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Tamil vs Kannadiga

This is in response to some of the
issues vou have raised in the
article, “Tamil Nadu, Tamil Eelam
and Greater Eelam” (Commentary,
June 2000). T would like to quote
verbatim from the said picce:
“There are also other Tamil Nadu
gricvances, such as the refusal

of neighbouring Kerala and
Karnataka states to share river
waters equitably with it; the
sustained efforts of Kannadiga
chauvinists to prevent the installa-
tion of a statue for the great Tamil
poet Thiruvalluvar in Bangalore;
and the violence perpetrated
against Tamils in the border areas
of their state
by extrane-
ous ¢le-
ments.”

Itis
interesting
to note that
while you
mention the
so-calted
grievances
of Tamils, you conveniently forget
to mention certain facts that would
turn these sn-called grievances on
their heads. For example, Tamil
Nadu has been receiving an unfair
share of Cauvery River water
because of a one-sided agreement
between the British and the
defeated Mysore State nearly a
century ago. May [ ask, who is
going to pay for all the suffering
that the people of Karnataka have
undergone due to this injustice?
Right now, Tamil Nadu insists on
continuing with the same pact, and
thus depriving Karnataka of its just
share of the river water,

Another issue you mention is
about the Thiruvalluvar statue. But
let me remind vou that Kannadigas
also have their own grievances—
why is it that Tamil chauvinists
want to prevent the installation of a
statue of the preat Kannada poet
and religious leader, Sarvajna, in
Chennai? Whenever this subject
comes up, the chief minister of
Tamil Nadu as well as most other
Tamilians have been known to sav
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nothing. So why should they want
to have a statuc of Thiruvalluvar
in Karnataka where nobody has
even heard of his name? This is
not chauvinism, but fanaticism at
its worst,

As far as the third issue is
concerned, are vou talking about
the dacoits who come from Tamil
Nadu and terrorise the people of
Karnataka who live in the border
areas?

Shreesh Mudri
Detroit, LISA

Good job

Your Commentary is one of the
best written on the current situation
in Sri Lanka. Your
ability to understand
the issues involved is
lacking in most other
journals,

R Shannmugananthan
New South Wales,
Australia

m lmpressed by the
article, “Sri Lanka’s
Petition” (Commentary, June 2000).
A well-researched and insightful
piece that differs from all that the
Indian media has to offer.

M. Ramkiimar

Toronto, Canada

:‘l' ‘ T "
S Taien chgap!. 7

m Brilliant analysis! Beyond doubt
the most balanced, information-
rich and thought-provoking
commentary on Sri Lanka | have
read for as long as [ can remember.
Congratulations on a job well
done.

S Sivaskanthan

Palmerston North

New Zealand

Cliched

After a rcasonably sensible, albeit
lengthy, analvsis of the current
military/ political situation in Sri
Lanka, [ find vou toe are a victim
of disinformation by the Sri Lankan
government, and fell for the

usual clichés— that the Tigers are
bankrolled by the 850,000-strong
Tamil diaspora living in Western
Europe and North America, who
are involved variously in drug
peddling, gun running, human
trafficking, etc, (as mentioned in
“War and Pain”, Commentary,
fune 2000}, Nothing can be further
from the truth. There is not a
single case of any LTTE cadre or
sympathiser ever caught or
convicted for the crimes vou
accuse them of. There were
individual Tamils who got caught
once in a while, and some of them
to wash off the stigma, claimed

KRISHHAS CornER,










Vajra (literally-flash
of lightning), 1s an
artists’ condominum,
a transit home for
many, providing a
base during months
of hibernation and
creative inspiratiof.
Its isolation, graphic
splendour and
peaceful ambience,
make an ideal retreat
from the clock of
pressure.

Ketaki Sheth
Inside Qutside.

I stayed a week at the

Vajra, by which ume

I had become so fond

of it that I stayed
another.

John Collee

The London Observer.

Vajra, a serene
assembly of brick
buildings, grassy
lcourtyards,
ivycovered walls and
Hindu statuary is a
calm oasis over
looking, chaortic
Kathmandu.

Time.

the Vajra

Swayambhu, Dallu Bij yaswori, PO Box 1084, Kathmandu
Phone: 977 1 271545,272719 Fax: 977 1 271695 E-mail: vajraf@mos.com.np




PAKISTAN

SHARIF, MUSHARRAF
AND KARGIL

BARELY A year after the ‘war-like situation’
of Kargil between India and Pakistan, ousted
prime minister Nawaz Sharif has stirred up
another hornet’'s nest. Newspapers reported on
13 June that during a break in court proceedings
at the 16th century Attock Fort, where he is
detained, Sharif told reporters that he had not
been informed about the Pakistan Army’s foray
into the strategic Kargil heights.

Reading from a prepared statement, Sharif
said: “This ill-planned and ill-conceived
operation was kept so secret that besides the
prime minister, even some corps commanders
and the air force and navy chiefs were kept in
the dark.” Had he been informed in time, he
said, he would have dissuaded Indian Prime
Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee from making
that famous bus ride to Lahore, which started
the “Lahore Process” of reconciliation in
February 1999 before Kargil brought it down
in May 1999

Stating that it was time to inform the nation
about the facts which led to the Kargil
operation, he posed three rhetorical questions:
who sabotaged the Lahore Declaration; who
derailed the process of dialogue for the
resolution of the Kashmir dispute; and who was
responsible for Pakistan’s isolation in the
comity of nations.

Sharif added that he had been misinformed
about the losses expected during the operation.
“Quur loss on the Kargil heights was more than
what we suffered in the full-fledged war of
1965,” he said. “Unit after unit of Northern
Light Infantry were wiped out. Every passing
day, Pakistan was losing posts.” Pakistan lost
Tiger Hills and 1514, he said, and if the conflict
had not been halted, the remaining heights
would have been lost. It was the Chief of Army
Staft (COaS, at present the Chief Executive)
Parvez Musharraf who had wanted Pakistan
to involve the USA in the issue, which was why
he (Sharif} had made the dash to Washington,
the ex-PM said.

A similar controversy had arisen last year,
when the press reported the then foreign
minister’s statement that the prime minister
had not been taken into confidence by the
generals on Kargil. General Musharraf had
publicly denied the allegation then, insisting
that Sharif had been kept up-to-date on each
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step, first through a briefing and later through
the intermediary of the then information
minister Mushahid Hussain. This was the
beginning of the breach between the general
and the prime minister, which culminated in
the coup of 12 October 1999.

Shortly after the coup, an exclusive report
in The Indian Express (12 October) made
the dramatic disclosure of tape-recorded
conversations between Pakistan’s COAS and
its Chief of General Staff. These had been picked
up by India’s Research and Analysis Wing
(RawW) during the Kargil crisis, and by 1 June
1999, the Indian prime minister and members
of the Cabinet Committee of Security had heard
the tapes. By 4 June, “India had taken the
audacious step of delivering the Musharraf
tapes, along with a written transcript, to
Pakistan’s Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif
himself,” said the newspaper report,
which continued, “From the Indian
viewpoint, the Musharraf tapes firstly
nailed Pakistan’s claim that the Kargil
intrusions were a non-miljtary affair, and
secondly they made it clear that General
Musharraf and his fellow commanders
were dealing with Premier Nawaz strictly
on a need-to-know basis.”

While The Indian Express report
supports Sharif’s claims of having been
kept away from the details of the tactical
situation, the question arises as to why
Sharif has chosen to make these
disclosures now, eight months after being
ousted, while facing trial for his life, and
his political career apparently irreparably
halted. Why did he maintain silence
following Gen. Musharraf’s denial last
year, and prefer to cling to power at that time?
Perhaps he was just biding his time, already
planning to rid himself of the troublesome COAS.
But if he was as against the operation as Sharif
now suggests, why did he then present medals
to the “Kargil heroes’ and give posthumous
recognitions to the ‘Kargil martyrs'?

While obviously, as BBC radio put it, this was
a cornered Sharif “trying to reappear on the
political front”, the former prime minister’s
desperate strategy of exposing the military’s
role in Kargil seems to have backfired. If
anything, Sharif has fuelled even more hostility
towards himself, from a public which sees him
as playing into India’s hands by making such
an admission. A no-win situation for the former
prime minister if there was one.

