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EDITORIAL 

Dalits –Biggest Human Rights Tragedy 

 
Spread across South Asia is a group of forgotten people numbering in the 

hundreds of millions. Despised by their countrymen and viewed as subhuman, 

even the shadows they cast are believed to be cursed. These people are the 

Dalits, the lowest of the low. Mostly, nearly 300 million live in India. For 

centuries the Dalits - or Untouchables – are at the bottom of Indian society. 

They have been subjected to most degrading and dehumanising abuse. The 

caste system (Varna) is an integral part of Hindu religion and Dalits are beneath 

the Shudra and rejected right from their birth. 

 

London Institute of South Asia (LISA) is deeply concerned about the plight of 

Dalits and the indigenous people of India. LISA held a seminar on this issue in 

London August 2016. Apartheid came to an end through a movement of people 

of many nations with one voice and one message – that apartheid is wrong. We 

believe that the injustice of the Dalits is the biggest human rights issue in the 

world today. It will take a similar movement of ordinary people to tackle this 

extraordinary oppression that has affected millions of people for thousands of 

years. The injustice of the Dalits is the biggest human rights tragedy in the 

world today. 

 

It is indeed dreadful how in the name of religion, people have justified 

apartheid, slavery, religious extremism. It is appalling how the world is not 

paying enough attention to religious intolerance and extremism in form of 

Hindutva in India. India is too big to be ignored and so is the issue of Dalits and 

minorities. 

 

Kashmir –India – Pakistan and the World Peace 

 

The spectre of a nuclear war hangs over South Asia. Modi is playing a 

dangerous game. If peace loving, sensible people (nations) don‘t intervene the 

situation could go out of control could lead to a catastrophe South Asia and the 

world can't afford. 

The world leaders have to play a positive role in peace initiatives to settle 

outstanding disputes between nations. Menace of terrorism has to be eliminated 

and state terrorism must cease forthwith. People‘s right to self-determination 

whose lands have been occupied must be ensured and above all respect for 

human rights, ensuring human dignity. World and regional powers must put an 

end to politics of intimidation, hate and deceit, stereotyping and labelling.  
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UN needs to be empowered to play a positive role as in its current configuration 

it is an instrument for whipping any nation that does not conform to the dictates 

of powerful nations. UN should not be a hostage to the powerful five permanent 

members of the Security Council but should be democratic to fulfil aspirations 

of the people that look for justice and peace. 

 

In South Asia the big brother India needs to give up domination and 

intimidating its smaller neighbours. It has to take lead in building good 

neighbourly relations with all countries in particular with Pakistan in the larger 

interest of peace and security in the region. It must work for regional peace, 

solve its own problems and stop interfering in other countries‘ internal affairs. 

That is the best prescription for reducing political and diplomatic tensions. 

 Indian leadership must not allow long-term diplomatic gains be traded for 

certain myopic constituency level concerns. It is no secret that Modi‘s recent 

virulence against Pakistan was targeted at appeasing a particular constituency 

within India, which, conditioned by vitriolic notions of national pride and 

India‘s supposed need to avenge the deaths of its soldiers by punishing 

Pakistan, cheered at the increasing hostilities and consumed the point-scoring 

and frenzied warmongering with alarming eagerness. 

Modi had the wherewithal to initiate a revolutionary breakthrough on the terms 

of engagement between Pakistan and India by shifting away from mutually 

exclusive positions and finding common ground in order to resolve outstanding 

disputes. In addition to bringing peace and prosperity in South Asia, Modi‘s 

could have set India‘s name as a visionary country in the international comity 

of nations. 

South Asia is in a state of flux with emerging geopolitical realignments. USA 

with its pivot to Asia considers India as an ally and India has enthusiastically 

embraced US game plan and has entered into a new era of Strategic Partnership 

with the US. On the other hand India's traditional ally Russia is building bridges 

with Pakistan, and they even conducted a military exercise together recently. 

China, a neighbour of South Asia and an emerging super power considers 

Pakistan as a strategic partner. Gawadar port in Baluchistan province of 

Pakistan is going to be a lifeline for China if tensions rise in the South China 

Sea. In comes Indian PM Narendra Modi and pulls his weight behind 

Baluchistan freedom struggle! Will Pakistan be amused? Will China be 

amused? Will Iran be worried? Where will all this lead with all four nuclear 
powers of the world involved?  

 

Noam Chomsky warns that it has been a miracle that nuclear weapons have not 

been used again since the US deployed them in Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 
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August 1945. That miracle may no longer be sustained if imperial hegemony 

and its geopolitical theatrics continue to value domination over the survival of 

the human race. He appropriately titles his article "Kashmir And „Pivoting‟ 

Toward A Nuclear Holocaust". Yes, Kashmir is central to this entire imbroglio. 

Indian government has successfully taken the eyes of the world off the suffering 

of Kashmiris, with its cross border Strategic Strikes. Now it‘s all jingoism and 

war hysteria and Kashmir may well be forgotten.  

 

Its day 101 since normalcy left Kashmir. Clashes, curfews and shoot outs are 

taking place in different parts of Kashmir. Imran Khan a psychologist from 

Kashmir writes "peace building should be the priority of all stake holders rather 

than war rhetoric, emotional provoking and threatening speeches. Kashmir is 

essentially a humanitarian issue which needs to be resolved in accordance with 

the aspirations of the people of Jammu and Kashmir." 

 

Indian has banned Pakistani artists and technicians from working in Indian film 

industry after the uprising in Kashmir and Uri incident. It is step too far and self 

defeating since amidst all animosity and hatred between India and Pakistan, it is 

the cinema and artist that had kept communication open between the people of 

two countries. By banning artists, India is trying to defeat engagement and 

thereby ensuring triumph of those who thrive on spreading hatred and discord 

The international community had created numerous counter-terrorism structures 

and had invested billions of dollars but terrorism continued to morph into more 

dangerous forms, Ambassador Maleeha Lodhi (Pakistan‘s Permanent 

representative at the UN) said. An important factor was an unwillingness to 

address conditions conducive to terrorists. 

―Conflicts undermine development, break down governance, create a sense of 

injustice and fuel violence,‖ Ambassador Lodhi said. ―Yet, in the context of 

preventing extremism, the international community has yet to address 

longstanding situations of conflict and injustice,‖ she said, citing the situation in 

Kashmir and Palestine. 

While there was consensus that terrorism cannot be associated with any 

religion, she said that extreme right political parties in the West were seeking to 

reap political dividends by fanning Islamophobia. ―Why is no action taken 

against this deliberate hate mongering?‖ 

Ambassador Lodhi stressed the need for addressing the root causes of terrorism 

as well as the now well-acknowledged drivers of radicalization that lie in 

economic and social marginalization and exclusion. ―Without talking a holistic 
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approach, we will be fighting symptoms and not the underlying causes of the 

disease itself.‖ 

She told the UN General Assembly‘s Sixth Committee, ―Pakistan has called for 

the U.N. Counter-Terrorism Strategy to focus attention on addressing 

unresolved disputes, foreign occupation and denial of right of self-

determination as part of measures to stamp out terrorism. The provisions of the 

draft Convention (against International Terrorism) should clearly distinguish 

between acts of terrorism and the legitimate struggles for self-determination of 

peoples living under foreign occupation,‖ 

Playing with Fire –Wither Human Rights 

India‘s encouragement of Pakistani Baluchistan‘s separatism by no less than it‘s 

Prime Minister Modi has sent alarm bells around the world. It is a dangerous 

gambit that has exposed India‘s involvement in Baluchistan. First the capture of 

Indian spy Kulbhushan Jadhav in March 2016 reportedly a serving commander 

in Indian navy who was allegedly involved in ―subversive activities‖ at the 

behest of Indian intelligence agency RAW and now this highly provocative 

statement by Modi. India‘s audacity in calling for Baloch separation from 

Pakistan has horrendous consequences not only for India but for the entire 

region. He has upped the ante in a characteristically jingoistic way.  

By moving Baluchistan centre-stage as a pawn in the larger strategic game 

between India and Pakistan, Modi is not showing concern for human rights 

violations but engaging in pure realpolitik with dangerous ramifications. The 

Indian prime minister probably needs to obfuscate the reality of India‘s human 

rights violations against Dalits, Adivasi, Sikhs, Muslims and Kashmiris which 

are likely to increase. 

If India can‘t be restrained from their blind adherence to this regionally 

destructive plot and disabused of going forward with this extremely high-risk 

gambit then peace shall remain elusive for generations. 
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It Is Time for the United Nations to Act on 

Kashmir 

Brian Cloughley 

In the territory of Kashmir, disputed between India and Pakistan, members of a 

militant organisation called Hizb-ul Mujahideen wage a campaign of violence 

against what they regard as Indian occupation of their region which is known 

by India as the State of Jammu and Kashmir and internationally as Indian-

administered Kashmir. In early July a popular 22-year old member of the 

organisation, Burhan Muzaffar Wani, was killed by Indian security forces. A 

highly intelligent young man, he joined the HuM at the age of 15 after his 

younger brother was beaten up by para-military soldiers, and became well 

known for his use of social media to encourage other young people to join the 

fight against India. 

The Indian Express newspaper reported that the authorities in Indian-

administered Kashmir trace the growth of such as Hizb-ul-Mujahideen back to 

2010 when after «young boys in Kashmir pelted stones at the Army, expressing 

rage over an alleged fake encounter that had killed three young men, the Army 

responded with bullets, killing over 110 youths. Since then, says a Senior 

Superintendent of Police, ‗the first signs of local boys joining the militant ranks 

began showing up‘». 

There were massive protests about the killing of Burhan Wani, and the 

BBC reported that in the three days following his death, «Police in Indian-

administered Kashmir say at least 30 people have been killed in clashes 

between protesters and security forces». The situation went from bad to terrible, 

and the civilian death toll is now over 80. Crowd control measures by the army 

and other security forces included the firing of pellets which blinded scores of 

people. As the New York Times reported of one such incident, «The patient‘s 

eyelids have been stretched back with a metal clamp, so his eyeball bulges out 

of glistening pink tissue. The surgeon sits with his back very straight, cutting 

with tiny movements of his fingers. Every now and then, a thread of blood 

appears in the patient‘s eye socket. The patient is 8 years old». 

There is little wonder that the insurgency in Kashmir has intensified. 

In June I attended a reunion of the United Nations Military Observer Group in 

India and Pakistan (UNMOGIP) in which I served as deputy head in 1980-82. It 

was a well-attended gathering in Sweden of the Blue Berets of Kashmir, and of 

http://indianexpress.com/article/india/india-others/big-picture-guns-n-poses/
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-36761527
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-37395830
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/08/29/world/asia/pellet-guns-used-in-kashmir-protests-cause-dead-eyes-epidemic.html
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course we talked of the violence in the disputed territory which we had grown 

to like so much. In our days of service on both sides of the Line of Control 

between the two regions of Kashmir the people were welcoming and hospitable 

and we could travel without fear of harm — but on the Indian side we were 

forbidden to visit the areas in which we were supposed to conduct ‗field tasks‘ 

in order to help in maintenance of peace. As the UN states, «The military 

authorities of Pakistan have continued to lodge complaints with UNMOGIP 

about ceasefire violations. The military authorities of India have lodged no 

complaints since January 1972 and have restricted the activities of the UN 

observers on the Indian side of the Line of Control». 

If the UN mission was permitted to operate properly, it would be able to 

«observe and report» — as laid down by its terms of reference — on exactly 

what is happening. It would be able to report, independently and objectively, to 

UN HQ on who began cross-Line firing, for example. But the Indian 

government does not want the United Nations to be involved in Kashmir, in 

spite of the fact that there was — and remains — a Security Council 

resolution mandating that the «the Military Observer Group shall continue to 

supervise the cease-fire in the State». India has never asked the UN Security 

Council to cancel that resolution. 

An equally undeniable UN resolution of 1948 states that «The Government of 

India should undertake that there will be established in Jammu and Kashmir a 

Plebiscite Administration to hold a plebiscite as soon as possible on the 

question of the accession of the State to India or Pakistan». And the world is 

still waiting. 

The feeling at annual gatherings of the Blue Berets of Kashmir is of deep regret 

that the disagreement between the countries, lasting from 1947 and caused 

largely by the maladroit intrigues of the British Viceroy of India, Lord 

Mountbatten, has not been solved. We consider that both countries have cases 

to put, and that there couldn‘t be a better body to whom to present their 

arguments than the United Nations. And our opinion has been given substance 

by, for example, the most welcome international arbitration decision over a 

dispute between India and Bangladesh concerning their maritime boundary. 

The UN‘s Court of Arbitration in The Hague stated that «On 7 July 2014, the 

Arbitral Tribunal constituted under the United Nations Convention on the Law 

of the Sea rendered its Award [which] establishes the course of the maritime 

boundary line between Bangladesh and India in the territorial sea, the exclusive 

economic zone, and the continental shelf within and beyond 200 nautical 

miles». As recorded by the Wall Street Journal, ―A United Nations court drew a 

http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/missions/unmogip/background.shtml
https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1951v06p2/d149
http://www.un.org/en/.../46-51_08-16-The%20India-Pakistan%20question.pdf
http://www.wsj.com/articles/u-n-court-rules-for-bangladesh-in-bay-of-bengal-dispute-1404827032
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new maritime border in the Bay of Bengal, awarding more than three-quarters 

of a disputed area to Bangladesh and opening the way for more energy 

exploration in the sea. The ruling... settled a long-running territorial dispute 

between Bangladesh and neighbouring India. Both countries said they would 

abide by the decision‖. End of message. There was a dispute between two 

countries and they put their cases to the UN and accepted the mediation and 

decision of arbitration.  Whoever won but the biggest winner was the cause of 

peace. 

Although India welcomed the UN judgement about its maritime dispute with 

Bangladesh it refuses to acknowledge that a UN decision about its territorial 

dispute with Pakistan over Kashmir could be equally acceptable. Why? 

After all, India‘s Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru sent a telegram to his 

counterpart in Pakistan on 4 November 1947 declaring that «I have stated our 

Government‘s policy and made it clear that we have no desire to impose our 

will on Kashmir but to leave final decision to the people of Kashmir. I further 

stated that we have agreed on impartial international agency like the United 

Nations supervising any referendum». 

But India has for many years rejected impartiality concerning Kashmir. And the 

present government of the Bharatiya Janata Party continues the policies of its 

predecessors as regards the territory. 

On September 30, as reported by Radio Free Europe, «UN Secretary-General 

Ban Ki-moon offered to act as a mediator between India and Pakistan to defuse 

escalating tensions over the disputed Himalayan region of Kashmir», following 

a terrorist attack on an Indian camp in the territory that killed 19 soldiers and 

resulted in massive artillery shelling and small arms firing across the Line of 

Control by Indian forces. (Contrary to Indian statements on subsequent 

developments, there were no «surgical strikes» conducted by Indian forces 

across the Line of Control.) 

But India rejects proposals for talks of any sort. As the New Indian 
Express stated on September 14, «Despite India‘s diplomatic counter-

manoeuvring, Pakistan is succeeding in «internationalising» the Kashmir 

conflict as the UN Human Rights Council on Tuesday sought access to the 

Valley — a demand that was turned down by New Delhi. The UN High 

Commissioner for Human Rights said he was awaiting from India a reply to his 
request seeking access to both sides of the Line of Control. Rejecting the 

demand, the Ministry of External Affairs said the question of an external 

mission was considered by the all-party conference on August 12. «It was 

http://www.rferl.org/a/un-chief-ban-ki-moon-offers-mediate-kashmir-dispute-india-pakistan/28025469.html
http://www.newindianexpress.com/nation/2016/sep/14/India-rejects-UN-request-to-visit-Kashmir-1519277.html
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unanimously felt that the Indian democracy has all that is required to address 

legitimate grievances, » the ministry said». 

India‘s last external affairs minister, Salman Khurshid, was adamant about 

rejecting mediation over Kashmir and stated that «We did hear some statements 

about giving access to third parties in this affair. I think we have moved away 

from that... we reiterate our position that these are bilateral issues and they 

should be settled bilaterally». 

No matter what may be claimed, Kashmir is not a bilateral issue, because the 

dispute remains on the books of the United Nations. India has tried for many 

years to convince the world that the 1972 India-Pakistan Simla Accord 

following the Bangladesh war of 1971 in some way invalidates UN Security 

Council resolutions regarding Kashmir. But the first paragraph of the Simla 

agreement is «that the Principles and Purposes of the Charter of the United 

Nations shall govern the relations between the countries». 

Then it states that «the two countries are resolved to settle their differences by 

peaceful means through bilateral negotiations or by any other peaceful means 

mutually agreed upon between them» [emphasis added]. It is obvious that, 

contrary to Indian claims, there is no legal exclusion of the UN or any third 

party from mediation over Kashmir, given the agreement to include «any other 

means» towards settlement — such as that employed to settle the India-

Bangladesh dispute. 

It is time for maturity about the future of Kashmir. Far too much blood has been 

shed and far too much bitterness created. The solution is for the UN Security 

Council to appoint a mediation commission to analyse the problem and decide 

upon a binding solution. In the meantime the UN Mission in India and Pakistan, 

UNMOGIP, should be empowered by the Security Council to carry out its 

duties, which would result in cessation of cross-Line firing, thereby reducing 

tension — and saving lives. 

Then there would be peace. How annoying that would be for the extremists on 

both sides. 

Brian Coughley is an accomplished writer of many books. He is an expert in 

South Asian affairs. He writes as defence analyst for IHS/Jane‟s Sentinel. He 

writes weekly column in Strategic Culture Foundation.  
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 LISA SEMINAR 

 
“Religion, terrorism and caste oppression in South Asia” 

 
London Institute of South Asia (LISA) held a seminar on ―Religion, terrorism 

and caste oppression in South Asia‖ on 25 August 2016 at the Advanced Legal 

School, University of London.  

 

Spread across South Asia is a group of forgotten people numbering in the 

hundreds of millions. Despised by their countrymen and viewed as subhuman, 

even the shadows they cast are believed to be cursed. These people are the 

Dalits, the lowest of the low. Mostly, nearly 300 million live in India. For 

centuries the Dalits - or Untouchables – are at the bottom of Indian society. 

They have been subjected to most degrading and dehumanising abuse. The 

caste system (Varna) is an integral part of Hindu religion and Dalits are beneath 

the Shudra and rejected right from their birth. 

 

 London Institute of South Asia (LISA) is deeply concerned about the plight of 

Dalits and the indigenous people of India. Apartheid came to an end through a 

movement of people of many nations with one voice and one message – that 

apartheid is wrong. We believe that the injustice of the Dalits is the biggest 

human rights issue in the world today. It will take a similar movement of 

ordinary people to tackle this extraordinary oppression that has affected 

millions of people for thousands of years. The injustice of the Dalits is the 

biggest human rights tragedy in the world today. 

 

It is indeed dreadful how in the name of religion, people have justified 

apartheid, slavery, religious extremism. It is appalling how the world is not 

paying enough attention to religious intolerance and extremism in form of 

Hindutva in India. India is too big to be ignored and so is the issue of Dalits and 

minorities. 
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Seminar Report 2016. 

 
 The seminar sent a strong message to the international community by 

highlighting the plight of well over 300 Million people of India who are the 

most deprived community living on this planet earth. They are Dalits of India. 

The seminar was supported by think tanks, human rights organisations and 

groups like Amnesty International, Voice on Dalits International (VODI), Dalit 

Freedom Network (DFN) and Facilitate Global  

 

The seminar was addressed by very eminent speakers, thinkers and activists 

from India and the United Kingdom. It was chaired by Alan Hart an iconic TV 

presenter of Panorama at BBC and a great supporter of Palestinian and 

Kashmiris. In his opening address he said CASTE SYSTEM is not only an 

obscenity. It's a form of evil. The question - Why, oh why, do Indians tolerate 

it? Put another way - Why don't they protest, rise up in great numbers, to end it? 

It is worst humanitarian crisis and modern day slavery.  

 

Professor Kancha Ilaiah 

 

Professor Kancha Ilaiah from Hyderabad University India gave a keynote 

address emphasising Caste-based discrimination and practice is a violation of 

international human rights agreements and constitutional provisions. The 

elimination of caste discrimination is a global agenda and global responsibility. 

All religions, all nations and international community must join hands together 

in support of Dalits. 

 

Historically there were phases of struggle that actually took place against 

human untouchability. Greatest fight against it was by Gautama Buddha who 

was the father of Buddhism. Even then the Brahmanical forces were much more 

powerful than the Judean people at the time of Jesus Christ in Israel – they were 

the priests who controlled everything. They insisted that God created you as 

you are that no one has the right to change it. God did not allow education and 

property for those who were born to be dispossessed. 

