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Imem-hÿm hyXn-bm\w Db¿Øp∂

kmº-ØnI sh√p-hn-fn-Iƒ

]q¿Wn-aXm Zmkv Kp]vX

F¥mWv kmº-ØnI hnI-k-\-sa∂v a\- n-√m-°p-∂-Xn\v [mcmfw ssk≤m-

¥nI hniIe\ ]≤-Xn-I-fp-≠v. am¬Øq-jy≥, am¿Ivkn-b≥ XpSßn ÃnKvf‰vkv

IΩo-j≥ hsc-bp≈ Zm¿i-\nI \nco-£-W-ßƒ kmº-ØnI hnI-k-\sØ

\n¿∆-Nn-°p-∂p-≠v. P\-kw-Jy, am\-h-tijn aqe-[-\w, hn -̀h-k-ºØvk A\p-

_‘ ÿm]-\-ßƒ, cmjv{Sob kº-ZvL-S\ F∂nh kmº-ØnI hnImkw

a\- n-em-°p-∂-Xn-\p≈ am\-ZWvUß-fm-Wv.

kmºØnI hf¿®bn¬ {]Ir-Xn-bpsS A\n-tj[y ]¶ns\ a\- n-em-°p-

∂-Xn\v A\p-I-c-Wo-b-amb \nc-h[n kqN-\-Iƒ Imem-hÿm hyXn-bm\w

\¬Ip-∂p≠v. Imem-hÿm imkv{XsØ°pdn-®p≈ IqSp-X¬ [mc-W-Ifpw

A`n-{]mb ka-\z-bhpw imkv{X-⁄-∑m¿°n-S-bn¬ krjvSn-°p-∂-Xn\v BtKmf

Xm]\w tlXp-hm-bn-´p-≠v. CXm-Is´, tIhe kmº-ØnI hnI-k-\-Øn¬

\n∂pw k¥p-enX hnI-k-\-Øn-te°v {i≤ Xncn-°m-\p≈ hgn-sbm-cp-°p-Ibpw

sNbvXp.

k¥p-enX hnI-k\w F∂ kw⁄ hym]-I-ambn D]-tbm-Kn-°m≥ XpS-

ßn-bXv UNDPbpsS 1995 se hnI-k\ tcJ ]pd-Øp-h-∂-tXm-sS-bm-Wv. `mhn-X-

e-ap-dsb _m[n-°mØ Xc-Øn¬ {]IrXn kº-Øns‚ D]-t`m-Khpw kwc-£-

Whpw Dd-∏m°n thWw h¿Ø-am-\-Ime Bh-iy-ßsf t\cn-Sp-hm≥ F∂v

2015 se bp.F≥ k¥p-enX hnI-k\ tcJ Blzm\w sNøp-∂p. Imem-h-ÿ-

am-‰hpw AXns‚ {]Xym-Lm-X-ßsf t\cn-Sp-∂-Xn-\p≈ am¿K-ßfpw kw_-

‘n®v {]kvXp tcJ DNn-Xamb Nne hyh-ÿ-Iƒ apt∂m-´v sh-bv°p-∂p.
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H∂m-a-Xmbn, Imem-hÿm hyXn-bm-\sØ adn IS∂v ]q¿h-ÿnXn {]m]n-°p-

hm\pw ]cnX ÿnXn-I-fp-ambn s]mcp-Ø-s∏-Sm-\p-ap≈ tijn temI-sØ-√m-

bn-SØpw h¿≤n-∏n-°pI F∂-Xm-Wv. a\pjy kaq-l-Øns‚ ]ptcm-K-Xnbpw

\∑bpw am\-Z-WvU-am-°n-bp≈ Nn¥-bn¬ thWw CXns‚ \n¿h-l\ ]≤-Xn-

Iƒ cq] I¬∏\ sNtø-≠-Xv.

IPCCbpsS G‰hpw ]pXnb dnt∏m¿ v́ {]Imcw temI-Øns‚ F√m {]tZ-i-

ß-fnepw Imem-hÿm hyXn-bm-\-Øns‚ {]Xym-Lm-X-ß-sf-∏-‰n-bp≈ BIp-

e-X-Iƒ hym]-I-am-Wv. Xn‡m-\p-̀ -h-ß-fp-≠m-Ip∂ P\-hn-̀ m-K-ß-fnepw Bhmk

hyh-ÿ-I-fnepw Cu {]iv\w Db¿∂ tXmXn¬ {]Xn-Iq-e-am-bn-Øo¿t∂-°mw.

{KmaoW taJ-e-bn¬ {]IrXn hn -̀h-ßsf am{Xw Poh-t\m-]m-[n-bm-°n-bn-cp∂

]mh-s∏-́ -h¿, Zp¿_-e-amb Bhmk hyh-ÿ-bnse Nne Poh-h¿Kßƒ F∂n-

h-sc-bmWv CXv s]´∂v _m[n-°p-I. DZm-l-c-W-Øn\v ]hn-g-∏p‰v D≈ {]tZ-i-

ß-fn¬ Hcp Un{Kn sk¬jykv NqSv h¿≤n-®m¬ t]mepw A]IS km[yX

hfsc IqSp-X-em-Ipw. c≠v Un{Kn sk¬jykv hsc NqSp-≠m-bm¬ hnf-bp¬∏m-

Z-\-Øn¬ h¿[\-bp-≠m-In-√.

Gjy-bn-ep-≠m-tb-°m-hp∂ aq∂v Xcw sISp-Xn-Iƒ Xncn-®-dn™v Xn -́s∏-

Sp-Øn-bn-´p-≠v. sh≈-s∏m°w aqe-ap≠mIp∂ ASn-ÿm\ kuI-cy-ß-fpsS

XI¿®, Poh-t\m-]m-[n-I-fp-sSbpw hmk-ÿ-e-ß-fp-sSbpw \mi-\-jvS-ßƒ,

Aan-X-amb hcƒ® apJm-¥-c-ap≈ Poh-lm-\n, `£W ]m\o-b-ß-fpsS Ipdhv

F∂n-h-bm-W-h. Ct∏mƒ Nq≠n-°m-Wn-®n-cn-°p∂ Nne {]Xym-Lm-X-ßƒ 2040

HmsS D≠m-tb-°m-sa-∂mWv kqN-\. a‰p-≈h 2100-̨ am-t≠m-sS-bpw. sh≈-s∏m°

sISp-Xn-Ifpw A\p-_‘ \mi-ßfpw t\cn-tS-≠n-h-cp∂ 20 cmPy-ß-fn¬

C¥ybpw Dƒs∏-Sp -∂p. Chn-SpsØ 80 iX-am\w P\-ß-sfbpw CXv

_m[n-°m≥ km[y-X-bp-≠v. kap{Z \nc-∏n¬ \n∂pw Gsd AI-se-b-√mØ

sIm¬°-Ø, apwss_ \K-c-ß-fn¬ ˛ G‰hpw P\-km-{µ-Xbpw kzØpw

Dƒs°m-≈p∂ ˛ A]-I-S-km-[yX Gsd-bm-Wv. A≤zm-\-ti-jn-bpsS DXv]m-Z-

\-sØbpw hfsc tZmj-I-c-ambpw {Iam-Xo-X-am-bp-ap-≠m-Ip∂ NqSv _m[n-°pw.

\n¿ΩmW taJ-e-bnepw Im¿jnI taJ-e-bnepw ]Wn-sb-Sp-t°-≠n-h-cp∂

sXmgn-em-fn -Iƒ°v kqcym-Lm-X-ta¬°m-\p≈ km[yX IqSp-X-em-Wv.

IS¬Øo-cw, ]¿hX taJe XpS-ßnb hnt\m-Z-k-©mc tI{µ-ß-fpsS kmº-

ØnI hyh-lm-c-ßsf CXv kmc-ambn _m[n-°pw. ate-dn-b, hb-dn-f°w XpS-

ßnb tcmK-ßfpw a‰v BtcmKy {]iv\-ßfpw h¿≤n-°pw.
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{]Xn-tcm-[-ti-jn-°p-dhv, {]IrXn hn -̀hm-[n-jvTnX D]-Po-h-\w, Im¿jnI

taJ-e-bpsS XI¿® F∂nh Imem-hÿm hyXn-bm\w aqe-ap≠mIp∂ kmº-

ØnI {]Xn-k-‘n-Iƒ krjvSn-°p-∂-h-bm-Wv. A¥-co-t£m-jvamhv IqSp-∂-Xn-

\-\p-k-cn®v `t£ym-Xv∏m-Z\ k{º-Zm-b-Ønepw `£y kpc-£-bnepw kmº-

ØnI {]iv\-ß-fpsS hym]n\w _m[n-t®-°m-sa∂v ASpØ ImesØ ]T-\-

ßƒ sXfn-bn-°p-∂p.

a™t®mf-Øns‚ hnf-sh-Sp∏v 2020˛HmsS c≠v apX¬ 14 iX-am\w hsc

Ipd-bp-sa∂pw 2050˛HmsS hnfhv A\n-›n-X-ambn Ipd-bp-sa∂pw ]T\ dnt∏m¿´p-

I-fp-≠v. AtX kabw C¥y≥ P\n-XI hnf-I-fn¬ tKmX-ºns‚ hnfhv A\p-

Iqe taJ-e-I-fn¬t∏mepw 50 iX-am\w I≠v Ipd-hp-≠m-Im-\mWv t]mIp-∂-

Xv. s\¬Ir-jnbpw Db¿∂ Xm]-\n-e-bn¬ {]Xn-k-‘nsb t\cn-Spw. s\√ns‚

kp{]-[m\ hf¿®m L -́ß-fn¬ A{]-Xo-£nX hcƒ® aqew Irjn-\miw Gdpw.

