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This launch issue of All India Professionals’ Congress’ magazine Inspire! is dedicated 
to the Father of the Nation, Mahatma Gandhi.

Bapu, as he is lovingly called by the people of the country, was among the tallest 
leaders of the Indian freedom movement. He was also one of the several bright 
leaders of the Indian National Congress who were highly educated professionals 
and who steered the course of the freedom movement with their wisdom, erudition, 

and immensely strong patriotic spirit.

Dedication

(One of India’s most famous artists and a pioneer of modern Indian art, Shri Nandalal 
Bose’s black on white linocut print of Mahatma Gandhi walking with a staff, which became 
the symbol of our non-violent freedom movement.)
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Four men embodied the vision of free India in the 1940s – Gandhi, Nehru, Patel 
and Ambedkar. Gandhi’s moral rectitude, allied to Jawaharlal Nehru’s political 
passion, fashioned both the strategy and tactics for the struggle against British 
rule. Sardar Patel’s firm hand on the administration integrated the nation and 
established peace and stability. Ambedkar’s erudition and legal acumen helped 
translate the dreams of a generation into a working legal document that laid the 
foundations for an enduring democracy. 

 While the world was disintegrating into fascism, violence, and war, Gandhi taught 
the virtues of truth, nonviolence, and peace. While the nation reeled from bloodshed 
and communal carnage, Ambedkar preached the values of constitutionalism and 
the rule of law. While parochial ambitions threatened national unity, Patel led the 
nation to a vision of unity and common purpose. While mobs marched the streets 
baying for revenge, Nehru’s humane and non−sectarian vision inspired India to 
yearn again for the glory that had once been hers.

 Of the four, Gandhi and Nehru stood out. Despite differences over both tactics 
(Nehru wanted independence immediately whereas Gandhi believed Indians had 
to be made ready for their own freedom) and philosophy (the agnostic Nehru had 
little patience for the Mahatma’s spirituality), the two men proved a formidable 
combination. Gandhi guided Nehru to his political pinnacle; Nehru in turn 
proved an inspirational campaigner as President of the Indian National Congress, 
electrifying the nation with his speeches and tireless travel.

Upon the Mahatma’s assassination in 1948, just five months after independence, Nehru, the country’s first prime minister, became the 
keeper of the national flame, the most visible embodiment of India’s struggle for freedom. Gandhi’s death could have led Nehru to assume 
untrammelled power. Instead, he spent a lifetime immersed in the democratic values Ambedkar had codified, trying to instill the habits of 
democracy in his people—a disdain for dictators, a respect for parliamentary procedures, an abiding faith in the constitutional system. Till 
the end of the decade, his staunch ally Patel provided the firm hand on the tiller without which India might yet have split asunder.

For the first seventeen years of India’s independence, the paradox−ridden Jawaharlal Nehru — a moody, idealist intellectual who felt an 
almost mystical empathy with the toiling peasant masses; an aristocrat, accustomed to privilege, who had passionate socialist convictions; an 
Anglicized product of Harrow and Cambridge who spent over ten years in British jails; an agnostic radical who became an unlikely protégé 
of the saintly Mahatma Gandhi — was India. Incorruptible, visionary, ecumenical, a politician above politics, Nehru’s stature was so great 
that the country he led seemed inconceivable without him. A year before his death a leading American journalist, Welles Hangen, published 
a book entitled After Nehru, Who? The unspoken question around the world was: “After Nehru, what?” 

Today, five and a half decades after his death, we have something of an answer to the latter question. As an India still seemingly clad in many 
of the trappings of Nehruvianism steps out into the twenty−first century, a good deal of Jawaharlal Nehru’s legacy appears intact — and yet 
hotly contested. India has moved away from much of Nehru’s beliefs, and so (in different ways) has the rest of the developing world for which 
Nehruvianism once spoke. As India nears its 75th anniversary of independence from the British Raj, a transformation — still incomplete — 
has taken place that, in its essentials, has changed the basic Nehruvian assumptions of postcolonial nationhood. Nehruji himself, as a man 
with an open and questing mind, would have allowed his practical thinking to evolve with the times, even while remaining anchored to his 
core beliefs. So have we.

That is why I undertook my 2003 biography, Nehru: The Invention of India. I sought to examine this great figure of twentieth−century 
nationalism from the vantage point of the beginning of the twenty−first. Jawaharlal Nehru’s life is a fascinating story in its own right, and 
I tried to tell it whole, because the privileged child, the unremarkable youth, the posturing young nationalist, and the heroic fighter for 
independence are all inextricable from the unchallengeable prime minister and peerless global statesman. At the same time I sought to analyse 
critically the four principal pillars of Nehru’s legacy to India — democratic institution−building, staunch pan−Indian secularism, socialist 
economics at home, and a foreign policy of non−alignment — all of which were integral to a vision of Indianness that is fundamentally 
challenged today.

How did Nehru construct these four pillars and what do they mean today?
First, democracy. It was by no means axiomatic that a country like India, riven by so many internal differences and diversities, beset 
by acute poverty and torn apart by Partition, would be or remain democratic. Many developing countries found themselves turning in 
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the opposite direction soon after independence, arguing that a 
firm hand was necessary to promote national unity and guide 
development. With Gandhi’s death, Nehru could have very 
well assumed unlimited power within the county. And yet, he 
himself was such a convinced democrat, profoundly wary of 
the risks of autocracy, that, at the crest of his rise, he authored 
an anonymous article warning Indians of the dangers of giving 
dictatorial temptations to Jawaharlal Nehru.

“He must be checked,” he wrote of himself. “We want no 
Caesars.” And indeed, his practice when challenged within his 
own party was to offer his resignation; he usually got his way, 
but it was hardly the instinct of a Caesar. 

As prime minister, Nehru carefully nurtured the country’s 
infant democratic institutions. He paid deference to the country’s ceremonial presidency and even to its largely otiose vice−presidency; he 
never let the public forget that these notables outranked him in protocol terms. He wrote regular letters to the chief ministers of the states, 
explaining his policies and seeking their feedback. He subjected himself and his government to cross−examination in Parliament by the small, 
fractious but undoubtedly talented Opposition, allowing them an importance out of all proportion to their numerical strength, because he 
was convinced that a strong Opposition was essential for a healthy democracy. He took care not to interfere with the judicial system; on the 
one occasion that he publicly criticized a judge, he apologized the next day and wrote an abject letter to the Chief Justice, regretting having 
slighted the judiciary. And he never forgot that he derived his authority from the people of India; not only was he astonishingly accessible 
for a person in his position, but he started the practice of offering a daily darshan at home for an hour each morning to anyone coming in 
off the street without an appointment, a practice that continued until the dictates of security finally overcame the populism of his successors. 
It was Nehru who, by his scrupulous regard for both the form and the substance of democracy, instilled democratic habits in our country. 
His respect for Parliament, his regard for the independence of the judiciary, his courtesy to those of different political convictions, his 
commitment to free elections, and his deference to institutions over individuals, all left us a precious legacy of freedom.

 
Jawaharlal Nehru’s opening remarks when he moved the motion 
at the newly established Constituent Assembly on December 13, 
1946 gives us a view of the immense pressure and responsibility 
he placed on himself to ensure that the embodiment of his 
democratic vision for the country responded fittingly to the 
situation and did justice to its enshrinement in the process of 
Constitution−making. He had to preserve the “past” idea of 
India and march towards the “future” idea of India. 

Nehruji said, “As I stand here, Sir, I feel the weight of all manner of things crowding around me. We are at the end of an era and possibly very 
soon we shall embark upon a new age; and my mind goes back to the great past of India to the five thousand years of India’s history, from 
the very dawn of that history which might be considered almost the dawn of human history, till today. All that past crowds around me and 
exhilarates me and, at the same time, somewhat oppresses me. Am I worthy of that past? When I think also of the future, the greater future I 
hope, standing on this sword’s edge of the present between this mighty past and the mightier future, I tremble a little and feel overwhelmed 
by this mighty task. We have come here at a strange moment in India’s history. I do not know but I do feel that there is some magic in this 
moment of transition from the old to the new, something of that magic which one sees when the night turns into day and even though the 
day may be a cloudy one, it is day after all, for when the clouds move away we can see the sun later on.”

“His respect for Parliament, his regard for the independence of the judiciary, his courtesy to those of different 
political convictions, his commitment to free elections, and his deference to institutions over individuals, all left us 
a precious legacy of freedom.                 ” The American editor Norman Cousins once asked Nehru what he hoped his legacy to India would be. “Four hundred million people capable 
of governing themselves,” Nehru replied. The numbers have grown, but the very fact that each day over a billion Indians govern themselves 
in a pluralist democracy is testimony to the deeds and words of these two men and the giants who accompanied them in the march to 
freedom.

Second, secularism. Nehru strived to prevent Partition but when it occurred, he never accepted the logic that since Pakistan had ostensibly 
been created for India’s Muslims, what remained was a state for Hindus. He lived up to his lifelong conviction that India belonged to all who 
had contributed to its history and civilization, and that the majority community had a special obligation to protect the rights, and promote 
the well−being, of India’s minorities. In both governmental policy and personal practice, Nehru stood for an idea of India that embraced 
those of every religion, caste, ethnicity or language.

Nehru saw our country as an “ancient palimpsest” on which successive rulers and subjects had inscribed their visions without erasing what 
had been asserted previously—we not only coexist, but thrive in our diversity which is our strength.  He was followed by a generation of 
secular nationalists who echoed this tradition, making “unity in diversity” the most hallowed of independent India’s self−defining slogans. 
It is this secularism that is being questioned today in an effort to redefine nationalism in more sectarian terms, limited as its architects are 
by a lack of vision and an absence of depth that prevents them from seeing the larger principle that India has always defined for the world, 
then and today. As dutiful citizens of the country we must resist any attempts to reduce India to a Hindu version of Pakistan. That would be 

“With Gandhi’s death, Nehru could have very well assumed 
unlimited power within the country. And yet, he himself was 
such a convinced democrat, profoundly wary of the risks 
of autocracy, that, at the crest of his rise, he authored an 
anonymous article warning Indians of the dangers of giving 
dictatorial temptations to Jawaharlal Nehru.  
                                                                            ”
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a betrayal of Nehru’s vision and of his life as well as of the very essence of 
what it means to be Indian.

Even with caste and social relations, the country has moved forward 
significantly since Nehru’s time. We have witnessed convulsive changes: 
who could have imagined, for three thousand years, that a woman from 
the Dalit community, once considered outcasts, would rule India’s largest 
state, Uttar Pradesh, as Mayawati has done three times? It’s still true that 
in many parts of India, when you cast your vote, you vote your caste. But that too has brought about profound alterations in the country, as 
the so−called “lower” castes have taken advantage of the ballot to seize electoral power.  And in cultural affairs, with the notion of Hindutva 
being proclaimed, and argued and debated from the rooftops in recent times, we have had a searching re−examination of identity.  

Third, socialism. It is fashionable today to decry Nehruvian socialism as a corrupt and inefficient system that condemned India to many 
years of modest growth levels. We do not deny, as Nehru’s own grandson said three decades ago, that over time the socialist model as 
practised in India developed many flaws. But at the core of Nehru’s socialism lay his conviction that in a land of extreme poverty and 
inequality, the objective of government policy must be the welfare of the poorest, most deprived and most marginalized of our people. In 
his day, the best way to accomplish that was by building up structures of public ownership and state control of national resources, as well as 
enhancing the nation’s economic capacity through government intervention. 

Today Nehru’s own Indian National Congress, of which I am a member, welcomes, indeed encourages, the involvement of the private sector 
in the generation and distribution of wealth. We are proud of our own role in liberalizing our country’s economy and in making possible 
so many new opportunities for our young to succeed in a globalizing world. But we remain profoundly wedded to Nehru’s concern for the 
weakest sections of our society. This is why we can still claim to be socialist today. Our socialism is not anti−growth; rather, it aims to ensure 
that the benefits of our country’s growth are given principally to the deprived masses, who need it most. Whether we grow by 9 percent, as 
we once did, or by just about 6 percent, as we are doing now, our fundamental commitment must be to the bottom 25 percent of our society. 
In the long run, I am certain that Nehru will be remembered for not abandoning vast sections of society to hanker after a notion of growth 
that only favours a select few, at the cost of everybody else.

It is a commitment to this that allowed for an updated version of Nehruji’s idea of India to develop in the twenty−first century — one that 
has widened the scope of its democracy through such innovations as the Right to Information Act; one that has defended secularism in the 
face of violent threats to our nation’s diversity; one that has deepened socialism through the creation of a framework of rights, including 
the right to work, the right to food, the right to education and the right to fair compensation for land, all of which have strengthened and 
empowered the poorest of our people; and one that has remained a proud and independent nation in the community of nations. It was 
Nehruji who built the scientific base for India’s space and engineering triumphs today. Without his establishment of what is now the Indian 
Space Research Organization, there would be no Mangalyaan and Chandrayaan space probes; without the Indian Institutes of Techology 
he established, Indians would not have a worldwide reputation for engineering excellence or have established 40 percent of the startups in 
Silicon Valley. Today, we are world leaders in Information Technology, the provision of digital services and in the launching of rockets and 
satellites. In all this, we are upholding and continuing the legacy of a remarkable human being whose vision soared well above the poverty 
and misery that colonialism had reduced his country to.

 “Whether we grow by 9 percent, as we once did, or by just about 6 percent, as we are doing now, our fundamental 
commitment must be to the bottom 25 percent of our society. In the long run, I am certain that Nehru will be 
remembered for not abandoning vast sections of society to hanker after a notion of growth that only favours a 
select few, at the cost of everybody else.                       ”
Finally, foreign policy. Nehru was a convinced internationalist. For him, non−alignment was the only response to the bipolar divisions of the 
Cold War era. After two centuries of colonial exclusion from the global system, Nehru was determined to protect its strategic autonomy; his 
India was not about to mortgage its independence by aligning itself to either superpower in the Cold War. In that form, it might be argued 
that his vision is no longer relevant in the changed circumstances of the twenty−first century. Today, there are no longer two superpowers to 
be non−aligned between. But in its essence, the power of non−alignment was to ensure that India was free to take its own positions without 
allowing others to decide for it; the Nehruvian vision was about our “strategic autonomy”, safeguarding India’s independence and self−
respect against potential encroachments on its sovereignty. Thanks to him, all Indians can be proud of the role we play in the international 
community. We are non−aligned in the sense that we are aligned with no one nation or bloc, and we remain free to conduct our foreign 
relations according to our own lights and according to our national interest. 

Nehru was also a skilled exponent of soft power, much before the term was even coined: he developed a role for India in the world based 
entirely on its civilizational history and its moral standing, making India the voice of the oppressed and the marginalized against the big 
power hegemons of the day. This gave our country enormous standing and prestige across the world for years, and strengthened our own 
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self−respect as we stood, proud and independent, on the global stage.

Indeed, we are still drawing from these traditions. After all, in the information age, it is not the side 
with the bigger army that wins, but the side which tells the better story. India must remain the “land 
of the better story”. As a society with a free press and a thriving mass media, with a people whose 
creative energies are daily encouraged to express themselves in a variety of appealing ways, India has an 
extraordinary ability to tell stories that are more persuasive and attractive than those of its rivals. This is 
not about propaganda; indeed, it will not work if it is directed from above, least of all by Government. 
But its impact, though intangible, can be huge. This soft power, too, is Nehru’s legacy; he created a 
standing for India out of all proportion to our military strength or economic might.

Yet soft power is not just what we can deliberately and consciously exhibit or put on display; it is rather 
how others see what we are, whether or not we are trying to show it to the world. It is not just material 
accomplishments that enhance India’s soft power. Even more important are the values and principles 
for which India stands, and I do believe Nehruji would have applauded this evolution of his own 

approach to world affairs.

India  has in recent years undergone profound transformations in its politics (from the dominant Congress system to a proliferation to 
regional parties to the dominance of the now−ascendant Bharatiya Janata Party), its economics (from a controlled “socialist” economy to 
a thriving free−enterprise system), its trade (from protectionism to globalisation), and its social relations (from a rigidly hierarchical caste 
system to a more egalitarian policy affirming opportunities and outcomes for the “lowest” castes, and from a secular political culture to one 
in which a party of the Hindu majority is overtly asserting its strength). Now, any of these transformations could have been enough to throw 
another country into a turbulent revolution.  But we have had all four in India and yet we have absorbed them, and made all the changes 
work, because the Indian revolution is a democratic one, sustained by a larger idea of India, an India which safeguards the common space 
available to each identity, an India that remains safe for diversity. That was Nehru’s vision, and this is his vindication.

The truth is that Nehruji’s extraordinary life and career is part of the inheritance of every Indian. The very term “Indian” was imbued with 
such meaning by Nehru that it is impossible to use it without acknowledging a debt: our passports incarnate his ideals. Where those ideals 
came from, whether they were brought to fulfilment by their own progenitor, and to what degree they remain viable today are all legitimate 
issues for debate. Jawaharlal Nehru’s impact on India is too great not to be re−examined periodically. His legacy is ours, whether we agree 
with everything he stood for or not. What we are today, both for good and for ill, we owe in great measure to one man. That is why his story 
is not simply history. 

Today, both Gandhi’s and Nehru’s legacies are fundamentally contested, and many Indians have strayed from the ideals bequeathed to them 
by Gandhi and Nehru, Ambedkar and Patel. Yet they, in their very 
different ways, each represented that rare kind of leader who is not 
diminished by the inadequacies of his followers. Today the ruling BJP 
and its followers lose no opportunity to denigrate Nehruji, especially 
on social media, accusing him of every conceivable sin of both 
commission and omission. It is like throwing pebbles at a mountain. 
They cannot even begin to dent the scale of his contributions to India.

Even the most distinguished leader of the prime minister’s own 
BJP party has in the past – despite many areas of disagreement – 
acknowledged the legacy of Nehruji as a champion of the country. Speaking in Parliament on Nehruji’s death, Atal Behari Vajpayee declared 
emotionally — and poetically — that with the prime minister’s passing “a dream has remained half−fulfilled, a song has become silent, and 
a flame has vanished into the Unknown. The dream was of a world free of fear and hunger; the song a great epic resonant with the spirit of 
the Gita and as fragrant as a rose, the flame a candle which burnt all night long, showing us the way”. 

The loss, Vajpayee averred, was not merely that of a family or even of a party. Mother India, he said, was in mourning because “her beloved 
Prince has gone to sleep”; even humanity was sad because its servant and worshipper had left it forever. Vajpayee went on to describe the 
departed prime minister as a “benefactor of the downtrodden” and the “chief actor of the world stage” whom he compared to none less than 
Lord Ram, for like Valmiki’s (and the Hindutvawadis’) hero, Nehru was “the orchestrator of the impossible and inconceivable”. He too (I’m 
still quoting Vajpayeeji) “was not afraid of compromise but would never compromise under duress”. 

One might say that these words were only to be expected from a gracious adversary in tribute to a deceased prime minister. But Vajpayeeji’s 
statements went far beyond the claims of ritual. He called on the nation to rededicate itself to Nehruji’s ideals. “With unity, discipline and 
self−confidence,” Vajpayeeji said, in words that could have been yours, “we must make this Republic of ours flourish. The leader has gone, 
but the followers remain. The sun has set, yet by the shadow of stars we must find our way. These are testing times, but we must dedicate 
ourselves to his great aim, so that India can become strong, capable and prosperous…”

This remains the cherished goal of all Indians. As we make our political choices, we would do well to recall the first leader of independent 
India and the values and principles on which he built our democratic polity.

Thank you, and Jai Hind.
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I congratulate all AIPC Fellows who have contributed to the first edition of AIPC’s 
magazine, Inspire!.

Ever since the inception of AIPC, we have tried to come up with new ideas 
and initiatives to engage our Fellows and help spread the message of the Indian 
National Congress to professionals and entrepreneurs. Inspire! is one more step in 
that direction.

