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The human species is a very successful one. It has existed only for a couple of hundred thousand years. In this short span of life it has spread from its east African home to the entire globe – from Amazon to Alaska to the Tundras and to the scattered islands in all the oceans in the world. This spread occurred in the past 50000 years. Though structurally weaker than many other species, humans have acquired mastery over all of them. It is a successful species because it has continuously increased its longevity and its population – the two cardinal indices of the success of any species. There was a time, not long ago when during all wakeful hours it has to either hunt food or escape from being hunted by beasts of prey. Today, thanks to invention of agriculture and to the development of science and technology, humans need not spent more than a couple of hours a day to produce everything, which increase the physical and spiritual qualities of life and need not be afraid of other species and can spent bulk of the time in typically human activities, like, as Marx says, playing, listening to music, engaging in literary criticism or go mountaineering. Yes, as Marx told, human species was at the threshold of a new history, a truly human history, leaving behind a history plagued by annual limitations of sheer existence.

But, unfortunately, the species has moved, during the past century, in a totally different direction. Instead of being liberated from animal limitations, the species has been surrounded by increasing needs and overwhelmed by reptilian instincts of fright, flight and fight. Most of us have a subconscious feeling that the species is moving towards some form of a catastrophe which may lead even to the extinction of the species.

Karl Marx wrote in Das Kapital, Vol 3:
“Even  an entire society a nation or all simultaneously existing societies together, are not owners of the earth. They are simply its possessors, its beneficiaries and have to bequeath it in an improved state to succeeding generations, as boni patres familias (good heads of the household)
Wonderful. But what sort of an earth we are bequeathing to the coming generations? What sort of a relational culture we are bequeathing to them?
Eric Hobsbaum concluded his book The Age of Extremes: A Short History of Twentieth Century, with the following paragraph.

We do not know where we are going.  We only know that history has brought us to this point and – if readers share the arguments of this book – why?   However one thing is plain.  If humanity is to have a recognizable future, it cannot be by prolonging the past or the present.   If we try to build the third millennium on that basis, we shall fail.  And the price for failure, that is to say, the alternative to a changed society, is darkness.

During the decade and half since he wrote these lines, we have been moving towards darkness, in spite of the apparent brightness.
Most of us feel that in spite of all the progress made in science and technology and tremendous advancement in knowledge during the past two centuries human species is leading towards some form of catastrophe, which may even lead into its extinction.  We are not clear about details.  It has economic and political elements in it, ecological and ethical elements too. We know that  people all over the world, the rich and poor in all countries, are feeling more and more insecure.  More and more are led to believe in the doctrine of  “survival and advancement of the fittest”. They argue that human beings  are essentially selfish and nothing can alter their nature, that cooperation and collectivism are only short-lived aspects of the so-called civilization.  They fail to recognize that such a relatively weak species as humans could not have evolved and survived without cooperation and that cooperation is essentially an evolutionary and biological character.  Apparently humans are feverishly trying to acquire animal character and behaviour! Nation against nation, white against coloured, north against south, religion against religion, language against language, caste against caste, tribe against tribe.... at every place it is “against”.

Everyday many a species become extinct, we are told.  In hundred years humans too may become extinct due to any one of the above reasons. So what? Isn’t it the law of nature? Some ask.  But, humans know the laws of nature and hence are free to use them in a way to benefit themselves.  No biological species “consciously’ wish to become extinct.  It is against law of nature because one fundamental characteristic of life is “to resist death”. 


Quite apart from the question of future extinction, none of us is happy about the present.  There is too much suffering in this world – too much of poverty, hunger, diseases...   There is actually no need for this.  Nobody wants to suffer.  It is a product of human action and inaction.  The rich nations are becoming richer, poor nations  poorer; the rich in every country is becoming more and more rich, the poor ones becoming poorer.  Money begets money, power begets power, and also money. All these we know.


