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EoIToRIAL NoTE
Dear Reader,

It is well worth remembering the historic
Kisan Andolan of 2020-2L as we rnove
ahead with this issue on land struggles in
India. We understand that many of our
readers may feel that the issue of land and

agrarian stryggles are not issues pertin€flt to
their lives. This feeling is preeisely what we
want to argue against. While the Kisan
Andolan direetly had little to do with the

land issues in India, the general crisis of
agriculture and the peasantry can very weli
be understood by evaluating the various
historic struggles for land in India, In our
first issue, we dealt with the subject matter
of imperialism and its role in Indian sociery
be it urban, rural, social, politieal, cultural
and economic. But Indian sgciety's woes

can only be partially explained through a
serious scientific evaluation of imperialism.

For the pro-people and democratic-minded
person who wishes to understand and deal
with the issues within Indian society, this
obseration then brings'us to the theme, that
of the land question in India. Majority of
Indian peoples are engaged in agriculture
and its related activities, India is
predominantly an agranan society. The old
stories of oppressive zamrndars and thrir
brutalities towards landless peasantry, the

sharp caste dynamics within thcse relations,
for the urban reader such subject matters
have systematically been reduced to history
books and films. This issue is an attempt to
combat the idea that the feudal relations
prevalent in agrarian, society have somehow
disappeared. Instead, we centre our issue on
the history and the present situation of the
people's struggle for land in India. Through
this issue, we attempt to throw light on how
the so-called Indian modernity is veiling the
same-old brutalities, t oppressions and
exploitations of the feudal past.
.ile write of mythical babas and dharmgurus

who become landlords in the new nrral

reality, of the state agents who grab land

directly through law and dispossess'the

poor farmer and we write of struggles of the

wornen, Dalits, Adivasis, landlcss peasants,

the barely-surviving landed peasants and

countless others who partake in the fight to

gain ownership of land for their basic

subsistence and democratic rights. As the

past and present coalesce in our writings,

we hope to highlight the essential need of
the land struggle in democrutizing Indian

society.
I

One may ask, why the struggle for land in

particular? Why the qucstion of land to the

tiller, of land to the landless? No soeiety

can transform into a democratic one without
shattering the old system that it wishes to

replace. India's old society, premised on

zamindari and colonization, required radtcal

breakdown of the old land ownership

system for the Indian farner to be brought

to a democratic reality. Yet, as per the

government's own findings, Sa/o of the

Indian landlords hold an astonishin g 32% of
land within their own hands. All of this

without including the fact that most

landlords name their lands after their wives

and daughters. Without empowering the

impoverished and landless farmer through

land redistribution, the institutions of caste,

patriarchy and feudalism itself will continue

to perpetuate within Indian society,
- hindering its democratic development.

It is with this understanding that we bring to

you this issue. The slogan of land to the

tiller is a fundamental demand for all
democratic-minded people. We talk not

only of the oppression and exploitation of
people but the valiant struggle they wage

for their democratic rights: We hope that

this spirit also takes hold of you, dear

reader, that you bridge the gap between city

and village to partake in people's struggles.

4



BRAHIVIANISIVI'S CHAINS ON THE LAND STRUGGLE
by Samyuktha Kannan

The enduring impaet of
the easte system in
fndia, whieh aims to
enforee predetermined
soeial positions,
eontinues to eause
signifteant disruption
in present times. Gaste
aets as both a base and
a superstruetrrre
beeause it plays a
pivotal role in shaping
both the modes of
produetion and the
distribution of powen

The degree of influence caste exerts
in the superstrucfure is contingent
upon its strong organrzation at the
base. fn India, rt is evident t[at every
institution is intricately woven into
the fabric of caste's control over
social and economic relationships.
Its far-reaching effects are
particularly evident in the
governance and understanding of
land relations in India. In
contemporary India, the caste system
persistently intervenes in the transfer
of land, orchestrating, subverting, or
energ rztngprocesses of social
conflrct, and influencing the manner
in which land claims contribute to
the restructuring or reimagining of
caste identities.

It is in this light that certain instances
of brutal violence against people of
the 'lower caste' can be
contextualised. The Khairlaryi
mass acre, which occurred on

' September 29,2006, in the village of
Khairlanj i, Maharash tra, was a brvtal
caste-based attackon the Bhotmange
family, who belonged to the Dalit
community.

Aroun d 40 individuals, mostly .fro*
the dominant Kunbi caste launched
the assault which resulted in the
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tragic deaths of four family mernbetrs,
including two women. However, it is
not only the actbut also the motive
behind this unforhrnate event that
underlines the propertied nature of
caste relations in India. The
Bhotmanges owned a small piece of
land that some members of the Kunbi
caste coveted. The simmering tension
over the land ownership escalated
into a violent confrontation, resulting
in the horrific massacre of the
Bhotmange family. The motive
behind the attaek'was deeply rooted
in caste-based discrimination and the
struggle for control over land
resources. A similar nature of
violence was meted out in the
Kilvenmani massacre which unfolded
on Decemb er 25, 1968, in the village
of Kilvenmani, Tamil Nadu. There
\ryas a brutal assault on landless
agricultural laborers who were
demanding fair wages and improved
conditions. Armed landlords and their
associates set flre to the laborers'
huts, claiming the lives of 44 men,
women, and childrerr. This not only
exposed the deep-rooted caste-based
oppression and exploitation in rural
India, it also ignited national outrmgo.

The intricate interplay between land
relations in India and caste-based
power,dynamics bas bolstered the
endurance of Brahmanical hegemony.
The Brahmin caste, historic aLIy
wielding substantial authonfi, has
predominantly controlled land
ownership, enjoying exclusive accesq
to agricu[trl ralresources and mastery
over land distribution. Consequently,
this has pe{petuated socio-economic
inequalities by system atically

marg rnalizing and dispossessing
lower castes, particularly Dalits 4nd
other marg tnaltzed communitie s .

Brahmanism as an ideology, in itself,
asserts violence against Dalits. The
Karamchedu mass acre, that occurred
on July 17 , 1985, in the village of
Karamchedu inAndhra Pradesh, was
another instance of caste based
discrimination meted out by members
of the dominant caste against Dalit
community members who sought to
assert their rights by demanding an
increase in wages for their labour.

Historical Dispossession of the
Lands of Dalits and Adivasis

It is exactly these instances of caste-
based violence against demands of
poor and the landless Dalit peasantry
that ensure that land struggles do not
materrahze as a matter of right. They
also bring to the fore the historical
dispossession of the land of Dalits
and Adivasi. This is a deeply
entrenched issue that has its roots in
colonial rule and subsequent socio-
economic strucfures. Historical land
dispossession ofAdivasis and Dalits
in India is a consequence of the
capitalist mode of production and the
exploitative relations of power
inherent within it. The accumulation
of capital is driven by the
exploitation of labour and the
expropriation of nafural resources,
including land. In the context of
Adivasis and Dalits, historical land
dispossession can be seen as a result
of the caprtalist class's drive for profit
and the establishment of private
property rights. Here, there must be
in emphasis on the role of the state



as an instrument of class domination.
In the case of land dispossession, the
state has often seryed the interests of
the capitalist ruling class, facilitating
land transfers and enforcing policies
that favour the dominant economic
elites. The state's involvement in
resource extraction projects,
infrastrucfure development, and land
acquisition for commercial pu{poses
further reinforces the interests of
capital over the rights of the Dalits
and Adivasis. According to the
Manusmriti, the Shudras were
historically denied property rights. '

This resultod, for example, in
regulations that prohibited Dalits
from purchasing agrtcultural land. in
regions like Punjab prior to the
enactment of the Land Ceiling Act.

Caste Violence Materialising
against Women

Apart from this manifestation, caste
violence also materialises against
women in the most brutal of ways.
From the gangrape and assault of the
Surekha and Priyanka Bhotmange in
the Khairlanji murders and the rape
of three Dalit women in the
Karamchedu violence to the Hathras
rape case in2020, these cases cannot
be seen as mere sexual crimes when
there is an aspect of historical caste-
based discrimination attached to it.
The 'subservience' of women has
been clearly laid down in the
Manusmriti. The constant emphasis
on' faithfulness','perfectio n',
'beauty'of women makes the
Manusmriti not only inherently
misogynistic, but also a kind of guide
that a 'Good woman'and 'Good

Wife'should follow. The text
propagates the idea thatwomen
should have no freedom and are thus
the properties of men. This not only
dehumanises them, but it also makes
sure that women never get the right to
hold property by themselves. In this
context we can see how the
Manusmriti looks at both Dalits and
women as persons who cannot own
property or deviate from any roles
that were defined for them.