HIvtSm-_-dn¬ hSt°¥ybnepw G{]n¬, BKÃv amk-ß-fn¬ Ing-t°-¥y-

bnepw Cu {]iv\w t\cn-Sp-∂p. Npcp-°-Øn¬, Imem-h-ÿ-bpsS {]Xym-Lm-X-

ßƒ Zqc-hym-]-I-amb kmº-ØnI {]Xn-k-‘n°v Imc-W-am-Ipw. A]-IS km[y-

Xsb btYm-Nn-X-ambn CS-s] v́ eLq-I-cn-°m-\p≈ ]cn-{i-a-ßƒ Du¿÷n-X-am-

t°-≠n-bn-cn-°p-∂p. CXm-I-s´, lcnX Krl hmXI tNm¿®-bp-ambn _‘-s∏-

´n-cn-°p-∂p. ]n∂o-Sp-≈Xv {]Xym-Lm-X-ß-fpsS k¶o¿WXbpw ]cn-X-ÿn-Xn-

bp-ambn s]mcp-Ø-s∏-Sm-\p≈ tijn-bm-Wv. B{i-bn-®n-cn-°p-∂p. D]-t`m-K-{I-

aw, P\-kwJym hf¿®, kmt¶-XnI ]cn-⁄m-\-Øns‚ e`y-Xm, ÿm]-\-]-c-

amb km[y-X-Iƒ F∂nh-bmWv a‰p Nne LS-Ißƒ. hn`h hnln-X-Øn-s‚-

ap≥K-W-\m-{I-aw, kmº-ØnI hcp-am\ D]m-[n-Iƒ F∂o-Im-cy-ßsf kw_-

‘n-®p≈ \b cq]o-I-c-W-Øn¬ kzm[o-\-ap-≠m-Ip-∂Xv Imem-hÿm sh√p-

hn-fn-Isf t\cn-Sm-≥ \n¿Æm-b-I-am-bn-cn-°pw.

Imem-hÿm hyXn-bm-\-hp-ambn _‘-s∏´ kmº-ØnI {]iv\-ßsf ]e-

hn-[-Øn¬ ]cn-K-Wn-°mw. Hcp hi-Øv, kº-ZvL-S-\-bn-ep-≠m-Ip∂ \jvSsØ

Xzcn-X-s∏-Sp-Øp∂ BLm-X-ßƒ {i≤m-]q¿∆w hne-bn-cp-Ø-Ww. adp-h-i-Øm-

Is´ eLq-I-c-W-Øn-eq-sSbpw s]mcp-Ø-s∏-Sp-∂-Xn-eq-sSbpw samØw \mi-

\-jvS-ßƒ ]c-am-h[n Ipd-®p-sIm-≠p-h-c-Ww. {]Xym-Lm-X-ßƒ Ipd-bv°m-\p≈

hn`h kma{KnIƒ ]q¿W-ambpw e`y-am-sW-¶n¬t]mepw ]cn-X-ÿn-Xn-I-fp-

ambn HØn-W-ßp-∂-Xn¬ ]cn-an-Xn-I-fp-≠m-Ipw. DZm-l-c-W-Øn\v hf¿®m-\p-

_-‘-\m-i-ßƒ ]cn-]q¿W k÷o-I-c-W-ßƒ Ds≠-¶n¬t∏mepw Db¿∂

tXmXn-em-Wp-≠m-Ip-∂-Xv. `£y-P-e-£maw t]mj-Im-lm-c-°p-d-hn\v Imc-W-

am-Ipw. kqcym-LmXw ssIImcyw sNbvXp-sIm-≠p≈ s]mcp-Ø-s∏S¬ {]{In-
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b-bn¬ DjvWm-\p-_‘ BtcmKy ap∂-dn-bn-∏p-Iƒ, DjvW-Zzo-]p-I-fpsS \K-c-

h¬°-c-Ww, ]mcn-ÿn-XnI ]ptcm-KXn F∂n-hbv°v ap¥nb ]cn-K-W\ \¬I-

Ww. Zqc-¥-\n-hm-cW b⁄-ßƒ, Imte-°q-́ n-bp≈ ap∂-dn-bn∏v kwhn-[m-\-

ßƒ F∂n-hbpw aXn-bmb ]cn-K-W-\-b¿ln-°p-∂p.

kmº-ØnI hf¿®bpw Imem-hÿm hyXn-bm-\-ßfpw XΩn-ep≈ _‘-

ßƒ Is≠-Øm≥ \nc-h[n amXrIm coXn-Iƒ {]tbm-Kn®p hcp-∂p. C¥y≥

kº-ZvL-S-\-bp-ambn _‘-s∏-́ pØn apI-fn¬ \n∂v Xmtg°v \S-∏m-°m-hp∂

[mcmfw hntI-{µo-IrX amXrI-I-fp-≠v. Imem-h-ÿm-hy-Xn-bm\w C¥y≥ kº-

ZvL-S-\-bpsS hf¿®-bn¬ hcp-Øp∂ `mcn® kmº-ØnI _m[yX {]I-S-am-

°p-∂Xv DXv]m-Z-\w, hn -̀h-hn-ln-Xw, D]-t`m-K-{Iaw F∂o Xe-ß-fn-em-Wv. Imem-

hÿm hyXn-bm-\-ß-tfmSv {]Xn{]h¿Øn-°m\p≈ sNe-hp-Iƒ°mbn ÿnc

\nt£-]-ß-fp-≠m-I-Ww. CXv an°-t∏mgpw samØ B`y-¥-tcm-Xv]m-Z-\-Øns‚

Hcp iX-am-\-am-bn-́ mWv hI-bn-cp-Øp-I.

h¿≤n-®p-h-cp∂ sh√p-hn-fn-Isf t\cn-Sp-∂-Xn\v Nne taJ-e-I-fn¬ {]tXyIw

tI{µo-I-cn-°p-tºmƒ [mcmfw B]Xv km[y-X-Iƒ C√m-Xm-°mw. kmaq-ln-

Ihpw ÿm]-\-]-c-hp-amb ImgvN-∏m-Sp-Ifpw hn]-Wn-tbXc aqey-ßfpw CØcw

kao]\-ß-fn¬ \n∂pw Ah-K-Wn-°-s∏-Sm-\n-S-bp-≠v. {]tXyI {i≤ Bh-iy-

ap-≈n-SØv taJ-em-[n-jvTnX kao-]-\-amWv A`n-Im-ayw. iqNo-I-cW kmt¶-

XnI hnZy G¿s∏-Sp-Øp-∂-tXmsS Hcp hyhkmb taJ-ebv°v F¥p am{Xw

sNe-hp-≠m-Ipw, BtKmf hn]-Wn-bn¬ hyh-km-bnI a’-c-£-aX F{X I≠v

_m[n°pw F∂nh ]cn-tim-[n-°p-∂-tXm-sSm∏w IqSp-X¬ hnh-c-ßƒ ]I¿∂p

\¬IpI F∂-XmWv taJ-em-[n-jvTnX kao-]-\-Øns‚ ImX¬. Imem-hÿm

hyXn-bm-\sØ t\cn-Sp-∂-Xn\v e`y-amb IW°v h®v ssIs°m-t≈≠ Xocp-

am-\-ßƒ A\p-am-\n-°p-Itbm \nhr-Øn-bp-≈q. {]tXy-I-X-Iƒ°-\p-k-cn®v Cu

IW-°p-Iƒ sX‰n-tb-°mw.

A]-IS \nc°v eLq-I-cW X{¥-ß-fpsS `mK-ambn 2030 HmsS C¥y-bn¬

40 iX-am\w Ce-Ivt{Sm-WnIv sshZypX tiJcw FÆ-bn-X-c-t{km-Xkv hgn

krjvSn-°p-sa∂v C¥y UNFCCC Dd∏p \¬In-bn-́ p-≠v. CXn-\mbn 2.5 apX¬

3 _ney¨ S¨ BKn-cW tijn-bp≈ Im¿_¨ kn¶p-Iƒ ÿm]n-°p-hm-

\mWv Dt±-in-°p-∂-Xv. h\-hn-̀ -h-ßfpw ac-hp-apƒs∏-sS-bp≈ C‘-\-ßƒ D]-

tbm-K-s∏-Sp-Øn-bm-bn-cn°pw Cu hmKvZm\w \nd-th-‰pI. Ch-sb-°p-Sm-sXk

Du¿÷-£-a-X, Imem-hÿm hos≠-Sp-∏n-\p≈ `uXnI kml-N-cy-ßƒ 100

\K-c-ß-fn¬ hnI-kn-∏n-°p-I, s]mXp-K-Xm-KX k{ºZmbw sa®-s∏-Sp-ØpI F∂o
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{]Xn-hn-[n-Ifpw \S-∏m-°mw.

]cn-X-ÿn-Xn-I-fp-ambn H∂n-W-ßp-∂-Xn-\p≈ sNe-hp-Iƒ IW-°m-°p-

tºmƒ IjvS-\-jvS-ßfpw Ah ]cn-l-cn-°p-∂-Xn-\p≈ IW-s°-Sp-∏p-Ifpw Ah

]cn-l-cn-°p-∂-Xn-\p≈ IW-s°-Sp-∏p-Ifpw imkv{Xo-b-ambn hne-bn-cp-tØ-≠-

Xp-≠v. ]c-º-cm-KX coXn ÿnXn-hn-h-c-I-W-°p-Isf B{i-bn-®n-cn-°p-∂p. [\m-

flI aqey hni-I-e-\w, Imcy-£-a-Xm hni-I-e-\w, KpW-aqey hni-I-e-\w, a‰v

sNehv Ipd-bv°¬ kao-]-\-ßƒ F∂nh imkv{Xo-b-ambn kzoI-cn-°mw. A]-

IS km[y-X-bn¬ th≠{X ap≥I-cp-X-ep-Iƒ kzoI-cn-°m≥ Cu hni-I-e\w

klm-bn-°pw.