The socialist experiment of the last century was an attempt to resist this.  With the failure of this experiment and the downfall of the erstwhile Soviet Union, capitalism is now masquerading  as the highest ever possible form of social organization (End of History?).  It looks today invincible.  But, as we know, it is ridden with internal and external contradictions.  It promotes neo-fascism in various forms.  While Stalin is despised Hitler is becoming more and more respectable, Ku Klux Klans are becoming fashionable.  If not destroyed by internal contradictions, capitalism is bound to get destroyed by external contradictions. It is based on the creation of newer and newer needs and production of goods and services to satisfy those needs.  This demands ever increasing rates of consumption of natural resources, which are finite.  Increasing resource crunch is already leading to increased hostilities amongst nations.  Twentieth century  saw many wars to gain control over natural resources.  Today a few countries led by USA have total or partial control of natural resources throughout the entire world.  They have forced all the nations to be “under” WTO-IMF-WB dictatorship, which essentially is the dictatorship of USA. (About the dictatorial character of the USA, there is no necessity of any proof.) The last decade of the twentieth century has seen a phenomenal  increase in the arrogance of this dictator.  This is made all the more easy for them because of the mistaken notion that “development = progress= growth”, shared widely, even by the people who are subjects of exploitation of this equation.  In every country in this world, even in the poorest countries there exists a small group who are more at home in the USA, who aspire to become like Americans! And they form the ruling class.  They are eager to “restructure”, to “liberalize”  and to “globalize”, not because they think it is better for the country, but because they know that it is better for themselves.  No initiative will come from them to change the course of “development”, to end the suffering of the millions.  Those who suffer and want to put an end to their suffering have to join hands and act.  They belong to the developed and developing countries, to the North and South, to the white, black and coloured, to Christians and Muslims, to Hindus and Buddhists....  They have to join hands in a “holy war” against the greedy and against greediness within themselves.  We have to develop a strategy for this “holy war”, its philosophy, its ethics, its economics and politics and a plan to prepare for it emotionally and materially.

The natural resources are getting depleted at alarmingly increasing rates, particularly so in the case of oil and potable water.  The imperialist powers are competing among themselves to gain control of the remaining sources.  World War II really never ended.  It continued in the form of aggression on the third world countries:  Korea, Vietnam, Cuba, Chile, Nicaragua, Guatimala, Afghanistan, Iraq, Iran, North Korea …….  the list covers the entire globe.  However, resources being finite, it is a simple arithmetical truth that exponentially increasing utilization can be sustained only for a very limited length of time


While resources are getting depleted sinks are overflowing.   An ecological chain reaction has already been initiated.  This is visible nowhere more than in the increasing vagaries of weather.   The scientists feared decades ago, that even a small increase in the average temperature of the atmosphere means unimaginably large increase in its energy content which will upset its existing, delicate, dynamic stability leading to increasingly unstable weather conditions and altered climate.  This has come true.

Increase in inequity, depletion of natural resources and degradation of the environment are inseparable from the capitalist system.  Either we reorganize our society, as Hobsbaum says, or face certain degeneration into barbarism.  How? This requires action backed up by ideology.
IN DEFENSE OF  IDEOLOGY


Four decades ago there were people who shuddered when they heard the word ‘ideology’.  They equated it with  Stalinism, and only Stalinism, which they hated more than capitalism on whose ideology they preferred to close their eyes.   They called all ideologies ‘grand narratives’ and accuse them as being always ‘violent’.   In fact they were propagating an ideology of “now and here, each for herself / himself”.  This is, according to me, patently contra to the evolutionary character of human species.  The species survived because of a ‘one for all and all for one’ ideology, an ideology of co-operation and not of absolute and universal atomization and competition.   

Everybody who is alive has got an ideology.   She / he would have internalized one narrative or another.  For a totally isolated tribal community their local narrative seems to be fully satisfactory.   It becomes a grand narrative for them.   But most of us live in societies which are globally interconnected.   Many problems we face do not have local solutions but only global ones.   We cannot find these solutions with out the help of “Grand Narratives” which help us to understand where we are?,   how we reached here?,   what prevents us from moving further in a direction  which we choose?   what bondages limit our freedom? etc.


I want to argue that rereading Marx and understanding Marxism differently from the main stream Marxists of the twentieth century can provide us the basic elements for such an ideology.   There are certain boundary conditions put by Marxism which have been overlooked by the hither to practitioners.   

1. Gradual dissolution of the difference between the village and the town, between agriculture and industry (i.e. against metropolises like London).

“Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries; gradual abolition of difference between town and country by a more equable distribution of the population over the country” – Communist Manifesto

“The more a country proceeds from large scale industry as a background of its development, as in the case of United States, the more rapid is this process of destruction”.    – Karl Marx, Capital Vol 1
2. Emancipation from Alienation: This requires not only changes in the production relations and development of productive forces but also redefining objectives of production. For consumption and not for profit. The passage from German Ideology referring to the freedom of activity does not mean unlimited abundance, but wisdom to recognize need from greed.  That “man is on the threshold of liberation that he can from now on embark upon truly human avocations” too does not mean unlimited abundance.   Unlimited abundance demands not only limitless resources but also ever increasing labour time in spite of enhanced productive forces.   The “catching up with USA” slogan is based on increase in the abundance and consequently increased alienation.

3. Emancipation demands participation.  Real participation can only be in democracy.   Both demand smaller scales of  operation.  People can have better control over local economy,  politics and culture.  If global issues predominate in the impact on their lives, there is no freedom or emancipation.   So strengthening of local economy in relation to the global economy is an essential pre-condition for emancipation.
4. If local economy is to succeed small scale production should become effective.  Small has to become powerful, not merely beautiful.
5. Marx demands intergenerational equity or sustainability.   This would require, ultimately, total reliance on fully renewable and recyclable resources.  Sun is the only source of renewable energy as it is today.   Without solar energy there cannot be any democracy.  Further, production technologies will have to be so revised as to make total recycling possible.   This is important from the point of view of regenerating and protecting the environment also.