I would like to use this opportunity to reflect on the importance of connecting 
professionals and entrepreneurs with politics. It is difficult to overstate  the need 
for more expertise and diversity of perspectives in Indian politics. After all, healthy 
political life should depend on a loop of consistent feedback and course correction. 
What better way to do this than increasing engagement with India’s professionals, 
an underrepresented group in our political discourse? 

Like cricket, for many Indians, reading about and discussing politics is a national 
pastime. Many educated professionals deeply care about policy and political 
issues. Yet, they are too often put off by political mudslinging or fail to find 
accessible spaces to engage. Expanding this space and reducing the perception of 
its elusiveness will give way to a national debate that is broader, more nuanced, 
and more representative. I am confident that Inspire! will be an invaluable asset in 
AIPC’s work towards this goal.

Mahatma Gandhi and Pandit Nehru were both professionals. In fact, the very 
fabric of modern India and the Indian National Congress have been shaped by 
professionals. Gandhi’s 25 years as a lawyer prepared him for his life as a satyagrahi. 
Ambedkar wore many hats as a jurist, economist, and journalist, and Patel, early in 
his career, built a reputation as an unassailable lawyer.

India requires and wants more than just career politicians. We want to be a nation where concerned citizens with life experience beyond just 
politics are permitted to play a role in shaping this nation’s political life. We must create a more inclusive polity. Only then will we be able to 
demand and deliver sound public policy, public goods, and good government. As a political party, the Congress stands to benefit from our 
engagement with professionals and entrepreneurs.

We are in a battle for the soul of India. The ongoing culture of poor and hasty policymaking, divisive politics, and the devastation of the 
Covid-19 pandemic have exposed the vulnerabilities of our systems, economy, and society. We may have to spend years or even decades 
reckoning with and correcting these missteps. Now, more than ever, we must galvanise professionals to participate and engage in politics. 
India needs their fresh ideas, dynamism, expertise, and real−world experience to tide over the many challenges that lie ahead. AIPC provides 
a unique platform to leverage the energy of professionals across the country.

We at AIPC have an exceptionally talented team that I am confident will develop engaging content for all of us to enjoy and benefit from. I 
am grateful for the Inspire! team’s spirit of volunteerism, the months of dedicated work, and focus on creating a quality product. I hope this 
inaugural edition heralds the foundation of a vibrant space for exchanging ideas and information. 

Good luck!
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Dear AIPC Fellows

With a sense of pride and purposefulness we bring to you the first edition of Inspire!, our 
very own instrument for progress. Inspire! has been conceptualized after a lot of thought 
and deliberation. It highlights our ideology and values and shares our  initiatives with 
broader audience.  But most importantly, Inspire! is here to turn the spotlight on our 
Fellows. This platform is here for all of us to connect and converge, introspect and ideate, 
frame and formulate.  It will be our collective Voice for Progress. 

For our inaugural issue we share with you good wishes conveyed to us by former Prime 
Minister, Dr Manmohan Singh ji. In this, and in our forthcoming issues, we shall have 
the Chairman and Deputy Chairman sharing their thoughts with us while we also bring 
to you communications from other seniors leaders of the Congress party, thought leaders 
and experts. This will include interviews, articles, views and opinions. Inspire! will bring 
to you glimpses of our achievements of the past 70 years, and will present accurate facts 
and figures from India’s history.

It shall also be our endeavour to showcase the work being done by our Fellows in different 
parts of the country. Development initiatives, start−up ideas, acts of philanthropy or any 
positive contribution for making the social fabric more robust − our attempt will be to 
share it all. We are confident that cross linking of ideas coupled with peer validation shall 
lead to collective creativity and infuse vigour. Do share with us your core competencies 
and help us understand your skill sets for us to be able to utilize these while compiling 
this periodical. Remember, Inspire! belongs to each and every one of us and with our 
collective effort we would make it worthy of its name!

As we take the first step in this journey towards carving a better tomorrow it will be useful to remember that difficult situations hardly ever 
have easy solutions. And so our task is cut out for us. It might seem like an uphill journey but taking measured, steady steps with our eyes 
to the ground, and never losing touch with the reality around us, will certainly bear fruit.

Together, we will be working, at removing rigid and redundant mindsets, at restoring sisterhood and brotherhood, at redefining progress and 
development, at restoring order to our beloved country which is suffering under chaotic governance, at re−establishing unity in diversity, 
and at making the world a better place. We shall work with vision and humility, with courage and conviction, with magnanimity and the 
spirit of inclusiveness.

We also need to understand that every initiative must now be taken forward with a sense of urgency, lest it be forgotten that there is a 
political ideology in this fast imploding country that unites rather than divides, one that respects every person’s right to her beliefs and does 
not marginalize people on the basis of caste, religion or region.

Through Inspire! we must aim to suggest action−oriented strategies because whether it is the collarless workers desperately walking home 
or the white collared professionals working from home, every Indian today is experiencing a deepening sense of despondency and despair. 
Be it the self−employed or the unemployed, shop keepers or mall owners, small and medium entrepreneurs or large financial institutions, 
it is time to sensitize each and every Indian that there is an ideology, espoused by the Congress, that is empathetic of their concerns. That 
this is the anchor they can depend on, an organization that gives the people their due, has vision and experience, stands for solution−based 
approach to situations and has a vision to make India truly a great nation.

I once again urge each and every one of you to view Inspire! with a sense of ownership and participation. Let us feel inspired by our objectives 
as we work towards our goals. Let us also spread the word around and help in expanding the AIPC family with our outreach.

I would like to share with you a mail ID where you can send your submissions or any other appropriate information you may like to share 
with the editorial team. Do feel free to share your thoughts and mail these to inspire@profcongress.com.

My heartfelt thanks to the Dr Tharoor, Chairman AIPC and Dy. Chairman Mr Soz, for making Inspire! happen. We hope to make this into a 
must−read experience for all our readers. Many thanks to Aalim Javeri, COO, for his presence and support in conceptualizing the inaugural 
issue of Inspire!. My personal thanks to Rachna, Managing Editor,  for her perseverance and support, as well as to the entire  Inspire! editorial 
team for the work put in for making this journal possible.

Jai Hind!!  
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As the Chief Operations Officer of one of the youngest and most vibrant 
departments of India’s oldest political party, I have a unique duty. My job, in 
essence, is to ensure we communicate, commit, and create. But the best part of 
my job is the fact I get to meet people from all across our great nation. I was 
given this unique responsibility, because of two people, Dr. Shashi Tharoor, MP, 
our Chairman and Rahul Gandhi ji, our leader. But there is another person who 
reminds me of the value of sincere devotion towards service each day; my best 
friend, my mother. 

The AIPC is a unique effort, unlike any other. We have a framework that would 
easily be associated with the board room, not a street corner, yet uniquely AIPC 
works. Our fellows are politically professional and professionally political at the 
same time. We are a blend of political activism and thought-provoking inquiry; 
yet we are, and always will be a work in progress. As a person in charge of our 
operations, my challenge is to take the best that I am aware of, both in terms 
of practices and procedure, and apply it based on experience and inputs by my 
colleagues.

AIPC is founded on the value and importance of teamwork. From the very 
senior levels of leadership of our national executive to chapter activities across 
the country, one uniquely AIPC trait is the value and importance of collective 
collaboration and constructive thinking. If there is one thing I have learnt 
in these past three years, it is the limitless potential of bringing like−minded 
citizens together and asking them how they feel they can better that country. I 
believe it was in one of those meetings that AIPC Inspire! was born, and today 
you are reading one of our first products, a manifestation of inspiration. 

As fellows, we are proud of our greatest responsibility; to work towards the betterment of our nation. There is no better way to do that than to 
commit to the values of the Indian National Congress. The Indian National Congress is an instrument of progress; it is the very meaning and 
manifestation of freedom. As a young Indian who happens to come from what I like to call ‘the Khichdi’ that is my family, a manifestation 
of India’s socio-religious palimpest, I’m proud of the fact that in this party, with my leaders, I am accepted for who I am, not what I am. My 
leaders remind me each day that our objective is not to bow down to the lowest common denominator, but to raise the quality of debate 
and aspiration for us all. In that sense, I am my brother’s keeper, what happens to him or her, affects me, my plight affects them. We are all 
in this together. 

Over the past three years, we have come a long way. Along this journey, we have made new friends and watched others grow and take on 
new responsibilities. We have expanded at a breathtaking pace, both in terms of thought and growth. We have grown from a humble ‘start-
up’ where I would wear multiple hats to keep us going, to a vibrant instrument that brings like-minded professionals together. But perhaps 
the greatest achievement we have had these past few years is the fact that we have defied all odds. Looking at just how incredible the AIPC 
Inspire! team is, for example, in terms of the passions and energies they bring, reminds me that every day in life can be day one. 

I’ve been involved with AIPC since it is a concept note drafted by our Chairman. I think now of those all night meetings with various 
colleagues and stakeholders across the party trying to figure out how we can make this concept into reality. I could say that this is one of 
the greatest adventures I have had the privilege of embarking on. In this particular time, in this particular place, in this space of functional 
chaos, I find myself at home. I look forward to what the next chapter of growth looks like and the challenges it will bring on the collective 
collaboration that will need us to rise to the occasion. 

I thank you for taking the time to read this humble submission by a proud son of two mothers: my country and my mother. 

Jai Hind. 
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Important Issues in Focus, Up-Close

THE BIG CLOSE UP



The Covid-19 pandemic and the 
subsequent lockdown announced by the 
government have been an unprecedented 
double whammy for India. While the 
number of Covid-19 cases is rising every 
day, the forecast is that the economy is 
likely to further shrink this year. On 31 May 
2020, Mr Rahul Gandhi, past President 
of the Indian National Congress, had a 
detailed conversation with Mr Rajiv Bajaj, 
Managing Director, Bajaj Auto, regarding 
our economic situation. They discussed 
India’s response to the Covid-19 virus, 
the economic impact of the lockdown, 
how to restart the economy, and much 
more. Inspire! is privileged to share an 
abridged and lightly−edited transcript of 
this conversation with its readers. The full 
transcript and video of the interview will 
be available on the Inspire! website soon.  

Rahul Gandhi (RG): How are things with 
you in the Covid-19 situation? How is it 
looking?

Rajiv Bajaj (RB):  I think we are all trying 
to find some certainty in uncertain times. 
It is a bittersweet experience, but when you 
see what is happening around you with both 
businesses and the masses, it is certainly 
more bitter than sweet. Every day brings 
new learning on how to cope, whether in 
terms of business, in terms of one’s own 
emotions, or medical issues.

RG: It is quite surreal. It is a unique and 
devastating sort of phenomenon.

RB: Disruption… the way India has been 
locked down; (it) is a draconian lockdown. 
This kind of lockdown, I do not hear about 
from anywhere else.

RG: The shocking thing to me, frankly: the 
point you made about bittersweet. Look, 
well off people can deal with this kind of 
situation. But for the poor people, for the 
migrants, it has been utterly devastating. 
They have lost confidence.  That, I think, is 
an unfortunate thing and a dangerous thing. 

Looking East, Closer Home

RB: I don’t understand how, despite being an 
Asian country, we did not look at what was 
happening in the East. We looked at Italy, 
France, Spain, the UK, and the US. They are 
not the right benchmarks in any sense. 

I think we have fallen very short of 
disclosing the facts, logic, and the truth. 
And this has instilled such an enormous fear 
in people. The new narrative coming from 
the government is that we have to live with 
the virus. It is going to take a long time to 
convince people of that.

RG:  What an expert told me has stuck with 
me. He said, the moment you apply a full 
lockdown, you are making this generally 
non−fatal disease into a fatal illness in 
people’s minds. Once you’ve done that, then 

to reverse that thinking will take much time 
and effort. I liked your point that we looked 
West, not East. Why did this happen?

RB: Because affluent people in developed 
countries were vulnerable, and perhaps 
some people inferred that “inko aise ho 
sakta hai to hum kahin ke nahi rahe (if this 
can happen to them, there’s no more hope 
than this for us),” I think. Unfortunately, 
India not only looked West, but it also went 
to the Wild West. We tried to implement a 
hard lockdown, which was still porous. So 
I think we have ended up with the worst of 
both worlds. 

You did not solve any problem. But the 
economy was decimated. The GDP curve 
was flattened, not the infection curve. In 
my view, India should have done something 
different, which is the kind of stuff that we 
saw in Japan and Sweden.

Role of the Central Government

RG: Why didn’t we look internally for our 
solution? Why was that not the natural 
impulse? 

RB: So, if you were to have the kind of luxury 
of going back to the middle of March, how 
would you have crafted a different roadmap?

RG: Hindsight is 20/20, so it is much easier 
to tell you how I would have crafted it. But 
our discussion internally in the Congress 
party at the time was that the response has 
to be decentralized. The central government 
has to operate as a support system and as 
an enabler. But then it moves the battle to 
the districts, to the CMs, allows them and 
enables them to fight.  Now, the central 
government has said that we are going to 
leave it to the states. So the correct response 
is happening now..

RB: To our perception as ordinary citizens, 
it is happening as a passing of the buck or 
responsibility, and not passing of strategy.  

They Flattened Our GDP,  
Not the Covid-19 Curve!
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Economic Pain

RG: Now, you can see different strategies 
coming out of the states, a Punjab strategy, 
a Chhattisgarh strategy, a Maharashtra 
strategy. Some will do better than others.  
A second, absolutely fundamental need is 
a massive injection of money to save the 
economy. You don’t view it as big business, 
small business, labourer, not a labourer. We 
have to, at all costs, protect our economy. 
Whoever has to be supported right now 
should get support. Period. 

Some people say support only small and 
medium businesses. But they cannot 
operate without big companies. So, you 
have to create a holistic structure and be 
compassionate and listen.  The country 
will automatically tell you what it desires. 
So, there are people right now, screaming 
in (economic) pain. The most obvious are 
manual labourers, daily wagers, farmers, 
and small businesses. But big companies are 
also crying in pain because they don’t see a 
future. So, a significant component of it is 
building confidence.

Supporting Our People

RB: To add some colour to what you are 
saying: In Pune, “log bina helmet ke riding 
kartein hain, toh police waley kya kartein 
hain? 99.9 percent of the time kuch nahi 
kartien hain (In Pune, people commonly 
don’t use the helmet when riding two−
wheelers. So, what does the traffic police do? 
For 99.9% times they don’t do anything).” 
On the other hand, “kisi ne agar mask nahi 
pehna (if someone doesn’t wear a mask),” 
or if someone steps out for a morning walk, 
you are caning them or humiliating them. 
Where is the proportion in the way we 
are treating our people. You talked about 
compassion.  I have seen senior citizens 
being caned for merely stepping out to get 
some fresh air. 

We hear stories of people from Japan, the 
USA, getting USD 1,000 a person as support. 
We are not even talking about stimulus here. 
We are just talking support, whether for big 
businesses, small businesses, or individuals. 
In many places, two−thirds of what the 
government has handed out had gone to 
people as direct benefits. In India, it has only 
been 10 percent. You would be better placed 
to comment on why we have not chosen to 
put more directly in the hands of the people.

RG: It has frankly been shocking to the 
entire INC, including our ex−PM. I have 
been trying to figure this out myself. I want 
to understand the logic.  

RB: I firmly believe that a vast country 
like India cannot save itself out of trouble. 

It has to sell itself out of trouble. We have 
to get “demand” going again and provide 
something that lifts the mood of the people. 
I don’t understand why there is no major 
initiative to raise peoples’ spirits and give a 
stimulus to “demand”.

RG: Unemployment was (already) becoming 
a severe problem before coronavirus. Now 
corona pushed it over the edge. How do you 
see India taking care of its unemployment 
problem? How do we start competing on 
the global stage?

European Design, Japanese Quality, 
and Indian Prices

RB: Bajaj is now thinking of entering 
Brazil. I asked a Brazilian job candidate: 
Why do you think that Bajaj has a chance? 
He said something simple. In Bajaj, I see a 
combination of European design, Japanese 
quality, and Indian prices.  

I think this is a magic formula for us to 
compete globally, whether making a mixer 
grinder or a motorcycle.

If you want to be Dhoni, you can’t play 
six sports at the same time. A great chef, a 
great spokesperson, a great doctor, a great 
musician, they all specialize. Companies 
must specialize. 

RG: You said Japanese technology, European 
styling, and Indian prices. What you are 
saying is that India is a bridge connecting 
different cultures, different systems. India 
has historically been very good at this. That 
is a powerful thing for us.

Open Society?

RB: And I agree with you. I think it is 
because we are very open people. We 
demonstrate openness to understand, to 
learn. This openness should never be lost, 
whether in government or business. 

RG: You said openness. Right? And we are 
open. There has been, traditionally, a certain 
level of tolerance in our country. I mean, “jo 
kahena hai keh do (one can say whatever 
one wants to).” Right? One gets the sense 
that has reduced significantly over the last 
couple of years. I will be candid with you. 
Yesterday, a friend asked, “What is your next 
interview?” And I said, “I am speaking to 
Mr Bajaj.” And the guy said, “Oh, dum hai 
bande me (Oh, that man has guts)!” So I 
asked, “What do you mean?” He said, “Well, 
he has got the guts to speak to you, right?”

RB: I will tell you about my experiences. 
I shared with someone that tomorrow I 
would be  speaking with Rahul. And the 
reaction was, “Don’t do it.” I said, “Why 

not? I have shared my views everywhere, on 
so many channels. So “ab galti hai to galti 
ho chuki hai (So now, if it is a mistake, the 
mistake has already been made).”  “Nahi, 
media me bolna ek baat hai but Rahul 
Gandhi se baatein karna ek dusri baat hai 
(No, sharing your comments in the Media 
is an aspect separate from talking to Rahul 
Gandhi),” I was told. This seems to be the 
general impression, which is sad. I think this 
openness is our strength, and we must not 
lose it.

RG: Do you think this sort of “mahaul 
(environment)” of fear damages businesses 
in India?

RB: Nobody will invest unless he does so 
with enthusiasm and confidence. So “iss me 
toh koi doubt hai nahi (there is no doubt in 
this).”  We must also accept that in UPA2 
and NDA1 a lot of skeletons have come out 
of the closet. So many people in business are 
also not “doodh ka dhula hua (innocent).” 
Maybe my view is that a lot of people don’t 
speak, unlike, if I may say so, somebody 
like my father, simply because perhaps they 
cannot afford to speak. So, I think, yes, in 
terms of being tolerant, in terms of being 
sensitive, I think India needs to mend a 
couple of things.

Unlocking Businesses

RG: Final question. How do you view your 
supply chain as we open up? When does your 
supply chain start to function reasonably? 

RB: I do not see that smooth, concerted, 
rhythmic movement towards unlocking. 
The kind of aligned approach that is required 
isn’t happening. The problem is the kind of 
fear we created initially that infection=death. 
I am sorry I am not answering your question 
directly, but I am distressed because it is a 
Herculean task to open.

I think that first we must get this fear out 
of the minds of the people. There has to 
be a clear, aligned narrative from the PM 
because, right or wrong, when he says 
something, people seem to follow. I think he 
needs to stand up and tell everyone how we 
are going to move forward. We have to move 
forward now!

RG: Okay. Thank you. Thank you very much, 
Rajiv. It has been lovely talking to you. 

RB: Thank you. Thank you for so much time 
that you spent with me. Thank you very 
much. I appreciate it. 
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Chhattisgarh stands out as a true success 
story in mitigating the spread of the Covid-19 
virus. In medical terms, the infection and 
mortality rate due to the virus have been low 
in this state. Importantly, the people−centric 
and innovative initiatives of Chief Minister 
Shri Bhupesh Baghel’s government have also 
softened the economic and social impact of 
the pandemic on the common people.

How Did They Do It?

