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EUROPE - FOCUS OF SUPER POWER CONTENTION

On 21 November the West German Bundestag voted (286 to 226 votes) in favor of the installation of U S nuclear missiles in West Germany. Within 24 hours components for the first Pershing II missiles arrived at the US air base, Ramstein in south West Germany. Earlier after a similar vote in the British Parliament, cruise missiles had landed at the Greenham Common American air base. On 27 November, the first American cruise missile components arrived at the Sigonella naval base in Sicily. The developments in late November on the medium ranger missile front occurred according to a pattern, which had been planned much earlier.
American Missiles:

On March 5,1976, the U S Air Force conducted its first air-launched cruise missile test flight. Flying low at a sub-sonic speed it chases targets and is designed to travel up to 2,500 kms In accordance with a decision reached by the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in 1979 the US Pershing II and cruise missiles, which are said to have the potential of precisely hitting targets deep in the Soviet Union, were begun to be deployed in Britain and West Germany after approval was given by the deeply divided parliaments in the respective countries. About 108 of them are to be installed in the initial phase, arid the remainder of 464 over a period stretched out to 1988, as decided by NATO. The Bundestag vote was preceded by a two-day debate in which the West Germany Chancellor, Helmut Kohl, charged that the Soviet Union installation of the modern SS-20 missiles was responsible for the current situation.
Soviet Missiles:

Moscow has tried its best to prevent the installation   of these missiles in Europe, through its ‘disarmament’ negotiations and, by building world opinion against it.    Moscow is panic
Stricken as the Pershing II missiles have the capacity to strike key Military bases throughout Russia

in just six minutes. failed in its aims, it has now reacted in panic -and with an even greater show of/force. First it has abruptly walked out of the« Intermediate-range Nuclear Force INF talks. Then they threaten respective European governments. Aodropov warned the Italian prime minister, Craxi, that the Soviet-Italian relations would deteriorate, if Rome did not abandon plans to deploy the new nuclear missiles. Next they threaten to deploy medium range SS 20 missiles in the European part of the Russia. Update and enhance the missiles already deployed in East Germany and Czechoslovakia with the latest SS~21s, SS-22s and SS-23s, and finally deploy sea-borne nuclear missiles against the United States. The Soviet rulers threaten, “what will grow with the deployment is not the security of-Europe but the real danger that the US will bring catastrophe upon the peoples of Europe”. What the Soviet rulers do not add is that in their contention with the USA, it is they who can bomb these missile sites and Bring about this “catastrophe.”
The Soviet Union is no angel of peace as it pretends to be. Besides the 360 SA-20 missiles deployed in the European sphere, it has deployed a total of 117 SS-20 medium range nuclear missiles at 13 bases including one on the border with north-eastern China which could bring not only Japan and China but also the Philippines within their striking range. The 117 missiles in the eastern Area are said to be targeted on US bases in Japan and Korea and the Philippines as well as bases in China. The Soviet Union is known to have started deployment of the SS-20 missiles as far back as 1977 and has been increasing the number of such missiles deplo​yed. An estimate is that as of August this year, the Soviet Union had 351 launching pads for the SS-20 missiles in various parts of the country. Three more bases for the SS-20 missiles are under construction to the West of Manchuria, and 144 SS-20 will be deployed in the Far East. Thus it will become possible for the Soviet Union to hit the entire Far East, including Japan, with 432 warheads.

The so-called present missile crisis in Europe is no crisis but a sea-saw battle between the two superpowers. In the early 70’s the NATO powers .had nuclear superiority over the Warsaw Pact countries. But with the establishment of the latest SS-20s by the Soviet Union it was able to strike an edge over NATO’s nuclear power in Europe. The US responded in 1979 with a decision to install the highly superior and deadly. Cruise and Pershing II missiles. This will again tilt the nuclear balance in favor of the US. The only difference is that these missiles are so far superior to the latest Soviet SS missiles that this has created panic in the soviet camp. The present conflict is part of the super power contention to carve out spheres of influence in general and enhance their hegemony over Europe in particular. And all this goes on under the cover of ‘dis​armament’ and ‘détente’.
‘Disarmament and Detente’
Since the end of the first round of Soviet-US “Strategic Arms Limitation Talks” (SALT) in May 1972, the two nuclear hegemonic powers nuclear arms race has switched from quantitative increase to qualitative improvement. This has particularly resulted in replacing single Warhead missiles with multiple warhead (MIRV) missiles. ‘Detente’ in words is designed to camouflage intense rivalry for hegemony in deeds. The second round of talks between Soviet and US leaders in June 1973 was followed by the out​break of the Middle East war in which the two sides almost came to a direct confrontation. Then, two weeks later, the third round in June and July 1974, the Cyprus crisis erupted Since the beginning of 1974, Soviet social imperialism has grown more desperate and undisguised in its subversive and aggressive activities in the Balkan region, known as the “tinder box” of Europe, which is closely linked to the Middle East. To control it is strategically important region on Europe’s southern flank, it has spared no effort to unscru​pulously foster pro-Soviet forces in one Balkan state to siege power at an opportune time. Using the carrot and stick, it forced another Balkan state to provide with a “military corridor”.
Contention between the two superpowers on the European continent has become more and more fierce. With both sides always using political and mili​tary tactics in their contest. / s early as 1974-75, capitalizing on the economic and poli​tical difficulties confronting the West European countries as a bait to carry favor with some of these countries, under the sign board of ‘developing bi​lateral relations’ and all-Euro​pean co-operation’, and at the same time made further efforts to engage in political infiltration in the region. To counter this,, the US has readjusted its rela​tions with West European coun​tries and strengthened political and military alliances with them against the Soviet Union. Using the contradictions and growing rebellious trends within Eastern Europe, it also intensified ‘peaceful infiltration into some of these countries through developing bi-lateral “economic and technological co-operation. As their contention intensified,. the two super powers continued their feverish arms expansion in quest of military superiority, especially nuclear superiority each trying to out do opponent. Each subject to limit the other’s development.
Consequently the more they talked, the wider their disagree​ment and the greater the quan​tity, the better the quality and the larger the capacity of their nuclear weapons. In late 1975, the Disarmament study Group of the International Peace Research Association, in a statement pointed out that since World War II, armaments have reached an unparalleled level. The statement said, “the ‘Vladivostok accord” is based on an upward parity ceiling in strategic missiles and a free-for all race in qualitative nuclear weapon improvement? A sub​stantial portion of these wea​pons of the two countries are deployed in or targeted on Europe”.
If further added that ‘disarmament’   is   a   myth, while the reality is a   world weighed down with arms.   “No   single effective weapon (whether gun-not missile) has been destroyed as a result of the disarmament talks ........ After years of arduous
negotiations and the signing   of several   arms    control   agree​ments, we have come to realize that very little has   been achie​ved. Not only is there no disar​mament, but also   while   negotia​tions continue, new generation of weapons, conventional and nuclear, are leaving the produ​ction   line.    ........ Disarmament negotiations have been trans​formed into a forum for arma​ments’ rationalization and legalization’.
Since 1975, talks have in​creased (eg., the INF talks which began in November 1981 had its lllth plenary session on 23 Nov. 1984) while stock​piling of conventional and nuclear weapons have reached gigantic proportions in Europe.
Anti-War Movement:
A massive anti-war and antinuclear movement has built up in Western Europe and America. While the West German parliament was voting to station the nuclear missiles a massive anti-nuclear demonstration was being fought back by the police using water cannons, armored trucks shields and clubs. Unfortuna​tely this anti-war movement is be restricted to west Europe and has not yet, grown to the countries of East Europe and Russia. And as the people of Western Europe are fighting the stationing of US missiles, the people of Eastern Europe must fight the stationing of Russian missile.
There is no doubt that the US is a criminal imperialist war-monger, But what is being missed is that the Soviet Union is also an international bandit seeking hegemony and domina​tion throughout the world posing at the dove of the peace-It is the Soviet imperialists who have increased the nuclear inter-continental ballistic missi​les (ICBM) by 12 times from 1962 to 1975, and the number of sub-marine launched balli​stic missiles (SLBM) eight fold in the twelve years to 1975 (compared to 3.5 times of the USA).
Talks on nuclear disarma​ment are of no significance, if a nuclear war is to be averted the imperialist powers must undertake to completely destroy all nuclear weapons in their arsenal. Today if the threat of war, nuclear or otherwise, is to be fought back, the people of the world must rise to fight the imperialist policies and hegemonistic designs of the two super-powers, especially of the Soviet Union.
(Political Notes............)