All these concerns will have to be integrated into the ideology of the new society. For this we require redefining certain old concepts and introducing a few new ones.
Development 

The total material production shall not continue to increase exponentially as it is today. The rate of growth shall slow down and asymptotically approach a desirable level. In case of underdeveloped countries, the rate of growth may increase to begin with before deceleration sets in. In the case of developed countries even absolute production will have to come down. Their leisure time will increase. They will become more and more emancipated. Human population too cannot expand indefinitely, it has to be stabilized. If not, the future is bleak. Even the present is unpleasant. How soon and at what level the population would stabilize is debatable. People expect it to stabilize by 2050 at anywhere between 12 and 15 billion. This earth can support even such a large population, if we are able to avoid wastage and ensure sustainability. As far as production of goods is concerned it has (i) to come down for developed nations (ii) go up for under-developed nations. The stable point may be at 10-12% of the level of the developed and at 5-8 times present level of the underdeveloped. For the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin America substantial improvement in the availability of food, clothing, housing, health care, education, etc., is called for. Here, we have to integrate three important components : (i) spatial habitat pattern (ii) spatial distribution of resources and (iii) distribution of the control over resources. Today, they are all at loggerheads with each other. In areas of high population we have comparatively less resources. Countries rich in resources have only small population. The control over resources is even more skewed. Resources all over the word are under the control of a minority, in a limited number of nations. Population is prevented from moving from one area to another, while resources are forcefully carried away. But the habitat pattern within a country can be planned. Its resources can be brought under the full control of its people. With the help of S &T, new resources can be found, limited resources can be recycled again and again. With some imaginative planning, the distance to be traveled by members of a family or a community not by choice, but by necessity can be brought down considerably.  The cancerous urbanization, so eloquently opposed by Marx, is leading us to increased travel time and  bumper- to- bumper traffic conditions and to what is called ‘road-rage’. This can be prevented. 

Equity 

One picture that becomes sharper and sharper as we look into the history of humanity is that of concentration of wealth in fewer and fewer hands. The gap between haves and have-nots has been continuously increasing. The world ‘millionaire’ has given away to ‘multi-billionaire, and to ‘trillionaire’. The wealth of people like Bill Gates, or Sultan of Brunei is beyond the comprehension of human mind. It is something akin to the distance to stars, the nearest of which is four million million kilometers away. Wealth of Bill Gates is 25 million million rupees. What does that mean! He can purchase the whole of Kerala and Tamil Nadu with his wealth. 


Absolute poverty is increasing in many parts of the world. Relative poverty is increasing even faster. The majority of people in the Indian states of Bihar, Orissa... etc., and most African countries live in abject poverty. At the same time metropolitan towns like, Mumbai, Delhi, Beijing, Shanghai, Manila, Colombo etc are centres of vulgar richness and extravaganza – an explosion of star hotels, luxurious holiday resorts, casinos, etc. Their wastage and extravaganza will make any sensitive human being utterly sick. You will literally vomit. So dirty is the immorality of  vulgar richness. The New World will incessantly fight against such immoral inequalities and eradicate them. The interim objective will be to reverse the trend of enrichment and impoverishment, to establish processes of decreasing inequalities. Economic planning can be so organized to help this.  A small example will illustrate this.


The economic foundation of India is weak. It has to be strengthened. There are no two opinions about it. The per capita income has to be doubled and trebled. But how? There are various ways. We can strengthen primary sector activities like agriculture, fishing, animal husbandry, etc. We can modernize and improve traditional industries like handloom, brick and tile, etc. We can start new agro-processing industries- based on mango, jack fruit, banana, papaya, vegetables, tapioca, coconut, fish, meat, etc. We can strengthen conventional heavy industries like aluminum, zinc, caustic soda, chemical fertilizers, etc. Or go for modern industries like electrical, electronic and mechanical products – machine tools, computers, components, control equipment etc, we can opt frontier areas like software, biotechnology, tissue culture, GM products, high- tech tourism, express highways, etc. Each choice has a different impact on income distribution. Primary sector, agro-processing and traditional industries will preferentially help the have-nots. Highway, frontier industries, etc., will make the rich more rich. Even agriculture can be so planned that only the rich benefit from it. The point is that through conscious planning, one can generate economic activities which would preferentially benefit the poor and thus reduce the poor-rich gap. Unfortunately, neo-liberal globalization insists on the opposite. Following their advice, the rich are becoming richer and the poor are becoming poorer. This has to be resisted. 