Benazir Bhutto told a reporter in Londen a
vear off that a similar plan of storming the Kargil
heights had been submitted to her while she was
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prime minister. She said she instituted a
committee of defence experts to examine the
plan, which concluded that while it would be
easv to capture Kargil by force, it would be
impossible to retain it diplomatically. The plan
was dropped. If a government as weak as
Bhutto's was consulted, it is unlikely that one
as strong as Sharif's would have been kept in
the dark by the army. While details of the
tactical situation may not have been divulged
to him, it does seem ingenious for Sharif to claim
that he was completely unaware of what was
happening in Kargil even while Vajpayee was
heading Lahore’s way in the bus.

From a South Asian perspective, it is
important —at some point— to know exactly the
why’s and who's of Kargil. Why did the
Pakistani army feel the need to carry its
adventure deep across the Line of Control, to
bring the fragile structure of peace-making
between Islamabad and New Delhi crashing
down to the ground, taking the two nuclearised
nations to the brink? Who planned it, and who
okayed the plans? Who knew, who did not?
The answers are important so that a disaster
like Kargil will not again happen, to thwart
peace efforts yet again.

The situation demands an independent
inquiry into the affair—a demand made by
Sharif himself —because the Pakistani and
South Asian people have a right to know.

INDIA

FEEDING FRENZY
IN ALMORA

THE SEEMINGLY sedate Kumaon hills in
Almora district were witness to some frenzied
activity in April and May, when a non-
governmental organisation called Sahayog
was on the dock for allegedly presenting a
“distorted” image of Uttarakhand society. The
ngo had, somewhat inadvertently, put out a
report that carried some graphic descriptions
of the sexual behaviour of a section of people
in rural Almora. Tempers rose, mostly among
the political elite it appears, and the ngo's
office-bearers were jailed and generally
vilified — far in excess of the presumed harm
done to Uttarakhand society. Meanwhile, the
civil administration kowtowed to a small but
aggressive group that was playing full hilt to
the gallery, using this episode as one more
example of the outsiders’ (read plainsmen'’s)

2000 July 13/7 HIMAL

insensitivity to hill society. In this case, it seems
the activists overreached.

Almora is the hotbed of the movement for a
separate Uttarakhand state in India, which is a
legitimate demand from a hill region that has
been constantly sidelined by the power brokers
of Uttar Pradesh, based in Lucknow.
Understandably, the activists here are on edge,
as the Centre vacillates on the statehood
demand. Unfortunately, the Sahayog episode
does not leave the statehood proponents
looking like responsible activists, people who
will have to play a critical role in the days ahead
to negotiate for their state, and who will have
to show sagacity and courage in governance
once statehood is attained. The reaction to the
Sahayog booklet, instead, has projected them
as reactive and insular, perhaps even sectarian,
and opportunistic enough to use every
convenient event to score a point and
rouse the rabble.

The report in question was prepared
in Hindi, titled AIDS and Us: Possibility of
AIDS in Uttarakhand. It was published in
September 1999, but caught attention only
in April. Five hundred copies had been
distributed among experts and ngos for
feedback. Founded by outsiders Abhijeet
and Jasodhara Das Gupta, Sahayog has
worked in the villages of Almora for
almost a decade now through the medium
mostly of local men and women field
workers, Its area of focus has been the dalit
condition and women’s empowerment,
two areas where the hills of Uttarakhand
are behind in social evolution. It does not
seem unlikely that the ngo’s area of focus
had created an undercurrent of resentment
among the majority upper castes of the
region, as in the past ngos like Sahayog have
been accused of diluting the “culture of
movements” by “dividing Uttarakhand society
on caste and gender lines”.

The Sahayog report referred to the inferior
quality of health services, the migration of
menfolk to the plains, and the influx of plains
people to the hills, all of which are high-risk
conditions for the proliferation of HIV. However,
the report’'s most contentious sections dealt
with interviews indicating the prevalence of
incest, homosexuality, extra-marital and pre-
marital sexuality in the hills. It is also not clear
whether it was the suggested notion that some
Uttarakhandi women may be promiscuous
(in a given circumstance) or the allegedly-
broad labelling of Uttarakhand society as
promiscuous that left the patriarchal order
stunned and agitated. Male promiscuity,
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presumably, is par for the course.

Granted, there seemed to be methodological
problems with the conclusions drawn, but these
could have been challenged empirically, rather
than through a politicised reaction. The study
was not complete, and it was limited in analysis
and depth. But it did state that the findings
could not be applied to the whole of
Uttarakhand, an aspect that was glossed over
by the protesters. Morcover, the sexuality
described in the booklet would not imply that
Uttarakhand was any worse than other regions
of India, as this was not a comparative study.

The reaction against hapless Sahayog was,
if anything, primitive. The mood was set by two
national Hindi dailies and by local Uttarakhand
leaders who maintained that the report was
nothing but full of obscenity and lies regarding
the sexual behaviour of the hill people. On 20
April, the ngo’s office located opposite the
Almora jail was ransacked. The same day, a
field team of Sahayog was set upon in
Jageshwar in Dhauladevi Block by local toughs
in full presence of the revenue police. The
crowd beat up the male members and forced

some of the women to read the verbally
daring portions of the report. Besides
seizing all available copies of the report,
the police arrested 11 Sahayog workers,
of whom six were detained behind bars,
including the Das Gupta couple. The
district magistrate thought it appropriate
to recommend action against them under
the National Security Act, and only
widespread condemnation of the DM's
action and an order by the Allahabad High
Court, prevented the travesty from
proceeding.

Mcanwhile a social boycott of the Sahayog
members was called for. Traders’ groups and
the bar association attempted to block bail for
the accused, and the few lawyers who came
forward to defended Sahayog were ostracised
by the legal community. Furthermore,
conservative groups like the Shiv Sena and the
Uttarakhand Mahila Morcha swung into action
to condemn Sahayog, as did BJP party
legislators, who also demanded an inquiry into
the activities of all ngos in the hill region. At the
Centre, the ruling BJP kept quiet because the
Human Resources Development Minister Murli
Manochar Joshi comes from this area and had
made his own sympathics obvious.

The Sahayog case threw up for discussion
once again the matter of “well-funded ngos”
and their commitment. Of course, ngos are
never entirely blameless, but in conservative
societies like the Uttarakhand hills they at least

hold the potential of bypassing established
structures of society to try to get at the roots
of inequity, be it in terms of caste, class or ge-
nder. The non-governmental organisations
necessarily have to be the subject of scrutiny,
and the proliferation of ngos in the hill areas is
something to be scrutinised. It is also correct that
a lot of funding goes towards research in HIv/
AIDS when the health priorities within a
community may be quite different.

The Sahayog case perhaps indicates a need
for activists to be more careful when reports are
prepared on sensitive social matters. On
the other hand, a negative reaction from
conservative societal leaders is as often as not
a useful index of the impact of one’s work. A
belligerent reaction such as the one against
Sahayog shows that the ills that the report
indicates, probably do exist, although not
exclusively in Uttarakhand. The ‘mistake’ that
Sahayog may have made, was to publish its
report in Hindi rather than in English, as is the
age-old ngo tradition. This meant that the report
went closer to the ‘people’, which is why it got
the reaction it did. Which cannot all of it bc a
bad thing.

NEPAL @ INDIA

CRY WOLF IN
KATHMANDU

IF IT was possible for an Indian magazine to
drop a bombshell on a neighbouring country,
then on 12 June India Today did so in the form
of a leaked intelligence draft of a ‘report’ that
claimed a whole battalion of well-known and
not-so-well-known leaders of Nepali politics,
media, business and society to be “agents’ (or
alternatively ‘contacts’) of Pakistan’s Inter
Services Intelligence (1S1). Even morc a matter of
cancern, the report’s authors seemed to want to
paint the entire Nepali Muslim -community
Pakistani-green, as if to be Muslim was to be
pro-Pakistan and ipso facto an agent of the
notorious IS

The fact that the report was leaked days
before a visit to Nepal by India’s National
Security Advisor Brajesh Mishra was seen as
significant by a large portion of Kathmandu’s
intelligentsia and press, secing this as an effort
to pressure Nepal on a whole cluster of
contentious issucs that — from trade to territorial
to monsoonal waterlogging —have brought
Indo-Nepal relations to their lowest-ever point

HIMAL 13/7 July 2000



in the last decade of Nepali democracy.