KANPUCHEANS SCORE MAJOR VICTORIES
The National Army of Demo​cratic Kampuchea (NADK) and the guerillas registered signifi​cant gains in their war of national liberation against the Vietnamese occupation forces over the past one month (Aug. ‘83). They liberated a number of villages near Battambang city, in the provinces of Preah Vihear, Kompong Thorn and on Maung-Pursat Front.
Vietnamese occupation for​ces suffered a large number of casualties and thousands of their troops were wiped out by the forces of Democratic Kam​puchea. Vietnamese losses have significantly increased in the past days as the nationalist for​ces stepped up their war efforts. Dealing a very hard blow to Vietnamese expeditionary for​ces NADK cut Highway V and Highway VI, the principal umbilical cords for the West and North-West fronts of Kampuchea.
Contrary to what they would have the world believe, the Vietnamese aggressors are sen​ding fresh troop reinforce​ments to Kampuchea. By May end, 210 truck loads of new troops were added to the 22 regiments already stationed there in order to help the Vietnamese recover from the heavy losses suffered by them at the hands of the National Army of Democratic Kampuchea.

Since the play-acting of ‘partial withdrawal’ of Vietnamese troops, staged to dupe world opinion, the aggressors have never stopped bringing in new reinforcements, Meanwhile, the Soviet: Union and its followers have shipped various kinds of modern arms to the Kampong Lorn port in Kampuchea, so as to help the Vietnamese expansionists intensify their war in Kampuchea.

POLITICAL NOTES

CONG (I) FUELS ‘YAGNA’

AH the parliamentary parties of this country are to different extents, responsible for enflaming and deepening casteism and communalism in the country. The BJP, Lokdal and Congress (I) openly and covertly enhance Hindu sentiments, Janata gives tacit support and plays on communal and caste sentiments, while the revisionist CPl and CPI (M) as all other parliamen​tary parties put up candidates on a caste or communal basis as a method of vote catching. These parliamentary political parties therefore, play different roles in enhancing backward and reactionary values in order to continue the status quo and oppose revolutionary change. Today when ruling class politics and credibility is at a dead end, revivalism, whether of the Hindu or Muslim variety, is an impotent tool used by the ruling class to further their political ends. Besides, the en​hancing of both Hindu and Muslim sentiments is of best advantage to the ruling class and particularly the ruling party which thrives on the age-old (British) divide and rule policy. Therefore, it is not surprising that it is the Congress (l) the ruling party, which is chiefly responsible for enflaming both Hindu and Muslim fanaticism in a bid to divert the attention of the masses, divide the masses on caste and communal lines and thereby continue their rule of the country. So, in Assam, Indira Gandhi and Ghani Khan Choudary whip up Muslim fanaticism leading to the but​chery of thousands and the diffusing of the Assam move​ment; while in Punjab, Pa wan Kumar Sharma, the Congress (I) chief is the organizer of the communal “Hindu Suraksha Samithi”, and it is the Cong​ress (I) which is most active in whipping up Hindu fanaticism in a bid to divert and diffuse the Akali movement. Not only that, within the Akalis it sought to play to the fanatic sections by giving in only to the religious demands. The RSS, Muslim League and a host of other communal bodies are weapons in the hands of the ruling classes and ruling party with which to whip up communal and caste sentiments to keep the people divided in order to continue their rule.
The decision to organize the present Ekatmata Yagna was taken at a meeting of the Vishwa Hindu Parishad (VHP) last April at Bangalore. This Yagna is comprised of three main Yatras (marches) and 89 upa yatras (shorter marches). The first proceeded from Kathmandu in the north to the Rameswaram in the south, the next from Gangasagar in Eastern Bengal to the Somnath temple in Gujarat and the third from Haridwar to Kanyakumari. The trucks, which halt every 251 kms for their discourses, were to halt at 1,800 resting places where permanent centres have been set up for the propagation of Hinduism. The three Yatras met at Nagpur on November-29 to a surprisingly poor response and proceeded to reach their respective destin​ations around, the 16 and 20 December, The march is suppo​sedly for enhancing ‘national integration’ (similar to what Indira Gandhi yelling about) but, in fact, was rapidly anti-Muslim. The speakers had one central theme: Hinduism is in danger. They ranted against the politicians who had pampered the Muslims because they were their vote banks.
The VHP itself was formed in 1964 with the said purpose of bringing about unity amongst Hindus. In their Nagercoil conference they passed a resolu​tion that India should be decl​ared a ‘Hindu Nation’, and their first big campaign was for the banning of cow-slaughter. In 1970 they opened their first centre abroad, in New York. Soon branches of the VHP were set up all over the West and their 1976 meet held at San Francisco, was said to have been attended by delegates from over 300 branches spread out over USA, Canada, West Germany and Britain. The VHP chair​man, Maharana Bhagvat Singh, is at present based in Western Europe. The VHP became particularly active after the Meenakkhipu’ am incident when 100 scheduled castes converted to Islam. It was after this that all political parties, and parti​cularly the Congress (T) and BJP became panic-stricken and began an anti Muslim tirade.
That the RSS is at the core of such communal Hindu organization is a well-known fact but what is not: known or suppressed is that the Congress (I) is covertly assisting such bodies. A VHP representative has openly declared that the Congress (I) has given them large funds mentioning the names of the individuals involved.  Besides, though overtly opposing this Yagna, the Cong​ress (I) has been actively co​operating with the RSS at the local levels, to make the Yagna a success. For example, at Bansi tehsil in Basti district, the Block Congress (I) commit​tee had put up a banner at the gate leading to the meeting ground, read, “The Bansi Block Congress (I) Committee, wel​comes you.”    Also a VHP meeting in Chandigarh this year, where the plan for the Ekatmata Yagna was discussed, the gathering of the upper caste Hindus included one R.  L. Bhatia, President of the Punjab Pradesh Congress (I) Committee-In fact, in 1981, it was under the instructions of Indira Gandhi, through Karan Singh, that    the RSS “Virat Hindu Sammelan” was organized. But this RSS-Cong (I)-link goes much deeper. Twenty years ago it was Nehru who invited the RSS in uniform to partici​pate in the Republic Day parade, in 1963.
Historically, the RSS as such was never unwilling to join hand with the Congress. Hedgewar, the RSS founder, was himself a prominent Cong​ress leader and Secretary of its Vidarbha unit. Many Con​gress leaders like Dr. Moonji and Malaviya openly supported the RSS in its early stages. Dr. Rajendra Prasad, the President of India, was a member of the Hindu Mahasabha and Dr. Shyama Prasad Mukherjee, formerly a] Mahasabha leader was India’s first industries minister. After lifting the ban on RSS in 1949, Guru Golvalkar and the Congress discussed the possibilities of an alliance between the Congress as a political organization and RSS as a cultural organization. Today, it is believed that a large section of the RSS, together with its chief Deoras are giving tacit support to the Congress (I) In fact, during the Emergency, Deoras wrote to Indira Gandhi offering their support to her in the task of “nation building activity”.
The Congress (I) factor is entirely forgotten, ignored and suppressed by all political shades, and particularly the revisionist CPI & CPI (M), For them, communalism is synonymous with the RSS, while the Congress (I) is white washed, made to look like a pretty   secular   force.   Lately (Nov. ‘83) in a booklet brought out by the CPI   on the VHP, again    portrayed   RSS as   the villain, while the   Congress  (I) comes out in   beautiful light. This is typical of the revisionists-they   will expose what    is already known (for RSS openly declares   their Hinduism) and help to cover up the full truth. With  such    half-truths these revisionists in effect, work   to assist the real communal forces in the country. Besides, today, this call for “national  integra​tion” which was first proclai​med by the Congress and is now repeated    parrot-like     by    all political parties from   the BJP to CPM is nothing but a means to crush the   rising sentiments of the various nationalities that comprise India.    This call   for Hindu unity is   nothing but   a further    attempt    to suppress the national sentiments seeking to unite all    nationalities    on chauvinist and religious   lines. Therefore, the  Assamese Hindus, Punjabi Hindus, Tamil Hindus,        Andhra  Hindus, Manipuri Hindus, Naga Hindus etc are called   upon, to drown their national   aspirations and unite on a religious basis. Given that the   parliamentary parties of   all shades have thoroughly opposed  to  the    nationality movements raging in the coun​try; all   these   parties  from Congress (I) to BJP to CPI (M) must be secretly crying in unison “longlive Ekatmata “.
Indira Gandhi, in a sense, was the initiator of the Yagna, as she inaugurated the Bharath Mata Mandir at Haridwar. Also when the Yagna started in the North-East, Con​gress (I) leaders offered wholehearted support. ‘In Manipur, it was the deputy Chief Mini​ster of the Congress (I) govern​ment who led the yatra. In Arunachal Pradesh, several ministers welcomed the brass pitchers with the holy water. In fact, in the entire North-Eastern region, the arrangement for the yagna was looked after by the Bharath Seva Ashram, an organization that draws strength from the Congress (I). Earlier, the VHP leaders had met Union Minister Home and the Presi​dent who encouraged them to go ahead with the yatra Merely one week before the yatra rea​ched Delhi, Indira Gandhi went to attend an Arya Samaj fun​ction at which she proclaimed that our ‘dharma’ and ‘sanskriti’ were in great danger.
BANGLADESH   :   MILITARY RULE ON THE BRINK