Dr Shashi Tharoor, MP and Chairman 
of the All India Professionals’ Congress, 
recently spoke to Shri Baghel on these issues 
on an online forum. He focused on three 
main aspects of successful governance. 
First, the positive steps taken by the 
government in combating the Covid-19 
pandemic. Second, the creative solution 
to implementing the Mahatma Gandhi 
National Rural Employment Guarantee Act 
(MNREGA) and keeping it operative during 
the lockdown. And, third, the success of the 
Rajiv Gandhi Kisan Nyay Yojana (RGKNY) 
in the state.

Response to Covid-19 

Dr Tharoor observed that CM Baghel had 
hit the ground running since he formed the  
Congress government in the state in 2018. 

The execution of the novel RGKNY was a 
resounding success, but before that, it was 
essential to learn more about Chhattisgarh’s 
commendable response to Covid-19.

The national lockdown dried up many 
sources of income. People lost jobs, and a 
large number of migrant workers returned 
home. In response, Chhattisgarh has 
generated the maximum employment 
under MNREGA by any yardstick, leaving 
neighbours Madhya Pradesh and Uttar 
Pradesh far behind. Dr Tharoor requested 
the Chief Minister to share how they used 
MNREGA while maintaining the lockdown 
restrictions.

Shri Baghel said they began brainstorming 
their Covid-19 strategy in February — 
months before the crisis became widespread. 
They had concluded that without vaccines 
and treatments, safety lay in prevention. 
So, Chhattisgarh was already locked down 
by March 25, when the national lockdown 
became effective. Chhattisgarh’s lockdown 
was more than a simple lockdown — it 
focused directly on people’s needs and 
problems. 
Its key features were:

• Ensured that essential items like 
groceries, medicines, and vegetables 

were available during the lockdown. 
The shops selling these remained open.

• Gave about 56 lakh poor people free 
ration of two months: 70 kg per family. 
This would take away their worry about 
food.

• Did not close MNREGA in the first 
total lockdown. Works continued to be 
sanctioned through this time.

• Had a spike in cases with transiting 
and returning migrant workers, but 
Chhattisgarh’s Covid-19 numbers are 
among the lowest in the country.

Covid-19 Innovations for MNREGA

When MNREGA work started, innovative 
methods were used to manage ‘social 
distancing’, which they called ‘physical 
distancing.’ Husband−wife teams were given 
jobs on 100 square feet plots, and the next 
group had a plot at a distance of 10 feet. So 
families worked together while maintaining 
distancing norms. Earlier, the MNREGA 
employment figure had never crossed 15 
lakhs. By mid-2020, it was 26 lakhs.

As people undertook physical activity, 
they were less tense. As they had access to 
money, they could stay home. By ensuring 
gainful engagement and financial security, 
the rural areas of the state remained 
largely unaffected. When state and district 
boundaries were sealed, the villagers sealed 
their borders on their own accord as they 
understood the benefits and had access to 
income and food. 

Trace, Test, and Quarantine

Appreciating the steps for Covid-19 
management and the remarkable effort of 
successful implementation of MNREGA 
even during the pandemic, Dr Tharoor 
urged Shri Baghel to further discuss the 
state’s  robust Covid-19 testing programme 
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which has been showing good results. In 
testing too, Chhattisgarh has done better 
than its neighbouring states.

Shri Baghel explained that since the 
Covid-19 virus first spread from people who 
had come from abroad, the first thing his 
government did was to trace, identify, and 
immediately home quarantine about 2,100 
such people at a very early stage. Health 
and police authorities conducted regular 
checks on these people and those who tested 
negative were freed from quarantine. 

Chhattisgarh conducted similar contact 
tracing for Markaz participants too. For 
migrant workers who returned from other 
states, 16,000 quarantine facilities were set 
up in the villages. 

Later in the conversation, the Chief Minister 
also acknowledged the efforts of various 
groups in dealing with the pandemic: “In the 
battle against Covid-19, I must appreciate 
unsung volunteers like the Youth Congress, 
social organizations, All India Professionals’ 
Congress, industrialists, businessmen, 
NSUI, and Mahila Congress, who stood 
together, providing food and assistance 
(to those in need). We welcome guidance, 
advice, and feedback from all quarters.”

Devil Is in the Detail 

While speaking about migrant labourers, 
Dr Tharoor highlighted the news about how 
Chhattisgarh was the only state that provided 
footwear to migrant workers crossing the 
state. Shri Baghel explained that because the 
state is bound by seven other states − Orissa, 
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh, Telangana, 
Jharkhand, Andhra Pradesh, and Bihar − it 
experienced significant migrant movement. 
“It came to my notice, via a Facebook post, 
that many of them had no footwear and 
were going barefoot.” Immediately they were 
provided vehicles, food, and also chappals. 
A large number of social organizations 
voluntarily helped in this effort. This effort 
was much appreciated.

Similarly, the success of the Haat Bazaar 
Clinic Scheme for the tribal population 
was also based on close observation of 
local conditions. This scheme has been 
particularly successful in the Bastar region, 
which is Naxalite infested. Unless there 
is an emergency, residents in this area do 
not visit hospitals. But the same residents 
regularly visit Haat Bazaars (markets). 
So the government created ‘Haat Bazaar 
Clinics’ utilizing the District Mineral Fund 
(DMF). This scheme has benefitted lakhs of 
people. No deaths due to seasonal illnesses 
were reported during the previous rainy 
season and that is the true measure of the 
scheme’s success.

Rajiv Gandhi Kisan Nyay Yojana

Taking forward the discussion on 
RGKNY, Dr Tharoor discussed how it 
was very important for social security and 
strengthening of the rural economy. Shri 
Baghel explained that Shri Rahul Gandhi 
had promised loan waiver to farmers during 
his campaign for the assembly elections. 
After the elections, his government worked 
hard to fulfill that promise. When Rahul 
Gandhi visited the state next before the Lok 
Sabha elections, “rin mafi praman patra 
(certificates of loan waiver)” were provided 
to the farmers, the procurement price for 
rice/paddy was publicized at Rs 2,500 per 
quintal, and the RGKNY was announced for 
the first time. 

However, the Central government refused 
to induct the paddy into Food Corporation 
of India (FCI) coffers, should Chhattisgarh 
(or any state) give bonuses to farmers. This 
would have resulted in a loss of thousands of 
crores of rupees for the state’s farmers. But 
the state government managed to get the 
decision reversed by providing the written 
assurance to buy at support prices. This year, 
84 lakh metric tons of paddy was purchased 
from 19 lakh farmers.

The government included paddy, maize, and 
sugarcane in RGKNY. Paddy and  maize 
farmers were compensated at Rs 10,000 per 
acre and sugarcane farmers at Rs 13,000 per 
acre, which is the highest in the country. 
The Central government’s support price of 
sugarcane is Rs 261 per quintal. However, 
in Chhattisgarh, the farmer will effectively 
get Rs 355 per quintal. By 21 May, Rs 1,500 
crores had already been spent on the scheme.

Elaborating further, Shri Baghel mentioned 
that Chhattisgarh is now employing 26 lakh 
people via MNREGA, 19 lakh families are 
benefiting under RGKNY, and in tribal 
areas, Self Help Groups are working with 
12−13 lakh families. The government is 
helping adivasis, workers, and farmers. 

Shri Baghel opined that by initiating schemes 
that give money to farmers, labourers, 
workers, and the tribal population, the 
state’s economy has also gained. The 
wheels of the industries can spin, and the 
functioning of the markets can occur only 
when people have purchasing power. More 
so, in these times of Covid-19, the money 
must go directly into the needy person’s  
bank accounts, as this will give a spurt to 
economic/industrial processes.

“A state cannot progress if we do not care 
for our underprivileged. It is essential in a 
state like Chhattisgarh, where 40 percent 
of the population is below the poverty line, 
35 percent  of children are undernourished, 

and 40 percent of women are anemic. 
Employment, education, and health are 
our top priorities. We are now working 
on extending the RGKNY to the landless 
labourers.” 

Reaching the Right Person

With so many schemes being taken up, 
Dr Tharoor asked Shri Baghel about 
auditing to see if the money was reaching 
the right person. Shri Baghel informed 
the audience that the state already has 
a fully computerized system of paddy 
procurement through cooperatives. Anyone 
can check any information at the click of a 
button. Under RGKNY and other schemes, 
all payments are made directly to the 
beneficiary’s bank account. Implementation 
is fully transparent. 

Shri Baghel pointed out that his government’s 
programmes and approach are guided 
by the vision of late Prime Minister Rajiv 
Gandhi who had said that 70 percent of the 
country’s population lives in the villages, 
and until these communities are uplifted, 
India will not progress. Congress leader 
Rahul Gandhi has also repeatedly spoken 
about eliminating the rich−poor divide. 
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How soon will we have a treatment for 
Covid-19? All of us want an answer to this.

Dr Shashi Tharoor posed this question to 
Dr Kiran Mazumdar−Shaw, a leading figure 
in the pharmaceutical industry and one of 
the few people with access to information 
and updates in this regard, during an online  
public interaction with her on the topic. 
In the interaction, Shaw outlined what 
Covid-19 is, how it affects us, its treatment 
stages, prophylactics, cures, the vaccines 
under development, and the impact of all 
this on the Indian pharmaceutical industry. 

While pointing out that with no official cure 
or vaccine available, all sorts of household 
remedies, homeopathic, ayurvedic and even 
allopathic medicines are gaining traction 
to fight against the virus, Dr Tharoor said 
he was sipping a “kadha (a herbal drink)” 
which was a concoction of ginger, turmeric, 
and lemon, to build immunity. On his 
doctor’s advice, he said he had also taken a 
prophylactics course of the much−discussed 
Hydroxychloroquine (HCQ). Dr Shaw 
joked that she too was taking HCQ, but 
there was a scientific reason why the Indian 
Council of Medical Research is using it as a 
prophylactic. 

What is the Covid-19 Virus?

Dr Shaw mentioned that a lot is now known 
about the Covid-19 virus. It is a type of 
RNA Coronavirus, similar to what we had 
in the past with SARS and MERS. It enters 
the body through our nasal passages and 
reaches the lungs.  In the Coronavirus 
images, you see spike proteins that the virus 
uses to invade the cells. This is the scientific 
rationale behind why some doctors are still 
prescribing HCQ. In theory, HCQ inhibits 
the ACE receptor on the epithelial cells of 
the lungs and prevents the spike proteins 
from entering the cells. 

How Does Covid-19 Affect People? 

Some people get a mild form of the illness; 
others move into a severe phase. Few 
become critical, and some unfortunately 
succumb to it. 

In severe and unmanageable cases, the 
human immune response starts producing 
antibodies against the virus on getting 
infected. Initially, this is a weak response, but 
if the illness persists, it  activates the adaptive 
immune or myeloid system. Compare this to 
calling the cavalry into battle. The myeloid 
system produces cytokines, which are like 
poison darts. 

A hyperactive myeloid immune system 
causes a lot of inflammation as it fights the 
Covid-19 virus. 

A cytokine storm builds up, but cytokines 
poison darts also start poisoning your body. 
Such a situation can lead to organ failure and 
other aspects generally not seen in severe 
respiratory ailments. We now know that it is 
vital to control the myeloid immune system 
and lower the cytokine and inflammatory 
response. This allows your lymphoid system 
to start producing more antibodies and 
attack the virus. 

Treatment for the Covid-19 Infection

If people get mild versions of the disease, at 
the early stage, a product like Remdesivir, an 
antiviral, might help. It will start attacking 
the virus, and the virus might be destroyed. 
But if a body is in the hyper activation 
phase of the adaptive immune system, you 
have to treat the patients very differently. 
You have to use antibodies. Many antibody 
treatments are currently being tested. One 
of the antibody treatments at Biocon is 
certainly showing a lot of promise. Doctors 
who have used these kinds of drugs have 
seen some amazing recoveries.

Some doctors are treating the cytokine 
storm with low molecular weight heparin to 
fight blood clots. Others are using low−cost 
steroids like Dexamethasone. We now also 
have a better understanding of the oxygen 
drop and safe ventilator use for the patients 
of Covid-19.

Dr Shaw stated that she was a big believer in 
plasma therapy. Convalescent patients who 
have recovered from Covid-19 produce the 
right neutralizing antibodies to kill the virus. 
When you take the plasma of convalescent 
patients and infuse it into patients who are 
very serious or critical, you are giving them 
some antibodies to fight the infection. 
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Plasma therapy seems to be showing positive 
results during trials in Kerala, Maharashtra, 
and Delhi. 

“I think we are already getting a good 
understanding of medicines and how to 
manage patients better. While we may 
not be able to stop the infection, I think 
our treatment will prevent many deaths,” 
she said. Dr Tharoor then turned the 
conversation to vaccines. He posed two 
important questions: (i) What is a realistic 
timeframe for a vaccine? (ii) How is the 
vaccine development progressing in India?  

Currently there are 124 ongoing vaccine 
programs in the world, of which 14 are in 
India, Dr Shaw said. Globally ten programs 
have entered human clinical trials. Four 
Indian vaccines are expected to begin 
human clinical trials by the end of this year. 

How Long will a Vaccine Protect 
You?

Companies are using different technologies 
to develop vaccines. The exciting one for 
India is the Oxford vaccine group being 
supported by AstraZeneca. They claim the 
vaccine will be available by September 2020.
However, one concern is that this vaccine 
showed a great response with monkeys, but 
a month later, when the vaccinated monkeys 
were challenged with the virus, they all got 
infected. So, the critical question is, for how 
long does the vaccine protect you?

“We need real−world evidence. Right now, 
all the vaccines that are under trial are being 
given to healthy humans. You have not 
given vaccines to people who are actually 
in a community where there has been a 
spread. Vaccine trials take long because they 
have to be tested in various permutations/
combinations of situations,” warned Dr 
Shaw. She further added that while to say 
that a vaccine was going to be available in 
September 2020 was not a lie, but it wasn’t 
the entire truth either. Many questions 
needed to be answered for the complete 
truth to emerge: Are you protecting the 
people who are getting the vaccine? When 
does one need a booster shot?  Will this 
vaccine protect a person for a year, for two 
years? These are the data points that need to 
be known to feel safe about the vaccine. 

Dr Shaw expressed her disappointment  
with WHO in that it was not playing the 
role it ought to play, according to her, in 
evaluating and validating various claims. For 
instance, there’s a race for the first vaccine 
in the world. Moderna, a company in the 
United States, is developing a messenger 
RNA based vaccine for the first time. They 
have skipped animal trials and claim to be 
getting compelling immune responses. But 

we still don’t know the safety aspect and 
whether it’s going to last for a long time. We 
don’t have a reliable regulator who’s looking 
at all these claims and telling people what is 
believable and what is not. She hoped that at 
least ICMR would be asking such questions 
during vaccine development in India.

The Industry Rising to the Challenge

Pointing out that Biocon had done a lot of 
cutting−edge work, Dr Tharoor asked Dr 
Shaw if her company and India could play a 
significant role as a global pharmacy in the 
era of Covid-19.

Dr Shaw opined that health sciences and 
healthcare are the new economic frontiers 
for India after IT, pointing out that India is 
one of the largest vaccine producers globally, 
and the largest producers of generic drugs in 
the world. Biocon is trying to be the biggest 
bio−similar or bio−generic producer in the 
world, she added, so we have a global scale 
in healthcare. What we need to do now is to 
unlock the innovation. 

The industry is rising to the challenge. 
Initially, India was short of RT−PCR tests, 
but small biotech companies swung into 
action and within a few weeks, indigenous 
test kits were developed for RT−PCR. 
And so, our testing ability has increased 
significantly, Dr Shaw said, expressing the 
confidence that we can develop novel and 
innovative antivirals.

(Disclaimer: This is a report based on an 
interview. Any information contained herein 
is not and should not be considered as medical 
advice, suggested treatment, or a medical 
fact. Please consult a doctor or a medical 
practitioner for any medical advice required.)
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The Question of Our Unsustainable 
Demographics

India’s demographics are completely 
and absolutely unsustainable. The entire 
myth of a demographic dividend is a very 
carefully constructed lie in order to sweep 
our collective inaction on the population 
question under the carpet. If you just look 
at the numbers, they are very interesting: In 
1951, India’s population was 39.10 crores. By 
1981, in three decades, it had increased to 
71.54 crores. In 2011, it increased to 125.3 
crores. Today, it is about 139.4 crores. 

India occupies 2.4 percent of the world’s 
land area and hosts about 17 percent of 
the world’s population. We have increased 
our population by nearly four times in 70 
years and, of course, we have not added 
an inch of land to our territory given that 
the whole South Asian dynamic is a very, 
very contested dynamic. So, if you were to 
compare us with China, you know China is 
just a wee ahead of India, with 141.1 crore in 
terms of population, but China occupies 6.3 
percent of the world area. 

So, essentially, it occupies a landmass which 
is almost double the landmass of India. 

Therefore, the Indian subcontinent could 
at best have taken a population of about 65 
crores. In 1974, we were at about 60 crores 
and that was the time when the India Youth 
Congress was given in a five−point program 
by the then leader of the Youth Congress, Mr 
Sanjay Gandhi. And the five points included 
an emphasis on what used to be called family 
planning, dowry eradication, dealing with 
the caste system, and eradicating illiteracy. 

Unfortunately, between 1975 and 1977, the 
manner in which the entire family planning 
program or the family welfare  program was 
implemented has completely and absolutely 
thrown this very contentious question off the 
political radar, and from 1977 till 2020, no 
politician of any consequence, no political 
party of any consequence, has been willing 
to seriously debate the population question 
and how we are going to really be able to 
deal with this community’s completely 
unsustainable numbers. Covid-19, I 
think, brought to the fore our inadequacy, 
both in terms of social as well as health 
infrastructure. 

In Delhi, there is virtually a pandemic 
tornado unfolding and the Delhi 
government has been artificially trying 
to suppress testing. Delhi’s hospitals are 
completely and absolutely overburdened. 
You see horrific videos coming out every 
day of how patients have been turned back 
from hospital after hospital and they have 
died in ambulances, they have died on 
hospital floors for the lack of any medical 
care. So, under these circumstances we 
have to wake up now and address some 
of these very serious issues with regard to 
our demographics, issues with regard to 
our healthcare infrastructure, issues with 
regard to our social infrastructure (I mean, 
one of the most enduring memories of this 

pandemic is going to be millions and millions 
of people walking home from our cities as a 
completely insensitive government looked 
on. They were crushed under railway trains, 
they were mowed down by trucks on our 
highways, and the Indian entrepreneurial 
class whom these people have enriched with 
their hard work, in fact, exhibited the most 
contemptuous insensitivity towards them 
by literally throwing them out on the streets 
within four or five days of the lockdown 
being declared, when there was no financial 
emergency really playing itself out).

So, therefore, under such circumstances I 
think it all comes back to one fundamental 
question: We do not have the wherewithal, 
we do not have the infrastructure to sustain 
our demographics and all those people who 
say that India’s moment in the Sun is going 
to come in 2047 when China’s demographics 
start declining and the baby era of the 
little emperors is over, I think it is living 
in cuckoos land, for the want of a better 
word. The fact is that India requires 30 
years of consolidation, it requires space for 
consolidation, for that it requires peace on 
its periphery and all these delusions of being 
a rising great power, I think, have all been 
very rudely shaken by what has transpired 
in the past few months in our country. 

Regarding Imposing Population 
Control 

My contention is very simple: that 
our numbers are not sustainable. Now 
the question is if our numbers are not 
sustainable, and I take Salman’s point that 
you know it is not as if there is a uniform 
problem across India; there is more problem 
in certain states as compared to other states, 
but the difficulty is that if you start having 
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state specific policies then you open yourself 
to the charge of actually targeting and 
singling out states and that policy is set up 
for failure. 

“Therefore, the Indian 
subcontinent could at best have 
taken a population of about 65 
crores. In 1974, we were at about 
60 crores and that was the time 
when the India Youth Congress 
was given in a five−point program 
by the then leader of the Youth 
Congress, Mr Sanjay Gandhi. 