The report understandably created an
uproar in Nepal, not because people believed
it—the finger pointed so indiscriminately —but
because it topped all other previous leaks in
the Indian press regarding alleged 18 infiltration
of Nepal. Meanwhile, India Today’s reporter had
not done original research, but merely acted as
a conduit for allegations. Apparently titled
“Pakistan’s anti-India activities in Nepal”, the
report was made available in full on the
magazine’'s Website. To a kind eve, it looked
like a draft prepared by some intelligence
operatives out to please the political masters of
the day, an internal document serving up a
concoction of facts and unverified allegations.

Whether it was prepared within the
Intelligence Bureau or the Research and
Analysis Wing, or some other official Indian
agency, the report did indicate the Nepal-wide
nature of their operations. But this was not
unexpected. What was unexpected was the poor
level of analysis and the excessive reliance on
coincidence and conjecture in reaching
lackadaisical conclusions on individuals and
institutions of another country, Tf this were in
fact an authoritative report that was seen fit to
be leaked, then one would have to worry about
the quality of the intelligence-gathering
apparatus of South Asia’s greatest and
nuciearised power.

The report names some of the known
smugglers of gold (and other contraband) of
Nepal and also lists a series of already-reported
cases thought to be linked to the 151, such as the
use of a hotel safehouse, discovery of counterfeit
Indian notes and RDX caches, and so on.
However, these were cases already brought to
the open by the Nepal Police, which by all
accounts had acted with alacrity given India’s
sensitivities. What needs investigation now is
whether these cases were the tip of the iceberg
in relation to the activities of Pakistani
intelligence in Nepal, or was that about it. The
leaked report does not help in clarifying the
point, but those who prepared it seem not to
have considered the fact that the Nepali
bureaucracy, journalists, politicians, and the
intelligentsia as a whole, are protective enough
of their polity not to allow the 151 a walk-through
in Nepal.

Of course, every instance of the ISI using
another South Asian country as a base to target
India would be one too many, and the Nepali
government must of course act when there is
evidence. If necessary, Prime Minister Girija
Prasad Koirala must pick up the phone and
call Chief Executive Parvez Musharraf and
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request him to call off the spooks.
However, available information
and discussions with knowle-
dgeable members of Nepal's
bureaucracy and police do not
indicate the dire situation implied
in the document, or as reported as
a matter of course in the Indian
press.

While the breathless naming of
well-known Nepali-journalists, politicians and
business people without supporting evidence
must be considered extremely irresponsible,
given the impact on individual hard-earned
careers, it is the singling out of the Muslim
community living largely in poverty in Nepal's
Tarai region that has potentially larger
ramifications. Without too much effort, the
authors of the report give away their bias when
they make the presumption that members of a
community can be by their very nature a) anti-
India, therefore b) Pakistan sympathisers and
hence, ¢} ‘agents/contacts’” of the 151 This is a
dangerous line of thinking, particularly because
the Tarai Muslims of Nepal are demographically
identical to the Muslims across the open border,
in Uttar Pradesh and Bihar.

The fact that the discourse of the Nepali
intelligentsia is mostly conducted in Nepali and
hence does not reach the corridors of power of
New Delhi with any sense of urgency, should
not blind India’s powers-that-be to the fact that
there is “public opinion” even in small countries
like Nepal. Granted, this public opinion is often
led by individuals who tend to be paranoically
suspicious of every move of Big India, but leaks
of reports like the one just released have the
power of jostling a society off its moorings. And
Nepal's stability should be a matter of enough
concern to New Delhi that pressing issues are
tackled directly and at the highest levels where
necessary, rather than through under-the-table
transfers of files to media persons who are
unwilling to do their homework. Nepal’s
stability, of course, should be of concern because
Nepal, Eastern Uttar Pradesh and Bihar are
locked in a demographic, economic and
geographic embrace which will remain in place
whether or not the open border between the two
countries is closed or regulated.

It will be important, if the matter is
considered serious enough, for those who claim
that the report did not reflect the official Indian
point-of-view —as Brajesh Mishra did in
Kathmandu — to investigate how and why such
an amateurish report was prepared, and who
it was that chose to leak it. :

KRIGSHNA KHANAL

Amadrassa
coming up in
Banke district,
weastern Nepal

1









Gandhi, the Emergency and Indian De-
mocracy, OUP, New Delhi, 2000)
by Mrs. Gandhi’s long-serving prin-
cipal secretary, P N. Dhar. The Emer-
gency, we may recall, was promul-
gated after a High Court judge in
Allahabad found the prime minis-
ter guilty of “electoral malpractices”.
An appeal to the Supreme Court
could be made, but in the interim,
the prime minister would have to
vacate her post in favour of some
other Member of Parliament from
her party. The thought was abhor-
rent to Mrs. Gandhi’s family and ad-
visers—and to herself as well. An
emergency had to be declared.

InP N. Dhar’s account, the Emer-
gency was not really a consequence
of Indira Gandhi’s fear of losing her
personal position. [t was, rather, the
outcome of a vear-long agitation
against corruption and mal-admin-

“l do not think
there is anyone who
is less authoritarian

than | am.”
- Indira Gandhi, in an inter-

view with American journalist
Mary Carras, July 1978.

istration led by Jayaprakash
Narayan, the veteran Gandhian. This
agitation, in Dhar’s interpretation,
had undermined law and order, and
spread anarchy and violence. Were
one to reduce his argument to num-
bers, then it would appear that the
responsibility for the declaration of
Emergency was 90 percent
Narayan's, 10 percent Mrs. Gandhi’s.

Dhar does not deny the violations
of human rights and the prevalence
of state violence during Emergency
rule, but he determinedly draws the
rcader’s attention to the simulta-
neous arrest of inflation. And, sug-
gests Dhar, if Narayan was the one
principally responsible for the Emer-
gency, then it was the prime
minister's second son Sanjay who
was principally responsible for
what went wrong during the Emer-
gency, The harassment of slum

u

dwellers and the forced sterilisations
were the work of this son who held
no official position. But the rise in
foodgrain production and the checks
on inflation were, one supposes, ex-
clusively the work of the mother.

Narrow domestic walls

For a dictator, Indira Gandhi had a
remarkably long and unique prepa-
ration in the school of democracy.
On her 13th birthday, her father,
then in prison, began writing her a
series of letters, later published as
Glimpses of World History. Starting
with the Greeks, this wide-ranging
tour took in the old Indian village
republics, ancient Chinese king-
doms, the rise of monotheism and
its associated political formations,
Buddhism, the Mughals, and the In-
dustrial Revolution (and much else
besides). Jawaharlal Nehru was
both an Indian patriot and a West-
ern-trained socialist-democrat, for
whom history unfolded as the oft-
interrupted progress of the human
animal towards greater sociability
and freedom. The later letters ex-
plored how “democracy, which was
for a century and more the ideal and
inspiration of countless people, and
which can count its martyrs by the
thousands”, was now “losing
ground everywhere”, The last letter,
sent to Indira on 9 August 1933 —
three years after the first—ended
with this excerpt from Rabindra nath
Tagore's great poemn, Gitmijali:

Where the mind is without fear and
the head Is held high;

Where knowledge is free;

Wiere the world has not been bro-
ken up into fragments by narrow
domestic walls;

Where words come out from the
depth of truth;

Where Hreless striving streltches ifs
arms towards perfection;

Where the clear stream of reason has
not lost ifs way into the dreary
desert sand of dead habik;

Where the mind is led forward by
thee Lito cver-widening theught
and action —

Into that heaven of freedom, my Fa-
ther, let my country awake,

Glimpses of World History sold
briskly, and in time the author was
persuaded by his publisher to bring
out an expanded edition. A freshly
written postscript, dated 14 Novem-
ber 1938, outlined the major politi-
cal developments of the 1930s. “The
growth of fascism during the last
five years and its attack on every
democratic principle and concep-
tion of freedom and civilisation,”
wrote Jawaharlal to Indira, “have
made the defense of democracy the
vital question today.”