 

The tragedy of 21
st
 century when the much trumpeted  democracy in the ruling 

the  government of India has instituted laws  that you cannot eat beef –if you eat 

beef in India private Hindu army created by the right wing  can enter your 

homes and search your refrigerators and arrest /beat up/harass you. This breach 

of privacy and breach of sanctity of an Indian home has become a norm but the 

world looks on without blinking an eyelid. 

 

 In 2001 I took a team of delegates to present the case to of Dalits to UN 

Conference on ―Conference against racism, racial discrimination and 
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xenophobia‖ in Durban, South Africa.  He said that he had requested various 

governments to raise this issue at the UN and after India threatened  that is an 

internal matter and cannot go to UN the matter was shelved. 

 

 He requested London Institute of South Asia (LISA) to use their forum to find 

nations that would be prepared to raise this issue at the UN. The chairman LISA 

assured him and the audience that we shall do our best to address this problem. 

 

Robert Gallimore 

 

Robert Gallimore an ex British decorated army officer, a teacher, a researcher 

and film maker(documentaries)  said that Caste system in India is hugely wrong 

and asked why it still exists. He presented his talk in a geostrategic context and 

said that the UK cannot disassociate itself from inhuman persecution of Dalits. 

 He was dismayed as to why India has not been declared a pariah state like 

South Africa- why this silence and why not enough noise? The British liked the 

caste system as it was a readymade system for effective imperial control. He 

highly criticised Modi for making some noises but at the same time 

encouraging persecution in the margins without an order trail.  Britain has to 

share the blame but what is happening in India now is inexcusable.  

 

He insisted that India is sitting on a time bomb as this inequality and 

dispossession would inevitably lead to an uprising. He was of the view that the 

economic growth in India is fuelled by caste system. India is suffering from 

horrendous industrial conditions and a revolution is a foregone conclusion – it 

just cannot go on like this if it has to survive as a nation state. The world at 

large is deliberately quiet on these disgusting problems in India and amazingly 

is not even paying lip service to these human rights issues and by contrast there 

is a lot of noise on issues in China, Pakistan and Burma and other places that 

actually dwarf the issues in India.  

 

 He made some remarkable observations by saying that India has an outstanding 

PR machine. Do you ever hear or read of honour killing, women rights, state 

terrorism, and apartheid and caste discrimination. No these are associated with 

Pakistan. Pakistan is all BAD, India all GOOD.  

 

He said India has so completely defeated Pakistan in PR and the world would 

see only through that prism / paradigm. India he said had always managed to 

leave Pakistan miles behind in public relations and diplomacy. He highlighted 

the weaknesses of India in terms of Naxal Movement, Dalit Movement, 

Kashmir Independence Movement and Assam Freedom highlighting the human 

rights violation in India. India has cleverly diverted world attention by making 

Pakistan the bad boy. 
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Mr Eugene Culas 

 

Mr Eugene Culas founder director Voice on Dalits International (VODI) 

insisted that in actual fact there are 440 million Dalits leading sub-human life 

and that shockingly they represent 35% total Indian population is worst 

humanitarian disaster in the history of mankind. 

 

 He addressed the issue of Caste discrimination and Dalits from national and 

international development angle. Dalits, ‗meaning historically broken people 

due to criminal caste discrimination‘ and who number 444 million people of 

South Asia have been treated unjustifiably and inhumanly. UK has a long 

history of struggles by the caste affected people under the leadership of 

CasteWatchUK. Last week this organisation, together with South Asia 

Solidarity Group organised a demonstration outside India House, London, 

protesting against the continued atrocities on Dalits in India by the Indian caste 

criminals 

 

As a result of these struggles and the UK Parliament, keeping to its traditions 

towards slavery and apartheid, passed the Equality Act Section 9 (2010/2013 

making caste discrimination illegal in the UK particularly in the field of 

education, employment and in service delivery, but still awaiting executive 

order to implement the law, due to the opposition by the Hindu lobby headed by 

their temples, Anti Caste Legislation Committee and by British Hindu All 

Parliamentary Party Group  

 

He said that poverty of over 90% of the poor in India is pre-determined and 

imposed at gun point, and 95% of the development energy, resources and 

efforts are wasted on combating opposition to their development due to the 

general criminal caste mindset. 

 

International Aid Agencies [INGOs] and Western Governments profess to 

address the root causes of poverty and educate their public. However they show 

ignorance or are unaware of the root cause of poverty of Dalits of all faiths, 

who form 1/3
rd

 of the Global poor - to be precise 440 million people.  

 

There are three groups of people in India: 

 The 1
st
 group in a caste affected society is composed of 25% of population, 

doing jobs such as cleaning and handling dead objects [humans and animals]. 

They are branded by criminal casteists as untouchables, unseeables and sub-
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humans, without any human and development rights. Although previously they 

were known by different names – such as depressed communities, Harijans, 

etcetera, they are called Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes [Scand STs] in 

the independent India. They call themselves as ‗Dalits‘. They are frequently 

subjected to untold and barbaric humiliations, brutality, sexual violations, 

destruction of dwellings, fatal crimes with impunity of the perpetrators intended 

to break the body and mind of the individual and community, thereby extracting 

free labour and physical control.      

          

The 2
nd

 group in a caste affected society constitute 60% of its population. They 

are branded as Other / Backward communities in the Independent India and are 

considered as ‗slaves‘ by the criminal caste mindset. Occupationally, they are 

masons, carpenters, weavers, farm / fish workers, and etcetera who are 

subjected to caste discrimination, and are victims of arbitrary and inhuman 

caste punishments. Their only duty in life, according to the caste mindset, is to 

serve meekly the remaining 3rd group. 

 

The 3
rd

 group in a caste affected society constitutes 15% of its population. This 

Group is composed of three other groups as priests, warrior and, trading 

occupations and their sub-groups always indentified by their caste names 

together with their first names [For example, Shah, Sharma, Varna, Mukherji, 

Banarji, Chaterji etcetera are caste names]. These three groups have jointly 

connived to share all earthly possessions such as land, wealth, knowledge, 

power, rights, privileges, and entitlements etcetera. The priests [3.5% of total 

population] take dominance, and are considered as gods on earth and to be 

masters of everything. They jointly prescribe a fictitious hierarchy of 

occupations, social status by birth etcetera for the remaining population. They 

have formed a code of caste laws which are unbreakable despite the 

constitution.  

 

VT Rajshekar   

 

VT Rajshekar a writer, activist and editor of Dalit Voice who has spent a 

lifetime supporting Dalits was characteristically fiery and was very critical of 

BJP Prime Minister Modi and said he was an extremist and murderer of many 

Indian Muslims. He felt that caste oppression is the most burning problem and 

reiterated that Caste system is Hinduism and Hinduism is with caste. Without 

caste it shall not be Hinduism. 

 

 He said that some speakers today have questioned that why don‘t Dalits rise up 

regretfully how you expect them to rise and protest. No one is bothered about 

them; the world is quiet on the subject so how do you expect them to fight. 

Dalits are cursed by Hinduism and if you remove caste Hinduism is dead. 
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 He said that Varna system is the sole cause of India backwardness, poverty, 

terrorism and Modi is responsible for fomenting hatred against Muslims and 

other communities in India. RSS killed Gandhi and now anything Muslim in 

India is labelled as terrorism. Modi is pushing Sikhs to go for Khalistan. 

He did not mince his words and said that India is controlled by Brahmins in 

league with the Zionists and with the rise of Modi and his RSS brand of 

Hindutva India is polarised that may well lead to its undoing. 

 

Clive Hambidge 

 

 Clive Hambidge director Facilitate Global presented a scholarly support of 

Dalit cause with his fascinating humanistic appeal. In Sanskrit Dalit has the 

meaning ‗broken people‘.  They are anything but. I cannot cope with their 

suffering; I sit here in privilege. However, I cannot cope with their suffering, 

and so, I am here to add commentary and to say no to any system that 

condemns between 18 and 20 percent of the Indian population to abuse from 

the sacred passage of birth into a mainly patriarchal concoction of unwise, 

unlawful discrimination through no fault of their own.  

  

India is a Party to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights it is 

right therefore that NFDW calls India‘s government‘s attention to: ―Article 24 

(2) of the Covenant [which] provides that every child shall be registered 

immediately after birth. In India, 46% of all children are not registered. There is 

also no system of registration of marriages. This is not only a barrier for the 

realization of civil and political rights; it also prevents the protection of Dalit 

girls from sexual exploitation and trafficking, child labour and forced and early 

marriage.‖   

 

There are today hundreds of thousands of pending cases of abuse/violence, 

sexual exploitation, and worse, against perceived lower classes, and Dalits, 

against the backdrop of a creaking and corrupt legal system where police, 

lawyers, officers of the courts, corporatists and government cronies submit with 

alacrity -and lack of conscience- to bribery reckoned to be in the ball park 

figure of $500 million per year and rising.   

 

It is a mistake of grave proportions, if one admits into a national psyche the 

disenfranchisement of 300 million souls! If a government invests, as the 

representative organisation of a sovereign people, in only part of itself when the 

omniscient form of The Mother invests in all of itself, including government, 

then these words by Sarada Devi commit to the plight of the Dalits: “Know that 

service to your mother is your highest duty. But it is a different if she stands in 

the way of your spiritual progress 
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If I would even to consider the abhorrence, that another sentient human being is 

‗untouchable‟  I desensitize  as I dehumanize, I become a willing party to 

prejudice, discrimination, intolerance, injustice, apartheid, violence -

unwittingly or will fully- I separate my conscience from consciousness. I 

degrade myself as I degrade another. I will not do it or be party to it. 

 

Saeed Ismat  

 

Former Ambassador and Chairman of London Institute of South Asia Saeed 

Ismat in his closing remarks said, ―In my view it is not all gloom and doom 

there are some positive sign on the horizon - I visualise that a revolution is in 
the making, especially in the universities, against caste oppression. There are 

different alliances that are taking shape between Muslims and Dalits, this was 

highlighted at a recent seminar at SOAS organised by South Asian Solidarity 

Group   and then we witness emerging alliance between Marxist and Dalits. For 

the first time, Dalit students and the communist-affiliated student unions that 

have been facing the brunt of the right-wing onslaught are making common 

cause. This alliance against the saffron upsurge has prompted the main left 

parties such as the CPM and CPI and the smaller Marxist-Leninist outfits also 

to do a rethink and make the Dalit cause a significant plank of their new 

strategy.” 

―As for Modi himself it is doubtful if the Dalits could ever trust him. As chief 

minister of Gujarat, Modi had said publicly that ―Dalits were like mentally 

retarded children”.  In contrast to Modi Gandhi had called them ―Children of 
God”. Modi further said that for Dalit community involved in manual 

scavenging it was a “spiritual experience‟‟. What a great Spiritual Experience it 

must be – Mr Modi is advised to undergo this ―spiritual experience‖ urgently. If 

you perform manual scavenging for just one week you shall be blessed with that 

great spiritual experience and you shall become a better leader of the biggest 

democracy in the world.”  

 The modern technology is doing wonders in waking up the people as it has 

woken up Kashmiris after the murder of Burhan Wani a 22year old that sparked 

unprecedented uprising. Today is 48
th

 day of his death but the curfew continues 

and 86 Kashmiris killed, hundreds wounded and thousands in jail. India held 

Kashmir has a population of just 13 Million and India has deployed nearly 

700,000 troops to control the Kashmiris. It is the highest concentration of troops 
on this planet -that is one soldier for 19 Kashmiri men, women and children. 

Many analysts believe that ―The situation in Kashmir is heading towards a 

referendum.  Well no one should be afraid of a referendum and the solution 

should be through the United Nations resolutions in accordance with the 
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aspirations of the Kashmiri people. The human rights violations in India-held 

Kashmir or human rights of Dalits are not internal matter of the Indian state 

these are also matters of international concern. 

At London Institute of South Asia (LISA) we are deeply concerned about the 

plight of Dalits and the indigenous people of India. Apartheid came to an end 

through a movement of people of many nations with one voice and one 

message – that apartheid is wrong. We believe that the injustice of the Dalits is 

the biggest human rights issue in the world today. It will take a similar 

movement of ordinary people to tackle this extraordinary oppression that has 

affected millions of people for thousands of years. The injustice of the Dalits is 

the biggest human rights tragedy in the world today. We shall be delighted to 

work with all groups, think tank and human rights bodies to support the cause 

of Dalit Liberation Movement 

 

We would also like to thank each of you who are here today; we thank our 

contributors, volunteer supporters. Without you it would not be possible to host 

this historic conference today. I sincerely appreciated and honour each of you 

for supporting the cause of Dalits. Each one of you is a driving force of Dalit 

Liberation Movement and let this be a historical human rights movement to free 

Dalits from the stranglehold of slavery and degradation by Brahmanical forces 

in the contemporary world. 
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An Indian Narrative 
Too Big to Ignore 

 
Clive Hambidge 

 
The foreign observer Mark Tully

1
 awarded the Padma Shri

2
 in 1992 by the 

Indian government wrote: ―‗how do you cope with poverty? [In India] That 

must be the question I have been asked most frequently by visitors to India. I 

often reply, ‗I don‘t have to. The poor do.‘ ―In Sanskrit Dalit has the meaning 
‗broken people‘.  They are anything but. I cannot cope with their suffering; I sit 

here in privilege. However, I cannot cope with their suffering, and so, I am here 

to add commentary and to say no to any system that condemns between 18 and 

20 percent of the Indian population to abuse from the sacred passage of birth 

into a mainly patriarchal concoction of unwise, unlawful discrimination through 

no fault of their own.   

 

I am particularly concerned for the women of India who according to the 

National Federation of Dalit Women (NFDW)
3
: ―Dalit women are 

discriminated against not only by people of higher castes but also within their 

own communities.‖  Further ―India party to the Convention on the Elimination 

of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW), the government has 

an extra obligation to make sure that women can realize their rights ... including 

policy and budgetary measures.‖ Also to ―punish those who engage in caste-

based violence and discrimination.‖   

  

Ghandi had given to this grouping [Dalits] the term ‗children of God‘ (Harijan); 

and indeed they are. However, the formidable Dr Bhimrao Ramji Ambedkar, 

himself born 14
th
 April 1891 into an ‗untouchable community‘

4
,  against the 

odds and higher caste ‗humiliations‘, graduated from Bombay University in 

Political Science and Economics. A bright intellectual, study in the USA saw 

him receive a PHD from Columbia University published as ―The Evolution of 

                                                 
1
 Mark Tully. No Full Stops in India. Published in Penguin Books 1992.     

2
 ΨtŀŘƳŀ {ƘǊƛ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊǘƘ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ŎƛǾƛƭƛŀƴ ŀǿŀǊŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ LƴŘƛŀΣ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ 

Bharat Ratna, the Padma Vibhushan and the Padma Bhushan. Awarded by the 
DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ LƴŘƛŀΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ŜǾŜǊȅ ȅŜŀǊ ƻƴ LƴŘƛŀϥǎ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎ 5ŀȅΦΩ 
Wikipedia.   
3
http://www.rightlivelihood.org/fileadmin/Files/PDF/Literature_Recipients/Manor

ama/Background_Manorama.pdf 
4
 https://histhink.wordpress.com/2010/07/19/salam-bhimrao-dr-bhimrao-ramji-

ambedkar-the-dalit-movement-in-india-a-reflection/ 

http://www.rightlivelihood.org/fileadmin/Files/PDF/Literature_Recipients/Manorama/Background_Manorama.pdf
http://www.rightlivelihood.org/fileadmin/Files/PDF/Literature_Recipients/Manorama/Background_Manorama.pdf
https://histhink.wordpress.com/2010/07/19/salam-bhimrao-dr-bhimrao-ramji-ambedkar-the-dalit-movement-in-india-a-reflection/
https://histhink.wordpress.com/2010/07/19/salam-bhimrao-dr-bhimrao-ramji-ambedkar-the-dalit-movement-in-india-a-reflection/
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Provincial Finance in British India‖ and later in 1920 he became Bar-at-law in 

London. Thus equipped he was to be a powerful advocate for ‗Dalit assertion‘ 

and a galvanizing figurehead for those that despise any ‗form of bondage‘ 

including the subjugation of husband over wife, and women‘s rights in general. 

Writes the Dalit activist Goldy M. George
5
: ―At the conference of the 

Depressed Classes Women in Nagpur in 1942, he stated: ‗let every girl who 

marries stand by her husband, claim to be her husband‘s friend and equal, and 

refuse to be his slave‘. He resigned from the Nehru‘s cabinet as Law Minister 

only when the cabinet refused to pass the Women‘s Rights Bill. This strongly 

proves that his idea of Socialism was embedded in his core agenda of freedom 

for all from all forms of bondage.‖ Swami Vivekananda had said ‗in India there 

are two great evils, trampling on the women, and grinding the poor through 

caste restrictions.‘  

 

India is a Party to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights it is 

right therefore that NFDW calls India‘s government‘s attention to: ―Article 24 

(2) of the Covenant [which] provides that every child shall be registered 

immediately after birth. In India, 46% of all children are not registered. There is 

also no system of registration of marriages. This is not only a barrier for the 

realization of civil and political rights; it also prevents the protection of Dalit 

girls from sexual exploitation and trafficking, child labour and forced and early 

marriage.‖   

 

There are today hundreds of thousands of pending cases of abuse/violence, 

sexual exploitation, and worse, against perceived lower classes, and Dalits, 

against the backdrop of a creaking and corrupt legal system where police, 

lawyers, officers of the courts, corporatists and government cronies submit with 

alacrity -and lack of conscience- to bribery reckoned to be in the ball park 

figure of $500 million per year and rising.  

  

NFDW inform and it makes for grim reading: ―abuse traditionally reserved for 

Dalit women includes. ―extreme filthy verbal abuse and sexual epithets, naked 

parading, dismemberment, being forced to drink urine and eat faeces, branding, 

pulling out of teeth, tongue and nails, and violence including murder after 

proclaiming witchcraft.‖ And ―the Devadasa system of temple prostitution is 

the most extreme form of exploitation of Dalit women.‖    

 

Regional polity   

 
If one establishes, beyond any reasonable doubt, a particular view of any 

                                                 
5
 https://histhink.wordpress.com/2010/07/19/salam-bhimrao-dr-bhimrao-ramji-

ambedkar-the-dalit-movement-in-india-a-reflection/ 

https://histhink.wordpress.com/2010/07/19/salam-bhimrao-dr-bhimrao-ramji-ambedkar-the-dalit-movement-in-india-a-reflection/
https://histhink.wordpress.com/2010/07/19/salam-bhimrao-dr-bhimrao-ramji-ambedkar-the-dalit-movement-in-india-a-reflection/
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particular narrative is based on a conditioned experience, an open mind, as open 

If one establishes, beyond any reasonable doubt, a particular view of any 

particular narrative is based on a conditioned experience, an open mind, as open 

as a lotus blossom is a rare ecology indeed. Still in light of substantive 

evidence, one must reason by oneself for oneself correctly, within the accepted 

limitations of consciousness, that is true but not true enough, so that in the 

process of gathering facts one doesn‘t fall foul of missing the point whilst 

developing an argument. Therefore the classical spiritual conception of Indian 

introspection must, in my view, be revisited, and related to the exteroceptive 

stimuli of poverty, and rising inequality across Asia, (that‘s over 4 billion souls)  

if we are to understand emergent arising conditions of inequality, and the  

concomitants of pain, hunger, and disease of both mind, spirit, and body, so 

inimical to the societal development and evolution of India, indeed the 

sovereign peoples governed by, let down by,  a powerful  interconnected global 

polity.  

 

Regional policy, and regional conflicts, will have important repercussions for 

the poor of India and by association the Dalits and most tragically the women 

and girls of India. Brazil, Russia, India, China, South Africa (BRICS) 

comprising 42% of the global population has US$4 trillion of ―combined 

foreign reserves‖ and counting. This is real financial influence and BRICS are 

using such advantage against US financial hegemony. Read through the 

diplomatic ‗doublespeak‘ and  the self declared American exceptionalism‘s 

hovering eagle is taking to the political skies up against the swooping fire 

breathing dragon of China.  Scorched feathers will be the result here, or 

scorched earth! 

 

The so named BRICS New Development Bank (NDB) headquartered in 

China‘s Shanghai, with an initial start-up fund of US$50 billion rising over the 

years to US$100 billion, will (one hopes) fund, infrastructure projects, across 

the BRICS countries to achieve the stated aim to help the poor. The nationally 

planned projects would be ―socially, environmentally and economically 

sustainable.‖ Caution is advised for China is no lover of human rights, (neither 

is India, it seems) and though projections would have us believe the BRICS 

countries (to be joined by Middle Eastern Sovereign States historically 

controlled by America, diversifying now away from carbon based economies to 

infra structure projects in West Africa alongside China) will outstrip the 

formally G7s global GDP share somewhere between 2040-50. The truth is 

climate change; war, armed conflict, and environmental degradation increase 

exponentially, meaning mass migrations of the poor rise will every year by the 

tens of millions.  
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To challenge American financial hegemony and control over institutions such 

as the International Monetary Fund (IMF), BRICS has a framework Treaty, the 

Contingent Reserve Arrangement (CRA). According to the Treaty: ―the parties 

agree that this contingent reserve arrangement shall contribute to strengthening 

the global financial safety net and complement existing international monetary 

and financial arrangements (Russia & India Report 30 July 2015)‖. All these 

have their ‗untouchables‘: anyone who is poor.  The rapid economic growth in 

the BRICS countries and aggressive competition will be causal of 

destabilisation, increasing inequality.  