On 14, November 1983, Lt. General H.M. Ershad, the mili​tary ruler o f Bangladesh, anno​unced that the Presidential election would be held on May24 of the next year, to be follo​wed by a parliamentary poll on 25, November. General Ershad, the Chief Martial Law Admini​strator, (now took over as the President as well) while making the announcement in a nation wide broadcast said, “the country’s transition to democracy from martial law” would be initiated from the time of this broadcast and that there would henceforth he no restriction ors political activities. The speech, which was made just a few hours before Queen Eliza​beth’s arrival on a state visit, was qualified by the statement that “any attempt to disturb the law and order situation through acts of violence and provocative speeches would not be tolerated by the people”.
This was in response to a six-hour general strike called by the opposition on First of November, which called for an end to military rule in Bangla​desh. The opposition comprises a host of parties drawn into three major groupings. The first is the 15-party, pro-India alliance led by Sheikh Hasina Wajed of the Awami League: secondly, the seven - party alliance headed by Abdus Sattar, a former President of Bangla​desh and leader of the Bangla​desh National Party (BNP) founded by Zia-ur-Rehaman: and thirdly, the ten-party Jatiya Oikya Front (National Unity Front) led by Kandakar Mostaque Ahmed, the strongly anti - Indian and anti - Soviet leader of the Democratic League Party. These parties are demanding that parliamentary elections be held before the presidential poll, which the military ruler has refused. Besides these opposition par​ties, there is a strong guerilla movement in the Chittagong Hill tracts fighting an armed resistance against the govern​ment.
The entire election process announced was obviously to legitimize military rule and diffuse the growing discontent against it. The election was to be an obvious farce - first under a ‘relaxed’ martial law a Presi​dent was to be elected with the Martial Law Administrator standing for President. Once this is over, a 300-member parliament will be ejected under Presidential supervision. In furtherance of its demands the opposition called for a statewide bandh on 28 Nov. when 50,000 demonstrators marched to the Secretariat in Dhaka in an attempt to besiege the buil​ding. Troops were called out and a three-hour battle ensued between the state forces and the people leaving a number of them dead and injured. Imme​diately, all political parties and their activity were again banned, curfew clamped on Dhaka and all news from Bangladesh blacked out. This was follo​wed by a completely successful nation - wide strike against Marial law rule. Ershad respon​ded by calling out the troops on to the streets, clamped curfew in all major towns and closed down three of the six univer​sities indefinitely and vacated all hostels. The homes of the opposition leaders was raided, a number of them arrested and all airports were closed down completely severing contact with the outside world for a few days. Besides, eighteen Soviet diplomats were expelled from Dhaka and the Soviet cultural centre closed down.
Since the birth of Bangladesh twelve years ago, the country has gone through a number of successful and unsuccessful coups with army officers assassinating leader after leader-most of whom were from the army itself. Ershad too, came to power in March 82 in a coup. Ershad does not belong to those who participated in the Bangla​desh movement and was one of those officers stationed in Pakistan throughout the Bangla​desh struggle and after. He was packed all top posts with similar officers. To stem the tide of unrest and in a bid to divert the people’s attention, on 14, January 1983, Ershad declared Bangladesh an ‘Islamic state’. But his attempts to introduce Urdu met with violent reaction by the strongly Bengali (though Moslem) students. In February there was a massive outburst from the student community, which resulted in the government closing down all the six universities and clamping a nation wide curfew. Yet, around mid—February demonstrations began at Dhaka University and soon spread to the entire country escalating to guerilla type raids on govern​ment positions. Ershad’s attem​pts to make Bangladesh an ‘Islamic state’ totally failed. Later, in a bid to gain some credibility and split the opposi​tion he tried to win over some of the opposition leaders. Today his attempts are still directed in this direction.
The latest outburst resulting from a slight relaxing of mar​tial law shows how weak is the leadership of Ershad and how isolated from the people. With a population which is one of the poorest in the world, with an active and politically cons​cious student community and with a highly politicized army, ridden by factions there is riot likely to be much stability in Bangladesh whether under ’democratic’ or direct military rule. Besides, Bangladesh is very strategically placed, under a big bona of contention bet​ween the two super powers in their geo-political ambitions in South-Asia. Bangladesh is ripe for revolution.
MOILY AFFAIR :  THE ELECTION GAME
The Moily affair has crudely brought to the forefront what normally remains hidden under the surface that money, and not the vote, decides which is the party that is to rule us. The goings on in Karnataka has come to light due to the internal contradictions within the ruling classes. But this is merely the tip of the iceberg.
The   events   in  Karnataka have shown  how  deep  the election rot is and the   deciding role of money in this   suppose​dly democratic structure. First, on November 10, a   BJP supported  ML A,  Vasant Bangera, is allegedly drugged at a luncheon by the Kranti Ranga leader, S.Bangarappa, and under sedation made to sign a statement of having joined the Karnataka Kranti Ranga (KKR). Later, “in    the    same   mental state”,   Bangera, along    with Bangarappa   addresses a press conference   where the former states that he has quit the  BJP and   joined   the  KKR..    Next, Bangera disappears! Finally, he is traced by BJP workers   and ‘rescued’     from    a    house    at Udhagamandalam, near Mysore. In another episode, a few days later, Veerappa Moily, a local Congress (I) chief, offers C. Byre  Gowda, an   associate member of the   Janata  Party, two  lakh  rupees  to defect. This is revealed at a sensational press conference when  the entire  deal  was exposed through -a tape recording of the transaction and display of the notes purported  to have been withdrawn from a Delhi bank. Apparently, this was   only one incident that has come to light. According to Janata sources the Central government itself has sanctioned three crore rupees in order to topple the govern​ment, having worked out a definite plan and list of MLA’s to be purchased.
Karnataka particularly has a long history of ML\ purchas​ing and defections. Three years ago, Gundu Rao, starting with 47 MLA’s formed a government with the help of defectors, and by the end of his tenure had built up an astounding majority of 185 MLAs. In fact the present Janata government itself was formed by large-scale defections. Out of a total house of 225 the Janata had just 62 MLAs. This strength was immediately increased to 94 by weaning away 32 MLAs of the KKR by giving them eight cabinet ministerial posts and two ministers of state. Further, fourteen independents were won over by appointing five of them as chairmen of various boards and corporations. In fact, the purchasing of various MLAs through cash or posts is common to all parties involved in the parliamentary game.
But this purchase and sale of MLAs is only one aspect of the farce being enacted in the name of democracy. That money, and not the vote is the basis for victory can be well under​stood from the fact that on an average each candidate must spend ten lakh rupees in the Lok sabha elections and five lakh rupees in the assembly elections. Yet every member elected swears under oath that his poll expenses were within the official limit of Rs 35,000 for the Lok Sabha and Rs. 10,000 for the Assembly elections. And in this game, where money is the key to victory, it is the Congress (I), as the chief representative of the ruling classes that is the major beneficiary. It is they who get the maximum funds as the most trusted political representative of the comprador big bourgeoisie and feudal lords.
The issue before the people of this country is not merely whether the Congress (I) is more corrupt or the Janata but that the entire parliamentary system is geared to serve the rich and is a plaything in the hands of the ruling classes to be used or discarded as and when they feel like. Many still nurse the illusion that change is still possible from this bourgeois institution. The entire spectrum of parlia​mentary parties from Congress (I) to CPM does their utmost to further foster this illusion. But six parliamentary elections and 36 years of ‘independence’ has proved the opposite. The Moily episode is yet one more glaring example, which proves the fraud of the election system in our country.
SUPER POWER RIVALRY AND WAR