Nexus with Comprador
Bourgeoisie

Imperialism in India led to moribund
capitalism that did not have any
progressive nature and had allied
with feudalism to sustain itself. In
fact, the British themselves often
acted as landlords. When they entered
India, they were given zamindari
rights by the Mughals and other local
rulers across India. The merchants,
Banias and Diwans had helped the
Britishers expand their control and
depose rulers titce the Nawab of
Bengal and Mysore state. This led to
them increasing their wealth. The
wealth was used to purchase landlord
rights. The Indian landlords and the
Brahmins acted as the agents of
imperialism and propagators of
imperial culture. The system placed
the landlords as servants of British
interests. The feudal zamindars were
used to collect land revenue for the
British. The ownership of the land
was provided to the zamindars and in
turn the zamtndars would collect
revenue from the tenants and a fixed
sum would be transferred. Feudalism
was introduced in areas like the



Santhal Parganas, where the
landlords acted as intermediaries of
the British, making the Santhals
bonded labourers so that they could
increase exploitation. Indigo
cultivation which would not create
arly food for the Indians, but would
create proflts for the Britishers, was
given an impetus by the landlords.
The British were able to amass vast
amounts of proflts by engaging inn
stocking businesses with semi-feudal
character extracted by force and
fraud. The landlords brutally
exploited to ensure that their masters,
the Britishers, gained great proflts.
Another example of this nexus can be
seen in Travancore where the
landlords used to sell Dalit Pulayas
and give them on loan to the British
estate owners who ran cash crop
plantations. The feudal princely states
made it easier for the Rritish to set up
their plantations, giving them land for
cheaper prices.
The role of landlords as agents of
imperialism continued after the
transfer of power in 1947. The
landlords would help in expansion of

' imperialist capital which was
happening through the intermediaries
of imperialiSffi, the comprador
bureau cratic bourgeoisie class. The
comprador bourgeoisie is dependent
on foreign caprtal for its survival and
helps in the expansion of foreign
capital. In Chhattis garh, to help this
expansion, militias,were set up under
the landlord class in'the form of
Salwa Judum, which arm-twisted
Adivasis to leave the villages and
committed genocide so that the land
canbe used for exploitation.

The ideology of Brahminism has
become a tool of imperialist
explortation. The soft Brahminism of
Congress under Mohandas Gandhi,
ensured that revolutio nary
movements were defanged to aid
collaboration with the British
imperialist. The Congress was not
anti-imperialist in nature and was
trying to ensure transfer of power to
compradors who are the agents of
imperialism. Simil arly, the Hindutva
fascist ideology of RSS also ensured
subservience to British colonial
rulers. Savarkar glorified colonialism
by saying that the glory of the British
empire is great Golwalkar had
openly expressed his disdain for
national independence. The
ideological nature of Brahminism
being idealistic in nature also helps in
the sustenance of imperialism. Its
anti-scientiflc nature and the idea that
the study of the material world
wouldn't lead to moksha leads to no
independent development of
technology in India. It leads to
dependence of technolo gy from
imperialist capi tal. Brahminism has
also been serving the interests of
imperialism by providing an
ideological framework for the
emergence of a market across the
Indian subcontinent. The Vanvasi
Kalyan Ashram is a program to
reinforce Brahminism, co-opt Adivasi
traditions into Brahminism and bring
Adivasi tradrtion into the
Brahminical fold. Vanvasi Kalyan
Ashram spreacls Brahminical
practices in the Adivasi areas. These
Ashrams would have classes with
religious practices like the Saraswati
vandana and Ciayatrt marttra. It is



mandated that the children offer
salutations to Bharat Mata.
Iconography is used to cre ate a sense
of common history. SyamaPrusad
Mukherjee, Deen Dyal Upadhy?y,
Rana Prathap and Lord Ram who
have nothing to do withAdivasi
history are being cultivated as the
icons ofAdivasis. Alongside this, the
'divine status' of cows is being
taught to children. Such Brahminical
practices have not been prevalent
among the Adivasis and are part of a-

religious order that devaluates the
existence of Adivasis and Dalits
through its caste system. Lord Ram is
said to be the protector of
Varnashram Dharma, a social system
based on the exclusion of Adivasis.
They are trying to feed the idea that
Adivasis are part of the Hindu

justifies the marginalisation of
Adivasis. They are also trying to
spread this idea of Hindutva cultural
nationalism among the national
minorities in India like the Nagas.
HinduFra glorifies Rani Gaidenliu as

anational icon of this cultural
Hindufra nationalism. They have
tried to cre ate a section of 'Hindu'
Nagas who follow Rani Gaidenliu as

being part of the same cultural
identity. Simil arly, Lachit Borphukan
has been poffiayed as a 'Hindu'
leader who was.fightingagainst the
Mughal invasion. Here, wo can see an
affempt to cultivate afake cultural
identity of a 'Hindu', to integrate the
nationalities and communities who
have been marginalised historically
by the same 'Hindu' Sanatana
Dharma. This provides legitimacy to
the ruling class' claim over the jal,

jangeel and zameen of such
cofirmunities. This integration leads
to a cofirmon market for the
comprador bourgeoisie which serves
imperialism. Thus, Brahminism and
the Hindu cultural identity seryes the
interests of imperialism and attempts
to give ideological legitimacy for the
exploitation of the land by foreign
powers through their intermediaries,
the comprador hourgeoisie.

Godmen as the Neo Landlords

Land grants system started during the
SatvahanaAge, when the kings
started giving lands to Brahmins to
expand theit agrarian land and
Brahmanical culture, Along with it,
the Brahmanical religion was taking a
new shape where the importance of
Brahmins as middle men between
gods and people was losing its
relevance. The temple formation, idol
worship and Bhakti movement gave a
new turn in the emergence of a neo-
Brahmin religion and temples turned
as centres for new city formations.
Temples started getting huge land
grants from kings. Brahmins got
settled in temples along with vistis
(free bonded labor) to serve the priest
and their lands. This whole process
hardly hindered history. Izth century
temple Shree Jagannath of Puri too is
moving to digrtize its land records
and said that it possesses over 60,000
acres across seven states. In south,
Tirupathli Balaji Trust has recently
revealed that they are possessing
8800 acres of land all over India, '

including 1792 acres of agranarr
lands. In the South,,Tirupathli Balaji
Trust has recently revealed that they



are possessing 8800 acres of land all
over India, including 1792 acres of
agrarian lands. In 2015, Lord B alaji
opened his own DEMAT account to
receive stocks and bonds. Temples as

a new comprador, taking aids and
purchasing shares from the
companies.

Direct State Nexus With Temples

The endowment bodies of these
temples are private and have never
revealed their account. Interestingly,
thousands of temples are running
under direct state control. A recent
example is'bfAyodhya Ram Mandir
Trust, where an IAS has been
appointed as trustee. This practice is
very prominent in Maharashtra and
Uttar Pradesh. Through this way, the
government has possessed massive
land'in this cpuntA, where a plethora
of landless peasantry forcefully
mtgrated towards the city as cheap
labor. When we talk about state it's
not just about the machinery which
functions directly for the protection
of the culrent dominating form of
fascist state, but it includes all the
superstrucfure elements to strengthen
if. Recently, our magazrfie team
visited villages of Sonipat, Haryana
for a survey. We found that most of
the Panchayatr lands are being tilled
by Jaat landlords. Dalits of the
villages hardly get any land for
cultivation. An interesting
phenomenon was found in Rindhana
village of Sonipat, where a B aba has
occupied the chamar's Chaupal
(common place for public gathering)
and its land. The dominating Jaats
have direct connections with babas

(godmen) and their agents. The
unquestioned authority of god's men
in the Indian society strengthens the
superstructure of semi- feudal
relations.

