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TOTOK, A chat and voice calling app that
became available earlier this year and has
since been downloaded millions of times
from the Apple and Google app stores, is
actually a spying tool, according to a United
States intelligence assessment, The New
York Times reported on Sunday.

ToTokis used by the government of the
United Arab Emirates (UAE) to try to track
every conversation, movement, relation-
ship, appointment, sound and image of
those who install it on their phones, The
New York Times, which investigated both
the app and its developers, said.

The UAE has restricted popular mes-
saging services like WhatsApp and Skype,
and ToTok was billed as a “fast, free, and
secure” way to chat by video or text mes-
sage. While the majority of its users are in
the Emirates, the app has been down-
loaded throughout the Middle East, and
in Europe, Asia, Africa, and North America.

In the US, ToTok surged to become one
of the most downloaded social apps last
week, according to app rankings and App
Annie, aresearch firm, The NYTreport said.
According to recent Google Play rankings
quoted by the report, it was among the top
50 free apps in Saudi Arabia, the UK, India,
Sweden, and other countries. However, not
many people in India actually use ToTok.

HOW TOTOK WORKS: ToTok appears
tobe a copy of YeeCall, a Chinese messag-
ing app offering free video calls, slightly
customised for English and Arabic audi-
ences, according to a forensic analysis
commissioned by The NYT. It functions
much like the myriad other Apple and
Android apps that track users’ location
and contacts. Its name is an apparent play
on the Chinese app TikTok, which is
hugely popular in India. The Chinese tele-
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THIS WORD MEANS
TOTOK

A messaging app could be an Emirati spying tool

ToTok has now been removed from
Apple and Android app stores. NYT

com giant Huawei recently promoted
ToTok in advertisements.

WHO’S BEHIND TOTOK: According to
The NYT, the firm behind ToTok is Breej
Holding, most likely a front company af-
filiated with DarkMatter, an Abu Dhabi-
based cyberintelligence and hacking firm
where Emirati intelligence officials, for-
mer US National Security Agency em-
ployees, and former Israeli military intel-
ligence operatives work. DarkMatter is
under FBl investigation, according to for-
mer employees and law enforcement of-
ficials, for possible cybercrimes.

WHAT HAPPENS NOW: The NYT report
has been quoted extensively in media
across the world. On Thursday, Google re-
moved the app fromits Play store after de-
termining ToTok violated unspecified poli-
cies. Apple removed ToTok from its App
Store on Friday and was still researching
the app. Users who already downloaded
the app will still be able to use it until they
remove it from their phones.

TP FOR READING LIST

THE ANCIENT ART OF WAR, REIMAGINED

AS BOOKS on war strategy go,

the two most frequently

mentioned works are the

Prussian general Carl Philipp

Gottfried von Clausewitz’s

unfinished On War (German,

Vom Kriege) which was pub-

lished by his wife in 1832, a

year after his death; and The

Art of War, credited to a

Chinese philosopher and mil-

itary strategist named Sun

Tzu, who is believed to have lived 2,500

years ago, between 544 BC and 496 BC.
The central tenet of Sun Tzu'’s philos-

ophy is well known: that the real mastery

of the art of waris to achieve one’s desired

strategic goals without having to go towar.

Over the last century or so, the book has

been translated and interpreted by alarge

number of scholars writing in multiple

languages; the latest of these efforts in

English has been made by Michael Nylan,

a professor of history at the University of

California at Berkeley, specialising on Early

China. Prof Nylan has written several

scholarly books and innumerable papers

in her area of research, and
the publisher’s note describes
her latest — out early next
year — as being “the first time
in any modern language
(that) a female scholar and
translator (has) reimagine(d)
The Art of War™.

The New York Times re-
view of Nylan’s translation
describes it as being “marvel-
lously pointy and plainspo-

ken”, in which “each sentence is a struck
match”. An example:

“Warfare is the art of deception.

So when you can, feign incapacity,

And when deploying troops, appear
to have no such plans.

When close, seem to them to be far
away, and when far away, seem near.

If the enemy commander is avid for
advantage, use it to lure himin;

If he is volatile, seize upon that;

If he is solid, prepare well for battle;

If he is strong, evade him; if he is an-
gry, rile him; if he is unpresuming, feed
his arrogance.”

NIRAJA GOPAL JAYAL

What were the Indian ideas and rules
of citizenship in the Constitution
before the Citizenship Amendment Act
(CAA),2019?

The Articles (5-11) on citizenship in the
Constitution of India were formulated specif-
ically for the immediate aftermath of the
Partition, leaving it to Parliament to enact the
law on citizenship, which it did in 1955.

The Constituent Assembly held the prin-
ciple of jus soli (citizenship based on birth on
the soil of a country) to be the more “enlight-
ened modern civilised” principle, as com-
pared to the “racial” principle of jus sanguinis
(citizenship based on descent); although cit-
izenship by descent, as well as registration
and naturalisation, also found recognition in
The Citizenship Act of 1955.

The law on Indian citizenship is located
within a constitutional framework that con-
fers equal rights on all citizens, and does not
discriminate between them on grounds of
caste, creed, tribe or gender.

But if the new citizenship law does not
impact Indian Muslims, should the
exclusion of Muslims from Pakistan,
Bangladesh, and Afghanistan bother
Indians?

Itis true that the CAA per se does not im-
pact Indian Muslims. When twinned with the
National Register of Citizens (NRC), however,
it could adversely impact not only Indian
Muslims, but also poor Indians of all faiths.

Evenif (given the conflicting signals from
the government) the NRC is not imple-
mented, and the differentiationis only in re-
lation toillegal migrants in the CAA, the very
introduction of the principle of religious dis-
crimination is cause for concern. Once the
principle is admitted, that discrimination on
religious grounds is permissible in law, it may
not be possible to limit or contain its applica-
tion to other realms as well.

How has the switch to jus sanguinis been
significant in the great citizenship
debates of the world?

The direction of change varies. When
Donald Trump became President of the
United States, he did indeed signal a ques-
tioning of the idea of birthright citizenship.
On the other hand, Germany has movedina
more inclusive direction, combining ele-
ments of both jus soli as well as jus sanguinis.
So there are historical fluctuations and hy-
bridisations.

The Indian law of citizenship recognizes
both — but through an amendment enacted
when Atal Bihari Vajpayee was Prime
Minister, jus soli was undermined in favour of
jus sanguinis, through the exclusion of people
born in India, but with one parent who was
anillegal migrant at the time of their birth.

The new amendment consolidates this
shift, introducing an explicitly religious crite-
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AN EXPERT EXPLAINS

‘Principle of discrimination based
on faith will be difficult to limit’

Understanding the context and philosophy of Indian citizenship, the situation in countries around the
world, and why the implications of the Citizenship Amendment Act may extend to other realms as well

Large crowds have been protesting against the Citizenship Amendment Act in cities across the country. Praveen Khanna

rion into a hitherto religion-neutral law.

