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35.0 LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After going through this unit, you will be able to:

e  Understand what is Political movement in the context of transnational space?
Definition of Political Movements

e Important socio-political movements in the Indian diaspora during the pre-
independent and post-Independent India

e  Understand more on movements and Political changes

61.1 INTRODUCTION

Political movements are generally defined as conscious, collective activities that promote
Political change in response to the established power structure and dominant norms
and values. The commitment and active—often unpaid—participation of such
movements’ members or activists is a key resource. Violent conflicts over statehood
and sovereignty may involve a diaspora in homeland politics from abroad. Even though
these conflicts are closely associated with significant nationalist claims, they also generate
many foreign sympathisers. The literature on transnational movements has paid little
attention to transnational activism for national liberation struggles. Furthermore,
transnational mobilisation studies have focused on diaspora mobilisation, assuming they
must play a leading role and ignore non-diaspora actors’ role.

Transnational movements, on the other hand, must rely on well-established national or
local movements to materialize and develop.

61.2 WHAT ISASOCIALMOVEMENT?

The term ““social movements” was coined in 1850 by German sociologist Lorenz von
Stein in his book, History of the French Social Movement from 1789 to the Present
(1850). A social movement is the act of carrying out, resisting, or undoing a social



change. A social movement generally aims to bring about reforms or changes in the
social structure. It is the result of a society’s deprivation and exploitation. Graham
Wallace, an English social psychologist and educator, claims ‘A social movement
develops out of a deliberate, organized and conscious effort on the part of members of
society to construct a more satisfying culture for themselves.’ A social movement is a
collective action or behavior that seeks to improve societal conditions. As a result,
they can be defined as a voluntary association of people working together to change
behavior and social relationships in a larger society. They frequently aim to bring about
radical changes in society in response to unjust, unlawful, and inhuman actions.

In Europe in the nineteenth century, the concept of social movement gained momentum.
During the period of European social chaos, a new rate for societal changes began,
which became known as social movements. According to Marxist ideology, politicians
and sociologists of the time advocated for the liberation of oppressed classes and
establishing a new society by changing property rights and relationships. Their definitions
of social movements reflect their ideology. Since the early 1950s, many sociologists
have made attempts to give a specific definition of social movements. Some important
definitions of social movements are as follows:

e  Herbert Blumer: ‘Social movements can be viewed as collective enterprises
to establish a new order of life. They have their inception in the condition of
unrest and derive their motive power on one hand from dissatisfaction with
the current form of life and on the other hand, from wishes and hopes for a
new scheme or system of living.’

e M.S.A. Rao: ‘A social movement essentially involves sustained collective
mobilization through either informal or formal organization, and is generally
oriented towards bringing about change, either partial or total.’

¢ T.K.Oommen: ‘A movement is a conscious effort on the part of a group to
mitigate their deprivation and secure justice, amovement is conditioned by
the factors in the social structure; a movement is perhaps the chief mechanism
through which the deprived section demonstrates its power united by an
ideology to redress the evils or grievances.’

¢ Y. Singh: ‘Social movement is a process of collective mobilization of people
inasociety in an organized manner under an individual or collective leadership
in order to realize an ideologically defined social purpose.’

A social movement can also be identified using various criteria. For example, a social
movement can be labelled as radical or reactionary based on the type of change it
seeks to affect in society as a whole or in specific segments of society. This implies the
need to comprehend the nature of a movement, which necessitates an understanding
of its ideological foundation, i.e., the aims, objectives, and goals that legitimize and
characterize the movement. The nature of the change that the movement seeks to bring
about, whether total or partial, is determined by the ideology that it develops. A social
movement has no fixed life. It can be of either long or short duration. It may or may not
be organized but it also deals with some aspect of change i.e., it may try to bring or
resist a change. Its ultimate objective is reforming society.

A social movement has four basic elements, which are as follows:

e Asocial movementis a collective behaviour: A considerable number of
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persons must be involved in an activity for it to be considered as a social
movement.

e Social movements extend beyond a single event or community: Only
when local activities have spread across several communities and events do
they become movements.

e Social movements involve systematic efforts: they are coordinated
activities rather than random ones.

e Social movements are change-oriented: They have as their objective,
some form of change in the way people think, in what they believe, and in
their behaviour. Some movements, however, have as their objectives the
protection of existing values and norms which appear to be threatened or of
revivalist nature.