Security 

Just like food, clothing and shelter, long term security too is a basic human need - the guarantee that not only self, but also children and their children are assured of these basic necessities, including education and health care. If the society can assure each citizen that she/he and their off-springs will be taken care of, will be provided with all basic needs, will have the right to work and right to earn a livelihood, then the tendency /necessity to amass wealth by hook or crook can be curbed. The second- generation citizens of the erstwhile Soviet Union had experienced this. They never had any anxiety about their own future or about that of their children. The downfall of the system was not caused by the selfishness of the people, but amongst other factors, by degeneration of the party leadership and the bureaucracy and the absence of a corrective mechanism. When the means of production come totally under the control of the society it is easy to give this assurance. Besides the needs of the existing generation, those of the future generations too can be foreseen. Even during the transition stage, much can be done. The various insurance schemes, on life, education, health, vehicle, home, etc., are indicators of what is possible. Instead of individual responsibility, this can be made into a collective programme. We can extend their scope. Some programmes that can be thought of:

(a) Statutory and universal public distribution system, extending the products to all common needs, can be instituted.

(b) Improve quality of public education, improve their physical amenities and continue it to be free. 

(c) Quality of services in all health care institutions, from PHCs upwards can be improved, physical infrastructure can be upgraded.

(d) Ensure that no child is undernourished. Improve quality and quantity of school feeding- provide breakfast and evening tiffin besides noon-meal. Institute free ‘kiddies’ kitchens' at walkable distance from home for night and holiday meals etc. 

(e) Ensure income earning employment/ activity for all able-bodied persons. Provide necessary support to those who are sick or old. 

One can calculate how much extra social expenditure is required to carry out the above. One can also explore whether this can be carried out at sub-national levels. An over- the- envelope calculation shows that 5 – 8% of the GNP would suffice for most of this. Savings from wasteful expenses on goods and services without any welfare value would be sufficient.

Sustainability 

We believe that a system which allows a few to live in five star styles, condemning the majority into slums is immoral. We try to build a world of equity. But, if in the process we waste the limited natural resources, pollute the air and water, cause irreversible damage to the environment, then succeeding generations are denied of the right to even minimum needs. This shatters inter-generational equity. For humans who worry about their children and grandchildren, this path is not acceptable. We want to see that our children live better than us and not worse. Every succeeding generation should live better and better. This is the essence of sustainability. Nobody has put it more beautifully and more powerfully than Karl Marx. As quoted earlier he wrote In Capital Vol. III: humans "are not owners of the earth. They are simply its possessors, its beneficiaries, and have to bequeath it in an improved state to succeeding generations as boni patres familias (good heads of households)."(15)

There are two conflicting requirements – increase in quality of life and long- term sustainability. The first demands, as per current thought, increased consumption and increased use of natural resources. Should we put limits to consumption? Long-term sustainability? How long? Millions of years? Or hundreds of years or a few generations? Definitely not a few generations. We are speaking about thousands and thousands of years, at least. This demands drastic changes in consumption pattern. We have to develop cent per cent recyclability. That would be the big challenge before S & T. 


There is only one source of energy which can be used for millions of years : solar energy. Fossil fuels will be exhausted within a few decades. But we can obtain as much energy as we need from the Sun. Technology has to be developed to extract it efficiently and sustainably. It should be possible to do it in a distributed manner and on small scales.


When the desired materials exist in nature in a concentrated form we call it a ‘resource’. Use of this resource leads to dilution and to transformation. For example carbon in the coal underground on burning becomes carbon-di-oxide and gets distributed in the atmosphere. It is difficult to get back the carbon from this CO2, though not impossible. Plants do it through photo-synthesis. None of the resources we make use of really disappears. It is only transformed and diluted – be it iron or aluminum, zinc or mercury. They are there – in the soil and in the sea. Once we develop technologies which can back extract these individual metals and other materials, using only solar energy, then the problem of resource scarcity will be solved for ever. Instead of spending money and effort to develop weapons of mass destruction and commodities with no welfare value, scientists and technologists can be asked to work on this problem.


Already humankind has released into the environment pollutants in unbearable quantities. On the one hand, it is leading to climatic changes. On the other hand, the entire bio-diversity and life itself is under threat. The nuclear wastes, which cannot be transformed are a permanent source of danger. They are under ‘safe custody’ today. But this ‘safety’ has a cost on it. How can these wastes be converted into resources? There is no dearth of challenge to scientists and technologists. 


It is obvious that the entire production process needs to be restructured. To help this, we can define a few more concepts like Wastage Index, Dehumanization Index, Participation Index and Self-sufficiency Index. 

