India and the United States face the same Opposition
By Dr. Richard L. Benkin

As an American visitor to South Asia, and someone intimately involved in South Asian affairs, I cannot help but be struck by the fact that “everybody” seems to hate India.  Pakistanis really hate India, enough to have fought three major wars with India in 1947, 1965, and 1971, and a minor one in 1999; to maintain continuous conflicts with it, particularly over Kashmir; and to engage in ongoing espionage and subversion.  And it seems that the only thing preventing yet another Indo-Pakistani war is the prospect of a mutually deadly nuclear exchange.  One would expect Bangladeshis to feel nothing but gratitude toward India.  After all, there would be no Bangladesh were it not for the Indian military.  Yet, anti-Indian screeds appear in the Bangladeshi press, spew forth from government officials, and come in the form of blogs and letters to the editor every day.  As one Bangladeshi observer told me, “You can be sure of winning friends in Bangladesh by making anti-India or anti-Israel statements—anytime!”  Most perplexing is the staying power of anti-Indian sentiment in neighboring Nepal.

India and Nepal are the only “Hindu” countries in the world.  The population of each nation is more than 80 percent Hindu, and together, they comprise almost nine out of every ten Hindus in the world.   Considering the prevalence of communal and religious identification in South Asia, one would expect warm relations between the peoples of both countries.  Yet, a scan of the Nepalese press on almost any given day will reveal the same level of anti-India vitriol that is present in Pakistan and Bangladesh.  “It is widely presumed in Nepal that Indian influence is all pervasive,” according to one member of Nepal’s top legislative body, the Constituent Assembly (CA).  His comment came in the midst of a furor among Nepali lawmakers this year when India donated several busses to ferry CA members to their jobs.  Another legislator called accepting the busses “the height of foreign dependence.”  These sentiments, if isolated, might be attributed to personal pride, politics, or some other transitory event; but they are not isolated.  The acrimony was especially vehement immediately following the 2008 communists takeover in Nepal.  Communists came to power on an anti-India platform but are now themselves accused of listening “more to India than listening to local Nepali concerns,” as one prominent Nepali noted.  This is the case even despite a 1950 treaty that has meant a great deal of mutual dependence between the two countries; and Nepali smugglers (most poor individuals looking for any kind of work), carry contraband across the countries’ open borders at countless points, something I observed in February: parcels of illegal items—arms, drugs, and counterfeit banknotes—entering the country under the noses of Indian soldiers, plus a continuous flow of people darting across dried river beds that demarcate the two countries.
Pakistan’s self-destructive actions, Bangladesh’s ingratitude, and Nepal’s puzzling sentiments are symptomatic of a resentment that parallels much of what the United States faces in the world.  And like the United States, India returns attacks with appeasement.  For instance, Islamists from Bangladesh have infiltrated the border areas of Northeast India and set up camps from which they launch periodic attacks on defenseless refugees inside India.  Other Islamist groups with ties to Pakistan have unleashed an onslaught of terror throughout India, even in the capital of New Delhi.  And both Muslim nations have been engaged in a decades-long program of ethnic cleansing against their Hindu populations.  That battle is largely over in Pakistan where Hindus have been reduced from almost 20 percent of the population to one percent.  In Bangladesh, the attacks continue with impunity and have reduced the nation’s Hindu population from one in five to under one in ten.
India has responded to all of this agitation with what is commonly called “pseudo-secularism.”  That means that the country is formally committed to neutrality in religious matters; i.e., secularism.  But because India is a majority Hindu country, in practice this has produced policies that actually favor religious minorities in an effort not to appear biased in favor of the majority Hindus.  For instance, India’s most recent budget includes funds to pay for Muslim pilgrimages to their holy sites in Jerusalem, but not a cent for the oppressed Hindus in West Bengal and Assam.  Nothing India does, however, has any impact on the anti-India sentiment of its neighbors.
Similarly, the United States gives more aid to more countries than any other nation.  Its corporations developed the oil industry in the Middle East and elsewhere, then accepted its nationalization while continuing to run their operations.  In the 1990s, ethnic Albanian Muslims were facing a vicious onslaught by Serbs who openly called for their eradication.  Europeans remained on the sidelines until the Americans led a military force that stopped the carnage.  Yet, much of the world has called US anti-terrorist efforts a “war against Islam.”  Those same passive Europeans claim that the real US motivation for the war in Iraq is oil.  Yet, they never issued the same charge against Russia when it invaded Georgia to gain control of a vital gas and oil pipeline.  Travel the world where citizens eat at American restaurants, use gadgets powered by American developed technology, and enjoy the military umbrella provided by US arms and taxes.  And those same people will join any chorus of contempt at America and Americans.  Recent surveys by Pew and others show a marked distaste for the United States in most of the world along with a suspicion of US motives.  Headlines that announced the recent economic collapse in the United States were accompanied by a perceptible glee in many countries as well as theories of how the disaster came about through Americans’ moral failings.
What characteristics do India and the United States share that can explain this often inexplicable behavior?  Both countries are democracies; India a parliamentary democracy, the United States a democratic republic.  Democratic India is surrounded by undemocratic nations whose people face varying levels of repression and curtailments on their personal freedoms.  While that is not the case for the United States, Americans cling passionately to a society of free markets and limited government; those nations surrounding it their erstwhile European allies have been moving further away from that to increasingly socialist societies.  India is an economic powerhouse amidst economic failures.  Some people maintained the fiction that America’s economy was in decline and Europe’s along with the new economic giants of the East were ascendant.  But in reality their economic well-being is intimately dependent on the US economy as recent chaos in the US financial market threw those economies into a tailspin.  Most gratifying to most Americans was how these and other US-led events destroyed the artificially high crude oil prices maintained by OPEC and others who were convinced that they now had life and death power over Americans.
Both the US and India maintain technical dominance in the world.  Indian medical and computer practitioners are valued the world over.  Despite questions about US education, students from every continent flock to American universities in numbers that dwarf any others.   And no country produces as many innovations, inventions, and technological advances as the United States.  No one’s even close—except for Israel.  Living conditions also set these countries apart.  Even the poor in the United States have any number of creature comforts and services.  And while India’s new wealth has not spread across the entire country, its quality edge is obvious to anyone visiting New Delhi, Mumbai, Pune, Bangalore, and other India cities; after first going to Dhaka, Kabul, Katmandu, Lahore, or Islamabad. 
The above factors would be sufficient to explain world resentment against India and the United States; but there is something else.  The US has led the international fight against Islamist terror, and one of its strongest allies in the fight has been Israel.  India is beginning to wake up to its people’s peril on the front lines of this existential battle, and is joining the fight.  The growing concern is becoming especially acute with resurgent communism, especially in South and East Asia cooperating with Islamists in an unholy alliance.  Thus, India, too, has cultivated strong military and other ties with Israel.  The European-Arab Dialogue of 1973 meant an effective end to Western Europe’s resistance to its own cultural demise.  With their threats of terrorism, demographic invasion, and the oil weapon; Islamists and their front men have been allowed to threaten these and other countries openly.  But there are only three countries that they vow to destroy.

Anyone want to guess who they are?  The United States, Israel, and India.
The nations of the world dislike those three countries certainly because of their material and other successes, but also because they are holding up mirrors that show the cowardice of so many others.  If the spreading tentacles of Islamists and Communists are going to be severed, it will be because those nations have rallied others sufficiently so that they all stand up to the oppression that an Islamist/Communist victory would bring to us all.