 

Climate change and the obscene scramble for finite resources to satiate the 

desires of a rising middle class and the greed of the elites (a greed ‗beyond 

avarice‘ allied to incompetent governance and institutional corruption) could 

lead to a third world war which according to Pope Francis has already begun. 

Pope Francis described capitalism as ―an unfettered pursuit of money rules‖ 

adding ―once greed for money presides over the entire socio-economic system, 

it ruins society, it condemns and enslaves men and women, and it destroys 

human fraternity.‖ It becomes as claimed by 4
th

 century Bishop Saint Basil of 

Caesarea ―the dung of the devil.‖ Contextually the plight of Dalits is to increase 

rather than be resolved by 2020, if the current trends of market, military and 

government aggression and confrontation continue.    

        

So we must amplify soundness in mind, spirit and body of Indians as they strive 

to achieve an ‗historic transformation‘ of the appalling conditions of unjustified 

prejudice attached to the intergenerational abuse and lasting inequality of the 

Dalits. This ‗historic transformation‘ is arising from the Dalits themselves, who 

taking legislation already in place, organise, organise, organise to incrementally 

make sure constitutional guarantees and statues passed become facts for the 70 

percent of Indians who live in rural districts far removed from recourse to 

justice and prey to higher-caste abuse.      

 

Moral Recognition 

   
A moral recognition of equality -natural rights- finds the human discourse in 

creative, hopefully enlightened, regulatory debate and developmental 

institutional schema for redress of injustice, under law, of plaintive complaint - 

and even exaggerated complaint- equality through enlightened legislation.   

Through the right properties of good governance -where do we find good 

governance- we afford for the people a sustainable impartial social contract. 

There can be no subordinate persons in this as equality implies equality: does it 

not?  
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In judicial process from civilising values the same principles of morality must 

be applied in law to a transgressor of an accepted law as to the transgressed.  

Here then we have right association to the moral proposition passing good 

judgements in good conduct of matters requiring a moral principle concordant 

with the atmospherics of equality. All this ‗moral sentiment‘ in times of love, in 

times of hate, in times of war, and times of peace is: ―the same life that shoots 

in joy through the dust of the earth in numberless blades of grass and breaks 
into tumultuous waves of leaves and flowers.‖

6
 We lay claim to one another, in 

virtue of capacity, or incapacity. Still life claims in infinite mood all in death 

and death is (Yama) claimed by life. You cannot avoid one by denying the 

other.    

  

An institutional concept of equality rests upon an institutional awareness of 

historical and contemporary injustice and ‗rules‘ accordingly.  This is common 

sense in common cause as defined in national constitutions, statutes made,  

legal challenge met, and lawful precedents set (plus the peremptory 

international laws) that are the deep foundations -though not seismic proof- of 

‗liberal democracies‘. Government is made credible, justified, by equality and 

liberty, not fear. If the Dalits live in fear, and the government legitimizes by its 

inaction this pervasive fear, it is thereby delegitimized. Hobbes paradox that 

political power ‗arises‘ and is maintained by making people feel safe but   

‗operates chiefly by making people fearful‘
7
 by threatening violence -

subjugation is violence, oppression is violence- then that government comes 

under threat by greater violence, sedition and revolution.  For if there is no 

lawful authority then, the authority for justice is taken up by the people, for the 

people, with the people. 

 

It is a mistake of grave proportions, if one admits into a national psyche the 

disenfranchisement of 300 million souls! If a government invests, as the 

representative organisation of a sovereign people, in only part of itself when the 

omniscient form of The Mother invests in all of itself, including government, 

then these words by Sarada Devi commit to the plight of the Dalits: “Know that 

service to your mother is your highest duty. But it is a different if she stands in 
the way of your spiritual progress.”    

                    

The spiritual science so ably explained and demonstrated in the evident 

grandeur of certain lives, and as witnessed in the pragmatism of actions where 

no pernicious distinctions were made between caste and casteless and where the 

real needs of the other ( is there ‗the other‘?) were taken as commensurate to 

their benevolent  actions.  The social sciences are to impute the realities in 

                                                 
6
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7
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compilation of report, reflecting the true scale and magnitude of an unfolding 

societal reality. The two together forming  the centripetal and centrifugal forces 

within which, a narrative is held, and from which, the volunteer, activist, 

statesperson, NGO, expand as life expands into service ‗for contraction is 

death‘(Vivekananda).    

           

If the great Swami Vivekananda dictum ―religion is not for empty bellies‖ holds 

true, then religion is not for empty beliefs, philosophy for empty heads, and 

politics for empty hearts. So ―arise awake‖ India‘s best and brightest, grow into 

the highest value you can think of and with alacrity act. Make no mistake the 

Dalits are; so work with them, for them, so that the very words untouchably 

poor will be consigned to history. 

        

I would suggest one must not throw out the spiritual baby of India with the 

murky, soiled bathwater of religious extremism and corporate, government 

connivance.  India‘s governance is clearly not looking after her children, some 

of her sons are errant, and others suffer from their actions.  Mother India looks 

on and serves all.    

   

If I would even to consider the abhorrence, that another sentient human being is 

‗untouchable‟  I desensitize  as I dehumanize, I become a willing party to 

prejudice, discrimination, intolerance, injustice, apartheid, violence -

unwittingly or will fully- I separate my conscience from consciousness. I 

degrade myself as I degrade another. I will not do it or be party to it. 

 

Clive Hambidge is Human Development Director at Facilitate Global a London 

based human rights ngo. Clive is an analyst and political commentator. His 

articles and papers have been published among others in IRIN, Al Haram, The 
Palestine Chronicle, Media with Conscience, Dandelion Salad, Sabah Report, 

Press TV. Clive has over 30 years experience in working closely with many 

communities to include the Hindu community in general and in particular with 

the Head of the London Sevashram Sangha, Swami Nirtiptananda. For many 

years, Clive acted in an emissary capacity to support the work of the former 
Anglican Bishop in Jerusalem, his Grace Bishop Riah Abu Al Assal. 
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The Farce of “Surgical Strikes” 

Ikram Sehgal 
 

Indian hostility and belligerency have brought its relations with Pakistan to its 

lowest ebb for many years. The recent killing of Kashmiri youth Burhan Wani 

sparked the worst violence in Kashmir in six years. Blaming the protests on 

Pakistan, Indian troops, mostly Hindu soldiers from Mizoram, Nagaland and 

other eastern states, killed more than 100 civilians in just over a month.  With 

guns firing pellets hundreds were blinded, the pellets were later replaced by 

―chilli powder‖ cartridges. The India govt tried to divert both international and 

domestic opinion by staging on Sept 29 the Uri attack by four gunmen. A 

media-induced frenzy demanded the ―avenging‖ of the Uri attack by a ―surgical 

strike‖. 

 

India's Director General of Military Operations (DGMO), Lt. Gen. Ranbir 

Singh (who had earlier been embarrassed when the Indian media led by Indian 

Express refuted his ―incontrovertible‖ evidence about Pakistani markings on the 

weapons and amino used during the Uri attack), cited "very credible and 

specific information" located militants in Pakistani-controlled Kashmir 

planning attacks on Indian-controlled Kashmir and "in various other metros in 

our country". Indian media quoted sources that Indian commandos entered three 

kilometres across the Line of Control (LOC) to conduct the 'surgical strikes' 

against alleged militant launch pads, killing dozens of terrorists in the process. 

 
Over 40 domestic and foreign journalists taken to the two locations mixed 

freely with the local population.  Except for firing along the LOC no such 

violent incident took place. The Indian claims were rejected outright by 

Pakistan. ―The notion of surgical strike linked to alleged terrorists bases was a 

Raw-created illusion deliberately generated by the Indians to create false 

perceptions among the international community. The Indian quest to create 

media hype by re-branding cross-border fire as ―surgical strikes‖ is absolute 

fabrication‖. Conducting such operations in a highly militarized area like Azad 

Kashmir would be near impossible without detection. Pakistan has made it clear 

that if there is indeed a surgical strike on Pakistani soil, ―the same will be 

strongly responded.‖   

 

The Indian media had started mooting the idea of a ―surgical strike‖ 

immediately after the Uri incident. The ―strategy‖ of retaliation suggested by a 

media had direction from officialdom.  This whole drama was a ―false-flag‖ 

operation initiated by India‘s RAW to pacify India‘s population baying for 

blood after the killing of 18 soldiers in Uri by alleged militants Uri was a 
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convenient ―casus belli‖ for the Indians to start beating war drums to divert 

increasing world attention away from atrocities on Kashmiris. The LOC 

violation was conducted clumsily, ill-timed and very ineffective. This falsehood 

was exposed by one of India‘s own Ministers, Rajyavardhan Singh Rathore, 

Minister of State for Information and Broadcasting (someone who has served in 

the Armed Forces) who said the surgical strikes across the LOC did not involve 

any aerial action, thus rejecting the Indian Army‘s inference that Indian 

Commanders were either heli-lifted or para-dropped inside Pakistani territory. 

Rathore said, ―the Indian Army crossed the LoC ―on the ground‖ for carrying 

out ―pre-emptive strikes‖. That is not like crossing the international border.‖  

 

This is not the first time that claims made by the Indian Army to besmirch 

Pakistan have blown up in their faces. After the Uri incident, the Indian Express 

challenged the narrative being aired by the Indian Army. An embarrassed 

DGMO had to backtrack on his claims altogether. A furious Ministry of 

Defence directed media houses to get their stories pre-verified before 

publishing them, in essence akin to gagging and controlling what the Indians 

like to boast is an independent media.  

 

It was not at all surprising that the Indian army was unable to provide either 

insight or detail about the conduct of the ―surgical strike‖; much of the details 

came through the jingoistic anti-Pakistani media.  Full of holes and there is 

sufficient reason to doubt the official Indian version as to its veracity. The 

Indian fabrication was further exposed when Stephane Dujarric, spokesperson 

for UN Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon, told reporters that the UN Mission 

tasked with monitoring the LoC ―has not directly observed‖ any firing along the 

LoC related to the latest incident. 

 

What must be of some concern to Pakistan is the perplexing silence from the 

rest of the world in failing to even condemn India‘s brash confession of naked 

violation of another nation‘s sovereignty. With such apathy by the world 

community, Pakistan will have to not only take all effective steps for a ―quid 

pro quo‖ to protect its sovereignty and deter aggression. Rhetoric from the 

Indian side has become that much more aggressive and is dangerous, while 

hostilities are taking place all along the LOC, what will stop this escalation 

from enveloping the international border?  

 

India has on the diplomatic front successfully manipulated the indefinite 

postponement of the SAARC Summit in Islamabad in Nov 2016 by 

withdrawing from the Summit. Three of the smaller members also subsequently 

pulled out having little choice but to follow India‘s bidding. With four of the 

eight SAARC six members refusing to attend, Sri Lanka also announced its 

inability to attend saying the prevailing environment was not conducive to 
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holding the Summit. Hawkish elements in the Modi cabinet have now 

suggested abandoning the ―Indus Waters Treaty‖ to deprive Pakistan of water 

from the Indus River and its tributaries. This highly dangerous development 

would be an open act of war if implemented. Since the River Indus originates in 

China, which also has control over the River Brahmaputra that flows into India 

and Bangladesh providing sustenance to large parts of these countries, this 

could escalate into a ―western war‖ having unimaginable consequences. 

 

Pakistan‘s Foreign Office very correctly pointed out that Narendra Modi is 

―trying to fool both the Indian people and international community into 

thinking Pakistan is the problem rather than focus on India‘s continued 

occupation and brutal crackdown in Kashmir‖. To quote a Nov 2015 article 

titled ―Modi and his BJP government incite Hindu communalism‖, BJP is ―a 

highly unstable, toxic political formation, which is intertwined with the RSS 

and an entire network of virulent Hindu communalist organizations‖. The US 

has its own long term interests in supporting India and seems unwilling or 

unable to rein it in. While nobody in his right mind would want a war in South 

Asia and an escalation is not something that anybody wants, however if a 

genuine provocation is attempted Pakistan is capable and willing to respond 

with all the force it can muster. A major regional conflagration than may be in 

the offing 

 

 (Ikram Sehgal is a senior defence and security analyst). 
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The Crux of the Matter 

Vani Xaxa 

United Nations and multilateral agencies generally consider the STs 

(Scheduled Tribes) as 'indigenous peoples'. With the ST population making up 
11% of the total population of India, it is the nation with the highest 

concentration of 'indigenous peoples' in the world! 

Historically the Adivasi, as explained earlier, are at best perceived as sub-

humans to be kept in isolation, or as 'primitives' living in remote and backward 
regions who should be "civilized". None of them have a rational basis. 

There have been reports by independent agencies (NGOs) and by journalists 

about the false cases registered against the Adivasi of Jharkhand, Odisha and 

Chhattisgarh against their alleged allegiance to the Maoist movement in the 

heartland of the country. While the recent study undertaken by an independent 

body in Jharkhand mentions its tedious effort in interviewing 102 persons out of 

which only 2 were convicted of their actually being involved ----Maoist 

movement. The report is worth appreciating that it could personally verify these 

individuals against whom these allegations were charged and the plight that 

they had undergone before they could be out on bail or be acquitted; of course 

this freedom did not come so easily but late. The recent arrests of villagers in 

Jharkhand, Odisha and Chhattisgarh point out to a lingering danger which 

though obvious is hidden to the common eye. 

There are some 20,000 permanent warrants issued against the Adivasi in South 

Bastar (Dantewada, Sukma, Bijapur) alone; 10-15 warrants slapped on a 

person. The charges are mostly under the different sections of the IPC 

(146,147,148,149, 302,307); Arms Act (8), Chhattisgarh Special Public security 

Act (CSPSA) 2005 and the Unlawful Activities Prevention Act 1967. It is to be 

remembered that the sections under IPC 146-149 are basically rioting; rioting 

against whom and why do not seem to be required an enquiry. The Arms that 

the police siege is mostly the implements which are used for daily purposes—

axe, knife, agricultural implements and are considered dangerous weapons. The 

latter two Acts have been used by the State government for its own end—

silencing of voices which are being raised in the process of assertion of rights. 

The State of Chhattisgarh has been pursuing a programmed pogrom against its 

Adivasi citizens since 2005—first the Salwa Judum from 2005-07, followed by 

the Operation Green hunt in 2009. Later there have been similar operations 
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which the State has undertaken in the region. There were news of the State 

going with Salwa Judum II which was carefully stalled, put off for a better 

opportune moment, or could it be said that it is being scheduled under a 

different name. Of late the State has been undertaking ―practice strafling‖ in the 

region (ps. see the Indian Express 21-10-15) and its programme to begin aerial 

bombing in the region to oust the Maoist. Though there have been later news 

clipping of rape and violence inflicted by the paramilitary forces in the forest 

villages of Bijapur, Dantewada and Sukma, the State government is yet to 

announce an inquiry to probe into the matter. 

What if it could be said that there are various prisms through which we could 

see the reality of the happenings before us. While there is an ―economics of the 

pursuit‖ that is being staged in the Adivasi heartland in the name of 

counterinsurgency programmes, there is no evading the fact that there is a 

―politics in the game‖. The word game is indeed undermining the reality, but 

what could one else describe it to when the act itself is like hoarding people 

together into spaces which cannot be called ―rooms‖ , where people are pulled 

out of their houses and chased all through the village and the surroundings, 

when women are to pay with their bodies, when children stand testimony 

witnessing the harrowing violence, while the State government plays mute to 

this reality. Why does the State do such harrowing acts in the first place? 

There is no denying the fact that the Adivasi population are sitting on top of the 

iceberg which is envied by the capitalist-corporate class. There is no refuting 

the fact that the Adivasi have stayed put and remained close to the ―jal, jungle, 

jamin‖—the only thing that they know will remain with them till the end of 

times, except to some who did move out to look out for lucrative jobs and 

clinging to modern consumerism and capitalist manoeuvrings. There is no 

negating the fact that the Adivasi ―way of everyday life and living‖ has been 

seen as means of slowing down the ―mainstream‖ agenda of the government. 

James Scott in ―The Moral Economy of Peasants‖ writing about peasants 

moving out of their place of residing happened when modes of subsistence 

living seemed bleak ―emigration, resistance or dependence on wage labour were 

often the only options left‖. This is also true for peasant and cultivators all over 

the world, especially the small peasants who get adversely affected by any 

disturbance in the line of the food chain. The communities whose everyday life 

depend and revolve around agriculture and its allied features –forestry, 

gardening, and fishing have not been asking much more than what they could 
fend for themselves with. 

In India, during the early days of independence, there were communities who 

had to sacrifice their land and livelihood for the construction of modern India. 
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There have been scholarly writings on their being forcefully evacuated from 

their land. The Central Adivasi region has been witnessed to such evacuations 

since then. During those periods, people would just move out and disperse into 

the outer world to look for survival means. For Adivasi communities, who have 

been living a closed kinship habitat, moving out into unexplored and unknown 

territories have always forced them to mull over their living. 

Stories of Adivasi population migrating outwards have been documented. 

Earlier it was only when the head of the family; the male who would migrate in 

search of work and would return back only after three or four months—a 

distress movement; a forced movement. Eventually, it became a pattern; a 

routine migration during distress periods, wherein the return would be during 

the sowing periods. These outward migrations were to places where he would 

sell his labour in the return of wages over which he had no say. He was not in a 

position to negotiate or bargain. In all these circumstances, the State role of 

minimizing the migrations was in the negative, as it benefited the capitalist 

class for whom the road was paved for—raw materials were readily available 

and to top it, it got the cheap labour which was so easily and readily available. 

The Adivasi population of the Indian State has always been depicted as a 

submissive lot, ready to be subjugated and easily manoeuvred. Since 1947, they 

have always been kept at the fringes; an age old attitude of nurturing them, till 

off late they have begun to think, talk and act politically. The citizens have been 

patronized through its welfare schemes and programmes right from the 

beginning—all throughout being subjected to indignation that the Adivasi 

population faces day in and day out in the different aspects of daily life. It now 

seeks to take away the very existence of their life; their landed property from 

them and turn them into a labour force, with or without wage. 

As long as the Adivasi were being socially equipped and empowered the State 

had no problem. As far as they moved out, ―migrated‖, quietly and did not 

resist the circumstances that forced them to move out, the State was not 

threatened. As long as the people did not scare the factories or brick kilns or 

construction industries with demands of more wages or threatened to pull back, 

the development sector (includes all who seek to the idea of ―development‖) 

was not affected. The moment the Adivasi talked about the political rights of 

indigenous institutions, their organisation, their functioning, assertion, 

―resistance‖, being vocal about their woes, it became a problem. 

So is the question only about what development model the Indian State has 
visualized for the Adivasi population of the country? Does the State have the 

same model of development which it applies for the larger population? Rather 

what does this ―development‖ mean to the Adivasi—for whom it is being 

visualized? How the Indian state in the name of ―development‖ is forcing the 
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Adivasi to evacuate the region. Or are we missing something, the key question 

of contention: is the Indian State trying to impose a ―uniform one-political-

ideology‖ on the citizens of the country in the name of eliminating a certain 

political ideology or ideologies which is taking roots in the heartland of the 

country. What can be the danger if it at all takes root?  

Vani Xaxa, PhD Scholar, Department of Sociology, Jamia Millia Islamia 
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Mourning and Resistance in Kashmir 

Shubh Mathur 

India cannot claim to be “the biggest democracy in the world” while refusing 

to hold a plebiscite in Kashmir. If Scotland, Catalonia, and Crimea can vote to 
decide their own futures, so should Kashmir. 

 In Kashmir, the killing days are here again. In 2010, Indian forces shot and 

killed more than 135 unarmed civilians. Nearly half of them were teenagers, 

and the youngest was eight years old. This year, using ―non-lethal‖ pellets fired 

into the face at close range, Indian paramilitaries are blinding them as well. The 

death toll stands at 95. The number of those critically injured or blinded by the 

pellets is over 600, and the total number of the injured is in the thousands. The 

youngest victims this time are three- and four-year olds. 