This is the fourth Part of the serial carried in the Sept, Oct. and Nov. issues of Vanguard. In the earlier issues we published (I) Era of Imperialism, and its five features as propounded by Lenin (ii) Rise of Superpowers (Hi) The Russian Monster (iv) Red vision of World Markets (v) Europe-Focus of Contention (vi) Merchants of Death (vii) Third World — Arms Race
—Editor

VIII
Militarization of Super Power Economics
Facts tell us that “Arms Limitation Talks”, “Detente”, “Economic Co-operation with the West”, “Peace Pro​gramme”, etc, etc. are all Hitlerite tricks played by Brezhnev and his gang to buy time, take benefit from the West & build up a massive war machine for a global war. On the eve of World War II the German representative was vigorously proposing “disar​mament” and “balance of armaments” at the World Disarmament Conference held under the auspices of the League of Nations. The Russian rulers have been doing the same at various conferences. Between June 1963 & June 1973 the Soviet Union concluded eight bi-lateral treaties with the U. S. on arms control. These are in addition to the six multi​lateral agreements it signed between 1961 and 1972 on arms control.19
Just before World-War II Hitler and his gang borrowed 10,000 million marks f r»m Britain, France and the USA The Russian rulers borrowed 20,000 million dollars by 1977 from the West. Just before starting the war Hitler bought millions of tonnes of scrap steel and strategic materials from his opponents. The Russian rulers have been out doing Hitler despite their socialist mask. They lured the West to develop the Russian economy itself. With the help of Western funds, equipment and techno​logy, Russia has been building 200 big enterprises including a series of items of strategic importance such as metallurgi​cal, oil, gas and automobile. Russia has officially acknow​ledged that 60 big industrial projects have been constructed by the West on a compensation basis. To cite a few examples: Russia negotiated one of the world’s biggest deals of 45.6 billion dollars with a multi​national involving West Germany, France, Japan and the U S A to construct a liquefied gas combine. The US Corporation “Occidental Petroleum” signed an agree​ment with Russia to construct a big fertilizer complex whose mutual deliveries amount to 20 billion dollars. The Italian firm “Fiat” signed an agree​ment with Russia to produce five lakh cars a year. The Italian “Monticertine” and the French “Rhonepoclene” companies are constructing several chemical plants in Russia. The West German companies are constructing electro-metallurgi​cal plants. Japan has entered into several agreements with Russia on credit, ($1.1 billion) for machines and equipment to develop Russian coal, timber and gas industries.20
On the other hand the U S S R exports to the West, oily oil products, metal cutting lathes, bearings, excavators, tra​ctors, motor vehicles, aircraft ships and other machines. The USSR is also exporting know how to the West in welding steel smelting, non-ferrous metal making, coal extraction and several industries. (Source: Novosti Press Agency Year​books 1978 and 1983).
From 1971 to 1982 the USSR bought an average of eight to nine million tonnes of grain^ annually from the USA alone.
Despite Reagan’s action of persuading his West European allies to support the embargo on trade with Russia, the USSR’s trade with West Europe has been steadily growing in volume. In 1980 Russia’s trade with Western imperialist countries accounted for 31 5 billion roubles or 33.4 percent of its total trade.
With the help of ‘détente’ and ‘economic cooperation with the West* Russia has killed two birds with one stone. Firstly it secured technology, machinery, capital and markets from the West and diverted its-resources to military build-up, and secondly it laid a material base within the American camp/ for dissension and quarrels.
Since Napoleonic days Finance has its own national peculiarity of maintaining a respectable distance from any powerful friend or foe. Now with the link-up of Western monopolies, with the Soviet economy in almost all the Western countries there have developed anti-American pressure groups. Within America too the grain tycoons who have been selling millions of tonnes of grain annually to Russia are a source of trouble.
During the 1960s both in the economic and military fields Russia was weak in comparison to the USA. This is the mate​rial basis for ‘détente’ or collusion with America. But by the end of the 1970s Russia greatly reduced the economic gap with America, surpassed it in conventional weapons and is today fast perfecting its missile system and nuclear weapons.
During the ‘60s and ‘70s the collusion between the USA and USSR dominated its opposite -confrontation. That phase has ended and has transformed it​self into its opposite. Now confrontation is dominating over its opposite - collusion. War has been brewing between the superpowers. It will flare up independent of the will of the superpowers and the wish​ful thinking of the CPC- This is absolutely certain, as certain as the fact that water flows downwards and fire flares up​wards.
Facts show that the Soviet Union has been diverting its resources for military build​up Russian agriculture has long been in crisis. So also is its consumer goods industry in a crisis. Many bourgeois theoreticians show these two facts to tell us that the socialist system is inferior and unable to deliver the goods. This is nonsense. Both the above facts tell us that the Russian socialist system has been trans​formed into a social imperialist system. In a capitalist system capital flows where the rate of profit is more. Since the rate of profit in agriculture is less than the rate of profit in indu​stry in Russia capital is flowing towards industry than to agri​culture.21 within industry the rate of profit is more in the war industry than in the con​sumer industry. Coupled with this is the question of foreign markets.
Under the capitalist system the home market is tightly bound with foreign markets. In Russia capital accumula​tion has been increasing at a rapid rate as we have shown in the earlier sections. But its foreign markets are not increasing correspondingly. And hence war. The ‘diplo​matic wars’, ‘currency (gold) wars’, ‘proxy wars’ have only marginal effect on the position of the foreign markets of Russia. Russia can only solve its foreign market problem with tanks, warplanes, warships, missiles, guns and the men who handle these. That is where Russia is diverting its resources.