Later, in her adulthood, Indira
Gandhi participated in five general
elections in free India. All were won
by the Congress party —thrice un-
der her father’s leadership, twice
under hers. The odd reference here
and there suggests that she did not
unequivocally share Nehru's trust
in the democratic process. In Decem-
ber 1949, she angrily protested to
him for not interfering when lesser
Congressmen took over the National
Herald, a newspaper started by
Jawaharlal and regarded by somc
as Nehru family property. ”You tol-
erate a lot of things,” she told her
father sarcastically, “it makes one’s
heart bleed to hear everyone say that
it is no use bringing anvthing to your
notice since you don’t do anything
about righting things.”

In 1956, Indira argued with him
against allowing autonomy to re-
gionally powerful {and respected)
Congressmen in dealings with their
states. She wrote, “You are tending
more and more to accept without
guestion, the opinions of certain
people with regard to certain parts
of the country.” Most famously, as
Congress president in 1959, she pre-
vailed upon Nehru to implement a
then never-used provision of the
Constitution to dismiss the demo-
cratically-elecicd Communist gov-
ernment of Kerala.

The same ycear, while on a visit
to Kenva, she spoke approvingly in
pubtic of one-party regimes. The
Chinese invasion of October 1962
and the criticisms it spawned of
Nehru and his government, seemed
to have consolidated these feelings.
[n January 1963, she wrote to a
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friend, complainingly, of “the price
we pay for democracy [which] not
only throws up the mediocre per-
son but gives strength to the most
vocal howsoever they may lack
knowledge and understanding”.

These reservations were to find
full expression in the Emergency of
1975-77. One might damage the re-
visionist views now current by a
careful reading of the social history
of those years, by a documentation
of democracy’s destruction and the
spread of terror, intimidation and
violence. Instead, this essay seeks
to set the record straight in the words
of Mrs Gandhi herself, by demon-
strating that the Indian prime min-
ister was an actively willing dicta-
tor, not a reluctant one pushed by
malevolent opponents and an un-
ruly son. My main sources are Indira
Gandhi's own words, as articulated
in print, as well as in some private
correspondence that has not been
publicly available,

All Indira Radio

Mrs. Gandhi’s singular contribu-
tion to Indian political discourse
was the idea of the ‘foreign hand’.
The nationality of this hand is hard
to establish, although one presumes
it was coloured white. A week after
the declaration of Emergency, the
prime minister gave an interview to
M. Shamim of The Times of India.
“The aim of the opposition parties
was obvious,” she remarked, “[it
was| to paralyse the government
and indeed all national activity and
thus walk to power over the "body’
of the nation. The sttuation had
come to such a pass that a few more
steps would have led to disintegra-
tion, which would have exposed us
to foreign danger.”

She returned to the theme in her
speech of 11 November 1975, broad-
cast over what was now routinely
referred to in private, as All Indira
Radio. The prime minister told the
nation that “there are many people
outside the country who are not our
well-wishers and who do not like
to see India being strong and united
and carrying forward its economic
programmes. This was their desire
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Jayaprakash
Narayan: he.
certainly, caused
the Emergency.

and their efforts and our
countrymen also got en-
trapped in the process.”

Then, and afterwards,
it was difficult to reliably
identify these foreign ill-
wishers. India’s other-
wise most dangerous
neighbour, Pakistan, had
recently been defeated on
the battle-field, and was
still to come to terms with
the loss of its eastern wing.
With Mao on his death-
bed, neither was China in
an adventurist mood.
There was in place an Indo-Soviet
Friendship Treaty which took care of
the Russians. No European country
had much of a stake, political or eco-
nomic, in India. Was it the United
States of America that Mrs. Gandhi
had in mind? She would never
clearly say, although her advisers
and followers would occasionally
speak of the dark doings of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency.

This paranoid talk of interfering
foreigners is best understood, per-
haps, in the light of internal politics
and the rapid fall in Mrs. Gandht's
own popularity. The decline had
been dramatic. The vear 1971 began
with the sweeping victory of the Con-
gress in the general elections and had
ended with the decisive triumph
over Pakistan in the Bangladesh war,
a win in which more credit accrued
to the prime minister than to her gen-
erals. She was now the elected Em-
press of India. Opposition politi-
cians began comparing her to the all-
powerful Hindu goddess, Durga, a
comparison made permanent in a se-
ries of murals painted by a famous
Muslim artist. No one dared predict
how long her lawful reign might
last, but then two bad monsoons su-
pervened, and OPEC raised the price
of crude oil. The scarcity of water and
fuel was made more deadly by nepo-
tism and graft. The prime minister’s
son, Sanjay, a hall-trained mechanic

CTIOR

“I had always
believed that Mrs
Gandhi had no faith
in democracy, that
she was by inclina-
tion and conviction a
dictator. This belief
has tragically turned

out to be true.”

- Jayaprakash Narayan,
prison diary, entry of 22
July 1975. -

with no proper qualifications for the
task, started building a car factory
with land and loans allotted at
preferential rates by public institu-
tions. Two crucial Congress-ruled
states, Gujarat and Bihar, saw the un-
precedented spread of official
corruption.

The response to all this was the
movement led by Javaprakash
Narayan, which quickly spread from
his native Bihar to other parts of the
country. Suddenly, the Empress
looked vulnerable. Mrs. Gandhi's
predicament, circa 1974-75, is com-
parable to the current situation of
Robert Mugabe, the Zimbabwean



president. Mugabe, too, started on a
high, and at first climbed higher, but
then drought, graft and nepotism
gave rise to criticism. Mugabe's ini-
tial response to this was to concen-
trate power in his hands, by
marginalising erstwhile comrades,
much as Mrs. Gandhi had swiftly cut
to size Congressmen who had en-

“I have no more
powers than | had
before.” '

~Indira Gandhi, in an interview
with NBC, 24 August [975.

joyed an independent source of
moral or political authority. When
the criticisms of his increasingly dic-
tatorial rule intensified, Mugabe
warned of conspiracies aided by
Western powers. Like Mugabe to-
day, in 1975 Mrs. Gandhi found it
hard to understand how a previ-
ously adoring citizenry had begun
to protest so. It was altogether more
convenient to blame foreigners than
to look for signs of flawed gover-
nance within.

During the Emergency, the Con-
gress president D. K. Barooah coined
the slogan “Indira is India, India is
Indira”. This equation of herself with
the nation—or at any rate with the
nation’s best interests —was also of-
ten made by Mrs. Gandhi herself.
The Emergency was declared, she
claimed in her broadcast on 11 No-
vember 1975 , because:

we felt that the country has developed
a disease and, if is to be cured spor, it
has fo be given a dose of medicine,
even if it is a bitter dose. Howewver dear
a child may be, if the doctor has pre-
scribed bitter pills for him, they have
to be administered for his cure. The
child may sometimes cry and we may
have to say, ‘Take the medicine, oth-
erwise you will not get cured’. So, we
gave this bitter medicine fo the nation.

The doctor-matriarch continued:

Now when a child suffers, the mother
suffers too. Thus, we were not very
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pleased fo take this step. We were also
sad. We were also concerned. But we
saw that it worked just as the dose of
the doctor works.

The Indian dictator’s mentality is
also revealed in some previously
unpublished correspondence with
her English friends. The art histo-
rian and former Indian Civil Service
officer, W.G. Archer had written to
Mrs. Gandhi in December 1975 to
congratulate her on her “bold ac-
tion”. She “must have been bitterly
aggrieved,” wrote Archer, “that
many supposed ‘friends of India” in
this country had patently failed to
understand or approve your action
in declaring the Emergency.” Now
the prime minister was indeed
cognisant of the general (and well-
merited) opposition of the British in-
telligentsia to what she had done.

While some English politicians,
such as Michael Foot, had offered
unconditional support, the press
was not so obliging. The Times car-
ried a series of hostile reports,
prompting the then Indian high
commissioner—and this year’s
Padma Vibhushan awardee—to
write a letter to the newspaper de-
scribing conditions in Indian jails:
“The care and concern showered by
the state authoritics upon the wel-
fare of the detenus who are well
housed, well fed and well treated, is
almost maternal.” But the criticisms
persisted. The December 1975 issuc
of the respected Encounter magazine
printed a long essay sympathetic to
Jayaprakash Narayan under the
title “Indira Gandhi’s Prisoner”.