Bhmk hyh-ÿbv°pw ]cn-ÿnXn tkh-\-ßƒ°pw XS w krjvSn-°p-

∂-hsb ap≥K-W\m ]´n-I-bn¬ sIm≠p-h-c-Ww. sNe-hp-Ifpw AXns‚ {]tbm-

P-\-ßfpw aqey-\n¿Wbw sNøp-tºmƒ H∂v as‰m-\v\n-t\mSv aqey-]-c-ambn

Fßs\ hyXym-k-s∏-́ n-cn-°p-∂p-sh∂ Imcyw Xn -́s∏-Sp-Ø-Ww. sNehv KpWm-

flI hni-I-e\ coXn Ah-ew-_n-°p∂ imkv{X-⁄-∑m¿°v CXv Xo¿®-bmbpw

Hcp sh√p-hnfn Xs∂-bm-Wv. kmt¶-XnIw, {]hr-Øn-]-cw, hy‡n-K-Xw, ÿm]-

\-]cw F∂n-ß-s\-bp≈ sNe-hn-\-ß-fmWv CXp kw_-‘n® \b-cq-]o-I-c-W-

Øn-\p≈ D]m-[n-Iƒ. s]mcp-Ø-s∏-S-ep-Ifpw eLq-I-cW \S-]-Sn-Ifpw Bkq-

{XWw sNøp-tºmƒ hn`h ]cn-an-Xn-bp≈ kº-ZvL-S-\-Iƒ Xo¿®-bmbpw ap≥K-

W-\m-{Iaw \n›-bn-°-Ww. sNe-hn-Sp-∂Xv samØ-ambpw P\-ß-fpsS PohnX

KpW-\n-e-hm-c-Øn¬ {]Xn-^-en-°p-∂p-sh∂v Dd-∏m-°p-Ibpw thWw. C¥y-

sb-t∏mse Hcp hnI-kzc kº-ZvL-S\ kmº-ØnI \bw cq]o-I-cn-°p∂ thf-

bn¬ \ne-hn-ep≈ {]iv\-ßƒ IqSn Xncn-®-dn™v Xocp-am-\-sa-Sp-t°-≠n-h-cpw.

]cn-ÿnXn BLmX eLq-I-c-Ww, k¥p-enX hnI-k\w F∂nh ]c-kv]cw

]qc-I-ß-fmbn hcpw.

s]mcp-Ø-s∏-S-ep-Iƒ°pw ]cn-ÿnXn BLmX eLq-I-c-W-Øn\pw Bh-

iy-amb sNe-hp-Isf kw_-‘n®v BtKm-f-am-bp≈ IW-s°Sp∏n¬ {]I-S-

amb hyXym-k-ß-fp≠v. C¥y INDCbv°v ADB]T\w shfn-hm-°p-∂Xv ̨  Imem-

h-ÿm-hy-Xn-bm\w aqew C¥y-bn¬ kmº-ØnI XI¿®bpw \jvS-ß-fp-ap-

≠m-°p-∂Xv 2050 HmsS 1.8 iX-am-\\w B`y-¥c DXv]m-Z\w Ipd-bv°p-sa-∂m-

Wv. Cu ]T\w XpS¿∂pw Nq≠n°m´p∂Xv Im¿_¨ _ln¿K-a\ \nc°v

km[m-cW \ne-bn-te°v sIm≠p-h-cp-∂-Xn\v 834 _ney¨ tUmf¿ 2030 hsc

\¬tI-≠n-h-cp-sa-∂m-Wv. INDCbpsS {]mY-anI IW-°p-Iƒ kqNn-∏n-°p-∂Xv

GI-tZiw 206 _ney¨ tUmf¿ 2015\pw 2030 \pw CS-bn¬ Irjnk h\-h-XvI-
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c-Ww, a’y _‘\ kuI-cy-ßƒ, Pe-t{km-X- p-Iƒ, Bhmk hyh-ÿ-

Iƒ F∂n-h-°p-th≠n C¥y sNe-hn-tS≠n hcp-sa-∂m-Wv.

Pohn-X-Øns‚ ASn-ÿm\ KpW-\n-e-hmcw Dd-∏m-°p-I, s]mcp-Øs∏-S¬
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Kerala’s forgotten people
Ramesh Chakrapani

Slavery, to the lay Indian reader, is an alien, loathsome concept associated with horrors and
atrocities in distant lands -a vile, despicable practice that characterised imperial rule in the previous
century.

It usually conjures up images of Africans in chains in the Americas and brings to memory
their struggles and the abolition of slavery by Abraham Lincoln. P. Sanal Mohan challenges such
notions in his remarkable work on the “slave castes” of Kerala and their rebellion against the
caste system that legitimised and institutionalised slavery. Without mincing words, he employs a
language that is shocking in its candour yet essential to understanding the opprobrium of the
system that existed and the revolts against it. By eschewing established usages such as “oppressed
people” and “marginalised sections”, he distresses our comfortable views by plainly stating that
what was in existence for a very long time in the region that constitutes present-day Kerala was
nothing but slavery, and that its victims were “slave castes”.

But Sanal Mohan has not just written a history of Dalit suffering and their continuous battle
to free themselves of the shackles of the status quo; it is also a history of the histories of his own
people written by missionaries and upper caste elite and the failings therein, because the outsider
is never able to fully articulate the lived and shared experiences of the oppressed.

Black struggle for equality has a long and chequered history in the United States, right from
the time slavery was abolished in the mid-18th century after protracted opposition, followed by
a civil war and segregation and then the civil rights movement of the 1960s, to the most recent
Black Lives Matter movement in response to police brutality that has victimised hundreds of
black people.

The Dalit crusade for equality in India has a similar history, but unlike the anti-racism movement
in the U.S., it has always been relegated to the sidelines, swept aside by the overarching themes
of nation- building and progress.
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And in the case of Kerala, where the modern movement had its origins, it has been subsumed
by a pan-Kerala paradigm that consistently ignores the elephant in the room. So, the Dalit cause
is not only one seeking a rightful place in society but also an effort to prevent authentic Dalit
voices from being drowned out by the noise of the mainstream.

In the chapter titled “Memory and Experience: Discourses of Slavery”, the last footnote
reads: “The PRDS [Prathyaksha Raksha Deiva Sabha] officially celebrates the anniversary of
the [British queen’s] proclamation [that abolished slavery in 1855] every year on October 16
with public rallies. No other organisation, government, or community even refers to it.”

Perhaps unwittingly, the author has described, in one fell swoop, the negligible importance
accorded to the history of Dalit struggles in Kerala and the extent to which social and organisational
boycott has airbrushed from public imagination the stories of the “slave castes” and how they
have been waging a battle to reclaim their dignity. It is telling that Kerala, acclaimed as “god’s
own country” in a million advertisements, unites to celebrate festivals rooted in mythology and
customs and traditions that valorise its past, conveniently brushing under the rug the iniquities
against Dalits and indigenous people.

This book is an important addition to the canon of modern Dalit literature as it sheds light on
a largely unknown chapter in the story of subaltern resistance to the hegemonic structure of the
caste system, and on southern Dalit icons like Poyikayil Yohannan and Pampady John
Joseph, whose triumphs have not received their fair share of recognition. It is time they were
honoured and their names remembered along with other southern luminaries such as Ayyankali,
Iyothee Dass, Rettaimalai Sriniva san and M.C. Raja. Its significance also stems from its
examination and expose of caste slavery as an instrument of oppression, forcing readers and
scholars, and hopefully society at large, to rethink their notions of the caste system for what it
was and, in many ways, continues to be.

The Arrival Of Missionaries

The crux of the book lies in its exposition of the effect that the arrival of Protestant missionaries
had on the lives of the Dalits in Kerala, the mirage of equality that the Church provided, Dalit
revolt against the Church’s refusal to question inequality and enslavement, the un-
equal distribution of land and the birth of new movements within the denomination which saw
many Dalits, now doubly wronged, walk away from the Church but not the faith.

Missionaries belonging to the London Missionary Society and the Church Missionary Society
(CMS) engaged closely with “slave castes” of the 19th century in Kerala such as the Cherumas,
Pulayas, Kuravas, Parayas and Thanda Pulayas and left behind a wealth of material which the
author has thoroughly explored to reconstruct a montage of forgotten faces, voices and stories.
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Dalit Liberation Theology

Divided into six chapters, the book analyses the lives of the “agrestic slaves” and the social
and political changes brought about by the missionaries’ arrival in the 19th and early 20th centuries.

One chapter talks in a most fascinating way about the rise of the messianic movement of the
PRDS, founded by Poyikayil Yohannan, an intriguing figure who declared himself divine and
whose socio-religious movement grew immensely popular, aided by song and oration. The author
offers tremendous insight into how Dalit movements handled the issues of spiritual and material
fulfillment.

Yohannan, a pioneer of Dalit liberation theology, was an ardent follower of the Mar Thoma
Church but also a fierce critic of the Church’s discrimination against Dalits, which culminated in
his exit from the church.

He joined the CMS, only to leave it and join the Brethren Mission, but the situation was no
different, with the albatross of caste following him wherever he went and weighing him down.

Yohannan decided it was time to break free of the formal church structure, even though he
did not renounce the Christian faith.

As an independent preacher, he quickly gained several followers and the PRDS was born.
Yohannan was also politically and socially active, championing the cause of Dalit education,
political representation and land reforms.

Although the author remains focussed on the travails of the “slave castes” and devotes a lot
of space to issues such as the conflict between them and the Syrian Christians (a majority of
whom were the land-owning elite), the breaking up of Dalit families, the role of the governments
of the day, and the overall transformation of Dalits, he also points to two glaring omissions in
historical discourse in Kerala.