Did the collapse of countries such as the
USSR and Yugoslavia feed the idea of
ethnicity/race and nudge India towards
an exclusive idea of citizenship?

The disintegration of the Soviet Union
and the break-up of Yugoslavia were a long
time ago.

The hyper-nationalism and xenophobia
in countries experiencing populist regimes
have been attributed to the perceived ex-
cesses of globalisation. But the fact is that we
have been in what is called a post-multicul-
tural world since at least the mid-1990s.

The impetus for the decline of multicul-
turalism in Europe had different sources.
From left toright, it ranged from the broadly
left dissatisfaction with identity politics asa
distraction from the project of equality to the
concern that it had failed to improve the con-
dition of minorities to the populist worry that
being over-solicitous of minority cultures
was threatening the majority’s way of life.

The Indian case is, however, distinct from
all of these. The great civilisational diversity
of this country makes imperative an inclu-
sive architecture of governance.

This found powerful expression in the
freedom movement, in the deliberations of
the Constituent Assembly, and in our
Constitution. Evenif the word ‘secular’ was a
later addition, India’s Constitution is a doc-
ument that builds the imperatives of diver-
sity and pluralism into the architectural de-
sign of how we are governed, from
reservations for historically disadvantaged
groups to cultural rights for religious minori-
ties and even the federal arrangement ini-
tially based on language.

The questioning of this architecture has
less to do with the outside world and more to

do with our own polity.

What other examples are there in the
world of countries asking all citizens to
prove citizenship at government
windows, in the way that some fear the
NRC might do? Does that not mean
assuming everyone is illegal unless
proven otherwise?

[ am not aware of any example in the
world in which an entire population has
been asked to prove its citizenship.

Even national ID cards have been contro-
versial. In 2006, the United Kingdom legis-
lated National ID cards, to be linked to a
National Identity Register, carrying 50 cate-
gories of information on every citizen.
Among the significant objections were con-
cerns about discrimination expressed by
black and South Asian citizens. Significantly,
the Commission for Racial Equality said that
this could result in a two-tiered racial struc-
ture, in which British ethnic minorities may
be obliged (by the state or by employers) to
register while white British people may not.
The Act was repealed in 2011, and the data
on the National Identity Register was de-
stroyed within a month.

Based on the experience in Assam, how
much might a nationwide NRC exercise
cost?

The cost of the Assam NRC was Rs 1,600
crore, and 50,000 officials were deployed to
enrol 3.3 million applicants. We now know
that it ended up excluding 1.9 million peo-
ple, mostly genuine citizens of all religious
affiliations. If we take this as the basis of a
back-of-the-envelope calculation, counting
only the Indian electorate of 879 million vot-
ers, an all-India NRC would entail an expen-
diture of Rs 4.26 lakh crore, and would re-

quire 1.33 crore officials to conductit.

Can the NRCbe “done again”, as is being
said in Assam’s case? How does a repeat
of the exercise impact the credibility of
the state?

The huge margin of error — especially ex-
clusion errors — obviously dents seriously
the credibility of such an exercise.

But there can also be errors of inclusion.
As Kamal Sadiq’s book Paper Citizens: How
Illegal Immigrants Acquire Citizenship in
Developing Countries showed, there is a
greater likelihood of poor illegal migrants
holding proper documents than of poor na-
tionals. Migrants, because that’s the condi-
tion for their survival, have to organise pa-
pers on arrival, through what Sadiq calls
“networks of kinship” and “networks of
profit”. This is what he describes as “docu-
mentary citizenship”.

Essentially, it means that documented
non-nationals (illegal migrants) may be able
to prove their citizenship even as undocu-
mented nationals are unable to do so. The
dangers of stripping legitimate citizens of
their citizenship should surely outweigh any
advantage of ‘detecting’ illegal foreigners.

Credibility is also called into question
when the authenticity of documents issued
by the state isimpugned. The courts have been
known to cast doubts on the legitimacy of the
citizenship of Indian passport holders, on the
grounds that a passport could have been ac-
quired by misrepresentation and fraud.

Prof Niraja Gopal Jayal is one of India’s most
well-known political scientists, with
extensive work on the question of citizenship.
Sheis the author of Citizenship and its
Discontents: An Indian History.

She spoke to Seema Chishti.

In citizenship debate, a related question — that of Sri Lankan Tamils

ARUN JANARDHANAN
CHENNAI,DECEMBER 23

THE EXCLUSION of Sri Lankan Tamils fig-
ured prominently in the debate on the
Citizenship Amendment Bill, and the cru-
cial support extended by the AIADMK to the
government in Parliament has handed the
opposition in Tamil Nadu a stick to beat the
ruling party in the state.

About 1 lakh Tamils from Sri Lanka live
in India, including some 60,000 in camps
across Tamil Nadu. These refugees are
mostly Hindu, and are of both Sri Lankan
and Indian origin. The AIADMK claims
Home Minister Amit Shah has promised
Chief Minister Edappadi K Palaniswami that
the question of the Tamil refugees would
be considered soon.

When did the refugees from Sri Lanka
arrive in India?

Tamils who came from Sri Lanka can be
separated into those who came before 1983
and those who came after, when the sepa-
ratist movement in the island nation took
a violent turn followed by a series of anti-
Tamil riots. Most of the 1 lakh documented
Sri Lankan illegal immigrants who live in
Tamil Nadu today;, fled this ethnic conflict.

Those who reached India before 1983

were mostly Indian-origin Tamils whose
forefathers migrated to Sri Lanka a century
previously, mainly to work in the tea plan-
tations. In 1964, Prime Ministers Lal
Bahadur Shastri and Sirimavo Bandaranaike
signed an agreement to allow some
9,75,000 people of Indian origin in Sri
Lanka, who had citizenship of neither coun-
try, to become citizens of the country of
their choice. Many of those who arrived in
India until 1982 got legal accommodation;
however, the process was not comprehen-
sive, and was ultimately not completed.

Some 4.6 lakh repatriations from Sri
Lanka have been officially recorded so far,
besides thousands of Tamils of Sri Lankan
origin who sought asylum in India. Some of
those who arrived from Sri Lanka managed
to travel onward to countries of Europe;
some others married Indians and resolved
their identity issues.

The arrivals from Sri Lanka dwarf the ar-
rivals from Burma (about 1.4 lakh from 1963
t0 1989, when it was stopped) and Vietnam
(atotal 2,055 repatriates between 1975 and
1980), government records show. Arrivals
from Sri Lanka turned into a flood after 1983.

What are the conditions in the Tamil
Nadu camps like?

About 19,000 Sri Lankan families, com-
prising 60,000 individuals, live in 107 camps

DMK’s M K Stalin and leaders of other
parties march against the CAAin
Chennai Monday. Stalin has attacked
AIADMK on the refugees’ question. PTI

in Tamil Nadu. Some 10,000 of these in-
mates are children below the age of eight,
according to latest available data from
August 2019.