Welfare Value


This is a new concept.   In economics we are familiar with use values and exchange values. Welfare is a socio economic category.   Society values certain uses and abhors certain others. Food satisfies hunger and sustains life. Without it we can’t live.  With less of it we feel miserable. It has got high welfare value for the society.   Weapons of destruction are not liked by anybody.   They are often, forced to accept it as a necessary evil. For military bosses it has high welfare value. We agree.  For hoarders of food grains its shortage has high welfare value. But we are speaking about the welfare of the society and not of some individuals.   There are, of course, a large number of products in the grey area whose welfare value is suspect. Then we can categorize goods and services into those which the masses can enjoy (mass goods) and those which only the rich or very rich (class goods) can enjoy.   The welfare value, to the society, of the later is smaller than the former.  More resources will be channelised to produce mass goods.   The welfare value of many goods depends very much on social perception.   The criteria to be applied, then, are 

i) who are the consumers

ii) impact on natural resources

iii) impact on environment

iv) impact on longevity
Wastage Index 

There are certain interesting facts which one can see on looking at the history of human civilization. One fact is that the distance humans are required to travel over a life time has been continuously increasing. The more developed a society is, the larger is this distance. These are not pleasure trips, but forced travel to earn a livelihood. People commute from Kalyan, and even Pune, to Mumbai and back. The plight of a housewife who has to travel from Thiruvananthapuram to Kochi and back daily is really a sad one. But this is the price we are forced to pay for ‘progress’. The distance travelled by an average American citizen, throughout his / her life time for work and back is far higher than the same for an average Indian. The unscientific organization of habitat and employment is the culprit. But this is necessary for automobile manufacturers. Not only distances travelled by humans but also transportation distance of commodities have increased.  A century or so ago most of the goods required for the existence of a community used to be made within that community or in the neighbouring community. Today most of the same commodities travel from one continent to another. Production is concentrated at locations which offered maximum profit. Raw material and finished products are hauled over thousands of kilometers. Much of the hidden expenses in this are borne not by the capitalists, but by the people.  Capitalists are concerned only with their individual profit. It should be possible to reduce the forced travel distance of humans and the haulage distance of commodities. The quantity Waste Index is used as a measure of the present situation. It has two components: Citizens Travel Index and Commodity Haulage Index. The Citizen Travel Index is defined in terms of the average distance travelled by a citizen per year. Tendencies are more important than absolute values. Over a definite period of time, say 10 years to what extend this has decreased or increased – this is what we are interested. It is desirable to reduce the forced travel time and distance. 


Commodities are, in fact, congealed labour. This labour can be expressed in terms of hours or in dollars or in rupees. We make a detailed list of all commodities consumed by an individual over a period of one year. Each has got a price and is produced at a locality near to you or far away from you. Even in one product, different components might have been made in different places. Let us take, for example, a box of matches. Its case, its label, the chemicals used – each has been made in different places. At the end it reaches the consumer. Different commodities and different elements have travelled different distances before reaching the consumer. If we multiply the value- price- by the distance it has travelled and add them all we get the consumption in dollar/ rupee – kilometers. If this is divided by the average per capita consumption in dollars or rupees we get a ‘distance’ consumed by us. We can monitor the change in this – increase or decrease –year after year,. To put it in simple terms, it is desirable to reduce forced travel of humans as well as transportation distance of commodities. In other words material life should be localized, as far as possible. This is not applicable to culture or knowledge. 

Dehumanization Index 

A situation demanding more and more police and jails to maintain law and order is not a desirable one. It means that the citizens are living in constant fear. This is, really, the case in the USA. Further, if a country has to spend a substantial part of its income to maintain a huge army for defense or for offense, a situation when it has to sacrifice large number of its youth on battle fields, this too is an unenviable one. Reduction in the expenses for law and order as well as defense is an improvement in humanism.  The opposite is de-humanization. Public education and health care are two very important social needs. Ability to set apart more resources for this increases the quality of life. If we divide the total expenditure on police, jail, courts, military, and administration by the total expenditure on education, health care etc. we get a quantity which can be termed as ‘dehumanization index." The objective should be to reduce this continuously.   The US is one of the most dehumanized countries in the world. 

Participation Index 

When we speak about equity and justice there is one point that is to be born in mind. This shall not be the charity of the rich and the powerful in the community. It has to be a natural state for the society. If a substantial percentage of the population has to dependant on charity- pension it is not a desirable situation, even if it is done. Nobody wants to depend on other’s charity all the time. The saying that human tendency is to evade labour, to make money by hook and crook, is an exaggeration. Yes, today there are a number of very rich people who live a luxurious life without doing one hour’s work a day. This is made possible because of the recognition given by the people to private ownership of means of production and capital. The majority of the people cannot live like this, and do not want it too. Participation is both a material need and a spiritual need for them. 