 

 Indian soldiers have stopped and attacked ambulances carrying the wounded to 

hospital, and have broken into hospitals and attacked doctors and patients, 

smashing windows and cutting IV tubes. The Indian government has cut 

mobile, Internet, and local cable services in Kashmir. It has stopped water and 

electricity services, and a curfew has been in effect for over two weeks. Indian 

soldiers patrol the streets, smashing parked cars and threatening residents with 

regular gunfire. Police have raided offices of Kashmiri newspapers and arrested 

the staff. 

 The spark for this round of protests was the Indian army‘s killing of the 

Kashmiri pro-freedom militant Burhan Wani. Twenty-one years old, Wani 

represents the new generation of militants (freedom fighters) who took up arms 

against the Indian occupation and its continuing violence against the civilian 

population. Tens of thousands of people attended Burhan Wani‘s funeral in his 

village in Tral, despite a ban by the Indian army on public gatherings. Road 

blocks, curfew, and shutting down all means of transportation did not deter the 

mourners from walking miles to attend the funeral. The popular support and 

love displayed at the funeral gives the lie to the Indian claim that the militancy 

is due to Pakistani interference. 

 Roots of Conflict 

The causes of the militancy, as many observers have pointed out over the years, 

are rooted in the Indian denial of the right to self-determination to Kashmir and 

the decades of political repression. For over 70 years, India has evaded all 

http://fpif.org/mourning-resistance-kashmir/
http://fpif.org/mourning-resistance-kashmir/
http://fpif.org/mourning-resistance-kashmir/
https://kafila.org/2016/07/16/police-in-kashmir-raid-newspaper-bureaus-detain-employees-seize-copies-prabodh-jamwal/
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efforts to solve the conflict through peaceful negotiations. Pakistan did not 

create the insurgency but has supported it to a limited extent. At the same time, 

it has also tried to get the UN involved and to live up to its responsibility to 

bring a negotiated resolution to the conflict. 

With the waning of the militancy from 2000 onwards, some observers hoped 

that India would move towards a political settlement. The number of militants 

was never higher than 2-3,000, and by the start of the millennium it was down 

to 70 or 80. There was no corresponding drawdown in the Indian military 

presence, which has remained at over half a million ( estimated at 700,000). 

There was no let up in the military violence against the civilian population, 

including such abuses as torture, disappearances, rape, and extra judicial 

killings. 

The continued repression and lack of a political settlement led to the resurgence 

of the movement for Kashmiri independence, in the form of mass mobilizations 

that recalled the large-scale protests of the early 1990s. In the summer of 2008, 

mass protests centered around the transfer of land to non-Kashmiris along the 

route of the highly militarized Hindu pilgrimage to Amarnath. One of the 

aspects of the autonomy the Indian Constitution guaranteed to Kashmir is the 

prohibition of land sales to outsiders. The pilgrimage itself began in the mid-

19th century and Kashmiri Muslims managed it in harmony for over 100 years. 

By the mid-1990s, the combination of intense Indian militarization of the valley 

and the advance of Hindu nationalism across India made the Amaranth 

pilgrimage the focus of aggressive theatricals by assorted Hindu militants, 

backed by the army. The pilgrimage grew in size and duration, going from 

12,000 pilgrims in 1989 to over 400,000 in 2007, and from 15 days to two-and-

a-half months. 

The consequences for the fragile mountain environment have been devastating. 

The entire pilgrimage route is lined with trash several feet deep, and the river is 

choked with filth. By contrast, another Hindu pilgrimage to Gangotri, the 

source of the Ganges, in the central Himalayas in India, is carefully controlled 

and limited to 150 pilgrims a day to avoid burdening the environment. When 

Kashmiris protested against the transfer of the entire pilgrimage route to a 

―Shrine Board‖ packed with Hindu nationalist supporters, army and 

paramilitaries opened fire on the protests, killing at least 60 people. A two-

month blockade of the national highway leading into Kashmir by Hindu 

nationalist supporters in the Jammu region cut off the only supply line to the 
valley since the closing of routes westward to Muzaffarabad, in Pakistan, in 

1947. The resulting shortages of food, medicines, and fuel were intended to 

―teach the Kashmiris a lesson.‖ 

http://mrzine.monthlyreview.org/2008/navlakha080808.html
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In 2009, two young women in Shopian in central Kashmir, Aasiya Jan and 

Nilofer Jan, went to work in the family orchard and didn‘t come home in the 

evening. A desperate search led to the discovery of their bodies in the floodlit 

security zone surrounding one of the massive army camps in the area. They had 

been raped and tortured before being killed. Protests against the double murder 

grew rapidly across the valley and the mass movement for independence was 

reborn. 

The conflict generation, teenagers and twenty somethings who had grown up 

under Indian military rule, led the uprising of 2010. They were also the largest 

demographic among the victims of Indian paramilitaries, who opened fire on 

the unarmed protestors. Burhan Wani was 15 at that time, and a few months 

later he picked up a gun. This was after an incident in October of that year, 

when he was out for a bike ride with his brother and a friend. The army stopped 

the boys, forced the boys to buy cigarettes for the soldiers, and then beat them 

up. Burhan and his friend managed to escape but his brother was detained and 

tortured. 

This was not an easy choice. As Arundhati Roy writes, when young Kashmiri 

men take up arms to fight for azaadi or freedom, they do so knowing that they 

will die young. Unlike earlier militants, Burhan did not try to conceal his 

identity. He actually maintained a social media presence and would upload 

pictures of himself and his fellow militants. Also unlike the earlier generation 

of militants, Burhan and his associates did not cross the Line of Control to 

Pakistan for arms and training. As their numbers were decimated, he found 

shelter and refuge in the homes of ordinary people. And it was the ordinary 

people of Kashmir who came out to mourn his killing by the army. 

 Repression 2.0 and the Response 

Burhan Wani was not the only one of his generation to witness torture, random 

arrest, and extrajudicial executions. Since 2010, Amnesty International has 

released several reports documenting the illegal detention and torture of minors 

and even schoolchildren. Many observers have noted that India deliberately 

attempted to push the peaceful protests in the direction of militancy, which it 

then uses to justify the refusal to negotiate. 

Another turning point was the execution in February 2013 of Mohammed Afzal 

Guru, a Kashmiri accused of planning the attack on the Indian parliament in 
2001. Guru was denied a fair trial, forced through torture to sign blank papers 

on which the police composed his confession (which he retracted when brought 

before a magistrate), and sentenced to death in 2006. The sentence was upheld 

http://scroll.in/article/811255/valley-of-martyrs-burhwan-wani-like-others-before-him-knew-he-was-going-to-his-death
http://scroll.in/article/811255/valley-of-martyrs-burhwan-wani-like-others-before-him-knew-he-was-going-to-his-death
http://www.outlookindia.com/magazine/story/azadi/297536
http://www.amnestyusa.org/research/reports/a-lawless-law-detentions-under-the-jammu-and-kashmir-public-safety-act
http://www.outlookindia.com/magazine/story/offered-in-anger/284379
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through two appeals: although sentencing him as a conspirator the courts 

acknowledged that there was no proof that he had any connection to militant 

organizations. No one bothered to ask: then with whom did he conspire? His 

execution and burial in total secrecy created a mood of despair, another point of 

no return. 

The new militancy is different in its scale and composition. Two-thirds of an 

estimated 13 million are Kashmiri natives and the rest are outsiders. Outsider 

here means people from across the Line of Control that divides Indian-

administered Kashmir from Azad Kashmir, which is now part of Pakistan. Only 

this arbitrary divide makes them outsiders. The number of Indian troops has 

never gone below half a million, and most observers put the figure at 7-

800,000. These troops are stationed not only on the border with Pakistan but in 

every village and hamlet, in towns, cities, on every street corner – in short, one 

soldier on the ground for every 10 Kashmiris. 

The return of militancy, even on a small scale, is no surprise in these 

circumstances. What is perhaps surprising is the emergence of new bases of 

solidarity in India for the Kashmiri struggle. Although still limited, these have 

produced protests and marches against the killings in major cities like Delhi, 

Kolkata, and Kannur in Karnataka. More are planned for Chennai and Mumbai, 

and one in Bangalore has been banned. 

Potentially even more enduring and transformative is the support for Kashmiri 

independence among groups like the Tamils., Sikhs, and Dalits who are all too 

familiar with the repression and violence of the Indian state. This kind of 

solidarity is probably the Indian state‘s worst nightmare, while being the best 

hope for a truly democratic future. In some ways, these incipient alliances 

represent the road not taken in 1929, when the Indian National Congress 

arrogated to itself the sole power to speak for India in negotiations for self-rule 

with the British. Diverse ethnic and religious groups—Muslims, Sikhs, Nagas, 

Dalits—that contested this claim were branded with the pejorative tags ―anti-

national‖ and ―communal,‖ as were autonomous political discourses. 

 Kashmir in an Age of Referendum 

The scale of the violence against the civilian population in Kashmir has made it 

clear that Indian rule there has no political legitimacy and relies solely on 

military force and terror. The legal basis of the Indian claim to Kashmir is 
dubious, resting on an Instrument of Accession signed by a tyrannical and 

unpopular leader as he fled a popular uprising in 1947. Historians believe the 

document to be a forgery. The UN continues to consider Kashmir a disputed 

http://www.visai.in/2016/07/17/tamil-nadu-movements-demand-indian-army-to-stop-attacking-people-quit-kashmir-a-joint-statement/
http://www.lrb.co.uk/v34/n14/perry-anderson/why-partition
http://www.lrb.co.uk/v34/n14/perry-anderson/why-partition
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territory though it does practically nothing to try and resolve the dispute, 

backing down repeatedly in the face of Indian intransigence. 

Over the decades India has tried unilaterally to annex Kashmir and refused 

internationally mediated negotiations, claiming that it is ―an internal matter.‖ 

The autonomy supposedly granted to Kashmir under Article 370 of the Indian 

Constitution was a fake from the beginning: the only autonomy Kashmir has 

ever enjoyed is to be exempt from the privileges, such as they are, of Indian 

citizenship. And the only lesson Kashmiris have learned over the years is that if 

they want to avoid being swallowed by the upper caste Hindu majoritarian 

state, they must continue to resist, no matter the cost. 

Despite the spiraling violence in Kashmir, and within India against Dalits, 

Muslims, Sikhs, tribals, journalists, students and academics, Western media 

show few signs of ending their love-fest with ―Modi the reformer.‖ The silence 

of progressive media on the killings matches or exceeds that of the mainstream. 

Even the little reported in The New York Times outdoes Democracy Now and 

NPR. 

To the censorship practiced by the Indian state we can now add another layer. 

Since the anniversary of the execution of Afzal Guru in February this year, 

people posting on Kashmir on Facebook are having their posts removed and 

accounts blocked. Kuffir Nalgundwar, who manages the site Round Table 

India, dedicated to empowering young Dalits, has his post in support of 

Kashmir removed. So did Dibyesh Anand, who heads the department of 

political science at Westminster University in London. 

Censorship and repression are not new to Kashmiris, and they have been 

applied in recent years to those seeking to break the long silence on Indian 

abuses there. Writer Arundhati Roy was charged with sedition in 2010 for 

pointing out the simple historical fact that Kashmir has never been part of India. 

In 2011, Supreme Court lawyer Prashant Bhushan was attacked in his office by 

the extremist Hindu nationalist outfit Shiv Sena, and his office was trashed after 

he expressed his support for the Kashmiri right to freedom. Following her work 

in the discovery and documentation of mass graves in Kashmir, 

anthropologist Angana Chatterji faced threats, intimidation and a sedition 

charge while working in Kashmir. In 2010, her partner, Richard Shapiro, 

was denied entry into India. Ominously close to these events, in 2011, Chatterji 

and Shapiro were dismissed from their positions at the California Institute for 
Integral Studies. Radio host David Barsamian was deported from India in 2011 

for reporting on the mass graves. Civil rights advocate Gautam Navlakha has 

been ―deported‖ from Kashmir, which India claims is its ―integral part.‖ 

Kashmiris trying to protest in India are likewise ―deported‖ back to Kashmir. 

http://roundtableindia.co.in/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2621&Itemid=28
http://roundtableindia.co.in/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2621&Itemid=28
http://indianexpress.com/article/india/latest-news/thackerays-defend-attack-on-prashant-bhushan/)
http://archive.indianexpress.com/news/us-professor-deported-for-political-activis/706855/
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The police or the Hindu nationalist student union ABVP routinely shut down 

film screenings and talks on Kashmir on the grounds that they are ―anti-

national.‖ And yet, despite the violence, threats, and sedition charges, the 

silence on Kashmir—the history, the abuses, the solutions—has been broken. 

Kashmiri and Indian writers, filmmakers, artists, cartoonists, musicians, 

journalists, academics, and civil rights advocates have made it impossible for 

the Indian state to put the genie back in the bottle. 

For anyone wanting to learn about this chronicle of grief and resistance, the 

place to start is by listening to voices of the conflict generation. Fahad Shah‘s 

book Of Occupation and Resistance is essential reading, as is Malik Sajad‘s 

graphic novel Munnu, a Boy from Kashmir, The Collaborator by Mirza 

Waheed, Curfewed Night by Basharat Peer, and the edited collection Until my 
Freedom is Come by Sanjay Kak fill in the history and lived experience. The 

cartoons of Malik Sajad and Mir Suhail and the dreamlike artwork of Rolli 

Mukerjee bring life and death into stunning clarity. A couple of films are 

currently available for online viewing: Sanjay Kak‘s Jashn-e-Azadi (How We 

Celebrate Freedom) and the deeply moving Take It in Blood with the young 

rapper MC Kash exploring the conflict through his own experience and his 

meeting with Parveena Ahangar, one of the mothers of the disappeared in 

Kashmir who has founded a movement for justice. Parveena Ahangar and the 

Association of Parents of Disappeared Persons are also the subject of a film by 

Iffat Fatima Khoon Diy Baerav, Blood Leaves a Trail. 

Though the full story may never be told, through these efforts, the outlines of 

the conflict, of Kashmiri suffering and resilience, and the need to implement the 

Kashmiri right to self-determination as the only possible solution, are known. It 

remains for the world to act. In an age of referendum, when direct democracy is 

used to settle crucial questions in a democratic manner, Kashmir cannot 

continue to be the exception. India cannot claim to be ―the biggest democracy 

in the world‖ while refusing to hold a plebiscite in Kashmir. If Scotland, 

Catalonia, and Crimea can vote to decide their own futures, so should Kashmir. 

 Shubh Mathur is an anthropologist whose work concerns sovereignty, violence, 
human rights, nations and borders, the death penalty, environmental ethics, and 

South Asia. She is the author of two books, The Everyday Life of Hindu 
Nationalism, published by the Three Essays Collective Press, and The Human 

Toll of the Kashmir Conflict: Grief and Courage in a South Asian Borderland 

published by Palgrave Macmillan. She has also edited a special issue of the 
journal Race and Class on Kashmir 

http://fahadshah.info/?page_id=14
https://www.harpercollins.co.uk/9780007513635/munnu
http://raiot.in/web-release-jashn-e-azadi-how-we-celebrate-freedom/
http://thereel.scroll.in/811914/kashmir-documentary-take-it-in-blood-has-a-conversation-with-the-past-to-speak-to-the-present
https://www.facebook.com/KhoonDiyBaarav/?ref=ts&fref=ts
http://www.threeessays.com/books/the-everyday-life-of-hindu-nationalism/
http://www.threeessays.com/books/the-everyday-life-of-hindu-nationalism/
http://www.palgrave.com/us/book/9781137509055
http://www.palgrave.com/us/book/9781137509055
http://rac.sagepub.com/content/56/2.toc
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UN must distinguish between terror and 

struggle for freedom: Pakistan 

Ambassador Maleeha Lodhi 

UNITED NATIONS: APP reported Pakistan has called for the U.N. Counter-

Terrorism Strategy to focus attention on addressing unresolved disputes, foreign 

occupation and denial of right of self-determination as part of measures to 

stamp out terrorism. 

―The provisions of the draft Convention (against International Terrorism) 

should clearly distinguish between acts of terrorism and the legitimate struggles 

for self-determination of peoples living under foreign occupation,‖ Ambassador 

Maleeha Lodhi, Pakistan‘s permanent representative to the U.N., told the UN 

General Assembly‘s Sixth Committee, which is working on the convention. 

While the international community agreed that human rights violations 

contributed to violent extremism, she said the killings continued in Kashmir and 

Palestine. 

―Brutalization and oppression of people struggling for their legitimate right to 

self-determination constitutes state terrorism,‖ the Pakistani envoy said in a 

debate on ―Measures to Eliminate International Terrorism‖. 

Reaffirming Pakistan‘s commitment to eliminate terrorism, Ambassador Lodhi 

pointed out that her country had been the principal victim of much terrorism, 

losing more than 60,000 lives. 

Operation Zarb-i-Azb, deploying 200,000 of Pakistani security forces, had 

made remarkable progress in cleansing the country of terrorists and would 

conclude only when the objective has been accomplished, she told delegates. 

A national plan was being executed that focused on countering and preventing 

terrorism, while promoting the rule of law, and social and economic 

empowerment of women and youth. 

The international community had created numerous counter-terrorism structures 
and had invested billions of dollars but terrorism continued to morph into more 

dangerous forms, Ambassador Lodhi said. An important factor was an 

unwillingness to address conditions conducive to terrorists. 

https://www.thenews.com.pk/latest/156308-UN-must-distinguish-between-terror-and-struggle-for-freedom-Pakistan
https://www.thenews.com.pk/latest/156308-UN-must-distinguish-between-terror-and-struggle-for-freedom-Pakistan
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―Conflicts undermine development, break down governance, create a sense of 

injustice and fuel violence,‖ Ambassador Lodhi said. ―Yet, in the context of 

preventing extremism, the international community has yet to address 

longstanding situations of conflict and injustice,‖ she said, citing the situation in 

Kashmir and Palestine. 

While there was consensus that terrorism cannot be associated with any 

religion, she said that extreme right political parties in the West were seeking to 

reap political dividends by fanning Islamophobia. ―Why is no action taken 

against this deliberate hate mongering?‖ 

Ambassador Lodhi stressed the need for addressing the root causes of terrorism 

as well as the now well-acknowledged drivers of radicalization that lie in 

economic and social marginalization and exclusion. ―Without talking a holistic 

approach, we will be fighting symptoms and not the underlying causes of the 

disease itself.‖ 
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A political coup 

Huma Yusuf 

THE passage of long-pending legislation on so-called ‗honour‘ killings and 

rape last week has been widely welcomed and made international headlines. 

The laws are no doubt a step in the right direction, but as has already been 

stated by expert commentators, they remain flawed. In some ways, the 

legislation‘s passage is more a political victory for the PML-N than a huge 

stride forward for women‘s rights in Pakistan.  

The ‗honour‘ killing legislation has come under greater scrutiny than the anti-

rape law, which offers significant improvements — including admitting DNA 

evidence — in the way cases are investigated and prosecuted. The issue with 

the Anti-Honour Killing Laws (Criminal Amendment Bill) 2015 is that it 

continues to distinguish between ‗honour‘ killings and murder, though such 

distinctions must be removed to fully criminalise the former act.  

Moreover, under the law ‗honour‘ killings remain compoundable — open to 

compromise — with opportunities remaining for the victim‘s family to forgive 

the perpetrator, and significant discretion afforded to judges with regard to 

sentencing.  

 

The new pro-women laws have changed the narrative. 

 

As lawyer Salman Akram Raja pointed out in a televised interview last week, 

the law makes it harder for perpetrators to boast about saving their ‗honour‘ 

through the heinous act of murder. But now, in order to secure a life sentence, 

the burden falls on the prosecution to prove that a murder was an ‗honour‘ 

killing.  

This means that the intimate details of slain women‘s lives will be up for 

excavation and scrutiny in the courts. This will enable further misogyny and 

moral righteousness, and can potentially lead judges to rule on the morality of 

the victims rather than the crimes of the perpetrators, particularly given that the 

legal fraternity hails from the same patriarchal society that until now largely 

condoned killing in the name of ‗honour‘.  

http://www.dawn.com/news/1289069/a-political-coup
http://www.dawn.com/authors/252/huma-yusuf
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While the law leaves much to be desired, it is a political coup for Nawaz Sharif. 

Firstly, it has changed an international narrative about Pakistan. After the 

murder of Qandeel Baloch and Samia Shahid, Pakistan was depicted as a place 

where women are murdered by brothers or husbands for following their dreams 

and hearts, and the murderers not only boast about their actions but also enjoy 

impunity.  

Post-legislation, Pakistan has been framed as a democratic society where a 

prime minister moved by a powerful documentary by an Oscar-winning 

filmmaker stirs parliament to pass progressive legislation. This narrative shift is 

well timed, particularly as the government faces opposition pressure for failing 

to convey a positive image of the country, particularly in the face of New 

Delhi‘s efforts to isolate the country.  