Godmen: Feudal Dominance Over
Toiling People

After the advent of the Bhakti
movement in Indta, the importance of
saints and godmen increased. After
the transfer of power, the values and
positions of god's men were never
challenged in socieff and by the state.
State has always been close to the
babas because of its Brahmanical
Hindutva character. Babas like
Ramdev, Jaggr Bapu, Gurmit Baba
Ram Rahim Singh Insaan and so on
have emerged as new landlords of the
country where people are doing free
wage labour in the name of sevq.
Brahmanism has hegemonrzed the
idea of charity to get rid of all sins.
So, they expanded the forms of danas
(donations) particularly as mulya
dana (money) and shram dana
(labour). These feudal hurdles never
give space to people to prepare for
the struggle of their land rights.
Passive idea of Brahmanism is based
upon the individual karma and sins.
The modern day babas are now
becoming the life coaches of people,
giving lessons to people on what they
should do and what they should not.
They pe{petuate feudal ideology
among people who come to them to
deal with their soffows. This serves
the state strucfure to atomise and
individualtze the problems of the
people. Nowadays, these godmen are
the leading propagators of Hindu
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Rashtra, preaching in the name of
religious purity and propagating anti-
Muslim attitude. People like
B agheshw ar Baba have emerged as
star campaigners for Hindu Rishtra.
Because of a lack of democr atrc
aspiration and scientific
temperament, the toiling masses of
India turn themselves against
Muslims. Indialagging behind on
social and economic development is

. not a su{prising phenomenon that
came out of nowhere. State has
always tried to pqotect their base
through this semi-feudal structure
and propagating the absufd reasoning
of ^'Gau-Mutrapranali'. This is the
fault line where the Brahmanical
Hindutv a Fascist s_tate reproduces

Brahmanical Propaganda of
Development Against Muslims

We often see that people are saying
thatbecause of the Muslim
population our country is
economically weak. The debate of
population and development is a
historical debate between caprtalism
and socialism. But in the era of
Brahm antcal Hindutva Fascisffi,

.particular Muslim populations are
being targeted to,camouflage the
dominance of monopoly caprtal and
C omprador Bureau iiatic
Bourgeoisie. In India, Muslim are
15% of the total population of the
country and hold only lI% of the
country's land
Muslirn popul %) is
self employed emi-

high but the king is not ready to think

a bit. Muslims in IndLa are at the
verge of destruction, after the
demolition drives started all over
India, especially BJP geverned states.
Thousands of houses of Muslims
have beenrazed by the state in the
name of ille gal construction. Muslims
of Delhi, who have been living there
since time immemorial, have been
displaced forcefully. trn Dw arka,
Guj aral,'the government has ordered
to demolish the illegal construction of
the area, One notice has been sent to
the Lord Shankar Temple. The lord
Shankar Temple was the only
strucfure which survives after the
whole demolition drive in Dwarka.

This forceful dispossession of
Muslim population from their
property will eventually support the
Brahmarutcal state, which has been
historically serving imperialism.
Recent lan d data rho*i thatnet land
holding of Muslims has reduced. The
maximum land growth happened in
the OBC community, who are the
emerglng neo-landlords in village
areas. In an interview with a broker in
Bihar, he said that most landjs being
purchased by Baniy&s, money
lenders, bureaucrats, politicians,
Yadav and Kurmi communities. The
historical landlords like Rajputs and
Bhumihars have lost their land. But
that does not mean their hegemony
has reduced. This whole process of
dispossession ii strengthening the
abled section of the societ1, which is
the ruling class or aspiring ruling
class -caste. Demolition of shops,
redis, the targeted killing of Muslims
in the name of Hindu Rashtra, all are,
in the interest of ruling class-caste of
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of India who continue to oppress
Dalits and the economically destitute
for their naffow interests.

Conclusion

Brahminism works as an ideology to
maintain the existing exploitative
conditions within India. The semi-
feudal conditions of India arc '

justifled by this ideolo gy.The
Brahminical Manu Smriti had
prescribed that Dalits should not have
land and this in turn helped to ensure
the survival of feudal hierarchy in
India. The nature of the ideology is
such thatunity among the oppressed
and exploited is restricted. The small
peasant who lives in penury doesn't
form class unity with the landless
labourer although they both have to
face feudal exploitation. Instead, the
small peasant unites with the
zamtndar on the basis of caste
identity. Simil arly, through
Brahminism, neo-landlords have
emerged like the Godmen who were
able to seize the land of the exploited (

sections. The state has also beqn
using Brahminism as a tool to d6ny
the Muslims in the country their imffid.

Through demolition drives, they arc
able to acquire the land of Muslims.
Brahminism also works to €nsure the
survival of irnperialism within the
country. Through the creation of a
false Hindu identity, Brahminism has

different nationalities and
marginalised communities of the
country and seize their land for the
Sake of comprador caprtal. The
historical role of Brahminism is very
similar to that of Confucianism in

China before the revolution. It
legitimised the semi-feudal nature of
China and ensured the backwardness
of the nation. This idealism of
Confucianism was countered by the
materialism of Marxism. This led to
revolutionary struggle that ensured
ensured the progress of China.
Simil arly, in Indra tt is essential that
we counter the idealism of
Brahminism through the materialism
of Marxism to ensure the
revolutionary liberation of the
oppressed and exploited classes of
this country.

f2



Bibliography: 11. TK, Smitha. "Manusmriti: The Problematic
Guide to Being a 'good Woman'& .Good

I . "simply put: Coas Must Be Wealthy but How Wife. '' TheQuint, Atgast 12, 2022.

Wealthy Are They?," Business Insider,
September 30,2022. l2.Angad,Abhishek. *Hul Diwas:'

Remembering the Santal Rebellion against the

2. Tewari, Ruhi. *85% of Rural Landowners Arc British." The Indian Express, July 3,2023.
Hindus; Muslims Account for Just over l l%:
Report:" The Indian Express, September 23, 13. (Ajith), Murali. Bhoomi, Jathi Bhandanam.

2015. Kochi, Kerala: Kanal press. I

3. Murali, K. Critiquing Brahmanism: A 14. Ghose, Dipankar. "Is the Salwa Judum

Collection of Essays. Paris: Foreign Languages Back?" Xhe Indian Exprcss,May 24,2018.
Press,202l.

. 15. Bhattacharya, Snigdhandu.'.How One-

4. NewlndianXpress. "Tirumala Temple Owns Teacher Ekal Schools Helped the Spread of
8,088 Acres of Land in Country." The Nsvv Hihdutva in Rural West Bengal." The Carovan,

Indian Express,November 29,2020. October 10,2020.

5. ,lChitrakoot's Hol5r Men Have private Armies, 16. Longkumer, Arkotong. ..The Many Lives of
Guns and Land Worttr Crores." India Today, Rani Gaidinliu." The India Forum, Apil8,2l22.
November 2,2012.

6. Ananth, V Krishna. "Uncovering Caste-Based
. Violence: The Khairlanji Massacre and the Story

of Its Coverup." The Polis Project, October 29,
2021.

7. G, Ambica. "What Do We Know Today about
the Keezhvenmani Massacre?" Feminism in
India, December 27 , 2019 .

8. Sodadasi, Sharyl. "It Began with a Woman- a

Massacre That Ignited a Dalit Movement.,, youth

Ki Awaaz,March2023.

9. Swamy, Stan. "The Sad Story of
Dispossession and Crimiruilisation of the

Adivasis of Central India." Sanhati, Arrgust 10,

2010.

'10. Macwan, Martin. "The Lay of theLand,.,, The

Indian Express, March 20, 2018.

IB



IIIOIrIEI{ IN LAIID STRUGGLES: HOLDIIIG UP HALF THE SIff

by Ramnit

More than half a decade d5o, the
Naxalbari struggle began with the
martyrdom of womell. 1 1 people, out
of which 8 were women (and2 \,vetre

suckling babies tied to their motfumn's

back), were kitled due to police
firing on25 May 1967. Henco, the
struggle demanding for land to be
given to. the tillers, for an end to the
oppression and exploitation of the
landless peasants by the landlords
who are working in nexus with the
state structure, started with the active
participation and sacrifices of
women.

Women's Role in Agricultural
Production Relations

Women play an indispensable role in
rural production relations. According
to NITI Aayog, the workforce
participation for rural women is
4l .S%- 80% of these "economically
active" women are employed in
agricultural and allied activities, 33

percent constitut e agrucultural labour
force and 48 percent are self-
employed farmers. According to
Oxfam (201 3), around 80 per cent of
farm work is undertaken by women
in India. However, their recorded
ownership in land is only l3%. It's
also importantto note that even this
datamay be exaggerated, as in
rcahty, a lot of the recorded female
ownership of land may actually be
benami transactions where the
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ownership actually lies with the men
in the famity.Whether as female
agricultural labourers, farm widows
or tenant farmers, women's
participation in the relations of
production in the agricultural sector
is paramount. They not onl/ work in
the fields and engige in cattle rearing,
animal husbandry collection' of
fodder etc.; but they also often hold
the sole responsibility for pprforming
the unpaid domestic labour that runs
the household. Women peasants from
the families of landless agricultural
labourers are also made to do
domestic work in the landlord's
house for negligible payment in kind.
This exploitation of women labourers
in what is a subtle form of be gar was
unearthed byAjay Kumar in his
investigation into production
relations in Haryana. Household
work is extracted from the
agricultural labourer?s family in what
is basically a continuation of the
jajmani system in that the labourer's
entire family is considered to be
attuohed to the land of the landlord.

Exploitation of Landless Women

Women peasants face feudal
exploitation by the landlords. They

expropriation of their' labour power
for the benefit of the landlords (the
wages given to wornen. agrucultural
labourers are also lower than the
men's).They face sexual violence at
the hands of the feudal landlords who
are driven by their caste-based sense
of entitlement to the lower-caste
peasant woman's body .They also
face domestic oppression in the form

of a double burden of labour in
having to engage in domestic labour
thatruns the household, alongside the
agricultural and related work, and :

because of patriarchal customs and
practices.

