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Greta Thunberg, the young 
climate crisis activist on September 
23 opened the United Nations 
Climate Action Summit with an angry 
condemnation of world leaders for 
failing to take strong measures to 
combat climate crisis. Below is her 
full speech.

This is all wrong. I shouldn’t be 
up here. I should be back in school 
on the other side of the ocean. Yet 
you all come to us young people for 
hope? How dare you! 

You have stolen my dreams 
and my childhood with your empty 
words. And yet I’m one of the lucky 
ones. People are suffering. People 
are dying. Entire ecosystems are 
collapsing. We are in the beginning 
of a mass extinction. And all you can 
talk about is money and fairytales 
of eternal economic growth. How 
dare you!

For more than 30 years the 
science has been crystal clear. How 
dare you continue to look away, 
and come here saying that you are 
doing enough, when the politics and 
solutions needed are still nowhere 
in sight.

You say you “hear” us and that 
you understand the urgency. But no 
matter how sad and angry I am, I 
don’t want to believe that. Because 
if you fully understood the situation 

and still kept on failing to act, then 
you would be evil. And I refuse to 
believe that.

The popular idea of cutting our 
emissions in half in 10 years only 
gives us a 50% chance of staying 
below 1.5 °C, and the risk of setting 
off irreversible chain reactions 
beyond human control.

Maybe 50% is acceptable to you. 
But those numbers don’t include 
tipping points, most feedback loops, 
additional warming hidden by toxic 
air pollution or the aspects of justice 
and equity. They also rely on my and 
my children’s generation sucking 
hundreds of billions of tonnes 
of your CO2 out of the air with 
technologies that barely exist. So a 
50% risk is simply not acceptable 
to us–we who have to live with the 
consequences.

To have a 67% chance of staying 
below a 1.5 °C global temperature 
rise–the best odds given by the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change–the world had 420 gigatons 
of carbon dioxide left to emit back 
on 1 January 2018. Today that figure 
is already down to less than 350 
gigatons. 

How dare you pretend that this 
can be solved with business-as-
usual and some technical solutions. 
With today’s emissions levels, that 
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remaining CO2 budget will be 
entirely gone in less than eight and 
a half years.

There will not be any solutions 
or plans presented in line with 
these figures today. Because these 
numbers are too uncomfortable. And 

you are still not mature enough to 
tell it like it is.

You are failing us. But the young 
people are starting to understand 
your betrayal. The eyes of all future 
generations are upon you. And if you 
choose to fail us I say we will never 

forgive you. 
We will not let you get away 

with this. Right here, right now is 
where we draw the line. The world 
is waking up. And change is coming, 
whether you like it or not.

Thank you. 

Four million people participated 
in the global climate strike across 
every continent on Friday, many 
of them students who skipped 
school on that day. In an explosion 
of the youth movement started by 
the Swedish school striker Greta 
Thunberg just over 12 months 
ago, people protested at more than 
5,800 locations in an estimated 
185 countries. The demonstrations 
began in Australia and the Pacific, 
moved to Asia, Antarctica, Africa 
and Europe, and then to North and 
South America. This is the third such 
climate strike this year, following 
similar mass global demonstrations 
this past March and May, and the 
largest to date.

For the first time since the school 
strikes for climate began last year, 
young people called on adults to join 
them—and they were heard. Trade 
unions representing hundreds of 
millions of people around the world 
mobilised in support, employees 
left their workplaces, doctors and 
nurses marched and workers at 
firms like Amazon, Google and 
Facebook walked out to join the 
climate strikes.

The protests were directed 
against the inaction and inability 
of world governments to take any 
significant measures to resolve the 
crisis, despite increasingly dire 
warnings from the United Nations 
and other agencies that if greenhouse 
gas emissions are not immediately 
halted, at least half the world’s 
population will likely face one or 

more climate-related catastrophe 
in the next decade. Similar outrage 
was directed against international 
climate summits such as the 2015 
Paris Agreement, which have proven 
worthless in the face of the crisis.

S o m e  o f  t h e  l a r g e s t 
demonstrations occurred in Germany, 
where over 100,000 protested in 
front of Berlin’s Brandenburg Gate, 
according to news reports, and up 
to 270,000 according to the protest 
organisers, for a total of 1.4 million 
people across the country. More 
than 330,000 demonstrated across 
Australia, 100,000 in Britain and 
up to 300,000 in the United States. 
Thousands more took to the streets in 
Uganda, Nigeria, Ghana and across 
North Africa. Thousands more 
demonstrated in Colombia, Bolivia, 
Brazil, India, Vietnam, Indonesia, the 
Philippines, Japan and New Zealand.

More than 250,000 join protest in 
the USA

The global protest culminated in 
New York which was anticipating 
one of the largest climate strikes. 
Education chiefs in the city gave 
every one of the 1.1 million children 
in its schools permission to attend 
the climate strike and hear Thunberg 
speak at a rally at the United Nations 
headquarters.

“Greta! Greta! Greta!” the crowd 
chanted as she took to the stage.

The 16-year-old directed her 
speech to the students in the crowd, 
though she acknowledged that adults 
also skipped worked to strike.

“We will do everything in our 
power to stop this crisis from getting 
worse, even if it means skipping 
school or work, because this is more 
important,” she said. “Why should 
we study for a future that is being 
taken away from us?”

She sparked laughter when she 
described all the politicians she had 
met who asked for selfies and “tell 
us they really, really admire what we 
do” yet have done nothing to address 
the climate crisis. “We demand a safe 
future. Is that really to much to ask?”

It was estimated that more 
than 250,000 people turned out 
for the protests in New York, with 
thousands more demonstrating in 
Boston, Miami and San Francisco.

Courtesy: World Socialist Website 
and The Guardian
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The week from September 20 till 
September 27 has been designated 
as the week of the ‘Climate Strike’. 
It is an unprecedented event in its 
ambition to disrupt business as 
usual.

Thousands of events are taking 
place around the globe to demand 
that world leaders pay attention to 
the looming climate catastrophe 
that threatens our existence. The 
event is also unique as it is being 
spearheaded by school students, with 
a 16-year-old Swedish girl, Greta 
Thunberg, emerging as the symbolic 
voice of the movement.

These radical actions are taking 
place in the backdrop of “a warning 
to humanity” written by climate 
scientists in 2017. These scientists 
summarised the catastrophic 
consequences of human activity 
on the planet, in particularly our 
civilisation’s dangerous addiction 
to fossil fuels. Humans have already 
induced about 1 °C warming in 
global temperatures and we are 
headed to over 2 °C in the near 
future. Such an increase can lead to 
a self-perpetuating cycle of warming 
on the planet, with melting glaciers 
and rising sea levels threatening 
entire eco-systems. The stakes could 
not be higher.

Yet, the global community 
remains in denial about the scale 
of the impending disaster even as 
it pays lip service to addressing 
the undeniable science of global 
warming. The self-designated 
‘leader of the free world’, Donald 
Trump, fails to even recognise 
climate change as a scientific 
phenomenon and has consistently 
promised to increase investments in 

fossil fuels. China, now known as the 
chimney of the world for emitting 
the highest number of greenhouse 
gases, continues to invest in coal 
projects in Third World countries, 
such as the monstrosity known as 
the Sahiwal Power Plant.

There can no longer be a 
discussion about climate change 
without laying bare the system that 
(literally) fuelled it—ie: global 
capitalism. What is unique about 
capitalism as compared to previous 
systems is its tendency to measure 
wealth in monetary terms by turning 
products into saleable commodities. 
The aim is neither to create material 
goods nor engage in long-term 
sustainability but to create private 
profits through the circulation of 
commodities. The uniqueness of this 
system can be gauged by the fact that 
prior to the advent of capitalism in 
late 18th century, much of the world’s 
material wealth was communally 
owned with detailed codes of rights 
and responsibilities towards present 
and future generations.

Capitalism’s advent was a 
disruptive event in the long course 
of human history rather than 
an evolutionary path inscribed 
in ‘human nature’. Detailing the 
history of violence and loot that 
preceded the rise of capitalism, 
Marx demonstrated how an attack 
on communal property was central 
to the formation of a society based 
on commodity production. It was not 
human nature but the displacement, 
abandonment and starvation faced 
by millions that set the conditions  
for  the emergence of global 
capitalism.