On the domestic front, the PML-N can claim credit for what has always been a 

strong PPP suit — championing women‘s rights. The bills were tabled by 

Sughra Imam and Farhatullah Babar of the PPP, but the media buzz is crediting 

the prime minister for fulfilling a promise made earlier this year. The legislation 

is a nice follow-up to Punjab‘s passage earlier this year of the anti-domestic 

violence bill, and helps set the stage for Maryam Nawaz.  

Not only does the legislation indicate that new agendas being trialled by the 

PML-N‘s aspiring successors can lead to effective political point-scoring, but 

also allows the PML-N to creep onto new electoral territory — the non-Punjabi 

urban, liberal, elite, young, female and educated, who until recently didn‘t vote, 

and if they did, opted for the PPP or PTI.  

Of course, it won‘t be all smooth sailing. Jamshed Dasti reacted to the bills‘ 

passage saying they were a ―distraction‖ from the Kashmir issue (clearly, he 

doesn‘t see the irony in saying that parliament should continue neglecting the 

rights of more than half the population because it needs to defend the rights of 

Kashmiris instead — if there is one issue that demands consistency, it is the 

defence of human rights in whatever form). Dasti also framed the legislation as 

influenced by ―Americans and their Jewish agenda, which is against Pakistan‖.  

Fearing further criticism for its dalliance with liberalism, the PML-N likely 

hopes to celebrate this victory now, but resume its traditional kowtowing to 

conservative constituencies and old allies in religious political parties and 

extremist groups.  

That‘s why civil society needs to keep up the pressure on this government to 

turn its sop to women‘s rights into a genuine agenda. Our lawmakers know that 
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legislation can help set precedent, but it cannot change minds. Bills must be 

accompanied by educational and media campaigns aimed at changing the 

patriarchal mindset, and improved enforcement of the law.  

The government‘s next step should be to make gender sensitivity and gender 

crime-specific investigative training mandatory for law enforcers and the 

judiciary. Without further efforts, any gains to be made from the passage of 

improved legislation will be eroded when the next high-profile ‗honour‘ killing 

takes place.  

The writer is a freelance journalist. 
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India‟s Geopolitical Hate For Pakistan Is 

Sabotaging The North-South Corridor 
 

Andrew Korybko 

 
India‟s Research and Analysis Wing (RAW), its version of the CIA, has been 

actively working to destabilize Baluchistan for decades, and one of its key 
operatives was even caught in the region earlier this year and admitted to 

preparing terrorist attacks there. Despite India‟s red-handed involvement in 
stirring up trouble in the province, New Delhi officially refused to admit that it 

had anything to do with events there, which makes Modi‟s patently obvious 

appeal to Pakistani Baloch separatists all the more unexpected and totally 
contradictory to the country‟s previous public stance on the issue 

Nobody could have expected that India‘s Prime Minister would have used the 

occasion of celebrating his country‘s 69
th

 anniversary of independence to 

provocatively talk about the state of Baloch affairs in Pakistan. Modi went out 

of his way to say that some members of this ethnic group ―thanked [him], have 

expressed gratitude, and expressed good wishes for [him]…expressed 

appreciation for Prime Minister of India, for 125 core countrymen‖. This was 

an obvious suggestion that the Pakistani Baloch have more loyalty to India and 

identify its citizens – and not Pakistan‘s --- as their ―countrymen‖, which was a 

premeditated info war attack meant to incite further discord within the country 

just a week after a suicide bomber killed dozens of members of this community 

in a high-profile attack. Modi‘s surprisingly aggressive and very clear 

intimation that he supports Baloch separatism in Pakistan is bound to lead to a 

problem sooner than later in the Iranian province of Sistan and Baluchistan 

right next door, which just so happens to host the Indian-financed port of 

Chabahar that forms the crucial and irreplaceable terminal for the North-South 

Corridor. This presents a developing threat for Iran and Russia, both of which 

are depending on stability in and around Chabahar to ensure the long-term 

strategic viability of the ambitious transcontinental corridor that will eventually 

connect South Asia with Western Europe by means of their transit territory.  

Working Against The People 

India‘s Research and Analysis Wing (RAW), its version of the CIA, has been 

actively working to destabilize Baluchistan for decades, and one of its key 

operatives was even caught in the region earlier this year and admitted to 

preparing terrorist attacks there. Despite India‘s red-handed involvement in 

stirring up trouble in the province, New Delhi officially refused to admit that it 

http://katehon.com/person/andrew-korybko
http://www.dawn.com/news/1247665
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DDHux2Eu4hM
http://indianexpress.com/article/india/india-news-india/pm-narendra-modis-speech-on-independence-day-2016-here-is-the-full-text/
http://gpolit.com/2016/08/21/searching-answers-balochistan-bombing-andrew-korybko/
http://www.dawn.com/news/1247665
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DDHux2Eu4hM
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had anything to do with events there, which makes Modi‘s patently obvious 

appeal to Pakistani Baloch separatists all the more unexpected and totally 

contradictory to the country‘s previous public stance on the issue. It‘s 

unmistakable that the Indian ―deep state‖ (permanent military-intelligence-

diplomatic bureaucracy) intends to escalate tensions inside of Pakistan as 

‗payback‘ for the protests that have been rocking Indian-administered Kashmir 

for the past month and a half, and the country‘s media is all too eager to assist, 

having gone overboard in their characteristic jingoism by even comparing 

Baluchistan to Bangladesh. Modi and his subservient favor-currying media 

outlets thereby discredited all legitimate local grievances that the Baloch might 

have peacefully held against Islamabad, such as complaints about the lack of 

provincial infrastructure and the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor‘s (CPEC) 

focus on Punjab, but resolving these issues was never India‘s intention to begin 

with.  

The View from New Delhi 

India doesn‘t want Baluchistan‘s infrastructure development and standard of 

living to improve because this would then solve its local problems and make it 

more of an integrated and stable part of Pakistan. Instead, Modi‘s speech and 

the cascade of hyper-nationalist commentary that came out of the Indian press 

were meant as a signal to the RAW-backed groups in Baluchistan to begin 

preparing for the commencement of Hybrid War, hoping that Pakistan will fall 

for the bait of militantly overreacting and creating a larger self-perpetuating 

cycle of violence that would descend into a quagmire with time. From India‘s 

perspective, more conflict equals less development, which leads to more anti-

Islamabad distrust that ultimately turns into a sequence of serious problems for 

the viability of CPEC. This Chinese-led project is India‘s number one target, 

and New Delhi is totally against it for two reasons: firstly, CPEC goes through 

Gilgit-Baltistan, which Indian nationalists such as Modi claim as their country‘s 

own despite it being internationally recognized as an integral part of Pakistan 

and peacefully administered by it for nearly seven decades already; and 

secondly, because a non-Indian-controlled Chinese route to the Indian Ocean 

would compete with New Delhi‘s hegemonic plans to make the entire ocean 

Rimland its undisputed sphere of influence.  

Carving Out “Blood Borders” 

In pursuit of the RSS/BJP hyper-nationalist goal of stopping CPEC, which 
coincidentally aligns perfectly with the US‘ own grand strategy, India is ‗going 

for the kill‘ and wants to dissolve Pakistan‘s territorial integrity suspiciously 

along the exact same lines as Ralph Peters‘ 2006 ―Blood Borders‖ geopolitical 

blueprint. This document was originally penned for the US‘ Armed Forces 

http://blogs.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/mind-the-gap/is-baluchistan-the-next-bangladesh/
http://orientalreview.org/press-release/
http://armedforcesjournal.com/blood-borders/
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Journal and is notorious for mapping out ―How a better Middle East would 

look‖, which disgracefully justifies war crimes to promotion of this agenda by 

nonchalantly quipping that ―ethnic cleansing works‖. As part of the divide-and-

rule strategy that he lobbies the American ―deep state‖ to adapt, a ―Free 

Baluchistan‖ is carved out of Pakistani and Iranian territory, mirroring exactly 

what New Delhi is trying to do against Islamabad and foreshadowing precisely 

how this will inevitably end for Tehran as well. If Modi follows Peters‘ 

suggestion in seeing to it that ―Pakistan‘s Northwest Frontier tribes would be 

reunited with their Afghan brethren‖ – something which he also appears to be 

working towards in having included the people of Gilgit in the same 

provocative lines that he did the Baloch during his Independence Day speech – 

then this means that the Indian leader is aiming for nothing less than the full 

and existential dissolution of Pakistan as the ultimate asymmetrical weapon for 

destroying his hated enemy once and for all and putting an immediate stop to 

CPEC.  

The Threat to Iran and Russia 

There‘s no doubt that the destructive processes that India is working to catalyze 

in Pakistan have the very real risk of quickly making the cross-border jump to 

Sistan and Baluchistan, thus endangering Chabahar and presenting a very real 

threat to Iran and even Russia. Modi and RAW‘s active encouragement of 

Baloch separatism in Pakistan is a clear, foreseeable, and preventable danger for 

the North-South Corridor that they‘re both basing their future long-term 

economic strategies on. There‘s no guaranteed way that Baloch separatism in 

Pakistan wouldn‘t rebound into Iranian Baluchistan and lead to an 

uncontrollable situation that eventually threatens Chabahar. This would be even 

more the case if Baluchistan ever successfully became independent of Pakistan, 

since it would be natural for the Kurdish-like ultra-nationalist entity that 

emerged from its violent independence struggle to want to unify with its ethnic 

and confessional brethren next door in Iran. India is hoping that this could be 

contained and controlled just like it was with Bangladesh, but the international 

context, nature of war in general, and specific situation are altogether different. 

Additionally, the US, which has a desire to asymmetrically attack Iran and 

Russia by undermining their economic stability and long-term future outlook, 

will do everything in its power to bring the Pakistani Baloch destabilization 

across the border and into Iran, from where it would create a problem for 

Chabahar and indirectly affect Russia‘s segment of the North-South Corridor by 

extent.  

Iranian Collusion 

The resultant scenario of Sistan and Baluchistan‘s destabilization and the 

http://armedforcesjournal.com/peters-blood-borders-map/
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challenges that this could make for Chabahar are so obvious that it‘s 

unbelievable that India would ever fantasize about supporting the trigger event 

of Baloch separatism in Pakistan in the first place, especially as it‘s now 

investing hundreds of millions of dollars in the North-South Corridor. The only 

two possible explanations for this are that India is either so full of geopolitical 

hate against Pakistan that it doesn‘t even see that it‘s ‗cutting off its nose to 

spite its face‘, or that it‘s plainly aware of how risky this gambit is but is going 

forward with it anyhow. It‘s more than likely that a blend of the two is what‘s 

behind India‘s irresponsible actions in Pakistani Baluchistan, but there‘s no way 

that the wise Iranian diplomats, conditioned as they are by thousands of years of 

experience, don‘t see the writing on the wall and foresee their country violently 

suffering from the blowback brought about by ―Modi‘s Adventures In 

Wonderland‖.  

It‘s very odd that Iran hasn‘t condemned the latest outbreak of violence in 

Kashmir, despite the Ayatollah having adopted a very strong stance on this 

issue in the past. It‘s even stranger still that the Iranian Foreign Ministry 

appealed to both sides to ―exercise the utmost self-restraint‖, which conflicts 

with the Supreme Leader‘s previous inferred characterization of the Indian 

government as a ―Zionist regime‖. Back in November 2010, he implored all 

Muslims ―to sympathize and provide assistance to the nations of Afghanistan, 

Pakistan, Iraq and Kashmir, to engage in struggle and resistance against the 

aggressions of the United States and the Zionist regime‖, so it‘s odd to see the 

Iranian government moderate the Ayatollah‘s approach by addressing the 

Kashmiri protesters in the same call for self-restraint as they gave to the 

―Zionist regime‖ in New Delhi. The Iranian elite is clearly divided into 

competitively opposing ―moderate‖ and ―conservative‖ factions like the author 

explained in a previous research article for the Russian Institute of Strategic 

Studies, and the former‘s larger role over foreign affairs might be what‘s to 

blame for the confusing message presently coming out of Tehran on this issue. 

It might also be the reason why Iran hasn‘t voiced any reservations about 

Modi‘s blatant promotion of Baloch separatism in Pakistan; despite this 

obviously having violent insinuations since there‘s no way that Islamabad 

would let the Indian-encouraged separatist province secede without a fight.  

If one objectively evaluates Iran‘s reaction to both of these issues – Indian 

Kashmir and Pakistani Baluchistan – it‘s rational to conclude that Tehran is the 

one exercising self-restraint in not speaking out against two very important 

issues that are very close to its national interests. Iran has staked a lot of its 
reputation on supporting Muslims abroad, and the fact that it‘s reacting more 

mildly to Indian security servicemen killing Muslim Kashmiri protesters than it 

did to the Saudis and Bahrainis doing the same to their own just a few years ago 

makes it seem like some sort of unpublicized understanding has been reached 

http://katehon.com/article/modis-adventures-wonderland
http://katehon.com/article/modis-adventures-wonderland
http://english.khamenei.ir/news/3653/The-issue-of-Kashmir-is-an-issue-of-humanity-Ayatollah-Khamenei
http://www.presstv.ir/Detail/2016/07/19/475900/Iran-Kashmir-tensions-Ghasemi-peaceful-solutions
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/Friend-Iran-calls-India-a-Zionist-regime/articleshow/6949524.cms
http://en.riss.ru/analysis/19569/
http://en.riss.ru/analysis/19569/
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between the New Delhi and the ―moderates‖, with the latter not having been so 

powerful back then around the time when the Gulf Monarchies were killing the 

Shiite protesters. The situation in Kashmir is even more scandalous because it 

has shades of non-Muslims killing Muslims, so it‘s hard to comprehend why 

Iran is visibly more lenient towards India indisputably doing this in 2016 than it 

was when confronted with the 1990s Western mainstream media myth that the 

Serbs were allegedly on a killing spree in Bosnia, which itself was a lie and was 

actually sparked by suspected Iranian agent and future Bosnian President Alija 

Izetbegovic with the assistance of Tehran‘s mujahedeen and weapons. 

Additionally, the fact that Iran is nonresponsive to Modi‘s obvious public 

encouragement in supporting Pakistani Baloch separatism in spite of the clear 

and pressing danger that this poses to Sistan and Baluchistan Province suggests 

that some type of deal had to tacitly be made, whether with the Iranian 

establishment as a whole or the conniving ―moderates‖ that have usurped power 

in key institutions.  

The Art of the Deal 

It‘s impossible to know with 100% certainty what Iran and India might have 

agreed upon in exchange for Tehran‘s uncharacteristic passivity towards 

Kashmir and its silence on Modi‘s provocations in Pakistani Baluchistan, but it 

likely had something to do with New Delhi‘s insistence that it could keep the 

Pakistani Baloch separatists in line and that Tehran would receive more 

tangible benefits from India‘s North-South Corridor than it would by sticking 

up for Pakistan pro-bono. The only realistic way that Iran could be comfortable 

with India‘s dangerous forays in fostering the same type of identity separatism 

in their mutual neighbor which could so obviously blow back right into its own 

borders is if Tehran was confident that New Delhi had full control of the 

situation, namely by RAW being in charge of or having indirect commanding 

influence over every single significant insurgent group and those planning to 

‗go public‘ with forthcoming attacks in the near future. Under these conditions, 

India would make sure that these organizations don‘t attack Iran or open up 

cells there, and all that Iran would have to do is dismantle any copy-cat groups 

that sprout up on its own territory, which shouldn‘t be too difficult for the 

experienced Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps.  

Iran naturally wouldn‘t ‗get involved in India‘s anti-Pakistan plot, nor would 

India have the gall to even ask it to, so essentially Iran could just passively sit 

on the sidelines and hide behind the multipolar rhetoric of saying that 
Pakistan‘s internal problems are its own domestic affair and not the type of 

subject for its Ministry of Foreign Affairs to address, even though Indian-

encouraged Pakistani Baloch separatism directly affects Iran. This sort of 

arrangement is only possible so long as the Western-friendly ―moderates‖ retain 

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/documents/izetbegovic83.pdf
http://www.worldaffairsjournal.org/article/iran-balkans-history-and-forecast
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2002/apr/22/warcrimes.comment
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their presently influential hold on Iran‘s international diplomacy and are able to 

keep the multipolar ―conservative‖-aligned security forces at bay from 

disrupting this subtle agreement. One should remember that the ―moderates‖ 

currently command a lot of power over Iran‘s economic and energy activities as 

well, both of which count India as a very close partner through the North-South 

Corridor and gas/oil exports respectively. Taken together, the ―moderates‘‖ 

rising influence in Iran‘s Economic, Energy, and Foreign Affairs Ministries 

counterbalances the near-supreme power that the ―conservatives‖ have over the 

country‘s security apparatuses, which explains why Tehran would passively 

assent to India‘s very strategically risking gambit of provoking Pakistani 

Baloch separatism despite the obvious security threat that this poses to the 

Islamic Republic.  

American Hijacking 

For as clever as the Indians and their likely ―moderate‖ Iranian conspirators 

might think themselves to be, there‘s a very real possibility that the US will find 

a way to insert itself into any future Indian-managed Pakistani Baloch separatist 

war in order to cultivate on-the-ground insurgent allies for later use against Iran, 

keeping in mind that the US establishment is still resolutely opposed to the 

present ―conservative‖-led government in Tehran and will stop at nothing to 

undermine it at every twist and turn. US strategists are also aware of how this 

could indirectly impact on Russia, seeing as how Moscow is getting ready to 

invest in optimizing its own internal infrastructure along the North-South 

Corridor, so in this sense, Washington could ‗kill two birds with one stone‘ by 

targeting Sistan and Baluchistan Province with co-opted fighters from the 

separatist war in Pakistan in order to deal a blow against both Moscow and 

Tehran‘s strategic long-term economic interests in Chabahar. Even though this 

would also hurt India too, the US has never been known to respect its allies‘ 

interests, and India is by no means any exception to this long-established rule.  

All in all, any disruption of the North-South Corridor, particularly as it relates 

to the transport of Indian goods through Chabahar, would inordinately affect 

Russia much more than its other two partners. India could just continue to rely 

on maritime transit for its trade with Europe, despite this being strategically 

vulnerable to its own disturbances via the Bab-el-Mandab Strait and Suez Canal 

chokepoints, while Iran might end up striking a much more geographically 

convenient deal with ideologically aligned Islamist Turkey that sees a large 

share of its commercial exports going through Anatolia instead. Russia would 
still end up being the transit territory for some of Iran‘s goods to Europe, but 

this wouldn‘t yield anywhere near the expected economic-strategic dividends 

had India remained fully involved and Iran dedicated most of shipments 

through Russia instead of a possible alternative route through Turkey, the latter 
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of which would only become more attractive to them than the North-South 

Corridor if India‘s participation somehow ends up changing. Assessed from this 

perspective of long-term asymmetrical strategy against Iran and especially 

Russia, the US has every reason that it would need in wanting to hijack some of 

the Indian-supported Pakistani Baloch separatists and redirect them towards 

Iran and Chabahar.  

Russia to the Rescue 

Russia needs to gently raise the issue of India‘s encouragement of Pakistani 

Baloch separatism with New Delhi behind closed doors, seeing as how its own 

long-term economic-strategic interests are at stake by logical extension, but if 

Modi and his RSS/BJP-directed ―deep state‖ can‘t be restrained from their blind 

adherence to this regionally destructive plot and disabused of going forward 

with this extremely high-risk gambit, then it must turn to Tehran instead. 

Reaching out to the ―conservatives‖ and emphasizing the security and strategic 

dangers to Iran which are inherent to India‘s covert separatist campaign against 

Pakistan is the best way to get the attention of its governing elites and show the 

Ayatollah that Russia will firmly stand by him in jointly seeking to dissuade 

New Delhi from this disadvantageous adventure.  

Right now it appears as though the intra-elite split in Iran is responsible for why 

some the country‘s leading institutional representatives are silently siding with 

India and not raising a single word about the threat to their country that could 

predictably come from an Indian-supported separatist war in Pakistani 

Baluchistan, with the security-minded ―conservatives‖ not wanting to speak up 

and contradict their ―moderate‖ counterparts elsewhere in the government out 

of fear that this would throw the country‘s ―deep state‖ divide out in the open 

for the rest of the world to see and exploit. However, if the Ayatollah and his 

military-security allies were confident that Russia was with them, then both 

sides could creatively work together via their respective channels of influence 

in pressuring India to rethink its self-defeating plan to pursue Pakistan‘s 

dismemberment and hopefully prevent it from inadvertently sabotaging the 

North-South Corridor in the process and playing into the US‘ grand strategic 

design 
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India Threatens to abrogate the 1960 Indus 

Water Treaty 
 

Soumya Dutta  

“THE upstream users of an international river are no longer entitled to the 
unrestricted use of (the waters) of such a river, and are bound, when taking 

decisions concerning its use, to take reasonable account of the interests of other 

users in downstream areas.” On Sept 25, 1997, the ICJ gave its imprimatur on 
the rule in a case between Hungary and Slovakia (concerning the Gabcíkovo-

Nagymaros Project), putting it beyond dispute. 