                ”
So, therefore, if you were to have a larger 
national framework then those states which 
are already implementing or let us say have 
achieved those goals, you know they don’t 
have anything really to worry about. The 
limited point that I am trying to make is 
that I also understand that coercion does 
not work and coercion can be counter−
productive. The purpose of writing that 
piece (Tewari, Manish. 29 May, 2020. 
“Covid-19 Proved India’s Demographics 
Are Unsustainable. Time We Brought Our 
Fertility Rate Down.” Outlook. Accessed 
on 2 September, 2020 at https://www.
outlookindia.com/website/story/opinion−
Covid-19−proved−indias−demographics−
are−unsustainable−time−we−brought−
our−fertility−rate−down/353724)  
was to actually kick start a discussion about 
whether we agree that India’s demographics 
are not sustainable, and if we agree that 
India’s demographics are unsustainable then 
what is the policy framework or what are 
the policy frameworks that we need to put 
in place in order to deal with it. 

Regarding targeting of communities for the 
population question, I can understand the 
point which Salman made.  Unfortunately, 
the Right wing has been carrying out a 
campaign targeting certain communities, all 
that nonsense, but I think on this question, 
enlightened leadership has to emerge from 
within communities and people from within 
communities need to stand up and say that 
it is in their larger national interest and 
it is in the interest of us as a people, us as 
families, to be able to bring into this world 
those many number of children whom we 
can properly educate, properly cloth, give 
them a head start in life. I don’t think that 
is a communal question. Yes, there would be 
forces which would try and target particular 
communities, but that is unfortunately the 
nature of politics and we have to live with 
that. But rising above parties and such 
considerations, I think we need to seriously 

India’s growing population generates much heat in 
political and policy circles. Every now and then, there 
are calls for enacting a national population control 
law. For some, such as those on the far right (RSS 
and Hindutva adherents), population control is a 
well−established dog whistle to highlight higher than 
average fertility rates among Muslims. According to 
them, Muslim population growth means that India’s 
Hindu majority is in danger. Then there is a second set 
of population control advocates who are concerned 
about the adverse economic impacts of rising 

population. They point to China’s one−child policy as a model to emulate and adapt 
to India’s circumstances. Just as China has developed rapidly, they argue, a population 
control law can help develop India. If we go by past experiences and evidence, both these 
arguments are deeply flawed. 

Let’s assess the Hindutva argument. Do Muslims contribute to population growth? Of 
course, they do. But, so do Hindus. Between 2001 and 2011, Hindu population grew 
at an annual rate of 1.55 percent while Muslims grew at 2.2 percent. Clearly, Muslims 
have grown faster than Hindus have. But, that is not the entire story. In fact, Muslim 
growth rate is slowing down at a rate faster than it is for Hindus. Between 1991 and 2001, 
the annual growth rate for Hindus was 1.8 percent and for Muslims it was 2.6 percent. 
Besides, some groups within the Hindu community are growing at rates similar to those 
for Muslims. What does the RSS have to say about that? Well, Mohan Bhagwat, the RSS 
Chief, reportedly wanted Hindu women to have more children. So much for population 
control! Of course, now there is talk of the RSS pushing for a law to cap the number of 
children at two.

 “In fact, Muslim growth rate is slowing down at a rate faster than it is   
        for Hindus.

         ”
If the RSS view of the population issue is coloured by their Islamophobia, we should turn 
instead to the economic development argument. Undoubtedly slower population growth 
would help raise living standards (everything else being equal). But, is legislation to cap 
the number of children the right way to go? To understand this, we need to dig a bit 
deeper into this issue. India’s total fertility rate is 2.2 children per woman, close to the 
replacement level fertility rate of 2.1. Most states and union territories have fertility rates 
below replacement levels. But some of India’s biggest and poorest states such as Bihar, 
Uttar Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, and Rajasthan have the highest fertility rates. That offers 
us a clue about what may be driving population growth in India.

Some of the most important factors that drive population growth are socioeconomic 
in nature. Poverty is a factor with families opting for more children either because of 
lower chances of survival or as a means of increasing family income through labour. 
Women’s education and empowerment are important factors as well. As per the fourth 
National Family Health Survey (NFHS−4), the total fertility rate among Indian women 
with no schooling is 3.1 whereas it is 1.7 among women who have completed more 
than twelve years of schooling. Increased participation of women in the labour force 
postpones the process of starting families. Also, employed women report having fewer 
children. The NFHS−4 also reports a huge unmet need for family planning in India. 
Almost 40 million women and girls wish to delay or avoid pregnancy but do not have 
access to contraceptives.

On the other hand, coercive polices to restrict the number of children have often failed 
and can have dangerous consequences. A 2005 study of several Indian states found that 
the implementation of coercive policies produced unintended consequences such as a 

Should India Legislate  
Population Control? 

Shri Salman Anees Soz, Deputy Chairman, AIPC
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apply ourselves to a policy framework or a 
set of policy frameworks if we come to that 
basic minimum understanding that we need 
to do something about our demographics.

Population Question: Preparing for 
the Future

Let me say that when you plan for a country 
you don’t plan for your own lifetime. You 
actually plan beyond your lifetime because 
when you look at nation states you do not 
look at nation states in terms of your own life 
time. I take Salman’s point that it will take a 
while for things to stabilize but if India has 
to be a great power by the end of the 21st 
century, that is 80 years from now, or at the 
beginning of the 22nd century, you have to 
start planning now and, therefore, it is the 
policy prescriptions that you put in place 
today which future generations, hopefully, 
will build on, which is going to ensure the 
longevity and the prosperity of this nation. 
So, that’s why I am saying this is not about 
the Congress or the BJP or about political 
partisanship. This is about looking at the 
larger national interest over the horizon, 
taking the long view from Delhi, as I call it. 
That’s point number one. Point number two, 
you know what Salman says is absolutely 
correct but they are subsets of the same 
problem so you can and have nutrition 
reform, you can have contraception reform, 
but if in the next 20 or 30 years you are 
going to add another 30 crore people to your 
population, then you are back to square one. 
So those other initiatives are only going 
to work provided you are willing to tackle 
the elephant in the room. And I find, given 
the political sensitivity which has been 
institutionalized around this question post 
1977, that we are unable to or unwilling to 
grapple with it head−on. 

“Let me say that when you plan 
for a country you don’t plan for 
your own lifetime. You actually 
plan beyond your lifetime because 
when you look at nation states 
you do not look at nation states in 
terms of your own life time. 

                ”“Point number two, you know 
what Salman says is absolutely 
correct but they are subsets of the 
same problem so you can and have 
nutrition reform, you can have 
contraception reform, but if in the 
next 20 or 30 years you are going 
to add another 30 crore people to 
your population, then you are back 
to square one. 

              ”
I don’t think what late Shri Sanjay Gandhi 
did in terms of the conceptual framework 
was incorrect, but, unfortunately, events as 
they unfolded between 1975 and 1977 and 
the excesses which got committed… and 
the irony is that when you had three or four 
Commissions looking into those excesses, 
they were actually able to really pin down 
very, very few cases of forced sterilization. 
The fundamental thing is that you need to 
do all the rest also so it is not either/or. If 
you think by doing the rest you will be able 
to avoid doing the population question, I 
would respectfully disagree with that.

Population Question and Women 
Leaders 

Possibly, there has been a failure of women 
leadership in South Asia because South 
Asia is perhaps one part of the world which, 
for the longest time, has been led by very 
enlightened women leaders: whether it was 
Mrs. Bandaranaike in Sri Lanka, or Mrs. 
Benazir Bhutto in Pakistan over two terms, 
or the very enlightened women leadership 
in India, or Bangladesh which continues 
to be led by successive women leaders, or 
Myanmar led by Aung San Suu Kyi.  But 
somewhere it seems that given the fact 
that we are extremely feudal societies, the 
entrenched feudal character was not broken 
by them because when you break feudal 
alliances it comes at a political cost. So, I 
think, that’s the subject of a larger question 
about why women in this part of the world 
are not really in the forefront as they are in 
some other parts of the world despite the 
presence of such leadership. 

rise in sex−selective and unsafe abortions, men divorcing their wives to run for local 
body elections, and families giving up children for adoption to avoid disqualification 
in local elections. But did China not develop? Yes, it did but its population was already 
declining well before they enacted the one−child policy. There are myriad factors for 
why China has done well. Perhaps policymakers should study those carefully instead of 
zeroing in on a silver bullet argument.

“Some of the most important factors that drive population growth 
are socioeconomic in nature. Poverty is a factor with families opting for 
more children either because of lower chances of survival or as a means 
of increasing family income through labour. Women’s education and 
empowerment are important factors as well.

                         ”
The evidence is clear. The solution to India’s population problem is to look at the evidence 
and focus on improving socioeconomic indicators of progress. Quick fixes and coercion 
will not work. In fact, arguments in favour of a pollution control law could make things 
worse. Be careful what you wish for.
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Between 2004 and 2014, the UPA governments oversaw the fastest recorded economic 
growth in Indian history. This growth overlapped with possibly the most significant 
poverty reduction epoch of human history, with an estimated 14 crore to 21 crore people 
moving out of poverty. 

These twin objectives look mutually exclusive today due to a kleptocratic and plutocratic 
kakistocracy incumbent. For the first time in 50 years, poverty rates have increased. And 
we have seen more than nine quarters of consecutive fall in growth rates. These pre−
Covid situations are not explainable by any externality. 

So what explains these adjacent periods of extremes? 

Inclusive Growth

For a country of India’s size and population, 
growth can only come by  increase in 
consumption by our people. That means 
more money in the hands of the poor. 
They have to become a part of the growth 
pattern and move beyond their subsistence 
economy. The UPA had aptly called this 
inclusive growth. Rising MSPs, farm loan 
waivers, and MGNREGA were put in place 
to ensure increased assured income and 
cash at the bottom of the pyramid. These 
schemes were supported by significant 
increases in health and education spending, 
further helping the people cut expenses. 

But 2014 onwards, there was a rollback of 
all these steps. Below inflation nominal 
growth in health and education allocations, 
static MSPs with denial of state bonuses, and 
neglect of MGNREGA gradually eroded 
the gains, and the poverty rates returned. 
The country entered the worst agrarian 
distress of the century. Malicious anti−social 
politics, under the garb of cow protection, 
threatened the social fabric and made stray 
cattle the biggest farm issue across the 
country. Demonetization proved to be the 
proverbial last straw. The informal economy 
which had recently undergone monetization 
was stripped of liquidity, and consumption 
fell. Even persistent low oil prices could not 
help salvage the situation.

Remonetizing the Bottom of the 
Pyramid

It was in this scenario that the INC in 
the year 2018, under the vision of Shri 
Rahul Gandhi, came up with its idea of 
remonetizing the bottom of the pyramid. In 
the state assembly elections, we promised 
farm loan waivers and enhanced MSP 
procurement with a substantial bonus to the 
farmers. The idea was to create a framework 
for enhanced primary entitlements that 
empowered and assured the poor of a living 
income, thereby inspiring confidence in 
consumption spending. 

We saw good results across the board. 
Chhattisgarh bucked the slowdown and saw 
increased consumer and capital spending, 
especially in the rural and agrarian sectors. 
The paradigm was that the structural 
imbalances between the rural−tribal and 
modern−urban economic systems couldn’t 
be left unaddressed. The state needed to 
support the former, which employs about 
75 percent of its workforce, and create 
entitlements which would fuel sustained 
growth of industries and consumption.

For this, the state came up with its unique 
programme of Narva, Garva, Ghurva, Bari 
(NGGB; rivulets, cattle, farm waste, and 
farms). It was followed up with schemes 
for forest products, like increasing the MSP 

of tendu leaves from Rs 2,500 to Rs 4,000 
per sack and mahua from Rs 17 to Rs 30. 
Through NGGB, the government tried to 
help the village community find solutions 
and make those solutions remunerative. 

For example, by making daycare centers 
for cattle, locally known as “gothans”, and 
providing for its staff and fodder, the state 
tried to empower the community. This idea 
led to the recreation of the ‘Commons,’ 
which a misplaced notion of development 
had taken away. It also meant jobs in each 
village. And in an innovative step, the 
state has started buying cow dung from 
the farmers to process them into organic 
manure in these gothans. The purchase also 
enables direct cash transfer to the poorest of 
women who generally collect cow dung in 
village streets.

Other ingenious schemes like the 
“Mukhyamantri Haat Bazaar Scheme” 
aimed at taking healthcare to the weekly 
village markets in tribal areas, and 
“Mukhyamantri Suposhan Scheme”, to 
support nutrition, were also started. There 
was a positive impact of these schemes.  Last 
year, when automobile sales were falling 
across the country, Chhattisgarh registered 
a 25 percent growth. 

12 Chhattisgarh’s Nyay
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Rajiv Gandhi Kisan Nyay Yojna

When the Lok Sabha elections were 
announced, the government took more 
steps and came up with minimum income 
assurance for the poor in the form of Nyay. 
While the idea could not be conveyed 
adequately, and it could not pass the 
electoral test nationwide, the Chhattisgarh 
government came up with the Rajiv Gandhi 
Kisan Nyay Yojna (RGKNY) to enable 
direct cash transfers to paddy, maize, and 
sugarcane farmers.

The state witnessed a sharp industrial 
recovery in May 2020 as farmers received 
Rs 1,500 crores as the first tranche of the 
RGKNY scheme. Under this scheme, a total 
of Rs 5,700 crore is meant to be transferred 

into the bank accounts of farmers in four 
parts. Year−on−year growth in GST for 
June is 22 percent and there is a 19 percent 
growth in land registration. The state stands 
at the top of MGNREGA workdays, and this 
means its markets are busy. 

So, Chhattisgarh presents a validation that 
no amount of initiatives and tax breaks 
to the corporates or loan offers to people 
insecure and apprehensive of the future can 
get the economy moving.  It is the direct 
cash at the bottom of the pyramid that can 
do the job.

At present, the Covid-19 pandemic has 
disrupted the world order and the economy. 
Poor farmers and urban migrant labourers 
have borne the maximum brunt. And it 

has shown us the implications of having no 
social security system. We stand exposed. 
The whole world saw millions of migrant 
labourers treading thousands of miles on 
foot with infants in their arms. We are no 
longer in a position to claim our status as a 
leading economy or democracy. All the soft 
power built over seven decades has been 
undone; we can only imagine what the good 
Nyay could have done in this scenario! 
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The Indian economy is facing two 
challenges − continuing slowdown that 
started about two years ago, and the impact 
of Covid-19 and the lockdowns. With all 
the four cylinders of the economy’s engine 
− investment, exports, private consumption, 
and government expenditure − seriously 
impaired, the GDP growth this year is likely 
to fall into the recessionary space, for the 
first time in 40 years. It will also face serious 
contraction. IMF estimates the contraction 
to be  4.8 percent, while other economists 
predict it will be in the region of 5−7 
percent. Despite announcing a very small 
fiscal stimulus, government of India’s deficit 
is likely to be 8−10 percent of the GDP in the 
current fiscal. 

With the migrant labourers back in their 
villages and the Covid-19 scare continuing, 
the economy would be seriously impacted 
for the next two years before we can see 
a real turn around. So, it is important to 
understand the prognosis and the options 
and impulses that assure us of an eventual 
turnaround. 

In these times of instant gratification, 
speaking of economic history seems 
anachronistic. But it is important to 
understand where India’s growth story 
really started. Pulling back from the brink of 
economic meltdown, India undertook major 
reforms and liberalized its economy after 
decades of “socialism” and creeping state 

control in all fields of economic activities in 
1991. It was not that no changes were made 
during the earlier years, but those were at 
best attempts at creeping reforms, often 
taking two steps forwards and one back. 
Now, 30 years later, there’s much we can 
be proud of and some actions which could 
have been avoided. While unshackling the 
economy and providing a more level playing 
field to the private sector paid dividends, 
social security schemes like the MGNREGA 
enacted in 2005 were game changers in 
tackling poverty and establishing equity for 
the rural poor to an extent.

In fact, what we have been witnessing is an 
outstanding economic success and then a 
sudden nose dive into crippling economic 
slowdown which continues now without an 
end in sight. India had gone from being a 
poor, slow−growing country to the fastest−
growing major economy in the world. The 
World Economic Outlook for 2016 had 
announced that the United States and India 
were the two pillars of strength of the world 
economy. But the sudden negative shock of 
demonetization put brakes to the economic 
growth. Unfortunately, the economy began 
to slow down since then and growth has 
gone into the negative zone this year.  

India has failed to enter the list of the top 
25 nations in the AT Kearney’s Global FDI 
Confidence Index 2000 despite claims of 
improving its ranking in Ease of Doing 
Business listing by the World Bank. Once 
a shining example of vibrant democracy 
and dynamic economic growth amongst 
developing countries and emerging market 
economies, and a powerful voice in the 
G20 on the basis of its economic strength 
and potential, it is now struggling to keep 
economic growth barely ticking. In The 
Economist magazine’s weekly chart of 43 
major economies in the world, for a long 
time, India was among the top 3 fastest 
growing economies. It has now dropped to 
the 23rd rank for 2020. With our economy 

caught in a downward spiral, most credit 
rating agencies, including Fitch, S&P, 
Moody’s, IMF, and the World Bank have 
downgraded India’s growth rate projections.

Unfortunately, there is no evidence of a 
well thought out long term strategy for 
accelerating economic growth and creating 
a vibrant investment environment which 
would provide more jobs and decent 
livelihoods for a very young population 
aspiring to break out of hand−to−mouth 
existence. The economic packages 
announced by the government have been 
addressing the supply side issues, focussing 
mainly on liquidity, but haven’t touched 
upon the most pressing problem − that 
pertaining to demand. 

The earlier package of Rs 1.93 lakh crore 
announced in late March was made up of Rs 
1.70 lakh crore to distribute free foodgrains 
and direct transfer of cash via Jan Dhan 
accounts to farmers, women, and the 
elderly; distribution of free gas cylinders; 
and the so called 85 percent of train fare 
subsidies of migrant labourers returning 
home. In the most recent announcement, 
the government has extended the free 
foodgrains distribution till November, 
purportedly costing the exchequer a sum of 
Rs 90,000 crore. Cumulatively, the packages 
of about Rs 21 lakh crore announced are 
called the Atmanirbhar package. 

Although the government has declared 
this as a bold move, according to the Chief 
India Economist at Barclays, the “fiscal 
impact on the budget will be only Rs 1.5 
lakh crore (0.75 percent of GDP)”. At a time 
when demand is dead, the Atmanirbhar 
package pushes a huge liquidity into the 
system in anticipation of a lot of takers for 
loans to start and restart businesses. What 
the policy makers seem to miss out is that 
when businesses are struggling to repay 
their existing debt, are not able to dissipate 
inventories lying in their godowns, and can 
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see no real return of consumption for at least 
two years, why would they take fresh debt 
burden on their books? 

How much of demand this Atmanirbhar 
package is able to stimulate and how far it 
would help in mitigating the hardships and 
pain of the people remains to be seen. But 
the reactions have been rather scathing. 
Analysts at the global research firm AB 
Bernstein felt that “the need to announce 
measures that add up to this top down 
number made the entire package aimless”, 
and that overall, they see it as a “lost 
opportunity”.     

A massive number of people have lost their 
means of livelihood. By various estimates, 
anywhere between 82 percent and 94 percent 
of the workforce in India is employed in the 
unorganised sector and this has been hugely 

hit. The organized sector has` also witnessed 
huge retrenchments and salary cuts across 
the board and, if the sales of automobiles 
and consumer durables are anything to go 
by, even by the most conservative estimates, 
there is a loss of around 80 percent of the 
demand in the economy. Some of the pent 
up demand due to the lockdown would 
manifest in an uptick in consumption, but 
this is likely to flatten out quickly.