Sometimes social movements take shape in the form of political movement. A social
movement’s members strive for social justice. In today’s society, attempting to distinguish
between social and political power appears to be a naive attempt to ignore political
processes’ complexities. Politics is not only practised by political parties. Sociologists
oversimplify the situation by failing to consider the political significance of movements
centred on justice or injustice issues.Consider the fact that although environment is
apparently a non-class issue, yet the class to one belongs is a major determinant of the
perspective that one holds in such issues. For example, the perspective of the adivasi
community in the environmental issue will be hugely different from that of an individual
belonging to the middle class. Thus, it can be concluded that the difference between
‘social’ and “political’ movement is purely semantic and these are two overlapping
categories— State and the social movements. Any social movement does not evoke a
positive response from the state. Its first step is to crush any such movements, which
the state sees as a threat to its political authority. The state is the sovereign power that
wields all power and seeks its subjects’ welfare through the administration of the public
sphere. As a result, it seeks to oppose any collective effort that seeks to undermine its
authority by default. Most social movements that are directed against the state seek to
reform, implement or challenge a certain policy or decision of the state. In the eyes of
the state, it is a defiance of the state’s legitimacy of governance. It does not matter
whether the state is socialist or not, or which class interests it supposedly represents;
no state wants to be confronted.

According to some scholars, contemporary social movements are the result of a social-
psychological rush to modernization. In recent years, the majority of movement activists
have been urban immigrants from small towns and lower-middle-class rural families.
Newcomers to the city require psychological relief from the social dislocation and
personal loneliness inherent in modern day-to-day life. People feel increasingly
insignificant and out of place, daily life becomes more industrialized, bureaucratic, urban,
and large-scale. Furthermore, market disruptions, labour organizations, and large
corporations create a sense of insecurity among small merchants, independent artisans,
and workers from small towns. Uprooted, economically beleaguered, and dissatisfied
with their declining social status, urban immigrants turn to social movements to solve
their problems.
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Answer the following question

1. Define social movement

61.3 DIASPORA LED MOVEMENTS DURING PRE-
INDEPENDENCE ERA

61.3.1 Ghadar Movement

One of the important diaspora led revolutionary movement is Ghadar Movement. The
Ghadar Party was an international political movement consisting of diaspora Indians to

GHADAR PARTY

! The GChadar Party, often considered the
k] T '

centu ndie
independence movement, crystalized in
May 1913 at a meeting in Astoria’s
‘| Finnish Socialist Hall Clocated behind this
:i sign along Marine Drive). This revolu-
ionary political movement was driven by
the Sikhs, Hindus, and Muslims of the
South Asian Indian community spanning -
i, British Columbia to California.

" They wished to free India from British
srule and Ghadar became an international
anti-colonial resistance movement. The
J.ethnic persecution and mob violence
‘s they experienced fueled their movement
for justice as did the ideals of Western
democracy. Though Ghadar was unsuc-
~cessful at the time, the meetings here
helped to set in motion the events that

finally led to their self -governance
and freedom.

An insignia of Ghadar Party
Source: The Tribune India 95
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overthrow British rule in India. The origin of the movement dates back to 15 July 1913
in Astoria, Oregon, the United States of America.This Movement was a secular
democratic movement which was further carried out by Bhagat Singh with addition of
the socialist ideology. However, the Ghadar Movement began to lose steam following
the heavy-handed British crackdown. Upon the conclusion of World War I, 1917 the
Ghadar Party fractured into a Communist and a Socialist faction. Despite this setback,
the Ghadar Part was a source of inspiration for many revolutionaries of the freedom
struggle, the most notable among them being Bhagat Singh.

The Ghadar movement can be described as a tale of extreme valour, hard-work,
toil which touched the heart of Indian settled in countries like USA. The powerful
speeches by its leaders did shape the expatriate opinion against the misrule of
British in India.

e

Ghadri Jagat Singh (Sur Singh) Ghadri Kantar Singh (Sarabha)

Leaders of Ghadar Party
Source: Heritage Times

61.3.2 Indian National Army

Another important political movement against the British empire was by the Indian
National Army (INA), also known as Azad Hid Fauj, was formed by Indian nationalists
during “World War II’ in 1942. Leading personalities who involved in this movement
are General Mohan Singh, Ras Bihari Bose and Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose

Later stage it was Nataji Subhas Chandra Bose who led the movement and made it
more transnational covering entire Southeast Asia, Japan and Germany. On 21st
October 1943, Subhash Chandra Bose announced the formation of the Provisional
Government of Azad Hind (Free India) in Singapore, with himself as the Head of
State, Prime Minister and Minister of War. This formation of provisional government
gave legitimacy to Subhas Chandra Bose to negotiate with Government agencies in
Japan and German. Therefore, the movement created an international pressure on
British rule through direct fight.
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61.3.3 Nationalistic Movement by Mahatma Gandhi in
South Africa

Gandhi’s principles have always fostered communal harmony, international relations
and understanding, and protest against colonial and racial discrimination. He was the
leading figure who led the anti-colonial movement engaging various leaders in South
Africa, Fiji, Mauritius and generated massive social and political capital that helped
many colonies fight against the British, French and Dutch powers simultaneously. Gandhi
had tremendous impact on the Indian diaspora as he is the first person to integrate the
scattered Indians world-wide. Simultaneously he also inspired native leaders such as
Nelson Mandela and Indian diaspora leaders, in various countries to fight against colonial
rule. Gandhi was very sensitive towards the indentured system as well as the ill-treatment
of indentured laborers.In 1924, as the President of the Indian National Congress, the
Mahatma referred to the inhumane treatment of the indentured Indians in Mauritius. The
impact of Gandhiji is well documented in the Mahatma Gandhi Institute Indian
Immigration. Similarly, The Mahatma Gandhi Institute for Cultural Cooperation, Port
of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago is the platform for promoting India and diaspora relations.

e

Source: South Africa History Online 97
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61.3.3 Recent Political Activism

Many among overseas Indians have for long been interested in and concerned about
developments back home in Mother India. After all, it was an overseas Indian who
returned home and pursued a cause that liberated India from its colonial masters.
Since the mid-1980s, both Indian diasporic communities and the Indian government
have shifted their attitudes toward one another. In the United States, for example,
there has been a sudden increase in the number of organizations founded by Indian
immigrants to foster ties with India. At the same time, the Indian government has launched
aslew of new policies and institutions to help strengthen ties between the Indian diaspora
and India. The Indian government established new bank accounts in the mid-1980s,
allowing non-resident Indians (NRIs) to invest money in India under favourable
conditions. In 1999, the government issued two new visa status cards for “Persons of
Indian Origin (PIO)” and “Overseas Citizens of India (OCI),” allowing Indian emigrants
to travel in and out of India, invest in property, and maintain Indian Rupee bank accounts.
The Indian government commissioned a high-profile committee in 2000 to conduct
research and write a comprehensive report on the Indian diaspora. On January 9th,
2003, the government inaugurated its first annual conference of overseas Indians, known
as the Pravasi Bharatiya Divas (PBD) or “Overseas Indian Day,” based on the
recommendations of this report. Every year on January 9th, the conference
commemorates the day Mahatma Gandhi (perhaps India’s most famous emigrant)
returned to India from South Africa to launch the Indian independence movement. The
PBD conference is intended to facilitate networking opportunities between the Indian
diaspora, the Indian government, and Indian organizations; to honour Indian emigrants
who have done something for India, and to communicate new policies affecting Indians
living abroad. Finally, India became one of the few countries to establish a cabinet-
level Ministry of Overseas Indian Affairs in 2005. (MOIA). The MOIA acts as a hub
for investment, business partnerships, academic exchanges, heritage exploration, and
philanthropy between India and its diaspora.

Diaspora is regarded as a soft power in India’s foreign policy strategy, which stems
from the moral and political philosophy shaped by Indian thinkers such as Tagore,
Gandhi, and Nehru. When considering the impact of diaspora diplomacy on Indian
foreign policy, some examples can be given, as the diaspora plays an important role in
improving India’s foreign relations. India has historically benefited from its diaspora.
Two examples stand out: their 2008 lobbying for the US-India Civilian Nuclear
Agreement Bill and their remittance inflow. The Indo-American community played a
significant role in improving Indians’ image in American minds as well as the Indo-US
rapprochement. The US India Political Action Committees (USINPAC) lobbying efforts
aided in the passage of the Indo-US Nuclear Deal by the US Congress. While Bollywood
films have enjoyed great popularity in the Middle East since India’s independence, the
development of geo-economics has made the Indian diaspora an important instrument,
interest, and indicator of India’s soft power in the region. However, certain political
developments within India can have a negative impact on the diaspora. For example,
there are diaspora groups and individuals who continue to support various insurgent
groups operating within India, lending them both moral and material support through
hawala operations, money laundering, and so on.