Thus, even if the Indus Waters Treaty did not exist, India would not be able to 

take any of the diversionary measures that official leaks in the media threaten. 
It reflects legal incompetence, contempt for international morality, and a 

barbaric outlook. 

The water treaty is not a weapon to be used for political ends. (Editor) 

An Open Letter to Our Fellow Indians on Indus Water Treaty 

Over the last week or so, there is an increasingly shrill demand coming from the 

hawkish ‗foreign policy advocates‘ and the right wing war mongers that as a 

―fitting reply‖ to the tragic killing of 18 of our soldiers in the condemnable Uri 

attack on Sept.18, India should abrogate the 1960 Indus Water Treaty between 

the two countries, thereby ‗choking Pakistan‘ of its life giving water. 

The Indus treaty gives Pakistan a major share of the three Himalayan far 

‗western rivers‘ Indus, Chenab and Jhelum (with some rights for limited 

irrigation, power generation & transport to India), while giving India full rights 

over the three ‗eastern rivers‘ – Ravi, Beas and Sutlej. Hawks have ‗discovered‘ 

this ‗unique possible punishment‘ that can be meted out to the multiple millions 

of Pakistani farmers, water-stressed urban communities in Pakistani Punjab and 

Sindh provinces and the food security of Pakistan itself. As if ―Pakistan‖ is not 

a country full of people-just-like-us, often speaking very similar languages, 

eating very similar foods and wearing very similar clothes, but an ugly, 

dangerous mythical monster that needs to be killed by any means, howsoever 

immoral! 

http://www.countercurrents.org/author/soumya-dutta/
http://www.countercurrents.org/2016/10/04/two-peoples-bound-by-water-an-open-letter-to-our-fellow-indians-on-indus-water-treaty/
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What does the water of the Indus (or the Sindh) mean to Pakistan (that land was 

called ‗sapta-sindhu‘ in ancient times – mean anything to raging war 

mongers?). This is a dry country, with average annual rainfall of less than 250 

mm, less than our desert district of Bikaner and just a little over the Thar Desert 

lands of Jaisalmer. Thus the drinking and agricultural water needs of major 

parts of the country is dependent on its main river system – the Indus, which 

irrigates around 70% of Pakistan‘s food-basket farmlands in Punjab & Sindh. 

For India, the Himalayan states of Jammu & Kashmir and Himachal Pradesh – 

through which the Indus flows, have many other water sources. Thus the Indus 

is literally the life line for the people of Pakistan. 

The critical questions are many. 

1. Do we have the moral right to create – assuming that it can be done – 

famine and starvation in a large and poor agrarian country, just to 

avenge a military loss or covert support to terrorism by its 

military/state? Over 70% of Pakistan‘s agriculture depends on the 

augmented Indus. What will be the Indian government‘s response to 

the assured & subsequent global condemnation? Will Bangladesh, our 

friendly neighbour, ever trust India after that? 

2. Let‘s look at the ‗feasibility‘ of this abominable act. To do this, Indian 

authorities will have to divert the largest river-flow in the western 

Indian Himalayas. 

To ‗evacuate‘ a river, you need to create another river. How do the war 

mongers propose to do this in high mountain territory? By blasting 

through hundreds of kilometers of the high Himalayas? Where do you 

divert this massive flow (several thousand cusecs at peak flow)? 

One look at the topography of the region will show you the massively mountain 

damaging, multi-decade ‗engineering project‘ needed, to ‗divert‘ Indus on to 

the nearest Jhelum or the next nearest Chenab This will be a massive, decades 

long project and will regularly cause big flood-events in Kashmir. The 

innumerable blasts to be used for ―crating a big new river channel‖ will loosen 

the already fragile mountains, in a region that is also the most earthquake prone 

zone. What a grand invitation to mega disasters in our own lands! And just 

recollect that the 2010 Indus floods killed 2000 in Pakistan, and displaced 

nearly twenty million people! Neither the Jhelum nor the Chenab possesses 

anywhere near the carrying capacity for this huge extra flow. Do we want to 

bring that kind of misery, the 2010 Indus floods – magnified by massive 
mountain-shaking, to Indian Kashmir, year after year? Just to avenge a small 

military humiliation? 
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1. And do take another look at the map – all the six western Himalayan 

Rivers subject to the Indus Water Treaty – including India‘s share of 

Ravi-Beas-Sutlej; ultimately drain into the Indus inside Pakistan. Do 

our Pakistan-killers plan to divert all six of them!! Madness -

howsoever malignant – also has its limits. 

2. Last but very crucial – we must not forget that as Pakistan is the lower 

riparian state in case of Indus and the five other rivers subject to the 

treaty, India is a lower riparian state for multiple rivers, from the entire 

Brahmaputra system in the Northeast to many lifeline rivers of Uttar 

Pradesh and Bihar. What if China retaliates by accelerating 

Brahmaputra diversions? Which country is going to support our hollow 

pleadings then? China has much larger financial & 

engineering capacity to do these kinds of destructive mega projects. 

What if China & Nepal collaborates – as India loses all moral 

arguments – in mega engineering on Kosi, Sharda and other rivers in 

Nepal territory, and teach India lessons ‗at a time and place of its own 

choice‘ , with selective sudden flooding and choking ? Will the 300 

million people in UP and Bihar take this happily for the sake of 

‗revenge‘? 

Can we imagine a South Asia after this – even if it is possible at great human 

cost on both sides of the political border? 

The drumbeats of a crooked war are on the rise / Millions will be deprived 

water, as ultimate price/ Blood-thirsty war hounds know no morals / Lives, 

kinships, shared identities – all for sacrifice. 

Soumya Dutta is a founder member of India Climate Justice Platform. He is the 
founder national secretary of Bharat Jan Vigyan Jatha (India people‟s science 

campaign) and presently – National Convener of BJVJ 
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Where Art Thou to, My Bharat 
Samuel Dhar 

“Truth neither has soft edges, nor any soft landings” 

Soldiers of my genre have fought many wars. Whereas, many of us fought 

against debilitating odds, I was probably lucky to have been part of forces in 

sectors, where the Indian Armed Forces were on the ascendant over the enemy 

forces. We were mostly on the move against an enemy which fought losing 

battles/skirmishes. Me and my soldier colleagues, therefore, new no fear while 

facing the enemy, be it probing behind the Chinese lines on a pitch dark and 

moonless night, when you could not even see your own hands; In the Sialkot 

Sector, crawling up to within 50 meters from an enemy MMG post to blow up a 

weir, which was holding up water, impeding progress of our troops; or 

operating around the Enemy Forces in the then East Pakistan, as part of Mukti 

Bahini in lungis, sporting a beard, with not a care for the fate, in case we were 

captured. 

None of the covert/overt operations between wars were ever publicized, except 

the one on the night of Sep 26/27, ‘16. Was it to glorify the self proclaimed 

Bhim of modern times? 

As a young Capt during one of these wars, I wrote a ballad, ―A soldier‘s 

thought‖, describing the gamut of emotions, a soldier went through on the battle 

field. Nothing, thereafter, happened in the subsequent wars, to change those 

emotions. 

Today, I am in the midst a society that is strangely different from the one I grew 

up in, early under the British and majority of it breathing free. 

As I grew up in the forties, fifties and beyond, I was a free bird, carefree, 

playing hard, studying hard with Hindus, (Of whom I was a part of then), 

Muslims, Christians and many the then sub-sects of the Hindus, like the Jains, 

Sikhs, Buddhists and so on. Strikingly, we could then afford to crack jokes on 

each other, without the least fear of offending anyone. 

Well, all that seems a Distant Memory, a forgotten History, something to be 

ashamed of. The Article of Gopalkrishn Gandhi, titled, ―The War Cloud Has a 

New Shape‖, published in today‘s ‗The Hindu‘, has brought to the fore what I 

have been pondering over, since Uri and our own much publicized Surgical 

Strike. In one fell swoop, History has been repainted. 
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My dear friend Gopal writes in The Hindu: 

―Surgical strikes can be expected to be followed by post- surgical 

complications. Who will pay for them? Those who gloat over the ‗fitting 

reply‘? Certainly not. Those who describe that as ‗the rise of a new India‘? 

Most certainly not. 

Soldiers, brave-hearts, trained to fight and be prepared to die fighting, will fight 

the war if it comes. And we will, as we must, honour them. But while they do 

their duty by war, we must do ours by peace. Remembering that ‗War and 

Peace‘ are one single entry in the Union List, we — you and I — must fight 

another. 

And that is the war against war-mongering, a war against the psychology that 

glorifies war that makes nuclear warheads of our minds. We must step out of 

the queue for sectarian hatred and line up with that for secular intelligence. We 

must declare war against the un-entered Entry that seeks to displace ‗War and 

Peace‘, which is ‗War and Polarisation‘. We must expunge it.‖ 

I am continuously hearing on the National TV Channels about the ‗National 

Mood for Retribution‘ being actively fanned by the prostitute Media. A new 

fashion is being modelled in the Country, by expert spin doctors through every 

means available, print, electronic, et all. 

Much against the propaganda let loose in the media, including social one, my 

research shows that – since independence, we have had approximately 1050 

retaliatory surgical strikes across border/LOC, but had let them remain in 

anonymity of unpublicized encounters at battalion levels, except the latest one, 

over killed by a publicity hungry dispensation, no doubt for their own narrow 

short term political gains. 

There is, however, another major departure from the past practices. In the past, 

the Defence Forces were left to plan and execute their own operations at a time 

and place of its own choosing. Having globalised it and taken full political 

mileage from the event, it is for the party in power to now convince the 

disbelievers around the Globe, including the Premier Institution of UN, in a 

manner the Govt deems fit, without further publicizing the issue and firing their 

guns on the shoulders of brave hearts. 

During wars, just before assaulting the enemy posts, the troops form up in a 

predetermined place termed as FUPs (Forming Up Place). At the FUP, the 
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soldiers are hyped with pep talks and softly spoken slogans, eulogizing the 

traditions of the Regiment/presiding slogan. 

In today‘s India, in an exponential manner, tolerance/intolerance, 

nationalism/antinationalism, safety/security are continuously being redefined 

and re-enacted on a day to day basis. 

Every other burning issue facing the Nation and its People has been put on the 

back burner. 24×7, time and space in the media of all forms, shapes and sizes, 

in propagating so called, ‗mood of the Nation‘. 

The rank and file of soldiers, while they continue to be placed below the 

‗chappals‘ of the GoI‘s Class ‗D‘ office peons, thanks to the present Govt, is 

being eulogized through lip service at the highest levels, to go and lay down 

their lives for the Nation and its ungrateful politicians and their cohorts. 

None of us are a God. We are a mixture of the good and the bad, both, barring a 

few, are highly subjective; the ‗good‘ of one may be ‗bad‘ for the others and 

vice-versa. 

There was a time when ‗Satis‘ were persecuted and there was no law to protect 

them. Was it good; there was a time, when girl-children were married off even 

before they could walk with no law to prohibit the abhorring practice; there was 

a time when in certain societies the visiting guest was so worshipped that they 

had the condemnable practice of one of the woman of the home giving the guest 

pleasure of her company in bed at night; even to this day in certain 

communities, ancestral practice of a ‗Mama‘ having the first call on his ‗Bhanji 

is in vogue; 

The bad emanates from the animal in us, which has no sense of the civilized 

society. It is always lurking behind the fig leaf of restrain. For most of us it is 

not difficult for the animal in us to commit a Rubicon act. 

Our great Nation ‗Bharat‘, has stood proud, tall and strong in the comity of 

Nations for thousands of years, despite many depredations by barbaric invaders, 

as a composite society, where the small minorities have thrived under the 

benign gaze of the overwhelmingly majority community, in total harmonious 

interaction. 

I call upon all my sisters, brothers and friends of Bharat to recognize the danger 

of utter disintegration, dismemberment and consequent annihilation as a Nation, 

kind courtesy the all- pervasive network of the Parivar, duly pointed out by the 
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eminent Gopal Krishna Gandhi and stand up to boldly oppose the present 

machinations. 

Jai Hind 

Samuel Dhar is an Army Engineer officer, who took premature retirement 28 

years ago to practise as an engineering consultant, specialising in use of 
polymers in constructions. He has authored scores of Articles and book on 

philosophy, theology and Nationalism. He also has a collection of poetry. His 

Blog site, “Samuel‟s World” as well as Sainik Darpan, has over 120 article 
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Nepal at Crossroad 

Katehon Report 

Nepal is a small, landlocked country located in South Asia. Nestled against the 

Himalayas, Nepal lies between India and China, south of Tibet. It is separated 

from Bangladesh by the narrow stretch of land Indian Siliguri Corridor and 

from Bhutan by the Indian state of Sikkim.  

Nepal is divided into three geographic sub regions known as Himalayan region, 

Mountain Region and the Terai Region. The Terai region is a fertile, low-lying 

marshy plain irrigated by tributaries of the Ganges and Brahmaputra rivers. The 

Terai supports over 90 percent of Nepal's 31 million people. Only 17 percent of 

the population lives in urban areas, the largest being the capital in the most 

developed Kathmandu Valley. Over 70 percent of population works in the 

agriculture sector (the major sector of Nepalese economy), accounting for 38 

percent of the GDP. 

The territory of modern Nepal was unified after the Anglo–Nepalese War in 

1814-1816. In 1814 the British Army tried to conquer Nepal, but they were 

faced with Nepal‘s soldiers – Gurkhas. When colonial Britain couldn't defeat 

them, they decided to join them. Thus Britain relied on the military support of 

elite Gurkha mercenaries to maintain influence on the subcontinent.  

Nepal is one of the poorest countries in the world, besides is still struggling to 

overcome the effects of the civil war that disrupted the country for decade 

(1996-2006). The Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist) started a ―People‘s War‖ 

(labelled by them) with the intention of overthrowing a monarchy, overcoming 

caste discrimination and replacing the royal parliamentary system with a 

―People‘s Republic‖. As a result, the government lost grip of very large extent 

of territory where legal authority was destroyed, and militants‘ regime was 

established. At last Nepal‘ war ended in victory for the rebels in 2006. An 

interim House of Representatives was formed with Maoist members. The 

conflict has paralyzed local economic development and led to profound changes 

in the Nepalese society. Also Nepal's tourism industry suffered considerably. 

Immediately after the conflict, there were some promising steps. One of them is 

the adoption of an interim constitution in 2007 with the intent of forming a 

Constituent Assembly. The ensuing elections for the 1st Nepali Constituent 

Assembly on 28 May 2008 overwhelmingly favored the transformation from 

monarchy into a republic. Anyway the peace process has become extremely 
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prolonged due to a continual political instability. The Federal Democratic 

Republic of Nepal has had six prime ministers in the last five years. The Terai 

region has experienced a surge in violence right after the establishment of the 

Republic. Tensions between the Maoists and other political groups were 

particularly heightened in 2010 and were attended with widespread protests, 

strikes and violent conflicts.  

The new constitution was announced by President Ram Baran Yadav only on 

September 20, 2015. It is the seventh constitution that has been adopted by 

Nepal in the last 67 years and the first that is democratically elected. The 

historic document was approved by a majority vote in the Constituent 

Assembly, but did not get the unanimous support between the population: the 

streets of Kathmandu were filled with protesters. The new constitution 

established Nepal as a federal democratic country by making seven unnamed 

states. In turn, the Madhesi Front demands to re-draw the demarcation of the 

federal provinces and want more territory and rights. Also supporters of the 

monarchy wanted to fix the status of the state religion for Hinduism. But during 

the voting the offer was rejected, so this situation led to new unrest in the Terai 

Region.  

Presidential election hold on 20 September after the new constitution of Nepal 

was announced. Nepal‘s parliament elected communist lawmaker Bidhya Devi 

Bhandari (the vice-chair of the Communist Party of Nepal) as the country‘s first 

female president. She received 327 votes, while her opponent Kul Bahadur 

Garang, Nepali Congress party leader, got 214 votes. Bidhya Devi Bhandari is 

country‘s second president since abolishing monarchy in 2008. The new 

president will have to overcome discontent irritation at new constitution. 

After centuries of isolation, Nepal's challenge is struggle to remain independent 

and maintain a distinct identity from surrounding global powers, especially its 

neighbors. The two Asian giants have been jostling for influence in landlocked 

Nepal. But it is complicated due to Nepal's dependence on Indian ports and 

constant Chinese attention on its northern border with Tibet.  

The country exports carpets, clothes, leather goods, jute and grain. Major 

buyers are India (60%), the US, Bangladesh, Germany. Import to the country is 

– oil products, industrial products, gold, electronics, medicines. Foreign trade is 

entirely focused on India, the dependence Kathmandu from New Delhi has 

grown exponentially. However, the recent events can change the situations and 
bring China a step closer to Nepal, leaving India behind. 
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China invests in the country billions of dollars. Every year millions of tourists 

visit Nepal from China. But the most important in relations between two states 

is the agreement signed Nepal Oil Corporation (NOC) and China National 

United Oil Corporation on October 28, 2015. Under the agreement China will 

supply fuel at international rates, which Nepal might find cheaper than its 

imports from India. Nepali government has said that the initial transaction will 

lead to China providing 1.3m litres of fuel. A separate agreement was signed on 

the delivery express gasoline, diesel and cooking gas from China as a grant aid 

to Nepal. According to analysts, the agreement will create the conditions for 

commercial import of fuel from China and it could evolve into a long-term 

arrangement that would end Nepal‘s dependence on India. Since the new 

constitution of Nepal splitting it with India. 

New Delhi criticized Nepal‘s constitution grumbling about discrimination 

against ethnic minorities, particularly the Madhesi. For this reason the adoption 

of the constitution in Nepal turned into riots that killed 40 people. Soon the 

clashes have transformed into a sit-ins at the border between two countries.  

Nevertheless New Delhi denies imposing a fuel blockade on Nepal, blaming the 

injury on the unwillingness of Indian truckers to pass through Nepal‘s residents 

which protesting against the constitution. But after nearly a month of fuel lacks, 

most Nepalis assure the crisis is the result of desiring of New Delhi to impel 

Nepal to change the document. 
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Here‟s What the Uri Attack in Kashmir has 

to Do with Russia and China 

 
Andrew Korybko 

 
Indian-Pakistani relations have hit a new low point after the Uri Attack in 

Kashmir. Four militants attacked an Indian military base in Kashmir over the 

weekend and killed 17 soldiers in what is being decried by New Delhi as one of 

the worst ―terrorist attacks‖ there in a quarter century. It‘s totally predictable 

that India would frame the events the way that it did, but observers need to 

realize that New Delhi‘s harsh language isn‘t just reactionary rhetoric towards 

Pakistan, but carries broader significance for Russia and China. India is 

signalling to them that the bilateral relationship that it has with each Great 

Power will be irreversibly damaged if they continue their strategic relations 

with Pakistan, a country which New Delhi is once again obsessively 

campaigning across the world to have recognized as a ‗rogue terrorist state‘ and 

subsequently isolated. 

 

India‟s Untenable Balancing Act 

 

It will never be publicly admitted and will always be ‗plausibly denied‘ for 

diplomatic purposes and reasons of international image, but India is leading the 

Hybrid War on CPEC, the $46 billion Chinese-led investment corridor through 

Pakistan and Beijing‘s only reliable non-Malacca route to the Indian Ocean. 

India‘s aggressive policies are being directed by powerful National Security 

Advisor Ajit Doval, the man who can single-handedly be blamed for India‘s 

abandonment of non-alignment in favour of what its sycophantic pundits have 

decided to misleadingly market as ―multi-alignment‖, which is just an 

‗acceptable‘ way to call India‘s pro-American redirection. Granted, India still 

enjoys a very close relationship with Russia, but it‘s undeniable that its 

relations with the US have astronomically improved ever since Modi‘s 

premiership began and are progressively developing into one of the world‘s 

most decisive military-strategic partnerships. In this context, Russia‘s relations 

with India are irreplaceably important for the balancing function that they 

provide in regards to New Delhi‘s delicate straddling of the multipolar and 

unipolar worlds. 

The Hybrid War on CPEC 

 
Nevertheless, Russia has been unable to slow the pace of India‘s Hybrid War on 

CPEC, with New Delhi having taken a bold triple-step approach in waging this 

http://katehon.com/person/andrew-korybko
https://sputniknews.com/asia/20160918/1045427045/indian-base-kashmir-attack.html
http://www.economist.com/news/asia/21707349-indian-leaders-blame-pakistan-deadliest-such-incident-past-quarter-century-militants
https://sputniknews.com/asia/20160918/1045431936/india-isolation-pakistan-attack.html
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/defence/how-ajit-doval-indias-007-is-shaping-pm-narendra-modis-foreign-policy/articleshow/54402427.cms
http://www.orfonline.org/research/gradually-burying-non-alignment/
http://www.orfonline.org/research/gradually-burying-non-alignment/
http://www.thehindu.com/opinion/lead/indian-diplomacy-nonalignment-to-multialignment/article8065319.ece
http://theduran.com/is-india-now-a-us-ally/
http://gpolit.com/2016/09/04/yes-india-now-officially-us-ally-andrew-korybko/
http://katehon.com/article/russias-diplomatic-balancing-act-asia-benefit-its-chinese-ally
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campaign. The most significant move was the signing of the so-called 

―Logistics Support Agreement‖ with the US, which in practice opened up all 

Indian military facilities to American use on a case-by-case preapproved basis. 