Capitalism is an expansionary 

system that cannot remain in 
equilibrium with its surroundings. 
The perpetual search for profits 
requires the extraction of more 
natural resources as well as new 
markets to sell their products. 
John Bellamy Foster, an expert on 
climate politics, famously called 
this tendency the “Treadmill of 
Production” in which one must 
continue to run, even accelerate, 
in order to maintain a place on the 
treadmill.

On the production side, it 
means engulfing more and more 
resources for commodification, even 
if it has negative social/ecological 
imperatives. On the consumption 
side, the $1.2 trillion advertising 
industry directed at us ensures we 
feel incomplete without the latest 
gadgets that we probably do not 
need. This vicious cycle engulfs not 
only our environment, but objectifies 
even our social relations as objects 
symbolise the social worth of an 
individual.

In the Third World, capitalism 
arrived through the force of colonial 
violence, abruptly breaking our 
historical trajectories to open natural 
resources to the ‘free market’. Today, 
it is the exorbitant debt propelling 
the deepening of capitalism in poorer 
countries. In her excellent study titled 
The Debt Boomerang, Susan George 
explains that since the debt crisis of 
the 1980s, poor countries have been 
forced to improve their balance of 
payments ie increase their exports. 
Since many do not have large-scale 
industrial production, they are forced 
to open up their natural resources 
to foreign companies in order to 
pay back the impossible debts 

Capitalism and Climate Change
Ammar Ali Jan
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they have accumulated. Moreover, 
the drive to increase exports also 
leads to unsustainable practices 
of agriculture that produce quick 
profits in the short term but result 
in ecological ruin in the long term, 
adversely affecting the poorest 
sections in the countryside.

Much of the deforestation 
taking place around the world is 
geared towards giving access to 
mining companies or to the furniture 
industry in the West. The latest fires 
in the Amazon also appear to be 
a deliberate attempt to clear land 
for cattle grazing in order to export 
beef to Western countries. That the 
‘lungs of the planet’ can be sacrificed 
to ensure that those living in the 
Global North can have uninterrupted 
access to their hamburgers shows 
the irrationality of a system that 
weighs private profits above social 
responsibility.

This explains why we are 
unable to phase out fossil fuels 
despite scientific warnings. The 
big fossil companies have made 
massive investments and buy the 
support of Western governments to 
ensure their future profits remain 
safe. Third World countries are 
looking for investments in natural 
resources to pay back their debt, 
opening their economies to the 
worst environmental and labour 
practices. Capitalism has locked us 
into a logic that is forcing humanity 
to participate in its own spectacular 
self-annihilation.

These examples also show that, 
while individual lifestyle changes 
are important, they cannot replace 
collective action necessary to 
confront the systemic crisis. Fighting 
climate change is today inextricably 
linked to reinvigorating a vibrant 
democracy that is responsive to the 
demands of the citizenry.

UN experts have claimed that we 
may be heading towards a climate 
apartheid where the wealthy will 
cordon off their areas from those 
affected by the ecological breakdown. 
That process is already underway 
and cannot  be meaningful ly 
addressed without questioning the 
underlying logic that propels it. 
In other words, the key to fighting 
climate change is not to condemn 
an abstract process but to identify 
the social relations of exclusion, 
domination and exploitation that 
shape our context. Only a new social 
system that privileges sustainability 
and planning over the destructive  
chaos of late capitalism can provide 

a way forward.
We can either witness a climate 

catastrophe that intensifies the 
construction of walls and borders 
a round  t he  wor ld ,  s end ing 
millions into militarised forms of 
social control. Or we can build 
an alternative system that brings 
back the control of production and 
consumption in the democratic 
control of communities across the 
world. The stakes have never been 
higher. It is time to organise and 
fight back.

(The writer is an historian and a 
member of the Haqooq-e-Khalq 
Movement of Pakistan.)

“Dr. Doom” fellow students 
joked as we walked out of our 
department seminar. It was 1998 and 
the presenter was Richard Gammon, 
a co-author of the first IPCC report. 
I didn’t share my fellow University 
of Washington grad students’ joke. 
I was uneasy, wondering about the 
timing of forecasts and feedback 
loops.

My grad school journals detail 
my awakening to the climate 
crisis. One 1999 entry reads, “I’m 
probably an expert on climate 
change compared to my peers and 
the general public. I need to share 
my knowledge.” Then I listed areas 
the public needed to know: “Climate 
change, coral bleaching, ozone hole, 
air pollution, and mass extinction.” 
I feel a sense of missed opportunity 
re-reading my journal. I clearly felt 
a sense of urgency in 1999. In grad 
school and postdoc, I heard stories 
of colleagues, such as Michael 
Mann, professionally maligned 

and harassed by fossil fuel industry 
stooges. I’m afraid to admit, his 
experience scared my younger self 
away from climate action.

I was a ‘good scientist’. I stuck 
to the science and didn’t interject 
my views regarding action or policy 
solutions. When I taught my first 
climate class in 2001, the strong El 
Nino year 1998 was the warmest year 
on record and CO2 concentration 
was 367 ppm. Today, 1998 doesn’t 
even rank among the top ten hottest 
years on record, and CO2 reached a 
new high of 415 ppm in 2019. 

It took me decades to learn 
that just presenting the problem 
and solutions isn’t enough to effect 
change. It is the contributions of 
women climate scientists, activists, 
and children, who inspired me to 
join them and raised my awareness 
of climate justice. Mary Heglar, 
Jamie Margolin, Greta Thunberg, 
my own children, and scientists 
Sarah Myhre, Katharine Hayhoe, 

From Scientist to Activist
Heather Price
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and Peter Kalmus, have all inspired 
me to step out of my comfort zone,  
act, and encourage others to act 
with us.

If I, a climate scientist, don’t 
share what I know and how I feel, 
who will? How many atmospheric 
chemists are out there who can 
explain the science in a way that 
the average person can understand 
and connect it to justice and equity? 
Every scientist I know feels a sense 
of urgency around the climate crisis. 
Urgency that we should share with 
our families, colleagues, and public. 
As I tell my students, “You know 
more about climate change than 99% 
of people. Share what you know. 
Talk about it.”

Today, I share my sense of 
urgency and connect to the civil 
rights and women’s rights heroes 
of the past: Dr. Martin Luther 
King Jr., Rosa Parks, suffragettes. 
I introduce audiences to today’s 
climate activists: Michael Foster, 
and scientists turned activists, James 
Hansen, retired Director of NASA-
GISS, and Sandra Steingraber, 
whose peaceful direct actions all led 
to imprisonment. Michael Mann is 
also among these heroes, standing 
up for decades to the fossil fuel 
juggernaut of disinformation.

Social media helped facilitate 
my climate outreach and activism, 
connecting me with journalists, 
fellow climate scientists, and 
activists. I don’t seek out media 
opportunities, but when asked, I 
now see it as my duty to share my 
knowledge and sense of urgency.

It’s not enough to just study and 
report on the fossil fueled climate 
changes occurring. I feel compelled 
to sound the alarm. You don’t need 
to be a doctor to tell someone to 
stop smoking around a baby. All of 
us who understand the climate crisis 
have a duty to speak up. A medical 
doctor is not viewed as an activist 
when advocating for her patient. Our 
patient is in the ER with a fever over 
1°C, it’s getting hotter, and the toxic 
buildup in her systems is reaching 
critical limits. What gives me hope 
is our human capacity for love, 
ingenuity, faith, and my knowledge 
that we already have the solutions.

The burden of responsibility 
lies with the business and political 
leaders hindering change for profit. 
Rich businesses and individuals 
don’t intend to destabilise climate, 
hurting the poor and most vulnerable. 
Yet rich lifestyles do exactly that. 
The lifestyles of the richest 0.54% 
(~42 million people) are responsible 

for more emissions than the poorest 
half of global population (3.8 billion 
people). As with all issues of equity 
and justice: It’s actions that count, 
not intentions. I find hope in the more 
equitable, healthier and peaceful 
world we will create as we address 
this crisis.

My activism today is speaking 
out, showing up, and educating. 
I say yes to testifying against the 
continued poisoning of my patient, 
with a liquified natural gas plant in 
Tacoma, Washington. I say yes to 
media requests for interviews to 
explain climate science and discuss 
anxiety. I say yes to joining the youth 
at Friday climate strikes.

No one wants to sacrifice time 
and energy or become a political 
prisoner. Yet sacrifice of time and 
freedom by the great activists (MLK 
Jr, the suffragettes, Rosa Parks, etc…) 
was required to effect change. And 
they did not act alone. Thousands 
marched and sacrificed with them. 
You can too. Join a climate action 
near you between Sept 20–27, 2019: 
the Global Climate Strike. Everyone 
is needed.