“Technically, those who arrived by boat
and other informal, illegal channels during
the war in Sri Lanka are considered illegal
immigrants, not refugees,” said S C
Chandrahasan, head of the Organisation for
Eelam Refugees Rehabilitation (OFERR), the
only nongovernment agency thatis allowed
to work in the camps and have free access to
the inmates.

Most of these “illegal immigrants”
reached Tamil Nadu in the 1980s and 1990s.
Thereafter, a few hundreds came over the

years — until arrivals spurted during the last
leg of war, which ended with the final defeat
of the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam
(LTTE) in 20009.

At least 20 per cent of these refugees
claim an Indian origin on the basis of Sri
Lankan birth certificates that identify them
as “Indian Tamil”, and documents issued by
Indian authorities that trace their links to
Indian grandparents or other ancestors.

Dwellings in the so-called refugee
camps are in most cases a single room that
was allotted to a family when it reached
India in 1983 or later, and where they have
continued to live ever since. Most of these
camps are ina shambles. No rentis charged
from the residents, and they get rice for 57
paise a kilo. Each member of a family aged
eight and older is eligible for 12 kg of rice
every month. The head of the family gets an
allowance of Rs 1,000 every month, the
spouse gets Rs 750, and children below the
age of 12, Rs 400 each.

Besides the 60,000 in the camps, about
30,000 Sri Lankan Tamils live on their own,
and are required to periodically report to
the nearest police station. They do, how-
ever, have greater freedom of movement
than those who live in the camps, which
have a system of attendance — inmates of
camps cannot go outside Tamil Nadu, and
require permission to even travel out of the

district. A VIP visit in the vicinity of the
camps almost always brings interrogation
and inquiries from the Q-Branch of the po-
lice and central intelligence agencies. The
relatively free atmosphere in the refugee
camps changed permanently after the as-
sassination of Rajiv Gandhi in 1991.

What do the refugees from Sri Lanka
expect from the government?

They expect citizenship of India — be-
cause they fear persecution and violence at
the hands of the Colombo government and
the Sinhala Buddhist majority if they return
to Sri Lanka, and because they are unable to
go anywhere else (such as to an European
country). Also, most of the Indian-origin
Tamils have ancestral roots, relatives, and
property in India. Many could have got
Indian citizenship under the Shastri-
Bandaranaike Pact if they had chosen to
come to India before the ethnic riots broke
out in Sri Lanka.

OFERR’s Chandrahasan, who is himself
of Sri Lankan origin, and the son of S|V
Chelvanayakam, a prominent Sri Lankan
Tamil leader and a torchbearer of the Tamil
rights movement in that country, however,
believes that those who live in the camps
should return to Sri Lanka. It is better for
them to “become one among the few mil-
lions in Sri Lanka, instead of being one

among over a billion population in India”,
Chandrahasan said.

“There is no process in India to give them
citizenship, and these camps were built as
atemporary arrangement for people in dis-
tress, to make them feel safe until such time
as they could return to Sri Lanka after nor-
malcy was restored. The European model
of giving asylum and citizenship to refugees
works on individual cases. That is impossi-
ble inIndia, as there are thousands of Tamil
refugees,” he said.

Adozen-odd refugees whom The Indian
Express met last week disagreed with
Chandrahasan. Most of those in the camps
have nothing left in Sri Lanka, no property
or community to go back to, they said.

The situation of the Tamil refugees has
been a fairly emotive issue in Tamil Nadu.
DMK chief M K Stalin has in recent state-
ments and speeches repeatedly attacked
the AIADMK for voting in favour of the cit-
izenship Bill that did not include a provision
for Sri Lankan Tamils, and recalled the ef-
forts of DMK regimes to make them eligi-
ble for government schemes.

The AIADMK, which finds itself on the
defensive, has tried to counter-question
the DMK for its failure in get citizenship
for the Sri Lankan Tamils despite having
been part of the UPA government at the
Centre for a decade.
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BECAUSE THE TRUTH INVOLVES US ALL

US VERSUS US

PM has distanced himself from NRC but he needs to go further.
He could begin by acknowledging protesters’ real anxieties

LL SPEECHES ARE made of what is said and what is not. On the day after,
therefore, listen closely to both Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s words, and
his silences, at Ramlila Maidan in the national capital on Sunday. The seething
backdrop, still unfolding, is the spiralling agitation and anger, expressed in
university campuses and outside, by mostly young people, against the law fast-tracking
citizenship for non-Muslim persecuted minorities from three Muslim-dominated neigh-
bouring countries and the BJP government’s oft-stated threat to extend nationwide the
National Citizenship Register process in Assam. While PM Modi apparently distanced
himself from his own home minister, and his party’s manifesto, among others, when he
denied that the NRC was being talked about by the ruling regime — a sign, perhaps, of re-
treat in the face of the protests — what he didn’t say was even more significant and con-
troversial: He did not say there would be no NRC. In other words, having passed a law
that makes religion, for the very first time, the basis for giving citizenship to foreigners,
the BJP government reserves the right to bring an NRC which would unsettle large swathes
of the country’s own minorities and poor ata moment of its choosing. It keeps with itself
the power to pick out the “ghuspaithiya (infiltrator)” from the “sharanarthi (refugee)”.

This central message was amplified by several other things that the PM said, and did-
n’t say. From the podium on Sunday, he addressed “yeh log”, “inki raajneeti”, “inke iraade”
(these people, their politics and motives), naming the Congress and its allies, and “Didi”
or West Bengal Chief Minister Mamata Banerjee. He did not speak to the agitators, deny-
ing them agency and suggesting they are mere puppets pulled by strings “parde ke peeche
(inthe dark)”, or at the mercy of a “remote control”. He exhorted his audience to demon-
strate their respect for the policemen battling protesters on the street, and for elected
MPs in Parliament who passed the CAB. He did not urge or express respect, or empathy,
for the young people who are opposing the law by taking on the might of the state, and
its brutality, mostly peacefully, and sometimes by holding aloft the Constitution and the
Tricolour. In fact, PM Modi did make a mention of those who are waving the Tricolour as
they oppose a discriminatory law — “yehi hai kasauti (this is the test)”, he said, adding a
new nationalism test to the old. If earlier, “They”, those whom he had in an earlier speech
identified on the basis of their clothes, and also “urban Naxals”, were challenged to prove
their patriotism by holding up the flag and, quite literally, by singing the national anthem,
now they would also be asked, as the PM did on Sunday: Have you criticised terror, raised
your voice against Pakistan, while holding the flag?

Finally, the PM employed a tactic he has used several times before. He personalised the
issue, put himself at the centre. The furore over the citizenship law, he said, implicitly, ex-
plicitly, was a conspiracy to unseat him from power. The PM has said his piece. With more
and more CMs standing up and saying no to the Centre on NRC, the pushback grows.

