
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Prior to Bt cotton, the extensive 
use of insecticides to cope with Pink 
Bollworm (PBW), which is native 
to India, had become a problem. 
Spraying for PBW caused outbreaks 
of American Bollworm (ABW). 
ABW is a secondary pest that was 
induced by extensive insecticide  
use and became the target for Bt 
cotton.

Al though  Bt  co t ton  was  
supposed to control both species 
of bollworm, PBW resistance to 
Bt toxin has now occurred and 
ABW is also developing resistance. 
Moreover, post-2002, new pests 
have also appeared, such as whitefly, 
jassids and mealybugs.

However, Rodrigues and Shiva 
note that resistance in PBW now 
occurs to both Monsanto’s Bollgard 
I and Bollgard II Bt cotton (BGI and 
BG II). BGI was replaced by BG II 
as early as 2007–8, just six years 
after its introduction, because PBW 
had developed resistance. ABW is 
also now developing resistance to 
stacked Bt toxins in BG II.

Irresponsible roll out
Hybrids are input intensive 

and are sown at suboptimal wide 
spacing. Unlike in other countries 
that grow Bt cotton, they are long 
season cottons and are thus more 
susceptible to pest build-up. With 
this in mind, Rodrigues and Shiva 
refer to Dr K.R. Kranthi, former 
director of the Central Institute for 
Cotton Research, who says:

“Insecticide usage is increasing 
each year because of resistance 
development in sucking pests to 
imidacloprid and other neonicotinoid 
insecticides—by 2012 insecticide 
usage was at 2002 levels and will 
continue to increase inducing further 
outbreaks of insecticide and Bt 
resistant pests.”

Bt cotton hybrids also require 
more human labour and perform 
better under irrigation. However, 
66% of cotton in India is cultivated 
in rainfed areas, where yields depend 
on the timing and quantity of highly 
variable monsoon rains. Unreliable 
rains, the high costs of Bt hybrid 
seed, continued insecticide use 
and debt have placed many poor 
(marginal) smallholder farmers 
in a situation of severe financial 
hardship.

In fact, Professor A.P. Gutierrez 
argues that Bt cotton has effectively 
put these farmers in a corporate 
noose: his research has noted a 
link between Bt cotton, weather, 
yields, financial distress and farmer 
suicides.
Monsanto’s profiteering

Rodrigues and Shiva note that 
Monsanto was allowed a ‘royalty’ 
on Bollgard I seed without having a 
patent on it. Drawing on conservative 
estimates (by K.R. Kranthi), on 
average, the additional expenditure 
on seeds (compared to non-Bt seeds) 
was at least Rs 1,179 per hectare and 
the Indian farmer may have spent 
a total extra amount of Rs 14,000 
crore on Bt cotton seeds during the 
period 2002–2018. The trait value 
charged (2002–2018) is around Rs 
7,000 crore. This excludes royalties 
accruing to Mahyco–Monsanto, 
which were illegal on Bollgard I 
(first generation Bt cotton) and yet 
allowed by the regulators.

Overall net profit for cotton 
farmers was Rs 5,971/ha in 2003 
(pre-Bt) but plummeted to average 
net losses of Rs 6,286 in 2015, while 
fertiliser use kg/ha exhibited a 2.2-
fold increase. As Bt technology was 
being rolled out, costs of production 
were thus increasing. And these 
costs were increasing in the face of 
stagnant yields.

Why GM anyway?
At this point,  i t  is  worth 

broadening the scope of this article 
by noting that in 2010, an indefinite 
moratorium was placed on Bt brinjal, 
which would have been India’s first 
GM food crop. Despite the current 
push for a full-scale entry of GM into 
Indian agriculture, the moratorium 
is still in place: the conflicts of 
interest, secrecy, negligence and 
lack of competence inherent in the 
GM regulatory process that were 
acknowledged at that time remain 
unaddressed.

It would therefore be grossly 
irresponsible to roll out GM crops. 
If the experience of Bt cotton 
tells us anything, it would also be 
extremely unwise to proceed without 
carrying out independent health, 
environmental and socio-economic 
risk assessments.

It would also be necessary to 
establish that GM crops outperform 
n o n - G M  c r o p s .  P r e s e n t l y, 
the evidence for this is absent. 
Rodrigues and Shiva cite evidence 
that traditional plant breeding and 
newer methods outperform GM 
agriculture at much less cost, release 
fewer carbon emissions and earn 
much greater profits for farmers.