The Indian-US military-strategic partnership quickly flexed its muscles in 

carrying out the ongoing provocative drills in the mountainous Uttarakhand 

state right near the Chinese border, sending a clear and undeniable message to 

both China and Pakistan that this undeclared military alliance is aimed against 

them. On the regional front, the US-Indian alliance is converging in 

Afghanistan, which New Delhi sees as a ‗flank‘ against Pakistan. This 

framework is formally manifesting itself through the trilateral talks that the 

parties are holding on the sidelines of the UN this week. In the long term, India 

hopes to continue with the weaponization of Afghan Pashtun animosity against 

Pakistan, believing that this can intensify the seemingly never-ending terrorist 

blowback that Pakistan has experienced ever since it got involved with the 

US/Brzezinski-backed Afghan Mujahedeen in the 1980s. 

 

The last element of India‘s Hybrid War on CPEC is perhaps its riskiest, and 

that‘s New Delhi‘s shameless support of the Baloch insurgency in Pakistan. 

India‘s geopolitical hate for Pakistan and CPEC could thus endanger its own 

North-South Corridor in the adjacent Baloch-inhabited Iranian province of 

Sistan and Baluchistan, which would paradoxically have the effect of India 

‗outflanking‘ itself. What‘s even worse for India is that its recklessness towards 

Pakistan and China might have been responsible for Iran‘s recent inclination to 

work with CPEC and for Russia‘s open-minded thinking in completely resetting 

relations with Pakistan through the forthcoming commencement of the first-

ever joint military drills between both countries. The ultimate geopolitical irony 

is that as India ‗balances‘ against China, New Delhi‘s own partners are 

balancing against India due to the insurmountable strategic dilemma that Modi-

Doval provoked by scandalously teaming up with the US in the Hybrid War on 

CPEC. In terms of regional paradigms, it‘s clear to see that the US‘ ‗Pivot to 

Asia‘ involves South Asia just as much as it does ASEAN, and that the 

maritime War on OBOR (China‘s ―One Belt One Road‖ global vision, 

commonly referred to as the New Silk Roads) in the South China Sea has a 

mainland analogue in India‘s Hybrid War on CPEC. 

Contextualizing Kashmir 

 
The Uri Attack occurred right on the eve of the 71st opening of the UN General 

Assembly in New York, guaranteeing that India will politicize the issue as 

much as it can on the global stage. Even before this incident happened, India 

raised the issue of Baluchistan at the UN in the hopes of ‗countering‘ what 

Pakistan will be doing with Kashmir. India doesn‘t have any justification for 

talking about Baluchistan in such a forum because it‘s entirely a domestic issue 

https://sputniknews.com/radio_context_countdown/20160916/1045364168/ceasefire-syria-asia-military-drills-march-libya.html
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/John-Kerry-announces-US-India-Afghanistan-trilateral-talks-hopes-Pakistan-joins-fight-against-terror/articleshow/53932962.cms
http://katehon.com/article/indias-geopolitical-hate-pakistan-sabotaging-north-south-corridor
https://www.thenews.com.pk/print/150158-The-Iran-factor
http://thediplomat.com/2016/09/russia-and-pakistan-to-hold-first-ever-military-exercise/
http://thediplomat.com/2016/09/russia-and-pakistan-to-hold-first-ever-military-exercise/
http://qz.com/782147/narendra-modis-message-to-the-un-balochistan-is-now-officially-an-arrow-in-indias-quiver-against-pakistan/
http://gpolit.com/2016/07/15/kashmir-conflict-context-andrew-korybko/
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for Pakistan, unlike Kashmir which has several UNSC Resolutions behind it. 

Additionally, the UN mandated that India must hold a plebiscite on Kashmir‘s 

future, but New Delhi has flagrantly refused to do this for decades despite 

billing itself as the ―world‘s largest democracy‖. This makes it all the more 

ironic that India is the one trying to paint Pakistan as a ‗rogue state‘. 

 

Moreover, in regards to Kashmir, it is the only place in the world where 

Muslims were de-facto prevented from celebrating Eid el-Adha this year, one of 

the holiest events in all of Islam. Mosques were closed, curfews enforced, and 

communication systems were forcibly shut down by the Indian authorities, thus 

turning what is supposed to be a festive time of prayer and family gatherings 

into one of isolated home confinement for all Kashmiris. Those that were brave 

enough to venture outside of their dwellings were violently confronted by the 

Indian security forces, some of whom shot into the protesting crowds and killed 

an 11-year-old boy. The Kashmiris were so outraged by this murder that 

thousands of them defied the curfew to attend the child‘s funeral. 

Comparatively speaking, the Kashmiris currently have it much worse at the 

hands of India than the Palestinians do in regards to ‗Israel‘, especially when it 

comes to their religious freedoms. 

 

It might be shocking to the reader to find out that neither Iran nor Saudi Arabia 

have taken a substantial stand against India in response to its actions in 

Kashmir, but this is attributable to the grand strategic game that both of them 

are playing with New Delhi. The Iranians envisage part of their long-term 

future economic strategy as facilitating South Asian-Western European trade by 

means of the North-South Corridor that was recently agreed to with it, India, 

Azerbaijan, and Russia, while the Saudis see India as a convenient partner for 

pressuring Pakistan, albeit for different reasons than New Delhi has. In a 

nutshell, Riyadh is furious that Islamabad flat-out refused to join the Saudis‘ 

‗anti-terrorist‘ coalition (a euphemism for a grand anti-Iranian containment 

bloc) and rebuffed their numerous outreaches for taking part in the War on 

Yemen, which explains the fervency with which Saudi Arabia wants to ‗punish‘ 

Pakistan by coordinating with India and indirectly stoking destabilization along 

Iran‘s eastern borderland region. Furthermore, Iran and Saudi Arabia both have 

significant energy relations with India and need to remain in its good graces as 

a result. 

 

The complexity of Iran and Saudi Arabia‘s ties with India explains why neither 

of them is taking up the Kashmiri cause at the UN, despite each of them 

attempting at times to be the normative leader of the Muslim world. The Saudis 

have long been exposed as opportunistic hypocrites with their policies, so it 

shouldn‘t surprise anyone that they‘d violate their own much-trumpeted foreign 

policy ‗principles‘ and ‗sell out Sunnis‘ to India, yet the case of Iran‘s muted 

http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/missions/unmogip/documents.shtml
http://www.thenewsminute.com/article/ground-report-eid-ul-adha-kashmir-day-curfew-killings-and-protests-50002
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2016/09/kashmir-protests-thousands-attend-funeral-schoolboy-160917190945509.html
http://katehon.com/article/global-ambitions-saudis-new-anti-terror-coalition-part-ii
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response is much more nuanced. Iran isn‘t ‗selling anyone out‘ because it never 

formally positioned itself to be their defender in the first place, though it is a bit 

confusing why Tehran would so vocally support the protesters in Bahrain while 

barely uttering a peep about the ones in Kashmir by comparison. This could be 

explained by the fact that Iran generally tends to support Shias whenever 

they‘re facing oppression, but that this does not inherently make it ―anti-Sunni‖, 

―aggressive‖, or ―sectarian‖ no matter how the Saudis and their affiliated 

information outlets try to spin it. Iran sees no such pressing imperative in 

Kashmir because the vast majority of the population is Sunni, not Shia, and the 

Islamic Republic – in spite of its aggressive and disastrous covert intervention 

in Bosnia in the 1990s – does not take the onus upon itself to ―advance the 

subjective ‗interests‘ of Muslims‖ all across the world. 

 

Undiplomatic Behaviour at the UN 

 
Seeing as how neither Iran nor Saudi Arabia will take up the Kashmiri cause at 

the UN due to their complex interests with India, Pakistan feels compelled to 

lead by example in championing this cause in front of the global public. More 

than likely, Islamabad‘s moves will be unpopular on the state-to-state political 

level because many countries want to retain their positive and promising 

economic-strategic relations with India and will be reluctant to publicly back 

Pakistan, but the country can expect to expand its soft power among the popular 

masses in the Muslim-majority countries who are aware of what‘s happening in 

Kashmir. No matter what the reader‘s opinion is about Pakistan and Kashmir, 

legally speaking and in reference to the unfulfilled series of UNSC Resolutions 

that India refuses to carry out by prohibiting a plebiscite, Islamabad has ever 

principled right to raise the Kashmir issue each and every year at the UN, 

especially after the recent violence there and India‘s unthinkable de-facto 

banning of Eid el-Adha celebrations this year. 

 

India, on the other hand, has no justifiable grounds for using its global podium 

to address the issue of Baloch separatism, though as seen from New Delhi‘s 

official statements on the matter, it will try to cover its statements in 

‗humanitarian and diplomatic‘ rhetoric in order to make it ‗globally relevant‘ in 

that forum. Interestingly, this is the same type of normative messaging that the 

US usually resorts to when it‘s trying to internationalize whatever the 

manufactured Hybrid War crisis of the day may be, and it can‘t be discounted 

that the Indian-US military-strategic partnership has progressed at such an 

unprecedented pace that New Delhi is now copying its new ally‘s undiplomatic 

mannerisms in exploiting artificial crises for its own grand benefit (or being 

outright directed what to say). Evaluating the pronounced seriousness with 

which India is treating the Uri Attack and the sort of language that it‘s already 

levelled against Pakistan in regards to this issue and Baluchistan, it‘s predicted 

http://www.nytimes.com/1995/12/10/weekinreview/the-world-what-s-iran-doing-in-bosnia-anyway.html
http://www.worldaffairsjournal.org/article/iran-balkans-history-and-forecast
http://www.lowlandssolutions.com/downloads/Iran%20in%20the%20Balkans%20-%20Pugliese.pdf
http://serbianna.com/blogs/savich/archives/56
http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/ssi120803.htm
http://english.khamenei.ir/news/4015/A-glance-at-Iran-s-support-for-Sunni-Muslims-in-Bosnia-and-Herzegovina
http://orientalreview.org/press-release/
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that India will use the worldwide attention that it receives at the UN General 

Assembly to rail on and on about how Pakistan is purportedly a ‗rogue terrorist 

dictatorship‘ that‘s ‗killing its own people‘ and posing a ‗nuclear-armed threat‘ 

to global security. 

 

―You‟re Either With Us Or Against Us” – Indian Style 

 

The implications of the forthcoming Indian outburst will be geopolitically 

profound and could further weaken BRICS unity by throwing Russia and China 

on the horns of a unipolar-orchestrated dilemma. India is pushing forward with 

the Hybrid War on CPEC in such an obsessive manner that it has come to fully 

dominate the country‘s regional policy, as seen most obviously by the three-

step moves it has taken in allying with Afghanistan, partnering with the US, and 

promoting Baloch separatism in Pakistan. Now, however, India is seeking to 

globalize its campaign and attract worldwide support through the polemical 

show that it‘s about to put on at the UN General Assembly, disguising its 

geopolitical gambit under the thin cover of ‗democratic-humanitarian concern‘. 

The language that New Delhi has already used and will almost certainly 

continue employing in the future makes it clear in no uncertain terms that India 

regards Pakistan as the greatest threat to global security due to its alleged 

support of what it calls ‗Kashmiri terrorism‘ and its supposed ‗human rights 

violations‘ in Baluchistan, strongly inferring that anyone who cooperates with 

Islamabad after this point is thereby guilty by association. 

 

A convincing parallel can be made to India‘s present attitude towards Pakistan 

after the Uri Attack and Bush‘s proclamation after 9/11 in which he arrogantly 

declared that ―Either you are with us, or you are with the terrorists.‖ Modi at the 

UN probably won‘t be as direct as Bush was before Congress, but the message 

will thematically be the same – those who continue to work with Pakistan will 

be regarded as unfriendly to India, to say the least. This will have deleterious 

consequences for India‘s relations with Russia and China because it will force 

them to make a choice between New Delhi and Islamabad, confronting them 

with the unipolar world‘s zero-sum ‗logic‘ that it is fundamentally out of place 

in the emerging Multipolar World Order. In a glaring example of double 

standards, while India believes in ‗multi-alignment‘ for itself in ‗justifying‘ it‘s 

closer relations with the US, it prohibits its supposed multipolar partners in 

BRICS from practicing anything similar with Pakistan, suggesting that the 

hubris of American decision makers has startlingly begun to infect their 

otherwise stereotypically modest Indian counterparts. The reason that India is 

surprisingly pushing forward with such stubborn one-sided demands is because 

it wants to stop CPEC and prevent the commencement of the first-ever Russian-

Pakistani military drills. 

http://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2001/09/20010920-8.html
http://katehon.com/article/afro-eurasian-blueprint-multipolar-world-order
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India‟s Problems with China and Russia 

China: 

The ‗trip wire‘ of strategic competition between India and China and the event 

which unofficially commenced the ongoing Cold War between them was 

Beijing moving forward with the construction of CPEC through what India 

considers to be ―Pakistan-occupied Kashmir‖, but which is internationally 

recognized by most of the world as the legitimate Pakistani territory of Gilgit-

Baltistan, the part of the country directly abutting China. From the Indian 

perspective, CPEC‘s completion would forever tie Gilgit-Baltistan to Pakistan 

and thus squash New Delhi‘s already delirious decades-long dream of ever 

capturing this land and bring it under its control, hence why it dedicated its 

―deep state‖ (permanent military-intelligence-diplomatic bureaucracy) to 

asymmetrically fighting against this project. India‘s upcoming diatribe at the 

UN about the ‗threat‘ that Pakistan poses to the region and the rest of the world 

is conditioned on putting global pressure on China for carrying through with 

this project in spite of how much it‘ll support the ‗rogue terroristic Islamabad 

regime‘, while India might level (or suggest through obvious innuendo) the 

same ‗normative‘ objectives against Russia in relation to Moscow‘s planned 

weapons sales to Pakistan and both sides‘ upcoming joint military drills. 

Russia: 

 
Even though India is ‗diversifying‘ its weapons supplies to incorporate more 

US and ‗Israeli‘ equipment and strategically displacing some Russian imports 

as a result, New Delhi does not want to allow Moscow the option of branching 

out its partners in response and by initiating cooperation with Islamabad. Indian 

decision maker are also of the disposition that it‘s already ‗condescending‘ 

enough that Russian military diplomacy balances between India and China, and 

that it would ‗add insult to injury‘ for Russia to do this in regards to India and 

Pakistan. From their groupthink vantage point, Russia is moving closer to 

China and Pakistan at India‘s strategic expense, even though this type of zero-

sum game is purely in their American-provoked imaginations since Moscow is 

not willing to recklessly jeopardize its multi-billion-dollar arms trade with India 

nor the wealth of strategic economic relations that it presently enjoys with it 

such as in the nuclear energy sector. That being said, Russia is cognizant of 

how desperately the US wants to break into India‘s arms, nuclear energy, and 

overall commercial markets and the surprising progress that it‘s already made, 

and being the Great Power that it is, Moscow knows how to diplomatically 

‗play tough‘ in ‗balancing‘ between its partners in order to strike the most 

optimal deal with each of them, hence one of the more subtly discrete reasons 

behind the ‗restart‘ of Russian-Pakistani relations. 

http://orientalreview.org/2015/11/11/indian-ocean-as-a-prize-or-crisis-of-multipolarity-iii/
https://www.stratfor.com/analysis/how-losing-indias-business-could-ruin-russias-defense-industry
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/US-pips-Russia-as-top-arms-supplier-to-India/articleshow/40142455.cms
http://in.reuters.com/article/india-israel-drones-idINKCN0RL2EC20150921
https://sputniknews.com/columnists/20160907/1045048586/army-2016-russia-military-diplomacy-success.html
https://sputniknews.com/military/20160906/1045023100/russia-india-military-cooperation.html
http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/politics-and-nation/india-and-russia-sign-16-agreements-russia-to-help-build-12-nuclear-reactors/articleshow/50318010.cms
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As India moves closer to the US, it can expect Russia to take reciprocal steps 

towards Pakistan in compensating for any perceived or actual loss of relevant 

market share and influence, with the ‗Logistics Support Agreement‘ serving as 

the trigger for Moscow‘s decision to carry out joint military exercises with 

Islamabad. In contrast to India‘s depictions of Pakistan as some ‗backwards 

rogue state‘ under the secret control of ‗terrorists‘, Moscow sees its new South 

Asian partner as a responsible state dedicated to fighting the scourge of 

terrorism, ergo why officials have said that counterterrorism cooperation is very 

high between both sides and underpinning one of the reasons why Russia plans 

to ship arms to Pakistan in the first place. The Russian-Pakistani rapprochement 

is heavily influenced by China, which convinced both of its strategic partners to 

let go of their historical baggage and finally cooperate out of the shared 

multilaterally beneficial vision of enhancing CPEC and pan-Eurasian 

connectivity. This process isn‘t aimed against any third party like India thinks it 

is, though it admittedly has been sped up by India‘s suspicious acceleration of 

multidimensional relations with the US. The sooner that Indian decision makers 

realize this, the sooner that they‘ll come to terms with the reality behind what is 

happening and in understanding why their implicit demands that all countries 

cut their strategic interactions with Pakistan are bound to fall on deaf ears in 

Moscow. 

Concluding Thoughts 

 
India is on track to uncouple itself from its Eurasian BRICS allies under the 

false guise of unstated protest over their relations with Pakistan. New Delhi 

might not publicly state that it has a problem with Beijing‘s CPEC or Moscow‘s 

planned joint military drills with Islamabad, but by using the global podium of 

the UN General Assembly to predictably smear Pakistan as a ‗terrorist rogue 

state‘, it‘s obviously trying to implicate all of its strategic partners by extent and 

thus turn up the pressure on each of them to halt their high-level interactions in 

response. There‘s no way that China will abandon CPEC nor that Russia will 

embarrassingly step back from its hitherto very promising military diplomacy 

with Pakistan just because India has a paranoid problem with these initiatives, 

and the way that they see it, New Delhi is the one that‘s essentially 

backtracking on its multipolar commitment by implicitly making one-sided 

zero-sum unipolar demands of its partners. 

 

India already knows that Russia and China won‘t accede to the pressure being 

put on them, which is why everything that it does at the UN this week is 

basically one big public relations stunt in ‗justifying‘ an even stronger 

intensification of New Delhi‘s pro-Western pivot in hindsight, with it being 

forecast that India will move even closer to the US, Germany, and Japan in the 

coming months under the ostensible explanation that these are the countries 

https://sputniknews.com/world/20160816/1044324229/russia-pakistan-terror-fight.html
https://sputniknews.com/military/20160906/1045009995/pakistan-russia-terrorism-cooperation.html
https://sputniknews.com/world/20160905/1044975268/pakistan-russia-anti-terrorism.html
https://sputniknews.com/asia/20160919/1045467782/india-terrorism-germany-attack.html
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most solidly standing behind its claims that Pakistan is a ‗rogue terrorist state‘. 

As evidence, the jingoistic pundits in the Indian media could simply contrast 

how Washington, Berlin, and Tokyo took New Delhi‘s side in shunning 

Pakistan as compared to Moscow and Beijing‘s embrace of Islamabad. It should 

never be forgotten, though, that Russia and China are engaging with Pakistan 

out of multipolar solidarity in creating a new and peaceful order in Eurasia, 

while India is teaming up with the US and its allies in order to disrupt this 

vision because of the intense geopolitical hate that it has for Pakistan and the 

violent jealousy that it experiences every time it hears about its BRICS partners 

pragmatically interacting with its supreme rival. 

 

Looking back on it, the Uri Attack and India‘s over-exaggerated hysterics about 

it on the world stage will be seen as the pivotal moment when New Delhi threw 

its Russian and Chinese ‗partners‘ into a unipolar-concocted dilemma by 

presenting them with the impossible ultimatum of cutting off all strategic ties 

with Pakistan or risk incurring India‘s wrath. Russia and China saw this coming 

long in advance when their respective strategists first pinpointed that India was 

turning into an American ally, so each country has been preparing itself in its 

own way for the fallout of frigid relations with India. Russia might still be able 

to retain privileged relations with India for as long as New Delhi continues to 

rely on Russian weaponry and nuclear energy technology, though if India uses 

the occasion of Russia‘s continued relations with Pakistan in the post-Uri 

strategic environment to make the choice of decisively pivoting towards the 

unipolar world in these sectors, then this might herald in the moment when 

India begins silently replacing its erstwhile strategic dependencies on Russia 

with the US, ‗Israel‘, and others. As for Indian-Chinese relations, it can be fully 

expected that the Cold War between the two will continue to heat up, possibly 

culminating in a hot proxy war in Nepal. 