WAY FROM RANCHI

Jharkhand results offer a sobering moment for the BJP, and a
reminder of the usefulness of coalitions

HE JHARKHAND RESULT should worry the BJP, not least because it has been

losing assembly elections and allies since 2017-18. The loss of Jharkhand will

rankle particularly, since the BJP had won 11 of the 14 Lok Sabha seats in the

state in May and provided a stable government for the full five-year term, a first
since the state was formed in 2000. The defeat may also have come at an inopportune time
for the party — neighbouring Bihar, where the BJP is in office in alliance with the JD-U, is
headed to polls next year. The gains in Jharkhand will be a boost for the Opposition, which,
since the drubbing in the general election, has been lying low.

There are lessons for the BJP in the Jharkhand loss. One, the party’s over-reliance on a
single leader, Narendra Modi, for mobilising votes, is problematic in the states. Voters,
clearly, make a distinction between national and state elections and national trends are
not necessarily replicated in the states: Local issues can carry greater salience in the as-
sembly election than so-called national issues. Modi and Amit Shah campaigned prima-
rily on national security, including the CAA and NRC, whereas the gathbandhan — the
JMM, Congress and R]D — focussed on local concerns, particularly unemployment, land
alienation of tribals, failures in the delivery of public goods. The BJP projected Raghubar
Das as its sole face in the state, but the move triggered dissent within the party. Two, the
election may also be read as a reminder of the usefulness of alliances in a fragmented
polity. The gathbandhan’s success is largely the result of a well-crafted coalition whereas
the BJP, once famed for its skill in building alliances, was handicapped by the absence of
allies. It failed to reach a seat-sharing arrangement with the All Jharkhand Students Union
Party (AJSUP), its partner in office, and that hurt both the parties: The AJSUP mopped up
nearly 8 per cent of the vote.

States voting differently in the general election and in assembly polls is an indication
of a powerful federal impulse that seems to have survived the BJP’s push for the central-
isation of politics and governance. The Maharashtra and Jharkhand outcomes suggest
that ignoring regional factors, and parties, could prove costly.

LOST IN TRANSLATION

A new study shows that emotions do not always carry across
languages. But there are ways to bridge the gap

HE HUMAN CONDITION, it appears, is not amenable to translation. A study

published in Science last week found that words referring to emotions — love,

anger, hate, surprise, fear — are understood in vastly different ways across

language groups. “Love”, for example, is closer to liking and fondness in Indo-
European languages and akin to pity in Austronesian languages. Imagine, if you will, whis-
pering sweet nothings to a paramour, and your words instead of being taken as an expres-
sion of joy are confused as being patronising.

But more than the immediate interpersonal concerns, the study challenges the notion
that there can be universal values; that true communication is possible between people
who come from vastly different contexts. So, while yelling “surprise!” at a party is meant
to invoke a startled sense of joy, for many it only means anxiety, which in turn could be
associated with either fear or regret, depending on the language group. If we can’t under-
stand what people feel, how they react to love, death, melancholy and danger, how can
we have themes that resonate across the world? And have the millions who read Crime
and Punishment in translation — and felt the despair of Raskolnikov — felt something
somehow less real than the creators intended?

Not allislost, though. Language, as many philosophers, linguists and anthropologists
have shown, goes beyond merely labelling and describing an inner narrative. It is in com-
munication — through context, metaphor, body language and empathy — that new worlds
open up for people, and they realise how they really feel. Besides, in the age of techno-sym-
bolism, a new more direct form of communication for emotional states is emerging.
Perhaps, in time, the existential angst of Raskolnikov will have its own emoji.
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WORDLY WISE
YOU'RE NOT TO BE SO BLIND WITH PATRIOTISM
THAT YOU CAN'T FACE REALITY. WRONG IS WRONG,
NO MATTER WHO DOES IT. — MaLcorm X

Jharkhand portents

BJP loses another state, but continues to make its
opponents become more like BJP to fight it

SUHAS PALSHIKAR

IFTHE MIDDLE of the year saw the BJP atan
all-time high, 2019 seems to be ending on a
sombre note for the party. A midnight
Midas-touch by some of its leaders might
still help the BJP retain office in Jharkhand,
but the state assembly results surely invite
aless than flattering assessment of the party.
Parties are assessed on several criteria —
electoral performance, governance records,
popularity and the ability to set and pursue
the agenda. It would be worthwhile to take
stock of how the BJP is doing on these four
fronts. However, electoral performance is
bound to be the key to a party’s performance
in other arenas. That is why Jharkhand
would hurt the BJP.

The Jharkhand result falls into a pattern:
Inits second honeymoon period, post-May,
the BJP has faced three setbacks. The party
can argue that these are not decisive. It has
lost seats but gained vote-share, the BJP may
have suffered a loss of face but retained
power nevertheless (asin Haryana), it could
still claim to be the single-largest party and
also harp on statistical details like “strike
rate” as in Maharashtra. This argument is
specious, particularly in the backdrop of the
party’s convincing victory in May. The BJP
has not found it easy to repeat its perform-
ance in the parliamentary elections in the
states. This is in contrast to the post-May
2014 situation, when the BJP went on to win
Haryana and emerged as the single-largest
party in Maharashtra and Jharkhand, as-
suming office in all three states.

Surely, the party is not down — and far
from being out yet. But the failure to trans-
late its all-India victory into state victories
indicates the BJP’s limitations and alerts us
to the splitting of electoral choices. And, the
electoral outlook for the party does not ap-
pear bright — the AAP appears to have an
upper hand in Delhi and the JDU is proba-
bly waiting to upset the BJP’s applecart in
Bihar.

Can the BJP boast of an improved gover-
nance record? While opinions on gover-
nance in states where the party holds office
are bound to be deeply divided, at least three
things are clear. One, the states run by the
BJP are not better governed than those run
by non-BJP parties. This includes even the
states where the BJP has been ruling without
allies — Haryana before 2019, UP and

JANMEJAYA SINHA

IREAD YOUR edit, ‘Reset the boardroom’ (IE,
December 20) with some concern. You talk
about the distinction between “decisiveness
and arbitrariness” and “the growing distrust
of corporates” to perhaps suggest that the
actions taken by majority shareholders need
to be contained.  am not a student of law and
certainly don’t want to go into the merits of
any specific judgment. However, I do want
to express my confusion around the rights of
a majority shareholder and orders which
grant what is not sought by a plaintiff.

In an era, when there is a lot of talk of
good corporate governance and about the
rights of minority shareholders, [ want to
ask what the rights of majority sharehold-
ers are. What is the point of owning 51 per
cent of a company if you cannot decide on
who the chairman of the company is?
Should corporate democracy not offer clear
rights to the majority shareholder (con-
tained of course in not doing things that may
be prejudicial or oppressive to the minority
shareholders)? Can the majority sharehold-
ers not remove a director? Do they need to
discuss who a chairman of a company is
with every minority shareholder in the
name of corporate governance before tak-

Politics, though, is never a
straightforward enterprise
and the BJP can still find
comfort in the fact that it
continues to be fairly
popular — the public may be
disappointed with
government’s performance
but not disenchanted with
the party. Retaining popular
acceptability, however, is
going to be a tough task
because over the past two
parliamentary elections, the
BJP has added a large
number of supporters to its
core base — who are around
20 per cent at most. The new
supporters of the party may
look for alternatives and as
state elections indicate, these
are rather discerning
supporters who are willing
to switch to state parties
during state elections.