Jawaharlal Nehru's daughter
could live more easily with Ameri-
can or Soviet disapproval. So she
wrote back to W. G. Archer saying
she was “touched” by “the under-
standing you show of the complex
situation in our country”. She con-
tinued: “India is not an easy coun-
try to know. Perhaps that is the rea-
son why we irritate the Western
world so much. The struggle here is
not merely one of economic growth
or even of social justice but of retain-
ing our individuality and develop-
ing in our own way. Unfortunately

most educated Indians are taken in
by the glitter of the affluent countries
and by their propaganda that their’s
is the best of all possible worlds.”
One is struck by the resemblance
here to sentiments expressed by the
likes of Mobutu Sese Seko, Fidel
Castro and Lee Kuan Yew, that is,
by authoritarians of military, com-
munist or any other provenance.
These would reject human rights as
a Western imposition, and home-
grown defenders of those rights as
Western agents. To that presumed
universalism is offered the
Singaporean or Cuban or Indian al-
ternative of “retaining our indi-
viduality and developing in our
own way”, a way that does not ad-
mit of such irritants as frecedom of
speech and freedom of association.
In March 1976, Archer visited In-
dia and met Mrs Gandhi. His notes
of the interview reveal a ruler whose
resolve was mixed with a danger-
ous dose of paranoia. “T have to keep
India together,” she said to him.
“That is an absolute must.” “Total
freedom (of the press and public
opinion) will be fatal to India.” Like-
wise, “total devolution [will] be
fatal to India”. And, notably, “the

“I am a very

humble person.”
-Indira Gandhi, in an inter-
view with the Mauritius
Broadcasting Corporation, 4
October 1975.

Emergency had made the state min-
isters shake in their shoes. This was
long over-due..”

It is clear that there was no seri-
ous threat to the unity and integrity
of India either before or during the
Emergency. Was it that freedom of
the press and public opinion would
be fatal to India, or to Indira? In Oc-
tober 1976, the question was raised
by the British columnist Bernard
Levin in a two-part essay in The
Times which focussed on press cen-
sorship and interference with the ju-
diciary in India. “After studving a
substantial amount of material on
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But their barbs were nothing to the
one that came her way in October
1981.

The Emergency was now a dis-
tant memory, and the person who
brought it about was now back in
office, after being two-and-a-half
years out of power. Mrs. Gandhi
saw, or was perhaps alerted to, an
item in the British Press which
claimed that Lord Louis
Mountbatten, the viceroy who had
so graccfully brought down the
Union Jack back in August 1947,
refused to visit India between 1975
and 1977 as it was then a “police
state”. Mountbatten was dead, so the
Indian prime minister instead ad-

“Today the only
thing the people are
allowed to do is to
sing the praises of

Mrs Gandhi.”

-Jayaprakash Narayan,
prison diary, entry of 7
September 1975.

dressed her complaint to his son-in-
law, Lord Brabourne. “During the
emergency,” wrote Mrs. Gandhi to
the English family whose approval
she most sought, “some people were
arrested, some were politicians but
the larger number were what we call
anti-social clements —smugglers,
dacoits, hoarders, black-marketecrs,
etc., whose activities had been push-
ing up our prices, creating shortages
and were gencrally harmful to the
people as a whole. Not once during
[the] emergency was there any show
of police strength. We ourselves re-
leased all political prisoners some
time before the 1977 elections. When
the Janata Party came to power, it re-
leased the criminals, with dire con-
sequences from which we have not
yet recovered.”

This was an illustration of euphe-
mistic lying, characteristic of dicta-
tors and dictatorial regimes. It was a
language that came naturally to Mrs
Gandhi. In a broadcast of 27 June
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1975 that first justified the Emer-
gency to the nation, she had said that
“the purpose of censorship is to re-
store a climate of trust”. In August
of that year, with all her political op-
ponents locked up injail, fundamen-
tal rights extinguished and the me-
dia censorcd, she informed the
American journalist Norman Cous-
ins during a visit to the United States
that “what has been done is not an
abrogation of democracy but an ef-
fort to safeguard it”. In a televised
discussion on this trip to the UsA, she
magisterially announced that
“people are already being relcased
almost every day”. A little later, she
told a Bombay weckly that “there is
no use of force and... there is no show
of force anywhere in the country. The
truth is that the police have had
less work since the Emergency than
ever before.”

In the last weck of 1973, alerting
a conference of lawyers to some im-
pending amendments to the Consti-
tution, Mrs. Gandhi remarked that
“if any change is required, it will be
not to lessen democracy but to give
more meaning to democracy, to keep
democracy, to make it a more living
democracy.” Such gems, carefully
culled from their boss’s speeches by
a craven high commissioner and his
staff, were printed on art paper by
an expensive London studio and
presented to the world in a pam-
phiet with the title: “Democracy Pre-
served: Facts about the Emergency
in India”.

More notable than Mrs. Gandhi's
attitude while the Emergency was
on, was her retrospective defense of
it. This, as the comments to Lord
Brabourne suggest, was total. Con-
sider also Volume IIl of Indira
Gandhi's Selecfed Speeches and Writ-
ings, issued by the Publications Di-
vision of the Government of India
in October 1984, the very month she
fell to assassins” bullets. At the heart
of the book is the reproduction of a
series of speeches delivered and in-
terviews undertaken during and in
defence of the Emergency. Their re-
publication in 1984, we may be as-
sured, was approved by Mrs.
Gandhi herself.

Robert ‘Indira’ Mugabe.

Consider, finally, an excerpt from
anintervicw given in July 1978 to the
American writer Mary Carras, Dur-
ing the Emergency, said Mrs. Gandhi,
“We built our foreign-exchange re-
serves, and we were beginning to
make a go of the public sector. P’ro-
duction had gone up and corruption
had come down, and everything was
going much more smoothly... Dur-
ing the first year of the Emergency,
everyone (except the smugglers)
asked why we hadn’t done it ear-
lier.”

A large number of smugglers
must have been granted the vote in
the clections of March 1977, That is
one explanation for her defeat. Or
perhaps we should set against the
dictator’s defence the pithy remark
of an Indian jurist that the Emer-
gency was a “fraud on the presi-
dent, a fraud on the Council of Min-
isters and a fraud on the people”.
But the fairest comment on Indira
Candhi’'s Emergency was reported
by A. M. Rosenthal of The New York
Times, who had served as his
paper’s correspondent in India.
Rosenthal, like E. P. Thompson,
would underline the contrast be-
tween the democratic Nehru and his
dictatorial daughter. Visiting New
Delhi in late 1975, he was told ot a
grim joke doing the rounds, which
assumed that the father still lived
while the daughter reigned. Thus,
“Indira is in the Prime Minister’s
house, and Jawaharlal is back to
writing letters to her from jail
again.”
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last two in particular were able to
deliver the fiery prose of Karuna-
nidhi with great conviction and
style. The Karunanidhi-Ganeshan
combo was a great success, churn-
ing out money spinners like
Parasakthy, Thirumbi Paar, Manohara,
Kuravanchi and Raja Rani, which ran
solely on account of the dialogue
and delivery.

Personal differences arose be-
tween Ganeshan and Karunanidhi,
and Ganeshan crossed over to the
Congress. To make up for Ganeshan,
Karunanidhi, whose dialogues were
increasingly getting political,
weaned an actor from the Congress
camp into the DMK fold. This was
M.G. Ramachandran, until then a
popular hero playing swashbuck-
ling action roles.

When the DMK began using ac-
tors for political propaganda, the
Congress leader Kamaraj dimissed
them derisively as Koothaadigal (per-
formers), Congress stalwarts argued
that those wearing make-up should
not enter politics. But the Congress
had to soon change roles and rely on
people like Sivaji Ganeshan and
Kannadasan who had crossed over
from the DMK.