He joins issue with Marxist historians for their not factoring in the presence of the Dalits in
farm labour or accounting for their appalling social status in their analysis of the agrarian class
structure.

Secondly, he decries the traditional focus on backward castes and their agitations against
social abominations, as manifested in the breast cloth agitations by Nadar women and temple
entry movements by Ezhavas.

Sanal Mohan’s criticism is rooted in the actuality of these “social revolutions” sidestepping
the issue of slavery. The need of the hour is more scholarship and studies on how Dalits engaged
with modernity and this book is a worthy effort in that direction.
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In his dedication, the author acknowledges his parents, who “would have been happy to
see this work had they been alive as they would have recognised in it a bit of their own history”.

In a way, that statement rings true for the entire Dalit fraternity, across generations, for theirs
is a universal story of oppression and their  struggle against it, a story largely untold.

FRONTLINE,
DECEMBER 25, 2015.
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Challenging Economic Inequality
Tactics and Strategies

Susan Engel, Brian Martin

Inequality in various realms-economic, political and social-appears to be an enduring feature
of human societies. However, many challenges have been made to extreme forms of inequality:
for example, democratisation movements have challenged dictatorships and various forms of
political exclusion; labour movements have campaigned against economic inequality making the
case for a living wage and social protection; and social exclusion of various groups is widely
castigated as prejudice. While all forms of inequality have persisted, what is notable is that economic
inequality has increased and, according to many analysts, become much more extreme within
countries through processes of corporate globalisation (Cammack 2009; Piketty 2014).

Most humans have a well-developed sense of fairness (Moore 1978). Haidt (2012) argues
that fairness is one of the fundamental moral foundations deriving from humans’ evolutionary
past. It is found in people of all political persuasions, and is especially important for those on the
left. On an informal level, many parents observe that their children compete for their attention and
resent being treated unequally. In workplaces, grievances develop when workers are rewarded
differently when doing the same work. Yet, despite this sensitivity to fairness, wide-scale economic
inequality in contemporary societies has persisted and sometimes increased.

Governments are often seen as the means for redressing unfairness: they have the capacity
to redistribute income and wealth through policies of taxation, investment and welfare. Despite
the efforts of reformers, though, the divergence between the wealthy and the impoverished has
continued within and between countries. A whole range of data has come out over the past few
years to support this claim (Inequality.org 2015; OECD 2011; Piketty 2014), the most recent
being an Oxfam report that by 2016 over half the world’s wealth will be owned by just the richest
1% of the world’s population. The trend to increasing inequality is clear in the report: “In 2010,
it took 388 billionaires to equal the wealth of the bottom half of the world’s population; by 2014,
the figure had fallen to just 80 billionaires” (Hardoon 2015: 3). Although there are periodic
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expressions of concern and impressive-sounding policy statements, political concern about
inequality is seldom as great as for economic growth, terrorism, crime and a host of other topics.
Indeed, until the rise of the global justice movement and the Occupy movement, inequality was
not a serious agenda item for most governments.

To better understand how economic inequality has been marginalised in public discourse
and thinking, it is useful to look at tactics of outrage management (Martin 2007). When a powerful
group does something that might be perceived as unjust, it can use several types of tactics to
reduce public outrage, with the key ones being to: (i) cover up the action, (ii) devalue the target,
(iii) reinterpret the action by lying, minimising consequences, blaming others or reframing, (iv) use
official channels that give an appearance of justice, and (v) intimidate or reward people involved.

A good example of how these tactics are employed is in cases of torture, which is widely
condemned but, nevertheless, often tolerated and rarely prosecuted. Individuals and governments
implicated in torture hide their activities, denigrate victims as terrorists, criminals or subversives,
lie about the extent of torture, minimise the impact of it, blame individuals for abuses, reframe
torture as “abuse” or define it away (as in the case of water-boarding), use courts or investigations
to whitewash actions, threaten victims of reprisals if they speak out, and reward
compliant officials with jobs and promotions (Martin and Wright 2003). The same sorts of tactics
are found in a wide variety of injustices, including censorship (Jansen and Martin 2003), sexual
harassment (McDonald et al 2010), corporate crimes such as Bhopal (Engel and Martin 2006),
and genocide (Martin 2009). Therefore it is plausible that similar tactics serve to reduce people’s
concerns about inequality.

Tactics used to reduce public outrage are most apparent in sudden injustices, such as police
beatings and massacres of protesters. In the aftermath of the exposure in 2004 of the torture and
abuse of prisoners at Abu Ghraib by United States (us) prison guards, outrage was expressed
throughout the world, and the methods of devaluation, reinterpretation and official channels were
obvious (Gray and Martin 2007). Inequality is different in that it is an ongoing process, with few
sudden events to trigger an increase in concern: it is a “slow injustice” (Martin 2006). Therefore,
tactics to reduce outrage are likely to be more routine and institutionalised.

Usually, tactics to reduce concern about inequality are used in an intuitive way rather than as
part of a conscious strategy or conspiracy to subordinate the poor. Most perpetrators of violent
and cruel acts believe they are justified in what they do, or do not think their actions are all that
important (Baumeister 1997), and undoubtedly those acting in ways that foster inequality feel
similarly. Furthermore, perceptions are shaped by self-interest, with research supporting Lord
Acton’s classic saying that “Power tends to corrupt and absolute power corrupts absolutely”
(Kipnis 1976; Robertson 2012). As well, a small percentage of people display antisocial personality
traits, having concern only for themselves and not others; some of these individuals rise to positions
of power within hierarchical systems (Babiak and Hare 2006; Berke 1988). For these reasons,
it is not surprising that some people want greater inequality and believe it is good.
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Rather than try to determine people’s motivations, our aim here is to illustrate the tactics that
reduce outrage over inequality. This involves noting methods well known to informed observers
but seldom combined into a tactical or strategic analysis. We use examples from different parts of
the world, as our goal is to demonstrate the plausibility of the crucial role of tactics rather than
provide exhaustive proof. Following this, the next step in the analysis is to point to counter-
tactics that increase concern about inequality. These are (Martin 2007): (i) exposure of inequality,
(ii) validation of those who are most oppressed or marginalised, (iii) interpreting inequality as a
form of injustice, (iv) avoiding official channels but instead mobilising support, and (v) resisting
intimidation and rewards.

To illustrate these counter-tactics, we use several examples, with special attention to the
Occupy movement.

Because tactics to reduce or increase outrage are found in so many different sorts of injustices,
there is potentially much to learn by comparing tactics used, or not used, in different issues. In
undertaking an analysis of tactics used in relation to inequality, there is much to learn from the
dynamics of outrage over torture, massacres and other injustices.

Cover-up

If people are not aware of an issue, they will not be concerned by it. Even if they know it
exists, the issue may be disguised or covered over in various ways, so it is less likely to be
noticed. Nearly everyone knows about the existence of inequality, but in various ways its visibility
is reduced, thereby reducing awareness and the likelihood of action against it.

One way to reduce awareness is physical separation. This is most obvious in residential
stratification by income, with rich people likely to live in exclusive areas. The former system of
apartheid in South Africa involved separate facilities for blacks and whites. However, formal
apartheid is far more likely to create a backlash than a seemingly natural separation, thus this is
not a common tactic. Poverty in the midst of affluence is sometimes accepted as normal, but for
some it can be disturbing. Beggars and homeless people are usually absent from wealthy areas;
sometimes governments instruct police to force them out of their usual areas, which serves to
reduce the visibility of poverty.

Cover-up of inequality is partly about hiding poverty but more about minirnising understanding
of the wealth of the rich. A number of surveys has shown that people significantly underestimate
income and wealth differentials in their country and would prefer a more equal wealth distribution
that the one that they incorrectly think is the case (Norton and Ariely 2011; Norton et al2014).

In many parts of the world, including India, the wealthy and the impoverished live in clear
view of each other: there is little attempt to hide inequality. This suggests that cover-up, as part of
the toolkit working for inequality, is not as common as a lack of interest in the topic or as
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reinterpreting inequality as due to the supposed intelligence and hard work of the wealthy or
devaluing the poor, where the poor are said to be responsible for their situation because of their
laziness, lack of smarts or because they are simply “Shameless”-as the British TV series puts it.
These methods are described in the next two sections.

Devaluation

One of the most potent ways to reduce outrage over injustice is to discredit those at the
receiving end. Therefore, attempts may be made to lower the status of victims of injustice, thereby
diminishing concern about the injustice itself. Poor people are regularly blamed for their own
misfortune, a process called”blaming the victim” (Ryan 1972). They are castigated as being lazy,
cheating, unclean, drug-dependent, criminal and in other ways unworthy. The basic idea is that
success in the contest for riches is due to the characteristics of the competitors, and those who
are poor are failures in every way.

Blaming the victim is aided by a psychological process called belief in a just world (Lerner
1980). Some people believe the world is fair and, when confronted with evidence to the contrary,
maintain their belief by saying people are responsible for their own misfortune. Those who are
unemployed are blamed for not finding jobs even when unemployment is structural, with dozen
of applicants for every vacancy. People who are highly committed to just-world beliefs are more
likely to blame poor people for their poverty. This belief is common across developed and
developing countries and it results in a poverty/shame nexus (Walker 2014; Chase and Bantebya-
Kyomuhendo 2015). Policies and public commentators push poor people to feel ashamed, and
some of them take this on and devalue themselves. Shame has traditionally been seen as a useful
mechanism for social cohesion and control, yet the negative impacts of it on the poor have
received little attention. Walker (2014: 40) has shown how its “psychological consequences can
be severe; ... low self-esteem, depression, anxiety, eating disorder symptoms, post-traumatic
stress disorder, and suicidal ideation have all been associated with shame ...”