(Dr. Price is an atmospheric chemist, 
climate scientist, researcher and 
educator in Seattle Washington.)

September 28, 2019 marks the 
immortal revolutionary martyr 
Bhagat  S ingh’s  112 th  b i r th 
anniversary. On this occasion we 
are publishing an extract from an 
article on Bhagat Singh. The full 
article can be read on Janata blog.

Shahid Bhagat Singh is widely 
recognised as perhaps the most 

famous and respected revolutionary 
of the freedom movement of India. 
Although he, along with his two 
comrades Sukhdev and Rajguru, 
was hanged by the colonial regime 
at the extremely young age of 23, he 
had already won so much affection 
and respect that in vast parts of India 
his fame rivalled that of Gandhi. 

This has been acknowledged by the 
official chronicler of the Congress 
party. His death (and that of his 
two colleagues) was mourned by 
millions across India, from Punjab 
(his home-province) to Tamil Nadu. 
Many of them wept openly. Political 
and other differences were set aside 
as the vast nation was united by tears 

Shahid Bhagat Singh
Bharat Dogra, Jagmohan Singh, Madhu Dogra
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over the loss of its most beloved 
sons. Indeed, there were appeals 
against this death sentence even 
from the base of the imperial power, 
from Britain.

While details of this inspiring 
saga of Shahid (Martyr) Bhagat 
S ingh  have  been  pub l i shed 
widely, nevertheless there remain 
significant gaps in acknowledging 
the many-sided achievements and 
contributions of this remarkable 
youth, one of the most accomplished 
among the young leaders of world 
history. While his predominant 
role has been that of a freedom 
fighter, this encompassed many 
distinguished roles as a scholar, 
writer, journalist, disaster relief 
worker, civil liberties activist, and 
socialist ideologue, all of which he 
performed with great merit. Among 
many dedicated comrades, he 
emerged as almost a natural leader, a 
reality acknowledged spontaneously 
by people. On the lighter side, more 
by force of circumstances (the need 
to hide his main identity) he also 
worked for some time as a school 
teacher (actually a headmaster) 
and even a small-t ime dairy 
entrepreneur (where he is reputed 
to have distributed free a substantial 
share of the milk to employees and 
friends, remonstrating with his 
annoyed mother that milk should be 
distributed among all).

How Handcuffed Prisoners 
Defeated Biggest Imperial Power

After their arrest in 1929, Bhagat 
Singh and his comrades, by their 
courage and noble conduct, were 
able to inspire and mobilise millions 
of people for greater participation in 
the freedom movement. This period 
of the imprisonment of Bhagat Singh 
and his close comrades thus became 
one of the most glorious chapters in 

the freedom movement of India and 
indeed in all liberation struggles. 
During these two years, April 1929–
March 1931, Bhagat Singh and 
his close comrades can justly be 
credited with not justly defying 
but even defeating the world’s 
biggest imperial power from behind 
the bars. The more the colonial 
government tried to repress and 
torture them, the more reverence and 
affection they received in the entire 
country because of the courage 
and determination with which they 
faced the onslaught. This is why the 
colonial power with its vast reach 
and strength was defeated by its 
handcuffed prisoners.

Much more than their own 
defence, Bhagat Singh, along with 
B.K. Dutt and other comrades, 
concentrated on focusing attention 
on the rights of all political prisoners 
and issues concerning this. In the 
course of the various struggles of 
the freedom movement, a large 
number of political prisoners (mostly 
freedom fighters) were all the time 
being imprisoned and the terrible 
conditions in jails posed a serious 
threat to their life and health much 
beyond the punishment to which 
they were sentenced by the legal 
system. Bhagat Singh and his close 
comrades went on fasts ranging from 
60 to 95 days to demand the essential 
rights of all political prisoners.

Secondly, despite the fact that the 
colonial government was violating 
all norms of justice to rush up the 
case against Bhagat Singh and his 
close comrades, denying various 
essential rights to the accused, 
Bhagat Singh and his colleagues 
worked very hard to present their 
views and ideology in careful, 
well-thought-out ways. As a result 
it became increasingly clear to the 
people that these revolutionaries had 

actually taken all care to save human 
lives in the Assembly Bombing 
Case. A terrorist generally tries to 
take more human lives, whereas 
these freedom fighters had taken the 
maximum precaution to ensure that 
there was no loss to human life. This 
was evident in the way the bombs 
were prepared, and the way in which 
these were used. They had also given 
away their revolvers on their own to 
security-men, although they could 
have used these weapons to make 
good their escape.

It was becoming increasingly 
clear to the people from the 
conduct and statements made by 
the revolutionary prisoners that far 
from indulging in any indiscriminate 
violence, they had planned their 
activities very carefully keeping 
in view only the interests of their 
country and the freedom movement 
for which they were willing to make 
any sacrifice and bear any hardship.

This became apparent from the 
courage and nobility with which 
they faced torture and beatings. 
They endured fasting for very long 
periods. Even as they saw their own 
health and the health of their dearest 
friends collapsing before their eyes, 
they did not surrender. Paralysis 
gradually spread from one part of the 
body of the fasting freedom fighter, 
Jatindranath Das, to another part, 
and yet he did not break his fast. 
Prison authorities used to mix milk 
in the water, so that when they drink 
water the fast of the revolutionaries 
would automatically break. Instead 
of drinking this milk-mixed water, 
the thirsty prisoners simply broke the 
pitchers containing this water. When 
the authorities tried to force feed 
them in a cruel way, the prisoners 
still resisted so much that they were 
injured. Ultimately fearing loss of 
life due to force feeding the jail 
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officials had to discontinue these 
efforts.

As news of such acts of courage 
and determination spread, the 
support for these revolutionaries 
grew rapidly in the country, just as 
these young freedom fighters had 
hoped.

When fasting freedom fighter 
Jatindranath Das died on September 
13, 1929 after a continuous fast of 63 
days, 50,000 funeral processionists 
marched through Lahore. The 
Central Legislative Assembly 
passed a motion of adjournment 
to censure the government for 
their policy regarding the hunger 
striking prisoners in the Lahore 
Conspiracy Case.... In the Punjab, 
Drs. Muhammad Alam and Gopi 
Chand Bhargava resigned from 
the Punjab Legislative Assembly. 
Subhas Bose led the miles-long 
funeral procession in Calcutta.... 
Rabindranath Tagore was inspired 
to compose a song.

Later, when Bhagat Singh, 
Sukhdev and Rajguru were sentenced 
to death, Bhagat Singh Appeal 
Committees were established in 
every district of the Punjab. At a 
Bhagat Singh day on 17 February, 
1931, colleges emptied out into 
streets, 15,000 people met in Lahore. 
Over 138,000 signatures seeking the 
commutation of the death sentence 
were sent by the All Punjab Bhagat 
Singh Appeal Committee to the 
Viceroy. In Amritsar, a public 
meeting organised by the Workers 
and Peasants Party demanded the 
immediate release of all political 
prisoners. The Tamil Nadu Congress 
Committee insisted that commuting 
the death sentence was an essential 
condition for peace.

Indeed the protest against 
the glaring unjust trial and death 
sentence even reached Britain 

where an appeal titled ‘Stop the 
Lahore Executions!’ was signed by 
thousands of people. This appeal 
stated: “We, the undersigned electors 
in Great Britain, emphatically protest 
against your sanction being given to 
the sentences, including three death 
penalties, passed by the judge in the 
Conspiracy Case at Lahore, India, 
after a trial, the character of which 
arouses the gravest misgivings.

“We are aware that the twenty-
seven Indian youths accused 
in this case were not only tried 
without a jury but by the special 
personal instructions of the Viceroy. 
Extraordinary regulations were 
adopted to conclude the trial without 
regard to the usual procedure.

“We regard the sentences passed 
under these circumstances as a 
violation of justice and demand that 
they should be disallowed by you. 
If the three death sentences are put 
into operation, we shall hold you 
and your Government responsible 
for sanctioning what amounts to 
the murder of political opponents 
under the guise of official judicial 
sentences.

“Without entering into the 
question whether there was any 
justification at all for the trial of 
the accused men at Lahore, whose 
conviction could only be obtained by 
such extraordinary means, we desire 
as strongly as possible to press our 
views upon you that there should be 
in all cases, without exception, an 
open, normal trial by a jury of the 
countrymen of the accused persons.”