What we need is a positive shock to the 
economy. The fastest way to push the 
economy towards a quick recovery is to put 
cash in the hands of the poor and support 
industries and businesses, especially the 
MSMEs, with salary subsidies to ensure 
they continue to employ workers. This 
support could be extended for a year to 
provide enough impetus to the people to 
start consuming. As demand picks up, 

the liquidity measures announced by the 
government and the RBI would also gain 
traction. As a result, the economy would 
rebound quickly. 

The government must also take this 
opportunity to reimagine the way 
businesses must be encouraged and 
nurtured. The Rajasthan model ushered in 
through the Rajasthan MSME (Facilitation 
of Establishment and Operation) Act, 2019 
should be emulated. The new Rajasthan 
law has done away with the requirement 
of prior approvals under any state law to 
start businesses in the MSME category for 
a period of three years. The next step is to 
reduce the number of approvals required 
under any central or state law for setting up 
any type of business (except in the orange 
and red category requiring environmental 
clearances).

As Rathin Roy,  one of our leading 
economists, has said, India’s first wave of 
reforms resulted in close to 150 million 
people entering what we can term as the 
truly consumption class. But unless we are 
able to usher in the next level of structural 
reforms, the Indian economy is in the danger 
of getting into the middle income trap very 
soon.  The next 10 years must be used to 
bring the next set for 500 million−700 
million people into the consumption class. 
For this, India will need major reforms to 
deepen liberalization, build high−quality 
institutions, and create a more stable, 
inclusive, and less fractious polity.
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Mitali Mukherji: Salman, thank you so 
much for joining in.  Your quick overview 
first of these (Q1) figures. They are a little bit 
more depressing than people expected. But 
what did you make of it, and which details 
really stood out for you?

Salman Soz: First of all, thank you Mitali for 
having me. It is pretty grim news actually. It 
is towards the lower end of the projections. 
In fact, it came very close to 25 percent, 
which is what one of the agencies had 
suggested might happen. Now obviously 
this is the worst in decades, and while 
some might say that this is an act of God, 
as I think the Finance Minister said, I think 
there must be some accountability for why 
we have these numbers. This is, I think, 
going to be easily the worst GDP growth in 
Asia for this quarter. I think it also must be 
one of the worst among the big economies 
in the world. But also there are things in the 
data that are outrageous. It kind of boils the 
blood sometimes. We have manufacturing: 
it’s about negative 40 percent. You have 
construction: it is negative 40 percent or 
50 percent. But shockingly, government 
expenditure is at negative 10 percent. At a 
time when governments around the world 
are trying to spend money to support the 
economy, support people who are living 
on the margins, the government of India, 
actually managed to contract everything.

I find that shocking. It’s a shocking dereliction 
of duty. And I don’t really understand what’s 
going on with this government, what exactly 
do they want from the people of India, how 
much “Atma Nirbharta” do they want? I 
mean, this at a time when everybody has 
been saying there must be a robust fiscal 
response! 

“I find that shocking. It’s a 
shocking dereliction of duty. And 
I don’t really understand what’s 
going on with this government, 
what exactly do they want from the 
people of India, how much “Atma 
Nirbharta” do they want?               ”
We can talk about Covid-19, we can talk 
about what’s happening globally, and we 
must, because putting this in the global 
context is important to understand where 
India is. But just looking at these numbers 
frankly boils the blood because hundreds of 
millions of people are going to pay for this. 
Because, as any expert will tell you, when 
you have these kinds of crises, when you 
have the shocks to the system, the sooner 
you grapple with it, the lesser of the long−
term damages. Because no matter what 

happens, no matter what kind of response 
you mount, there’s going to be some long−
lasting damage. Scars will remain, some 
output will never come back. 

But the key thing is, if you grapple with this 
quickly, if you grapple with this fast, in a 
robust way, you mitigate that long−term 
damage. I think the Government of India 
has clearly not learnt that lesson.

MM: It also doesn’t capture what happened 
in the unorganised space, Salman, and 
I think that’s the pocket that’s really 
haemorrhaging. What surprised me though 
was that after these figures, there were some 
comments from economic commentators 
saying now’s when the government is going 
to throw caution to the wind and really come 
out with a lot of fiscal stimulus. Would you 
expect to see anything happen after these Q1 
numbers in terms of, you know, “Now we’re 
really going to fire up the fiscal engine?”

SS: Mitali, your point is so important! 
Ever since demonetization we have just 
not fully understood what has happened 
to the informal economy. This whole idea 
that we’re going to formalise the informal 
sector, that magically the informal sector 
will go away, is obviously ridiculous 
because informal is normal. But what has 
happened over time in the last few years 
is that we’re simply not able to capture 
the devastation in the informal economy. 
Whether it is demonetization, whether it 
was GST, whether it is the lockdown. Think 
about where the impact must have been the 
most. It was in the informal economy and 
our estimates, to my mind, have routinely 
underestimated what is going on in the 
informal economy. How is it possible that 
the best growth year for this government 
was the year of demonetization? How’s it 
possible? It boggles the mind!

And that is, I think 8 percent or 8.2 percent. 
Since that time, we were on a downward 
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trajectory. So, even before we went into the 
crisis, we were already going down rapidly. 
I mean we can talk about 4.2 percent in 
FY 2020, but the last quarter was, what, 
3.1 percent? And now we’re at about 
negative 24 percent which is likely to be an 
underestimate. 

“But the key thing is, if you grapple 
with this quickly, if you grapple 
with this fast, in a robust way, you 
mitigate that long−term damage. I 
think the Government of India has 
clearly not learnt that lesson.                            ”
Now, when people say the government 
is going to throw caution to the wind, 
what caution are we talking about? These 
commentators don’t seem to understand 
that when you have a crisis like this, you 
can’t have any caution. Because your people 
are going to die, people are going to starve, 
people are going to lose their jobs, people 
are going to lose their businesses. And the 
sooner you act, you save as much as you can. 
You fight furiously to save whatever you can. 
It’s like your child, God forbid, is drowning, 
and you do whatever you can to save that 
child. That’s the attitude. 

I know that the Indian government does 
not have the resources of the advanced 
economies in the world. But this is the time 
to borrow and spend. Actually it was! These 
months of delaying are going to have a huge 
long term impact on India. Do not for a 
moment think that we’re going to recover in 
a year or two. I think we’re talking the loss 
of a decade, maybe decades. That’s where we 
are.

MM: Within that decade perhaps of trouble, 
Salman, I think what’s worrying is the 
trajectory that you mentioned for the GDP, 
which got to 3.1 percent till the last quarter. 
But for this time round, what bothered me 
was the services figure: minus 20.6 percent. 
Trade in hotels: minus 47 percent. And this 
has really traditionally been the only outlier 
for an economy that was floundering. People 
were going out! They were consuming 

things, there was some trade and tourism. 
Nothing has come by way of support for 
that space. What do you see specifically for 
services and trade and tourism going ahead, 
Salman?

SS: This is such a complicated thing now. 
(The only area that has shown some 
resilience is the agricultural sector: I think 
the farm sector is growing at about 3 or 4 
percent.) You’re going to have disruptions 
in trade or disruptions in travel industry, 
we know that, we understand that. But the 
question now is what do you do to keep 
these people going? 

The government never really discussed any 
policy measures.  of a major, you know, 
they said, they talked about liquidity and 
all the stuff, you know, the RBI came out 
with a lot of things. In fact, if you look at 
what the government has done so far, the 
government and the RBI, mostly on the RBI 
side. Right? The government… has mostly 
done perception management in saying 
things like they are going to have 10 percent 
of GDP as a stimulus and all that stuff. 
That’s nonsense! The government basically 
comes up with announcements like we will 
not have a penalty on late filing of GST or 
something. What is the government talking 
about? Do you think anybody cares? 

If you’re going to tell people the support to 
them is in the form of a loan at a time when 
there’s so much business uncertainty, how 
do you expect them to invest? It’s a totally 
rational decision to not invest. And by the 
way, that household savings have also been 
depleted in India. Household debt now is at 
a record high. (I think at least it was in 2019.) 
So, as far as these sectors are concerned, how 
much does this loan moratorium business 
which ends I think in September? And we 
haven’t even spoken about what’s going to 
happen in the banking sector. If you have a 
moratorium and your interest is piling up, 
what do you do? Because that becomes the 
new loan in a way, at a time when you have 
no business. 

We need to provide direct support to 
businesses that are viable. And we should 
not rely only on government experts. This is 
the time to bring in everybody to the table, 

all stakeholders, MSME associations, big 
business associations, economists from the 
outside, economists from the government, 
and discuss what we should do now in this 
emergency! It was an emergency months 
back; it is now a dire emergency! 

Maybe you can tell how much I feel this! 
Because I know the impact of this is not 
going to be, Mitali, on people like you and 
I that much. It’s going to be on hundreds of 
thousands of people who were walking back 
home, people living on the margins. And we 
need to do something. I do think that this is 
the time to come together and get the best 
minds, get the stakeholders, and discuss 
how we can do something for them. 

We should get to the banking sector, because 
I don’t see how this can be mitigated right 
away. I think the government has to start 
thinking about serious spending of money. 
I don’t see what other sector is going to pick 
up. Nobody is going to invest right now. You 
think the business environment in India is 
good? Don’t go by the World Bank’s ease 
of doing business rankings, I’m sorry to 
say. Although I’m a former World banker 
myself. But if the ease of business was that 
great, then everybody would be investing in 
India. Everybody would be, nobody is!

MM: What are the repercussions for the 
banking industry, Salman, because at this 
point, anecdotally, you can see that there is 
enough liquidity parked with them but there 
is a logjam because the banks simply do not 
want to lend. They’ve got enough NPAs on 
their books. They don’t want to take this on 
in a post Covid-19 situation. Where from 
here for the banking space?

SS: Very tough situation. And by the way, 
thanks to BJP’s politics, this is part of what 
happens: you start vilifying a sector, and 
sure enough, as rational human beings, 
managers and those decision makers who 
have to give loans, they will basically be 
extra careful, very cautious. And they know 
what’s coming. So, let’s think about what’s 
coming: A person takes a loan, his business 
is finished, he has a moratorium, is not 
paying his EMI, six months later his time 
is up, that interest has compounded, but 
he still has no money. What does he do? If 
he has an asset−backed kind of loan, what 
is the bank going to do with that asset? For 
example, if it is land, is the bank going to sell 
the land? Imagine what will be happening in 
the banking sector with all such cases. 

And, by the way, the banking sector has 
been in trouble for seven−eight years at 
least. Now, when people ask me about UPA 
people, phone banking, all that stuff, I say, 
“Are you mad?” Do you think that all loans 
were disbursed on the phone? People made 

“Whether it is demonetization, whether it was GST, whether it is the 
lockdown. Think about where the impact must have been the most. It was 
in the informal economy and our estimates, to my mind, have routinely 
underestimated what is going on in the informal economy. How is it 
possible that the best growth year for this government was the year of 
demonetization? How’s it possible? It boggles the mind!                                                   ”
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bets during the time when the economy was 
growing really well. As Raghuram Rajan 
also said, there were genuine defaults. But 
there was also, maybe, some corruption. It’s 
not fine that the corruption happened. But 
we understand that happened. 

So, NPAs were rising when this government 
came in. I’m sure the RBI gave a briefing 
on the NPAs situation which was still 
manageable at that time, but they didn’t focus 
on NPAs; they focussed on administrative 
efficiency. The NPAs grew and have become 
a much bigger problem now. And now it will 
require a lot of government resources, and 
somebody has got to bite the bullet!

The banking sector is the lifeblood of the 
economy. Basically, what’s happening to the 
economy is because of the banking sector. 
It has been happening for some time: it 
keeps getting kind of periodic heart attacks. 
Because the arteries are clogged. Now it’s 
going to go for a massive cardiac arrest, 
because a lot of these loans are not going to 
be repaid. So, the government has to step in, 
the RBI has to do something, the banking 
sector needs to be protected. Because 
otherwise, the Indian economy is going to 
be in huge trouble.

MM: So let me ask you to paint a picture 
on two counts, Salman. One is that you said 
you foresee many more years of pain. It’s 
not going to be a couple of quarters. What 
do you think that’s going to look like? And 
secondly, there is this fear now that perhaps 
we are going to get some kind of permanent 
unemployment situation: you know what 
I mean when I say permanent? It means 
quarters and quarters of no jobs, basically, 
which really leads to this glut of people 
staying unemployed for an extremely long 
period of time. On both counts, what do you 
see in the next few years?

SS: Okay, so, the IMF has been doing research 
on these kinds of topics: what happens when 
there’s an external shock to the economy, the 
economy goes into recession, what happens 
to the output? They did the study cross 
country, studied about 190 countries over a 
period of time; they’ve done it periodically, 
and they’ve been updating their data. So, 
they give the example of the US from the 
global financial crisis of 2008, and what they 
say is that it took the US more than 10 years 
to get back to that pre−crisis trajectory. 
This has been corroborated by the Federal 
Reserve Bank in the US as well. 

Now, that was a financial sector kind of 
crisis. Of course it affected the US, Europe, 
and advanced economies much more than 
it affected countries like India and China. 
But what the IMF researchers say, and again 
this has been corroborated by a variety of 

experts, is that some part of the output is 
lost forever. 

What does that mean? What that means 
is: take the example of an employee and of 
a business. You are a worker and you lose 
your job because of the crisis, and after some 
time there is some recovery, and you can 
potentially get your job back. Right? It may 
be easier to get your job back. But if you lose 
your business, it’s not like you can just turn 
the switch and the business comes back. 
Many businesses, basically, do not come 
back. That output is lost. Forever. 

Now you say maybe new businesses will 
come up. Yes, but new businesses come up 
all the time. But some of “those” businesses 
will never come back. That output will 
be lost. And employment associated with 
that output will be lost. Okay? So, we must 
understand that we will hopefully soon see 
growth will start rebounding, but it’ll be of 
a very low base. Because even during this 
time we have seen that there is some activity 
and industrial production is kind of not 
contracting. I know the IIP today contracted 
again. But the contraction has slowed down. 
So, eventually, this will come back up again. 
But, some of that output will be gone. And 
to get back to the pre−crisis trajectory, I 
think it’ll take India, based on what other 
countries have seen, to my mind, decades. 
At least a decade, if not decades.

Now, getting to the employment situation: 
you see, in India, unemployment rates as 
we calculate them are fairly low because 
everybody’s trying to do something or 
the other. Everybody’s trying to eke out 
a living. So you can say that these people 
are employed. But what could happen is, 
because you have loss of output in some 
parts of the economy, and that’s not going to 
come back, people who had relatively decent 
jobs may be forced to take up jobs that are 
less good. So, you may still be employed, but 
not as, you know, you may actually fall down 
on the income ladder. And, I think, that is 
definitely going to happen. 

The other thing is, regarding poverty in 
India. We have the older data which says 
that about 21 percent or 22 percent of 
Indians live in poverty. Imagine the poverty 
line: so, 21 percent or so are below this line, 
but there are hundreds of millions of people 
just above that line, and when these kinds of 
shocks happen, they fall below the line. So 
poverty is India is going to increase too. That 
means malnourishment of children is going 
to increase too. That means our productive 
citizens, the future, those poor babies right 
now, kids right now, their productivity in 
life is going to decrease. So, this is going 
to have repercussions. That is why I feel 
so frustrated. That is why we must do 

everything we can to, throw the kitchen sink 
at this thing, because there is no other way. 
Because otherwise, we would be reducing 
India’s potential for a long, long time. 

And please, I keep hearing about 8 percent 
potential, 10 percent potential. There is no 
guarantee of such growth! I don’t understand, 
I think some people are smoking something! 
Eight percent is not India’s birthright, 7 
percent is not India’s birthright.  There’s only 
one large economy in the world that has 
grown around 9 percent plus over the last 40 
years: that’s China. But China is an outlier. It 
doesn’t mean India is going to have the same 
thing, if India doesn’t do the right things, if 
India doesn’t do the right kinds of reforms, 
if India doesn’t actually go in the direction of 
looking at whatever’s happened in the world 
and then trying to see what we can do better. 
There’s no birthright 8 percent growth or 7 
percent growth. I think we need to come 
out of that. It’s like people are smoking 
something!

“And to get back to the pre−crisis 
trajectory, I think it’ll take India, 
based on what other countries have 
seen, to my mind, decades. At least 
a decade, if not decades.

             ”
MM: I want to swivel for a second on 
what this means for state finances, as well, 
Salman. That has really been the big battle. I 
think, states have been presented with a fait 
accompli which all the finance ministers of 
the states have said is both unfair and wasn’t 
discussed. Where do you think this leaves 
the states, which are, really hamstrung right 
now?

“And please, I keep hearing about 
8 percent potential, 10 percent 
potential. There is no guarantee of 
such growth! I don’t understand, 
I think some people are smoking 
something! Eight percent is not 
India’s birthright, 7 percent is not 
India’s birthright.

          ”
SS: So, you know, obviously this GST 
battle is going on between the state and 
the Centre. I think the Centre has taken a 
position which is, frankly, dishonest, a very 
dishonest position. And I think what the 
Centre must realise is that the only way for 
India to progress is if you decentralise more. 
Not centralise more. And if you’re not going 
to devolve powers, if you’re not going to 
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devolve finances properly, you are going to 
hurt this recovery. 

I mean how else shall we explain the 
activities in the states? There is no such 
thing as India is growing and the states are 
not growing! All of this growth business is 
in the states. That’s where activity happens. 
If you’re going to cripple them, you will 
cripple India’s economy. I mean, this is 
such an obvious point, but seems to me that 
somehow, the government of India, New 
Delhi, seems to think that this is “their” 
problem, not “our” problem. That they 
should be “Atmanirbhar”. We have our own 
things to deal with. 

If the government of India starts thinking 
that the states and state finances are divorced 
from what is happening to the broader 
economy, then I think there’s a serious 
problem. They don’t seem to then get the 
basics right. And I don’t understand how that 
happens. Because, for example, the Prime 
Minister’s Economic Advisory Council has 
some really good people. I mean, they had 
them earlier, they had Rathin Roy earlier. 
I know there are some good people right 
now. Maybe they’re not heard! Who knows? 
Because, if you’re not taking advice from 
these people, I don’t know whose advice 
you’re taking! I mean, I know that some 
people felt that the government should 
not be spending too much, fiscal deficit 
problems and all the stuff, what the ratings 
agencies are saying, etc.  

“I want to kind of disabuse 
the notion that the economy is 
something else, and everything 
else is something else. Economy is 
health, economy is education. That’s 
how you actually build economies. 
So, unless you get the health crisis 
under control.

        ”
Are you mad? Which ratings agency right 
now is going to downgrade a country for 
fighting this battle? That ratings agency 

would basically be laughed out of town. 
Right now is the time to fight hard and you 
cannot fight if you cripple state governments, 
because that’s where the rubber hits the 
road. They need money. They need money 
to protect people too. If you cripple them, 
you’re crippling India. I don’t understand, I 
don’t understand. Honestly!

MM: One final question, Salman. It’s the 
biggest contraction in 40 years. It’s also the 
first one since liberalisation. There are some 
generations that are going to experience this 
whole thing for the first time. What would 
you expect to see, like, what is it going to 
look and feel like? Because some of it is 
happening now: people are on furloughs or 
they’ve been laid off. They can’t consume the 
way they used to, they can’t make up rent for 
the metros they live in. Over the next few 
months, what is India going to look and feel 
like, you think?

SS: I mean, this goes back to your 
unemployment question. You know, 
obviously, things are going to be very 
difficult. I think things are going to be very 
difficult in India, and the longer this goes on 
for… and by the way, we did not talk about 
the health crisis. Right? I mean, because 
that is the driver of everything. I don’t 
think the economic crisis can be brought 
under control. I want to kind of disabuse 
the notion that the economy is something 
else, and everything else is something else. 
Economy is health, economy is education. 
That’s how you actually build economies. 
So, unless you get the health crisis under 
control, I don’t think the economic crisis can 
be brought under control. There has to be a 
lot more focus on the health emergency. 

