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N.C. AND KASHMIR ELECTIONS

The election battle for Jammu and   Kashmir   is now   over and the National Conference (N.C.) has won an absolute majority in the 76-member assembly. The NC won 46 seats to 25 of the Congress (I), with the overtly communal parties of the BJ.P. and Jamati-Islam completely wiped out from the scene. In the previous elections in 1977 the NC had won 48 seats to 12 of the Congress (I) and 1 3 of the Janata. The present elections were most fiercely fought and the battle between the major two contending parties was taken to the streets. Prior to the elections, in total disregard of the State’s sentiments, the Centre sent in large contingents of the CRP. According to Farooq Abdullah, “law and order is a State subject as envisaged in the constitution and it was for the State admi​nistration to utilize the central police forces, if when and where it likes”. Besides, the Congress (I) resorted to all kinds of communal filth, whipping up Hindu Chauvinism, pitting Shias against Sunnis etc. in their bid to get votes at any cost.
This sensitive State, on the crown of India, bordered by Pakistan and China, with a strong history of national sentiments and an exemplary history of communal harmony, has a special status, under article 370 of the Indian Constitution, in the Indian Union. It is one of the most underdeveloped states in India with virtually no large scale industry worth the mention, except the watch factory of the public sector Hindustan Machine Tools in Srinagar. Power generation capacity in the State is a nearly 200 MW with a winter short fall of 50 MW.
Of the 3 1 lakh voters in the State of Jammu and Kashmir roughly 75% are Muslims. The N C is known for its secular approach but has its base mostly amongst the Muslims. In the Hindu Majority Jammu area it was able to get only & out of the 30 odd seats. The chief call of the NC during the current elections was for the return of Jammu and Kashmir to the pre-1953 position with regard to the rest of the country. To understand the present election battle it is necessary to go back into history to trace Kashmir’s relationship vis-à-vis India, the growth of the National Confe​rence and its relationship with the Congress. For today, the NC leaders accuse the Congress (I) of financing fundamentalist parties, of having staged a “bloody coup” in 1953 when Sheikh Abdullah was ‘arrested, of diluting the autonomous character of the State, of opp​osing the settlement act, impo​sing a heavy burden of central loans on the State during its reign and having failed to prevent communal riots. But, the election battle has clouded the real issues before the Kashmir people, for which all parties are responsible. Defeat of the Congress(I) is not the real issue; it is the democratic and nationalist aspirations of the people that are the real issues.
ANCIENT KASHMIR HISTORY:
The history of Kashmir can be divided into four different pha​ses. The first phase, the earli​est, is of local kings and rulers who were occasionally over​powered by emperors from the heartland of India or who themselves extended their rule beyond the valley into India and Central Asia. This phase of Kashmir history ended in about 1339 when Kashmir came under Muslim rule. The next period saw the Tartars, Chaks, Moghuls and Pathans rule Kashmir. The beginning of the 18th century saw the rise of Sikh rule in Punjab, and it was only by 1819 did Ranjit Singh of Punjab manage to defeat the Pathan rulers of Kashmir. In 1846 the Sikh rulers were defeated by the British who established the despotic Dogra rule (Hindu Maharaja) in Kashmir under suzerainty of the British.
Kashmir’s Muslim population was reeling under abject poverty under the rule of the Dogra Kings, In 1931 meetings took place in mosques all over the state demanding political re​forms. This was followed by violent outbursts and clashes. After protracted struggles the Maharaja agreed to appoint a commission to enquire into the people’s grievances. This co​mmission recommended some basic reforms and this paved the way for the formation of the All Jammu and Kashmir Muslim Conference, which was born at its first session held in Srinagar from 15th to 17th October 1932. But, within this organization there was a strong secular, democratic trend. In 1939 the Muslim Conference split and gave birth to the National Conference with Sheikh Abdullah as its founder and leader.
THE     NATIONAL CONFERENCE:
The programme, adopted by the National Conference iNC; on 29th and 30th Sep​tember 1944, was originally submitted to the Government of Kashmir as a comprehensive memorandum on the economic, political, social and cultural reconstruction of the state,. This document entitled “Naya (new) Kashmir” has provided the guiding   principles of the NC approach to the problems   of Kashmir.    We    will   quote at length from this document, as it will give us a clear picture of the aims and objectives with which the NC was born. Naya  Kashmir says that “the problem of Kashmir as surrounded by the wider con​centric circles of the problems of India and the  problems  of the world as a whole ....... when political and economic system are in the melting pot and ideas of a New World Order are being debated, it (NC) too must formulate more concretely its own conception of the New Kashmir it strives to build.”
The document has two parts i.e. the constitution of the State and the National Economic Plan.   In    the first part, a constitution, to be given by the people to themselves, envisaged equality of citizens irrespective of “religion, race, nationality of birth”; in all spheres, free​dom of conscience and worship as well as of speech, of the press, of assembly and meeting, and of street processions.    The right of association would be secured for all citizens and freedom would be guaranteed to trade unions, youth organizations, political parties and other functional societies. Also guaranteed would be the right to work  and to subsistence if work was not provided, right to rest, old-age security, to edu​cation.   Equal rights will be granted to men and woman.   . by the law of the land, asylum, would be provided in the  state to foreign  citizens prosecuted for defending  the  interests  of the masses, for  their  scientific activity and for their struggle for national liberation.
In the section on planning New Kashmir envisaged an “egalitarian society in which equal opportunities are provi​ded for every member for self-expression and self-fulfillment and the adequate minimum of a civilized standard of life is assured to each member, so as to make the achievement of this equal opportunity a reality”. Specific aims of planning were: rational self-sufficiency, raising the standard of living, and production for use, not for exchange. In agriculture, land​lordism would be abolished, land given to the tiller, coopera​tive associations      promoted, and food self-sufficiency strived for and “People’s control   of   the forests” ensured. 
Also included in the programme was a “pea​sants Charter”, guaranteeing them, among other things, the right to work, right to own the land one tills, social insurance, free medical facilities, a healthy home, recreation and education. In the section   on   industries: ail key industries would belong to the government. The follow​ing basic principles were noted: abolition of the big     private capitalist, public ownership of all   key industries, prevention of the emergence of monopolies .............

A “Worker’s Charter” contained in this section has guaranteed’ among other things the right to work, compulsory arbitration, eight-hour day, social insurance, a healthy home, medical facilities, edu​cation, recreation and cultural facilities. In the section on “Distribution”, workingmen were promised freedom from want but parasites and commercial profiteers would be denied any share in the national dividend. Also included were a “National Health Charter”, provisions for education, housing, social insurance, and a “Charter for Women”.
In 1945 the NC  launched a massive  struggle  against the despotic rule in  Kashmir and in 1946 launched a “Quit Kash​mir” movement; meaning there​by that the  “autocratic  Dogra House should surrender sovereignty to the people.” In 1945 prime ministership was handed over to Ramchandra Kak and terror was unleashed throughout the state. On 20th May Sheikh Abdullah was arrested and this was followed    by   a wave of arrests and a policy of   repress​ion throughout   the state ........many were killed and hundreds injured. “Law and Order” was handed over to the army, a statewide manhunt had begun, news from Kashmir was blacked out and a reign of terror was let loose on the NC.
NC-CONGRESS CONFRONTATION:

The Indian Independence Act of 1947 gave the princes the option to accede to one or the other of the new dominions. But Maharaja Hari Singh appe​ared to want Kashmir’s incor​poration into neither Pakistan nor India— some sort of auto​nomy or independence he felt may result from an indefinite postponement of the act of accession. At that time Jammu and Kashmir had only one road link with India and Pakistan tried to force the accession of Kashmir to it. The Pakistan government placed a ban on trade into and out of Kashmir (it was in control of the traditi​onal routes into Kashmir) knowing that India could not compensate immediately for the sudden economic boycott. Shortly thereafter, in late Oct​ober 1947, Pakistan troops led bellicose tribesmen from the northern areas of Hazara and Peshwar to invade the valley with the object of scattering the Maharaja’s civil and military forces. The Maharaja looked to India for help. The government of India offered support on con​dition of Kashmir’s accession to India. The Maharaja complied and on 27th October Kashmir becomes a legal part of India and Indian troops were flown into Kashmir to suppress the tri​besmen. Therefore, on the pretext of suppressing the tri​besmen the Indian army occu​pied Kashmir.
The Muslim majority in Kash​mir had been brought into India by the decision of a Hindu ruler with the NC leaders still in jail. The Indian government gave official sanction to its private doubts about the procedures followed in obtaining the acce​ssion, and in accordance with the precedent established in Junagadh (in which a plebiscite was held) and the preferences expressed by Congress leaders for Kashmir self-determination, offered to hold a plebiscite in Kashmir. This was first suggested by Mount batten. Nehru immediately accepted the idea and permitted Mount batten to add the proviso that “as soon as law and order have been re​stored in Kashmir and its soil cleared of the invaders, the que​stion of the State’s accession should be settled by a reference to the people”. Later Nehru explained that this offer for a plebiscite was a “Pledge to the people of Kashmir; if you like, to the people of the world....”. With the accession to India, pending a plebiscite, Sheikh Abdullah was appointed Prime Minister of the State.
With an Indo-Pak war brewing, on December 20th the Indian Cabinet decided to fake its case to the Security Council and on January 1, 1948 Jndia’s request was formally   submitted, The United Nations Commission for India and Pakistan (UNCIP) finally began its sessions in June in Geneva. When it reached the subcontinent in July the Paki​stani foreign minister informed it that two months earlier, his government    had sent regular troops   into the state to face the   increasing Indian military commitment.    The     UNCIP’s resolution of August 14th, 1948 drew attention to the “Material change in the   situation caused by   the presence of   Pakistani forces and specified terms for a cease-fire, troop withdrawal and an    administration   during     a plebiscite on December,   11 , 1948 the UNCIP issued further plebiscite     proposals     which reflected its decidedly favorable regard for India’s position. Both sides, accepted the proposals as   a   basis   for a cease-fire, effected from January 1st, 1949.   But no ag​reement could be achieved on the conditions in which to hold the   plebiscite.   Pakistan   and the UN felt it should be held under UN auspices while India felt it should be held under the Government of India.
The comprador governments of both India and Pakistan in no way respected the national sentiments’ of the Kashmiri people; their only interest was on how to conquer them.   In this India has won the battle for   control, because of its superior military power   over   Pakistan.    Also, because of the strategic position of Kashmir, US imperialism had a keen interest and sought to play off Pakistan against India in order to secure a hold in this valley.   Kashmir was in an im​portant   strategic position for U.S. imperialism to spy into the then  socialist  U.S.S.R.    and China.   The secret location of the SNAP generation; in the Hi​malayas (with knowledge of top officials of the Indian Govern​ment) is an indication of U.S. imperialist interest in this sensi​tive area
Meanwhile in 1950 Abdullah’s National Conference Party deci​ded to convene a Kashmiri Constituent Assembly. Despite the protests from Pakistan, reinforced by a Security Council resolution on March 30th, 1951, the assembly was formed after a general election by universal secret ballot. A new cons​titution was drafted ‘reaffirm​ing Kashmir’s accession to India and its autonomy in areas other than foreign affairs, defense and communications. The next year, in July, Nehru and Sheikh Abdullah signed an agreement at Delhi, which con​firmed Kashmir’s unique status and stipulated in article 370 of the Indian Constitution.
By 1953, postponing the assembly’s ratification of the agreement with India, the Sheikh-put forth the idea of an independent Kashmir. On 9th  August, 1953     Sheikh Abdullah was arrested. Follow​ing  a  series  of  unpublicized maneuvers the Kashmir! Deputy Prime Minister Bakshi  Ghulam Mohammed, took   power.    In February 1954, Kashmir’s con​stituent assembly, with several of its members under detention, unanimously ratified the acces​sion to India, In the following year Kashmir’s autonomy   was gradually   eroded    as    various articles of the Indian    constit​ution previously inapplicable to Kashmir   became operative in the State. Thus Sheikh Abdullah and his National    Conference fell a victim to constitutionalism As a bourgeois democrat he was unable to fight   the comprador bourgeois Government of India in a consistent way and   under​took only     the    parliamentary path of struggle.    Though his programme    “Naya   Kashmir” reflected   the    aspirations     of bourgeois   democracy    he was unable to mobilize the entire people of Kashmir and so failed to win over the Hindu popul​ation in spite   of   ‘its    secular approach.    Unlike the national movements of   Nagaland    and Mizoram   which   went   under​ground and launched an armed struggle against the   Centre   in order   to   fulfill   their national aspirations,   Sheikh   Abdullah and his NC succumbed; totally to the attacks of the ruling comp​rador bourgeois   government.
On March 29th, 1956, in a speech made in the Lok Sabha, and, later at a press conference held at Delhi on April 2nd, Nehru made public for the first time his opposition to a plebis​cite. In November 1956 the constitution of Kashmir was finally adopted. Article III stated that the “State of Jammu and Kashmir is and shall be an integral part of the Union of India. In 1957, this issue was taken up in a big way at the U.N. Nehru himself presented a confusing posture on Kashmir by announcing and permitted others to proclaim that Kashmir was an integral part of India and would remain so, but then entering into negotiations over Kashmir (in 1963) “with​out preconditions.”
So the comprador bourgeois government, true to its class character trampled over the national aspirations of the Kashmiri people. After first agreeing to the holding of a plebiscite, which, in effect, accepted the right of self-deter​mination of the Kashmiri people (including the right to secede) now completely retracted on its earlier position and occupied Kashmir through force. The so-called ‘Socialist’ Nehru, could not even tolerate a Constitu​tional Bourgeois democrat like Sheikh Abdullah, who was put under house arrest for 22 years. It shows the total comprador/ feudal character of the Indian government and its leaders, for all their socialist and democratic rhetoric.
Nehru, unexpectedly, decided to release Sheikh Abdullah from confinement in April 1964, after his almost continuous detention since 1953. Abdullah immediately plunged into active negotiations on the future of the state, first, with Nehru and then with Ayub Khan. A meeting with Chou-en - Lai in Algeria and statements against India, led to his re-arrest. In 1975, a full ten years later he was released and was handed over the reins of power based on an agreement reached between Indira Gandhi and the Sheikh-known as the Kashmir Accord. After 1977, when Sheikh Abdullah became Chief Minister he announced that all the Central Laws applied to the state would be reviewed and those found “irrelevant” would be withdrawn from the Jammu and Kashmir constitution to restore the autonomous character of the state. In the 1977 NC election manifesto Sheikh Abdullah had stressed on economic issues and envisa​ged a task of 22 point economic programme for the party to fulfill the “dream of Naya Kash​mir”. The manifesto lists 16 tasks for the party to restore the autonomous character of the state. The Congress party realized that it was only the NC that wielded influence in Kashmir, so their ‘entire aim was to tame the NC leaders, strike a bargain with them and reinstate them in power. So, by 1975, and after 22 years of detention of Sheikh Abdullah and quite sure that the NC leader had given up the call for a plebiscite, the Cong​ress once again installed the NC in power at Kashimir. On the other hand, Sheikh Abdullah leaving the entire initiative to the Congress quietly accepted their gift of power and only in the 1977 elections when the Janata came to power did the NC dare to whimper in a most weak manner, for greater autonomy to Kashmir.
LIMITS OF A BOUR​GEOIS DEMOCRAT:
Sheikh Abdullah was a bour​geois democrat and the “Naya Kashmir” programme repre​sents the genuine aspirations of bourgeois democracy. But, history has again proved that in the present era the bourgeois democrat cannot lead the bour​geois democratic revolution to fruition nor can it thoroughly represent the National aspira​tions of the Kashmiri people. So on the one hand Sheikh Abdullah was incapable of leading the struggle for ward and on the other he continuously struck compromises with the comprador leadership of the Indian government. He was even unable to represent ^firmly and fight for the national aspira​tions of the Kashmiri people and his demand for greater autonomy within the Indian Union is today a dead letter. Also, as time passed he struck a greater and greater compromis​ing positions vis-à-vis the Indian comprador- leadership.
This entire history shows quite clearly the limitations and vacil​lating character of the bourgeois democrats in the present era Sheikh Abdullah’s shift in positions from “Naya Kashmir” to today’s stand within the Indian Union; this limiting the struggle to constitutional forms; his vacillations in his relationships with the compra​dor bourgeois Indian government are a clear vindication that the bourgeoisie in the present era cannot lead the bourgeois demo​cratic revolution or struggle consistently for the National aspirations of the people. Be​sides, since the NC has been in power they have not been able to fulfill »even the minimum demands of the Kashmiri people. The proletariat can only undertake the national task. But the CPI in Kash​mir had no Independent prog​ramme of its own, it was una​ble to forge an alliance under its hegemony with the bourgeois democrats to fight the compra​dor bourgeoisie, it was unable to have a clear-cut class analysis of the forces at play, and so at times it became a tail of the NC and of the Nehru government. It failed to undertake its historic role to lead the bourgeois ‘democratic revolu​tion and thus betrayed the movement in Kashmir as it did in other parts of the country. In fact, on all fundamental issues it supported Nehru, betray​ing the interests of the Kashmiri people.
Farooq Abdullah, who came to power after his father’s death last year, has taken a posture, which is even more compromis​ing than that of his father. The aspirations for “Naya Kashmir” are merely on paper and there is no consistency even in voicing the national aspirations of the Kashmiri people. Soon after the present elections were over Farooq Abdullah virtually cringed before the Centre. He said, “We will extend our hands of friendship for the Centre to grasp it. If they do not grasp it, we will still keep it extended for that is what Islam has taught us.” ‘He added further that his govern​ment would like to have a rela​tionship based on confidence and. trust with the centre. The national aspirations of the Kashmiri people can only flower through a struggle ‘against the Centre and not by cringing be​fore it. The NC has reached the end of their national demo​cratic tether —— Farooq Abdullah will probably bury it. The proletariat alone can take up an uncompromising struggle for bourgeois demo​cracy as reflected in; the “Naya Kashmir” programme and it is they alone who can lead the struggle of all nationalities with in India to develop a free asso​ciation ship of all nationalities within a truly federal New Democratic lndia.