Shame on its own is damaging enough but when it becomes part of government policy it
becomes stigmatising and even more damaging to the poor. Inducing shame has long been a
feature of many social welfare programmes; its use has increased in recent years with measures
like income quarantining. An even more disturbing trend is the deliberate use of shaming and
stigmatisation in order to get people to construct their own latrines (Engel and Susilo 2014).

Walker (2014: 44) also provides evidence that the shame associated with poverty has
grown with globalisation since the 1980s. The corollary to increased emphasis on individualism
and consumerism of the past decades may well be greater shame and stigma for those who have
not succeeded. The counterpoint to devaluation of the poor is glorification of the wealthy and this
has also increased since the 1980s. Individual success stories are regularly presented as moral
lessons in the virtues of hard work and enterprise. Similarly, successful companies are presented
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as models, with their methods emulated, even though their success may only be short term and
due in large part to luck (Rosenzweig 2007; Taleb 2001).

In situations where inequality is stark, devaluation of those who are disadvantaged is a key
method of reducing outrage, with poverty-related shame now the “cement” in the structures that
maintain inequality and perpetuate poverty (Walker 2014: 191). Those who are ashamed of their
poverty are less likely to confront the wealthy, thereby contributing to de facto cover-up.

Reinterpretation

Reinterpretation involves explaining why inequality is acceptable, necessary, natural or
beneficial. This has a stronger cognitive component than devaluation. Four techniques of
reinterpretation are lying, minimising, blaming and framing.

Lying in this context involves giving false or deceptive information about the extent,
consequences or responsibility for inequality. For example, it might be claimed that unemployment
payments damage the initiative and prospects for the unemployed, when the evidence says
otherwise. People can lie to themselves in a process called self-deception (Trivers 2011), so
those who provide false information may also be deceiving themselves.

There is a close connection between the techniques of cover-up and reinterpretation by
lying. In cover-up, people do not know a problem exists; in reinterpretation by lying, they are
given false information about it. Consider the well-known fact that the per-capita gross domestic
product in India is much less than in Britain. What is little known, at least outside India, is that
prior to the British conquest of India, living standards of working people in the two countries
were similar, and that a significant part of their subsequent divergence can be attributed to colonial
exploitation (Davis 2001). Yet many internet sources on British imperialism in India start with its
supposed benefits, with students asked to weigh up the positives and negatives as if the railways
could make up for the between 12 and 29 million deaths during the late Victorian era famines that
can be largely attributed to British policy (Davis 2001). The broader point here is that current
level of inequality is known but the historical processes leading to it are seldom understood or
publicised.

“Minimising” means suggesting that the scale or consequences of inequality are not as serious
as they actually are. An example is the prominence of the $1.25 a day measure of global poverty.
Using this measure the World Bank could claim in 2014 that the number of people living in
poverty declined from 1.93 billion in 1981 to 1.2 billion in 2011 and looked at as proportion of
the world’s (growing) population, the fall sounds large. The $1.25 a day measure was calculated
by taking median of 10 lowest poverty lines across the globe in 1985, it only allows people a
very frugal existence and results in a shortened life expectancy. The measure significantly understates
the level of global poverty, even considered in absolute (not relative) terms. To achieve a reasonable
life expectancy and the associated quality of life, Edward (2006) calculated that the associated
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income was closer to $3 a day. When we look at the poverty figures using even a $2 a day
calculation, there has been less progress in poverty reduction-in 1981 there ‘were 2.59 billion in
that category and for 2011 the estimate was 2.2 billion. The consequences of the $i.25 a day
calculation cascade, if you are above that you are no longer regarded as absolutely poor. The
Economist (2008, 2009) is very fond of labelling those with incomes above $2 a day as the new
middle class!

At yet another level, the very focus on poverty, not inequality, is a way to minimise concern
about inequality because empowering the poor has, over the past few decades, not been regarded
as being in any way linked to the power or wealth of the rich (Freeland 2012; Marcuse 2015).
When inequality is the focus, the rich come under scrutiny as the Occupy movement showed.
Here we see how different tactics converge as this is an issue of both minimising inequality and
reframing it, discussed shortly.

As well as blaming the victim (a type of devaluation), it is also possible to blame others. For
example, governments can blame greedy corporations and corporations can blame ineffective
governments, or they can blame previous governments or individual politicians. In the case of
inequality, the “blame” is often put on supposedly natural socio-economic processes. For example,
the Economist (2015) attributes a large part of the recent upsurge in us inequality to an escalation
in assortative mating, which they describe as where “clever, successful men marry clever, successful
women” rather than as, say, people marrying in their own class. Again, this blame also converges
into the area of framing, which is the most potent reinterpretation technique. It is a process of
seeing and presenting inequality in a way that makes it seems acceptable or natural. Historically,
religious doctrines or local philosophies were a major force in framing inequality. Confucius said
that when a country is “well governed, poverty is something to be ashamed of” (cited in Walker
2014: 5). In India, the Vedic civilisation attributed inequality and poverty to people’s actions in
their previous lives and the later development of karma encouraged acceptance of existing
circumstances. The Christian tradition started out promoting poverty as the way to salvation but
this did not last long and the more pertinent legacy is the distinction between the deserving and
the undeserving poor. These traditions too often counsel acceptance of one’s situation, say that
poverty is natural, or promise that things will be different in a future life. While such doctrines can
provide peace of mind for individuals, they also reduce the incentive to question or challenge
inequality.

Since the late 19705, neo-liberal ideas have actively promoted inequality as a natural state.
As one of the founding fathers of neo-liberalism, Friedrich von Hayek (2006/1960: 76), said:

It has been the fashion in modern times to minimize the importance of congenital differences
between men and to ascribe all the important differences to the influence of environment. However
important the latter may be, we must not overlook the fact that individuals are very different
from the outset. The importance of individual differences would hardly be less if all people were
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brought up in very similar environments. As a statement of fact, it just is not true that ‘all men are
born equal.

Neo-liberalism promotes belief in meritocracy, in which people rise in the system according
to their talents. This can serve to justify inequality, because it assumes that social systems are
hierarchical and that divergences in outcomes are natural. The ways that people at the top of
hierarchical systems use their power to reward themselves is obscured. Equally, stigmatisation of
the poor has grown as this approach attributes poverty to failure, laziness, lack of intelligence and
so on.

Academics present many arguments to justify inequality, for example arguing that talented
people need to be amply rewarded so they will undertake important jobs, that low wages lead to
higher employment, that prejudice is natural and greed is good (Dorling 2010).

Official Channels

Various formal processes in society give a figurative stamp of approval for inequality. The
most important is schooling, which is a system that reproduces and legitimates social stratification.
Those who do better at school obtain high grades and more advanced degrees, which may be
prerequisites for certain types of jobs. Not having a diploma, degree or sufficiently high grades
can be a rationale for denying a person a job, even when the credential or grades are irrelevant
to the work (Collins 1979; Dore 1976). The education system seems to offer a justification for
inequality, even though there is no necessity that those with degrees should receive higher income.

Welfare agencies, providing various payments and services for those in need, are usually
highly bureaucratic, with many complex rules concerning who is entitled to what. Applying these
rules according to rigid formulas helps legitimate the social location of those served: if a person or
family is ruled as ineligible for a payment for unemployment or disability, this serves as a type of
official statement that they do not deserve anymore.

The legal system regularly makes rulings that reinforce the legitimacy of inequality. Those
who are seriously disadvantaged are more commonly subject to attention from the police and
courts, whereas high-level crimes, such as massive corruption or production of dangerous products,
are seldom prosecuted. In the aftermath of the Bhopal disaster, the company responsible, Union
Carbide, was able to escape with minimal penalties. The various court cases on behalf of victims
of the disaster led to pitiful levels of compensation, yet gave a stamp of legitimacy to the outcome
(Engel and Martin 2006).

Official channels are rule-based systems that promise to provide justice. Yet these systems
are themselves biased in ways that make them tools for the rich and powerful. As writer Anatole
France famously commented, “In its majestic equality, the law forbids rich and poor alike to
sleep under bridges, beg in the streets and steal loaves of bread.” When the rules are biased or
applied in a biased fashion, they give the appearance of fairness without the substance.
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Intimidation and Rewards

Some of those who challenge inequality are met with reprisals, including harassment, job
loss and assault. When workers, especially low-paid workers, organise to demand better wages
and conditions, they are sometimes met with harsh opposition. Union organisers are special
targets. The us, the most unequal industrialised country, is noted for employer campaigns against
unions.

Whistle-blowers-employees who speak out in the public interest-are often subject to reprisals
(Miceli et al 2008). These include whistle-blowers in government and corporations who expose
corruption at high levels, for example, tax avoidance by wealthy people, pay-offs to government
officials who give favoured deals to corporate friends, or even just the packages obtained by
those with high incomes. The Occupy movement, which burst into public consciousness in 2011,
was essentially a protest against inequality. In some countries, Occupy protesters were subject
to attacks by police.

Intimidation can serve to discourage challenges to inequality; a parallel tactic is offering
rewards to those who serve to protect or justify inequality. One example is corrupt union officials,
who connive with employers to keep a poorly paid workforce quiescent. Leaders of left-wing
political parties, who say they support a fairer society, can be lured by the privileges of office,
and become far more conservative when they are elected. There is a long history of progressive
parties and politicians failing to live up to the expectations of their followers (Boggs 1986; Miliband
1969).

These five sorts of tactics to reduce outrage over inequality often overlap. For example,
elections are an official channel that often promises more than it delivers, while rewards for party
leaders serve to buy off challengers. The value in classifying tactics is to clarify and group the
great variety of methods used, and to show more clearly pathways for taking action to oppose
inequality. Each of the five types of tactics reducing outrage over inequality can be countered by
corresponding tactics to increase outrage. We now turn to examples of these outrage-increasing
tactics, with special attention to the Occupy movement (Gitlin 2012; Graeber 2013; Sitrin and
Azzellini 2014).