Karnataka today. Two, if the economy is any
indication, the abysmal failure on the gov-
ernance front is apparent, particularly for a
party that came to power originally promis-
ing better times. This failure is even more
glaring if one takes into account the enor-
mous trust the voters placed in Narendra
Modi despite the economy not doing well in
May 2019. The governance failure, thus, tan-
tamounts to a breach of trust — and be-
comes colossal. Third, if governance is
judged onits democratic dimension, the BJP
government has gone from bad to worse in
its second term. Subterfuge, sleight of hand
and excessive propaganda are the tech-
niques of non-performing governments.
Having taken recourse to all these, this gov-
ernment is increasingly resorting to semi-
repressive and clearly repressive measures
to hide its non-performance.

Politics, though, is never a straightfor-
ward enterprise and the BJP can still find
comfort in the fact that it continues to be
fairly popular — the public may be disap-
pointed with the government’s perform-
ance but not disenchanted with the party.
Retaining popular acceptability, however, is
going to be a tough task because over the
past two parliamentary elections, the BJP
has added a large number of supporters to
its core base — who are around 20 per cent
at most. The new supporters of the party
may look for alternatives and as state elec-
tions indicate, these are rather discerning
supporters who are willing to switch to state
parties during state elections.

Yet, it would be unrealistic to deny the
diffused popularity enjoyed by the BJP. This
popularity owes to various factors. One is the
party’s organisational reservoir of support.
The other reason for the party’s popularity is
Modi himself. Much of the addition to the
BJP’s popularity has been Modi’s contribu-
tion. So long as the PM'’s personal popularity
remains relatively high, the party can bask
in reflected glory. This source of popularity
is crucial as much as it is risky. The moment
Modi flounders, this chunk of popularity
could diminish. The BJP’s efforts to gain ac-
ceptability by building a Hindutva political
identity has also been successful. It has man-
aged to convince a large section of Hindu so-
ciety to understand politics through the
prism of imaginary Hindu interests.

BOARDROOM BASICS

Minority shareholders must be protected but not at the cost of the majority

DEAR EDITOR,
I DISAGREE

A fortnightly column
in which we invite
readers to tell us why,
when they differ with
the editorial postions
or news coverage of
“The Indian Express”

ing a decision? How would the mechanics
of such consultation work?

Further, can a board not appoint or re-
move a CEO? Around the world we see swift
action. Most recently, the GE board suddenly
removed its CEO without comment. In hind-
sight, we may even wonder whether the de-
cision taken was a good one for the company.
But the power to do so rests with the board.
We can’t criticise the decision but it is not
wrong. Rules allow for predictability in de-
cision making. In fact, any business leader
can tell you that every business decision that
a company management takes will not be
good ones, but in my view, that should not
be taken as being prejudicial or oppressive
to minority shareholders. What is oppres-
sive and prejudicial to a minority shareholder
iswhere, say, the management diverts funds
out of the company. But a bad business deci-
sion cannot be seen as oppressive to minor-
ity shareholders, it happens in the course of
business, all the time. Minority sharehold-
ers rights need to be protected from preju-
dicial actions of the majority for sure but we
should be careful not to disturb the basic
tenets of corporate democracy.

The other issue that to a layman is sur-

This takes us to the fourth yardstick to
assess the party: How far has it been suc-
cessful in setting an agenda and pushing it
towards a direction desired by it? Here, we
confront a complex picture. The party has
gone down from being in office in two-
thirds of India two years ago to just a little
over a third of the country today. But a cur-
sory look at today’s public debates would
show how successful the BJP has been in set-
ting the agenda. During the campaign for
the Lok Sabha elections and after that, un-
employment, the slowdown in the economy
and issues related to livelihood could barely
make their presence felt.

In its first term, through issues of cow-
protection and instances of mob vigilantism,
the party was able to keep its agenda on the
front burner. More recently, it has success-
fully managed to legislate its agenda into
public policies. In the past six months, the
BJP has effectively steered the agenda of pub-
lic decision-making. When we look back at
the past six months, bringing a fundamen-
tal change to India’s identity will emerge as
the single most effective thing the BJP did in
this period. It has rewritten the Constitution
without having to make any amendment to
it. This is something not even Indira Gandhi
could do during the heyday of her authori-
tarian rule. And this achievement means that
non-BJP parties will have to play by the new
rules set by the BJP. They will have to acqui-
esce into the new normal of violence, hatred
and illiberal law-enforcement — they will
have to be more like the BJP in order to fight
it. But the moment they show willingness to
engage the BJP in an authentic manner, the
party’s achievement will shrink.

Success brings arrogance and insensi-
tivity. The BJP exemplifies this maxim. But
the BJP’s problem — and the problem
caused by it — goes much beyond this. It
sees electoral ascendance as a licence to al-
ter the nature of India and the character
of the Constitution. With two-thirds of
India keeping its distance from the BJP
in state elections, it will be of immense in-
terest how far the party can continue to
push its agenda.

The writer, based in Pune, is chief editor of
Studies in Indian Politics and co-director of
Lokniti programme, CSDS

prising is when relief that is not sought is
given. If a plaintiff appeals wrongful termi-
nation by acompany and goes to court seek-
ing compensation for wrongful dismissal, is
it ok for a court to order that the plaintiff is
reinstated or should it order on the compen-
sation sought? The plaintiff may not have
sought reinstatement because he may be-
lieve the working conditions that he will get
on return, may be inimical. He wants to be
compensated and have nothing to do with
the company. Why should we believe the
plaintiff does not know his or her own self-
interest best? Does that not appear pater-
nalistic?

Investors, domestic and foreign alike,
seek predictability of law and a clear under-
standing of the rights of majority share-
holders. Predictability in law is important
in creating a business environment in
which unforeseen and inefficient transac-
tion costs to governance are not added.
Otherwise there is too much uncertainty in
conducting business. I truly hope this gets
cleared very soon.

The writer is chairman, Boston Consulting
Group, India. Views are personal
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URS ON JANATA

DEVRA] URS, CONGRESS president, hinted
that his party might, if necessary, form a
coalition government at the Centre with the
Janata after the elections. Talking to news-
men after a hectic tour of West Bengal and
Orissa, Urs ruled out his party joining hands
with the Congress (I). Urs, for the first time,
admitted that it was a “mistake in a way” to
join the Lok Dal-headed central ministry. He
also refrained from making any assessment
of Lok Dal-prospect in the forthcoming elec-
tion. But he kept the option of supporting or
forming a coalition with other parties after
the election open saying that, “I would not
like to make any predictions.”