Given this situation (the fraud 
of GM and its dubious track record 
aside), it appears that the plan to 
get GM into Indian agriculture 
is solely driven by commercial 
interest. Instead of drawing on 
proven traditional knowledge and 
practices to ensure food security, the 
strategy seems to be to place farmers 
on biotech-chemical treadmills for 
the benefit of corporate interests.

Green Revolution to ‘gene 
revolution’

I f  we look a t  the  Green 
Revolution, it too was also sold 
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under the guise of ‘feeding the 
world’. But in India, according to 
Professor Glenn Stone, it merely 
led to more wheat in the diet, while 
food productivity per capita showed 
no increase or actually decreased. 
It has also had dire consequences 
for the environment, farmers, rural 
communities and public health.

More generally, the Green 
Revolution dovetailed with an 
international system of chemical-
dependent, agro-export mono-crop 
farming and big infrastructure 
projects (dams) linked to loans, 
sovereign debt repayment and World 
Bank/IMF directives, the outcomes 
of which included a displacement 
of the peasantry, the consolidation 
of global agri-food oligopolies and 
the transformation of many countries 
into food deficit regions.

Often regarded as  Green 
Revolution 2.0, the GM or ‘gene 
revolution’ is being touted as a plan 
to ‘modernise’ Indian agriculture. 
But it would only mean yet more 
displacement of peasant farmers, 
further corporate control and 
commercialisation of agriculture, 
transform small peasant based 
agriculture into industrial-scale 
monocrop farms incorporated into 
global supply chains dominated 
by transnational agribusiness and 
retail giants. It would also mean 
the undermining of national food 
security.

GM-based agriculture is the key 
to what would amount to a wholesale 
corporate capture of the agri-food 
sector, a sure-fire money spinner 
that would dwarf the amount drained 
from India courtesy of Monsanto’s 
‘royalties’ on Bt cotton.

Agroecological solutions
This wholesale shift to industrial 

agriculture would have devastating 

Latin Americans remember 
September 11 as the date in which 
the Chilean Army, supported by the 
US' Central Intelligence Agency 
(CIA), carried out a coup against 
the socialist President Salvador 
Allende. His death marked the 
beginning of the brutal dictatorship 
of Augusto Pinochet, the general 
who opened a cycle of neoliberal 
reforms, authoritarianism and 
violence against the South American 
peoples.

At 7:30 A.M. on September 11, 
1973, the democratically elected 
President Salvador Allende arrived 
at the Palacio de La Moneda in 
Santiago to be informed about the 
insubordination of the Navy in the 
city of Valparaiso. In the Chilean 
capital at that time, there was not 
much traffic or people in  the streets; 
everything seemed normal

A couple of hours later, however, 
the armed forces and the military 
police carried out a coup against the 

Coup Against President Allende of  
Chile was the First 9/11

impacts on the environment, rural 
communities, public health, local 
and regional food security, seed 
sovereignty, nutritional yield per 
acre, water tables, soil quality, etc. 
Industrial agriculture has massive 
health, social and environmental 
costs which are borne by the public 
and taxpayers, certainly not by the 
(subsidised) corporations that rake 
in the massive profits.

It is no surprise, therefore, that an 
increasing international consensus is 
emerging on the role of agroecology. 
In this respect, smallholder farmers 
are not to be regarded as residues 
from the past but as being crucial to 
the future.

This is not lost on Rodrigues 
and Shiva who note the vital 
importance and productivity of 
small farms (which outperform 
industrial-scale enterprises and feed 
most of the global population) and 
the advantages of agroecological 
farming. They refer to the recent UN 
FAO High Level Panel of Experts 
which concludes that agroecology 
p r o v i d e s  g r e a t l y  i m p r o v e d 
food security and nutritional,  

gender, environmental and yield 
benefits compared to industrial 
agriculture.

Furthermore, according to 
Rodrigues and Shiva, regenerative 
organic farming can draw down 
excess carbon from the atmosphere 
and put it in the soil, thereby 
reversing climate change and 
making agriculture climate resilient. 
They argue that organic systems 
are competitive with conventional 
yields and leach no toxic chemicals. 
As for cotton, they state that ‘desi’ 
species of cotton varieties are 
highly amenable to low-cost organic 
farming, providing an excellent 
opportunity for India to emerge as a 
global leader in organic cotton.