 

Finally, all observers will have to keep their eyes peeled on the upcoming 

BRICS Summit in Goa next month in order to see whether the geopolitical 

divisions between Russia & China on one side and India on the other will have 

any immediate substantial consequences for all parties‘ presumably shared goal 

of reforming the global economic-financial system. As the author wrote in his 

book-length article series about ―The Meaning Of Multipolarity‖, India still has 

a vested self-interest in promoting economic-financial multipolarity despite its 

geopolitical unipolarity, but that the geopolitical factor is the ultimate 

determinant in influencing the other two and will with time come to impact on 

India‘s commitment to them. Considering how quickly India has geopolitically 

moved towards the US in the course of less than a single year, it can‘t be 

disregarded that Washington is also holding out the promise of integrating New 

Delhi into the unipolar economic-financial system and tempting it to abandon 

its multipolar commitment to BRICS. It‘s too early to rush to any judgements in 

https://in.rbth.com/blogs/2014/08/12/why_the_us_is_courting_india_37407
http://katehon.com/article/meaning-multipolarity-methodology-and-indicators
http://katehon.com/article/india-and-multipolarity
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this case, but the conceptual threat must responsibly be countenanced by 

Russian and Chinese decision makers, which is why it‘s so important for 

observers to monitor India‘s relations with Russia and China at these tense 

moments and to keep a watchful eye on everything (including symbolism, 

mannerisms, and adherence to diplomatic protocol) that occurs during next 

month‘s BRICS Summit in Goa. 

 
Andrew Korybko writes for Katehon is an independent think tank that defends 

the principle of a multipolar world and international balance of powers. It pays 

special attention to global multipolar associations such as BRICS and the 

Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) 
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India‟s sound and fury 

Munir Akram 

IN the current crisis, it is tempting to dismiss India‘s dire threats, outlandish 

propaganda, childish antics and illusory ‗surgical strikes‘, in Shakespeare‘s 

words, as ―a tale told by an idiot, full of sound and fury, signifying nothing‖. 

The clamour from India is certainly replete with idiocy and delusional 

nonsense. Yet, India‘s aggressive posture and propaganda may signify a more 

ominous portent. 

It is clear that India has been encouraged by its new alliance with the US to 

conclude that it can suppress the latest revolt in India-held Jammu and Kashmir 

with brutal impunity. America and other Western powers are not prepared to 

speak out against India‘s massive violations of human rights in Kashmir. 

The fictional ‗surgical strikes‘ across the LoC have led some Indian analysts to 

assert that New Delhi has established a new threshold for military action against 

Pakistan without evoking retaliation. Do the Modi government and Indian 

military leaders actually endorse this thesis? Was India prevented from carrying 

out cross-LoC strikes because of its own assessment that Pakistan would 

retaliate, or because of the cautionary advice of the US and other powers? If this 

is not clear, Pakistan will need to evaluate what it needs to do to re-establish the 

mutual deterrence inducted after the 1998 nuclear tests. 

 

Pakistan‟s policymakers must restore focus on the real challenge posed by 

India‟s hostility. 

 

The high-level meeting convened in Islamabad to review the current crisis with 

India should have focused on such strategic issues and the challenge of 

defending the hapless Kashmiris. Instead, if the report in this newspaper is 

correct, it appears that the meeting focused on India‘s thesis that Pakistan will 

be ‗isolated‘ because of its incomplete action against ‗terrorist‘ groups. Apart 

from the legal and political complexity of the issue, action on this issue at this 
time would be interpreted as capitulation to Indian military pressure and threats 

and, that too, while India openly supports insurrection in Balochistan and 

http://www.dawn.com/news/1290224/indias-sound-and-fury
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sponsors the TTP from Afghan territory. To confound confusion, the sensitive 

internal deliberations were ‗leaked‘ to the press.  

Pakistan‘s policymakers must restore focus on the real challenge posed by 

India‘s hostility and its oppression in occupied Jammu and Kashmir. The prime 

minister made a bold speech at the UN General Assembly, proposing an 

investigation of India‘s human rights violations in occupied Kashmir; Pakistan-

India arms control and military restraint; and consultations with the Security 

Council to demilitarise Kashmir and implement the Security Council 

resolutions.  

These proposals must be actively promoted by Pakistan‘s diplomacy in the 

Security Council, the Human Rights Council and other relevant forums. The 

major powers should be apprised of the ground realities. The 20 political 

envoys dispatched by the prime minister, with some exceptions, are unlikely to 

be equal to this task. There are at least a dozen experienced and respected 

diplomats available in Islamabad who could be used for this purpose. 

There are three essential messages that need to be conveyed to the international 

community. 

One: Kashmir remains a nuclear flashpoint. India has been unable to extinguish 

the Kashmiri demand for self-determination in 70 years; it will be unable to do 

so in the foreseeable future. Every generation of Kashmiris will keep rising 

against Indian rule. Indian violence will be met by Kashmiri retaliation. India 

will always blame Pakistan for this. A Pakistan-India war will remain an ever-

present threat. 

Two: India is obviously being encouraged in its brutality and belligerence by its 

new-found alliance with the US. New Delhi may convince itself that it is in a 

position to engage in a limited or punitive war against Pakistan. This would be 

a catastrophic mistake. Pakistan and India need to adopt measures for mutual 

restraint to avoid any conflict, now or in the future. 

Three: since bilateral efforts have failed for 70 years, it is essential that the 

international community intercedes forcefully to promote a peaceful solution to 

the Kashmir dispute and prevent a war between Pakistan and India, by design or 

accident. 

Our leaders and people should be clear: Pakistan is not isolated, nor likely to be. 

In fact, there are several current opportunities for Pakistan‘s diplomacy to shift 

the strategic balance in its favour. 
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First, Pakistan should open an early dialogue with the incoming US 

administration to underline the need for a balanced US policy to prevent an 

Indian threat to Pakistan‘s security and to sustain Pakistan-US cooperation on 

Afghanistan, counterterrorism, non-proliferation as well as trade and 

investment. 

Second, while US support for India‘s military build-up is aimed against China, 

it is Pakistan which faces the primary threat from this build-up. As Pakistan‘s 

strategic partner, China must be asked at the highest level to intensify its 

strategic cooperation with Pakistan and enable it to effectively counter the 

advanced military capabilities India is deploying against Pakistan. 

Third, Islamabad needs to take full advantage of Russia‘s new openness to a 

strategic relationship with Pakistan and build a relationship covering defence, 

technology, energy, Afghanistan and countering terrorism. 

Fourth, Pakistan and Iran have a common interest in stabilising their Baloch 

provinces. This can be the foundation for a restored strategic relationship 

encompassing trade, energy, defence and Afghanistan. 

Fifth, Saudi Arabia is strategically adrift due to the erosion of its alliance with 

the US. Pakistan can extend support to the House of Saud without becoming 

involved in the competition between Riyadh and Tehran. 

Sixth, Turkey‘s ties with the US and Nato are also frayed. Pakistan‘s already 

close relationship with Ankara can be expanded across the board. 

Last, while the threat from India is existential, it is potential. The hostile 

intervention from Afghanistan by the TTP and BLA is operational. In the 

absence of Kabul‘s cooperation, ‗surgical strikes‘ against TTP safe havens and 

BLA safe houses should be an active option for Pakistan. Moreover, if Ghani‘s 

government continues to refuse a negotiated peace, Pakistan is well placed to 

promote an alternative peace process involving those Afghans who are ready to 

reach a peace settlement based on power-sharing and the withdrawal of foreign 

troops from Afghanistan.  

The writer is a former Pakistan ambassador to the UN 

. 
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Kashmir: A Case for Third Party Mediation 
Abdul Majid Zargar 

Kashmir is international news once again. The killing of Burhan Wani followed 

by fresh mass uprising has provided a fresh impetus to the issue locally as well 

as internationally. The Fidayeen attack on Indian brigade headquarters at Uri 

and the subsequent alleged Indian surgical strike across LOC has stirred the 

hornet‘s nest once again. Though the two Countries appear to be exercising a 

strategic restraint at the moment but nothing can be said about future. A small 

incident on either side may become an instant recipe for a war between two 

nuclear armed neighbors, which God forbid, will not only wipe out both of 

them from the global map but will devastate the whole South Asian region. 

On the other hand a worst human tragedy is unfolding in Kashmir. Nearly one 

hundred lives have been lost in a span of less than three months. Nearly one 

thousand young men are estimated to loose complete eyesight. 

Countless people have been maimed and injured.  It is under these 

circumstances that UN General Secretary, Ban-Ki-Moon has offered mediation 

between the two Countries for resolving the Kashmir issue, a festering wound 

which is eating into the vitals of both the Countries along with Kashmir. While 

Pakistan is receptive to the offer, India has been paranoid at the thought of third 

party mediation, international interference, or even a remote interest, in the 

Kashmir issue. Any such act is looked as interference in its internal matters. It 

does not bear any international gaze in its dealings in Kashmir. Not even from 

International human rights organizations like ―Amnesty International‖ or 

similar other organizations. 

An internationally recognized dispute like Kashmir, stands good chance 

of being solved by some give & take method but certainly not by an 

intransigent attitude adopted by India.  Adopting that stand certainly means 

perpetuation of a policy which can prove a disaster for India, domestically as 

well as internationally. 

Why does India oppose a third party mediation or international interference on 

Kashmir issue? Firstly India has never really been sure that the world, by and 

large, accepts   the legitimacy of its control over Kashmir. There are other 

reasons for India‘s hesitation which have been articulated often by different 

representatives of the government. Some of these are: 

1. That Kashmir being its integral part is India‘s internal issue which 

brooks no outside interference. The reason that this is reiterated at any 
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given opportunity is essentially because New Delhi worries that the 

mediator may impose a solution to Kashmir issue not to its liking. 

2. India, being a pluralistic society, is afraid that it might follow the fate 

of the Soviet Union once it is compelled to offer concessions on 

Kashmir. Indian elite considers Jammu and Kashmir, the only Indian 

state where the majority of the population is Muslim, to be the weakest 

link in a Hindu-majority country. 

3. India is also apprehensive that any concessions given to Kashmir will, 

in turn, open the floodgates for demands in other states. 

Are India‘s above concerns or apprehensions genuine? The last decade has 

witnessed India making a big leap forward. It is not just a regional player. It is 

now being counted as one among giant world powers. Its views & opinions 

about various global issues are being taken with respect.  It plays an important 

role in multilateral organizations and is a major contributor to UN peacekeeping 

missions. It is an aspiring candidate for a permanent seat in UN Security 

Council and major world powers are receptive to this wish. If we link these to 

the fact that it is a big democracy, there is need for a strategic relationship. It is, 

therefore imperative that its ties with Pakistan are improved, it‘s thinking on 

Afghanistan rational and its relationship with other neighbours warm & cordial. 

It is in this context that India needs to solve the Kashmir issue, sooner the 

better. Since attempts to solve it bilaterally with Pakistan has not yielded any 

result for last more than sixty years, the attention should move to alternative 

methods & one of them certainly is third party mediation. Adopting this 

methodology has many benefits, some of which are listed below: 

¶ It is an accepted fact that both in India & Pakistan, no political party 

can expect to survive in power, if it is perceived, even slightly, offering 

concessions on Kashmir. Third party decision on the issue will rule out 

any such possibility. 

¶ Two agreements between India & Pakistan, mediated by third parties, 

have already stood test of time. One is ―Indus water treaty‖ mediated 

by world Bank in 1960 & the other is ― Rann of Kutch agreement‖  

mediated by  British sponsored Tribunal in 1968. It is worth 

mentioning here that In India, a no-confidence motion was moved 

against  Indira Gandhi‘s government in February 1968 for entering into 

such an agreement with Pakistan but was defeated by 203 to 72 votes. 

She carried the day by asserting the Indian government should not 
always proceed on the basis of hostility towards Pakistan and no matter 

how torturous the road, India & Pakistan must learn to walk together. 

¶ Another issue is that a lasting bilateral approach can only 

work between equals. Two nations do not necessarily need to be of the 
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same size but they have to have political and constitutional systems 

that are comparable in their stability and consistency. This situation is 

absent in case of India & Pakistan. The former is a democracy & the 

later a hybrid system of democracy & dictatorship where Army 

exercises a veto power over all decisions of the Govt. 

¶ Even Simla agreement entered into by two Countries in 1972 provide 

for such a mechanism when it says ‗That the two countries are resolved 

to settle their differences by peaceful means through bilateral 

negotiations or by any other peaceful means mutually agreed upon 

between them‘. The words ‗other peaceful means‘ clearly refer to third 

party mediation. 

¶ While a few decades ago mediation as a formal conflict management 

method was limited largely to labour-management relations, today, 

mediation is applied across virtually all conflict domains.(Lious 

Kriesberg in his book „constructive conflicts‟-chapter 8 page 215). 
Arguably Kriesburg is the most acclaimed & respected authority on the 

theory & practice of global conflict resolutions. 

It is, therefore in India‘s interest, to engage Pakistan over Kashmir through a 

third party.  Pakistan still reiterates its demand for such mediation on Kashmir, 

and thus would be hard-pressed to reject this approach. Third party mediation 

or facilitation on Kashmir can move forward only if there is a mutual will to 

settle the issue. Both India & Pakistan have everything to gain and nothing to 

lose in the event of third party mediation. 

(The author is a practicing chartered Accountant & can be mailed for feed back 
at abdulmajidzargar@gmail.com) 

  

 

 

 

 

 



75 

 

Indian Media boycott Buddhist/Dalits 

Events 
Ravikiran Shinde 

Dr. Ambedkar in his speech delivered on Oct 13, 1935, in Yewala, in Nashik 

district had thundered that although he was born as a Hindu, he would not die as 

one. He advised the Depressed Classes to abandon all agitation for temple-entry 

privileges; instead, he advised that they should leave Hinduism entirely and 

embrace some another religion. 

Vexed by the rampant Caste discrimination rooted in the Hinduism that did not 

spare even a foreign returned doctorate scholar like him, he fought against the 

bigotry all his life. Twenty-One years later, On October 14, after studying 

various other religions he chose Buddhism – an indigenous religion of India 

that promotes peace and equality and which is based on human compassion 

than any divine power.  So influenced was he about the religion that he 

demolished the cast –based Hindu ideology and gave birth to Indian 

Constitution based on Liberty, Equality, Fraternity and justice. The 

fundamentals enshrined in the Constitution are proof of that. 

This year, 14th October marked the 60th Anniversary of the conversion of 

millions of Dalits lead by Dr. Ambedkar at the historic Nagpur place. The 

celebrations took place on October 9th as per Lunar Calendar. This was by far 

the largest religious mass conversion in the history of the modern world without 

any bloodshed.   Unfortunately, Dr. Amebekdar did not live longer and 

consequently his mass conversion programs at Mumbai and other places did not 

materialise.  The Censusindia.gov.in website lists Buddhist population at 8 

million as per 2011 census.  The largest concentration of Buddhism is in 

Maharashtra (58.3%), where (73.4%) of the total Buddhists in India reside. 

Karnataka (3.9 lakh), Uttar Pradesh (3.0 lakh), west Bengal (2.4 lakh) and 

Madhya Pradesh (2.0 lakh) are other states having large Buddhist population. 

Sikkim (28.1%), Arunachal Pradesh (13.0%) and Mizoram (7.9 %) are top 

states in terms of having the maximum percentage of Buddhist population. 

Since most neo-Buddhist were erstwhile Dalits from Maharashtra, Karnataka 

and Uttar Pradesh, the term Dalits and Buddhist is used interchangeably here. 

Some still maintain their Hindu caste certificate although they practice 

Buddhism. The confusion and question mark created related to reservations for 
converted Buddhist meant that people had apprehension reporting themselves 

as Buddhism. Thus, in reality, the population could be much more. 

http://www.countercurrents.org/author/ravikiran-shinde/
http://censusindia.gov.in/
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Every year millions of Buddhist and Dalits converge to Nagpur from 

across India to celebrate the anniversary of conversion called as Dhamma 

Chakra — named after Buddhist meaning of revolving the Chakra. According 

to one estimates, turnover on the sell of books on Ambedkar, Buddha, Phule 

and other social reformers ranges in Lakhs. Also, there are hundreds of stalls 

giving educational information, assistance or guidance to Dalit youths. Many 

organisations participate in this event. 

Dr. Ambedkar had asked his followers to donate 5% of their income for social 

cause so that their brothers and sisters could be taken out of abject poverty and 

neglect. Today there are thousands of people who follow Dr. Ambedkar idea of 

community services. Pankaj Meshram and his wife Sheetal traveled from USA 

to participate in the event. While Pankaj works for a private company, Sheetal 

is a doctor in US. They have been collaborating with local grassroots 

organizations in India to train, educate and empower women and students from 

the lower echelon of the society. This includes bicycle and computer donation, 

educational assistance and other activities including self-defense training for 

Dalit girls. ―Nowhere in the world would you see such a crowd that is driven by 

passion for social work and upliftment of downtrodden. I also liked college 

students doing street play to raise awareness and it‘s a great sign to see 

youngsters carrying forward the caravan of Babasaheb Ambedkar‖, Says Pankaj 

who along with Sheetal had placed a stall on Women‘s empowerment. 

There are many others who have traveled to Nagpur. Mr. Raju Kamble has been 

pioneer in social work for many years. Among other things, free distribution of 

Dr. Ambedkar literature to the young students in Engineering and Medical 

colleges for last fifteen years has been one of his successful ideas. 

Vidya Bhushan Rawat, noted journalist also took part in the Deeksha Bhoomi 

event this year. He wrote ―We hope with this positive minds working together 

will see changes in India for an enlightened India of Babasaheb Ambedkar 

dream. They came in Lakhs to pay their tribute to celebrate the Historic Day of 

Ashoka Vijaya Dashami in Nagpur when the Dhamma Chakra pravartan day 

celebrations overshadow the Dussera celebrations in the RSS headquarters just 

miles away. Everywhere you see Dhammachakra, the Buddha and Dr. 

Ambedkar their literature, music, culture, theater, dance and reverence — 

everything here to understand what makes Dr. Ambedkar the tallest intellect of 

India. The people come on their own and their emotions and passion can only 

be understood if you have sensitivity‖ 

You‘d imagine all this positive news would make excellent sound bites for the 

mainstream media. Isn‘t it? But not to be. Just like every year, the mainstream 

Media continues to boycott such historical and mammoth gatherings. You will 
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never see in mainstream media, Print or Electronic Hindi or English, giving 

decent coverage to this grand event attended by millions. Even local Marathi 

TV channels in Maharashtra covers the Deekshabhoomi event scantily.  This 

year they covered half-a-minute sound bite of the chief minister Devendra 

Fadanavis, who attended the event at Deeksha Bhoomi Nagpur, without 

elaborating anything about the event. Also important to note that, to mark this 

anniversary, every year, thousands of low caste people willingly convert to 

Buddhism. 

Just few kilometers from Deeksha Bhoomi the RSS does its annual  Dussera 

festival which is aired live on many channels or covered extensively.  Somehow 

Dikshabhoomi gets censored every time. Rediff recently reported that in 

Gujarat, following the Una Dalit atrocity, hundreds of Dalits have taken 

a pledge to Buddhism on occasion of the 60th Anniversary of Conversion. 

Again, the Mainstream media turns a blind eye.  

While Nagpur has Deeksha Bhoomi, Mumbai has Chaitya Bhoomi, the place 

where Dr. Ambedkar was cremated on 6 Dec 1956. Millions of Dalits gather 

here to pay their homage and yet there is never media coverage. If anything, 

this event is reported in the news form of traffic congestion and pollution or 

inconvenience to the residents living in the vicinity. Again, here too, books get 

sold more than ritualistic material like garlands or incense sticks. Last year on 

6th Dec, some youths led by young poet and Journalist Vaibhav Chhaya started 

a noble initiative along with groups of his friends – ‗One book, One Pen‘. 

Millions of pens and notebooks were thus donated by each person visiting. 

They were later distributed to the needy students, and schools. The group has 

replicated this success to Deekshabhomi this year. 

Granted, mainstream media does highlight, to some extent, the atrocities 

committed on Dalits.  Although they do not make to prime time debates, it is at 

least getting reported now. But positive news or show of strength almost finds 

no mention in the mainstream media. 

In the age of social media, the mainstream media gets completely exposed with 

its overt bias towards gatherings of Dalits and Buddhists. 

Ravikiran Shinde is a writer, blogger and a commentator on socio-political 
issues in India 

 

 