POLITICAL NOTES
AKALI    STRUGGLE
The Centre is all set to crush the Akali movement. While the Akalis are afraid to take the movement ahead. The Rail Roko agitation was a com​promise between the two con​tending parties. The Centre, on its part sent large reinforcements of para-military troops, to cru​sh the movement by force. The AkaUs drew back and restricted the Rail Boko to a few hours on that day. The Centre then conveniently cancelled all trains during the period of the Rail Roko, so, the agitation was successfully diffused. Now the Centre is seeking to do another Assam in Punjab. First, they are pitting the Pun​jab people against the people of Haryana, saying that the matter is to be decided between the two states, arid the Centre will act as arbitrator. Secondly, they seek to stall the issues by offe​ring to refer the issues to a tribunal and undertake endless talks in order to diffuse the issue.  The Akalis have rightly refused to attend the talks. Thirdly, they are creating a bogey of Naxalites being active within the Akalis to create the atmosphere for systematic rep​ression. Fourthly, the Centre has moved massive paramili​tary forces to Punjab and has promoted   the notorious P.S. Bhinder (of Emergency fame) to a special post in Punjab to conduct the   police operations in the state. Fifthly, the Con​gress^) is utilizing the Hindu communal forces to whip up communal hatred and unleash a communal carnage in Punjab to divert the entire issue.    The seeds of this have already been sown in Patiala, Jullunder Kapurthala etc. The represen​tatives of the Hindu Suraksha Samiti and the Hindu Rashtriya Sangathan were freely holding   meetings all over the state. And lastly, the Punjab Government promulgated an ordinance vesting judicial powers in executive magistrate” to facilitate the suppression opera​tions in the state.
With the Centre preparing for the final onslaught, the Akali leadership appears to have no plan to counter it and have left things to spontaneity. This has resulted in a number of secret killings many of which have been conducted by the funda​mentalists, and some have been directed at-.-the Nirankaris’and at the Hindu chauvinists. Such actions only help the Akalis fall in to centre’s trap of whipp​ing up a communal carnage in the state. The only solution to the present impasse lies in the entire Punjab people (both Sikh and Hindus) fighting the Centre jointly until their just demands are fulfilled. The Sikhs alone cannot win the battle. In order to do this the compromising and fundamentalist Akali lead​ership must be exposed and the entire Punjabi people united in their struggle against the Centre.

PREDATORY FOREIGN FINANCE CAPITAL

The crisis in the world economy and its reflection in India have reached the door of the comp​rador bourgeoisie itself. During each crisis in the capitalist / imperialist system, big business swallows the small, leading to a further centralization of the economy and the concentration of economic power in fewer and fewer hands. Besides, the imperialist countries always seek to shift their crisis on the backs of the third world countries. Today, Swraj Paul, a British Citizen of Indian origin, with the backing of foreign finance capital, has sought to capture two of India’s top twenty companies-DCM (Delhi Cloth Mills) and Escorts This has been made possible by the Indian Government’s total sell-out to the imperialists in the wake of a world-wide recession. Earlier, the Indian Government had granted enor​mous concessions to allow the free flow of foreign goods into the country, liberalized FERA removed restrictions of foreign capital and allowed foreign collaborations into the country in a big way. This had already created a serious crisis in all spheres of Indian Industry from steel (which has been in the doldrums due to the large quan​tity of imported steel) to a small industry like, blades (which is in a serious crisis after the multi-national, Wilkinson, was allowed to put up a plant in India in colla​boration with an Indian business house) and now, in this last budget, foreign residents of Indian origin (whether citizens of India or not) have been allowed to invest in Indian companies, allowing them massive tax concessions-making India a virtual heaven for foreign finance capital.
Swraj Paul, Chairman of the Capro Group, London, presides over an industrial empire, which includes ten private companies, two public listed companies and 22 principal operating subsidiaries accounting for a turnover of £100 million (£1= Rs. 16). His brothers, based in India, control and run the Apeejay group of industries, with a recorded turnover of Rs. 90 crores. This group (now diver​sified from Shipping to tea, pharmaceuticals etc) has a parti​cularly notorious record of nefarious activities through which the family has been able to accumulate large quantities of wealth. In fact, Swraj Paul’s own accumulation of wealth in London has taken place in just the last decade.
The DCM group, with assets of Rs. 185 crores (1981-82) and manufacturing a wide spectrum of goods from textiles rayon, chemicals, fertilizers etc. to Vanaspati and Sugar is owned and run by the Shri Ram Family. While Escorts, with assets worth Rs. 105 crores (1981-82) and] manufacturing tractors and motorcycles is owned and run by the Nanda family. Yet the Shri Ram Family owned only 10% of the 80 lakh equity shares of DCM, while in the case of Escorts the Nanda family owned a mere 5% of the 134 lakh equity shares. On the other hand, in these companies, the Government financial insti​tutions (primarily UTI, LIC and GIC) own 43% of the equity shares in DCM and 54% in the case of Escorts. In other words, though the families own an insignificant minority of the equity share capital of the res​pective companies they are allowed to continue in total control of these companies, because of the backing they receive from the financial institutions - i.e. the Govern​ment.
In early January of this year, Swraj Paul, through a leading Delhi Stock-broker, H.C. Bhasin (President of the Delhi Stock Exchange) began buying shares in DCM and Escorts. In end February, with the budget declaration, enormous tax concessions were given to non​residents wishing to invest in Indian companies. The pur​chasing spree of DCM and Escort shares continue into mid-April with its share prices sky-rocketing from Rs. 31 to over Rs. 70 and from Rs. 40 to Rs.60 respectively. By May Swraj Paul had bought 3. lakh shares of DCM or 4.3% of the total, and 1.5 lakh shares
of .-Escorts or 1%. of the total. This bid to capture the manage​ment of India’s two largest bu​siness houses has created panic in the big industrial houses in India. The entire business world has been scurrying from minister to bureaucrat pleading for protection from the octopus like grasp of non-resident capital. For what is now been thrown to light is that in all the big business houses from Tatas to Mahindras, the controlling families have riot more than 5% to 10% of the total equity in their industrial empires. And it is believed that if the nonresident Indians abroad raised Rs. 2,000 crores, they can buy over the entire private sector in India, minus Tata and Birla. The non-resident Indians abroad are said to have a capital of Rs. 30,000 crores.
This entire Swraj Paul episode has brought a number of inte​resting factors to light. First, the big business houses, control their empires through a nominal holding of 5% to 10% of the equity of their companies. Second, the financial institu​tions (in other words, the Government) together hold over 25% of the shares of almost all the major industrial giants in the country, and in many the holdings exceed 50%. In other words bureaucrat capital has a vice-like grip over the private sector in the country and a controlling interest in nearly all big-business houses. It also brings out the extent of concentration and of centralization of econo​mic power in the hands of the government. Let alone the nationalized industries which dominate all key industries in the country, even what is left in the private sector, is basically under the control of the government. Thirdly, it brings out the close co-operation between the com​prador big bourgeoisie and the Central government. The fina​ncial institutions through having a controlling interest in nearly the entire private sector allows the family-run business a free hand its management. Four​thly, a man like Swraj Paul, an imperialist lackey, with excessi​vely close relations with the PM starts buying shares in two Indian companies two months before the concessions to non​residents are announced in the budget. Is it possible that this British citizen has prior infor​mation of details in the Indian budget? Besides, this impe​rialist lackey, who attempted to bring pressure on the Indian government not to attack British adventures in Falklands, has been rewarded with a Padma Bhushan in the April of this year, Fifthly the Govern​ment is caught equivocating between Swraj Paul on the one hand and Indian industrial magnates on the other. Though it has restricted non-resident investment to 5% of the total equity share capital, it has introduced a clause that non​residents may purchase even over 5% of the equity with prior Reserve Bank permission. Though, in the latest Annual general meeting of Escorts, Swraj Paul did not make a bid for the control of the manage​ment, the entire decision rests with the financial institutions (i.e. government) that have a controlling interest. The finan​cial institutions are basically equivocating between the Indian industrial houses and the direct foreign finance capital being pushed -into India through Swraj Paul.
The source of the present Swraj Paul Vs. DCM/ Escorts episode must be seen in the light of worldwide recession in the capitalist/ imperialist system. In a crisis period such as this the imperialist countries seek the backs of the third world countries and foreign fin​ance capital will seek to pene​trate third world economies thr​ough any and every means. The entry through so-called non-re​sidents is just one other means of this predatory foreign finance capital to enter the Indian economy. Secondly, in a reces​sionary period, with markets dwindling, finance capital resorts to centralization rather than expansion of capital. So Swraj Paul ( or any other source of finance capital) is not seeking new investment in the country (as there is little outlet, because of a shrinking market) but seeking to control existing capital and markets-such as those of DCM and Escorts. Such actions lead to a centralization of capital ( in this case finance capital ) and not its expansion. The government of India is facilita​ting this entry of foreign finance capital into the country at the cost of local industry and its true comprador, traitorous character is now nakedly exposed to the people of our country.
REBELLION    IN    P. L. 0.
On May 7, 1983 senior officers of the PLO rose in rebellion against the leadership of Yasser Arafat. On May 21 the Fatah leader​ship effectively dismissed Colonel Abu Musa and four other sen​ior officers, after they had accused Arafat of abandoning armed struggle against Israel. The most senior of the defecting guerillas to announce their stand was Mousa Awad, a member of Fatah’s 40-member Revolu​tionary Command Council and head of the group’s militia in Lebanon. Mr. Awad asserted the rebels had 10,000 flowers including 4,000 non - military members of Fatah.
The mutiny began as a protest against the promotion to posi​tions of command of two Ara​fat loyalists, Haj Ismail and Abu Hajim. Both men, and particularly Haj Ismail, have a reputation for corruption and cowardice; Haj Ismail whose uncle and lieutenant was mur​dered in Tyre as a suspected Israeli agent, fled from Sidon when Israel invaded Lebanon last year. Quite a lot of Fatah officers objected violently to being put under these two menAt a press conference Mov sa Awad (alias Abu Akraro) read out the names of 28 guerilla commanders, he said, had signed the memorandum criticizing Arafat and his leadership. The memorandum said Fatah’s officers reject U.S. President Ronald Regan’s peace proposal based on creation of a Palestin​ian entity in “association with-Jordan”. They also oppose the Lebanese-Israeli-.troop with​drawal agreement, the PLO-Jordanian talks for a peaceful settlement to the West Asian crisis and efforts to bring Egypt back to Arab ranks The memorandum said the muti​neers will not accept any deci​sion! to withdraw Palestinian fighters from Lebanon. It also condemned the Fez peace plan, “particularly its seventh clause”. Its seventh clause called for the recognition of the right of all stated in the region to live in peace, which was interpreted as an implicit recog​nition of Israeli’s right to exist. The memorandum also insisted “the only w ay to achieve our rights and liberate our lands is through military struggle”.
In a bid to crush the rebels, Arafat ordered, in end of May, that fuel and other provisions to the rebel units in the Bekaa, Valley and northern Lebanon be cut off. This move fai​led as the officers controlling the depots joined the Fatah rebels. Six Fatah depots, including those of fuel, located in Syria was taken over by the rebels. In the first week of June the fighting escalated into armed clashes between the two groups resulting in a number of deaths. On June 8th when news reached Arafat that some offices of the Zeador Palesti​nian regiment were prepar​ing to take the regiment over to the rebels side, Arafat’s armed men surrounded and attacked the head quarters and over​powered and obtained control of it. Then on Monday June 20, when the Fatah Revolu​tionary Council was in a Session in Damascus the rebels attac​ked a prominent military base of Arafat in An jar village, which sits astride the Damas​cus-Beirut highway, just be​yond the Syrian territory A few days later the rebels ambushed a PLO convoy and involved them in a four-hour machine-gun battle.
Arafat, the chief of the PLO for over fifteen years and its roving ambassador, relies more on external support in his fight against Israel. Not surprisingly, soon after the rebellion, Arafat went to Romania to elicit Rus​sian support. He then flew to India begging Indira Gandhi to campaign for his support in the non-aligned movement. This chieftain of the Palestinians has a notorious reputation of first selling out the Palestinian cause to the Russians and then seek​ing compromises with the Isra​elis and U.S. imperialists. Unfortunately, the rebels too are depending on the support of the Syrian and Libyan Governments. It is said that Colonel Gaddafi has financed the rebels $ 750,000 to overthrow Arafat. Anyhow, in this battle, both Russia and China have come out in support of Arafat. Russia said that the “current infighting in the PLO is the result of mechanization by the U. S., Israel and regrettably some Arab figures”
The weakness of the Palestinian movement is that it relies on other governments as the basis of their struggle with the Israelis and not on their own people. It is no wonder that the PLO has became a pawn in the super-power war games Meanwhile patch-up attempts are being frantically attempted between Arafat and the rebels