Exposure

If cover-up is a key method for reducing outrage, then the obvious counter tactic is exposure
of the injustice. This is indeed the method used by many who seek social justice: social problems
are documented and publicised.

In some workplaces, the salaries of top management are not disclosed, and furthermore are
disguised through such techniques as providing share options. When salaries are publicised and
compared to those of low-level workers, this can cause outrage, which is even greater when top
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management is involved in corrupt activities. The Occupy movement has served as a method of
exposing inequality; indeed, its most lasting legacy may be putting inequality on the public agenda.
Through public protests and through the memorable attention to a division in society between the
wealthiest 1% and the other 99%, the movement has drawn attention to economic inequality. A
related campaign has been exposure of tax minimisation and avoidance strategies by multinational
corporations or the super-wealthy, for example by the Tax Justice Network.

Validation

The technique of devaluation reduces outrage; the countervailing technique is validation of
those who are the targets or victims of unjust actions and systems. Validation can be promoted
by treating poor and disadvantaged people with respect, by associating them with positive symbols
and values, and through their own dignified and courageous behaviour.

A classic validation technique is organised action, taken in a resolute manner. When lowly
paid workers join rallies, strikes and boycotts, and present themselves as worthy of respect, they
are more likely to be treated seriously. Validation also occurs by association with valued individuals,
organisations and symbols. When prominent people - respected politicians, religious leaders or
celebrities-speak on behalf of those who are disadvantaged, this contributes to greater respect;
even better is personal involvement with those who are otherwise stigmatised. Dalit groups in
India have reframed cultural beliefs that traditionally worked to oppress them as untouchables, to
create new identities. The belief that they were the earliest in- habitants of India has been used to
develop a “Dalitology” that validates their existence rather than undermines it. This has developed
along with a range of Dalit literature that resists the inevitability of discrimination against Dalits
(Nimbalkar 2006).

When wealthy, prominent business persons, such as Warren Buffet and George Soros,
speak out against inequality, this has an extra impact because they have nothing to gain financially
from measures for social justice. While it is important for oppressed people to take stands on
their own behalf, forming alliances with those in other parts of society is vital.

Interpretation

Given the various methods of reinterpretation-lying, minimising, blaming and framing-the
counter-tactic is to interpret inequality as unjust and harmful. The inherent unfairness of extreme
inequality needs to be highlighted, as well as the impacts of inequality.

In recent years, one of the most powerful analyses of the harmful impacts of inequality has
been the book The Spirit Level (Wilkinson and Pickett 2009). The authors document that societies
with greater economic inequality are worse off in various ways, such as having greater crime and
suicide rates. Their focus is on the damaging psychosocial impacts of inequality on society in
general. There is also a growing body of research specifically on its impacts on the wealthy,
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which shows that wealth blunts the parts of the brain linked to empathy and that the rich are more
likely to violate road rules, cheat to achieve financial benefits and even that they are more likely
to shoplift (for a review of research, see Lewis 2014).

Others have argued that inequality can lead to slower economic growth, or even stagnation
(Acemoglu and Robinson 2012; Ostry et al 2014), countering the usual trickle-down argument.
Various authors have documented the huge influence of powerful industries-energy,
pharmaceuticals, transport-on government policy, so much so that governments are often tools
of special interests rather than serving the public interest (Stiglitz 2012).

Much of the intellectual debate over inequality occurs in academic journals and books, but
this has spilled over into public discourse, in part due to the influence of the social justice movement
and the Occupy movement. Thomas Piketty’s 2014 book Capital in the Twenty-First Century
achieved bestseller status, something that would have been unlikely without the increased public
discussion of inequality. Very importantly, Piketty and his colleagues have provided strong data
demonstrating the rise in inequality since the 19805 and refocused debate about state revenue
away from cutting social security, health and education benefits and services and instead towards
the income side of the state ledger, in particular the method and amount of taxation of wealth and
income.

Another contributor to the public debate is research on happiness, in the field of positive
psychology. Among the well-established findings are that greater income can improve happiness
among those in poverty, but the benefits of added income are much more limited for those with a
reasonable income (Frey et al 2008). Furthermore, happiness can be reliably improved through
such non-materialistic practices as building personal relationships, expressing gratitude and helping
others (Lyubomirsky 2008). Positive psychology can be used as a warrant for changing society
to foster community and egalitarianism rather than competitive materialism.

Mobilisation, Not Official Channels

The most counter-intuitive aspect of the tactics for outrage management is that official channels
such as courts may not be the solution but in many cases actually reduce outrage and hence
discourage popular action. This is because official channels give the appearance of justice but,
when used to challenge powerful groups, seldom the substance. Petitions, appeals to authorities,
interventions by international bodies, formal investigations, courts, politicians or elections can
sometimes be effective roads to reform, but to increase outrage over injustice, it is better to avoid
relying on them. Although many who work in official bodies have the best of intentions and do
everything they can to serve the population, they are constrained by narrow mandates,
bureaucratic requirements, limited resources, and the possibility of losing their jobs should they
become too activist.
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Insights from many decades of social movements show that direct action can offer better
prospects for change. The labour movement in the late 19th and early 20th centuries was instrumental
in improving workers’ rights in the West. The Indian independence movement saw Gandhi write
letters to the Viceroy. as a formality, not in any expectation that formal appeals would be successful.
He launched direct action campaigns, such as the Salt Satyagraha in 1930, which changed
consciousness across the country: people became energised rather than resigned (Weber 1997).

Similarly, social justice campaigners have had the greatest impact through organised mass
action. The 1999 global justice protests in Seattle stimulated similar protests in many cities across
the globe. Likewise, Occupy Wall Street set an example followed elsewhere in the US and the
world.

Two main sorts of direct action are relevant here: to challenge inequality and to promote
equality. The Occupy movement largely focused on increasing awareness of and concern about
inequality, though it has also run a range of positive initiatives, in the tradition of Gandhi’s
constructive programme, to create the skills, resources and vision of a more equal society.

One example of an equality-promoting initiative is free software, cooperatively produced: it
undercuts the intellectual monopolies that serve the powerful software companies, and by offering
a positive alternative promotes greater access to a range of capacities. More generally, peer-to-
peer alternatives in several fields can expand the commons-in energy, transport, information,
creative works-and potentially undermine market capitalism (Rifkin 2014). In Greece, in the
wake of the crisis, people set up successful solidarity health centres, food centres and cooperatives
in their hundreds, which inspired and was one support base of the newly elected Syriza-led
government (Henley 2015).

Resistance to Intimidation and Rewards

The tactic of intimidation discourages expressions of concern, while rewards buy off dissent.
To increase outrage and action against inequality, both intimidation and rewards need to be
resisted. This is apparent in the courageous efforts of Occupy activists.

Resistance is also important in other arenas, in small and large ways. It can involve workers
with access to information about corruption and harsh treatment of disadvantaged groups having
the courage and the skills to collect documents and make them available to activists. It can
involve journalists writing stories exposing obscene behaviour by the wealthy and telling about
courageous campaigners for social justice. It can involve individuals quietly engaging with friends
and colleagues to shift attitudes concerning inequality.

Conclusions

Inequality is linked to considerable poverty, ill health and suffering, yet is entrenched in
many countries. Although many people consider extremes of inequality to be undesirable, public
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concern only occasionally reaches critical mass. Indeed, according to Piketty’s (2014) analysis,
it took the combination of the devastation of two world wars, high post-war population growth
and the active labour movement to achieve the significant reductions in inequality that occurred
between the start of the 20th century and the 1960s. To better understand the dynamics of
concern about inequality, it is useful to examine tactics that reduce or increase public outrage.
Defenders of inequality can use tactics of cover-up, devaluation, reinterpretation, official channels,
intimidation and rewards to reduce outrage; challengers can use corresponding counter-tactics.

One implication of this analysis is that supporters of social justice need to give attention to
the full range of tactics. It is not enough to assume that evidence and logic are enough on their
own to stimulate action, given that existing perceptions and beliefs work to hide inequality and
the desire to believe in a just world promote the corollary belief that the poor are responsible for
their poverty. Equally it is important to understand the role of official channels, including formal
inquiries, government agencies, and elections. Many people assume that official channels are
always the appropriate avenues for seeking justice and, as long as officials or politicians are
committed to doing something, nothing further is required. However, the lesson from many other
injustices, from sexual harassment to massacres of peaceful protesters, is that when powerful
perpetrators are involved, official channels sometimes give only an appearance of justice.

Many people put their trust in progressive governments to counter the inequality spawned
by unbridled markets, but over the past ‘several decades this trust has been broken repeatedly.
Despite this, citizens often look to governments as the main solution, rather than being part of the
problem. The analysis of the outrage-reducing role of official channels suggests it is more productive
to pursue methods that directly tackle problems, rather than relying on those in positions of
power to act on their behalf. When social problems are highly entrenched, it is to be expected
that formal processes have become implicated in the problems, either contributing to them or
serving as escape valves.

The Occupy movement, an aspect of the global justice movement, has put inequality on the
agenda, so that mainstream media and politicians now take the issue seriously. However, there
are strong forces working against any systemic approach to it, starting with inertia and governments
prioritising economic growth over equality or sustainability. So, it would be easy for inequality to
slip out of public consciousness, as governments raise the alarm about other issues, such as
terrorism. Generation of public outrage is part of the process in addressing poverty and
disadvantage, and in promoting social justice; it needs to be accompanied by long-term efforts
towards different ways of organising society.