INDIA’S OIL BILLS

INDIA’S BILL FOR import of crude oil and pe-
troleum products will go up by at least Rs
1,200 crore during 1980 as aresult of the lat-
est hike in prices by the oil exporting coun-
tries. The total import bill for crude and pe-
troleum products would cross Rs 4,500 crore
next year as compared to the estimated total
import bill of about Rs 3,300 crore in the cur-
rentyear. The increase in outgo of foreign ex-
change for the projected import of 18 mil-
lion tonnes of crude oil is estimated at Rs 960
crore. India is hit hard by the recent price hike
because all her traditional oil suppliers, in-
cluding Iraq, Iran, Saudi Arabia, United Arab
Emirates and Libya have pushed their oil

prices ranging from $4 to $6 per barrel.

MORARJI ON POLLS

MORAR]JI DESAI SAID in Hyderabad that he
was opposed to the presidential form of gov-
ernment because it would lead to more dic-
tatorship. It suited the US because the people
there were “more alive and conscious of their
rights” and a president had to leave office
with just one Watergate scandal. Desai ad-
mitted that the Janata’s poll prospects were
not the same as they were in 1977. Though
he was personally not in favour of coalition
governments, coalition by itself was no evil
and such governments were successfully
functioning in many countries, Desai said.
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A deluded dissent

The notion that CAA is anti-minority is based on conspiracy theories. It is, in fact, a fulfilment of India’s
moral and constitutional obligation to minorities in its neighbourhood

RAKESH SINHA

INADEMOCRATIC society, the formulation of
alaw — apart from constitutional compatibil-
ity —is expected to address two subjective is-
sues. The first is its social utility and the sec-
ond, the moral consciousness of the people. It
is in this context that the Citizenship
Amendment Act (CAA) should be examined.
Its critics assert that it betrays our commit-
ment to secularism, the very foundation of the
Constitution. Is this objection valid?

The idea of the CAA was mooted and fi-
nally given shape inlaw to protect people from
religious persecution in three neighbouring
countries — Pakistan, Bangladesh and
Afghanistan. All of them are Islamic states and
the increasing radicalisation of society in these
countries led to brute religious majoritarian-
ism against minorities — Hindus, Sikhs,
Buddhists, Jains, Parsis and Christians. There
hasbeen consensusin India that such victims
should be given dignity and protection. In fact,
it constitutes a core ingredient of our social
philosophy from time immemorial. Even be-
fore we framed our secular democratic
Constitution, India provided shelter to people
facing religious persecution. When Parsis and
Jews faced threats to their right to worship and
religious identity, they found dignity and space
onour soil. According to the 1931 census, there
were 1,09,752 Parsis and 24,000 Jews in India.
Moreover, both these communities have
shown little inclination to return to their re-
spective nations. The CAA is consistent with
this secular tradition of India.

The Indian state has never been antithet-
ical to the cause of minorities in our neigh-
bourhood, irrespective of the political party
in power. Such victims have been accommo-
dated during the Congress government in the
past as well. Even the Left parties supported
India’s active intervention to protect
“refugees” from Bangladesh. The 20th party
congress of the CPM in 2012 passed a reso-
lution demanding an amendment in the
Citizenship Act 2003 to give citizenship to
Bengali refugees who were, according to the
party, victims of “historical circumstances”.
The unchecked atrocities on minorities in
these states by fundamentalists, and the fail-
ure of the states to defeat such elements, gave
rise to an abnormal situation.

There were over two lakh Hindus and
Sikhs in Afghanistan before the 1990s. Their
number has dwindled to a few hundred in
the last three decades. Further, out of 64
temples and gurudwaras in the country, only
three are functional.

The situation in Bangladeshis noless grim.
The work of Abul Barkat of Dhaka University
and statistics released by the Bangladesh
Statistical Bureau revealed a situation beyond
our imagination. Barkat, based on decades of
research, establishes that 632 Hindus have
gone missing everyday in Bangladesh since
1964 (East Pakistan till 1971). Both the sources
confirm that no less than 11.1 million Hindus
have gone missing in Bangladesh between
1964 and 2013. The Enemy Property Act was
renamed as the Vested Property Act after the
formation of Bangladesh. It affected more than
1.3 million Hindu households — more than
twolakh acres of land possessed by the Hindus
was forcibly grabbed. The efforts of the state
to safeguard Hindus remained abysmally in-
effectual. In 2002, Bangladesh enacted the
Vested Property (Return) Act and subse-

quently the Vested Property (Return)
Amendment Act, 2011 with the intention to
give back possession of their land to Hindus.
But this was in vain.

The Jinnah Institute in Pakistan and other
sources, including news reports in the inter-
national and national media, present a
gloomy picture of the condition of Hindus
and other religious minorities in that coun-
try. Attacks on the dignity of women, forcible
conversions, grabbing of land and other
properties of the Hindus and Christians have
been a part of daily life.

It is thus urgent to address the existen-
tial threat to religious minorities in these
three countries. And it is with this aim that
the Narendra Modi government formulated
the CAA. Contending that this humanitarian
action is a betrayal of our commitment to
secularism is a classic example of the pecu-
liar absurdity of double think. The CAA is,
rather, an extension of and commitment to
the idea of secularism.

The Act also corrects the historical mis-
take committed in the Nehru-Liaquat pact.
Then Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru had
not engaged his cabinet colleagues and sen-
ior party leaders before signing the pact on
February 8, 1950. The secular pretensions of
Nehru, emanating from the Western variety
of flawed modernity, led him to backtrack
from the promises to the Hindus who lived in
Pakistan. The Congress leadership had prom-
ised during Partition that their life and reli-
gion would not be in peril. The pact was a
great retreat from that promise. Syama Prasad
Mookerjee resigned from the Union cabinet
on February 19, 1950, in protest against the
Nehru-Liaquat Pact. A few months later, the
world witnessed the protest by the Law
Minister of Pakistan,] N Mandal, whose close
friendship with M A Jinnah was well known.
The undiminished atrocities on Hindus, par-
ticularly Scheduled Caste women, led him to
resign from the government on April 29, 1950
and return to India. He wrote: “I cannot bear
the load of untruth and pretensions that
Hindus live with honour and security of their
life, religion and property in Pakistan.”

On December 4, 1947, Mahatma Gandhi
demanded that the Nehru government bring
back Scheduled Castes from Pakistan due to
the inhuman treatment meted out to them
and their forced conversion. The CAAis a ful-
filment of the historical responsibility to
those people whom Partition made state-

The Act also corrects the
historical mistake
committed in the Nehru-
Liaquat pact. Then Prime
Minister Jawaharlal Nehru
had not engaged his cabinet
colleagues and senior party
leaders before signing the
pact on February 8,1950. The
secular pretensions of
Nehru, emanating from the
Western variety of flawed
modernity, led him to
backtrack from the promises
to the Hindus who lived in
Pakistan. The Congress
leadership had promised
during Partition that their
life and religion would not be
in peril. The pact was a great
retreat from that promise.