WILLIAMSBURG    MEET

In end May the heads of seven most industrialized nations of the Western block met for three days at Williamsburg in the U,S.A. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the seri​ous crisis afflicting the imperi​alist countries and how they could jointly get out of their problems. Regan chaired the meeting and the seven countries represented by their heads of spates were U.S. A,, U.K., Canada., France, West Germany, Italy and Japan.
The joint declaration of the Summit first pinpointed the massive budgetary deficit and high interest rates of the American Economy. Vague resolutions were passed to restrict these. Next, measures were sought to restrict inflation and reduce unemployment. These are inbuilt aspects of the capitalist/imperialist system and are unavoidable in periods of crisis. Next the summit sought to halt protectionism and dis​mantle the trade barrier between the imperialist countries It is a fact that with an increasing crisis in the economy each imperialist country has sought to protect its own markets against those of the other imperialist powers. Imperialism means uneven economic development and the new imperialist powers, like Japan, are able to grab markets from the other imperialist powers. As long as this law of uneven economic development exists (i.e. as long as imperialism exists) all agree​ments against protectionism will remain scrap of paper, as in a crisis, each imperialist power will desperately protect their own markets. As Lenin pointed out imperialism enhances the contradictions between the imperialist powers and blocks.
The next concern of these imperialist powers were the massive debts owed to them by the third world counties and also the East European countries. The solution sought is how to rob these backward countries more in order to recover the debts The joint declaration says, “We agree to a strategy based on: effective adjustment and development policies by debtor nation”, adequate private and official financing, more open markets and worldwide economic recovery”. In other words the strategy is to devise how finance capital should go deeper in to the economies of the backward countries. Further the declaration adds that “the weight of the recession has fallen very heavily on develop​ing countries and we are deeply concerned about their recovery’ Restoring sound economic growth while keeping our mar​kets open is crucial. Special attention will be given to the flow of resources, in particular official developmental assistance to. poorer countries, and for food and energy production ...” These crocodile tears for the underdeveloped countries is unwarranted; for it is these imperialist powers that have shifted the burden of the crisis on to the backs of the “third world countries, and the “aid” they suggest is only a means for the further penetration of finance capital “in to the count​ries of the third world.
So in essence the purpose of the Williamsburg meet was to see how best the Western world could come out of its crisis. Here the Americans sought to browbeat the second world into a close economic entity under U.S. hegemony. France particularly resisted this. But, not surprisingly in this war stricken world with the increasing contention bet- wean the two superpowers, the summit was not restricted to economic matters and soon shi​fted to military affairs. On 29th May, the leaders of the seven industrialized nations sent out a strong message to the Soviet Union warning against “attempts to divide” the west and reaffirming their commit​ment to go ahead with current plans to deploy new missiles in Europe. The statement, which was read out to the press by U.S. Secretary of State, George Shultz, was seen as a prompt response to the Soviet threat made en the eve of the summit to deploy more of its missiles in Europe if the western alli​ance went ahead with its plans to base new U.S. missies in the U.K., West Germany and Italy, later this year. Here again, France reluctantly agreed to this joint statement. In fact, prior to and during the summit Russia came out with hysteric statements against it, fearful that some unity might be forged against it at. Williamsburg, They sought to drive a wedge bet​ween some European countries and America.
Advance the Agrarian Revolution — The Call of the AP Rytu Coolie Sangham  2nd Conference

The Second Conference of the Andhra Pradesh Ryotu Coolie Sangham, held at Karimnagar on 22nd and 23rd May, in its political resolution, gave a call to the peasantry to advance the agrarian revolution, overcoming all hurdles on its way. The prevailing excellent revolu​tionary situation in the country revolution, which is the axis of the peoples’ democratic revolution.
The resolution says that “shows that there is all opport​unity to forge ahead on the path of agrarian everywhere the anti-feudal struggles have to be intensified and extended to even wider areas. Where they have reached a particular stage they should be developed to the next higher stage. Only thus will we be able to canalize the growing frustration of the oppressed people against the Indira regime. The
resolution   also explained that
the    contention between the
two   super powers is the chief source of another world war and that we must fight the war-mongering designs of the two super powers, and specifi​cally that of Soviet Social Imperialism, in order to avert the outbreak of another world war. The resolution declared, “We oppose war. We always want peace. But if the Imperialists art a war we will utilize that situation to further inten​sify the revolutionary struggle and successfully complete the revolution”.
The slogans, “Land to the Tiller”, “Long Live agrarian Revolution”, “Down with the two super powers” and “Down with the Indira Government” resounded throughout the mammoth demonstration of thirty thousand peasantry which wound its way through the lanes and bye-lanes of Karimnagar.
HOMAGE TO CHERABANDA RAJU