ECONOMIC & POLITICAL WEEKLY,
DECEMBER 5, 2015.
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Minimise crop risk
Jitendra

As world leaders congregated at Paris on November 30 to look for ways to mitigate the
effects of climate change, an unusually strong northeast monsoon hit southern India for the third
time in a month. The heavy spells of rain have affected standing crops of pulses, turmeric, onion,
chilli, coriander and banana over thousands of hectares in the region. This is the seventh consecutive
crop failure that most parts of the country have faced due to unforeseen weather events. Earlier
this year, unseasonal rains and hail-storm had hit at least 15 states that produce over 80 per cent
of the country’s food grains. And every time such a disaster hits the country, it pushes farmers
into further distress, and ultimately forces them to commit suicide.

Such growing agrarian crisis due to climate change prompted Delhi-based think tank Centre
for Science and Environment (CSE) to look for ways to protect the country’s farmers, who are
mostly small-scale and marginal. On November 27 and 28, it held a national-level consultation
with farmers, policymakers and activists, who suggested that the government must urgently address
the growing grievance of farmers by introducing scientific ways of estimating crop loss and by
providing universal crop insurance to small and marginal farmers.

Rely on science, not word of mouth

Crop loss assessment is the first step to offer any kind of relief to affected farmers. “But the
existing method in the country is primitive and crude; says Yogendra Yadav of Jai Kisan Andolan,
a farmers’ rights movement. The government assigns the duty to apatwari or lekhpal (lowest-
rung government official of the land revenue department) who has no knowledge of crops nor do
they follow scientific techniques for assessing crop loss. Besides, on an average, a patwari has to
assess 5,000-10,000 hectares. With multiple landholdings, ownerships and crop patterns, this
would take over a month to physically verify the land and ascertain the damage. Since a patwari
has to assess crop loss within two to seven days, in most cases, their assessment is based on
guesswork or information from friends. Devindra Pal Singh, Tehsildar, department of revenue,
Uttar Pradesh, says computerisation of land records can ease some of their burden.
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Remote sensing and technologies like global positioning system (GPS) and geographic
information system (GIS) can significantly improve the accuracy of crop loss assessment, says J.
S. Parihar, former deputy director of the Indian Space Research Organisation. But for this, the
government must first computerise land records and data related to sown crops, and develop a
colour index for different stages of plant growth, Parihar says. He adds that India has the capacity
to increase the number of high-resolution satellites that can precisely monitor large swathes of
farmland.

However, for accurate crop-loss assessment, experts suggest developing a method based
on crowd sourcing. Farmers can use smart phones to upload photographs of their damaged
fields, which will not only provide an idea of crop loss but also geographical location of the field
and details of the farmer.

Provide rightful relief

The government should improve its relief and compensation policy, which at present is non-
existent or only on paper, says Yadav.

In case of a natural calamity, state governments distribute 10 per cent of their disaster relief
funds among the affected farmers. More often than not, they receive only a sum ‘20-100. There
is no clarity over how the relief amount is decided. Criticising the arbitrary nature of the policy, T.
N. Prakash of the Karnataka Agriculture Price Commission, says the government should link
relief money with the minimum support price of the damaged crop. “This should be disbursed on
an urgent basis so that the farmer can use it to grow the next crop,” he says.

While crop insurance should offer safety net to the farmer, it is often twisted in favour of
banks and insurance companies. Banks act as agents to insurance companies and cleverly insure
the crop loan amount. As a result, when a farmer claims insurance, the bank first deducts the loan
amount from the insurance money and disburses the rest. Experts present at the consultation
programme thus suggest delinking crop insurance from bank loan.

They also recommend that the governmet.1tshould introduce universal crop insurance for
all farmers. “The first tier of insurance should be meant for marginal farmers in which the government
should bear the total actuarial premium. The second tier of insurance should be made voluntary
for small and big landholders, in which both the government and the farmer should share the
premium,” Yadav suggests.

Crop loss and insurance compensation should be made justifiable to make it lucrative. For
instance, suggests V M Singh of Rashtriya Kisan Mazdoor Sangathan, in extreme weather
conditions, banks should waive off a sizeable loan amount, instead of deducting loan amount
from insurance money. Experts also suggest introducing weather-based insurance schemes instead
of crop-based insurance. To protect the interest of tenant farmers, they suggest introducing
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legislation on the line of Andhra Pradesh’s Licensed Cultivators Act, under which all tenant farmers
in the state are given identity cards so that they can avail relief and compensation in case of crop
loss.

On the occasion, CSE released a report “Lived Anomaly”, describing how to enable Indian
farmers to cope with extreme weather events.

DOWN TO EARTH,
16-31 DECEMBER, 2015.
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New Irrigation
Strategies for the Future

R. K. Sivanappan

1. Introduction

Land and Water are the basic needs for agriculture. Though both resources are fixed or
constant, the cultivated land area (gross area) can be increased by 2 to 3 times, if the intensity, if
cultivation is stepped up from the present 120% to 200-300%. But this is possible only if water/
moisture is made available to take crops for the 2nd and 3rd time in an year in the same field. It is
expected that the entire available water resource of about 109.50 M.H.M., will be harnessed in
the next 10-15 years. The total irrigated area at the time (2025 AD) will be about 75% of the
gross cultivated area of 210 MHa.

The total agricultural production from about 165 MHa is only around 250M. tons which
means the average yield per hectare is about 1.50ton whereas in China, the average yield per
hectare is about. 4 tons. India has to produce about  450 to 500 MT. by the end of the century
to feed the expected population of about, 1690 million at that time. Therefore higher productivity
per unit per area and bringing more area under irrigation should be achieved to solve the food
problem in the future.

The importance and scarcity of water could be seen from the fact that on global level the per
capita availability of water is about 10,000 cubic meter per year whereas in India, it is only about
2000 cubic meter per person per year. This quantity will be proportionately reduced in the
coming years as the population is increasing steadily especially in India. However the minimum
requirement of water for a reasonable living including irrigation, industry and household purposes
is about 1000 cubic meter/ person / year. It shows that there is an urgent need to conserve and
use the water to the maximum efficiency.

         BOOK REVIEW
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Irrigation presently claims more than, 90% of the water available in the country. It is estimated
that the allocation of water to agriculture will be reduced to about 70% in the next 10-15 years
since the demand of water for industries and municipal needs is expected to increase substantially.
Since agriculture takes bulk of the nation\u2019s water budget, saving even a small percentage
means a large amount of water to meet other needs. The irrigation efficiency in the major irrigation
projects have been estimated at about 35% - 40% and by raising the irrigation efficiency by
10%, enough water would to be saved to supply for the needed areas.

2. Need for economic use of water

It has been recognised that among the basic factors of Agricultural productivity, adequate
(not excess) and timely provision of irrigation water is crucial. The development of irrigation is
given top priority in Indian economy as agriculture contributes about 20% of Grass National
Product (GNP). The overtone of irrigation also arises due to the fact that over 70% of the people
live in rural areas of which more than 70% are directly or indirectly dependent on agriculture for
their livelihood. Further the Investment per hectare in irrigation project has been rising enormously
in the last 5-10 years and it will be more in the coming years due to escalation of prices. The cost
was about Rs. 1500/ hectare during the First Plan period and now it is between 1.50 to 2.0 lakh
per hectare. Hence it is necessary to adopt modern methods to economise the use of water, to
increase productivity and to bring more areas under irrigation. This will not only increase the
production needed, but also minimize the hazards of water logging which bring large areas under
salinity and alkalinity every year.

3. Water resources availability and utilisation

India is blessed with good rainfall and water resources, still the scarcity is felt everywhere
not only for agriculture but also for drinking purposes. The average annual rainfall is about 1150mm
compared to world average of about 840 mm. The sunshine is also favourable to take crops
throughout the year, but the every-growing population demand the optimum utilisation of the
fixed land and water resources of the country. It is estimated that the average annual surface flow
is about 195 MHM of which only about 69 MHM is harmessable/ utilisable due to the terrain
conditions, rain during a few months, suitable sites for dams are limited and due to political
reasons. Similarly, the annual recharge of ground water is estimated at about 43 MHM and the
utlilisable amount is about 39.5KHM.

As regards ground water, the utilisable amount depends not only on the quantity of water
available, but also on its quality. At the same time, not all this water (79+39.50=108.50) i.e.,
108.50 MHM would be available for irrigation as there would be demands for other purposes
like municipal, industries including thermal, nuclear power, recreation etc. Through the irrigated
area in 1950-51 was only about 21 MH, this has been increased to about 100 MH at the end
11th plan (2011). The entire utilisable water will be harmessable by 2020/25 AD. But in many
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States like Tamil Nadu, the entire water resources already have been fully utilised, but the percentage
of irrigation is only about 50. In States like Maharashtra, Karnataka and Gujarat, even after
utilising the entire available water, the percentage of irrigated area to sown areas will be less than
40%.

4. Increasing water supply to cater to needs

The increasing scarcity of water and its implication for the economy of the country have
become the most concern of the Government and it may be expected that this will increase in the
years to come. The lessons derived from the study of the present situation show that only by
investing a major effort in water saving, it will be possible to maintain a reasonable growth rate of
that part of the national income dependent on irrigated agriculture in the areas where water is a
limiting factor. Hence there is an immediate need to find out ways and means to increase the
water supply. Since rainfall is constant, the alternatives are desalination, saltwater utilisation, re-
use of wastewaters, weather modification and improved water management practices or new
irrigation strategies.