Invaluable Contributions of Great 
Relevance to Our Times

It is clear that Bhagat Singh 
and his colleagues with hardly 
any resources and working in very 
adverse situations were able to cause 
a massive impact in terms of creating 

high levels of commitment and 
courage for the freedom movement. 
This they achieved by their personal 
example of great courage and 
noble conduct, and also by careful 
planning of how to make the best 
possible use of their very adverse 
circumstances to somehow take their 
message in a very convincing way 
to the people. In all of this Bhagat 
Singh as a strategist played a very 
significant role. The impact of the 
fasts and other courageous actions 
of Bhagat Singh and his colleagues 
could be specifically seen in the 
Congress moving rapidly towards 
the goal of full freedom (complete 
independence) from colonial rule.

He and his colleagues also made 
it amply clear to the people that they 
did not believe in indiscriminate 
violence and greatly valued human 
life. All misunderstandings on this 
score were cleared by them in their 
statements.

Bhagat  Singh wrote very 
clearly, “non-violence as a policy 
is indispensable for all mass 
movements” while force is justifiable 
only “when resorted to as a matter of 
terrible necessity”. During the trial, 
Bhagat Singh and B.K. Dutt said in 
a joint statement: “We hold human 
life sacred beyond words.” When 
asked to define ‘revolution’ they 
said equally clearly that it did not 
mean the cult of ‘bomb and pistol’. 
A similar message was reiterated to 
the Punjab Student Conference in 
Lahore.

Basic changes in the existing 
system rooted in injustice are 
needed. The system of capitalism 
and imperialism has to be confronted 
on a wider scale to remove the 
basic causes of exploitation and 
injustice. Only then conducive 
conditions will emerge for ending 
war and establishing real and stable 
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peace based on justice. World level 
fraternity based on equality in 
the true sense was emphasised by 
Bhagat Singh.

On another aspect of peace, 
Bhagat Singh gave very high priority 
to ending all sectarian conflicts 
based on narrow and aggressive 
interpretations of religious beliefs. 
He was very active on this front 
in Punjab, Delhi and Kanpur, 
establishing close collaboration 
with others like Ganesh Shankar 
Vidyarthi who were very devoted 
to this work. The Naujawan Bharat 
Sabha formed by Bhagat Singh 
and his colleagues was very active 
on this front in adverse situations 
and helped to check the spread of 
communalism.

Bhagat Singh also gave very high 
priority to the strong mobilisation of 
Dalits for ending discrimination 
and exploi ta t ion  wi th in  the 
Indian society. He assigned great 
importance to social revolution 
based on the mobilisation of Dalits 
and this was also a part of the 
freedom struggle. He called upon the 
Dalits to get united and challenge the 
entire society against the injustices 
suffered by them for so long. At the 
same time he warned them against 
the manipulations of the bureaucracy 
of the capitalist system to misguide 
and use them for its own ends.

Bhagat Singh called upon the 
youth to mobilise workers and 
peasants as they are the real strength 
of the movement. Bhagat Singh 
equally emphasised workers and 
peasants, city slums and village huts.

The establishment of a socialist 
system was emphasised by Bhagat 
Singh, as is evident from the fact that 
largely on his insistence the name 
of their organisation was changed 
from the Hindustan Republican 
Association to the Hindustan 

Socialist Republican Association.
All this remains highly relevant 

for India today and a lot of this is also 
relevant in the international context. 
It is amazing that Bhagat Singh as the 
leading ideologue of his organisation 
was able to formulate such a mature 
agenda at an age of 20 to 23 years. 
All the time he was extremely tied 
up in various activities of his party 
or he was jailed, yet he was able 
to study and write extensively. 
Finally, all these ideas could be 
used in such a way as to inspire 
millions of people only because of 
the immense sufferings that Bhagat 
Singh and his comrades were able to 

face with great courage and nobility 
of conduct. It is the combination 
of all these achievements which 
makes Bhagat Singh one of the 
greatest freedom fighters of India 
and also one of the most inspiring 
figures of all liberation struggles 
who continues to inspire millions of 
people even today.

(Bharat Dogra is a free-lance 
journalist involved with several 
social initiatives and movements. 
Jagmohan Singh is the Chairman, 
Shahid Bhagat Singh Centenary 
Foundation. Madhu Dogra is a free-
lance writer and researcher.)

As the country is getting ready 
to celebrate the fiftieth anniversary 
of attainment of freedom, many 
memories come back to those 
who were fortunate to be witness 
to those momentous events. The 
subcontinent—both India and 
Pakistan winning independence—
opened a new chapter in history, 
the chapter on decolonisation. It 
is not often realised that it is the 
people of this subcontinent who 
started a historic movement which 
saw country after country becoming 
free from colonial bondage and 
asserting themselves as independent  
nations. 

For those of us who have seen 
with our own eyes the ushering in 
of the independence to this country, 
there will always remain a tinge of 
tragedy attached to it—namely, the 
searing partition of the country. The 
ecstasy of freedom was accompanied 

in those memorable days with the 
agony of partition. As we remember 
one, the other also comes back 
to mind. The joy of freedom was 
shattered by the bitter desolation 
evoked by the partition.

In the excitement of the golden 
jubilee celebrations, is but natural 
that the aspect of joy, of triumph 
is remembered and highlighted,  
while that of sorrow, of defeat, is 
often forgotten or glossed over. But 
at 50, a nation certainly reaches 
adulthood and can look back without 
anger or remorse on what happened 
and into the cause of this tragic 
development, namely, the vivisection 
of a country as a condition precedent 
to its independence. It is time we 
assessed who was responsible and 
for how much this division of 
the country, this slicing up of the  
organic whole of a vibrant body 
politic.

Gandhi’s Lonely Furrow
Nikhil Chakravartty

(This article was published in Mainstream on 9 August, 1997. We are 
reproducing it here as it is still as relevant today.)
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In this context, it is surprising 
to find that some of the principal 
actors on the Indian side could not 
anticipate the blood and tear that 
would follow the partition. In their 
intellectual horizon, it was going 
to be a smooth, painless partition 
which would usher in freedom but 
without tears. It is on record that 
both Sardar Vallabhai Patel and 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru expected 
that it would just be a peaceful 
partition and everything would be 
all right once it was brought about. 
Only Gandhiji had a different view. 
He had the terrible premonition that 
the partition would lead to endless 
distress as it turned out to be. This 
difference among the leaders of 
the triumphant national movement 
was known at that time to even the 
youngest of reporters. It was known 
that Gandhiji was not happy, and 
he was not called to the meeting of 
the Congress Working Committee 
which accepted the Mountbatten 
Plan for the partitioning of the 
country.

D.G. Tendulkar, who did a great 
national service writing volumes after 
volumes on Gandhiji’s very active 
life, had recorded an extraordinary 
piece out of Gandhiji’s papers. Two 
days before the Mountbatten Award 
was announced on June 3, 1947, 
Gandhiji who was in Delhi at the 
time, woke up half-an-hour before 
his early morning prayer on June 1, 
1947 and wrote down in his diary 
the following which is part of our 
history:

“The purity of my striving will 
be put to the test only now. Today, 
I find myself all alone. Even the 
Sardar and Jawaharlal think that 
my reading of the political situation 
is wrong and peace is sure to return 
if partition is agreed upon. They did 
not like my telling the Viceroy that 

even if there was to be partition, 
it should not be through British 
intervention or under the British 
rule. They wonder, if I have not 
deteriorated with age.

“Nevertheless, I must speak as 
I feel, if I am to prove a true, loyal 
friend to the Congress and to the 
British people, as I claim to be, 
regardless of whether my advice is 
appreciate or not. I see clearly that 
we are setting about this business 
the wrong way. We may not feel 
the full effect immediately, but I 
can see clearly that the future of 
independence gained at this price 
is going to dark. I pray, that God 
may not keep me alive to witness 
it. In order that He may give me the 
strength and wisdom to remain firm 
in the midst of universal opposition 
and to utter the full truth, I need all 
the strength that purity can give.

“But in spite of my being all alone 
in my thoughts, I am experiencing an 
ineffable inner joy and freshness of 
mind. I feel as if God Himself is 
lighting my path before me. And 
that is perhaps the reason why I am 
able to fight on single-handed. The 
people ask me to retire to Kashi 
or to the Himalayas. I laugh and 
tell them that the Himalayas of my 
penance are where there is misery 
to be alleviated, oppression to be 
relieved. There can be no rest for me, 
so long as there is a single person in 
India lacking the necessaries of life. 
I cannot bear to see Badshah Khan’s 
grief. His inner agony wrings my 
heart. But, if I give way to tears, it 
would be cowardly and, the stalwart 
Pathan as he is, he would break 
down. So I go about my business 
unmoved. That is no small thing.