Economic production is carried out not individually, but collectively. It is the sum total of such collective activities that constitute the society and various forms of ‘social contracts’. In this each individual has a role to play – not only in economic production but also in maintaining the necessary collectivity. Politics is an important part of this. Every individual might be involved in some or other form of public action. But some are ‘full-time’ political activists, some are permanent critics. This is not a good division. Every citizen has to undertake and fulfill some part of the social responsibility including politics. In India, especially in Kerala, grama sabha is an ideal platform on which every citizen can participate. The time they spend on class organizations, mass organizations, political parties, cultural organizations, etc., all constitute what we call ‘participation’. More the time spent by average citizen in socio-political activities and less the number of ‘full time’ socio political workers the higher is the element of participation in it – social participation. An interesting comparison will be between the KSSP and a traditional NGO. In the latter, almost every person is a full time paid member. Social participation is practically nil. In the former, in the KSSP, more than 98 per cent of the activities are carried out by the members without any remuneration. Social participation is the highest there. 

But, economic participation is measured differently, in terms of production, in terms of equity ratio. The average per capita income of the poorest 20% of the community, divided by that of the richest 20% gives a measure of income equity, reflecting economic participation. The nearer it is to 1.00, higher is the level of economic participation. 

Self-Sufficiency  

It is a common refrain that having liberated from military imperialism, the third world countries are being now subjected to economic imperialism. They are becoming less and less self-reliant, becoming more and more dependant. In the process they are losing political sovereignty too. How can they regain their sovereignty? Even within a single country there are regions where citizens feel that other regions are exploiting them. Gandhiji always spoke of self-sufficiency and not only of self-reliance. It has become, however, fashionable to argue that no town, no country can be fully self-sufficient. Increasing inter-dependence is the rule of the day. Unfortunately, inter-dependence gradually turn into dependence.  We can become increasingly self sufficient at all levels, though not fully selfsufficient.   It is argued here that ‘self-sufficiency" is neither an unscientific concept nor an utopian one. Once we start differentiating need and greed, the criteria for self-sufficiency become clearer. Needs are to be understood in terms of Human Development as referred to earlier and not in terms of mechanical consumption. To satisfy needs people have to produce - convert natural resources into consumable goods. The intermediate agents are tools, skills and knowledge. They strengthen one other. Self-sufficiency increases in accordance with the growth of knowledge, skills and tools on the one hand and enlargement of the geographical area, leading to increased availability and diversity of natural resources on the other hand. Kerala cannot be self-sufficient in rice, but can be self-sufficient in calories, proteins, minerals and vitamins. India can be self-sufficient not only in food grains, but also in providing for every genuine human need. A country’s, a community’s self-sufficiency can be measured in terms of what percentage of its genuine human needs can be met from within. A reduction in average commodity haulage, referred to above, will be possible only with increasing levels of self-sufficiency.

All these demand a radical revision in the understanding of human progress or human development.

Human Development

· Human development is to be understood in “human” terms.  It should mean continuous increase in Physical and Spiritual Qualities of Life and nothing else- spiritual means non-material and not simply religious or relating to a world after death.
· A High PQL implies:

i) A high effective life expectation. “Effective”-means crude life expectation at birth minus life-time integrated morbidity (physical and mental) period.

ii) A healthy balance between physical labour and intellectual labour (between town and country side, between industry and  agriculture...) with increasing leisure.
iii) Fully sustainable use of natural resources – capability to derive all the energy required from the Sun and all the materials required from the extremely diluted sources – soil and sea.

· A high SQL implies:

i) Near zero social and personal evils like murder, suicide, violence towards children and women, alcoholism, use of narcotics, war, necessity of police and army, etc.

ii) High level of culture: high literacy  and education, use of knowledge, reading, participation in sports and cultural activities etc. and enough leisure time for the same.
iii) High level of participation and equality- economic and political.

· The limited experience of Kerala and Sri Lanka up to 1990 as well as beyond shows that PQL is not directly correlated to income or use of natural resources.  At less than 10% level of natural resources utilization these countries have achieved a physical quality of life comparable to that of  “developed” countries.

· USA, in a way, demonstrates  how inefficiently one can use natural resources.  That country shall not be the model to aspire for, but one to reject.

· Unfortunately, today the governments (the ruling elites) of all the countries- literally all, without any exception- believe that approaching the “American Way” of life means progress.  Even “market socialism” (Socialist in politics, capitalistic in economics) of China is directed towards unlimited growth in consumption.

· Examples of useless and harmful consumption are too many, to require any recount.  The result is that leisure is continuously decreasing and so is alienation.
· This is avoidable. It is not the result of natural forces or lack of knowledge.  It is the result of lack of human compassion and wisdom.

Enemies of Humanity

· There are persons and policies responsible for this.  They are to be tackled with and changed.

· The shameless extravaganza of the few- star living style- when many are dying out of starvation is criminal and unpardonable.

· Communal, linguistic, ethnic... conflicts and killings are instigated by the rich in every group so that they can enjoy their sinful life for ever.