Numbers are still growing. I was just 
listening to Ashish Jha who was at Harvard 
and who’s an expert on epidemiology, and 
his sense was that these numbers are going 
to be much higher in the coming months. 
And that the actual numbers maybe are 
about 8 to 10 times more than the reported 
numbers. How can you actually deal with 
the economy fully, if you’re not dealing with 
the health part, the crisis part: the actual 
disease? You can treat the symptoms, but 

you have to treat the disease. And you can 
treat the disease by really… you need to test 
more, you need to know a lot more about 
this disease! 

And by the way, you have other things 
to do. There’s so much to be done. Say, 
tomorrow, there’s a vaccine. How are you 
going to deliver it, administer it? What’s the 
prioritisation scheme? How will you make 
sure that all the people get this, so that we 
can get out of this crisis? How can we start 
reducing these numbers? And how can we 
keep people safe in these coming months 
when the disease is expected to grow? 

If we don’t pay attention, obviously, then 
you are talking about the young people: I 
think there could be a lot of social discord in 
India. Unemployed young people is never a 
good thing for a society. Never a good thing. 
And I think if anybody is paying attention, 
the fact that the government’s spending 
declined by about 10 percent, I would say 
it is shameful, it is unforgivable. But even 
now, do something so that you reduce, you 
mitigate future losses! Because this is going 
to cause a lot of grief, a lot of harm, for a lot 
of people, and to the country. I am sorry to 
end on a sombre note but if you don’t warn 
people of what is coming then I would not 
be doing… and I am not speaking, by the 
way, just as a member of the Congress Party. 
No. I am just speaking as someone who has 
been studying these issues. And this looks 
very grim. And I think this looks very, very 
grim for India’s poor and marginalised and 
vulnerable.

“And I think if anybody is 
paying attention, the fact that the 
government’s spending declined by 
about 10 percent, I would say it is 
shameful, it is unforgivable. But 
even now, do something so that you 
reduce, you mitigate future losses!

                  ”MM: Some of it is unravelling already as 
we speak, Salman. It is always a pleasure 
speaking with you, even though it was such a 
sombre conversation. Thank you very much 
for joining in with your thoughts today.

SS: Thank you, Mitali. Thank you for having 
me. 

(This interview was originally conducted      
and published on 1 September, 2020 by 
thewire.in in its video format, accompanied 
by an abridged written summary. This 
transcript of the interview, edited to fit the 
format of the newsletter, is being published 
here with the permission of thewire.in.)  
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“ The banking sector is the lifeblood of the economy. Basically, what’s 
happening to the economy is because of the banking sector. It has been 
happening for some time: it keeps getting kind of periodic heart attacks. 
Because the arteries are clogged. Now it’s going to go for a massive 
cardiac arrest, because a lot of these loans are not going to be repaid. So, 
the government has to step in, the RBI has to do something, the banking 
sector needs to be protected. Because otherwise, the Indian economy is 
going to be in huge trouble. 

                                                  ”



15 India − China Border Standoff
Expert’s View :  

Lieutenant General DS Hooda

Salman Soz: Thank you, AIPC Delhi and 
AIPC Delhi North for organizing a very 
important event. Greetings to General 
Hooda, one of the most enlightened voices 
from the military. Thank you for joining us at 
our platform. Thank you, Colonel Shailendra 
Singh for joining us. I look forward to this 
discussion. And of course, we have Wing 
Commander Anuma Acharya, who’s one of 
our office bearers as well. I think this is going 
to be a very interesting discussion. There’s 
much for all of us to learn. I will watch you 
General Hooda as a student in some ways, 
but also, I think, many people may not know, 
for us Kashmiris, you’ve always been a very 
friendly voice, and a reasonable voice, a kind 
of voice that really is needed for integration. 
So, I welcome you and I look forward to 
hearing your thoughts on the current crisis 
with China. And ultimately, what are the 
kinds of options we have, what are the kinds 
of things we should be thinking about for the 
future, without any kind of political twist to 
it, just the basics that we should learn from. 
Thank you so much for coming.

Anuma Acharya: Let me take the privilege 
of introducing the highly revered Lieutenant 
General D S Hooda, Param Vishisht Seva 
Medal, Uttam Yukt Seva Medal, Ati Vishisht 
Seva Medal, Vishisht Seva Medal & Bar, 
who has graciously accepted our invitation 

to discuss the recent standoff between India 
and China. General Hooda was the northern 
army commander during the surgical strike 
in September 2016. With a career spanning 
nearly 40 years he has served on both the 
northern and eastern borders of India. 
Sir has also served on the United Nations 
mission in Ethiopia and Eritrea, for which 
he was awarded the UN MEE medal. We 
are extremely proud and privileged to have 
you with us, Sir, today. To moderate today’s 
discussion, we have Colonel Shailendra 
Singh with us…

Colonel Shailendra Singh: Sir, I really 
hope, Sir, meri country safe hae dono borders 
par (I hope my country is safe on both the 
borders)… from the point of view of war 
capabilities as well as capacities. 

Lieutenant General DS Hooda: Thank you 
very much, Shailendra; Salman, thank you 
very much. And, thank you all for inviting 
me. It’s a great pleasure for me to be here.

Let me just straightaway jump in to your 
first question. And the short answer is, yes, 
we are safe. And I know it sounds strange 
coming at a time when we feel that there is 
a big crisis, which is happening in Ladakh 
between India and China with troops locked 
in a standoff.

But I think we can’t transpose this situation 
and look at our overall capability and get a 
sense that our overall military capability is 
weak or that we are not going to be able to 
defend our borders. I mean, that would that 
would be a completely wrong impression.

Crises on the border of the kind that we 
are seeing today and which have happened 
fairly regularly in the past, are completely 
different from when you talk about, you 
know, a war waging capability, for example, 
because that’s when your complete military 
potential, which includes your Army, the 
Air Force, the Navy, which is very strong in 
the Indian Ocean, all that comes into play.

Obviously, we would like, you know, the 
military capability to be enhanced. We are 
facing two fairly strong neighbours: Pakistan 
on one side has a reasonably strong military, 
although their economy may not be good. 
China, which is to our north, is almost a 
great power, and a great economy, their 
defence budget and their modernization 
is extremely, extremely impressive. So, 
obviously, we would like more and we 
would like our capability to grow. And I’ll 
talk about this a little later, how we should 
do it. But let’s not get a feel that today we 
are in such a situation that we are not going 
to be able to hold our own or the borders 
are porous and weak. And then the Indian 
military cannot hold it on its own. 

SS: So I take it, Sir, from our respected army 
commander saying that our borders are 
safe. I’m very sure it has to be safe. My next 
question, Sir… Since 1947, have incursions 
from China never been there or have they 
always been there. Or has there been any 
incursion earlier, since our Independence? 
Have we ever lost real estate on the ground? 
And if at all we have lost, what could be the 
reason for it.

Following are extracts from a discussion conducted as a public webinar by AIPC North Delhi chapter on 14 June, 2020. The complete webinar 
can be viewed on the AIPC Delhi Facebook page, in a post of the said date, and is also available on the Inspire! website.
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DSH: I think the defining moment as far 
as our northern borders is concerned was 
the 1962 War. And in the 1962 War, major 
territorial loss took place in Ladakh. They 
did come into also across what we now 
call the line of actual control (LAC) in the 
eastern sector, but they went back. Back 
across the LAC.

So, what was the boundary came to be 
defined or known as the line of actual 
control, which basically meant which side 
has actually control over which territory and 
therefore, as far as the LAC is concerned, 
areas to the west, we considered in our 
area and areas to the east are considered 
in Chinese territory. Unfortunately, there 
was no agreement on the two sides, on 
ground or on maps to define this is how the 
LAC lies. And therefore there are differing 
perceptions in certain areas, we feel this 
area is under our control, they feel this area 
is under their control. But these, let me tell 
you, are very small pockets. Along the whole 
border, starting from Ladakh to Arunachal 
Pradesh, there are about 20-23 places, small 
pockets, where disputes take place.

There is also a feeling that, you know, over 
the last 30-40-50 years, the Chinese have 
been regularly transgressing across and 
slowly nibbling away at Indian Territory, 
and therefore, slowly territory is being lost 
to them. I think there are no facts to support 
it. Please look, after 1962 we had 1967 
Nathu la incident where we did not permit 
them to come in at all. In 1986, we had the 
Sumdorong Chu incident where they tried 
to come in, and there was massive, massive 
deployment by the Indian military and 
the Indian Army, in an operation called 
Operation Falcon. So, therefore, we have 
been defending our borders strongly. There 
has been a little problem with regard to 

infrastructure because our road building; 
and roads in the forward areas were poor, 
and therefore we were not able to patrol up to 
every place that we want it to. That situation 
too has changed. And it is because of this 
situation that you have seen an increase in 
transgression in the last few years. 

Our ability to check Chinese who are trying 
to come in into these pockets has improved. 
Our surveillance over our borders has 
improved. And it’s because of this that you 
find the number of transgressions that are 
being reported are increasing. What are 
these transgressions? These transgressions 
are when Chinese patrols come across what 
we consider our LAC and come into our 
area, we say it’s a transgression. Similarly, 
when we cross over the LAC that the Chinese 
consider as their LAC and go on their side, 
they say you are transgressing into our area. 
And therefore, these transgressions are 
happening in a few selected pockets, both 
in Ladakh area and also Sikkim, and in 
Arunachal Pradesh. But, you know, cutting 
it to the quick, let me say the whole story 
about that we have been constantly losing 
territory to the PLA and to the Chinese, 
and that we’ve been falling back on the 
borders, let me tell you, this is not true. The 
borders are being defended, being patrolled, 
and wherever we feel that there is an issue, 
you’ve seen Depsang, Chumar,  Doklam, the 
army has responded strongly.

…transgressions are happening on both 
sides. It is not as if we are only reacting to 
the Chinese and not patrolling up to our 
limits … And most, I will say 99% times, it 
is peacefully done. Last year, and this was 
reported in the media, there were almost 
650 transgressions by the Chinese. Which is, 
they come in and they go back; similarly, we 
do the same. Now 650 transgressions, did we 

hear even a single one which resulted in any 
crisis? No. There are border protocols for 
managing it. There is also an understanding 
on both sides that things should be 
peacefully resolved. Unfortunately, what 
is happening today is a complete variation 
from the way border management has been 
done in the past and how both Indian and 
Chinese troops have been interacting and 
behaving with each other... 

SS: “Kyaa sahi mein, Sir, 80 km andar aa 
gayaa hae (Sir, have they really come 80km 
inside?)?” Is it really possible for China to 
come inside 80 kilometers? 

DSH: No, no, 80 kms and all is not possible. 
There is some incursion in the Pangong 
Tso areas, which is what we know. How 
much has been occupied, what they are 
doing, I mean, these are things which 
people on ground only know. So, I think, 
trying to put some kind of square kms and 
figures, I think, would be completely, sort 
of, incorrect. And from what we can make 
out, you see, the whole area which is on the 
north bank of Pangong Tso is again one of 
those areas where there has been a different 
perception of the LAC. And we all know 
now, Chinese used to patrol up to Finger 
4, we used to work to Finger 8; that used to 
happen. It was the understanding on both 
sides that nobody will permanently occupy 
this area because both sides were laying 
claim to it. And therefore, to maintain peace 
and tranquility in the area, both sides would 
carry out patrolling, but not do a physical 
occupation of the area, which is what it 
appears to have happened this time. I hope 
the things get resolved peacefully and that 
the Chinese go back ….

SS: Now, Sir, since you are saying that we 
have a claimed LAC at Finger 8 and they 
have a claimed LAC at Finger 4 and there 
is a substantial distance between them. They 
have always been having their camp beyond 
Sirijap 1 and 2, where they made their road 
during Kargil war. How could it be that 
they came from Finger 8 to Finger 5, but we 
could only challenge them from Finger 4? 
Why could we not go to Finger 6 and Finger 
7 to challenge them? Did we not notice the 
patrol? What could have been the reason? 
Does China have a strategic advantage in 
that region over us?

DSH: So, Shailendra, it is very difficult at 
this stage to say what exactly happened, how 
did they come in… The fact is, if we want 
to go in in some specific areas, we plan for 
it, we quietly build up in depth areas, and 
then suddenly send in 500 people into 
some areas: we can also. So it’s not as if it’s 
a completely, you know, plain area, deserts 
that you can see for miles. It is mountainous 
terrain, and, therefore, any side which plans 
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and wishes to do something can always, and 
has the ability to be able to do it. As I said, if 
we want to do it in some other areas, we can 
do it. And so, therefore, I think more than 
asking questions about how did it happen, 
were we surprised… I think we should be 
more concerned about what the Chinese 
intentions are, what their demands are, and 
what the steps are that will lead to a de-
escalation in this area. I think that’s the more 
critical question. 

SS: What has been the traditional way to 
resolve such transgressions that it never 
reached a stage the way it reached Doklam 
or for that matter now Pangong Tso. Why 
couldn’t we resolve these in those ways?

DSH: See, as I said, last year there were 
more than 600 transgressions, all of them 
went off peacefully. So there are protocols 
for border management between both sides. 
And these protocols stress that whenever 
say two patrols come face to face with each 
other, and this happens very often in areas 
where I said there is differing perception… 
sometimes two patrols will come face to face, 
there are protocols which say both sides at 
that time will peacefully disengage, go back 
to your own side. There will be no tailing 
of patrols. There should be no violence that 
is done between the two sides. If there are 
any issues that arise, that can be sorted out 
in what we call border personnel meeting, 
when military commanders are both sides 
meet, and then resolve these issues.

“I think we should be more 
concerned about what the Chinese 
intentions are, what their demands 
are, and what the steps are that will 
lead to a de-escalation in this area. 

                  ”
This is the normal procedures and protocol 
that happens. So why has it not happened 
this time? It’s because the Chinese have 
come in with some aims and intentions. 
This is not a normal patrol, that there is a 
normal patrol, which resulted in some clash 
and therefore, then, you know, boiled over 
into something. This is premeditated: the 
number of areas in which they have come in, 
the strength with which they have come in. 
So, it’s a premeditated thing, and therefore, 
I think, that’s why I’m sort of stressing the 
fact that we need to sit down talk to them, 
see what their intentions are, see what they 
want. What is it that will take it for both 
countries to de-escalate? I think we are clear 
on our side that they must go back and we 
talk about restoration of status quo ante, 
which is, if you crossed into our area, the 
way to resolve it is that you go back. How 

soon that will happen? Again, I don’t think 
it is something that this time we are going 
to see be sorted out in a quick timeframe. It 
will take some hard negotiation.

AA: The talks on 6 June of the lieutenant 
general level was much hyped and it also 
went on very long. But despite that, it was 
inconclusive. So, basically what I want to 
know is that both sides know the issue 
before the talks, then how do they proceed? 
How do they build up that talk? 

DSH: Oh, so Anuma, what happens is, again, 
you know, this, this current situation is a 
little different from the past. So, if you look 
at the past incidents, at Chumar, at Doklam, 
Depsang: they were localized. And we knew 
on both sides, what our demands are. We 
knew what the red lines on both sides are. 
Let’s take Chumar for example in 2014: they 
were trying to construct a road, we said 
you can’t construct the road. Same thing 
happened in Doklam. They were trying to 
extend the road in the Dolam plateau. The 
Indian Army objected, they stopped the road 
construction. 2013 at Depsang: again, these 
people came and parked their tents there, we 
said you have to go back. These were local 
incidents and red lines on both sides were 
clear. What has happened this time is I think 
the Chinese intentions are not very clear. 
And that’s why there is a lot of speculation 
going on as to why have they done it….why 
have they done it at this particular time… 
Is it linked to a local situation on the LAC? 
Is it linked to a regional level? Is it linked to 
Article 370? Is it linked to the greater super 
power rivalry, etc? So, I think, there is not 
too much clarity as to why they have done 
it. And that’s why my sense is, what is their 
intent? What do they want? What will it take 
for us to step back …is not going to be so 
easily negotiated.

And that is why I’m sure… you see, we don’t 
know exactly what happened in the Corps 
commanders’ meeting. But it does appear 
as is being brought out by the government, 
and the Chief said a certain amount of 
disengagement has started taking place. 
He said, starting from the north, some 
disengagement of groups is taking place, 
which is good. I think the sticking point 
probably will be around Pangong Tso Lake 
because that’s an area that has a certain level 
of dispute, which exists from the past.

SS: What could have been happening in 
the military talks, that it went inconclusive? 
Which people are calling inconclusive? I’m 
very sure you will personally agree with 
me that they were never inconclusive. If we 
are having four more meetings, if they are 
having a withdrawal plan, all this is part of 
being conclusive. Yes, we didn’t come out 
with a word that yes, this is happening, but 

it is all happening. So does a talk at that level 
become inconclusive?

DSH: I am glad you asked me this question. 
So, what happens in military to military 
talks, and we’ve had a very large number of 
them: if there are minor incidents, we are 
able to resolve it quickly. And a number of 
such incidents have happened. When I think 
it reaches and goes beyond a particular level 
and particularly where territory is involved 
on both sides, and we feel that they have 
come into our area, the Chinese feel no this 
is our area: when territories are involved, 
typically, militaries are not going to retreat 
on their own or disengage on their own. 
So, what happens in military level talks is 
that you talk to each other and say, “Let’s 
maintain calm on the Line of Control, line 
of actual control.” If you maintain calm 
and tensions go down on the borders, that 
actually somehow sets the stage for talks at 
the diplomatic level to become successful. 

Just imagine, if, you know, there was still 
some tension going on between both 
the armies and there was violence and 
injuries happening on both sides, that 
then, you know, completely muddies the 
diplomacy and how talks can go forward. 
So, military-level engagements will set the 
stage, will ensure that there is calmness on 
the LAC, If required, people will go down, 
as is happening, to areas on ground where 
tensions are taking place and have military 
to military engagements at those areas, 
which is again what is happening: the local 
commanders are now meeting at the places 
exactly where the standoff is happening. So, 
I think, it’s good that military commanders 
are talking, making sure that the LAC 
remains quiet and peaceful, troops do not 
start, you know, firing, hitting, indulging in 
violence against each other.

“If you maintain calm and 
tensions go down on the borders, 
that actually somehow sets the 
stage for talks at the diplomatic 
level to become successful.                  

                                     ”
But when tensions have reached the stage, 
I think the final, sort of, solutions will lie 
in diplomacy. And where… if diplomacy is 
also, sort of, not coming to a final resolution, 
then at the political level, between political 
leaders of both sides. That’s where, I think, it 
will get resolved...

SS: What could be the possible way out 
available militarily, and of course, for 
resolving the whole issue?
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“Today, you don’t have to go 
to war. What people are doing is 
exploiting divisions in society, 
creating echo chambers, exploiting 
any fissures that we have.                  

                                     ”
DSH: So, Shailendra, I think you know, there 
are many options even militarily. A quid pro 
quo happening in some other areas, if they 
have come in somewhere, you can always go 
in some other area. If push comes to shove, 
then a physical eviction of the Chinese is 
also possible. It isn’t as if the Indian Army 
is, you know, not capable of doing this. But 
I think these are, these military options are 
something that should be right now, you 
know, off the table. If we can resolve this 
by diplomatic and military contacts and 
political engagement, and the Chinese go 
back, step back across to where they were as 
on 3rd-4th May, before they started coming 
into our area, I think, that would be the 
ideal solution and situation for both sides. 
Because once an escalation takes place, as 
they say, it’s not easy, you know, to control 
how it spirals from then on. And once, as 
they say, you climb the escalation ladder, 
you know, climbing down is more difficult 
than climbing up. And so, therefore, I think, 
let’s keep the military options for now 
completely off the table. Unless, you know, 
things just are not happening on both sides. 
But I don’t think we’ll reach that situation if 
you actually see statements from both sides, 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in China 
and our own Ministry of External Affairs: 
they don’t seem to, sort of, indicate that 
anybody wants this situation to be resolved 
other than peacefully. Both sides are saying, 
you know, let’s resolve it peacefully. So let’s 
see. But as I said, it’s not something that we 
should expect quick results. It’s going to take 
some tough dealing on both sides...