CR Sasikumar

less. India’s secular democracy has histori-
cally been invested with moral force and this
has been exhibited by the CAA. Earlier, gov-
ernments used gradualism to provide pro-
tection to the Hindus and other minorities of
these states. The Modi government has for-
malised the process to end the uncertain-
ties and odds faced by these stateless and
persecuted people.

In a democracy, dissent and doubts are
important and logical dialogue is the only
way to yield a constructive consensus. But
the protests that emerged abruptly against
the CAA seem to be explicitly driven by a
prejudice against the government — that it
is pursuing Hindutva majoritarianism to ex-
clude Muslims. This is based on an over-ac-
tive imagination and conspiracy theories.
How does giving humanitarian shelter to
the victims affect Indian Muslims or any
other citizen of India?

Importantly, Muslims in these countries
do not face any crisis in pursuing their right
to worship. India cannot meddle in the in-
ternal disputes among various sects of Islam,
whether Ahmadiya or Shia or Sunni, who
have been competing with each other for
hegemony and over interpretations of the
historical evolution of Islam. Religious per-
secution and aspiration for hegemony are
two different things.

The concept of citizenship is not static or
stagnant. It is a dynamic process and is inter-
twined with the nation state. It progressively
expands and sometimes, unwillingly, shrinks
according to circumstances.

There are two examples from our own his-
torical experiences. Millions of Indians ceased
to be citizens with the formation of Pakistan
as fraternity mutated into unfriendliness be-
tween communities. The second example is
reflected in a correspondence between two
great Parsi leaders. Dadabhai Naoroji wrote
the following to Dinshaw Wacha on
December 20, 1888: “We are India’s and India
is our mother country...and we can only sink
and swim as Indians. If we break with it our
fate will be that of a peacock feather’s.”

The CAA fulfils both the constitutional
morality and civilisational ethos historically
endowed to us. It is time for the Muslims to
be part of this Indian tradition rather than be-
ing fed the delusion that the Modi govern-
ment is anti-minority.

The writer is a Rajya Sabha MP from the BJP

While the court tiddles

Apex court has not acted with urgency to protect citizens from executive excesses

DUSHYANT DAVE

THE SUPREME COURT of India enjoys an ex-
traordinary status in the hearts and minds of
Indians. They look up to it when it comes to
keeping the essence of the nation intact and
insulated from attacks by the executive of the
day. The Court has created foritself an exalted
position over the last seven decades by as-
suming the role of a sentinel on the Qui Vive
(“on the alert” or “vigilant”).

Part III of the Constitution of India con-
tains Fundamental Rights and Article 13(2)
thereof mandates that, “The State shall not
make any Law which takes away or abridges
the rights conferred by this part and any Law
made in contravention of this Clause shall to
the extent of contravention be void.” Thus,
there is a twofold provision — prohibiting the
state from making an unconstitutional law,
and simultaneously declaring that suchalaw
would be void. Article 14 contains a positive
injunction against the state: “The State shall
not deny to any person equality before the
Law or the Equal Protection of the Laws
within the territory of India”.

Affirmative action on the part of the state
infavour of disadvantaged sections of society
is within the framework of liberal democracy.
Socio-economic justice is part of the equality
clause. Equal protection also means right to

equal treatment of citizens: Thisis the essence
of Article 14, a basic feature of the Constitution,
which obliges the courts, especially the
Supreme Court, to review state-made laws
and declare them as unconstitutional, if found
to be so. The Court cannot desert its duty to
determine the constitutionality of an im-
pugned statute. And so, the decision of the SC,
led by the chief justice himself, to defer the ex-
amination of the challenge to the much talked
about Citizenship (Amendment) Act, 2019 s,
to say the least, disappointing.

The Court should have put aside other
matters and heard the group of writ petitions
challenging the validity of this ex-facie unjust
law. Its vacation is hardly an excuse to defer
suchachallenge. Evenif the judges wanted to
enjoy their much deserved winter vacation,
their refusal to stay the law is even more dis-
turbing. Such an order would have immedi-
ately defused the tempers running high across
the nation, and, “We, the People” could have
breathed a sigh of relief. Instead, the judges
have left us to fend for ourselves in the streets
of our cities. The cost of this decision by the
Court will only become clear with time.

The granting of a stay order against the
operation of this citizenship law would not
have caused any prejudice to public interest

whatsoever. On the contrary, it is my belief,
that it would have served the public interest
well. Itis true, there is, generally, a presump-
tion in favour of constitutionality of law. But
thatis notan absolute rule. If the Act ex-facie
violates the fundamental rights of citizens, a
mere presumption which decides the bur-
den cannot serve that law.

The Delhi High Court’s order to defer the
writs in the Jamia violence cases is a shock-
ing abdication of its constitutional duty. It ap-
pears that judges across the spectrum are un-
willing to test the executive’s actions,
however unconstitutional they may be.

We must beware that the popular saying,
“Nero fiddled while Rome burned”, does not
come true for this great nation. The Supreme
Court, in recent years, has shown its leanings
in favour of the executive. In a series of decisi-
ons, the Court has, surprisingly, justified many
of the state’s actions, which either needed a
deeper probe or simply to be declared unlaw-
ful. In fact, the Court is almost proving that it
stays inivory towers. After the appointment of
the current chief justice, those of us who ad-
mire the Court had expected a departure from
such a course.

One can only hope that the Court intro-
spects and intervenes forthwith to stop any

bloodshed in the country, and assuage the
sentiments of a large section of the society,
which feels they are no longer wanted.

The Preamble is an irreversible contract
between the state and its people to keep India
a “Sovereign, Socialist, Secular, Democratic
Republic”, and, “to secure to all its citizens”
justice, equality, fraternity and liberty of
thought, expression, belief, faith and worship.

The great judge, H R Khanna, in the cele-
brated Kesavananda Bharati case declared
that the “State shall not discriminate against
any citizen on the ground of religion only”,
and, interpreted Articles 15(1) and 16(2),
even before the “secular” word was added to
the Preamble.

All citizens, including judges, must re-
member the words of BR Ambedkar: “It is
quite possible for this new born democracy
to retain its form but give place to dictator-
ship in fact. If there is a landslide, the danger
of the second possibility becoming actuality
is much greater.” These words appear too rel-
evant today. Will the judiciary’s conscience
awaken soon?

The writer is a senior advocate at the
Supreme Court of India
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WHAT THE OTHERS SAY

“Modi should be in no doubt: the world is watching him now. His
reputation and India’s are in the balance. The hateful victimisation of Muslims
must stop. A good start would be the immediate scrapping of the noxious
citizenship bill.”

— THEGUARDIAN

When politics
hurts diplomacy

Delhi needs to remove growing
negative perceptions of its domestic
policies in the Muslim world

sustain for long periods. The communist sol-
idarity that seemed so powerful in the mid-
dle of the 20th century crashed quickly
against the rocks of nationalism in Central
Europe, Russia and China.