On 2nd July 1933. The first death anniversary of this revolutionary poet, the people of the entire country dip their red banner in homage to this dedicated people’s poet. In this month, people of the entire country have organized meet​ings to pay homage to this departed revolutionary poet from Andhra Pradesh, his poems have already been translated into Bengali, Hindi, English, Kannada, Marathi. Gujarati, Tamil and Malayalam. While remembering Cherabanda Raju we cannot ever forget his ideals and his dedicated service to the downtrodden masses.
The ruling classes in this coun​try have no use for literature and art, except as a pastime for a small elite. For the rest, they exploit the mass media as a source of profit and as a means of spreading moral and spiritual corruption. The effects of this evil are to be seen everywhere in which the traditional forms of popular culture are being systematically    destroyed.   In this situation the   poet has to make his choice.   He may acc​ept a status of   a commodity producer and go out for comm​ercial success; but by doing so he surrenders his integrity as an artist. Or rejecting commercial values, he may seek refuge in the doctrine that artistic creation is an autonomous   act   of self-expression—art for art’s   sake; but, far    from     offering   an escape from these values, this doctrine is itself an expression of the self-centered individua​lism inherent in commodity pro​duction.    By      removing     his social   responsibility    he cuts himself off from his source of inspiration.    If he is to recover his power to inspire, he must seek inspiration from the people. Only by identifying  himself with them can he ensure that his art will be valued for the happi​ness it gives and not for its market price.
Cherabanda Raju, from the very beginning identified himself with the people and wielded his pen against the exploiting society. As part of the ‘Digambara Poets’ (Naked Poets) he vehe​mently protested against the false values of a degenerated society and Srikakulam he transformed into revolution​ary forces in the Revolutionary Writers Association (Virasam). For Cherabanda Raju, revolu​tionary ideals were like seeds planted amongst the masses and his poetry were the blossoms of a new society in creation. These blossoms now swing in the light breeze of revolution, bringing life and joy within the dark lives of the masses.
But, besides being a revolu​tionary poet Cherabanda Raju was disciplined solder of the CPI (ML) (Peoples War,) who, to his last breath of life served the revolutionary cause with a dedicated conviction, which no force could shake. Just before passing into a coma he asked a Comrade whether an important task to be undertaken, had not been forgotten and properly done .......
HOMAGE

SRI SRI

Closest to his heart, both when alive and dead, was the working class’s fighting flag of scarlet-the historic Red Flag. Among the prerequisites for Modern Poetry, it stood out in the company of the factory’s siren call. It was a deliberate choice on his part, for; he was the poetic product of the Industrial Age, Gorky’s STORNY PETREL so to speak, heralding the epoch of proletarian revolu​tion. The name of SRI. SRI. (Srirangam Srinivasa Rao) has been a household word in the literate and semi-literate Telugu public, only as a synonym for socialist trends in Telugu poetry? And now he is no more, leaving an immense vacuum as much as an immeasurable impact in the world of letters.
A poetic colossus wielding an unparalleled mastery over both diction and form, SRI SRI earned for himself the more than fitting recognition as MAHAKAVI, more impor​tantly on account of his role as a pathfinder and trendsetter. He took poetry out of the rut of neo-classicist and romanticist schools, only to put it firmly on the hard earth of the toiling masses. This took place nearly half a century back and hence his just claim that none but himself could be the rightful leader of this age, pulsating violently with earth-shaking revolutionary struggles in the midst of wars of great magni​tude all the world over. He was indeed the tribune of the people gifted with such a poetic voice that could sound like the call of a clarion, .the boom of a conch and the peal of a thunderclap. It is no exagge​ration to say that Telugu poetry effected a great leap forward only because of his forceful appearance as a comet in the mid-thirties, breaking loose like a wild pony, prancing about uncontrollably.
A phenomenon on the literary firmament, SRI SRI was indisputably a rare genius all right, but a dialectical materialist analysis would certainly show the interplay of forces, material aid ideological, which alone can explain it properly. He was the logical product of the ‘hungry thirties’ when the devastations of the Great Dep​ression made themselves felt in this part of our country too. He was himself a victim of this devastation, who found himself suddenly in poverty and penury, an unemployed graduate earning a meager pittance as a weigher in the ship-yard of his native place, Visakhapatnam or as a hack for a local periodical. His father, a reputed teacher of Mathematics, left his only surviving son nothing more than memories of the previous life of great ease and comfort. This -personal element soon merged itself, as it should, in the gloomy world of growing misery all around. The Communist Movement was just then beginning to send forth-tender red sprouts. Abburi, his senior both in years and poetic ex​perience, took this young man of 25 (Sri Sri was born in 1910) in hand and threw open the library of the Andhra University to him, enriching him intellectually. More im​portant, it was through this mentor that he came to get early glimpses of Marxist Socia​lism’s impact in world litera​ture. The point to be noted, in particular, is that SRI! SRI drew poetic inspiration for his revolutionary poetry from the manifesto of the Progressive Writer’s Group of London, which included Mulk Raj Anand and Sajjad Zaheer. The Span​ish Civil War was, for him too, an event of great significance. Spender, Auden, Macneice, Aragon, Lorca and Neruda, not to speak of Caudwell and Paul Kner’s similar impact. Ironically the last word, which Sri Sri managed to utter in his last moments, was the name of Gen. Franco, the sworn enemy of the Spanish Republicans. And then happened the “mira​cle” and the splendid alchemy. Kazi Nazrul Islam and Harind-ranath Chattop adhya and Mayakovsky, Rupert, Brooke and Seigfried Sassoon, Swin​burne and Shelley all these and many others crowded into his awareness «and emerged in a new shape altogether, turning Sri​rangam Srinivasa Rao suddenly into SRI. SRI. It was a vol​canic eruption, an overpowering cascade. All this in the cause of Socialism. What a thing and when! Great and historically right in time.
Not until 1935 could the kulak minded Communist Party    here could come to know   of     their man, once a child prodigy, now a powerful voice.    The     party was then under ban but it mana​ged to hold a youth   conference held at Kakinada   and it     was there     that SRI. SRI. Opened out his lungs in pouring out his early revolutionary Verse.    Yet he was not drawn close to     the movement, for, no faults of his. What it needed and prized more was popular poetry but     what lie gave out went   a   little     bit over their heads. An interesting episode     comes to     mind.    A pseudo - theoretician, eternally immature, took the poet to task for his real strong points -   his Sanskritic compounds and uni​que ability to suggest a     vivid mental picture by means   of   a powerful play on words     with strong accents and   pronounced alliteration, rhythmical, allego​rical and   occasionally     exotic to the point of   strongness:   It was C. Rajeswar Rao, the  pre​sent secretary of the CPI, who came to defend the poet on  the strength of the great impact left on peasant delegates attending a conference at Kurnool which he personality saw and felt.
SRI. SRI, a ‘bohemian’, remained basically committed, poeti​cally loyal to the great cause of communism, despite his occa​sional excursions into .the so-called ‘Modernist’ trends of post-war years such as Dudaism and Surrealism. For a time he held Swinburne, Bandelaire and Poe as his trinity. Experimentation consumed his time and talent for sometime but he soon re - discovered and held fast to his true moorings that he had found in Tikkana of the classical age, Vemana of the Middle ages, and Guruzada of the present age. The last mentioned had heralded a broadly democratic trend in literature and literary style, despite his bourgeois democra​tic limitations. SRI. SRI s greatness lies in the fact that he surpassed Guruzada and marched forward into the pro​letarian socialist age.
Struggle for a livelihood led him into the by-lanes of life and made him do a large number of small jobs, in the Army, in the A. I. R. and in the ‘Grub Street’ of little periodicals until he settled down to journalism for some years and finally to the cine Industry. All these gave him little satisfaction and a much less sense of self-fulfillment. His world was wider and broader, the world of conscious makers of history  the oppressed of the world fighting their way forward; in MAHAPRA-STHANAM (the Great March forward) which would lead them into MARO PRAPAN-CHAM(ANew World). He addressed them all [and called them to win it through relen​tless and determined struggle.
SRI. SRI. came into the fold of the progressive writers Move​ment late in the day, only after 1975. He was its spearhead. His illusions and hopes, natu​ral in their historical context, about the bourgeois nationalism and his veneration for Gandhi and admiration for Nehru not​withstanding, 1947 found him fact to face with the real mean​ing of ‘Independence.’ The Citizen of “Independent India” being his major concern, the sorrowful countenance, discon​tented hearts and despairing an​xieties of countless millions soon impelled him to compose songs of how to forge a sword (KHADGA SRISHTI) in order to cut down social injustice and inequality. Even a short tenure as member of the Legislative Council of composite State of Madras and visits to the Soviet Union, once the land of height hope and Socialist Heaven failed to confine himself to complacency. The 1964 split in the Communist Movement, soon followed by the epoch-making armed agrarian struggles first in Naxalbari and then in Srikakulam, near home, drew him away from the old and new revisionists. It was his 60th year, which was celebrated with éclat in 1970, which marked his definite break with the betrayers of the cause of Revolution. On the 4th of July, that year, he presided over the birth of the Revolutionary Writers’ Asso​ciation.
Neither age nor inhibition pre​vented him from courageous and sustained activities in the cause of Civil liberties and democratic rights at a time when the CPl (ML) was facing set backs and precious young lives were being terminated savagely in the name of ‘Encounter Deaths’. Similarly he supplied the lead for the initial activities of the Indo -China friendship Association.
He saw in Comrade Charu Mazumdar as the splendid weaver of Revolution’s shawl of bright red strands. Personalities such as Vempatapu Satyam and Adibhatla Kailasam apart, the awakened masses provided for his poetry a more abiding source of inspiration. His MAROPR\STHANAM ( another March Forward) has very powerful  poetry packed like dynamite. The word ‘Naxalite’ to him meant bright future ahead. He even went to the extent of spending a night in the dungeon of a jail-cell for leading a dem​onstration against the World Telugu Conference. He took courage in both hands in curs​ing and condemning that hang​man of Srikakulam, C. M. J. Vengal Rao for his blood -bath.
SRI. SRI. never abandoned R W A, as RWA never aban​doned him. He said RWA was his permanent address and ex​pressed a wish to die as a member of RWA. It came to pass. As the living section of RWA stands for the path of the armed struggle of the people, SRI. SRI. remained closest to it till the very end.
Now he is physically gone. A massive heart attack on the i5th of June last, pierced by cancer, and eye-cataract, cut him off from life which he filled with wonderful things and lived its contents to the dregs. Material poverty, family imbecilities, physical worries and many more never dimmed his vision nor dampened his sprits. His was an invincible cause because it is the people’s very cause and to it he dedicated himself as few poets can.
It was therefore quite in the fitness of things that the Red Flag was spread over his dead body, along with the banner of the RWA. His poetry might and does belong to all, but not to all and sundry. He made his deliberate choice to devote it exclusively and wholly to the fighting masses to which too the Red Flag rightfully belongs.
Gorky once wrote that men have dates of their birth only. Death must have to admit defeat at the mighty hand of the Titan that SRI. SRI. was, no, is. His work can neither rust nor can it wilt. It lives in the people and hence is immortal. He will be remembered only for the impetus, which he supplied for the historic march of the people forward to their cheris​hed goal of a classless society.
LONG   LIVE      SRI   SRI — k.v.r.
STRUGGLE FOR LAND IS THE CENTRE OF ALL PEASANT STRUGGLES
(This article is based on a class-analysis of four villages in Karimnagar District, A.P.)