In conventional weapons and especially in land force missiles Russian superiority is acknowledged by all. Till today it is the number and the quality of the armed forces and conventional weapons that have played a decisive role in wars. In future too the same is bound to happen.

In the table below we see a reduction in the production of certain types of weapons. The reduction in no way indicates saturation point. Often it is

(in numbers)

Soviet Output of Certain Military Items
Military Item

1977

1978

1979

1980       1981

Ground force material:





Tanks


2500

2500

3000

3000       2000

Other armed fighting:





Vehicles


4500

5500

5500

5500     4500

Artillery pieces

3350

3300

2500

1950     2300

Aircraft A


1230

1330

1330

1330     1380

Aircraft B


1360

1110

1135

1235     1110

Missiles

        87875
        87875
        92975
      102975 116025

Naval craft:





Submarines

13

12

12

13              9

Major combatants
12

12

11

11              9

Minor combatants
55

50

50

60            45

Auxiliaries

  6

  4

  7

  5              5

Soviet Output of Certain Military Items

Note : — artillery includes towed field, self-propelled field types, multiple rocket launchers, self - propelled AA type and towed AA type.

· aircraft A includes bombers, fighters, fighter   bombers.

· aircraft B includes  transporters,   trainers,   ASW and helicopters.

· missiles   include ICBMs,   IRBMs,   SLCMs,   SRMBs,

SLMBs, ASMs, SAMs, ATGMs Source :    S1PRI Yearbook,  1983.

due to giving priority to quality over quantity. For example, for a close range, surprise ambush a hundred muzzle-loa​ders charged with three to five pellets each are much more effective than fifty 303 rifles. But for a pitched engagement the muzzleloaders are useless. At a hundred metre range 100 shotguns do not match fifty 303 rifles or a couple of light machine guns (LMGs).
In conventional weapons yet the USSR is trying to improve the quality further.
In nuclear forces too the Soviet Union has outnum​bered the USA. (See Table A)
The USSR has more (65 per​cent) land based nuclear war​heads and less air based (30 percent) nuclear warheads. On the other hand the USA has more sea based (51 percent) and air based (27 percent) nuclear missiles. However, there is no hard and fast dividing line between land based and sea based nuclear or even conven​tional weapons. Many of the nuclear and conventional wea​pons can be put to use in the navy. As in the case of the conventional weapons both the superpowers are perfecting their arsenal, particularly in multiple independently targeted re-entry vehicles (MIRVs).
The destructive capacity of the nuclear arsenal is unimagi​nable. Experts say that the Hiroshima bomb, weighing four or five tonnes had an explosive power of 12 KT. This bomb leveled a city of 3,50,000 peo​ple, killing three-fourths of the population. The contemporary warheads weigh about 100 kg. only but have an explosive power of about 200 KT. At present just one submarine can deliver twice as much explosive force as all the munitions used in the Second World War. Today as many as 50,000 nuclear war​heads have been piled up in the world. A small fraction of these are sufficient to destroy the whole world.
Both the superpowers have been blackmailing the world’s people, threatening them with
Table-A

During   the   Cuban   missile   crisis   (in  1962) the   nuclear delivery capability of the two superpowers was as follows:

Category                             of the USA and its allies                           of the USSR and its allies

ICBMs
                                450/500
                                                    75

MRBs
                                     250
                                                  700

LRBs
                                              630
                                                  200

MRBs
                                   1630                                                   
1400

Note :-   ICBMs are Inter - Continental Ballistic Missiles (range-2500 smiles)

MRBMs   are medium   range (ballistic missiles   (range-700 to 20CO miles)

LRBs are long range bombers  (range—500+ miles) MRBs are medium range bombers (range—200+ miles)

Source:    Military Balance 1962J63 quoted by Elizabeth Young in her book ‘A Farewell to Arms Race?

Table-B

The nuclear weapons delivery capability of the two superpowers at 1982 end was:

USA                                               USSR

Delivery vehicle:                              

land based ICBMs                            1051                                                 1398

sea based SLBMs                               644                                                   937    

strategic bombers                               316                                                   145

                             Total                    2011                                                 2480

Number of Warheads per delivery vehicle:

Land based ICBMs                            1 / 3                                               1 / 10

Sea based SLBMs                              8 / 10                                             1 / 10

Strategic Bombers                             4 / 12                                                  2

Total number of warheads:

Land based ICBMs                            2151                                              5678

Sea based SLBMs                              4960                                              2813

Strategic bombers                              2570                                                290

                           Total                       9681                                              8781

Total mega tonnage of warheads:

land based ICBMs
                             1429                                               5481                                                                 

sea based SLBMs                                314                                                 885

strategic bombers                              1745                                                 290                                                      

                                           total       3488                                                6656

Note

· the Russian ICBMs include types SS 11, 13, 17, 18, 19 and SS 22. multiple re-entry vehicle. The USA ICBMs include Minuteman //, ///, and HIMK 12 A and Titan II types.

· the Russian SLBMs include SS-N-5, 6, 17, 18, SS N 6 (MRV) and SS-NX 20 types. The American SLBMs include Poseidon C-3, Trident I C4 types.

· SLBMs -Submarine Launching Ballistic  Missiles, have

a range of 4000 to 10000 kms. Source :   SIPRI Yearbook, 1983.

their nuclear arsenal. In case of a nuclear war the whole world will be wiped out, they say. But is it so? No. There is still nothing to fear about the destruction of the ‘world’. Why? If the whole world is destroyed it is obvious that the superpowers will also be dest​royed. The superpowers are not mad to do such a thing. Not only that, the rest of the world will also NOT be destro​yed in the event of a nuclear war. Why? Because what the superpowers want are external markets and resources from other countries. They cannot destroy the very thing for which they are fighting Thus there are no grounds for a panic over a nuclear war.
IX
Maritime Strength of Superpowers
Facts show the aspirations for maritime hegemony of the Russian Davy. All world powers, colonialists, imperia​lists, hegemonists, have domi​nated or tried to dominate the seas and oceans of the world. The navy occupies a key posi​tion in the global strategy of imperialism. It has been the “favorite means of flexing of muscles” of the world powers. A 1976 survey by the Brooking Institute found that in the 215 cases since the Second World War in which military force was used abroad, the navy had been used in 177 cases. In its designs of intervention, aggression, counter-revolution and domi​nation, the American imperia​lists set up tens of rival bases throughout the world and have been behaving like a lord of the world waters as though the seas and oceans of the world are their property.
Soviet social-imperialism in its global strategy of hegemonism is doing exactly the same thing.
Today Russia’s northern fleet, covering the Baltic, White, Barents and Norwegian Seas has pushed deep into the Atlantic Ocean up to the Caribbean Sea, confronting the American second fleet. Its southern fleet, covering the Mediterranean and Black Seas is confronting the American sixth fleet. Its eastern Pacific fleet covering the Bering Sea, the Sea of Japan, the South China Sea is confronting the American third fleet. Its permanent flotilla in the Indian Ocean, connecting the Atlantic and Pacific fleets is confronting the American seventh fleet. In addition, the Soviet vessels are continuously sloughing along the 1000-mile long oil line of the west.

The Table - C shows the development of the Russian navy in relation to that of the USA.