Reelpolitik
Even as filmstars were used for po-
litical propaganda, they were using
politics for their personal advance-
ment. M.G, Ramachandran himself
was constructing and consolidat-
ing a personal political base. Even
when he starred in films not writ-
ten by DMK idealogues, the lines he
got carried hidden political mean-
ing. An example was the constant
reference to the rising surn, the DMK
symbol. In colour productions, he
would wear the party colours, black
and red. Gradually, MGR's screen
persona started reflecting the DMK's
image. The difference between real-
ity and make-believe blurred, while
he continued to pull crowds. As
Annadurai once said of MGR,
“Sollukku pathu latcham. Mugathuklku
muppathu latcham.” (One million
votes for his speech. Three million
tor his face.)

In his roles, MGR always took up
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for the underdog, fighting oppres-
sion and injustice. He took special
care to project a social message in
most songs, and took care to act in
different roles so that different seg-
ments of the population could re-
late to and identify with him.
The movies, titled simply but
astutely, in which he played lead
roles include Padagotfi (Boatman),
Meenava Nanban {Fisherman Fri-
end), Thoilaali (Worker), Vivasayee
{(Agriculturist), Rickshawkaran (Rick-
shawalla) and so on. These occu-
pational groups began treating MGR
as one of their own.

So powerful and lasting has
been the MCR legacy that, 12 years
after his death, the crowd cheered
madly when Sonia Gandhi merely
mentioned his name at an election
meeting in Tamil Nadu.

A unique feature of the relation-
ship between the movie stars of the
Indian south and their fans was the
proliferation of fan clubs. These
clubs would hold special pujas in
temples whenever a new movie of
their matinee idol was released.
M.G. Ramachandran probably en-
couraged the phenomenon of fan
clubs from late 1940s onwards, and
the clubs ended up as a well-knit
federation that counted its member-
ship in the millions. The clubs held
annual conventions and also par-
ticipated in social service projects.

When MGR entered active poli-
tics, his fan ¢lubs were in turn
politicised and soon became an in-
dispensable component of the DMK
propaganda machine. Meanwhile,
5.5. Rajendran’s fans too were
involved in politics for the DMK,
and were countered by Sivaji
Ganeshan’s fan clubs which cam-
paigned for the Congress. Both
spheres mutually reinforced each
other —film popularity providing
political mileage and political posi-
tions strengthening film popularity.

It was not long before they were
rewarded with political office. M.G.
Ramachandran was made first an
Upper House member of the state
legislature. Later he contested the
state Assembly elections directly and
won continuously until his death.

5.5, Rajendran also contested the
Assembly polls and won; he was
later elected to the Rajya Sabha. Sivaji
Ganeshan, too, was a Rajya Sabha
member for the Congress party. By
now, a host of film stars in Tamil
Nadu were involved in politics dur-
ing election time, but not wielding
the same clout as the leading stars,

The popularity of MGR within the
party and state caused major con-
vulsions. In a bid to counteract the
phenomenon, Karunanidhi encour-
aged his son M.K. Muthu to enter
movies. The father, while in office as
chief minister, wrote the story and
dialogue for Muthu's first film
Pillaiyo Pillai (Oh, What a Son). Muthu
Fan clubs were set up overnight,
with father Karunanidhi's backing,

MGR, realising what was in
store, engineered a split within the
party on the grounds of corruption
charges against the incumbent re-
gime. Incidentally, MGR did not have
any problems in setting up new
party structures —he merely con-
verted his fan clubs into party
branches.

The MGR phenomenon was no
doubt unique, and his mystique con-
tinues its hold over Tamil psyche
even today. Before his death, he had
come to personify the aspirations of
the common people but as more than
just a symbol. As political leader, he
was also seen as a vehicle for
realising their dreams.

The all-India release

Jayalalitha symbolises the transi-
tion from the MCR era to the present.
It was MGCR who had, as chief minis-
ter, introduced his former leading
lady into politics. As propaganda
secretary of the party and Rajy
a Sabha member, she soon estab-
lished her power base within the
party and emerged as an
extra-constitutional authority in
the state.

Jayalalitha went on to become
chief minister and ruled from 1991
to 1996. She too set up a fan club
network called the Jayalalitha
Peravai (Federation). Her reign was
marked by unbridled corruption,
abuse of power and a vulgar display
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Feallres

of ill-gotten wealth. Her downfall
came in 1996, when several cases of
corruption were filed against her.
But she was far from out, and in the
previous general elections, the coa-
lition led by Jayalalitha won hand-
somely in association with the BjP.
Jayalalitha thus emerged as a key
player on the national scene and en-
joved immense power. Yet the events
that followed were akin to a cheap
masala movie where the vamp
makes everybody dance to her tune.
In a bid to get the cases against her
dismissed, Jayalalitha brought ex-
treme pressure to bear on the BJP
government at the centre by regu-
larly throwing tantrums, Finally, in
alliance with Sonia Gandhi, she
brought down the very same BJP she
propped up earlier. She is now
aligned with Sonia but there are
signs of cracks in this alliance.
Thus, the peculiar Tamil phe-
nomenon of movie politics affected
national politics as a whole. This

may have been cinema’s high point,
as far as politics goes. But with
the dilution of Dravidian politics
over the years, there is some expec-
tation that the dominance of cinema
in politics will get progressively
wealer.

This possibility, however, may
be offset by the increasing Rajni-
kanth hype in the state. The ratio-
nale for Rajni’s entry into politics is
simply opposition to the politics of
Jayalalitha. (In a recent hit film, he
even had a female character largely
modelled on Jayalalitha.) Rajni-
kanth is the reigning Tamil super-
star, whose hold over the masses is
reminiscent of MGR’s. He has a mas-
sive fan ciub behind him, which is
exerting enormous pressure on
him to enter active politics. Though
not actively involved in politics,
Rajnikanth openly appealed to vot-
ers in 1996 and 1998 on behalf of the
DMK alliance. At present, he has
adopted a neutral stance because

the original alliance between the
DMK and the TMC (Tamil Maanila
Congress) broke up.

Unlike the eariier Dravidian
filmstar-politicians, Rajnikanth has
a spiritual streak in him and takes
his religion seriously. Analysts pre-
dict that if he enters the fray it may
be on a Hindu nationalist platform,
either in alliance with or as an inte-
gral part of the BJD.

Given Rajnikanth’s current
popularity and the continuing sce-
nario of filmstars dominating elec-
tion campaigns, there is every like-
lihood that Tamil cinema will con-
tinue to hold sway over the region’s
political future. Rajnikanth, how-
ever, signifies more than a mere con-
tinuum. The bus conductor from
Bangalore is a shining example of
individual achievement. Only that
when he enters politics, he should
not be selling those tickets.
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A BOY born to a poor Gujjar family used
to cut grass from the great lawns around
New Delhi’s India Gate monument, to feed
his family’s buffaloes. He supplied milk in
little cans to VIP bungalows where
ministers and Members of Parliament were
ensconced. In the end, he came to occupy
one of the bungalows himself, as a youthful
stalwart of the Congress Party.

This boy~who—studied-under—the—streetlamps-
made-good story was no myth. It was lived by Rajesh
Pilot, who died when a jeep he was driving collided
with a Rajasthan Roadways bus on 11 June, robbing
his party of a rare breed of a leader. Pilot, who took
his name after service in the Indian Air Force, was a
national leader of India who was unique because he
had dynamism, integrity, as well as a mass base.

In a moribund party given to a culture of
sycophancy before the altar of dynasty, Pilot provided
a fresh brecze. He spoke his mind, knowing that
while the short-term exigencies of inter-personal
rivalry would deny him the positions he wanted,
the long term turn-of-wheel would be in his favour.
Unfortunately, he was not to live long cnough for the
wheel to turn.

The most recent and running cause celebre, of
course, was Pilot’s willingness to put himself up as
a candidate for the party president’s post after Sonia
Gandhi had decided to take over the reins. In a
political arena where the open declaration of
intention and ambition is frowned upon, he
unhesitatingly declared on BBC's Hard Talk that he
would like to be prime minister some day.

Whether he would have been able to revive the
democratic traditions of the more-than-century-old

community in India, there
was more bad news last month,
although at least this one had
nothing do with Hindu fundamentalists. In a
sad turn of fate, Alan Basil de Lastic, the
Archbishop of New Dethi, met his end in a car
accident in the Polish capital of Warsaw, on 20
June. The late Lastic was also the president of
the Catholic Bishops Conference of India.