“But maybe all of them are 
right and I alone am floundering in 
darkness... I shall, perhaps, not be 
alive to witness it, but should the evil 

I apprehend overtake India and her 
independence can be imperilled, let 
posterity know what agony this old 
soul went through thinking of it. Let 
it not be said that Gandhi was party 
to India’s vivisection. But everybody 
is today impatient for independence. 
Therefore, there is no other help.”

Here is the clear proof that 
Gandhiji was not a party to the 
partition of India, while statesmen 
like Nehru and Patel were beguiled 
into accepting it, nurturing the 
illusion that once the partition was 
brought about, everything would be 
lovely in the garden. Only Gandhi 
had the premonition that the partition 
would unleash forces which would 
be terrible for the two countries. It 
is known that in the negotiations 
that preceded the partition, Gandhi 
went to the utmost length to avert 
it. So much so that he at one stage 
proposed to hand over the Prime 
Ministership of India to Jinnah, an 
offer which was not approved by 
either Nehru or Patel. This was the 
report that the young reporter like the 
present writer got at the time.

Actually Gandhiji’s herculean 
efforts at averting the partition 
of India started long ago. Even 
from prison, he welcomed Rajaji’s 
formula in 1944 and immediately 
after his release, he had long and 
confidential parleys with Jinnah. 
The collapse of that round of talks 
naturally came as a severe blow for 
many of us. But the atmosphere 
at the time was not one of touch-
and-go. Hope was nurtured that 
something would sooner be found 
to escape the partition. By the time 
Mountbatten started his final round 
of talks, it became inevitable that 
Gandhiji would not be able to avert 
the partition. It is thus clear that 
only one among the stalwarts of our 
freedom movement, Gandhiji, had 
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the foresight about the irreparable 
damage that the partition would 
bring to the subcontinent.

All the other leaders regarded 
that the scar of the partition would 
be short-lived, though the British, 
as the imperial power still wielding 
their baton, wanted to make use of 
the partition for their Central Asian 
policy. It may be noted that three 
years before the actual partition, 
Prof Coupland had drawn up a 
tentative map of the partitioning of 
India. The idea behind that exercise 
was obviously to decontaminate 
the north-west from the rest of the 
subcontinent, and keep it as a reserve 
to use it as the jumping-off ground 
into Central Asia. Sir Olaf Caroe, 
who was one of the star players in 
the Great Game, found that after the 
War, Britain was too weak to play it. 
So, he took all his plans and papers 

for the Great Game to the US State 
Department and urged the USA, 
the new avatar, to take up the role 
which Britain had played for nearly 
a century. This gives us the clue why 
the US Administration assigned for 
Pakistan a strategic role in the period 
of the Cold War.

W h y  d i d  t h e  C o n g r e s s 
leadership accept the partition? 
One gets the impression at the 
time that practically the entire 
lot of the Congress leaders had 
become tired, unwilling to undertake 
another round of struggle. Secondly 
they seemed to have been taken 
in by Mountbatten’s persuasions 
and blandishments. Gandhi saw 
through both. But perhaps he had 
the misgiving that another round of 
mass struggle—bigger even than 
the 1942 movement—might not be 
possible in view of the fact that the 

Congress leadership itself did not 
seem to be prepared for it.

This obvious reluctance of 
Gandhiji to undertake another round 
of struggle is one of the mysteries 
of Indian history in the modern age. 
Gandhi was never known to shirk 
even when he was single-handed, 
as it happened in the twenties. This 
time, he had on his side JP and the 
entire Left (including the thoroughly 
chastened Communists). Why then 
did he keep quiet, anticipating 
the harrowing consequence of the 
partition?

Sometimes History does not 
provide the right answer—even after 
50 long years.

[Nikhil Chakravartty (1913–88) was 
a famed journalist and the founder–
editor of the respected current 
affairs weekly Mainstream.]

The anti-colonial struggle saw 
the emergence of a pan-Indian 
national consciousness that was 
superimposed upon a pre-existing 
“nationality” consciousness based 
on linguistic regions. The pan-Indian 
national consciousness, in other 
words, was superimposed upon 
a Bengali or Gujarati or Tamil or 
Odiya consciousness; and the anti-
colonial struggle saw the flourishing 
of both kinds of consciousness. 

Every Indian is imbued today 
with a dual national consciousness. 
Both forms of consciousness have 
to be nurtured; a delicate balance 
has to be maintained between the 
two. Overemphasis on any one 
consciousness to the exclusion of 
the other will lead to a break-up of 
the nation.

The federal structure of our 

polity is an expression of this 
dual  consciousness.  In fact , 
below the linguistic–regional 
consciousness, there are other 
levels of consciousness, for which 
again the polity has devised various 
means of accommodation, such 
as “autonomous councils”; these 
may or may not be adequate or 
sufficient, but the basic point is that 
Indian federalism requires mutual 
accommodation, not centralisation, 
as is the current tendency. 

This derives from the very nature 
of our anti-colonial nationalism. No 
other kind of nationalism, such as 
religious nationalism, can provide 
the basis for such accommodation, 
which is why re-fashioning the 
polity on the lines of the Hindutva 
ideology, will lead inevitably to a 
break-up of the nation. This point 

will be recognised immediately 
with regard to the oppression that 
Hindutva unleashes on the religious 
minorities; but it has a general 
validity, beyond the communal 
divide that Hindutva stokes, 
encompassing regional revolts that 
any centralisation would inevitably 
generate.

Hindutva “nationalism” assumes 
that the (Hindu) “nation” has already 
existed, so that there is no need 
for any accommodation between 
the Centre and the states; that any 
demand for such accommodation 
can come only from some “corrupt 
regional elites” wishing to line 
their own pockets; and that riding 
roughshod over any demand for 
accommodation is in the “nation’s 
interest”. It is, therefore, essentially 
centralising; and every such 

How Corporate–Hindutva Axis is Assaulting India’s Federalism
Prabhat Patnaik
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centralisation pushes the country 
either towards an eventual partition, 
or towards authoritarianism to 
prevent such a partition. 

S u c h  a u t h o r i t a r i a n i s m 
then becomes a self-justifying 
phenomenon: “look at the law 
and order situation, the number of 
violent incidents perpetrated by the 
‘terrorists’; surely the suspension 
of civil liberties and the imposition 
of a clampdown is justified under 
these circumstances” (the kind of 
official argument advanced in the 
case of Jammu and Kashmir that 
has reportedly impressed even the 
Supreme Court of India).

The disastrous consequences of 
such centralisation are evident in the 
case of Jammu and Kashmir. Articles 
370 and 35A were expressions of 
an accommodative nationalism, 
which took into account the 
exceptional circumstances of the 
state’s accession to India: a Muslim-
majority state ruled by a Hindu 
ruler, which, instead of acceding to 
Pakistan, acceded instead to India on 
the basis of these special Articles. To 
suddenly and unilaterally abrogate 
these Articles represents a violation 
of that pledge, which, no matter 
how strongly cheered by Hindutva 
votaries in the rest of India, is a blow 
against the foundations of the entire 
Indian nation. 

The fact that religion cannot be 
the basis of nationalism, because it 
presumes the existence of a nation 
from time immemorial, and hence 
precludes the accommodativeness 
that must inform the emergence of 
a modern nation after long years 
of colonial rule, was demonstrated 
very clearly by the break-up of 
Pakistan, where the eventual 
secession of the eastern part had 
begun with a language movement. 
Hindutva nationalism is pushing 

India in the same direction; and those 
celebrating the humiliation of the 
Kashmiris will come one day to rue 
the government’s decision.

In fact, not content with the 
disaster it has unleashed in Jammu 
and Kashmir, the Narendra Modi 
government is now pushing for the 
imposition of Hindi all over the 
country, which is another horrendous 
measure  o f  over- r id ing  the 
aspirations of the various regional–
linguistic nationalities. It is another 
move for fracturing the nation in the 
name of unifying the nation; and the 
tendency towards fracturing will 
inevitably call forth, for the sake 
of countering this tendency, further 
curbs on human rights and civil 
liberties for all.