The rate of development of the Russian navy is fast. During Khrushchev’s times the navy’s share of the defense budget was about 15 percent. But from the 1960s it has been accounting for about 30 percent. Between 1967 and 1973 the Soviet Union produced about 12 types of important warships of a new class, including the Moscow and the Leningrad, which are equipped with missiles. Between 1972 and 1976 the total tonnage of USSR nuclear submarines rose by 450 percent. Between 1972 and 1974 an average of 39 big surface warships and six guided missiles nuclear submarines were built each year 22. Between 1977 and 1981 the USSR produced 59 submarines, 55 major combat ships and 260 minor combat ships and 27 auxiliary ships23. It developed a huge naval force of about 4,75,000 men with the most modern aircraft which include about seventy backfire bombers carrying two to four missiles each with a range of 500 miles and more and moving three times faster than sound.

                                                     Table   C

Class of Ships                                                USA                                USSR

Aircraft carriers
                                            15
                                      0

Cruisers
                                                      29                                    20

Nuclear powered attack submarines
                23
                                    22

Destroyers and frigates
                                218
                                  216   

Source:  Time, May 8 1978.

The naval might of the Soviet Union in relation to that of the USA in 1981 was  

Category                                                         USA                             USSR

Aircraft carriers
                                            20                                  
35


Submarines
                                                    157                                
482


Cruisers
                                                      35                                  
52


Destroyers and Frigates
                                 311                                
290


Corvettes, fast -attack patrol craft
                12                               
 581


Mine warfare force
                                   25                              
  383


Amphibious force
                                           202                           
    324


Oilers and supplier ships
                                   79                                  62


Miscellaneous
                                         1307                               
666


Total military ships
                               2148                          
  2845


Source:   N. Y.   “Jane’s   Fighting
Ships” quoted
in Statistical 
Abstract of the USA, 1982

During the 1960 and up to the mid 1970s the supremacy of the American navy rested mostly on the strength of their aircraft carriers. But in due course of time the Soviet submarine fleets, and their modern missiles have curtailed this. (SS-22 and SS-N-19 types). The USA ships are very big, and can cruise for much longer periods of time. But their years are numbered. The US aircraft carriers did play a crucial role in bullying the smaller and poorer nations during the last 25 years. But their role in naval power is very much curtailed today. Just as the introduction of guns eliminated the sword and the spear, and the introduction of aircraft carriers eliminated the battleships as a class in major wars, so the introduction of the modern missiles, particularly the submarine launched modern missiles have curtailed the role of the aircraft carriers and open sea battles in general and the American heavy weight jumbo aircraft carriers in particular. The naval supremacy has been shifting heavily in favor of the Russians who possess more submarine fleets and deep-sea bases.
Take the case of the American heavyweight jumbo-the Nimitz aircraft carrier. It has a deck space of about 4.5 acres! It carries about 100 aircraft and bunks about 7,000 personnel. But the present day radar satellite combine can detect a basketball-sized object from a distance of 3,000 km. away in space and the smallest surface ship on the sea on a cloudless day. In addition to this the reconnaissance plan’s computers can monitor up to 3,000 locations simultaneously and report their placing, speed, and direction, and the communication time has been reduced to seconds. The modern missile can hit a target at an accuracy of around 30 metres diametres around the absolute point of the target. The rest is easy to imagine.

The American ‘offensive’ aircraft carriers are actually in need of a formidable defense. The heart of the American naval capability has actually become its Achilles heel. If the Russians could ‘meddle’ in Africa and Central America this is one of the important considerations. The basic source of the quarrels about the navy in USA government circles in the last five years has been over this weakness. Because of this very weakness the Russians have concentrated on submarine and have gone in for fewer and smaller aircraft carriers and deadly missiles. The Russians being the latecomers are more up to date in their technology. The Americans have to change the composition of their navy drastically, which would mean tens of additional billions of dollars annually, and at least another five years in time. Money, the USA has. Time?

The vulnerability of surface ships in general and jumbo aircraft carriers in particular are proved beyond doubt in last year’s war between the UK and Argentina. (24) Britain pressed into service altogether 62 warships, six submarines, 42 aircraft, 00 helicopters, while Argentina used 11 surface ships, three submarines, 102 aircraft and 32 helicopters. At the end Britain acknowledged the destruction of 16 surface ships, including two destroyers and two frigates; however……MISSING
Rise and Spread of the Agrarian Movement in the Sunder bans