Firstly, wolnen peasants have to face
domestic oppression in their
households and communities, given
the semi-feudal base of Indian society
which reproduces brahmanical
patrrarchy. Women agricultural
labourers, small and landless peasants
not only partrcipate in the productive
relations in agriculture, but they also
perforrn invaluable domestic labour
such as cookitrg, cleanirg, taking care
of children etc. *itt out ,"y pay.
Speaking of common forms of j

patrrarchal oppression of women in
tribal societies in Maharashtra,

Qhhattisgarh, Madhya Pradesh and
Odisha, Amit Bhattacharya explains
how despite the value of their labour
in running the household, customs
and traditions often demean women.
Import of Brahmanrcal ideas of purity
within these cultures has led to long-
standing practices such as restriction
of womin from entering the main
granaries of the household.

Domestic oppression of landless
peasant women presents itself in
practices followed during
menstruatiorr. Due to the import of
Brahm anical ideas surrounding purity
and pollution, w'omen from landless,
tribal, and poor families even in
Maharashtra, Chhattis g arh, Odi sha,
Jharkhand were traditionally
segregated, and forced to live in
separate huts during menstruation.

I5



They weren't even allowed to enter
the main granaries to get foodgrains
for themselves, the men handed over
the grains to them. In some villagos,
such ideas of purity are intensified to
the extent that once they attain
puberty, women are not allowed to
eat within the household until their
marri age.They have to cook for
themselves and cannot consume the
food prepared for the family, Their
eating practices are governed by
superstitions- in Telangana, it is
believed if wgmen eat anything but
the middle patt of me at, the crop
yield will suffer. Unscientific ideas
are attached to women's diet- for
example, an inability to give birth
was linked to women eating eggs in
Telan gana, Feudal domestic customs
also include the prevalence of child
marriages and forced marriages of
womell.

Added to this, women also face brutal
feudal oppression at the hands of the
landlords. The most shocking of this
is the widely prevalent sexual
exploitation. Landlords, due to their
caste-class nature, feel a feudal sense
of entitlement to the lower-class,
lower-caste peasant women's bodies.
Once rape of a woman whose family
is engageO in agricultural labour fo;
the landlord occurs- she is left with
no recourse-,while the legal
structures and state will already be
biased to the landlord due to their
class-caste nexus, the woman can't
even approach them as the Survival
and income of the entire family
depends on the little income derived
from the landlord. The practice of the
landlord raping landless women is

landlords have the right to "first
night" with the newly married wives
of the peasants employed in their
land. This feudal practice legitimises
the rape of women and asserts the
caste superiority of the landlord by
asserting his ownership over even the
bodies of the women peasants. The
husband and the families are left
helpless and unable to protect the
women of their families as their
survival is entirely dependant on the
landlord. Due to feudal notions of the
worker being "attached to lanil;, debt
traps and lack of alternate sources of
incsme, the peasant family does not
even have th-e option of lebving this
expJoitativ-r rtr,rcture. In the tribal
regiotrs, Adivasi women face sexual .

exploitation at the hands of
truckdrivers, businessmen and forest
officials who are now taking over
land that has belonged to thE Adivasi
communities for generations. The law
enforcement forces are complicit in
the rapes of Adivasi women. In'fact,
women who go to the police stations
to seek help or are arrested and taken
there due to their involvement in the
land struggle, often face heinous
sexual abuse by the police officers
supposed to be there for the
protection of the "cttizen". Which
"cttizen" the police and army
deployed in these tribal regions, such
as Dandakaranya, seek to protect is
very evident - they rape, kill and

' displace Adivasis from their
generations-old forest land to cre ata
space for "development" that will
only serye comprador-bourgeoisie
interests.
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Faced with such brutal feudal
exploitation, and given their active
role in production relations, it is to be
expected that with the coming up of
movements demanding an end to the
fqudal systems of land relations,
women will be at the forefront.

Women's Historic Role in The
Land Struggle

The material conditions of landless
women across India demand class

. struggle. The exploitation that these
women are faced with is specific to
their class nature and their stafus as
non-owners of productive forces in
the relations of production in
villages. In Adivasi areas, this

' exploitation is directly related to the
State's imperialist project of
overtaking Adivasis land for
comprador-bourgeoisie interests. The
exploitation is linked to the caste-
class position of these women- its
cause lies in the economic base of
society, the reason beirg that the
production relations are organrzed rn
a semi-feudal, semi-colonial mode of
production thatrelies on such
exploitation for its survival. Thus,
women's liberation in this context
can only be achieved. through class
struggle. Women from across India
have participated in the struggle for
land in large numbers as this class
struggle is the only way forward to
achieving, liberation from the, feudal
landlords and the imperialistic state.

Women in Srikakulurn in 1958
displayed the power thatwomen hold
in the revolutionary struggle for land
when they were uttacked and fired

upon by alandlord's goons while on
their way to ameeting. This starte d a
movement that turned into an armed
struggle for land rights- not only did
women participate in the gueffilla
movement against the landlord-s tate

,nexus, even ordinary womenjoined
in with brooms to attack the police.
This struggle arose after Adivasi land
was taken over by landlords, they lost
their right to shifting cultivation and
were forced to become landless
labourers. As equal participants in
production relations, women had as
much stake in the struggle for land as
did men. In the struggle for land in
Northern Telangana as well, women
were equal participants.

Some land struggles specifically took
up the exploitation of women. The
movement for land in Bihar for
example, took up the issue of the
landlord's right to "first night" with
the labouring peasant women- putting
an end to the exploitative practice, In
places such as Dandakarafiya, the
movement recognrzed the specific
exploitation of women within their
communities. The movement led
campaigns to rectify this-
incorporating cultural revolution as

an essential part of their political
struggle. This led to an end of
superstitious practices such as

women not being allowed to use bow
and alTows or eat eggs.

Change in Women's Conditions" Due to their Participation in These
Struggles r

As is evident, a lot of the movements
for land that involved women
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simultaneously took up the specific
gendered exploitation of womerr.

Jhis presented itself materially- in
the Northern Telang ana movement,
parchas to the land were handed
out equally to men and womer,
thus recogfiiztrrg the equal role of
women in production relations.
Separate mass organtzations of
womefl, some with a revolutionary
nature, such as Nari Mukti Sangh
(NMS) in Jharkhand and Bihar,
Adivasi Viplava Mahila Sangham
in Andhra Pradesh, and KAMS in
Telan gana, came up. Some of these
addressed specific cultural practices
that were affecting women- for
instance, in Jharkhand and Bihar, the
NMS succeeded in bringing down
child marriages, ending the landlord's
"right of flrst night" , and bringing
down the practice of forced marriage
and dowry. They even conducted \

inter-caste and inter-religious
marriages as a progressive measure.
They formed panchayats to address
women's problems within the
families.

In this way, the movement for trand
has affected positively not only the
toiling women's ownership in land
but has uplifted their position within
their communities. {t has battled
gendered oppression while also
battling feudal exploitation- as the
two go hand-in-hand.

Conclusion

The exploitation of landless women
is class and caste,- based. The
liberation of women, hence, lies in
class struggle and their liberation is

linked inextricably to the struggle for
land. Wom.rri, HLeration lies within
the larger class struggle- with the
struggle for demo cratizing the mode
of production andtransferring land to
the tiller, alongside cultural
revolution which is an essenttal part
of the revolutionary movement-
women will attain true liberation.
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IvIAALIKANA TIAQ: BONDAGE IN AGRARIAN RELATIONS

by val
and

Varshri

Aditi Kumar

Whether it be the scorching sun on
bare backs, or droplets of rain
running down an overworked body,
whether it be in sickness or he alth;
the bonded labourer is shackled to
their role of servifude. In agriculture,
this situation is dire with XSO
rgporting that there are over 50%
agricultural households which are in
debt, with 2016-2,021 seein g a rise in
farm debt by 58%. It was fuither
noted that the average outstanding
loan per household was at Rs 74,12I
in20l 8-19 compared with Rs 47,000

Agricultural debt is the leading cause
of bondage in India, as these workers
depend on credit for their mere

/

survival, and repayment for the same
is crucial for avaihng a second loan,
without which they will starve. In
such a sifuation, the landless and
poor peasantry is forced into
servitude to please his master, and to
ensure not only their own but their
family's survival as one cycle of debt
ends only to start a fresher, and n

heavier, vicious cycle.