5. Water management practices

The following are the new irrigation strategies which can be introduced to overcome the
problem discussed above:-

a) Proper method of irrigation canal and tank command areas. specially for paddy.

b) Providing drainage and re-use of drained water if it is suitable.

c) Conjunctive use of surface and ground water.

d) Using sprinkler irrigation in canal/tank command areas for closely spaced Millets and
commercial Crops.

e) Introducing drip irrigation in well irrigated areas for-wide spaced high value crops

f) Micro irrigation for closely spaced crops like sugar-cane, vegetables, cotton etc., by
adopting crop gomentry (Paired row method).

g) Introducing the concept of supplemental irrigation / protective irrigation even for dry land
crops to increase the yields.

h) Irrigation based on Water/ fertiliser production function curves.

i) Training the farmers and extension· officers on water management.
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j) Conducting Seminars/workshops in villages to bring awareness to all farmers in villages.

k) Demonstration / Pilot Programmes in the farmers’ field to use water judiciously such as:

l) Proper Method of Irrigation in Canal Command Areas specially for paddy.

In major irrigation projects, water is flowing continuously and the farmers use as much
water as possible without understanding the adverse effect of over irrigation. In many cases, they
do it? So they are not sure whether they can get water for the next irrigation. in many projects
especially in the Southern States, the ayacut is fixed and canals are designed taking the duty
(water requirements) as 40-60 acres/cusec for paddy and 80-100 acres / cusec for dry crops. It
is observed that the farmers use about 1500-3000 mm of water for paddy though the consumptive
requirement is only about 800 mm. Unless, the design of the channel and concept of duty are
changed, it is not possible to economise the use of water. Since paddy crop consumes about
45% of the total agricultural water in the country and about 70% - 75% of the water in Tamil
Nadu State, it is necessary to introduce the water saving method of irrigation, which means
irrigating only to a depth of 3-4 cm as soon as the standing water disappears in the field. It is also
suggested that the channels should have proper water control structures to regulate and supply
water. SRI Method is the latest technology for Paddy irrigation to save water and to increase the
yields.

(ii) Providing Drainage and Re-use of Water

Irrigation and drainage are like the two eyes of human beings. These two are complimentary
to each other. But in most of our irrigation projects, drainage channels are either not provided or
inadequate. This results in water logging and the land hugs saline / alkaline. The delta lands of I e
in Egypt and the river in Vietnam have been provided with good drainage and if drainage water
is found good, is again re-used for irrigation; otherwise the bad quality of water is pumped into
the sea. Action may be taken in this direction to obtain more yield and to eliminate water logging
problems.

(iii) Conjunctive Use of Surface and Ground Water

In many tanks / canal command areas, groundwater is not used for crops. But at the same.
But at that time, the water table is always very near or at the ground level, thus affecting the crop
growth and yield. To maintain ground water table at least 6 to 7 feet below ground level, the
farmers should have their own well and pump the water for irrigation. In the Nile delta of Egypt,
the charm I itself is taken 3-4 feet below the ground level purposely so that the farmers can
irrigate their lands by lifting / pumping only by pumping. Further, controlled irrigation will minimise
the water use of the crops and different crops can be grown at a time. It is therefore recommended
that the Government should encourage river pumping schemes rather than canal irrigation schemes
at least in the future.
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(iv) Using Sprinkler Irrigation in Canal/Tank Command Areas.

Studies have shown that water saving is about 30-40% in sprinkler irrigation. It is time now
to introduce this method for all closely spaced crops like millets, groundnut, pulses, wheat etc.
Though late, the Central Board of Irrigation has initiated steps to take up research in this direction
in recent years by sponsoring research projects in various institutions such as universities even for
rice crop.

(v) Introduction Drip Irrigation in Areas irrigated from wells.

Wells contribute about 40-45% of the area under irrigation. In many places, the water table
is either steadily depleting or wells completely dried up. Drip irrigation method which is very well
suited for all row crops especially for wide spaced crops can be introduced in these places.
Studies have indicated that in the drip method the saving of water is about750-70o/a and-. yield
about 10-100% for various-crops.- This new method has great scope especially in South India.

(vi) Drip with paired row Irrigation for Sugarcane, Vegetables, Cotton etc.

Paired row irrigation is extensively used in Drip with many parts in Tamil Nadu. This advanced
technology is now available to Indian farmers. This system is very well suited to all close-growing
row crops such as sugar-cane, cotton, vegetable, grapes, pine apple, onion to reduce cost of
drip system. This method not only saves about 50-70% of water used, but also increases the
yield by about 10-100%. One farmer in Kopergoan, Ahamed Nagar District, Maharashtra State
has obtained an yield of 50 Tonnes of Tomato in one acre of land by introducing this technology.

(vii) Introducing the Concept of Supplemental/ Protective Irrigation in dry land cultivation

Soil and Water Conservation and Management practices should be implemented on
watershed basis. In addition, the aim should be to provide one/two supplement/ protective irrigation
when the crop needs in dry land cultivation. Wells may be provided in the watershed, based on
the availability of ground water and made to give supplemental/or Protective irrigation by sprinkler/
drip methods. This will enhance the yield of dry land crops.

(viii) Irrigation based on Water and Fertilizer Production Function Curves

To allocate water efficiently for use in crop production, it is necessary to know the relation
between water requirement and the yields of various crops for given climatic conditions and
given levels of other essential input i.e., fertilizer. Scientists have worked out the response curves
for water and fertilizer and based on the results, water can be allocated to obtain more yield from
unit quantity of water and fertilisers. This information can be used to determine how much area of
what crop may be optimal to plant fertiliser with given supplies of water.
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(ix) Training Farmers/ Extension Officers.

Training in water management may be given to the farmers based on their need and to the
extension officers to know and to understand the various research findings in water management.

(x) Conducting Seminar and Workshop

To get the problems solved, to disseminate the research findings on various irrigation methods,
and to bring awareness of the scarcity of water and use it efficiently, it is necessary to organise
seminars / workshops for all the category of personnel at appropriate levels in Villages and block
Head Quarters.

(xi) Pilot and Demonstration Farms

Since irrigation is as old as civilisation, it is difficult to change the attitude of many planners
from the present concept applying more water than required especially when water is available in
plenty in canals, tanks or wells. It is necessary to have number of demonstrations / pilot plots in
the farmers’ fields based on the research findings for various irrigation methods for various crops.
Once the farmers are convinced about the advantages / economics of the new technology, this
will be taken up by then without any hesitation.

KISAN WORLD,

DECEMBER 2015.
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THE LEGISLATIVE BODIES IN SESSION DURING THE MONTH OF DECEMBER 2015

Sl. Name of Assembly/Council Duration
No.

 1. Loksabha 26.11.2015 - 23.12.2015

 2. Rajyasabha 26.11.2015 - 23.12.2015

 3. Andhra Pradesh Legislative Council 17.12.2015 -

 4. Andhra Pradesh Legislative Assembly 17.12.2015 -

 5. Assam Legislative Assembly 7.12.2015 - 11.12.2015

 6. Bihar Legislative Council 30.11.2015 - 08.12.2015

 7 Bihar Legislative Assembly 30.11.2015 - 08.12.2015

 8. Chhattisgarh Legislative Assembly 16.12.2015 - 23.12.2015

 9. Delhi Legislative Assembly 18.11.2015 - 04.12.2015

 10. Himachal Pradesh Legislative Assembly 30.11.2015 - 04.12.2015

 11. Jharkhand Legislative Assembly 15.12.2015 - 22.12.2015

 12. Odisha Legislative Assembly 01.12.2015 - 26.12.2015
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Site Address of Legislative Bodies in India

Sl.No Name of Assembly/Council Site Address

1. Loksabha loksabha.nic.in

2. Rajyasabha rajyasabha.nic.in

3. Andhra Pradesh Legislative Council aplegislature.org

4. Andhra Pradesh Legislative Assembly aplegislature.org

5. Arunachal Pradesh Legislative Assembly arunachalassembly.gov.in

6. Assam Legislative Assembly assamassembly.nic.in

7. Bihar Legislative Assembly vidhansabha.bih.nic.in

8. Bihar Legislative Council biharvidhanparishad.gov.in

9. Chhattisgarh Legislative Assembly cgvidhansabha.gov.in

10. Delhi Legislative Assembly delhiassembly.nic.in

11. Goa Legislative Assembly goavidhansabha.gov.in

12. Gujarat Legislative Assembly gujaratassembly.gov.in

13. Harayana Legislative Assembly haryanaassembly.gov.in

14. Himachal Pradesh Legislative Assembly hpvidhansabha.nic.in

15. Jammu and Kashmir Legislative Assembly jklegislativeassembly.nic.in

16. Jammu and Kashmir Legislative Council jklegislativecouncil.nic.in

17. Jharkhand Legislative Assembly jharkhandvidhansabha.nic.in

18. Karnataka Legislative Assembly kar.nic.in/kla/assembly

19. Karnataka Legislative Council kar.nic.in/kla/council/council



34

20. Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly mpvidhansabha.nic.in

21. Maharashtra Legislative Assembly mls.org.in/Assembly

22. Maharashtra Legislative Council mls.org.in/Council

23. Manipur Legislative Assembly manipurassembly.nic.in/

24. Meghalaya Legislative Assembly megassembly.gov.in/

25. Mizoram Legislative Assembly mizoramassembly.in

26. Nagaland Legislative Assembly http:/nagaland.nic.in

27. Odisha Legislative Assembly odishaassembly.nic.in

28. Puducherry Legislative Assembly www.py.gov.in

29. Punjab Legislative Assembly punjabassembly.nic.in

30. Rajasthan Legislative Assembly rajassembly.nic.in/

31. Sikkim Legislative Assembly sikkimasembly.org

32. Tamil Nadu Legislative Assembly assembly.tn.gov.in

33. Tripura Legislative Assembly tripuraassembly.nic.in/

34. Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly uplegassembly.nic.in

35. Uttar Pradesh Legislative Council upvidhanparishad.nic.in

36. Uttarakhand Legislative Assembly ukvidhansabha.uk.gov.in

37. West Bengal Legislative Assembly wbassembly.gov.in/

38. Telangana Legislative Assembly telanganalegislature.org.in