In a backward country like India, with extreme technologi​cal backwardness and a total neglect of agriculture it is inev​itable that the peasantry is excessively oppressed, remains backward and is subjected to numerous forms of feudal exploitation. This has resulted in peasant struggles in all back​ward countries of the world. And, as long as the monopoly of a handful of persons over the major means of production-land-exists; peasant struggles will necessarily continue. That is why the Indian peasantry has adopted the path of struggles, under the leadership of the pro​letariat, in order to abolish feuda​lism and “achieve the redistribu​tion of land, on the basis of land to the tiller. Peasant struggles in different parts of the coun​try have many different, specific demands, but they are all part and parcel of agrarian revolu​tion. The complete abolition of semi-feudalism and the redistri​bution of land to the tiller can be the only solution to all their problems.
GOURAVALLI VILLAGE
Take for example Gouravalli village of Karimnagar district of Andhra Pradesh. Here there exist 619 families. Out of these those who did not have any land at all and those with less than t acres constitute 298 fam​ilies. This is roughly 0% of the total families. There are 622 acres of wet (irrigated) land in the village, of which 443 acres is double -crop land. Out of this wetland the above 298 poor pea​sant families hold only 104 acres. There is 2,300 acres of dry land in this village. Out of this 128 acres is black-Cotton soil. 
Out of the total dry land of 2,300 acres only 155 acres is owned by the above 298 families. Now let us turn to the instruments of production such as bullocks, carts, draught animals etc. Out of 1076 bullocks in the village only 260 belong to the 298 families. That means, on an average there is not even one bullock for each of these poor peasant families. Also, out of a total of 112 carts in the village these 298 families own only 7 carts. More over, these families have a total debt of one lakh sixty-four thousand rupees That means, on an average, each family is indebted to the tune of Rs. 550. They can neither repay this debt nor obtain any fresh loans. Therefore in this village the agricultural activity of these families will be mainly hampered due to lack of investment. Income from the land is not sufficient for themselves and their families. Besides, they cannot get work through​out the year. So they are compelled to go without two square meals a day for many months in the year. In addition, one can imagine how much medical aid they can afford. Even assuming that medical advice is available, they cannot dream of purchasing the medicines at the prevailing prices.
If the land in the village is equitably distributed, each fam​ily will get one acre of wet and four acres of dry land. But, at present, these 298 families do not have even a single acre, on an average. Moreover, each family has a debt of Rs. 550. Without radically changing this situation, how can this village prosper and advance. What​ever improvements that may be made in agricultural production, as long as the plight of these poor peasants, who constitute 53% of the village population, remain the same there can be no advance even towards a bourgeois democratic society, let alone socialism.
Also, in this village, 30 families of landlords own 146 acres of wetland. Out of this, 137 acres is double-crop land. So also, out of a total of 2,300 acres of dry land these 30 families own 1,000 acres. That means these families who constitute a mere 5% of »he total in the village, own about 44% of the total land in the village. Not only that, out of the I 8 acres of black-cotton soil land, which is the best dry land, 100 acres of land is alone owned by these families. These families toge​ther have a cash balance of one lakh rupees. Also, sooner or later, more than half of the land now owned by the 298 poor peasant families wills these 30 families as against their debts appropriate definitely. So in order to change the exist​ing state of affairs any serious democrat must consider confisca​ting the land held by the 30 land​lord families and distributing it to the 298 poor peasant families, in order to guarantee them a livelihood.
There can be no alternative to alleviate the misery and to improve the living conditions of these 298 families of agri​cultural laborers and poor pea​sants of Gouravalli Village. The land now held by the 30 landlo​rd families have gone to them only as a result of the exploita​tion of the labor of these poor peasant families. Therefore, it is the birth right of these poor peasant families to distribute the land amongst themselves. This is what is meant by agra​rian revolution.
We have seen that the 30 land​lord families, each owning from 15 to 100 acres, together hold 1, 012 acres of dry and 146 acres of wetland. So, out of the annual agricultural pro​duce of the village, these families who constitute a mere 5% in the village population will appropriate 36%. That is why while the rest of the fami​lies in the village are heavily indebted and ground down in misery, these 30 families keep growing richer year after year. All their wealth has accrued over the years through feudal practices, like, payment of wage in kind, deception through wrong weights and mea​sures, semi-free labor, bonded labor etc., and by concentrat​ing more than half the land of the village in their hands. The toiling masses of this village, who are being starved to death will not put up with this anymore. The growing agrarian movement in Karimnagar has awakened them to a new life. Therefore, let alone ensuing that these 298 families enjoy the fruits of their labor, they are left with no alternative but to confiscate and distribute the land now held by the 30 land​lord families who, anyhow, got it by exploiting the labor of these poor peasant families over the years. This is the first step to agrarian revolution.
If this 146 acres of wet and 1012 acres of dry land held by the 30 families and the 104 acres of wet and 135 acres of dry land already in the possession of these 298 poor peasant fami​lies is taken together and distri​buted to all the poor peasant families evenly, then each family will get one acre of wet and four acres of dry land. Along with land, cattle and agricultural implements have to be distributed. The peasant commi​ttees themselves can decide how these should be divided.
Then what will become of the 30 landlord families who have so far enjoyed about half the land of the village? Depending on the attitude they adopt towards agrarian revolution; at the time of actual distribution they too can be allotted some minimum land necessary for their livelihood. That means, if they don’t oppose agrarian revolution, the 298 families of poor peasants, while distribut​ing land among themselves may consider the case of those 30 families also along with them​selves. However, if they doggedly oppose agrarian revolu​tion they need not be given anything.
Then, abolishing rural inde​btedness is the second task in agrarian revolution. Along with the debt of Rs. 1,63,900 of the 298 poor peasant families, the debt of Rs. 3,11,700 of the 184 middle peasant families, (average of Rs. 2,694 per family) and Rs. 1,20,000 debt of the 44 rich peasant families (average Rs. 2,500 per family) —all this debt should be abo​lished. Thus, the peasant who is the backbone of the Indian Economy shall be liberated.
The third task; Necessary fertilizers, quality seeds, machines and cash investment required to carry on agriculture along scien​tific lines should be advanced to the peasantry by the New Democratic Government on the condition that it be repaid only after the crops are reaped,
In some villages distributing land to everyone may not be possible. In the old irrigated areas of Guntur and Krishna Districts, for example, number of agricultural laborers is very high. In some places they are even more than 50 %. In such places the land confiscated from landlords may not be sufficient for distribution to all. Some families may still remain land​less and the land distributed may be uneconomical for agri​culture. Even if every family get a small bit of land, since it may not be sufficient for a living, they may still have to sell their labor power. However, since every family will get some land, the pressure of population over land will be reduced and consequently the problem of unemployment will not be there for those who have yet to engage in wage - labor. For such laborers, the government should fix up and implement rates of agricultural labor to ensure them equal income on par with the poor peasants.
Let alone revolutionary changes, even if the government is really sincere to alleviate the misery of the 298 families mentioned above, the 30 landlord families can be allowed to retain two and a half acres of wet and 12 acres of dry land bringing them on par with the 44 rich peasant families in the same village, and the remaining land can be confiscated and distributed to the 298 families evenly. Even according to this formula, 75 acres of wet and 360 acres of dry land can be retained for those 30 families and a total of 70 acres of wet and 652 acres of dry land which becomes surplus can be distributed to these poor peasant families. Even if this is done, the pro​blem of the poor peasants can be solved to some extent. Although this cannot be called agrarian revolution, it can, at least, be called a bourgeois reform. But since the ruling big bourgeoisie have colluded and are hand in glove with the landlords, the ruling classes in the leadership of the Congress, Janata, CPM, etc. do not have the courage to even implement these limited bourgeois re​forms.
To this day, some large irrigation works (such as Nlagarjuna Sagar and Bhakra Nangal Dams) have been built, yet agriculture is still mainly dependent on rain. According to estimates out of 1,88,000 crore cubic meters of water available in our rivers for irrigation, we utilize a mere 21,000 crore cubic meters, or, just 10% of the total irrigation potential. The rest of the 90% water goes, into the sea. Apart from this, abundant ground water can also be tapped, through bore wells. But we are unable to fully utilize the available sources for purposes of irrigation. So, today our agriculture is almost entirely dependent on rain. Consequently agricultural pro​duction is low and we are forced to depend on food imports from other countries.
NEW TECHNOLOGY:

It is a fact that the average yield per acre has somewhat improved due to a marginal in​crease in irrigation facilities and through the use of chemi​cal fertilizers, hybrid varieties, better seeds, etc. But even these gains have gone chiefly to the handful of landlords who own the bulk of the land and only a meager share goes to the rural poor who have a little or no land. It is for this reason that, in the last three decades, the handful of landlords has grown richer while the poor have got even poorer. Though the Government is forced to accept this reality, it keeps proclaiming that its objective is the eradication of the growing disparities in incomes. This, it does, to. create illusions in people’s minds in order to cover up its real intentions. It is impossible for it to remove these disparities without first eliminating the glaring inequalities in land ownership. 

Besides irrigation, the use of chemical fertilizers has also increased. But its production in our country lags far behind our requirements and we are forced to import large quantities of fertilizers from the imperialist countries. Besides, due to inflation and monopoly pricing, the cost of fertilizers have skyrocketed in the last seven to eight years and its price has become prohibitive to the common peasant. But yet, he is bound to buy it, as land once accustomed to the use of chemical fertilizers, do not yield properly without them. So, on the one hand yields are becoming poorer over the years and on the other soil fertility is progressively diminishing. Besides this, income from agricultural produce does not compare favorably with the prices of industrial and manufactured goods. Hence, on the whole, the peasantry finds agriculture very un-economical. 

Next, however much science and technology have advanced in 35 years of Congress rule, our peasant is still dependent on the wooden plough of his great grandfather. The use of tractors and other machines have increased, but their role in agricultural production is still insignificant and so productivity in agriculture is still very low.

Next, the question of investment: With the high cost of fertilizers and pesticides the role of capital has also acquired a lot of significance in agriculture today. The agricultural activity of a peasant, who cannot pro​cure sufficient investment in time, will be seriously ham​pered. Most poor and middle peasants have very little Credit facility, such peasants cannot leave agriculture since they do not have any other livelihood; and with mounting losses year after year they ultimately lose their tiny bits of land and swell the ranks of the agricul​tural laborer. The major credit facilities of the govern​ment benefit only the rich pea​sants and land lords; and even those credits advanced initially through co-operatives was only in order to assist imperialist penetration into agriculture assi​sting the peasantry to take to HYV varieties, fertilizers and pesticides. But even this credit facility is now drying up due to the inability of the peasantry to repay the co-operative loans.
EXPLOITATION:

All feudal methods of exploi​tation of the colonial day re​main basically intact. Wages in kind, fraudulent weights and measures, usury, various kinds of semi-free and bonded labor exorbitant rates of interest- all these still continue in a big way. A visit to any village clearly proves that the Government’s propaganda about abolition of bonded labor is a lie.
Is it really possible to abolish bonded labor without assuming work to the agricultural laborer who cannot find work for nearly six months in a year? For insta​nce, during the lean months of October and November the rural poor suffer terribly. By then they exhaust their meager stock of grains and the new crop will not be available till January. During that period he is forced to borrow grain for his sustenance, at highly exorbitant rates of interest. A complex system of this borrowing exists which is unimaginably ruthless (called “Nagu” in Telugu). One bag of paddy borrowed in Novem​ber should be paid back in cash in January at the rate prevai​ling in November. The cost of one bag of paddy in November fetches one and a half bags of paddy in January. In other words, one and a half times the paddy borrowed should be re​paid in just two months. But this is not all. All] members of, the borrower’s family is obli​ged to work in the debtor’s field at lower wage rates. Is this then not a form of bondage? In some form or other, such a system of bonded labor pre​vails in most parts of the countryside. Unless and until agricul​tural labor is assured of full employment throughout the year and unless their purchasing power is enhanced, it is impo​ssible to abolish bonded labor merely by’ laws. To claim that this has been done is sheer deception.
All this shows that the crisis and   oppression of   the rural populace in colonial India, has in no    way been alleviated in ‘independent’ India ... in fact it has been further aggravated. The life in rural India is beco​ming more and more miserable with each passing day.
DEMOCRATIC