This tendency to over-ride the 
aspirations of the regional–linguistic 
nationalities, which takes the form 
of increasing centralisation within 
our federal arrangement, does not 
arise from Hindutva alone; in its 
economic form, it also conforms 
to the demand of the corporate–
financial oligarchy. The introduction 
of the Goods and Services Tax 
(GST), which took away the states’ 
rights to impose commodity taxes 
as they liked and vested this right in 
a GST Council before which every 
state must now come as a supplicant 
if it wishes some adjustment in 
rates, was an astonishing measure of 
centralisation. The states which had 
then agreed to such centralisation 
under various erroneous expectations 
are now realising the gravity of their 
mistake. “One nation–one language” 
is as dangerous to our federal polity 
as “one nation–one tax” which is 
how the GST was portrayed.

A view is commonly advanced 
that it is not the GST as such but the 
haste with which it was introduced 
that is the cause of the troubles that 

have arisen. This is simply not true. 
The travails of the economy arising 
from the GST do so because of the 
GST itself. The reason is simple: 
in an economy like ours where the 
large-scale sector often buys inputs 
from the small-scale and petty 
production sector (so that it can take 
advantage of the latter’s low wages), 
for the former to get tax refunds it 
must ensure that the latter, i.e. its 
input suppliers in the small-scale 
sector, file their GST returns. 

This implies two things: first, 
the small-scale sector has to incur 
larger costs than it did before. In 
fact, because of “indivisibilities”, 
the cost of complying with the GST 
procedure is even greater per unit of 
output for the small-scale sector than 
for the large-scale sector. Second, 
many small units that did not pay 
taxes earlier are now dragged into 
the tax net. And given the fact that 
the GST rates had to be fixed so as 
to make them “revenue-neutral” as 
far as possible, and also the fact that 
the rates had to be uniform across the 
country for individual goods, many 
small units that did not pay taxes 
earlier end up paying hefty taxes. 

Not surprisingly, many small 
units are going under because of the 
GST burden. When this happens, it 
adds to the recessionary effects on 
the Indian economy of the global 
slowdown that has itself arisen 
because of the contradictions of 
neo-liberalism. Such recessionary 
tendencies, in turn, result in reduced 
tax revenue collections from the 
GST which is what we find today.

All this, to repeat, is not because 
of any haste or clumsiness in 
introducing the GST; that is just a 
neo-liberal myth. It arises because of 
the GST itself. A tax amount that was 
raised earlier from only one segment 
of the economy, excluding many 
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small producers, is now sought to be 
raised from a much larger segment 
of the economy that includes these 
small producers. Little wonder then 
that the small producers are getting 
squeezed in a manner they had not 
been before.

The GST idea that was “sold” 
using all kinds of spurious arguments, 
such as the fact that it would unify 
the “national” market (as if the 
world’s mightiest capitalist economy 
the US which does not have a GST 
lacks a unified “national” market), 
is now getting exposed for what it 
really is: a way of passing off a part 
of the commodity tax burden that 
was earlier borne by the large-scale 
sector to the shoulders of the small-
scale sector as well.

The assault on the federal 
structure of the Indian polity arises, 
therefore, from two sources: the 
Hindutva elements on the one hand, 
and the corporate–financial oligarchy, 
on the other. Since the country 
is currently ruled by an alliance 
where these two elements play a 
pivotal role, a corporate–communal 
axis if you like, the centralising 
tendency is overwhelming. It is 
riding roughshod over the regional–
linguistic nationalities that are an 
essential component of our dual 
national consciousness; this fact will 
spell disaster for the nation in the 
days to come.

The Bharatiya Janata Party 
often claims that it has done in 70 
days what earlier governments had 
not been able to do in 70 years. 
It is correct. The nation had not 
allowed bulls into its China Shop all 
these years; now these are running 
rampant.

(Prabhat Patnaik is Professor 
Emeritus at the Centre for Economic 
Studies and Planning, Jawaharlal 
Nehru University, New Delhi.) 

The government has finally 
admitted that the Indian economy is 
on a steep downturn. For some time 
now, even the business community, 
which tends to shower all praise 
and disapprove any criticism of 
the reformist Modi dispensation, 
has expressed concern about 
deteriorating economic conditions 
and the absence of any decisive 
action on the part of the government. 
This was seen as a signal that the 
‘business friendly’ government had 
to act, though there appeared to be 
no clarity in the policy establishment 
of what needs to done.

It was only after experimenting 
with a range of half-hearted measures, 
including a partial withdrawal of 
surcharges on capital gains made by 
portfolio investors and on incomes 
of the ‘super rich’, that Finance 
Minister Nirmala Sitharaman finally 
announced what she claims to be a 
major stimulus package. Principal 
components of the package include 
a reduction in the corporate tax 
rate from 30 (or an effective rate of 
34.61 per cent after surcharge and 
cess) to 22 per cent (or an effective 
rate of 25.17 per cent) for domestic 
companies that do not avail of tax 
incentives or exemptions. New 
domestic manufacturing companies 
incorporated on or after October 1, 
2019 will pay corporation tax at the 
reduced rate of 15 per cent (which 
is an effective rate of 17.01 per 
cent) so long as they do not avail 
of incentives and exemptions. And 
the minimum alternative tax (MAT) 
applicable to companies that do avail 
of incentives and exemptions has 
been reduced from 18.5 per cent to 
15 per cent. This is a huge bonanza, 

which is expected to account for 
much of the revenue foregone to 
finance the stimulus, estimated at 
Rs 1.45 lakh crore or around 0.8 per 
cent of GDP.

The handout implicit in these tax 
cuts for business firms, especially the 
larger and more profitable amongst 
them, has cheered markets, leading 
to a spike in the Sensex. But there is 
reason to believe that the measures 
would not deliver the needed results. 
The slowdown, as a response to 
which the Finance Minister ’s 
stimulus has been announced, is 
the result of a shortfall in demand 
in sectors as diverse as automobiles 
and biscuits that comes from three 
sources. The first, is the long-
term tendency for sluggish demand 
growth resulting from agricultural 
stagnation, agrarian distress, rising 
unemployment and stagnant or 
declining real incomes. Second, is 
the absence of any demand stimulus 
from enhanced public spending, 
which is constrained by limited 
resource mobilisation because of 
a lenient, business-friendly tax 
regime and an obsessive adherence 
to fiscal deficit targets in central and 
state budgets inspired by neoliberal 
fiscal reform. And, third, is an 
inability to sustain the artificial boost 
to investment and consumption 
spending that had been provided by 
a surge in credit offered by banks 
and non-bank financial corporations 
over the decade since the mid-2000s.

Given these factors underlying 
the weakening demand trend that 
led to the slowdown, the options 
before the government were limited. 
There was no way in which the 
structural factors resulting in the 

Sops that are No Stimulus
C.P. Chandrasekhar
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agrarian crisis, rising unemployment 
and stagnant real earnings could be 
addressed in the short run. Reversing 
those trends to revive demand would 
take time. Continued reliance on 
credit as an artificial stimulus to 
growth, when the incomes and 
profits to service the resulting debt 
were absent, was not possible, as the 
debt defaults and accumulating non-
performing assets in the financial 
system made clear. When the 
Finance Minister announced plans 
to force credit out of the banking 
system at lower interest rates linked 
to the now-falling repo rate fixed by 
the Reserve Bank of India, observers 
and analysts were not impressed. 
That left only public expenditure, 
to enhance which increased taxation 
and larger deficit spending were 
needed. The Modi government’s 
neoliberal mindset and pro-business 
inclinations prevented both of these.

The aversion to public spending 
persists, as is evident from the kind 
of stimulus package that has been 
chosen. The package announced by 
the Finance Minister consists not 
of increased public expenditure, 
especially capital expenditure, that 
can inject much needed demand 
into the system and improve 
capacity utilisation and induce 
private investment. Rather, the 
perspective underlying the stimulus 
seems to be that cuts in corporate 
taxation would revive business 
sentiment and automatically lead 
to increased economic activity, 
including investment.

That expectation is bound to 
be belied. If instead of reducing 
revenues, expenditures had been 
increased to enhance wages paid 
under and widen the scope of 
the National Rural Employment 
Guarantee Programme, to improve 
farm incomes, and to add to 

infrastructure spending financed 
from the budget, the contribution to 
a revival of demand would have been 
immediate. As compared to that, 
allowing business to retain more of 
the profits it makes by offering it 
tax concessions would not impact 
demand significantly. With demand 
still depressed the tax cuts will not 
translate into increased investment 
as the government expects. The 
possibility that lower corporate 
taxes will attract investment in 
production for world, as opposed to 
domestic, markets, is also foreclosed 
by depressed conditions in world 
markets and the intensifying 
protectionist turn in many countries.