This debt may be attributed to India's
semi-feudal, semi-colon tal nalure
which inhibits agricultural
productivity. Under the influence of '

the ruling class of the feudal
landlords and the comprador
bureauqatic bourgeoisie who exist in
service to imperial caprtaland aim to
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to advance its growth, the generation
of national wealth is inhibited for the
pu{pose of expropriation of resources
and labour in servitude to imperialists
in order for the dalaal classes to gain
favour in the eyes of its foreign
masters. Considering that most
agricultural labourers are la.ndless,

even if profit is derived from the
production process, it lines the healy
pockets of the landlord to whom the
peasantry is bound. At the same time,
the development of production
relations is stunted due to colonial
forces destroying indigenous
productive forces. They build
allyship with the rural and urban
comprador classes that senres as the
entry of foreign capital ttrdugh
imperialist technology like HYV
seeds, pesticides and fertilizers which
slowly poison the people's land,'
leading to soil degradation which
further hampers productivity. -

Due to not being able to generate
enough surplus, combined with the
rising cost of agricultural productiotr,
farmers do not have the minimum
caprtal to invest in a second round of
agricultural production, due to which
they rely on loans. However, this
cycle is repetitive with the farmer
having to avail a fresh loan in each

' subsequent production cycle and
therefore, labourers find thbmselves
in a loop of an ambiguous, never
ending debt. To be able to repay this
debt farmers find themselves working
in a bonded system in which they are
being paid for their work in cash and
kind, unable to move to better
opportunities while facing violence
based on caste and gender,

exuberated by the feudal relations
driven by Brahmanical ideology.

THEAGRICULTURAL
LABOURERS

Role of Caste

In Manuvaadi India, dalits are not
given the status of cultivators (landed
p
p-b ))

who has to undertake beg gar i.e. 'l

work free of cost. Therq has been a
history of oppressed caste sections

'working as bonded labour. Dalits
have been in the role of agricultural
labourers since ancient times- during
Aryan invasion, they were subjugated
into the role of dasa-dasya (slaves)
and have been working as siris,
attached'or casual labour. Under the
jajmani systeffi, theY were Paid in
cash crops but not wages.

Imperialism stunted the development
of the artisans (guilds composed on

castes lines due to its overlap with
occupation) who were disfavoured
from machines during
industrialisation, thereby forcing
them to work as agricultural
labourers. Oppressed castes can also

be found in jobs related to manual
scavenging and hide related work
along with agriculture; with landless,
agricultural labourers belonging
primarily to oppressed castes. In
201 1, 7l% of dalits were landless,
agricultural labourers while only 29%
were landed.
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RoIe of Debt and Conditions of
Work

Due to feudal relations of production,
agriculture is in debt. This may be
traced to the fact that the landless
peasantry (the oppressed castes) are
reliant on rich landlords (upper castes
sections) for credit, andto pay back
their loans are forced to work as siris,
or slaves in common parlance,
thereby entrapping them in a caste-
driven vicious cycle of indebtedness.
Two elasses of agricultural labourers
are put to work- free labourers (khuli
majdoori) and attached labourers
(naukars). 

*

The conditions of work for the
naukar (usually a dalrt) is a brutal
form of bonded labour, with it being
the last resort for the labourers.
Naukars are those who tend to loan a
lump-sum for a specific need, but are
forced to keep borrowing money in
order to meet their daily needs,
usually through an informaf contr act
for an"advance payment". Due to
desperation, the naukar has to agree
to unsecure terms of employrnent- it
is at the whims and fantasies of the
landlord to decide when and where
the naukar is to work. Physical and
verbal abuse is common. The wives
of a Valmiki naukar are usually put to
work in the households as domestic
labourers. After being unable to
accumulate profit, the naukar is given
two options at the end of the debt
cycle- continue working foilttre same
landlord to repay the loan or boffow
money from a second landlord. The
end result is'the same- entrapped as
slaves caught up in a cycle of debt.

Klruli majdoori maybe done either in
urban or rural are&$, wherein
labourers agree to work at less than
minimum wages in order to pay off
their loans. However, what is
astonishing is the role that semi-
feudal relations play to stunt the
growth of capital. Despite the Green
Revolution ushering in the neoliberal

?ge of economics and the weight of
feudal social pressure, caste atrocities
and difficulties of rural life, migration
to cities is still low. This is because
wages are more often than not paid in
kind due to which labourers remain
reliant on landlords for their day-to-'
day survival and are therefore stuck
performing begaar.

Internal Migration and Bonded
Labour

The condition for migrant labourers
is created by the duress in the feudal
system. The peasantry is an indebted
class, which means that the peasant is
dependent on credit for their survivpl.
Moreover, the wages earned through
workirrg in the cities is not enough,
with studies showing how the goods
procured by working under rich,
landed peasantry is the main source
of sustenance for large sections of the
peasantry.

Nonethelesr, th. debt is paid back
either through agricultur aL labour or
through a contractor who puts the
debtor to work in the cities in nexus
with the creditor, or both. This
situation, exacerbated by the feudal
relations of the caste=class nexus in
which caste networks play an
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important role in India as contractors
tend to pick labourers from the same
caste, fuither solidified by familial
nexus they have with the landlords so
that the debt that is owed remains in
the same family. This system takes
form further with the predominanee
of early marriages and the joint
family system, through which the
woman is put to work to pay offdebt
in domestic work in either rural or
urban areas. Due to this system of
extra-economic coercion, bonded
labour is a characteristic of rnigrant
labourers as well. Therefore, there is
a class of workers reliant on selling
their free labour for survival who are
called the serni-proletartat,,This semi-
proletarrat forms a large ehunk of
migrant laborrr.

The semi-proletarrat is in severe debt,
but there are no jobs in the villages
for them to avail. If they continue to
stay in the villages, their families
would pgrirh with no source of
income. Mounting debt and
uanemployment therefore creates a
system of circular migration, in
which there is fluid motion of people
between the urban and rural areas frs
they move from one plaqe to another
in search of work. However, there are
some families who settle in cities
permanently- these are those peasants
with no latrd, fully depenflent on
majdoori for survival (the proletariat,
the worker).

As cities grow and industries rise,
India's service-oriented economy
demands cheap labour from rural
areas. This cheap labour is readily
avatlable as middle/small and

landless peasants become migrants
willing to take on any job at'any rata,
pressed into survival mode due to the
erisis of agriculture. However, cities
have been exclusionary for rural
workers, with migration being of a
circulatory nature as shown during
the crisis of imperialism in the form
of C0VID-19 which saw large
masses of people perish trying to
return to their land.

However, there are two classes of
semi-proletarrans (those who own
some means of production and are
not totally dependent on selling their
labour) who do migrant labour. The
first is the small or middle peasant
who owns some land, undertaking
seesonal work in the cities to
suppleffient the yield from their
lands. The other is the landless
peasant who is jointly dependcnt on
rnigrant labour, as well as seasonal
work, or a combination, for survival.
Therefore, when peasaflts come from
the rural breas to urbair cities in
search ofjob opportunities, there is a
class of mi grant labourers who are
without any free choice, those who
have no option but to work in alien
cities for their own, and their
families', sunrival while the other
section of the semi-proletartat has
some means of production (usually,
land) to rely on for subsidence when
the seasons turn. Though
distinguishable, both peasants and
workers are therefore exploited
through common feudal land
relations which help in the
concentration of ownership of land in
the landlords, aided through
imperialism via the comprador
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bureaucratic bourgeoisip who have a
vested interest in aligning with the
local state and therefore in
maintaining feudal control over land.

t

Semi-Bonded Labour or Modern
SIavery?

The semi-feudal bondage of landless
peasantry is normalised via the caste
system. The Brahmanrcal ideology
pushes the idea that oppressed castes
are not deserving of land and are
instead meant to be menial workers
which reinforces the idea of dalits as
labourers. Therefore, being bound as
agricultural labourers is not a matter
of choice, but a result of the extra-
economic coercion which determines
the occupation one is allowed to, take
up. This shatters even the illusion of
choice that is created in a progressive
society of "free relations", thereby
resulting in "semi-bonded labour" or
'osemi-slav ery" conditions of work.
However, these two forms ate both
highly invisibil rzed and naturalised,
and are therefore unlikely to be
included in the rnetric calculation of
what is called "bonded labour" or
"modern slavery" in ILO Report
2022. This is because the terms of

" employment of the landless, , '

agricultural labourer is said to be
"one of choice", therefore failing to
meet the requirement of "coercion"
and "involuntariness" as laid out in
the ILO Convention's definition of
slavety, toplicated in Article 23 of the
Indian Constitution and the Bonded
Labour System (Abolition) Act,
1976. '

Beyond the parameters of coercion,

voluntariness and debt bond ?Ea,
semi-feudalism also exists in ihe
contradiction of extremely small
contracted lahour functioning as the
dangling caffot for the vast majority
of landless peasants who vie for those
limited positions even though both
the contracted and the uncontracted
labour end up in similar positions in
terms of their living conditions and
their roles in productioll. Naturahzed
caste roles are also overlooked when
determining coercion. For example,
the lives of khetrnajdoors or naukars
fall olose to the sphere of what these
metrics consider bonded
labouilforced labour yet would not be
accounted for since entering into
these terms of employment is
considered'choice-based' .