Salman Soz: If I may take advantage of 
my position to ask, General Sahab, one 
question that has not been posed, and which 
is very much on my mind, I’m sure it’s on 
the minds of many people. General Sahab, 
to what extent is social cohesion within 
India important, a sense of unity of purpose 
important, to ward off strategic thinkers in 
other countries, like China, say Pakistan. 
Because, you know, sometimes I worry 
personally that when others see India from 
outside, and if they see divisions, perhaps 
that gives them some degree of opportunity 
to fish in troubled waters. So, to what extent 
is India’s social cohesion important in 
projecting strength abroad?

DSH: Salman, what you said is completely 
right. So, social cohesion is extremely 
important. Today, you don’t have to go to 
war. What people are doing is exploiting 

divisions in society, creating echo chambers, 
exploiting any fissures that we have. And 
that in itself is something where…and 
particularly countries like China, who 
have… who keep information as a centre 
point of their strategy, and who believe in 
things like propaganda, and how information 
dominates all aspects of strategy…So, I 
think for us social cohesion is extremely 
important, not only…obviously, it is going 
to be exploited by inimical countries…I 
think even the way social media is, sort 
of, driving, you know, our thought and 
our processes, again, if there is…if social 
cohesion within the country is weak, I see 
it creating more and more issues, you know, 
as far as the country and its internal stability 
is concerned.

Inspire!37



It has been a few months since the 
government of India unilaterally banned 59 
Chinese mobile applications, including the 
Indian heartland’s mass market equivalent 
of Twitter, known as Tik−Tok. 

Tik−Tok is a global phenomenon with India 
holding the prime position as one of its 
fastest growing markets. The company that 
owns the Tik−Tok application, Bytedance, 
is a multi−billion dollar company that is 
headquartered in China and had plans to 
go public this year. The Indian government’s 
move to ban Tik−Tok and seek explanation 
of its data storage and privacy policies will 
undoubtedly hurt the company’s prospects 
in the marketplace. However, unknown 
to many who lauded the move, it will also 
economically and socially impact a large 
number of young, self−employed, small 
town and rural Indians who have become 
global celebrities through the medium, 
gathering millions in their flock and cashing 
in on their fame through product placement 
and traditional advertising deals. From 
Ludhiana to Salem, this aspirational class 
of Indians includes bakers, performers, 
teachers, singers, blue collar workers, and 
young professionals. Many of them had 
painstakingly built a following over several 
years, making it the sole means of their 
livelihood. The sudden ban on Tik−Tok was 
akin to demonetising all the virtual currency 
they had accumulated on the platform. 

A month since Tik−Tok was banned, several 
Indian platforms have attempted to take 
its place. However, most of them, such as 
Chingari, Taka−Tak, and Roposo, have 
been unable to take the load of the massive 
migration and are glitchy. Instagram, 
owned by Facebook and incorporated in 
the US, introduced a new  feature that 
mimics  the core functionality of Tik−Tok 
and has managed to remain  stable in the  
face of a large number of users migrating 
to their platform.  The problem still 
remains, however, in followers as most of 
the Tik−Tok stars now have a tenth of their 
flock, severely limiting their monetisation 
capabilities. Companies such as Roposo 
have been offering Tik−Tok stars monetary 
compensation and incentives to produce 
content on their platform. But the stars 
are more concerned with maximising 
their  audience and given their global base, 
Instagram and YouTube have seen a lot of 
inward migration during this phase. 

The move to ban Tik−Tok came at a time of 
escalating tensions between India and China 
along the Line of Actual Control (LAC). 
The ruling dispensation chose to paint the 
ban as retaliation for Chinese aggression 
along the LAC and as the first step in a 
longer journey to economic independence 
from China. The unfortunate truth is that 
almost everything we buy today is either 
entirely made or partly made in China. 
This includes pharmaceuticals, the active 
ingredients of which are entirely made in 
China; electronics, from the basic printed 
circuit boards to extensive chipsets, are 
made in China; from solar panels that dot 
India’s largest solar parks, radios on towers 
that power our cellular communication, 
to Sardar Patel’s statue on the banks of 
the Sabarmati, everything has the stamp 
of Made in China. A temporary or even 
permanent ban on an application that would 
cause harm to the livelihoods of Indians who 
are struggling to make ends meet during a 
period of recession is an unwise move. 

Furthermore, imposing blocks, tariffs, 
or providing the domestic industry with 
subsidies to compete with the Chinese 
would only lead to a spike in inflation as 
goods manufactured here would benchmark 
their prices higher, just short of the landed 
Chinese equivalent’s price. This would lead 
a further shrinkage in consumer demand 
which has already dipped this year for the 
first time since liberalization. 

The Chinese have also invested over 27 
billion dollars in Indian startups. Tencent, 
Alibaba, etc., have taken pole positions in 
pushing the nascent Indian venture capital 
market forward. With the US increasingly 
turning inward and conventional forms of 
financing being constrained due to a glut of 
bad loans in the banking sector, the equity 
provided by Chinese companies in the mid− 
to late−stage financing of startups is oxygen 
for these capital−thirsty and demand−
constrained ventures. 

No one denies the importance of economic 
prosperity as the best defence against the 
military aggression of our neighbours. 
But knee−jerk reactions such as the ban 
on the Chinese apps would only serve to 
dissuade other international corporations 
from investing in India. Recently, Mark 
Zuckerberg, the founder of Facebook, 
spoke about the ban and said that he was 
worried that one day Facebook too could 
be the victim of such arbitrary action. 
‘Atma Nirbhar’, the phrase used by the 
Prime Minister to describe India’s economic 
vision, is one that stirs up memories of 
long forgotten ghosts of protectionism and 
quotas. The way forward, instead, needs to 
be one of an economic policy that focuses on 
structural reforms that boost productivity 
and competitiveness: reforms on land, 
labour, and capital that focus on labour 
intensive and capital efficient industries 
which generate employment and are 
competitive on exports. If we don’t seize this 
moment to craft such a vision, we will be left 
with broken and expensive replacements, 
much like our Tik−Tok stars have been.

16 Tick−Tock, Tick−Tock
The Attack

and the Muted Implosion

Shri Mohan Kumaramangalam, President, AIPC, Tamil Nadu
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The All India Professionals’ Congress 
(AIPC) was founded as India’s first political 
platform focused on incorporating the 
voice and understanding the aspirations 
of India’s burgeoning professional and 
entrepreneurial class. It was perceived that 
this section of the society had become 
disconnected from politics and governance 
over the last few decades as there was no 
political apparatus to effectively engage 
with them. The Indian National Congress 
(INC) recognized this gap and created an 
organization to engage with the group and 

tap into its vast knowledge base and human 
resource for the betterment of our country 
as well as the INC. 
 
As AIPC has matured, its members have 
organized effectively for several community 
and party causes, including playing an 
integral part in several manifesto writing 
processes. However, AIPC has been 
most effective when we have worked 
collaboratively with other relevant INC 
departments and frontals. Two such 
examples are the AIPC − Indian Youth 
Congress (IYC) relief work in eastern India 
in the aftermath of the Cyclone Ampham 
and the ongoing AIPC − Mahila Congress 
work on women’s health in Jharkhand. 
 
Cyclone Ampham devastated large parts of 
eastern India earlier this year, destroying 
several thousand homes and livelihoods. 
The AIPC, in collaboration with IYC, 
jumped to action to organize relief work 
in the affected states. The AIPC leveraged 
its professional resources to set up central 
distress helplines and passed on the relevant 

information about the calls to the IYC. 
The IYC  leveraged its vast network on the 
ground to respond to the distress calls and 
help citizens out by delivering food, helping 
rebuild homes, and organizing medical help. 
 
In Jharkhand, AIPC is effectively 
collaborating with the Mahila Congress to 
improve women’s health. It is leveraging the 
financial and knowledge resources within its 
network to determine effective interventions 
required in women’s health and raise money 
to implement those interventions. Mahila 
Congress is leveraging its on−ground know−
how and community connect to implement 
such interventions. As a result, we have 
started a large drive to install sanitary pad 
vending machines across rural towns and 
villages in the state, providing easy access of 
this necessary reproductive health product 
to rural women  which they otherwise do 
not have. 
 
Each frontal organization and department 
in the INC was founded to fulfill a specific 
purpose or engage with a particular section 

Our Need for  
Collective Collaboration 

Cyclone Ampham
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Ms. Szarita Laitphlang,  Regional Coordinator−East Zone, AIPC
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of society. However, the true potential 
of the INC will be unlocked when our 
organizations start leveraging each other’s 
strengths and collaborating to effect lasting 
impact. At AIPC, we look forward to many 
more of such intra−party collaboration 
initiatives to take the INC to new heights.
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Closure of Commerce

The closure of trade and commerce during 
the lockdown has had a negative impact 
on consumers’ pockets, sentiments, and 
demand. If there is no money, there will 
be no pocket powerful enough to spend. 
Without demand, companies will have no 
reason to produce/manufacture and will 
not be able sell their products in the market. 
Small and medium enterprises will be the 
worst affected, as they have little breathing 
space in terms of holding stock or cash flow 
to service fixed expenditure and loans.

As it is clear, the economy is on a downward 
spiral and requires government’s and 
RBI’s support. We are at a point where the 
government should help the people with 
direct money transfer to enable them to 
spend. The announcements made by union 
finance minister are either from already 
announced budget provisions, or they 
are simply an eyewash for the industry, 
especially for MSMEs.

Impact of the Lockdown: Recession

Indian economy will face the worst recession 
it has seen in the recent history. This is 
probably an undisputed fact right now. 
Recession is declared when the GDP growth 
becomes negative for two consecutive 
quarters. We were already seeing a declining 
GDP growth rate from January 2020, and 

in the April−June quarter too there was a 
huge decline in the growth rate. Given the 
extended lockdown and the crisis that we 
were in, there was very little hope that the 
economy would  recover in the next quarter. 
Goldman Sachs had pointed out that India’s 
stringent lockdown and tepid fiscal support, 
small compared with even other emerging 
economies, may lead to GDP contracting 
by a massive 45% in the June quarter. Thus, 
recession is inevitable! 

The economy is not expected to bounce 
back before 2022. S&P’s Indian arm Crisil, 
Fitch Ratings, and Goldman Sachs have 
projected India’s economy to contract 5 
percent or more in FY21. These are some 
grim predictions.

Vicious Cycle 

A high level of unemployment and inflation 
will be the norm for some time. We also need 
to understand that Covid-19 has impacted 
both demand and supply. The supply chain 
has crumbled, and the prolonged lockdown 
has not made the situation easier. Demand 
has also shrunk significantly. If people don’t 
have money, how will demand be generated? 
And if people do not demand or buy goods, 
why would manufacturers produce them? 
It is a vicious cycle. If production reduces, 
companies won’t earn profits, and they will 
reduce their cost by laying off more workers. 
More layoffs will, in turn, reduce demand. 

Also, there will be fewer goods sold at a 
higher price.

The Poor Are the Worst Affected

The lowest strata of our society are going 
to suffer the most. To analyze this, let’s 
categorize money in terms of flow and stock. 
People having stable jobs have a steady flow 
of money. These people do not have much 
to worry about, and they will just spend 
money from their stream of money flow. 
People without a permanent job, but having 
some savings (which can be thought of as 
stocks), will survive this period by finishing 
their stocks. Now, what about the people 
who have neither stocks nor the flow? These 
people will suffer the most. New jobs will be 
very hard to find, so they won’t get the flow 
anytime soon.

Covid-19
A Severe Wound to the  

Indian Economy
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Shri Rajiv Arora, Regional Coordinator−West Zone, AIPC

The Covid-19 pandemic has impacted every sector of our economy. Businesses around 
the world are facing its heat. Leading agencies across the world have been making grim 
predictions about the future. The world will need time to rebuild itself.  

The pandemic and the subsequent lockdown has severely wounded the Indian economy 
too, and it may not stop hurting till 2021. It is as if the country, with its 135−crore 
population, is walking on an economic landmine without a landmine detector. One wrong 
step and we would be in real trouble. 

Let us break down some important aspects of our economy and understand how they will 
be affected due to this unprecedented shock.
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Some of the service and technology sectors 
will be hard hit. For instance, the auto sector, 
tourism sector, and aviation industry won’t 
see a good recovery anytime soon. Their 
incomes have evaporated suddenly, and 
there is very little hope for these industries 
to earn a pre−Covid level income in the very 
near future.

There will be a high degree of uncertainty 
about the future in general, which will 
affect investment. It is a no−brainer that 
investment is negatively correlated with 
uncertainty. And investment is an important 
part of the GDP. So, delayed or reduced 
investments would make the recovery 
tougher.

Conclusion

Media headlines focused on misleading but 
feel−good announcements won’t solve the 
very real problems being faced by the Indian 
economy. The government and RBI really 
need to step up with innovative and clear 
support for it. 

Inspire!43



India’s Healthcare Sector: Pre− & 
Post− Covid-19 Challenges

Short Term Challenges

Covid-19 has brought several private 
hospitals to the brink of financial turmoil 
and bankruptcy due to low occupancy 
and losses to the tune of Rs 13,400 crores. 
There is an urgent need to address this but 
the government’s stimulus package offered 
little relief to the healthcare sector. Doctors, 
paramedical staff, and emergency responders 
like the police, have been complaining about 
the lack of adequate protective gear (PPEs). 
In several cases where it was provided, it was 
reportedly of inferior quality.

There is the persisting possibility of shortage 
of ICU and ventilator beds. Based on 
government figures which show that 3−4 
percent of active cases need ICU care in 
hospitals, 30,000−40,000 Covid-19 patients 
would require ICUs in a time like the present 
(October 2020).

Long Term Challenges

Despite accounting for a lower share of the 
total hospitals in the country, public hospitals 
handle 42 percent of in−patient cases. This 
shows that public healthcare infrastructure 
is limited and is highly overburdened. This 
has been worsened by Covid-19. 

Also, since several large public hospitals 
have been marked as dedicated Covid-19 
treatment centers, their availability for the 
poor, for non−Covid-19 related cases have 
been severely restricted and hampered.

India has a massive shortage of doctors and 
para medical staff. Visuals of stressed,
overburdened doctors, from across the 
country has made this fact even more than 
apparent now.

We import consumables, disposables, and 
capital equipment, including orthopaedic 
implants, gloves, syringes, bandages, 
computed tomography and magnetic 
resonance imaging devices from China. Due 
to the current crisis in China, the medical 
device manufacturers across India are 
finding it difficult to source important raw 
materials and are having to do so at inflated 
costs, which is further affecting margins and 
profitability.

High out−of−pocket on healthcare suggests 
that Indians don’t trust public hospitals 
when it comes to critical procedures. There 
is an urgent need to upgrade public health 
infrastructure and increase the number of 
specialty hospitals in rural areas.

More than half of the country, that is, 56 
percent, has no medical insurance cover and, 
as a result, faces the risk of plunging into 
bankruptcy and crushing debt (2017−18 
National Family Health Survey puts the 
number of uninsured at 85 percent.).

The Government’s Failure

Private hospitals have mostly not been taken 
into confidence by the government. Most 
hospitals have not been allowed to test or 
treat Covid-19 cases, neither have doctors 
who are practicing in private hospitals 
been enrolled as temporary consultants 
to alleviate some of the burden borne by 
doctors in government hospitals.

As a result, the private healthcare sector is 
under immense financial strain and the 
economic package did little to relieve the 
very sector that is at the heart of India’s 
pandemic response.

The harsh, ill−planned lockdown was not 
able to flatten the curve and India became 
the only country that unlocked when its 
cases were rising at a high rate. It is very 
likely that when cases peak, India may run 
out of ICU & ventilator beds. This is already 
happening in cities like Mumbai and Delhi.

We failed to use the lockdown to test in 
millions and isolate and contain the spread. 
Low testing and failure of contact tracing 
in several states continue to be a challenge. 
Inadequate supply and inferior quality 
protective gear to front−line workers has 
resulted in several doctors, paramedical 
staff, and policemen succumbing to the 
Covid-19 virus.

We suffer from a lack of uniform policy 
directive to states to cap Covid-19 treatment 

 
Covid-19

Its Impact on the  
Health Sector in India
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Dr Geeta Reddy, Regional Coordinator−South Zone, AIPC

The Covid-19 pandemic has served as a timely wake−up call for countries around the world 
and has forced them to re−evaluate the importance of public healthcare infrastructure 
development and spending. Countries have also learnt that the lack of access to affordable, 
quality healthcare services for their citizens, in times of a pandemic, can have a devastating 
impact on the economy. While the pandemic has brought to the fore some immediate 
tactical challenges, their solutions indelibly lie in fixing the long term systemic issues of 
our healthcare system.
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cost in private hospitals and decentralize 
Covid-19 treatment by roping in private 
hospitals. Only when cases have spiralled 
out of control have the state governments 
reluctantly got private hospitals on board.

Suggestions and Recommendations

We need to rope in private hospitals 
and decentralize Covid-19 testing and 
treatment. The government should, by 
means of a policy directive, ask the states 

to standardize Covid-19 treatment rates 
across the country and subsidize treatment 
for the common man. This should be done 
in consultation with private hospitals and 
insurance companies.

We urgently need to further increase our 
testing capacity and we need to test ten−
fold. Another strong need is for us to get a 
majority of the population under some kind 
of universal health coverage. 

This pandemic has also shown us that we 
need a timed plan to build and increase 
our medical capacity in terms of number of 
medical professionals being added each year 
by setting up more public medical colleges.
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Chapter Four 
The Kumaon Regiment at Rezang La

At last, at 0655 hrs, the sun rose. Fifteen 
minutes later, the Chinese guns and mortars 
opened up once more in what was possibly 
the most intense barrage of the morning. 
Both Jemadars Hari Ram and Surja reported 
it and then warned their men to stand by 
for the infantry assault that was bound to 
follow.

The fire on 8 Platoon lifted at 0730. Within a 
minute the first wave of enemy infantry, who 
must have crawled right up to the position 
under cover of the barrage, crossed the 
single strand of wire and were on to Naik 
Chandgi Ram’s No. 3 Section. Chandgi Ram 

had seen them coming and opened rapid 
fire. Hukam Singh’s No. 1 Section, which 
had been augmented by the LMG from No. 
2, sited in depth, now joined in and the first 
two waves were cut down.

The Chinese regrouped and attacked again. 
Once more Chandgi Ram fought them off, 
assisted by fire from No. 2 section and the 
close accurate shooting of the 3−inch 
mortars. The third and fourth assaults were 
dealt with in like manner. Assault No. 5 
came in on 1 and 3 Sections simultaneously, 
this time from above. With his section 
now reduced to less than half its proper 
strength, Naik Chandgi Ram led No. 3 
out of their trenches in a desperate hand 
to hand fight. Calling to No. 2 section to 

follow him, Jemadar Hari Ram led them in a 
counter−attack and managed to stabilize the 
situation for a few minutes before the next 
wave swamped them. No. 1 Section, now 
commanded by Lance−Naik Rugha Nath, 
beat off the first frontal assault. Both MMGs 
concentrated their fire on his position while 
a second wave formed up in the area of 
Platoon Headquarters and assaulted his 
right flank. A few minutes later, 8 Platoon 
ceased to exist.