· It is the poor that gets killed and not the rich.  They are criminals, they steal food from the poor, they trade on sickness, they trade on women, they kill children to sell their organs, they sell arms so that the poor may kill each other, they sell drugs and narcotics to numb the poor, they are extremely inhuman. And they rule us, everywhere.

· We need not suffer  these indignities helplessly.  We can resist.  We can mount a counter-offensive. We will mount one- on a number of fronts.  It is a three ‘H’- Heart, Head and Hand- offensive-emotional, intellectual and physical (not with weapons).

· It is a declaration of war- a war against misdirected development, against those who direct such a development, against those forces of globalization and liberalization, against the World Bank-IMF–WTO combine and against those who direct them.

· This war has to be fought both individually and collectively.  To begin with it is a struggle against the enemy within us, within each individual- the mistaken notions we entertain on development, a war against the unattainable aspirations which we possess.

· Simultaneously it has to be fought at global level- in each and every country, because the B-F-T combine is omnipresent.  Billions will have to participate in it.

· WTO may insist on the removal of all barriers, of all restrictions.  Our governments may willingly accept the directives of the WTO and WB.  But we can say: We do not want your things.  We can boycott their goods and services.  That will hurt their Achilles  heel.  Their life depends upon our consumption.

· Each developing country can initiate a campaign for extensive and intensive boycott of goods produced or imported by transnational corporations, collaborating national companies, national monopolies etc. and build up a “buy local” movement, on a massive scale hitherto unheard of and undreamed of. 

· Each country can develop internal capabilities for small scale dispersed production of increasingly large number of goods and services through an ever widening network of micro-enterprises.  Countries like India and China can produce almost everything that are required by its people, for comfortable living.  We are not arguing for autarky. We accept inter-connections but reject dependence.

· Not only each country, but also small regions within each of them should strive to maximize self reliance and self-sufficiency.

Radical Changes

· This will demand radical changes in the agenda of research and development.  The frontier areas will not be particle physics or cosmology, will not be grand unified theory or genetic modification. The R&D will be directed towards:

· tapping solar energy economically and liberating us totally from fossil fuels.

· developing methods of extracting desired metals and non-metals from extremely diluted sources (sea water and soil) using only solar energy.

· converting all the harmful by-products so far produced into useful products ensuring zero net addition to environmental pollution.

· back- extracting the excess of CO2 in the atmosphere  through fixation in structural  timber- a change over from steel and  plastics to timber as structural and component material 

· closing the ozone gap.

· This will, also, demand radical changes in the concept of industry.  Instead of geographically concentrated large scale industries we will have a large number of widely dispersed small industries interspersed with agriculture. These are to be more efficient and more economic- small becoming not only beautiful but also powerful.

· We will have to reverse the relationship between industry and agriculture.  Till the industrial revolution agriculture occupied the prime position in the economy of a country.  Industrial revolution turned this upside down.  In all the countries, capitalistic and erstwhile socialist, with the industrial bourgeoisie or the industrial working class at the helm of political power, secondary sector exploited the primary sector.  That is how primitive accumulation of internal capital was effected in the initial stages of capitalist system. It continued to be so in the newly formed socialist countries too.

· Human society cannot live without agriculture.  It can manage to live with considerably reduced industrial production.  There is no rhyme or reason to put the value of one hour of industrial labour, far above the value of one hour agricultural labour.  This is all the more unjustifiable in the case of white collar tertiary labour.  Our valuation system is topsy-turvy.

· In history we speak of the neolithic or agricultural revolution, the scientific revolution, the industrial revolution, the technological revolution and now the IT revolution. The real revolution is only the agricultural or neolitic revolution that has changed the history of the species.  All other revolutions are only auxiliaries.  Ways are to be explored to reverse the artificially depressed values of agricultural products, in relation to industrial products or tertiary services.

· Relative reduction of the share of primary sector in the total economy and reduced employment share in agriculture are generally taken as indicators of progress.  This shall not be the case.  Primary sector should be primary....  The “Rural Problem” cannot be solved by urbanization.  The tactics could be restrained  rurbanization.  Large metropolitan urban areas everywhere should be –de-urbanized to a great extent.  

· This is required to resolve two major contradictions, which are otherwise irresolvable – the contradiction between town and country side and that between intellectual labour and physical labour.

Society of Tomorrow

· In the society of tomorrow, impact of far off events on individuals and local communities will be much less than what it is today. 

· The total “labour–kilometers” involved in our daily consumption should decrease.  All these days it has been increasing. (Each commodity  we consume is the embodiment of some amount of labour, which has taken place at near or far away locations.  Labour- kilometer is an indicative measure of spatial distancing and hence transportation of labour. It is the product of labour time congealed  in the object and the distance for which it is transported.)