What is also striking is that, 
when designing the package, the 
government has decided to ignore 
the implications the move has 
for the size of the fiscal deficit 
and the magnitude of government 
borrowing. With the reserves of 
the Reserve Bank of India having 
been tapped to the maximum extent 
possible and disinvestment proceeds 
already estimated at a huge Rs 
90,000 crore, there are no sources 
other than borrowing left to cover 
the loss of revenues resulting from 
the tax concessions that amounts to 
close to one per cent of GDP or a 
25 per cent addition to the budgeted 
fiscal deficit. The government is 
expecting that since the increased 
deficit is going to pay off business 
and finance, it will not receive the 
adverse response it would have got 
if it was diverted to employment 
generation or raising farmer incomes. 
If the deficit was used to finance the 
latter, the stimulus package, though 
more in keeping with its objectives, 
would inevitably have been labelled 
‘populist’ and been subject to attack, 
especially by market spokespersons 
and the mainstream media.

These characteristics of the so-
called stimulus suggest that the real 
intention of the government was not 
one of stimulating demand, but of 
buying out business opinion that had 
turned mildly critical. This is no real 
solution to the problem at hand, but 
only a means of buying time, during 
which business criticism is silenced, 
and the problem, the government 
hopes will go away. It will not.  

(C.P. Chandrasekhar is Professor 
at the Centre for Economic Studies 
and Planning, Jawaharlal Nehru 
University, New Delhi.)
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[When Raosaheb Kasbe’s Zot 
was published in Marathi in 1978, 
RSS cadres made a public bonfire of 
it at the Janata Party convention in 
Pune that year. The book presented 
an incisive cri t ique of M.S. 
Golwalkar’s Bunch of Thoughts, 
the main ideological treatise of the 
RSS. Kasbe traced the historical 
roots of cultural nationalism as 
outlined by Golwalkar, and exposed 
its authoritarianism. His study of 
the functioning of the RSS revealed 
its communal blueprint, its anti-
modern views and anti-democratic 
objectives. 

Kasbe challenged the RSS on 
its own turf—its interpretation 
of Hinduism. Through a rigorous 
critique of Golwalkar’s text and 
careful analysis of ancient texts, the 
scholar showed how the RSS version 
of Hinduism was unapologetically 
casteist and deeply patriarchal.

Four decades and seven editions 
after its first publication, Kasbe’s 
zestful polemic is finally available 
for the first time in English as 
Decoding the RSS: Its Tradition 
and Politics. The book has been 
translated by Deepak Borgave and 
edited by Vinutha Mallya, and 
published by Leftword Books. In 
this interview, the author speaks to 
Vinutha Mallya about the book.]

Vinutha Mallya [VM]: Why did 
you write Zot?

Raosaheb Kasbe [RK]: When 
I was a student of MA, I read four 
books that sparked something in my 
mind. The first was Karl Marx’s [and 
Friedrich Engels’] The Communist 
Manifesto. Then I read Babasaheb 
Ambedkar’s Annihilation of Caste 
and Caste in India. After that I 

read M.S. Golwalkar’s Bunch of 
Thoughts—it left me disturbed. I 
decided that one day I must write 
about this. 

Af te r  I  s t a r t ed  t each ing 
at Sangamner College, I began 
writing articles for newspapers and 
periodicals like Samaj Prabodhan 
Patrika, which was one of the best 
journals in Marathi. I wrote a lot for 
this publication. 

I had already been teaching 
at Sangamner College for five 
years when Zot, my first book, was 
published in 1978. 

VM:  How was the book 
received?

RK: There was a store in the 
college where the books were kept 
on sale. The college management 
consisted of many RSS people. 
They protested to the principal 
[M.V. Koundinya] and demanded 
that the college store stop selling 
the book because it portrayed the 
RSS in a bad light. Koundinya said 
that if I had written a book it must 
be something good. He sent them 
back with the advice that they should 
write something nice about the RSS 
and get it published. Then the store 
could sell both books.

At the Janata Party convention 
in Pune later that year, the problems 
between the old Jan Sangh and the 
socialists began to surface. The 
socialists had kept this book on sale 
there, along with Baba Adhav’s 
Sanghachi Dhongbaji (Shenanigans 
of the RSS). People from the RSS 
demanded that the book be removed. 
There was an outbreak of fisticuffs 
between the two sides. The Jan 
Sangh group made a bonfire of the 
book and burnt it in public. I found 

out about it only the next day in 
Sangamner. I was on my way to 
give a talk somewhere and was at 
the state transport bus stand when 
I saw a newspaper with my name 
in the headline, ‘Raosaheb Kasbe’s 
Zot burnt’. 

After it was burnt, Zot kept 
making headlines in the newspapers. 
It received a lot of support in 
Maharashtra, among the socialists, 
communists, the Dalit Panthers, 
and even from the Congress. The 
Congress raised the matter in the 
state assembly as well. In fact, Indira 
Gandhi and Jayaprakash Narayan 
both condemned the book burning 
and said that it would not kill the 
ideas that were in it. The book rode 
on a wave of popularity. It was priced 
at Rs 5. Pu La Deshpande bought a 
hundred copies and gifted them 
to his visitors. Sharad Pawar, who 
was Maharashtra’s chief minister, 
also bought a hundred copies to 
give away. Some freedom fighters 
in Dhule sold the book standing by 
the wayside. 

Many well-wishers started 
telling me, out of concern, that the 
RSS was dangerous. I said that they 
wouldn’t harm me because they 
knew it would cause retaliation. But 
I received a lot of anonymous letters 
with threats (I didn’t have a phone 
connection in those days). So things 
kept going on like this. 

VM: You never formally joined a 
political organisation. Why? 

RK: Who will  follow its 
discipline? It is good to remain 
independent. However, I’ve been 
friendly with all Left parties.

When my book Ambedkar ani 
Marx was released at Tilak Smarak 

‘The Criticism of Religion is the Premise of All Criticism’
Vinutha Mallya in conversation with Raosaheb Kasbe
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in Pune in 1985, it was a big event. 
S.M. Joshi, a socialist, launched 
it. One of the speakers was S.Y. 
Kolhatkar, who was a member of 
CPI-M’s central committee. There 
was Republican Party of India’s 
Dadasaheb Rupwate too. Ram 
Bapat, professor of Politics in Pune 
University, was also there. Former 
chairman of the state legislative 
council V.S. Page, the socialist 
leader Nanasaheb Gore, and the 
noted freedom fighter Bhausaheb 
Thorat, were in the audience. So 
I was reassured that many people 
were with me. But I was also aware 
that when a person achieves fame, it 
requires a balancing act. You don’t 
know when you’ll fall. 

VM: What is the relevance of 
socialism and communism now? Do 
they have a future? 

RK: Whatever is happening here 
is happening in Trump’s America 
too. It is the same thing in Brexit 
England. The situation will continue 
like this, and the violence will go on 
until socialism is established. Like 
Marx said, the criticism of religion 
is the premise of all criticism. 
And religious criticism can end 
only when it becomes clear that 
the human being forms the core 
of the world. There will be no 
contradictions then—and the social 
and political systems that will work, 
and move forward, are those that 
keep the human being as their base. 

Capitalism is going through a 
crisis just now. [Narendra] Modi’s 
rise is a strong indication that India’s 
capitalism is in crisis, and he is here 
to strengthen it. The contradictions 
[emerging from capitalism] will 
become stronger one day or the other, 
and it will lead to an explosion. It 
will lead to anarchy, and movements 
will begin from there—with the 
struggles between the poor and 

the capitalists. It is socialism that 
will win this battle. But we need to 
create a mass movement, no? Who 
is thinking of a mass movement? 
Everybody is going behind electoral 
politics.

There is a lot of illiteracy and 
lack of discernment just now. 
India’s people are not yet ready for 
democracy. That is why in his last 
speech in the Constituent Assembly 
on November 25, 1949, Ambedkar 
warned the country about the social 
and economic inequalities in our 
newly formed political democracy. 
It was a great lecture, which won 
great applause. But people haven’t 
read all this; they are now waking up 
to it because there is a need. Unless 
economic and social equality arrives 
in India, nothing will change here. 