Like 8 Platoon, 7 Platoon was also subjected 
to an intense bombardment lasting half 
an hour. When the fire lifted at 0730, 
Jemadar Surja looked out to see what was 
happening. He was confronted by a mass 
of grey uniforms closing in on him from 
the north−east. They were no more than 40 
yards away. Realizing that this was the end, 
he called Company Headquarters and spoke 
to Sepoy Ramchander. In a calm voice, he 
explained the situation briefly and told him 
to tell Major Shaitan Singh that they were 
now going out to meet the assault. When 
their bodies were recovered in February, 
1963, Jemadar Surja and five of his men 
were found 10 yards ahead of their trenches. 
All had died of multiple bullet and bayonet 
wounds.

 
Extracted by

  
Shri Amitabh Dubey

Policy Coordinator, AIPC

Introduction
Of all the heroic actions fought by the Indian Army during the the 1962 Sino−Indian 
War, the Battle of Rezang La is perhaps the most poignant. Over seven hours early in the 
morning of 18 November 1962, C Company of the Kumaon Regiment’s 13th Battalion 
made a last stand in which 114 of 120 soldiers perished in a fierce battle fought in bitter 
cold, wind and snow. The Chinese officially admitted that they suffered 500 casualties at 
Rezang La, their highest in any engagement of the war, and declared a ceasefire three days 
later. C Company won one Paramvir Chakra (India’s highest award for valour), eight Vir 
Chakras and four Sena Medals.

After pushing Indian troops out of Daulet Beg Oldi, Galwan, Hot Springs, Pangong Tso 
and Demchok in Ladakh in a series of late October offensives, the Chinese turned their 
attention to Chushul. To defend the vital Chushul airfield and to block an enemy advance 
towards Leh, the army deployed 114 Brigade to the area on 28 October.

13 Kumaon was tasked to defend the heights southeast of Chushul, and C Company 
deployed to the Rezang La pass at a height of 16,000 feet (4,900 metres). While much 
of the brigade was protected by artillery and a squadron of tanks, Rezang La was out of 
artillery range. C Company was on its own.

This is the story of its last stand, as told by Punjab Chief Minister Captain Amarinder 
Singh (Retd.) in Lest We Forget (extracted with permission).
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20 Battle of Rezang La 
(Extracted from) Lest We Forget

Captain Amarinder Singh, Hon’ble Chief Minister of Punjab
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At 0800 hrs, a green Verey light, the Chinese 
success signal, was fired over the areas of 
both 7 and 8 Platoons. These and the loss of 
communications confirmed Major Shaitan 
Singh’s fears that the two platoons had been 
overrun.

The Chinese now began to organize 
themselves at both ends of the ridge, 
clearly intending to close the gap between 
themselves and the central defences. Naik 
Ram Kanwar was ordered to concentrate his 
fire on both ends, with one mortar engaging 
each. Incredibly, the Mortar Section had 
been firing non−stop since 0435 hrs. When 
asked later how he had managed to keep 
the tubes cool when firing at such intensity, 
the Section Commander replied that the 
temperature had been below zero, which 
had helped! By this time, the Section had 
fired all the 600 bombs originally dumped 
by the baseplates and as we have already 
seen, were onto their reserve.

At 0830, the Chinese in the former 7 Platoon 
area were concentrating on the flat area 
below the ‘Bump’ before moving down the 
ridge towards the Company’s remaining 
defences. Suddenly, they were hit by a storm 
of rifle and LMG fire from the north−east. 
Hearing the firing, Major Shaitan Singh 
correctly assumed that it had come from 
Jemadar Surja’s No. 3 Section, which had 
redeployed into its alternative position and 
had already done great damage to the enemy 
and yet must, somehow, have escaped 
detection.

Throughout the morning, Naik Sahi Ram, 
who had wrecked such havoc on a strong 
Chinese column earlier but had not seen any 
more Chinese since, must have wondered 
why Jemadar Surja had not recalled him to 
the main platoon position, for he had been 
able to hear the sounds of heavy fighting on 

the ridge above him. We can only assume 
that, being the stout hearted, loyal NCO 
that he was, when no message came to that 
effect, he had decided to stay put and follow 
his original orders to deny that approach to 
the enemy at all costs. Only when he saw the 
Chinese concentrating on the ridge below 
the platoon position could he have realized 
that 7 Platoon had been overrun. One 
assumes that he decided to wait until their 
concentration was complete before opening 
rapid fire with his whole section into the 
mass. The effect of that fire was devestating. 
The Chinese were grouped closely together 
and every bullet must have passed through 
several men for, when they broke in panic 
some seconds later, a large pile of dead and 
wounded littered the ridge. 

That had been the moment for Sahi Ram to 
withdraw from his position and make for 
Company Headquarters — but he did not 
do so. Why he decided to stay out in that 
isolated position, no one will ever know. 
Either he was following his orders to the 
bitter end or, possibly, the loss of his platoon 
and comrades had angered him into fighting 
it out — whatever that reason may have 
been, the section stayed where it was.

Now, for the first time in the battle, the 
Chinese brought a 57 millimetre recoilless 
gun into the battle. Positioning it on the 
forward edge of the ridge overlooking Naik 
Sahi Ram’s defences, they methodically took 
out each trench, one by one.

Major Shaitan Singh knew that the time 
had now come for him to decide his future 
course of action. He had three options 
open to him: to stay put and fight it out; to 
break out towards the rest of the Battalion, 
accepting that this course would inevitably 
involve additional casualties but would 
enable him to get at least some men out; or 
to surrender and so save what lives he could.
His orders were unequivocal — he was to 
hold out to the end at all costs. It must have 
been those orders, put to him in person 
by the Commanding Officer, which finally 
convinced him that. there was no alternative 
but to stand and fight. He knew that if he 

abandoned the ridge, the Chinese would get 
Point 18,300 unopposed, thereby making 
it impossible for B and D Companies to 
hold the northern ridge and that this, in its 
turn, would have an adverse effect upon the 
Brigade battle. Even as Lieutenant Colonel 
Dhingra had stressed the importance 
of preventing this happening, so had 
he impressed the same point upon the 
Company on many occasions. He, therefore, 
decided to buy time for his Brigade...

The casualties suffered by the Chinese in C 
Company’s heroic stand at Rezangla have 
been officially estimated as 500. China being 
a closed society, it is impossible to confirm 
that figure — or indeed any other from a  
Chinese source. Intensive questioning of the 
inhabitants of the two villages  of Chushul 
and Chagga, a number of whom helped 
to collect the Indian dead from the ridge 
and subsequently gathered information 
on Chinese casualties from relatives and 
other sources across the border, puts the 
figure between 500 and 1,000. Whatever the 
figure, what is certain is that the Chinese 
have acknowledged that they suffered their 
highest casualties in the Indo−China War of 
1962 at Rezangla.

(Lest We Forget − Amarinder Singh
Publisher: The Variety Book Depot 
1 January 1999)

“ Why he decided to stay out in 
that isolated position, no one will 
ever know. Either he was following 
his orders to the bitter end or, 
possibly, the loss of his platoon and 
comrades had angered him into 
fighting it out — whatever that 
reason may have been, the section 
stayed where it was.

                                    ”

“ Whatever the figure, what is 
certain is that the Chinese have 
acknowledged that they suffered 
their highest casualties in the 
Indo—China War of 1962 at 
Rezangla.

      ”
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Building a Strong Foundation  
AIPC Delhi’s  

New Organization Structure
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Ms. Shamli Prakash, Vice President & Treasurer, AIPC Delhi

Since AIPC’s inception in 2017, AIPC Delhi has led and participated in a plethora of initiatives 
including large−scale events, on−the−ground community work, publishing research & white 
papers, working on election campaigns, and much more. At the end of 2019, our team decided 
to take a step back and reflect upon opportunities for further strengthening the state unit. We 
brainstormed and garnered inputs from several office bearers, Fellows and AIPC leaders. The 
end result was a blueprint for establishing a new, functional organizational structure at the 
Delhi state level. This was reviewed by AIPC’s National Executive. AIPC leadership was very 
supportive and encouraged us to pilot the new structure.
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Our Vision

Over the last nearly six months, the Delhi 
team has implemented the first phase of this 
new structure. Our key goals in doing so 
have been the following: 

• Democratization of AIPC Delhi’s work 
by involving many more Fellows into 
the ongoing functioning of the state 
unit

• Focus, ownership and accountability. 
The functional structure has been 
designed to enable coordinators for each 
function to own and drive that function 
end−to−end, with the required support 
from state office bearers. This will 
also help us build pockets of expertise 
within these functions.

• Bring more structure and streamline 

processes so that we are able to work 
more effectively and are nimbler in our 
approach.

Current Status

In order to define the organization structure, 
we identified 15 functional roles based 
on the various types of work AIPC Delhi 
typically gets involved in (refer attached 
image). We have filled all of these 15 state− 
level positions that were created. Each 
position has been filled through a robust 
process of inviting applications, discussing 
expectations from the role, and identifying 
Fellows with the right experience and 
skillset to fulfil them. We have assigned two 
leads to each position, instead of just one, to 
ensure that the burden can be shared among 
the two team−members.

While it is still early days in this journey we 
have undertaken, the initial response has 
been very positive. We now have a much 
larger team of dedicated people who are 
all focusing on building the foundations 
for their roles, working closely with each 
other and the larger state team. Chapter 
office bearers of the six Delhi chapters have 
embraced the new structure and are working 
hand−in−hand with the new team members 
to organize their chapter events even more 
effectively than earlier.

The Delhi team will continue to monitor 
and track the progress we make with these 
changes to make sure we are building a team 
that can be a strong asset for our party and 
its leaders.

The Inspire! Quiz
Answers

1. Womesh Chunder Bonnerji (1885 and 1892)

2. MK Gandhi after winning the Dada Abdulla case in Natal, South Africa (1894)
http://www.columbia.edu/itc/mealac/pritchett/00litlinks/gandhi/part2/214chapter.html

3. Annie Besant (1917)

4. The Hindu Mahasabha led by VD Savarkar

5. Syama Prasad Mukherjee, who in 1951 founded the Bharatiya Jan Sangh, the predecessor of the Bharatiya Janata Party

6. Sardar Patel, in an 11 September 1948 letter to MS Golwalkar of the Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh.

https://twitter.com/incindia/status/771335609432453122

7. Home Minister Gulzarilal Nanda was acting PM between 27 May 1964 when Nehru died and 9 June 1964 when Lal Bahadur 
Shastri became PM. He was again acting PM between 11 January and 24 January 1966.

8. Janata Dal

9. 2005−2015

10.   (a) Nirmal Bharat
(b) Basic Savings Bank Deposit Accounts
(c) National Manufacturing Policy
(d) Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission



Book Review
Title: Dr Manmohan Singh: A Tempestuous 
Tenure 
Authors: Sujay Shastri & Aashay Gune 
Publisher: Saur Publication, Pune.
Year of Publication: 2018  

This book has been written on the political 
tenure of Dr Manmohan Singh, one of 
the tallest leaders of our country. It is a 
translation of a book originally written in 
Marathi by Sujay Shastri, a journalist and 
a very close friend of mine. The book in 
Marathi was published in 2014, before the 
change in government. However, in the new 
book, we wrote about the years of the Modi 
government till 2018, and criticism of their 
policies. 

For the past thirty years, Dr Manmohan 
Singh has occupied a pivotal position in 
the Indian economic and political scenario. 
While his appointment as the Union Finance 
Minister in the year 1991 was unexpected, 
his path−breaking economic reforms of 
introducing the policies of liberalisation and 
globalisation remain the plinth on which the 
Indian economy stands today. 

His selection as Prime Minister in 2004 was 
a surprise as Smt. Sonia Gandhi declined the 
position and confirmed the responsibility 
on him. The Indian economic ship sailed 
briskly under his leadership and braved the 
2008 global recession and transformed the 
rural sector at the same time. However, at 
the end of his tenure, he became a target of 
an extensive defamation campaign from the 
Bhartiya Janata Party and its supporters. 

The agitation of Anna Hazare and Arvind 
Kejriwal played a significant role in this 
campaign. The media also had a role to play. 
As a consequence, his tenure was stormy, 
and this book attempts to understand the 
sequence of events that finally created a 
fertile ground for Narendra Modi to be the 
Prime Minister of the country. The book tries 
to examine the role of the anti−corruption 
movement, the Rashtriya Swayamsevak 
Sangh and the media in ensuring the 
character assassination of Dr Singh, Smt. 
Sonia Gandhi and the Congress Party. 

However, the policies, decisions and flagship 
programs of his government were hard 
to ignore for the new government under 
Narendra Modi. Apart from Dr Singh’s stint 
as the Finance Minister for five years and 
then later as a Prime Minister, this book 
also covers the first four years of the Modi 
government, right till the budget of 2018. 
The decision on demonetisation and its 
impact is also a part of this book.  

−  Aashay Gune,
     Fellow, AIPC Maharashtra

Poetry

यह घर भगवान का
(Ye Ghar Bhagwan ka)

(A poem written on African−Americans 
being killed in the United States. It 
is reflective of the their powerful 

subjugation, and that of all oppressed 
sections of populations globally.)

रंग वह श्वेत था
कर रहा वह भवेद था
हावी हो कर उसनवे
सांसें थी ंजो रोक दी ं
मृत्यु का दंड ददया

क्यंदक काला उसका रंग था

वक़्त वहां था रुक गया
शब्द जो था ना सयुना
सांसें मवेरी रुक रही ं

कह रहा था बार बार
घयुटना तवेरा भारी है
जीनवे दो मयुझवे भी
रंग मवेरा काला है

मैनवे नही ंहै यवे चयुना

सयुना है एक ही ंभगवान नवे हमें बनाया है
रंग तवेरा श्वेत है

रक्त तवेरा लाल है
मवेरा भी है यही

जानता हूँ दक रंग मवेरा काला है
बचपन सवे हमें यह ही ंबताया था

अब नही ंहोगा भवेद भाव
दलंकन नवे है यवे कहा

पर सांसें मवेरी कई बार, कई बार रोकी गईं
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पर जानवे को ंदिर वह चल पड़ी ं
मैनवे सोचा इस बार दिर सवे ऐसवे होएगा

बचपन सवे मयुझवे था पता कालवे-गोरवे  का फ़र्क़
दिर भी एक झ्यठ था दजसको मैं मान गया
दवेश है Liberty का, Equality का, और 

Opportunity का
मैं भी इसको मान गया
सयुननवे में यवे अच्ा था।

जानता था मैं भी यवे
काला मवेरा रंग था

पर थोड़ा सा आसमान
भी तो मवेरा था

गोरा तो यह है हैवान
इसनवे कई जयुल्म ढायवे हैं

आज तो भी तोड़ दवे
सददयो ंका यह जयुल्म
कीमत त्यनवे दवेनी है

दसि्क़  एक जान की।
सोचता है अब कों
रंग तवेरा काला है

पर दिर मवेरवे  प्यव्क़जो ंकी आंच मयुझपर पड़ी
कहें चल त्य हमारवे  साथ

जहां ना कोई रंग है
भवेद है ना भाव है

भरप्यर वहाूँ लवेना साूँस
यहां अब ख़त्म हुआ

तवेरी साूँसो ंका सिर।

वक़्त तवेरा हुआ ख़त्म आज इस जहाूँ में
खयुल कर साूँस लवेना त्य
एक खयुलवे आसमां में
जहाूँ ना कोई रंग है

काला ना कोई ना कोई गोरा है
यह घर भगवान का
ना तवेरा है ना मवेरा है

तेरा शुक्रिया 
(Tera Shukriya)

बड़ी रहमतें, त्य मयुझवे दमला 
मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया।

त्य न द्य र रह, मवेरवे  पास आ 
मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

मवेरवे  साथ चल, मवेरा ख़्ाल रख 
यही सोच कवे  तो चला था कल। 
सभी ख़्ाब छन सवे दबखर गयवे
मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

तवेरी सद्क़  हैं जो हथवेदलयाूँ
आ अपनवे हाथ सवे सेंक द्य ूँ ।
तवेरी आूँच सवे मैं झयुलस गया 

मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

तवेरवे  वास्वे जो दयुआ पढ़ी 
तवेरवे  नाम की वो अंग्यदठयाूँ।

वो दयुआ सभी कयु ब्यल हो,ं ला उतार द्य ूँ  
वो अंग्यदठयाूँ

मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

तवेरी बात रह-रह स्यना करूँ  
तवेरवे  लफ्ज़ मन में धयुना करूँ ।
मयुझवे पीर का अब काम का 

मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

तवेरी सारी जो थी फ़यु रसतें 
दकसी और दर पवे भटक गईं।
मयुझवे दहज्र-ओ-ग़म ही ंबक्श दवे  
मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

वस्ल-ए- अदयु में बवेसयुध रहूँ
तवेरवे  दहज्र में बवेख़युद रहूँ।
मवेरा होश सवे का वास्ा 

मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

तवेरी महदिलें जां-दफ़्ज़ां रहें
तवेरा दर दरख़्त हरा रहवे।
मैं मयुरीद हूँ तवेरवे  इश्क़ का 

मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

मवेरा हर मयुझवे अता नही ं
मैं ्ज़कात ल्यूँ यवे अदा नही।ं

मयुझवे मवेरवे  दहस्वे का ्ज़हर दपला
मयुझवे माफ़ कर तवेरा शयुदरिया॥

व्ापारी की यार 
(Vyaapari Ki Yaar) 

यवे जो मोदी सरकार है
यवे व्ापारी की यार है

अन्नदाता की भी सयुध लवे लो
कयु छ उसकी भी दरकार है

जो पवेट भरवे  वह भ्यखा है
उसकवे  आूँगन में स्यखा है

तयुम बरस गए व्ापारी पर
सब लयुटा ददया है यारी पर

मशरम कवे  इन शौकीनो ंको
तरकारी पर दधक्ार है
यवे जो मोदी सरकार है
यवे व्ापारी की यार है

A tea vendor in Meghalaya with an infant; Feb 2019
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The Inspire! Quiz24
1. Who was the first president of the Indian National 

Congress?

2. Who wrote this: 

“My joy was boundless. I had learnt the true practice 
of law. I had learnt to find out the better side of human 
nature and to enter men’s hearts. I realised that the true 
function of a lawyer was to unite parties riven asunder. 
The lesson was so indelibly burnt into me, that a large 
part of my time during the twenty years of my practice 
as a lawyer was occupied in bringing about private 
compromises of hundreds of cases. I lost nothing thereby 
– not even money, certainly not my soul.”  

3. Who was the first female president of the INC?

4. Which political party formed coalition 
governments with the Muslim League in Sindh 
and in the North West Frontier Province in the 
1940s?

5. Who served as Finance Minister in Bengal’s 
Progressive Coalition headed by AK Fazlul Haq, 
who previously in 1940 had presented the Pakistan 
Resolution?

6. Who wrote this: 

“All their speeches were full of communal poison. It 
was not necessary to spread poison in order to enthuse 
the Hindus and organise for their protection. As a 
final result of the poison, the country had to suffer the 
sacrifice of the invaluable life of Gandhiji. Even an iota 
of the sympathy of the Government, or of the people, 
no more remained for the RSS. In face opposition grew. 
Opposition turned more severe, when the RSS men 
expressed joy and distributed sweets after Gandhiji’s 
death.”

7. Jawaharlal Nehru was independent India’s first 
prime minister between 1947 and 1964. Who was 
the second person to occupy the PM’s chair?

8. The maximum number of prime ministers have 
come from the Indian National Congress. Which 
party has supplied the second largest number of 
prime ministers?

9. In which ten−year period did a record 27 crore 
Indians escape poverty?

(a) 1998−2008
(b) 2005−2015
(c) 2010−2020

10. What were the UPA−era names of the following 
Modi government programmes:

(a) Swacch Bharat
(b) Jan Dhan Yojana
(c) Make in India
(d) Atal Mission for Rejuvenation and 
      Urban Transformation

(Answers on Page 51)