Therefore, while the ILO Report of
2022 might claim that it is "50
million in modern slavery", this '}

number likely completely omitted
from data calculations the conditions
of semi-bonded labour which makes
the number of bonded labourers
much smaller than what it actually is.

THE QUESTION OFWOMEN IN
BONDED LABOUR
oon^ 

my dlnearms, n yearn flon a day
wlaen my hand wonk ffindls tnue
apprecflatf,on, and the dflgnity of my
efllflonts fls neco$nlsed,'s]lne sandl. "LInffin

tlaat day cornnes, n wi[[ pensistendy
s\Meep away the shadlows, cnlngf,n$ to
the hope of dflscovero^g a glinrtnmen
of lflght aruafldst tlae prevaAlAng
dankmuuu"'o

*,
-Nflsar&, a Kashnmflnf, s\Meepetr"
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According to a 2022 ILO Report on
modern slavaty,42.75% of those who
constitute modern slaves are females.
Indian women live under a feudal,
caprtalist, imperiali st and patrrarchal
oppression across various arenas,
with bonded labour, caste oppression-
exploitation and forced marriages
being the main site of violence for
female peasants. The ILO report
further illustrates that females are
more likely than men to be bonded in
domestic labour (17% of women);
that out of every 5 w.orkers, 4 females
undergo sexual exploitation and an
estimated 14.9 million women
amount to more than 2l3rd of the
estimated number of people in forced
marriages. Moreover, rt was found '

that family members are primarily
responsible for the same, with
physical or sexual violence and
threats of violence the next most used
forrn of coercion to force a marriage
(20%).

Through the bonds of casts and
marridga, these women are usually
put to work to pay off debt or dowry
for their family - this is either as
domestic help in rural are&S, or ,

through the landlord's contract in
urban areas, or as agricultural
labourers. Whether they be situated in
rural areas or as migrants in urban
areas, their sifuations remain dire. If
the woman is frorn an oppressed
caste, she is even more exploite d- a
Valmiki woman in Haryanahas to do
cleaning and washing work like
cleanirrg stables, removing cow-dung
or washing clothes, for which she
might not even be paid properly.
Moreover, women members of the

agricultural labourer's family
perforin beggar in the hope that this
will make it easier to get loans for
their own girl's marriage. This is still .

not enough- activists go to the extent
of saying that there will be hardly any
woman agriculfurallabourer who has
remained free from any kind of
sexual violence.

In cities too, women are severely
exploited and oppressed- they're
living in temporary bastis which are
at constant threat of demolition by
state authorities and lack basic :

amenities; at constant threat of sexual
violence in both their homes and
workplaces. Domestic labourers are
part of the unorganised sector, usually
through caste-class networks to pay
off familial debt, which means that
they do not have job/salary guarantee.
Nonetheless, considering the
constraints of feudal Brahmanrcal
patrrarchy in the class society, this is
not the full and honest picture.

CONCLUSION

The question of bonded labour is a
serious one, which ties together the
issues of both workers and peasants
through land relations. This situation
is further influenced with the
dynamics of caste and Brahamanical
patrrarchy emerging from the
prevalent semi-feudal conditions,
with the assault of imperialism
consolidating the "solution" (in terms
of ILO reports and undemocratic
laws) in favour of the ruling classes-
castes. This reformist approach to
bonded labour ensures that the
peasant and worker is deprived of
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land, which will lead to a cycle of
debt bond u5a, eventually reproducing
this system of modern slavery as
peasants are coerced into working for
minimal (or even no wages) for their
very survival in both rural and urban
areas.

As long as the masses are deprived of
land, transformative chaage of
society remains a pipedream- land
reforms are necessary to increase the
productive capacity of our masses.
Land redistribution will allow for
more equitable access to resources,
thereby enhancing the productive
capacity of masses which will allow
for the generation of surplus for the
tiller, for the labourer, for the peasant,
without which the farmers will find
themselves caught in a vicious cycle
of exploitation and bonded labour.
With the expansion of productivity,
migrant labourers will benefit-
security and surplus will allow them
an opporfunity to be self-sufficient,
free from the debt bondages which
create such pathetic working
conditions for them. It is further
important that women too join this
class struggle, as their enemies are
the same enemies which plague
peasants and workers. For women, it
is essential to confront the
exploitative systems of feudalism,
capitalism, and imperialism, which
sustbin patriarchy and lead to their
oppression in tandem with the
people's sfiuggle.

By forgin g a strong class unity
amongst peasants, workers and
wometr, the struggle must take form
for the demooratisation of socirry; for

this change to last, it cannot be
cosmetic, nor allow for reversal.
While land struggles are a .

fundamental aspect of the revolution,
only the establishment of a new
democratic society attained through
an unflinching people's struggle can
allow for true transformation of
society. Without the decisive defeat
of feudalism and imperialism, the
broad masses of people will remain
shackled to a socieff which profits off
their oppression and exploitation.
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GREEN REIIOLUTION: IIIPERIALISII,S NEIry LEASE OF LIFE
by Mukundan

The 1960s was dubbed th" "spring
Thunder" of Naxalbari by Th;
People's Daily of China to
commemorate the outbreak of
revolutionary fenrour among the
Indian masses. This was because an
uprisirg in the small village of
Naxalb ari, Bengal led to similar
revolutionary struggles in almost all
the states of India. Nu<albari
represented the dissatisfaction o_f the
fndian masses with the failed

. 
promise of groffih, development and
prosperity of the fndian transfer of
power in L947, as well as sowed the
seed for the,blossoming of
Communist sentiments in South
Asia. Naxalbari was at the heels of
the establishment of the communist

People's, Republic of China which led
to the exit of one of the largest
reserves of sheer human labour"in
China from the entrapments of
imperialism.

With the spread of the red, there was
a growing and legitimate concern for
the imperialist project of the United
States of America. Not onl;,r was
China lost, India is a huge market
and liberation of India fiom the
talons of the Eagle would have been
a severe blow for imperialism. Thus,
the imperialists designed the So-

called Green 'Reyolution'to deal
rvith the huqger of thermasses and as
a counter to the red revolution of
Naxalbari.
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The focus of this article is therefore
an attempt to'sfudy the Green
Revolutibn and how it changed the
conditions of the Indian masses, an
attempt to check the veracity of the
claims of revisionist parties who have
categorised the green revolution as a
progressive force.

An Incomplete Democratic
. Revolution: The Sustenance of
Imperialism

In order to understand the Green
Revolution, one needs to analyse
imperialism and its relationship with
tndia. In the Western advanced
capttalist countries, development of
caprtal occurred by over,throwing the
old fbudal system in which surplus
production' would not occur. Instead,
commodity produced is being
exchanged for money which is again
exchanged for the same number of
commodities. The conclusion of the
demo cratic revolution led to a new
caprtalist system replacing the old
feudal'system. In capitalist
production, money is used for the
production of commodities and the
exchange of commodities is such that
surplus value is obtained by the
caprtalist which canbe' used to
produce even more and expand the

In India, this process of
democratisation was incomplete after
the advent of the Britishers, who: had
curbed the seeds of the development
of capitalism when destroying India's

imperialist agenda of reducing India
to its colony. When the British left,

they left within Indra a comprador
bureaucratic bourgeoisie (CBB)
which was dependent on foreign
caprtal for its very survlal, through
the nurturing of a feudal class that
was loyal to imperialism in India.
Due to this, India was wholly
dependent on foreign caprtal for the
running of its industries.

production in Indta came from the
advanced caprtalist countries, the :

labour would be done mostly by the
Indian massos, and the value created
from this labour would go abroad.
This system of dependency on
foreign caprtal continued even after
the transfer of power- industrialists
like Tata and Birla are an apt
illustration of the same as they
developed their industries without
their own caprtal. T.he caprtal
produced by such industrialists would
go abroad and therefore, the nature of
these big bourgeoisie is that of a
comprador bureau q atic bourgeoisie,
as these are the agents of foreign
imperialism in India, supported by
the state machinery which would
facilitate for the penetration of
foreign caprtal in Indrathrough its
policies, laws and regulations. Due to
the fact that the Indian economy was
based on reliance and therefore'the
prosperity and class position of the
Indian bourgeoisie was deeply
entrenched in the advances of :

imperral caprtal, the ruling class in
India are agents of imperialism. In
this production process, India is no
longer a direct colony of Britain but
still completely dependent on foreign
capttal, with its sovereignty subject to
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the whims and demands of imperial
capttal for the economy's survival,
thereby defining its semi-colonial
nafure.