No reforms of the Government can alleviate the sufferings of the people of our country, which is the result of the semi-feudal -and imperialist exploitation. The complete abolition of feu​dal and imperialist exploitation is the only solution. This then is the chief aim of the democra​tic Revolution.
Abolition of feudalism means basically   besides     the many other varied aspects of feudal exploitation) the complete des​truction of the system of land concentration in the hands of a few landlords.   That    means, that all the land   held by   the landlords should be confiscated without any compensation and it should be distributed to the landless and poor peasants on the basis of land to   the   tiller. It is only then that there will be a good increase in   the present level of production, and   it is only then that existing disparities in income will be reduced. This then is the main aspect of agra​rian revolution, which   is the axis of the New   Democratic Revolution.
As such, the following will be the main tasks of agrarian revolution:
1.
Redistribution of lands on the basis of’ land to the tiller’.
2.
Creation of irrigation faci​lities for the entire arable land in the country.
3.
Increase agricultural pro​duction to the maximum possible by introducing mechanization and by employing modern scientific methods of agriculture.
4.
Abolishing the burden of debt on the peasantry.
5.
Controlling prices.
6.
Encouraging    co-operative farming to pave the way for agricultural communes; so that private ownership of land does not result in the growth of capitalism, but acts as the basis to build socialism. 7. Industrialization of the countryside.
These are the main tasks for agrarian revolution. Whatever may be the starting point and the particular demands of current peasant struggles in various parts of the country, all of them must be made part and parcel of agrarian revolu​tion.
The ruling classes too cannot deny the above truths, but taking advantage of the ignorance and disunity of the exploited masses, they resort to various tricks in the name of solving the people’s problems.   For more than two decades    now, the    Congress Government    has    lured   the people   with the talk of land reforms.        Indira       Gandhi continues to deceive the   agricultural laborer by pretending that she is really going to distri​bute land to them.   The pro​mised upliftment of the  ‘Harijans’   and the   20   Point pro​gramme is nothing but decep​tive slogan mongering.   History has proved, time and again, that none of these promises can be implemented as long as   State power continues in the hands of the big bourgeoisie and big landlords.
Whenever the crisis intensifies and the oppressed masses launch struggles to better their lives, the Governments of the exploiting classes usually resort to reforms in order to hood wink the masses and turn them away from the path of revolution. This is nothing new to history. Moreover, such reforms usually come to the forefront in those areas where the oppressed classes carry on the struggles with redoubled vigor, swelling their fighting ranks despite hundreds falling in the battlefront.
This is precisely what has happened to land reforms in our country. Little or no agri​cultural laborers or poor peasants receive any land through land reform, in fact their numbers have swelled over the years. In certain areas of the country no doubt those large landholdings no longer exist. But what has been divided is invariably between local political interests, maintaining the entire semi-feudal structure intact. And in most areas land reforms has remained a dead letter with the landlords retaining their lands through spurious and benami transactions.
In many areas, taking advan​tage of the concessions and loopholes provided in the Land Reforms Act “the big feudal landlords were able to mani​pulate records and retain most of the lands held by them. For example, the Sagi Suryanarayana Raju brothers of Visakapatnam (one was a Minister in the A.P. Govern​ment while the other was Chair​man of the Visakapatnam Zilla Parishad) were able to retain 1800 acres of land while show​ing a mere 100 acres on the records, so also the Raja of Challapalli managed to retain all his land. Even the bourgeois press, such as the Blitz has brought some of these facts to light.
“That is why according to the Government statistics, out of the 40 crore acres of arable land in the country, only 40 lakh acres surplus land is liable for distribution. In other words, only one acre of arable land out of every hundred is avai​lable for distribution. This is what is meant by ‘land reforms’ of the Congress Government. Practice has shown that even this has not taken place pro​perly.
As far as the rural poor are concerned, land reforms are a total farce. While land to the tiller’ is not merely a propaganda slogan, but a crying need of the oppressed masses in rural India. The revolutionary potential of the oppressed mass of peasantry is bound to advance in this direction. Comrade Lenin’s observation that “reforms are always the advance indication of the forthcoming great revo​lutionary upsurge,” will be proved correct in India as well.
Till now we have examined at length the class relations and possible redistribution in Gouravalli village- This clearly brought to light the difference in Indira Gandhi’s land reforms and the programme of agrarian revolution. Now let us examine the statistics of three more villages Ramavaram, Manikyapur and Kothapall in Karimnagar District. These four villages will represent fairly well the average life and econo​mic relations prevailing in the Kanmnagar countryside. Of course even in this district Manthani and Peddapalli taluks are more backward than repre​sented in these four villages, and therefore feudal relations are even stronger in these two taluks. Now let us examine the statistics of these three villages: -
RAMAVARAM VILLAGE:
In Ramavaram village there are 303 families;
This is mainly a dry village. There is some wet land under tank irrigation. There are 338 acres of wet land and 2062 acres of dry land in this-village. If the entire land of this village, each family will get a little over one acre of wet lend and seven acres of dry land.
In this village: if we classify all those owning, on an average up to 4 acres, as poor peasants, those owning between 4 to 10 acres as middle peasants, those owning between 10 to 25 acres as rich peasants and above that level as landlords, then there are 152 families of agricultural laborers and poor peasants who have no or little land, there are 46 middle peasant families, 34 rich peasant families and 15 land lord families. Handicrafts​men, small traders and employees all together make up 56 families.
We have already seen that if the land in this village is evenly distributed, every family gets 8 acres i.e. a little over one acre wet and 7 acres dry land. Those who own land below this level can be considered as middle and poor peasants and those who have more can be generally considered as rich peasants and landlords.. If we annals the village according to this yard-stick 50% of the families in the village are landless and poor peasants 15-% are middle peasants 11 % rich peasants and a mere 5 % are landlords.
Now let us look at the land concentration. The poor pea​sants who constitute 50% of the total families in the village own only 18% of the total land. Middle peasants who form 15% have 15% of the total land. While 3 he rich peasants who are 11% have 26% of the total land and the landlords who are a mere 5% have20% of the land’ In other words, while the 152 families of the poor peasants have only 60 acres of wet land, the 15 landlord families have 68 acres of wet land. The difference is more glaring in res​pect to the dry land. While152 poor peasant families own only 210 acres of dry land; the 15 landlord families have 657 acres of dry land. This constitutes 32% of the total land.
Moreover all the 152 poor pea​sant families together have a total debt of [Rs. 1,61,900 i.e. on an average Rs. 1065/- per family. Because of this debt, not only will agriculture suffer because of lack of capital, but also sooner or later they are sure to lose more than half their land to the landlord, because of this debt. Also, we see from the above table that the landlords hold more than 2 lakh rupees cash.
Through agrarian revolution the 68 acres of wet and 6^7 acres of dry land owned by the landlords, and the 64 acres of wetland434 acres land owned by the merchants and employees has to be confiscated, and along with the 60 acres wet and 210 acres of dry land owned by the 152 poor peasant families, should be redistributed to the landless and poor peasant fami​lies in that village. Thus all these 152 poor peasant families will get more than an acre of wetland and about nine acres of dry land each.
As such, agrarian revolution, in this village means basically the struggle between the 15 landlord families and the 152 poor peasant families in that village. The balance, the middle and rich peasants, must decide for themselves as to which side they will join. The victory of the landless and poor peasants in the revolution will depend on our success in winning over the middle peasants into our camp and at least neutralizing the rich peasants.
MANIKYAPUR: VILLAGE
There    are    409    families   in There is 364 acres of wet land and 1,098 acres of dry land in this village. If this is equitably distributed amongst all families in this village, each family will get one acre of wet and 2£ acres of dry land.
Now, of the total, 280 families do not have any land at all and those with up to 2 acres of land have only 112 acres of wet and 323 acres of dry land. The 24 landlord families have 128 acres of wet and 450 acres of dry land. In other words 69% of the total families in the village have only ill acres of wet and 323 acres of dry land while the 24 families of landlords, who constitute a mere 5% of the total families in the village, concentrate 128 acres of wet and 450 acres of dry land in their hands.
Without wiping out this diff​erence, the poverty and misery of that village cannot be abolished. If the 128 acres of wet and 450 acres of dry land held by the landlords is added to the 112 acres of wet and 323 acres of dry land now possessed by the poor peasants and distribu​ted to the 280 families of the poor and landless peasants, each family will get one acre of wet and two acres of dry land. This will reduce the disparity in incomes and everyone will be assured of, at least the minimum livelihood.
KOTHAPALLI VILLAGE :
In this village the proportion of landlords is rather high. Such villages will be rare. Normally, in the district, on an average, the number of landlord families will not exceed 6% of the fami​lies in the village.
If the total land of this village is evenly distributed to all the families in the village, each family gets nearly one acre of wet and three acres of dry land. Most of the wetland in this village is double-crop wet land. This is an important factor. If the land now held by the 61 landlord families is confiscated and distributed to the poor peasants along with the land they already hold, each family will get one acre of double crop wet land and 4 acres of dry land.
SCHEDULED CASTES ANO LAND QUES​TION:

The above statistics clearly demonstrate that laud will be the basic question of revolutionary peasant struggles in the country. The revolutionary peasantry must make the land question the centre of the struggles undertaken. Only then will agrarian revolution forge ahead.
As against this, the ruling classes and their agents make frantic efforts to see that the land question does not come to the forefront of peasant struggles. In fact they seek to divert the peasant struggles. Indira Gandhi is making a particularly desperate separate the problem of the scheduled castes from agrarian revolution. She pretends as though she is dedicated to the upliftment of the Harijans She depicts the ‘Harijan Pro​blem’ as mainly that concern​ing the reservation of seats for education and employment. Reservations are definitely necessary, but the table shown here will indicate that; it is not the basic problem.
In the above four villages, there are 940 poor peasant families in all. More than three fourths of them will be from the sche​duled castes. But of these how many are educated? There are only 24 high school students and a mere five go to college. Yet the problem of reserving seats for this meager number is sought to be pushed forward as their major problem. In this way the Government seeks to oppress castes, with the pretending to side a scheduled castes. This is a part of well-planned conspiracy hatched by the rul​ing classes and their Govern​ment with the sole aim of dive​rting the scheduled castes from the struggle for land.
The problem of the scheduled castes too, is the problem of land. The landlords have appropriated their land. They too must struggle to re-occupy these lands. Agrarian revolution is the only way through which they can get their lands back. All attempts to divert them from this main task must be thoroughly exposed. The only practicable method of doing this is to draw the sche​duled castes into the struggle for land, in order that they unite with the other oppressed secti​ons and advance unitedly along the path of agrarian revolution.
As such, the struggle for land must become the focal point of all peasant struggles in the country today. Only then will the Indian Democratic Revolution, with agrarian revo​lution as its axis, march for​ward to success.
FORWARD   MARCH

The waves are rolling
The bells are tolling
The voice of another world is calling
Another another another world
Is rolling tolling calling on
Forward march
Ob! onward forge
Ahead ahead let’s always surge
We reel and roll
With a song in our soul
Our galloping hearts shall reach the goal
The choice is clear
The hour is near
The voice of another world is dear
Thrilled by the call
Of the waterfall
Of another world we march onward
Our blood in floods
Shall drench all roads
We leap the daep and sweep all shores
Reshaping geography a main
Remaking history again
Nor deserts nor forests nor hills nor rivers
Our forward march shall halt or reverse
East and west and north and south
Eagles and lions and hounds of youth
Attack the turrets of humbug and hoax
The conservative the orthodox
Shall go to the wall shall come to the dock
Rotten marrowed
Senile timeharrowed
Haggard laggards shall die on the spot
And shot by shot
Freedom’s zealots
Proud heirs of tomorrow’s thought
Their drizzling blood dazzling red hot
With shouts of “Om
Harom, harom”
Storm the bastille Reaction’s home
And surge forward
Converge skyward
Lo another world a grander world
The banner of liberty has unfurled
Forward march Oh onward surge
Ahead ahead let’s always forge 

Bursting like cyclonic wind 

Speedier -‘than  arrows or the speed of the mind
Blasting like the rainclouds’ thunder 

Yonder yonder yonder yonder

Lo the splendour lo the wonder 

Of the burning Treta light 

Of another world lo there in sight 

Leap leap leaping Eighty mighty
Million Meru mountains roar 

Whirl whirl whirling 

Doom gloom booming 

Tidal waves of oceans roll 

Youthful blood ignities the future 

Youth awake is on the march 

Towers of new life for to catch 

Is this oil boiling? oh no 

This is a lake of blood aglow 

Like Niagara like Nyanza

Like resistless waterfalls 

Bounce forward 

Advance onward

Announce the birth of another world 

Hear ye not the ringing singing 

Drumbeating of another world ?
Hail comrades denounce the useless
Dust and dirt of an age gone by
See before us rise the glorious
Mankind’s hopelit spire of fire
Come like serpents
Come like greyhounds
Like Dhananjaya claim the world
Hail the morn
And sound the horn
A newer truer world shall be born
Then sing in chorus
Lo before us there is there is another world
Yonder yonder
Lo the splendour
And the wonder
Of its faery fiery crown
And the red flag of its dawn
Like the ritual flame of time
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