{Based on a report of the Bilabial Krishak Committee of the Sunderban  Zone, (W.B) read at the Preparatory Conference of the Revolu​tionary Writers, Artists and Intellectuals held on April, l, 2, 3, 1983 at the Jogeshganj High School).
Some members of the 24 Parganas Zonai Committee of the Maoist Communist Centre had been striving to fulfill the aim of building a revolutionary peasant struggle since 1973. At last, on 25th March 1975, a leaflet under the title, “Build up a united resistance against the conspiracy of creating a horrible famine”, was pub​lished in the name of the ‘ Famine Resistance Committee’ as a first step towards building the revolutionary people’s struggle. From the very start, armed hooligans of the Congress and the police launched massive attacks on this organization and tortured a number of its activists. While fighting back these attacks, this small organization continued the resistance stru​ggle even during the Emergency. In this period two more leaf​lets were published and distri​buted on behalf of the famine resistance committee. These leaflets demanded freedom and democracy and mainly emphasized the peoples’ right to freedom and democracy by conducting a life and death struggle against the fascist on​slaught of the Indira govern​ment. This ‘Famine Resistance Committee’ later en came to be known as the ‘Biplabi Krishak Committee’ (Revolu​tionary Peasant Commi​ttee.)- 
FORMS OF STRUGGLE
The peasant struggles of the Sunderbans upholds the view that in the period following the great upsurge of Naxalbari, the old type of pea​sant struggles, whose essence was the solution of peasant problems through legislation and bureaucracy, has been rejected as the path of revisi​onism. The revolutionary peasant struggle entails that the peasants shall have to defy the law and bureaucracy of the autocratic state and solve their own problems standing on their own feet. That is why the type of organizations like the old ‘Krishak Samiti’ (Peasant Association) is quite inadequate to conduct peasant struggles in the present revolu​tionary situation. The need of the hour is an independent peasant organization like the Biplabi Krishak Committee ( B. K. C. ).
If land is to be distributed to the tiller, than benami land and the   surplus   land of    the big Jotedars    and    Zamindars and all land recorded in their names shall have to be   confi​scated and khas  (vested) land occupied.    But what are    the obstacles   the     peasants    face in     confiscating   this      land? The    obstacles    are   the laws, the bureaucracy and   police of the     present State ... in     a word, the autocratic state-machinery. If these obstacles were non-existent, then he shall have to consider building an appropriate organization that is equipped to conduct stru​ggles against these obstacles. Such   an   organization    is   the Biplabi     Kmhak    Committee. Hence, the    essence    of   «he peasant struggles   led    by the B. K. C   will entail a destru​ction of   the    police    regime, the    abolition    of the    power of   the bureaucracy    and    the establishment of a    full-fledged people’s democracy... i. e. power to the peasant commi​ttee, putting an end to the private ownership of land of the big Jotedars and Zamind​ars. But in spite of our f revo​lutionary aims, if we are not brave enough to conduct the peasant struggles by building the revolutionary peasant committees and defying the laws and the bureaucracy of the autocratic state as a primary step to reach the goal, our aims will be reduced to naught. On the one hand, some raise revolutionary slogans like “excellent revolutionary situation”, “power to the Krishak Committee” “land to the tiller”, etc, while on the other hand, on questions of struggle and organization they will conduct the peasant struggle along the methods of the non-revolutionary, legal, open and unarmed stru​ggles of the old times. In essence, this involves bowing to the existing laws and the bureaucracy. Here, the talk and the practice are self-con​tradictory. For this reason, the peasant organization of the 24 Parganas considers these old forms of activities as a rightist deviation.
The essence of the present peasant struggle led by the B. K. C. is a struggle against the power of the bureaucracy. And Zammdar / Jotedar class belonging to the autocratic State, and the establishment of a new power of the peasant masses..... a struggle to establish the authority of the peasant committee, and a struggle based on the authority of the peasant committee. In the existing re​volutionary situation the B.K.C. is a very suitable organization to lead the struggle and also suitable as an institution for revolutionary government at a time of the establishment of the Soviets in the final stages of the revolution. The existing B.K.C. is neither the organization of the old type of peasant associa​tion nor is it an organization of the kind necessary at the final stages of revolution. It is the organization for conducting the revolutionary struggles of the peasant masses and for the establishment of their political power. The peasantry has nothing to rely on except this organization. This is why, in this revolutionary situation, the demand for the establishment of the Biplabi Krishak Commi​ttee is the only correct slogan.
Establishment of Autho​rity of the B. K. C.
The peasants of Sundeshkali, Hingalganj and Gosaba P.S. of the Sunderbans began their work with the aim of building an independent peasant commi​ttee. They propagated and exposed the role of the big Jotedars. Mahajans and foreign exploiters in creating the catas​trophic famine. As a result, the notorious Jotedars and Mahajans of the countryside began to attack the peasants with the armed force of hooli​gans. Finally, they surrounded the villages with the police, B.S.F., Home Guards and the armed force of the hooligans. They searched the houses of each and every peasant and des​troyed all their domestic arti​cles. They beat all, irrespec​tive whether they were children or the aged, abused the mothers and sisters in unspeakable lan​guage and arrested innocent peasants and sent them to jail. In this way, the police and goondas terrorized the people.
Practical experience has tau​ght the peasants that the Jote​dars and Mahajans will not allow the peasants the freedom to unite peacefully. The marauding Jotedars, Mahajans and bribe-taking government bure​aucrats have, for centuries, trampled the peasants under​foot. The peasants put up a bold stand with arms in hand to establish their right to build their own organization indepen​dently. They then began their counter-attack against the enemy using guerilla methods. The peasants punished the ring​leaders of the police-agents and hooligans. They founded the Biplabi Krishak Committee. This enraged the groups of Jotedars and Mahajans to mad​ness. They attacked the pea​sants accompanied by an armed goonda force. At last, taking advantage of the Emergency they oppressed the peasants over extensive areas, bringing full five launches of police into he area. They arrested the peasants at random and sent them to the jails. Even innocent teachers were not spared from the police attack. Advised by the notorious Jotedar the police called upon the respected tea​chers and abused in humiliating language. This enraged the pea​sants of the entire area and their wrath against the enemy finally exploded. They raised the slogans: “punish the tyrant Jotedars and Mahajans “ex​terminate the goonda force”, “finish the authority of the Jotedars and Mahajans, etc. The peasants took an oath: “either the establishment of people’s right and the authority of the Krishak Committee, or death9’. With this firm resolve and determination peasant youth joined the volunteer force with arms in their hands.
Realizing the power of the peasants, one section of the goonda force confessed their mistakes and surrendered to the Krishak Committee. The peasants held discussions with them and compromised on some issues. This created contradictions within the enemy camp. Also they punished the culprits according to their crimes - some were warned, others fined, some beaten, crops on the land of some wee confiscated and yet others were forced to sign a paper agreeing not to oppose the Krishak Committee. In this the peasants asserted their authority over the Jotedars and their henchmen in the village. The peasants openly declared that those who ‘accept the authority of the Krishak Committee will be spared but those who stand in opposition will be crushed.
Class Enemy Retreats:
The peasants thus    crushed the goonda force of the enemy and   isolated the much-hated mahajans     from    the    masses. Some     of       them      migrated temporarily to the towns while in the villages they faced social boycott.     But, in   a    bid    to recover they   represented their plight to the central   cabinet, sought   the    services   of    the district magistrate   and strove to enter    one    or   the    other electioneering parties to regain their influence.
These marauding jotedars and mahajans were once known as the ‘kshude samrats’ (little emperors) of the Sunderbans. Today the peasants have brought down these evil gentry from the seats of dignity and authority by establishing their own political and social authority through the BKC.
In order to establish this authority, they exercise their power through an armed volu​nteer force. The chief task facing the peasants is how to strengthen this volunteer corps. If this is not strengthened, then the authority that they have established, the oppression which they have resisted, the land which they have seized, the eight-hour day and the law for a just wage that the BKC have promulgated, will all go out of their hands.
Mass Mobilization:

Yet, -this volunteer force itself cannot be built without a wide-scale mass mobilization. In order to achieve this the BKC had adopted a programme to mobilize the peasant masses in political and economic struggles. Political Mobilization:

On the one hand, in order to draw the” people into political struggles, the BKC   extended the struggles against the landed interests and their agents    to new areas. On the other   hand, in order to mobilize the people politically, intensive campaigns are   conducted   around    issues such    as    May    Day.     Group discussions, posters, red flags, meetings are organized and   put up for a number of days before the    first of    May, prepared for an   enemy attack, on May Day, a procession was organized with revolutionary slogans and red flags which wound its way through large areas including a number of enemy strongholds. With such successful campaigns a tremendous   enthusiasm   was generated   in the locality   and the peasants got educated about the May Day.   Also, fearlessly marching through the    enemy strongholds, the outlook, which regards the enemy’s power as great, and     the   peasants’    as nothing    undergoes    a radical change and with this   increased confidence larger numbers   join the volunteer corps.
Mobilization Through Peoples’ Court:
For centuries the landlords have wielded political power in the villages and ‘justice’ has been mired out according to their whims and fancies. After the so-called abolition of landlordism the village admini​stration has basically continued in the hands of the jotedars and mahajans. The surface change that has occurred is that the landed interests now share a part of their power with the bureaucracy. But even then, these bureaucrats are usually in the pay of the powerful landed interests. But with the establishment of the authority of the peasant committee    the     old     village administration   has, to    some extent, broken down. Nobody, any longer calls   these jotedars etc.  to the village courts.   The peasants   are   gradually esta​blishing their own independent peoples courts. They prosecute criminals, who have committed minor crimes, in    an   open peoples court, and in special courts prosecute the much hated class   enemies for committing, serious    crimes.    Those    who have been involved in economic exploitation and social oppre​ssion   of    the    peasants    and have violated the laws of the peasant   committee are prose​cuted in these courts. Barring the jotedars and mahajans and their agents all the peasants of the village, irrespective of their party affiliation or opinion they hold, are called to the people’s court.     In these courts, the two parties are heard, witnesses and     proof   accepted; a free debate ensues, supporters of the jotedars-mahajans combine are identified at the   meeting and   finally a decision    taken based upon the majority view.. With the   breakdown of the old judicial system    of    the jotedars and mahajans a new responsibility and awakening has    evolved    amongst    the peasants      But, the    peasant masses, having   been deprived of their democratic rights for so   long, and   being   culturally backward, require    consistent political education in order that they may   shoulder this   newly acquired responsibility      and authority effectively.
Mobilization in Economic Struggles:
Depending on the objective situation of the locality and the extent of authority that the peasant committee wields, the
BKC evolves various forms of struggle to fight the exploitation. At present the struggles revolve around the major four issues:
i)
to help the peasants take back the lands illegally occupied by the jotedars and mahajans;
ii)
to establish the just right of the peasants on Khas (vested) lands and canals;
iii)
to resist the eviction of the share-croppers (bhagchasi);
iv)
and to include an eight-hour-work day and a just wage for the village proletariat.
Intensive propaganda, through meetings, processions; postering and pamphleteering have been conducted to mobilize the peasants on these demands. Also, action is taken on those jotedars who violated the wage laws of the peasant committee. The peasants have recovered the Khas land and land that has been confiscated from them through fraud, and resist any threat of eviction from these lands. With such militant movements, the peasants’ strug​gles have grown over the entire area and the peasantry have been aroused and awakened in a manner never known earlier.
RSP-Jotedar-Police Com​bine Vs The BKC
In 1978 the revolutionary peasants’ struggle spread over the entire area of the Gosaba police station of the Sunder-bans. Besides the peasant movement for land and wages, in the small town-cum-business centres, peoples resistance committees were started to fight social evils, like alcoholism gambling, etc. Also they fought against corruption in the public institutions like schools, colleges and hospitals; against the theft and dacoity. The activity of the BKC and peoples resistance committees soon undermined the influence of the Revoluti​onary Socialist Party (RSP} working in that area. Under these circumstances the leaders of the RSP started spreading calumny against the BKC and turned vicious. They went from house to house threatening the peasants and finally called in the police to arrest the activists. The BKC retaliated forcing the police and hoodlums to retreat. Then, in early March, armed wish guns and other lethal weapons, the RSP leaders together with the jotedars and the goonda force attacked the peasants and beat them severely The BKC replied by organizing an armed procession throughout the affected area. The police then set up four police camps and the RSP continued their goonda attacks seriously in​juring a worker of the BKC. The BKC retaliated surroun​ding and arresting eleven goondas. Their arms were confiscated and they were produced before a people’s court with 500 peasants present. According to the decision of the people the goondas were to be beaten. The most notorious goonda, Krishnapada Mondal, was so seriously beaten that he latter died.
With this, eight large police camps were set up in the area. From these the police patrolled the villages and, using motor launched they also patrolled the rivers, while curfew v/as clamped at Mollakali. The police then went on a rampage, beating and arresting the youth in the area.
The peasants countered this attack by organizing a series of massive processions against the police action, in and around Mollakali. Later, a police camp was set up at Barah Mollakali and a large number of peasants were attacked, arrested and tortured, A large part of this repression was unleashed under the direct guidance of one Anilnath. This Anilnath was produced before the people’s court which passed a sentence to cut off one ear. The armed volunteer force implemented the decision, as   a   result    of which Anilnath died.
In connection with the death of Anilnath the RSP leaders met Janata leader, Prafulla Sen and a plan was chalked out to launch yet another massive attack on the peasant commit​tees. Then, in a joint police and goonda attack on the peasants in the villages of Ranipur, Rajapur, Uttardanga, Kachukhali, Barah Mollakali, Radhanagar and Amatali, 18 people were arrested. In retaliation, over two thousand peasants gathered outside the house of the RSP legislator of the Gosaba constituency, Ganesh Mondal demanding that he stop the reign of terror. Though he promised to be so, immediately afterwards he con​tacted the Chief Minister, Jyoti Basu, demanding police protection. Immediately a police camp was set up in the area.
Later, in the same year, the CPM too launched a systematic attack on the BKC in Kalitala village under Hingalgunj police station. But in spite of this, in 1978, under the leadership of the BKC the peasant struggle spread to the vast areas under the Dandput-Gabbare zone.
During this year, due to floods, an acute food crisis had developed. Under the leadership of the BKC the peasants, irrespective of party and opinion, were united and a programme for a solution of the food problem was adopted. Organizing the masses of the peasants, the rich peasants and jotedars were forced to give a fixed amount in money or grain. The grain thus collected was equitably distributed amongst the peasants. With this the CPM influence was further undermined, so uniting with the jotedars a massive police attack was simultaneou​sly launched at Sandeshkhali and Gabbare arresting the peasants and their leaders. Police camps were set up in the entire area.
Struggle Advances:

In 1979 there were innumer​able small and large resistance struggles. During the cultivation season the jotedars and RSP leaders launched an air out attack on the peasant organization and planned to murder the leaders of the BKC secretly The peasant organization retali​ated by smashing the goonda force and passing the death sentence of the ringleader. The volunteer force with the help of guerilla squad implemented this. In reply to this the police, together with a band of armed goondas, launched an attack on three leaders of the peasant com​mittee. The three replied the attack, but finally two comrades were shot dead while one escaped. Comrades Saroj Gupta, popular leader of Amtali area and Secretary of the Maoist Communist Centre (MCC) of Gosaba PS and Santosh Mridha, became martyrs.
In September 1979, the BKC began a counter attack against the enemy in Barafs Mollakali. Many areas were recovered through smashing the goonda force that surrendered to the peasant committee. The BKC smashed many powerful bases of the jotedars and RSP who finally fled from the area. In the harvesting season, in the months of Dec. and Jan 1979-80 the crops of the escaped jotedars were extensively confis​cated. Thousands of peasants participated in the seizure of crops on land taken by fraud, for the establishment of their right on Bhagchasi (share crop​ping) land and for a wage increase. From March 1980 a mas​sive movement was started for the occupation of Khas land and canals. Many of the jotedars and goonda force of Barah Mollakali surrendered to the BKC. All of them were punished while others were given an opportunity to rectify them​selves.
But in the summer of 1980, the RSP jotedars goonda com​bine launched armed attacks on the BKC militants and cadres. All these attacks were repulsed and a wave of peasant struggles surged   through   the area.     In desperation they   rushed to the ministry demanding police ope​rations in the area. They raised hue and cry that the Panchayat, government   hospital, schools, post offices etc could not fun​ction.    They   said a reign   of terror   existed   with a parallel government   being run by the BKC.    Finally, according to a decision of the cabinet of the Left Front government, directed a massive police attack to finish off the   peasant   movement in Gosaba PS.    A police camp of fifty was established and   the police   force   of   other   camps was    increased.      From   these camps, attacks were launched on the peasants   throughout the countryside, arresting and beating the peasant on mass   scale. The    BKC   then   organized   a 4,000 strong demonstration aga​inst police repression.    Police reinforcements were brought in two   police   launches   and   an attack on a demonstration at Battali led to the arrest of thirty peasants.
Finally on 12, August 1980 the police and goonda force launched an all-out offensive. Surrounded on all sides, the volunteer force began to retreat towards Choto Molakali. While fighting hack the com​bined onslaughts: of police and goondas for over three hours they finally forced themselves encircled. The police began firing indiscriminately. But about 350 members of armed volunteer corps were able to break the encirclement, after a fierce attack on the police flanks. In this fight Comrade Bharath Mondal was killed and fifty to sixty volunteers were arrested. After this the police and goondas went on a rampage, beating, looting, arresting and torturing all and sundry.
With this enemy concentration, the peasant committee decided to expand the struggle to new areas and thereby break the encirclement.

Conclusion:

The peasant struggles in the Sunderbans   is   growing   firmly countering the attacks   of the jotedars and RSP leaders and fighting back the   repression let loose by the police of the Left Front government.    As a result of the enemy attack, the organization has become more firm, strong and disciplined.    Also, the masses have steeled   themselves in   struggle.   The   real nature of the revisionist parties and the Left Front government is gradually more and more clear to the masses.  Through the development of the revolutionary struggles the class-consciousness of the people is developing. The participation of   women   in   the   resistance movement has gradually increased and in four police station areas    student    struggles   have been initiated with a large degree of success.  The strike and wage increase movement of the bidi workers has been particularly successful.

In the course of these struggles the peasant organization has won over the confidence of the masses. Also, through the peasant struggles attempts are being made to strengthen and expand the party organization in the area. Isolating the reactionaries and the revisionists it is advancing by building, in the process, the class-based united front and carefully developing a people’s force. We expect that in the days to come this struggle will burst forth as a mighty upsurge in the Sunder-bans area of the West Bengal, which is bulwark of revisionism. There is no doubt that this peasant struggle will march forward fierily fighting revisionism of all kinds together with all other revolutionary forces. 
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