In what were to be his last days, the man of ;
the cloth was terribly concerned about the
wellbeing of his flock, given the rumblings of violence
against Christians by extremist Hindu groups.
In his last interview, the priest had told the
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RAJESH PILOT (1945-2000)

A ‘national’ leader

party, and rejuvenate its ranks to present a
viable liberal alternative to the right-wing
Hindu-centric BJP, will now always remain
unanswered. But there can be no doubt that
he tried, and that he would have been the
one.

The hands-on, direct approach was
2 always visible even in Pilot’s years of
¢ wielding political power. As Minister of
State for Internal Security, he entered into dialogue
with discontented Kashmiri leaders. In the words of
one senior official who worked with him then,
“Rajesh Pilot was the only Central leader whe could
walk boldly into downtown Srinagar and militancy
infested parts of the Valley, mixing with people,
ascertaining their views.”

The talk of the future of Kashmir is once again
hotting up, and just a day before he was killed, Pilot
had spoken to the press strongly opposing a proposed
scherne of partitioning Kashmir on religious lines into
Jammu, Leh-Ladakh and the Kashmir Valley. At the
other troubled end of India, Pilot had initiated talks
with militants in the Northeast and helped the
negotiations along even while out of power.

Clearly, here was a man who understood the
hopes and aspirations of all India. As stresses and
strains of rising aspirations buffet the nation-state of
India, Rajesh Pilot’s would have been a presence to
guide a country where the term ‘national leader” has
become an anachronism. Pilot’s drive and energy
were infectious, He liked to get things moving even if
he disturbed the status quo and ruffied a few feathers
in the bargain. Characteristically, on the fateful day
of the accident, Pilot was at the wheel.
- Mitu Varm,

ABdI=N0D

FOR THE besieged Christian [JEa\Wa\\ BASIL DE LASTIC magazine Outook, “Today I
feel ashamed to be an Indian.

Final calling

When I see what is happening
to the Christian community I
worry about India’s future.”

One of the last meetings of the priest was
with the Indian Prime Minister Atal Behari
Vajpayee, when he led a delegation of the
Christian community to apprise the leader
of the wrongs being perpetrated on India’s
Christians. Whether that meeting would
go some way in reining in the saffron

fundamentalists, is anybody’s guess. If it does, at
least up there, Alan Basil de Lastic, would not feel
ashamed of having been an Indian.
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AZIZ SIDDIQUI (1934-2000)

Boy from Hyderabad, Deccan

A FATAL heart attack on 7 June in
Lahore deprived Pakistan of a jour-
nalist and human rights activist who
was a guide, mentor, and ingpiration
to so many. Aziz Siddiqui, Joint Di-
rector of the Human Rights Comimnis-
sion of Pakistan (1IRCP) and a former
editor of two national dailies, was a
staunch supporter of India-Pakistan
peace and forceful opponent of the
nuclear policies of the two countries.

On 20 February, he wrote in his column: “If it
reads the lay of the land correctly, Islamabad should
offer no grist to BJP mills. There is no cowardice in
helping coal down the temperature a bit. The worst
thing that can happen just now is for the Indians to
be given an excuse to cross the international border
or the line of control. We may be able in that case to
“tcach them a lesson’, but we should not be too keen
on any ‘lesson’ that may come our own way. Let’s
face it, we can afford a war —any kind of war — much
less than the Indians. The bravado of the so-called
Jjehadi groups will also therefore have to be curbed.
Islamabad has to be wary about piling new
pressures.”

Born on 26 January 1934 in Hyderabad, Deccan,
Aziz Siddiqui did his Junior Cambridge from
Hyderabad Deccan Grammar School and Interme-
diate from Lucknow, completing his Bachelors and
Masters after moving to Karachi. He started his ca-
reer as a school teacher in Karachi, and also worked
with the Government of Pakistan in various pub-
lishing and research capacities till joining the Paki-
stan Times as assistant editor in 1967.

An active trade unionist, Siddiqui went on a hun-
ger-strike in 1970 to press for better wages for jour-
nalists, and against the repressive Press and Publi-
cation Ordinance of 1963. He was fired, along with
colleagues like I. A. Rehman, Tahir Mirza and
Abdullah Malik. The expelled newsmen were re-em-
ployed in 1971 by Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto's newly elected
Pakistan Peoples Party (PPP) government. Siddiqui
agitated against the management of Musawaat, the
PPP mouthpiece, and was jailed in 1974 for his
efforts.

During Gen Ziaul Haq's regime, Siddiqui’s was
a regular presence in the protest rallies on The Mall
of Lahore. When the protest movement shifted to
Karachi, he went to the port city. His wife Shahida, a
teacher, supported him in his unionist crusade and
participated in the rallies.
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Away in Dubai for five years editing
the Gulf News, Siddiqui returned to Paki-
stan in 1985 to edit The Frontier Post in
Peshawar. This small-town newspaper
shot to prominence for the quality of its
copy, and as the biggest irritant to the
military regime of General Ziaul Haq.
Siddiqui and his family were harassed
and their house raided by government in-
telligence. He was forced to resign in 1988
when the owners could no longer with-

stand pressures from the Zia government.

After Zia’s death, and the election of Benazir
Bhutte as prime minister, in 1989 Siddiqui was ap-
pointed editor of The Pakisfan Times, by then a gov-
ernment newspaper. True to form, he continued to
criticise official policies he saw to be misguided. He
resigned, along with LA Rehman who was chief
editor, when the Benazir government was dismissed
in August 1990. Crusading lawyer Asma Jchangir
was quick to welcome both the stalwarts to join the
HRCP. Journalism remained Siddiqui Saab’s first love,
one that he left reluctantly only because therc
was no room for someone like him. In a press that
thrives on speculation and unsupported reportage,
Siddiqui’s analytical abilities and balanced presen-
tations were prized.

When he passed away at age 66, Siddiqui was at
his intellectual prime, as was clear from his intro-
duction to the latest HRCP annual report, which he
used to compile and edit. He wrote, “The forces of
status quo and retrogression are still strong and can
become stronger, while the process of people finding
their voice is slow. But this process can be speeded
up, and it makes a difference because it has a ripple
effect. Improvements in the state of human rights in
the next decade, and even in the direction this coun-
try takes over that period, will depend on that more
than on any other factor. {t will depend, in short, on
the basic good sense of the people finding a way to
assert itself.”

When a journalist colleague went to him and ex-
pressed her frustration that no amount of hard work
seemed to make a difference in the long run, Siddiqui
Sahib looked up bemused, held his pipe away, and
replied, “Phir kiya karain? Hathyar daal dein?” (So
what should we do? Surrender arms?) Siddiqui Sahib
himself never surrendercd arms, writing with
courage and conviction on what is wrong with
Pakistan today. :

- Beena Sarwar










Little

THANK YOU for finding us. We, the little people,
will continue to be amazed at every fresh glance
that comes our way —because we are not in the
business of collecting eyebalis. That's the job of
big magazines and bigger newspapers, with big
marketing wisdom and big money. We, with none
of the above, are happy with just your mind.

Sure, it's tough to find these days, you can't
quite remember where you put it last.-Never
mind. It'l come back to you, by and by.

You’ll need it. The minds-free, automatic nirvana that
we have got used to is a sexy but badly-constructed lie.
Reality is infinitely less sexy, embarrassingly more per-
sistent. It seeps through in the shape of the stereotype
beggar-urchin at the stop lights, the bright, depressing
fervour with which we are assured that the beggar-ur-
chin is an irrelevant stereotype, the small, everyday in-
cidents which urge us to turn the other way, if not the
other cheek, the little single-column items buried in the
newspapers which tell the real story of our part of the
world.

. We can’t afford slick, mass-produced dreams. So we
have decided to make our own demotic¢ version. Feel
free to join us. '

FROM THE INTRODUCTCRY EDITORIAL IN THE LITTLE
MAGAZINE, New DeLHL.