State emerged as a product of class
antagonisrn. Engels writes that "tlte
state orose fro* the need to hold
class antagonisms in check, but
because it arose, at the same time, in
the midsit of the coffict of these
classes, it is, cts o rule, the state of the
most powerfiil, economically
dominant class, wltich, through the
medium of the stA'te, becomes also the
politically dominant class, and thus
acquires new meons of holding down
and exploiting the oppressed clAss...".
The Indian state is a tool of the
dominant comprador hureau cratic
bourgeoisie (CBB). With no
independent caprtalist class e.merging
in India and the economy reliant on
foreign cap rtal, the state protects the
interest of the imperialists as it is
closely tied to its own class interests.
A historical evaluation of the
functioning of the state reveals its
status as a glorified dalaal to its
imperialist masGers, wherein it has
been complicit in taking away land
from the broad masses to deliver it
gift-wrapped to the imperialist and
their agent CBB.

In India, this class is the feudal
landlord who has historically
protected the interests of the British
imperialists. The Zamtndari System
placed landlords in service to British
interests through the collection of
land revenue, and this loyalty to
imperialism persists even today as the
landlord classes work in nexus with

the state machinery to exploit the
Indian masses. Salwa Judum in
Central India is an assertion of the
feudal power of the landlord class, an
independent and personal militia who
spearheaded a brutal assault against
Adivasis,,attacking them and burning
their villages. However, how is it that
an independent state can exist within
a state? The feudal classes are a state
within a state, and Salwa.Judum an
'iunofficially" sanctioned part of
Operation Greenhunt. This semi-

' feudal character of the [ndian \

political economy, revealed itself
agatn in the feudal caste oppression
as the state closed its eyes to
massacres pe{petrated by these
landlord classes against the Dalits
such as the Kizhvenmeni massacre.
The state is shameless in its assault
against the masses of India )

supplying the personal militias of
landlords such as the Ranvir Sena
with weapons. This undemocratic
nature of the Indian state and the
development of a parasitic comprador
bureaucratic bourgeoisie that brutally
exploits the masses lead to great
dissatisfaction.

As the promised liberation after the
transfer of power did not occur, the
Spring Thunder of Naxalbari roared
in defiance to this betrayal. A
movement inspired by the Chinese
Revolution, Naxalbari was a response
to the two main enemies of the Indian
people- imperialism and feudalism,
thereby creating fear amongst the
imperialists and ruling classes reliant
on them for their persistence. Fearing
the cqnsequences of the success of
the people's movement, the
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imperialist powers worked with the
Indian state against Naxalban, in
tandem with the need to reduce the
dissatisfaction of the masses for the
continued exploitation under
imperialism and feudalism.

The Green Revolution was a policy
measure by the imperialist forces and
their agents to reduce popular
dissatisfaction against the state in
semi-colonies. This policy was flrst
introduced in Mexiqo in the 1940's. A
team was sent to Mexico by the
Rockefellers to study the conditions
of Mexico, where nationalist

consciousness against imperialism
had developed. The pu{pose of the
team was to create an agriculfural
strategy that would decrease the
dissatisfaction of the masses.
Simultaneously, a market for
fertilisers, pesiicides and farm
implements from the advanced
caprtalist countries was also created.
The imperialist powers saw the issue
of the so-called 'third world'
nationalism against imperialisffi, as a
result of lzick of food grains due to
higher population. The solution to
this problem was developed in China
where collectivisation of agriculture
had solved the-problem of deficiency
in foo d grains. The alternative that
the imperialist powers put forward
was the Green Revolution which
involved the unsustarnable use df
nafural resources to temporarily
reduce the shortage of grains along
with population control. The audacrty
of the oppressor nations was such
that they forced the ruling class to
enforce population control to reduce

the dissatisfaction. Population control
measures included forcible
sterilisation under Indira Gandhi
thereby bringirrg into question the so-
called independence of India which
controlled its population at the behest
of the imperialist powers.

In the 1960's the Rockefellers created
the Agriculture Development Council
(ADC) for the manasement of this
programme in Mexico. A small team
managing the entire program was no
longer viable, therefora, a need
emerged to train a section of the local
population to serye the interests of
the imperialists. This was handled by
the ADC, which along with
universities in the USA, developed
the program further. Rockefeller went
on a survey in thp far east, where the
threat of 'Asian communism'was
developing. Encouraged by the
successful results in Mexico the
Rockefellers joined hands with the
Ford Foundation to develop this
program in the Philippines. This
policy was thus implemented in India
too where imperialist agencies such
as IMF, Ford Foundation and the
Rockefeller foundation j oined hands
with US AID to provide the capttal
andthe technology for the program.
The Indian agricultural sector along
with the agricultural sectbr in seveial
semi-colonies thus became a market
for the imperialists.

Relations of Production

Parliamentary left parties such as the
CPM claim thatthe Green Revolution
led to a change in the the social and
economic relations in India
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due to whieh feudal relations have
ceased to function, claiming that
Green- Revolution brought a

demo cratic revolution which led to
the emergence of independent
capttalism in India.

Haryana is considered one of the
success stories of the Green
Revolution, although the ground
reality would reveal the persistence
of feudal bonds through the exbmple
of the "naukar" system. The Naukars
are landless agricultural labourers
living as tenants, rnostly belonging to
the Dalit community,who have taken
a loan in advance from the landlord
and then have to work under the
landlord in unfree conditions to pay
back this loan. In a caprtalist system,
the labourgr has a choice to the extent
of who they decide to sell their labour
to, a democratic choice unavailable to
the naukar due to the extra-economic
coercion of the caste system, as well
as the persistence of usurious capital
which set the limits to whom the
labourer can work under.

The prevalence of Dalits as Naukars
showcases. how caste is influencinffi
the relations of production as Daliis
continue to be deprived of land and
are prohibited from tenancy too.
Further, the development of
democratic consciousness within a

caprtalist system meant that there are
set terms of employment- Sundays
being a holiduy, an 8 hour workday
etc are conditions brought through
the struggle of people. However,
naukars do not even haye this- there
is no set time fixed for them to
complete their work, being asked to

come to work any time, day or night.
They usually get 1,2 days of holiddy,
and rnoney is subtracted from their
pay if they don't come to work.
About 80-100 Rupees will be reduced
from their aceount if they don't come
to work on a specific day. This is
based on the logic that some other
worker has to be employed on the
days in which the Naukar do not
come. If the Naukar is from the
Valmiki community then the wife of
the Naukarhas to do domestic work
in the house of the landlord.

The relation between the exploited
class and exploiter class in capitalism
is such that the worker can 'choose'
not to work under one caprtalist. He
does have to sell his wage labour to
survive and cannot survive without
exploitation, but he still has the "free
choice" to choose who exploits him.
In the case of the Naukal this agency
does not exist. This is a form of gemi-

bonded labour where the worker is
forced to work under the
landlord"The existence of close to 3
lakh Naukars in Haryana (according
to conservative estimates) erodes the
claim of the Parliamentary left that
caprtalist relations have emerged in
agriculture.Even the free labour is not
free, with the free labourers
preferring to work in urban areas, but
they continue to work in the rural
areas because of the absence of
employment in the industries. Thus,
they also have limited agency as

compared to a worker in a capitalist
country Moreover;'over 65% of the
workers get the payment in goods
and cash and thus, they are not
selling their labour for wages like a
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worker in a capitalist system. Beg aar
or free of cost labour continues to
exist in Haryana. In exchange for
certain fuvours like help in court
cases, money to settle family feuds,
the labourers are expected to do
labour. Similarly, they are to do
labour within the household during
marriages in the landlord's houses.
Activists also claim that no woman
labourer is safe from sexual
harassment in these villages.

Therefore, it becomes clear that
workers in Indian society are not free
labourers like those which emerge in
a capitalist society despite being
more independent than the old feudal
labourers. Choice, however severely
limited, is seen in the increase of the
chances of a labourer migrating to the
cities. They haye a greater agency to'
choose where they have to sell their
labour. Thus the term semi-feudal is
used to refer to them. The existence
of caste and caste-based atrocities
also point to the faSt that these
villages are semi-feudal.

The production of surplus value is
inherent in capitalism. Money is
invested by the capttalist and then
this money is used to make
courmodities. The sale of the
commodities will lead to profit. Thus,
in a capitalist economy, the amount
of money that the caprtalist gets will
always be greater than the amount he
invests. In a feudal soci ety,
commodities are converted into
money and this money is used to buy
different commodities. Distqrted
caprtalist production has led to the
emergence of surplus, but this has not

been used to expand agriculfure.
When mode of production is fully
caprtalist, caprtal will be expanding
as surplus produced is invested agair,.
This expansion of caprtal is not
occulring in India. Capitalist
production is said to be distorted
since the relations of production are
still feudal. At the same time one
carlnot generalise that surplus value is
produced everywhere. Thus, India is
stuck in between feudalism and
capttalism.