Based on extensive original data, Kapur (2010) contends that international migration
has had two significant positive effects on Indian politics: first, it has influenced Indian
elites’ commitment to liberal democratic politics, and second, it has promoted India’s
democratic durability and stability through an elite exit. (Each of these effects is discussed



further below.) According to Kapur’s analysis, members of the Indian diaspora’s support
for extremist nationalist and separatist groups has a negative impact on India. However,
evidence suggests that this assistance’s systemic effects are relatively minor compared
to domestic variables.

Case Study I: Globalization of Indian Diaspora: towards a process of
Intensification.

- Indian diaspora and Globalization are intertwined and exposed by the rela-
tionship that the Indian government has developed with the Indian diaspora.

—>  This can be attributed to the influence globalizing processes have had on com-
munication technologies and time-space compression, which has resulted in
the greater interconnection between the Indian Diaspora and the ‘mother coun-

try.

- Modern diasporas expedite business transactions by resolving monitoring prob-
lems, reducing opportunism, and building reputation and ethnic trust based on
networking.

First, Indian elites’ international exposure and return migration have contributed to key
ideas that have shaped India: its commitment to a democratic form of government at
the time of independence and its more recent commitment to economic liberalization.
This is not to say that international migration has primarily shaped these two critical
characteristics of contemporary India, but it has undoubtedly played a significant role
in shaping the sensibilities of Indian political and policy elites. Kapur (2010) cites the
subtle and dynamic effects of migration’s “social remittances” on reshaping political
understandings, expectations, and norms, particularly those of national elites, based on
a database on India’s business, intellectual, political, and scientific elite compiled over
a half-century with information on the extent and nature of these elites’ overseas
experience. Because of the diaspora’s overseas success and access to influential
institutional channels to transmit these ideas, the distinctively elite character of modern
Indian emigration has amplified these social remittance effects.

Second, international migration has had a significant political impact on India’s
democracy’s survival. Exit options have reduced India’s upper-caste elites’ insecurity,
making them less adamantly opposed to the political ascendancy of previously
marginalized social groups. This dilution of elite opposition has made Indian politics
less contentious, resulting in greater stability than would have been the case if elite exit
had not been possible (Kapur 2010).

The role of international migration in reducing political conflict between existing upper-
caste elites and rising lower-caste elites has been overshadowed by the diaspora’s
role in religious conflict. Although the diaspora has only played a minor role in religious
conflict, this form of long-distance nationalism has been more visible and thus appears
to be more significant. Nonetheless, Kapur (2010) ‘s analysis suggests that migration’s
less visible impact on India’s democratic traditions may far outweigh its more visible
impact on religious tensions in India. One legacy of Indian diaspora political mobilisation
in the West is Hindutva (or Hindu nationalism), an ideology that advocates Hindu
civilisation’s dominance over Islam and Muslim “invasion.” Hindutva resonates with a
diaspora eager to maintain their Hindu identity by cultivating a long-distance nationalism
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that emphasises belonging “back home” while also fostering a sense of collective identity
among diaspora communities in the West. Sikh and Christian Indian diaspora
communities have also successfully mobilised in community building activities aimed at
highlighting their religious identities in Western multicultural societies. As a result, non-
Muslim Indian diaspora activism has attempted to draw a line against the Muslim “other,”
capitalising on Islamophobic paranoia prevalent in the post-9/11 period.

Social movements can affect society in both deliberate and unexpected ways, some of
which are well-known and others which are less so. The 1960s women’s movement,
for example, paved the way for a massive increase in female labour force participation.
Atthe same time, burglary rates in the United States were soaring. A connection between
the two tendencies emerged quickly. Because burglars prefer to break into unsecured
premises, the growing number of houses with two working adults created millions of
additional targets. This, in turn, fostered rapid growth of the private security business
and sales of home alarms and other security gadgets.