FROM BRAIN size and hair colour to the shape and
texture of toe-nails, every-characteristic of an individual
is totally determined by just two twisted strands of hu-
man DNA. A similar cultural DNA —a society’s educa-
tion system —contains within it the detailed genetic blue-
print determining what that society is destined to be-
come tomorrow. Forward oriented or fixated on the past,
democratic or authoritarian, egalitarian or elitist, peace-
ful or violently engaged in civil strife—the choice be-
tween such options is made when one generation passes
on to the next one its values and preferences.

So what are the values currently being transmitted
and communicated in Pakistan’s schools? Obviously
there is some variation across rich and poor schools, be-
tween villages and cities, and across provinces. But the
basic road-map is provided by the school curriculum.

Happy Eid

Sulking, We Work

Biriyani Missing

Muttonless

Boiled Vegetables in a Hindu Kingdom

A Harry EID GREETING SENT TO A BANGE ADESHI
COLLEAGUE BY A SRI LANKAN WORKING 1N KaTHMANDL.

Lest there be any confusion the reader
should know that, by an act of Parliament
passed in 1976, there is one and only one
allowed road-map, prepared by the Cur-
riculum Wing of the Federal Ministry of
Education, Government of Pakistan.

The usefulness of having a national cur-

riculum was soon recognised by General
Zia-ul-Haq. In 1981 he decreed that hence-
forth Pakistani education was to be totally
redefined and history rewritten according
to his vision of Pakistan. From now on the struggle for
Pakistan was no longer to be shown as a victorious
struggle for a Muslim homeland. Instead, it was to be
depicted as the movement for an Islamic state run ac-
cording to Tslamic law. Even if it conflicted with reality,
the heroes of the Pakistan movement—Jinnah, Igbal,
Syed Ahmed Khan - were to be projected as Islamic he-
roes. Furthermore all subjects, including the sciences,
were to be speedily Islamised.
" Two decades later, the mindset of the Zia era, and
the release of a pent-up religious rage, continues to re-
flected in Pakistan’s currently enforced curriculum ob-
jectives [see Box] for primary school children. Sadly,
while many Pakistanis are aware that there is something
wrong with the nature of our schooling, only a few have
access to public documents such as those reproduced
here and which expose us to international shame, con-
demnation, and ridicule. [Interestingly, in the foreword,
thit Curriculum Document acknowledges that “support
was provided by international organisations, in particu-
lar UNICEF, USAID, GTZ, and World Bank”. Shame on
them!] '

Consider the impact of the national curriculum ob-
jectives on a 12-year-old child in his last year of primary

school. Instead of a future that is joyous, and a peaceful

country that offers hope to all, he is told that life is actu-
ally about battling invisible enemies. Fear is ever-present
because beneath every stone lurks’'a venomous snake
and Pakistan is under the siege of sinister forces which
the child must learn to acknowledge, identify, and fight
to death. What mental space can remain for this child’s
inhodence when he or she must learn to make speeches
on jihad and martyrdom? And what scope exists for be-
ing tolerant and accepting of beliefs other than your own?

Consider the kind of people the national curriculum
seeks to install as role models. They are not scholars
and poets or scientists, nor people like Abdus Sattar Edhi
or others who have struggled for the rights of others.
Instead they are policemen, national guards, and sol-
diers. The child must collect their pictures, revere them,
perhaps kiss them. His visits to police stations-- where
rapes, tortures, and deaths in custody occur so routinely
as to be urremarkable —is expected to imbue him with
the spirit of humanism and patriotism. Is a greater per-
version of human values really possible?

Some of the curriculum objectives present more than
just a slight difficulty of implementation. To “demori-
strate by actions a belief in the fear of Allah” certainly
left me stumped, but surely some wise reader can think
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National Bureau of Curriculum and Textbooks

Pakistan.”[pg 154]

Pakistan.” [pgl54]
“India’s evil designs against Pakistan.” [pgl54]

.
.

e "Visit police stations.” [pgl58]
.

.

EXCERPTS FROM CURRICULUM DOCUMENT FOR CLASSES K-V
Federal Ministry of Education, 1995, Government of Pakistan.

At the completion of Class-V, the child should be able to:
o “Acknowledge and identify forces that may be working against

e “Demonstrate by actions a belief in the fear of Allah.”
® “Make speeches on Jehad and Shahadat.” [pgl54]
¢ “Understand Hindu-Muslim differences and the resultant need for

“Be safe from rumour mongers who spread false news.”

“Collect pictures of policemen, soldiers, and National Guards.” [pg158]
“Demanstrate respect for the leaders of Pakistan.” [pgi53]

in trains, how to demolish places
of worship, they even exchange
notes on surgical methods of ex-
tracting truths. But for some rea-
son our officialdoms just don't see
eyeball to eyeball.

All this cloak-and-dagger-in-
the-back is nothing new to Nepali
politics either, as poor Bhimsen
Thapa found out to his grief. The
extreme intrigue of the Nepal
durbar in the 19th century is prob-
ably what kept the East India Com-
pany away, and spared us from be-
ing turned into a hill-station con-
nected to the plains by a toy train.

The Company took one look at

{pgl54]

[pg158]

of ways fo grade a child on this. How it is possible to
“be safe from rumour mongers who spread false news”
is also beyond my intelligence to answer. As for the re-
_quirement to “demonstrate respect for.the leaders of Pa-
# kistan”, one presumes that on the morning of the 12 Oc-
tober 1999 coup, a model student had to present evi-
dence of respect for Mr. Nawaz Sharif, and in the evening
for General Musharraf.
Pervez Hooperoy N “TwE MENA(.E oF EDUCATION:
WHAT ARE THEY TEACHING IN Pakistant ScHoots Topay?”
FROM THE NEws, 11 June 2000.

1, Yes, |

THERE ARE people right here in Kathmandu who are
miffed that Indian intelligence left out their names from
the list of Pakistani agents in Nepal. They are hurt, their
credibility has been shattered. Not being on this list
means the Indians don't take you seriously. And if the
Indians don’t take you 5er10u5]V in this country, youaint
nobody.

People take extreme care of the1r reputations around
here. And there isnothing that bolsters a person’s stand-
ing more than having it whispered in
the Kathmandu cocktail circuit that
you are a spook.

Welcome to the Kingdom of the
Paranoid, where the national game is
I Spy. We still have a clipping of a
headline 'in an imaginative
Kathmandu tabloid that once al-
leged that the then Indian Ambassa-
dor was a Pakistani double agent.

I really can’t understand why,
when ambassadors have diplo-
matic impunity and spies work so
well together at the people-to-
people level, their governments I
are ateach other’s throats. Extrem- §
ists on both sides read the same  *
text books: how to cause mmayhem
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‘ the conspiracy theorists in
Kathmandu, and said lets get the hell out of here, these
guys are pros. Same with the Tibetan Army: they rode
in as close as Nuwakot and then suddenly turned right
around and galloped back to their high plateau. No
point, they must have reasoned, trying to conquer a
country that is so spooky.

But Calcutta did win the nght to place a reagent in
Kathmandu, the express purpose of which was to
meddle, interfere, divide and rule, The present occu-
pants of a partitioned Lazimpat carty on this grand tra-
dition. And that was fine with everybody until the Other
Guys wanted a piece of the action as well. Nepahs sort
of got caught in the middle.

Be that as it may, and notw1thstandmg how we our-
selves thrive on intrigue, it'is a great honour to play
host to such skullduggery. What deserving recognition
of our ancestral conspiraters that Nepal today can
proudly call itself a hotbed for every intelligence agency
worth its salt.

But | must say this. ] have serious doubts about the
IQ of foreign spooks who are reading these words over
my shoulder even as we speak. {They also can’t hold
their drinks, and have bad breath.)

If the intelligence agents of one particular friendly
country of one billion people
located south of the border
whose capital city is made up
of two words beginning with
the initials N and D were not
oxymorons, they would have
realised by now that their so-

called secret report has actually
united Nepalis like nothing else.
Not since ZeeNews revealed
to the world that Mr Tamrakar
was a hijacker have Nepalis
bonded so well. Where are you,
Binny? Haven't seen you around
lately.
Kunpa Doat iN FuNNy SiDe Up
ROM NEparr Times, KATHMANDU
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