On the face of it, shared values — politi-
cal and economic liberalism — have been far
more successful in holding together the so-
called political and economic “West”. After
the collapse of the Soviet Union, it became
ever harder to sustain harmony within the
western world. US president Donald Trump
appears determined to restructure the
political-economic institutions built after
the World War II. Intra-Western contradic-
tions shaped the world before the middle of
the 20th century, and are becoming an im-
portant factor in the 21st century. In all
these cases, the tension between transcen-
dental ideologies and narrow national
interests has often been resolved in favour
of the latter.

The splits in the Islamic world exposed
by the Malaysian summit should be of great
interest to the Subcontinent. The main dif-
ferences are about political Islam and its role
in shaping the domestic structures in
Muslim nations. Turkey and Qatar have
championed the Muslim Brotherhood that
seeks to overthrow the current political or-
der in Saudi Arabia, the UAE, as well as in
Egypt. Iran has its own variant of political
Islam for export.

Saudi Arabia, Egypt and the UAE seek to
protect their own societies and state struc-
tures from external onslaught, and are push-
ing back. Beyond the nature and role of
Islam, there is also the growing competition
among the major Middle Eastern states for
strategic influence in the region and beyond.

The South-Asian political discourse
tends to see the Muslim world as a mono-
lith. That has become increasingly difficult
to maintain amidst the current conflicts in
the Middle East.

Imran Khan has showcased his special
relationships with Turkey’s President Recep
Tayyip Erdogan and Malaysia’s Mahathir. He
was supposed to play a leading role at the
Kuala Lumpur summit. But, apparently un-
der pressure from the Saudis and the
Emiratis, his main economic benefactors, he
chose to stay home.

For Delhi too, the divisions in the Islamic
world are of significance. If Malaysia and
Turkey have become increasingly critical of
the NDA government’s policies, the UAE and
the Saudis have given India the benefit of
doubt, until now. The Qatar-owned Al Jaz-
eera channel has run a far more damaging
campaign against Delhi in recent months
than the much-maligned New York Times.

Delhi has an urgent need to remove the
growing negative perceptions of its domes-
tic policies in the Middle East and more
broadly the Muslim world. In his speechata
rally in Delhi on Sunday, Prime Minister
Narendra Modi referred to India’s expand-
ing friendships in the Middle East during the
last few years. The PM, however, might be in
the danger of squandering a major diplo-
matic achievement, if he miscalculates the
external costs of the government’s domes-
tic politics. Worse still, Delhi might be
giving an opportunity to an otherwise di-
vided world, Muslim and non-Muslim alike,
to agree in their disapproval of India’s do-
mestic politics.

BY C RAJA MOHAN

THE ISLAMIC SUMMIT in Kuala Lumpur last
week raised many familiar questions about
the role of religion in promoting solidarity
between nations; it also reminded us of the
well-known answer that national interest
often tends to trump shared faith. The gath-
ering in Kuala Lumpur did bring some key
Islamic nations together, but it also revealed
the deepening schisms in the Muslim world
today that are of considerable importance
for the Subcontinent.

While Malaysia, Turkey and Qatar were
the moving forces behind the summit, Saudi
Arabia, Egypt and the United Arab Emirates
were among the notable absentees.
Indonesia, the world’s largest Islamic nation,
kept a low profile at the summit, while
Pakistan’s Imran Khan was a surprising
dropout at the last minute.

For Mahathir Mohamad, the summit,
and the diplomacy surrounding it are means
to increase his domestic room for manoeu-
vering and win a leadership role in the
Muslim world. Many in the Middle East,
however, see the claims for Islamic leader-
ship from outside the region with either be-
musement or condescension.

The real contestation for leading the
Islamic world remains within the Middle
East. Turkey and Iran have a long tradition
of challenging the Saudi leadership of the
Islamic world. Qatar, which punches way
above its weight, has now joined their ranks.

The Saudis expressed displeasure at con-
vening the Islamic nations outside the
Organisation of the Islamic Cooperation.
Mahathir, of course, claimed that the sum-
mit was not about undermining the OICand
its Saudi leadership. But, he said enough to
suggest that the OIC has not been an effective
instrument in addressing the contemporary
challenges facing the Islamic world.

The idea thatreligion can bind people to-
gether has an enduring appeal. In practice
though, religion has not been enough to sus-
tain unity within and among nations that
profess a common faith. Many countries in
the Islamic world struggle to respect the
rights of minorities, Muslim or non-Muslim,
and cope with the problems of religious sec-
tarianism and ethnic separatism.

If keeping the faithful together within a
nationis hard enough, itis a lot harder to pro-
mote supra-national solidarity in the name
of Islam. The origins of pan Islamism date
back to the late 19th century, but its record
inbinding nations has not been impressive.

The same is true of ethnicity-based soli-
darity in the world. For example, the pan-
Arab and pan-Asian movements that stirred
the world in the 20th century, are today, pale
shadows of themselves. While the decline
of pan-Arabism has been evident, the idea
of Asian solidarity endures. But, just look
beneath the rhetoric on “Asian solidarity”,
and you will find deep contradictions be-
tween, for example, China and India, and
China and Japan.

Solidarity based on otherideologies, class
or political values, too has been difficult to

The writer is director, Institute of South
Asian Studies, National University of
Singapore and contributing editor on
international affairs for The Indian Express

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

PM’S POSTURING

THIS REFERS TO the reports, ‘PM: No
talk of NRC at all’ and ‘Reality check: LETTER OF THE
Before PM'’s distancing, there was WEEK AWARD

Shah’s underlining’ ( IE, December 23).
Prima facie both are contradictory.
Statements made on the floor of the
House and public statements from BJP
leaders like Rajnath Singh and ] P
Nadda were not referred to by the PM
while criticising the Opposition. His
was a selective public posturing that

To encourage quality reader
intervention, The Indian
Express offers the Letter of
the Week award. The letter
adjudged the best for the
week is published every
Saturday. Letters may be

may not allay anxieties. e-mailed to
LR Murmu, Delhi editpage@expressindia.com
or sent to The Indian

CHANGING TASTES

THIS REFERS to the article, ‘Some
onion lessons’ (IE, December 23). The
solutions the authors offer to curb
onion prices are valid. Yet, it is beyond
belief that people will adopt dehy-
drated onions to replace fresh onions.
Changing the food preferences of the
people will require strong political will
and the appetite to digest a backlash.
The most appropriate solution is to
shift towards reliable contract farming
and farm-to-fork supply chains.
Kabir Singh Brar, Chandigarh

Express, B-1/B, Sector 10,
Noida-UP 201301.

can’t duck’(IE, December 23). The con-
troversy over External Affairs Minister
S Jaishankar’s cancelling his meeting
with a US Congressional Committee
over India’s controversial track record
on human rights has not erupted out of
the blue. Itis the Indian diplomatic es-
tablishment and government that
thought that our bear hugs and occa-
sional anti-China postures will keep
America in a good humour. For obvi-
ous reasons, Jaishankar cannot dare to
be his own master in such matters.
Tarsem Singh, Mahilpur

HUGS NOT ENOUGH
THIS REFERS to the editorial, ‘Delhi