It’s critical to distinguish between broad social change and social movements. Social
change is a never-ending process. The sum of numerous individual and communal
activities gathered throughout time and location are the broad historical processes of
social transformation. Social movements are aimed at achieving specific objectives. It
necessitates people’s long-term social effort and action. The subject of sociology has
been fascinated by social movements from its inception. The French Revolution was
the violent climax of a series of movements aimed at deposing the monarchy and creating
‘liberty, equality, and fraternity.” The industrial revolution in Britain was accompanied
by significant social change. Poor laborers and artisans who had fled the countryside in
search of work in the metropolis protested the inhumane living circumstances they had
been forced to endure. Food riots were frequently suppressed by the British authorities.
Elites saw these demonstrations as a huge challenge to society’s established order.
Their anxiety about maintaining social order was reflected in the work of sociologist
Emile Durkheim. Durkheim’s writings on social division of labor, religious life, and
even suicide reflect his concern about how social structures facilitate social integration.
Social movements were viewed as disruptive forces.

Many Indian social movements have been entangled in global networks and alliances
during the 1990s, in part as a result of the transnational initiatives and discourses with
which they now must struggle. The growing ties between the movements for adivasi
rights and international campaigns on indigenous peoples, the participation of sections
of the environmental movement in the transnational opposition to neoliberalism as
embodied in the World Trade Organization and multilateral financial institutions, and
the participation of sections of the environmental movement in the transnational
opposition to neoliberalism as embodied in the World Trade Organization and multilateral
financial institutions are some examples of a growing trend. However, the impact of
articulation within transnational networks on the dynamics and discourses of social
movements has not been adequately investigated (Keck 1998; Khagram etal., 2002;
Khagram 2004). Only a few stray insights into the effects of international links on a
movement’s self-representations can be found in Indian literature (Baviskar 2005; Ghosh
2006). Furthermore, even though they have grown increasingly important in molding a
movement’s success, the changing equations in circumstances where rural-based
organizations form alliances with metropolitan groups and the media have been largely
ignored as a research topic (Sethi 2001).



The institutionalization of campaigns and the expanding presence of non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) whose activity intersects with grassroots mobilization is another
major element of social movement politics during the 1990s. These NGOs may offer
assistance in the form of financing, networking, advocacy, documentation, and publicity.
NGOs that frame their work as ‘rights-based mobilization,’ rather than’service delivery,’
not only join existing social movements, but also launch campaigns that cover many
facets of mass mobilization in social movements. The Wada Na Todo Abhiyan
(Campaign for Government Accountability to End Poverty), for example, pledge to
bring together over 3000 NGOs to ensure that the state meets the Millennium
Development Goals of reducing poverty and social exclusion for all citizens. The
Campaign sprang out of the World Social Forum in 2003, which was a hybrid product
of social movements and rights-based NGOs, with assistance from the UN, bilateral
funding agencies, and private foundations. It remains to be seen how the presence of
NGOs impacts the dynamics of social movement mobilization. NGO activists tend to
draw their strength from more diffuse networks, formal academic qualifications in the
social sciences, and professional employment in the development sector, whereas
previous generations of social movement activists were known for their “grassroots”
political experience, from which they derived their credibility. Further research is
needed into these modifications in the web of meaningful relationships, as well as the
resulting shifts in the building of authenticity and accountability. When NGO movement
leaders can secure financial support from outside their membership base, and the
rank and file no longer need to provide material resources to sustain the campaign, it
has ramifications for decision-making and the level of individual and collective
commitment required by the campaign. These and other developments, such as the
interaction between the movement’s leadership and its adherents, have received little
attention.

In India, the movements associated with political parties are the most easily identified.
Almost all of India’s major political parties have mass groups such as trade unions,
peasant organizations, student unions, employee unions, women'’s organizations, and
cultural organizations. These movements, which have profound loyalty to their parties
and a high degree of control, tend to follow the directions of their parent bodies and
hence endure the same typical tensions, contests, and rivalries that exist between parent
bodies, despite similarities in their demands. The ‘new’ and ‘independent movements’
tend to break away from established party affiliations to innovate in organizational
structures, leadership roles, and proximity to the most downtrodden in remote locations.

Social movements help to shape the creation of a fundamentally different social,
economic, and political framework. The bulk of social movements try to develop new
ideas that are anticipated to be adopted and executed by party leaders. Social
movements are not the result of a single person acting alone, but of a group acting
together. Across India, the post-independence struggles of women, students, SCs,
STs, and peasants were especially significant because they were denied some
fundamental rights during the British period and were largely unaftected by development
achievements. We had some hope that the Indian Constitution would be improved and
that future legislative measures would be launched. They are now motivated to cater to
the wealthier segments of Indian society.
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Check your progress 2
Answer the following question

1. Write anote on Ghadar Movement.

61.4 CONCLUSION

Violent conflicts over statehood and sovereignty may involve a diaspora in domestic
politics. Even though these conflicts are closely aligned with significant nationalist
arguments, they often produce many international sympathizers. Transnational advocacy
for national liberation struggles has received little coverage in the literature on transnational
social movements. Furthermore, transnational mobilization studies have focused on
diaspora mobilization, believing that they must play a leading role and ignore non-
diaspora actors’ role. In comparison, it demonstrates how non-diaspora actors can
take the lead, placing pressure on diaspora organizations and triggering dramatic shifts
in their political engagement.