The take-home message is that 
if GM food crops are rolled out—
based on a narrative about Bt cotton 
that relies more on industry spin than 
actual facts—it would be disastrous 
for India. Given the evidence, it’s 
a warning that should not be taken 
lightly.

(Colin Todhunter is an independent 
writer.)
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socialist government of the Popular 
Party.

F r o m  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t 
headquarters, Allende addressed 
the Chileans at 9:20 A.M. through 
Radio Magallanes; this would be his 
last speech.

“I will pay for loyalty to the 
people with my life. And I say 
to them that I am certain that the 
seed which we have planted in the 
good conscience of thousands and 
thousands of Chileans will not be 
shriveled forever,” said the President 
who was entrenched in the Palacio 
de La Moneda.

Two years earlier, in December 
1971,  while facing sabotage 
and intrigues from the Chilean 
extreme right, Allende had already 
anticipated what his behavior would 
be in extreme situations.

“I will not step back. And let 
them know: I will leave La Moneda 
when I fulfill the mandate the people 
gave me.”

The Dirty Hands of the United 
States

Based on Cold War logic, 
Salvador Allende's democratic 
administration meant a direct and 
immediate communist threat.

To overthrow it ,  then US 
President Richard Nixon allocated 
millions of dollars, a fact which 
was confirmed decades later when 
declassified documents revealed 
the US' participation in the rise of 
Augusto Pinochet's dictatorship, 
which kiled more than 40,000 people 
at the start of its reign. 

"Nixon ordered the CIA to 
prevent President Allende from 
taking over the presidency," 
admitted Edward Korri, who was 
US Ambassador to Chile from 1967 
to 1970.

In an interview for the “Allende's 
last decision” documentary, Korri 
recalled that at a meeting with Nixon 
in Washington, the US President 
spoke of the Chilean socialist 
politician, stating “how he was going 
to crush Allende, while hitting his 
hand with his fist. He called him a 
son of a bitch, too."

A few years later,  a CIA 
document dated October 1, 1973, 
praised the coup d'état in Chile and 
called it almost "perfect."

The Words that Will Never be 
Forgotten

For Latin Americans, September 
11 is the day when Salvador Allende 
died. This democratic politician and 
physician was the first socialist to 
ever be elected to the presidency 
in Chile.

“I address, above all, the modest 
woman of our land, the campesina 
who believed in us, the worker who 
laboured more, the mother who knew 
our concern for children. I address 
Chilean patriotic professionals, those 
who days ago continued working 
against the sedition sponsored by 
professional associations, class-
based associations, which also 
defended the advantages that a 
capitalist society grants to a  
few.”

For Latin Americans to forget its 
9/11 would be to forget thousands of 
men and women who were tortured, 
killed and disappeared because of 
the military dicatorships of the 1970s 
and 1980s.

“I address the youth, those who 
sang and gave us their joy and their 
spirit of struggle. I address the man 
of Chile, the worker, the farmer, 
the intellectual, those who will be 
persecuted, because in our country 
fascism has been already present for 
many hours—in terrorist attacks, 

blowing up the bridges, cutting the 
railroad tracks, destroying the oil 
and gas pipelines, in the face of 
the silence of those who had the 
obligation to protect them. They 
were committed. History will judge 
them.”

Long Live the People! Long Live 
the Workers!

The coup that ended the life 
of thousands of Chileans was led 
by Augusto Pinochet, the man 
appointed by Allende as the Army 
Commander in Chief just a month 
before the 9/11.

Under his orders the army planes 
dropped more than 20 bombs on the 
Palacio de La Moneda. President 
Allende asked his cabinet members 
to leave; they did not. They remained 
there until their last moments.

Shattered crystals and walls 
turned into rubble. Dust and fire. One 
bomb after another. All the noise 
and images of this ignominy were 
captured and remain as historical 
records.

Amid the chaos generated by 
the military's belligerence, Allende 
fulfilled his words: "I am not going 
to give up." While waiting for the 
final attack, the socialist politician 
continued addressing millions of 
citizens.

"Workers of my country, I have 
faith in Chile and its destiny. Other 
men will overcome this dark and 
bitter moment when treason seeks 
to prevail. Go forward knowing 
that, sooner rather than later, the 
great avenues will open again where 
free men will walk to build a better 
society."

"Long live Chile! Long live 
the people! Long live the workers! 
These are my last words, and I am 
certain that my sacrifice will not be 
in vain."
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