In the Left movement, people 
criticise Modi saying he is this 
and that. I say that Modi’s arrival 
was imminent—it was to happen. 
Because the Left failed to do what 
Marx said is the first thing to do, i.e. 
the premise of all criticism being 
religious criticism.  We did not do 
a diagnosis of religion and culture. 
This is why there are so many 
illusions about religion in people’s 
minds. We haven’t tried to dispel 
these illusions about religion. 

The first reason to bring in 
socialism is caste. But we did not 
initiate the anti-caste movement. 

The Naxalites are talking about it 
now because there are many from the 
Scheduled Castes in that movement. 
They say ‘Jai Bhim, Comrade’ today. 
But it should have been said 50 years 
ago. And, because of not paying 
attention to the caste system, see 
what happened to the communists in 
Bengal. The Communist Party there 
was seen as a bhadralok party. 

VM: Isn’t it said that there is no 
casteism in Bengal?

RK: This is the thing about 
communists—they didn’t believe 
that casteism existed in India. They 
believed that there was no caste 
in India, only class. That’s why 
they called Ambedkar a ‘bourgeois 
liberal’. Ambedkar raised the 
question in Annihilation of Caste 
in 1936. He asked the communists 
how they were going to bring the 
revolution, because for revolution 
you need class. How will you create 
class? Even between the poor upper 
caste person and poor lower caste 
person there is caste conflict. Had 
anyone thought about it?

V M :  T h e r e  a r e  m a n y 
misconceptions about Ambedkar 
and his philosophy.

RK: Ambedkar was asked by 
a journalist once, ‘What is your 
political character?’ Ambedkar 
responded, ‘Is this something you 
should ask? I am a socialist’. The 
journalist persisted and said there 
were many socialists in the Congress 
too, so why didn’t he join the 
Congress. Ambedkar replied that 
the socialists in the Congress were 
suffocating and he wanted to breathe 
freely in the open.

Many  d idn ’ t  unde r s t and 
Ambedkar, including the Left 
parties. Madhu Limaye once asked 
me, ‘Was Ambedkar a socialist?’ 
I felt, what were people saying? 
They don’t at all read Ambedkar. 
At least read him first, I said. Later, 
in his Prime Movers: Role of the 
Individual in History, Limaye wrote 
110 pages on Ambedkar. 

They used to think Ambedkar 
was a sectarian leader and that Gandhi 
was the tallest leader. But Ambedkar 
established the Independent Labour 
Party. How could he have been a 
sectarian leader? So one set was 
blinded by Gandhi and the other 
by Marx. But is every single word 
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of Marx the final truth? Something 
would have changed, no? Marxism 
is a dynamic thought; it must keep 
changing. Ask any question, and 
Marxists pull out a book, and say, 
‘No, no, Marx has said this, Engels 
has said that, Lenin has said this, 
Stalin has said that.’ They should 

state what they want to do.
VM: If you had written Zot now, 

do you think the responses would be 
very different and the risk too?

RK: Things are happening 
exactly like I’ve written in the 
book, isn’t it? LeftWord should 
have published this [the English 

translation] by 1980. But they 
thought it  was a book about 
religion… Oh, but LeftWord didn’t 
exist in 1980! [Laughs]   

(Raosaheb Kasbe is an eminent 
political scientist and scholar on 
Ambedkar and Dalit movements.) 

Chandra Bhal Tripathi passed 
away at his New Delhi home on 20 
September 2019. He was 88. Born on 
29 October 1930 at Basti in eastern 
Uttar Pradesh, he was a social 
anthropologist, a social activist and 
a former prominent student and 
socialist youth leader. He belongs 
to a family of freedom fighters, 
litterateurs and scholars of ancient 
Indian history and archaeology. 
He took his Master’s degree in 
Anthropology from Lucknow 
University.

He joined the All India Students’ 
Congress at Basti in 1945 and 
took an active part in Congress 
activities for two years before 
Independence. At the age of 16 
he attended the Meerut session of 
the Indian National Congress in 
1946. At Allahabad he was actively 
involved with the Congress Socialist 
Party for two years in 1946–48 and 
later with the Socialist Party and the 
Praja Socialist Party (PSP).

He was one of the founders of 
the All India Samajwadi Yuwak 
Sabha, the youth wing of PSP at 
Kashi Vidyapeeth, in 1953. As 
President of Lucknow University 
Union in 1952–53 he earned a 
name for giving it a new orientation 
by attending to the needs of poor 
students and encouraging the 

cultural talent among the students. 
In 1953 he led a powerful student 
movement throughout UP for 
protecting the autonomy of student 
unions. Governor (Chancellor) K.M. 
Munshi and Health Minister C.B. 
Gupta were spearheading the move 
to finish the autonomy of the State 
Universities and the autonomy of 
the student unions. In the student 
agitation about 14,000 students were 
imprisoned and three persons were 
killed in police firing.

Tripathi remained underground 
and when the agitation threatened to 
take a violent turn he suspended the 
agitation as Chairman of the UP State 
Students’ Action Committee. His 
adherence to non-violent peaceful 
means won him admiration from 
all quarters and ultimately the UP 
Government led by Pandit Govind 
Ballabh Pant had to concede the 
legitimate demands of the students.

Dr. Rammanohar Lohia wrote 
an article captioned “The Lucknow 
Revolt” in the National Herald in 
1953 wherein he analysed the mighty 
student agitation and, inter alia, 
praised the leadership of Tripathi. 

In 1954 he led an Indian student 
delegation to the Indo-Burmese 
Students’ Cultural Festival at 
Rangoon. He also attended the 
Anti-Colonial Bureau meeting of 

the Asian Socialist Conference at 
Imphakhon in Eastern Shan States 
of Burma.

In 1956 he went to Bandung 
in Indonesia as a National Union 
of Students (NUS) delegate to the 
Afro-Asian Student Conference with 
a briefing by the then Prime Minister 
Jawaharlal Nehru. In September 
1956 he was a part of the three-
member NUS delegation to the Sixth 
International Student Conference at 
Peradeniya, Sri Lanka.

He  t augh t  Anthropo logy 
at Lucknow University in 1958 
and worked in the Constitutional 
organisation of Commissioner for 
Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 
Tribes for thirty-one years. 

A great champion of communal 
harmony, he was one of the 
organisers of a national conference 
in Delhi in March 1990 to consider 
the grave communal situation in the 
country after barbaric communal 
riots in Bhagalpur (Bihar). It led 
to establishment of a national level 
body known as as Society for 
Communal Harmony. It had Dr. 
B.N. Pande, Shri P.N. Haksar, Shri 
Sadiq Ali and Shri Rabi Ray as its 
Presidents. C.B. Tripathi worked as 
its General Secretary of the Society 
during 1997–2015 and was one of its 
Vice-Presidents till his death.

Veteran Socialist Chandra Bhal Tripathi is No More
Qurban Ali
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In 2006, he coordinated a 
historic International Conference 
on ‘The Heritage of Nalanda’ 
at Nalanda (Bihar). In 2007, he 
was the Academic Coordinator of 
the ‘International Conference on 
Buddhism and the 21st Century’ 
held at Bodhgaya. He was a hockey 
player, winner of prizes in several 
inter-university debates, broadcaster 
since 1950, performer in radio 
plays and stage plays, writer and 
translator. Besides contributing 
to anthropological journals and 
popular magazines both in Hindi 
and English, he wrote and edited 
many books.

(Qurban Ali is a senior broadcast 
journalist.)

‘Deshgaan’
Sarveshwar Dayal Saxena

(We give below the English translation of Hindi poet Sarveshwar Dayal 
Saxena’s celebrated poem, Deshgaan (An Ode to the Nation), to commemorate 
his 36th death anniversary. Deshgaan was part of a poetry collection written 
between 1976 (when the Emergency was still on) and 1981. The political and 
moral concerns voiced in this four-decade-old poem are as relevant today 
if not more.)

An Ode to The Nation

What a country this is, what a country!
Of courts and clients there is no sign
Yet cases are made out all the time

Every heart is a stony mountain
every eye a river of brine
The human is mere topography
carved into the map of choice
What a country this is, what a country!

All are masters at conjuring
crops in the palm of the hand
But the palm itself is a pauper
wandering door to door
What a country this is, what a country!

Tree or human
It makes no difference
Raze them all to the ground
Yet the jungle is forever
What a country this is, what a country!

More the questions
less the answers
Even in a conscious state
the entire nation is unconscious
What a country this is, what a country!

Will people remain on the hook under the impression
the fault is not theirs, the hook is to blame
What a country this is, what a country!
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