Transnational mobilisation and coalition formation intensify when atrocities occur in the
homeland. Still, in periods of emergency protest, demonstrations abroad against
atrocities in the homeland seem to prevail above other forms of contention. For instance,
large demonstrations of support for the Palestinians during the Israeli bombings in the
Gaza Strip occurred in Barcelona both in 2009 and 2014. On this subject, to explain
the dynamics of diaspora mobilisation, scholars have focused on the host and political
context and on homeland and international political opportunities (see for instance
Koinova, 2009, 2011). However, the relation between diaspora actors and social
movements requires more scholarly attention. In this regard, it is critical to pay more
attention to the social and political context of the hostland by focussing on the relation
between diaspora actors and social movements. It is necessary to understand diaspora
mobilisation in relation to the wider social reality in which it takes place. According to
Calhoun (2013, p. 26): “movements often proceed in alternating phases of intense
public action and seeming dormancy, and much of the work that shapes the long term
is in fact done during what appear superficially to be mere spaces between waves of
activism”. Consequently, the local context and particular conjunctions of protest actions
need to be critically taken into account. Therefore, it is essential to analyse what happens
in these spaces between waves of activism in concrete places and communities.

Diaspora consciousness is on the rise: diasporans are becoming more interested in
their origins and organising themselves more effectively; homelands are revising their
opinions of their diasporas as the stigma attached to emigration declines and stepping



up their engagement efforts; meanwhile, host countries are witnessing more assertive
diasporic groups within their national communities, worrying about fifth columns and
foreign lobbies, and suffering outbreaks of ‘diaspora phobia’.

Case Study II:

Diaspora phobia pattern is the result of five factors, all of which are related to
globalization:

—> anincrease in international migration.

—> theadvancement of transportation and communication technology, which has
accelerated diasporans’ interactions with their homelands.

—> areaction to global homogenized culture, which is prompting people to
reconsider their identities.

- the Cold War’s end, which increased the salience of ethnicity and nationalism
and created new space for diasporas to operate.

—> National governments’ policy changes on dual citizenship and multiculturalism
allow people to live transnational lives.

The relational nature of the human being and our porosity about the world transforms
our particular contexts into our primary source of political motivation. This is both the
why and the how. On the one hand, this is why a distant political issue must become
embedded within the local activist network in order to mobilize abroad. On the other
hand, this explains how distant political issues become embedded: by connecting local
needs, wants, and desires. Conflicts over statehood and sovereignty may involve a
diaspora in homeland politics. Despite the fact that these conflicts are closely associated
with nationalist claims, they also generate many foreign sympathizers. The privileged
positionality that non-diaspora actors may have within the hostland activist environment
may enable them to take the lead in introducing the Diaspora’s political cause in a
specific context. However, both diaspora actors and transnational activism are important
in localizing a foreign political cause.

In this unit, we argued that the Indian diaspora has multi-layered ties to its homeland.
There are cultural, social, religious, political, and economic ties, and many of them
have changed and strengthened over the last two decades. Some of these connections
may have negative consequences, but even the so-called “old” diaspora, with its long
history of overseas settlement, has begun to reconnect with its homeland. Meanwhile,
the “new” diaspora communities, particularly those in Europe, North America, and the
Gulf States, have developed solid economic and financial ties with India and may have
been the primary beneficiaries of Indian government initiatives to foster a more
constructive dialogue with its diasporas.

Some of the connections mentioned above can have negative consequences, but this
unit has emphasized the financial ties to demonstrate both their positive nature and their
potential in terms of assisting Indian economic development - a potential that countries
such as China are successfully exploiting - and their weakness, particularly in the area
of foreign direct investment. The unit also raises critical issues regarding the nature and
socioeconomic composition of the indian diaspora and policies for successful mobilization
as a strategic asset.
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