· The society of tomorrow will have to be based upon a different politics, economics and ethics.  It will be a participative and decentralized people’s democracy with decreasing differentiation between industry and agriculture, between rural and urban areas, between physical and intellectual labour.  This society will not be like a pyramid with an apex sustained by the bottom. Rather it will be, as  Mahatma Gandhi wrote “like an oceanic circle whose centre will be the individual – always ready to perish for the village till at last the whole life will become one life composed of individuals never aggressive in their arrogance, but ever humble, sharing the majesty of the oceanic circle of which they are integral units.  Therefore, the outermost circumference will not wield power to crush the inner circle, but will give strength to all within and derive its own strength from it.  I may be taunted with the retort that this is all utopian and therefore not worth a single thought.  If Euclid’s points though incapable of being drawn by human agency has an imperishable value, my picture has its own for mankind to live.” (Harijan 28.7.1946).

· The global society, which we dream of is something similar – an economic and political network of millions of semi self sufficient units, networked at different levels, each level having its unique function complementary to all other levels, sustaining them and in turn sustained by them, not hierarchically related and never capable of developing positive feed back characteristics.

CIVIL SOCIETY INITIATIVES

· But today, all this looks more utopian than in the times of  Mahatma Gandhi.  The question is, how to make it real, how to make Utopia real?  The thousands experiments being carried out world over – alternative industry, local currency, people to people trade, participatory budgeting etc.- all are part of this attempt to build a Real Utopia.  The experiment in decentralized democracy and people’s planning, initiated  formally in the State of Kerala,  India is, perhaps, one of the largest  and widest of such experiments.  Engendered and strengthened by the actions of the civil society this experiment has different significance to different groups of people.

· Kerala Sastra Sahitya Parishat, the People’s Science Movement in Kerala  attempts to use this consciously, for strengthening both economic and political participation of the people. The concept of macro networking of micro economies and the concept of “neighbourhood democracy” evolved out of this understanding.  In this model village level small group-enterprises will form the base of the economy.  Once primary sector is given its primacy this becomes easier because its resource base is distributed. Those intermediary and durable consumption goods which require large-scale production will be produced in larger enterprises situated in appropriate locations and owned by the village level enterprises and not directly by individuals.  A new form of social/ community ownership of productive forces different from state ownership is to be attempted.  Every citizen will have an “ownership-share” in the village level economic enterprise.  This is still in the conceptual stage.  In the meanwhile literally thousands of small scale individual and group enterprises are springing up every year.  They are production or marketing or service enterprises.  In the productive sector processed food, toilet soap, school items etc. are showing immediate possibilities.  Neighbourhood level marketing and consumer societies are springing up. Inter-state and national study groups are being set up to study the problems and prospects of macro networked micro economies, to study the world wide experience of local economy/local currency/ micro-credit etc. experiments.
· Neighbourhood democracy is an experiment to get every citizen involved in running the affairs of the society  and to strengthen the functioning of village assemblies.  Kerala has about 15000 village/ urban assemblies ( grama sabha or ward council) each with an average population of 2000, quite too large for face to face democracy.  The idea is to form compact neighbourhood groups of 20-30 households each and entrust them with a number of civic responsibilities like local cleanliness, roads, drinking water, energy supply etc. The members of the neighbourhood will work in a number of sub-committees, each citizen being a member of at least one sub-committee.  The entire state of Kerala will have, it is hoped, about two hundred thousand neighbourhoods.  Currently there are only 20,000 or so.  The process of forming neighbourhoods is going on.
CITIZEN EDUCATION

In the meanwhile a major campaign to emotionally arouse the citizens of India and educate them about the dangers of the present path of development is being contemplated as part of the Golden Jubilee Celebrations of the KSSP (2011-2013) and is called Kerala Development Campaign. It is a very massive Citizen Education Programme, for Participative Democracy and sustainable development. This is designed to appeal to both the head and heart of the people so that the hands become effectively active.  It has got all the aspects – cognitive, psycho-motor and affective aspects- of pedagogy.  It’s curriculum is being designed on the basis of the observations given earlier.  

The main tasks in the War against BFT combine can be listed as follows:

1. Development of a new vision- a new ideology.

2. Take proper stand in accordance with  the ideology  on issues which affect the people.

3. Initiate a major programme in education to transform the existing teachers, to create new teachers and to bring up a new generation imbibed with different values and necessary skills and knowledge.

4. To build up a campaign for alternative production.

5. To create, at national level, an environment sympathetic to the above ideas.

Wars are not pleasant.  They inflict pain, cause death.  Unless a sort of frenzy is created people will not go to war by themselves.  All the wars in history, past and present, show that there is an element of “irrationality” in the minds of combatants.   Great achievements require an element of irrationality, which is other wise termed as emotionality.

Let me end with the slogan “Praise to irrationality”. We want to make the impossible possible.
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