This further proves that agricultural
production in Haryafia is not
caprtalist. The claim of the
parhamentary left parties that the
mode of production has become
caprtalist, is a false claim which
obfuscates the real nature of India.
This is to justif,r their inaction and
justiff their claim that India is a
caprtalist demoqacy. There is an
absence of demo $acy in a semi-
feudal country like India. When there
is a lack of democracy in the larger
society and when the individual does
not. have the freedom that they have
in a capttalist society, elections are a
farce. Thus, the claim that the mode
of production has changed after the
Green Revolution is just one to
justiSr their comrpted thirst for
power A tnre communist party would
call out the farce of electoral
demo ctaic! in India and boycott this

undemocratic ruling class of India.

Green ttRevolution": An Onslaught
of Irhperialism

The agents of imperialism in India
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justify the Green Revolution as a
method to end hunger in abackward
country like India to obfuscate their
fears of the red revolution of
Naxalbari which created anxiety in
the minds of the ruling class and the
imperialists. Thus, they developed the
strategy of the Green Revolution.
High Yielding variety (HYV) seeds
were introduced in India to deal with
the shortage of grains. However, high
yield is conditional as these seeds
need a vast amount of fertilisers,
water and pesticides. In parallel,
imperialist technology through farm
implements like tractors in
agriculture was introduced. This
create d a ngw market for imperialists
in India.

Despite the initial years of the Green
Revolution boosting agricultural
production, rt has wroUght
destruction. For example, there was a
threefold increase in food crop
production in the flrst 20 years but
the subsequent increase in fertiliser
usage was 55,0000 , which was
culpable in depletion of organic soil
matter. Monoculfure resulted in
depletion of silt and organic carbon
content'in the soil, leading to
increased fertiliser usage. The
unsus tarnable usage of fertilisers
resulted in higher content of toxic
heavy metals like cadmium, lead and
arsenic in the soil. The HYV seeds
require a high amount of pesticides
along with the intensive use of
fertilisers. This destroyed the useful
soil pathogens in the soil and
changed the PH level of the soil. A
study in Haryana detected that water
loggitrg, salinity, brackish water and

alkalinity will affect food security in
the coming years. "

The use of fertilisers and pesticides
have also meant higher health risk for
the Indian masses. Most of the
pesticides used ure harmful
organopho sphorus organochlorine,
carbamate, and pyrethroid. This has
severely affected the immune system,
the nervous, endocrine and
reproductive systems. Continuous
exposure to these toxic chemicals
from several sources has meant that
sometimes the amount of toxins in
the body is beyond the limits of its
detoxification mechanisms. These
chemicals also affect the farmers who
are forced to use this indiscriminately
due to the intrinsic nafure of the
imperialist policy of Green
Revolution. The exposure to harmful
chemicals has affected women and
has created an increased rate of birth
defects.

The Green Revolution led to the
creation of a carncer endemic in
Punj ab. The usage of chemicals has
polluted the soil and poisoned the
masses living in Punj ab. The soil has
become poor in'organic matter and
micronutrients and the Green
Revolution has led to a situation
where crops cannot be cultivated
without the unsustarnfule usage of
fertilisers. The chemicals used here
are classified as the most toxic and
carcinogenic chemicals. From the
soil, through the crops, they enter the
bloodstream of the people and create
cancer.

The Malwarcgton has seen the
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highest usage of fertilisers and come
to be known as the cancer belt. The
train connecting Abohar to Jodhpur
has oome to be known as a cancer
train as over 600/o of the passengers
are people seeking treatment in the,
cancer centre in Bikaner. This is how
widespread the cancer endemic is in
Punjab. Using the false prolnise of
development and an end to poverty,
the imperialist powers and their
intermediaries, the ruling class of \
India has harvested cancer among the
people of the soil. The ruling class
has betrayed their'own people, those
they claim to represent, for the profits
of their imperialist masters. They
have poisoned the atr, water and soil
feeding the millions of India this
poison, so that their masters can reap
rnore profits. This class should never
be forgiven for their betrayal of the
masses across India.

Irrigation became a major issue due
to the excessive usage of water
during the Grqen Revolution. India
has the highest demands of water
usage across the world and 9,Ioh of
this water is used by agriculture. The
crops introduced during the Green
Revolution were water intensive
crops. Almost 50% of the dietary
water footprint in India is constituted
by cereals which were introduced
during the Green Revolution. Pur{ab
is shown as a model for Green
Revolution and here water has
depleted to such an extent that water
scarcity is inevitable in Punj ab.
According to a research done by
NABARD rn2020 the agriculture
budget is 9,828 crore including
irrigation, from this if one subtracts

the expenditure for irrtgation the
budget is revealed to be 3,080 crore
INR. Irrigation is thus a major issue
for agriculture. Along with this the
soil toxicity has affected the
groundwater table. The groundwater
has proven to be poisonous as the
chemicals have seeped into the water.

The expansion of foreign capttal into
India through the Green Revolution
led to a metabolic rift. This meant
that the land got over exploited in an
unsustainable. manner so that caprtal
could expand further. The
unsustainable use of water has led to
the groundwater tables drying up. For
the expansion of foreign caprtal into

and depleted the air, water and land.
The masses consume the poison that
our people were forced to buy to aid
the imperialist powers.The Green
Revolution benefited the rich
peasants and landlords of certain
parts of northern India. The small
farmers could not expand in
agriculture. Along with this the
natural varieties of India which do
not require the high amount of
pesticides and fertilisers that HYV
require are endangered. TWo decades
after the Green Revolution there was
a decline in the fertility of land and a
decrease in the growth rate of
agricultural production due to low
irrigation and high amount of
fertiliser use. Expenditure by the
government was mostly on
procurement of costly HYV from
imperialists and less on the
development of agriculture. Together
this led to increased unemployment
and income inequality.
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Conclusion

The Green
Revolution did
not lead to the
development of
the Indian .

masses. Its aim
was to deviate
the people from
the revolutionary
movement by
creating a temp orary solution to their
hunger. Agriculfure continued to be
semi-feudal in nafure. When
production is serni-feudal,expansion
of agriculture cannot occur. Sulplus
production will not occur when

the expansion of productive forces
will not occur. The grain drought in
India cannot be addressed. At the
same time, when the mode of
production is sbmi-feudal the masses
who work in the field will not have
the demo cratic freedom that a worker
tfi a capttalist country will have.
Thus, it is essential for India to
change this semi-feudal means of
production to advance as an economy
and as a demo$acy. The Green
Revolution did not do any of this, but
enabled greater loot of India by
imperialist powers. The ruling class
in India betrayed the people, selling
them dreams of development so that
they could fill the coffers of their
bosses, the imperialists in advanced
caprtalist countries. The ruling class
enforced an unsustainable system of
agriculfure on the Indian masses
which has led to the pollution of the
att, water and soil of the rrr-[rSSes. The
groulrd water table has drastically

reduced. It has
become a \

necessity thatthe
farmers of India
unite with the
other forces
fighting for their
jal, jqrrgal and
zameofl, to protect
and preserve their
natural wealth.
Agriculture

provides the'basic necessity of all the
masses of the country when
agriculfure is poisoned the masses of
the country suffer together.
Therefore, a broad unity against
imperialism and feudalism is
essential for all Indian people.
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BOGUS LAND REFORIV|S AND FEUDALISIII'S OFFENSIIIE
by Val Varshri
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The transition from feudalism to
caprtalism requires the growth of
commodity production, which was a
process hindered by the colonisation
of India by the British. The advent of
direct imperial control brought to a
stuttering halt the beginnings of
caprtalist production which could be
seen emerging in certain regions, in
industries like handlooms. While
some industrial development was
undertaken by the British, it was done
with the pu{pose of exploitation and
extraction of India's reiources.

The British never tried to abolish
feudalism and India's unique feature
of caste, instead subordinating the
relations of production to their
extractive agenda. For example,
factory workers have come often in
the position of unskilled labour from
peasant and artisan castes of Shudra
status, while Dalits were recruited in
large numbers,in army and
construction. Their historical and
systemic exploitation and oppression
through Brahmanical ideology meant
that they had tittle choice in wtrat
kind of occupation they did, therehy
providing a cheap reserve anny ofl
labour for the imperialist agenda of
resource exfiactton. Moreover, the
history of landlessness of this caste

willing to migrate, sometimes with
their family, as they did not have any
connection with land. When the
British exited In dia, their power was
merely transferred to the comprador
bureaucratic bourgeoisie (composed
primarily of landed caste Hindus)
who continued to serve merely as
managers of foreign caprtal on behalf

of the imperialist countries.

Due to this impartialtransition from
feudalism to capitalism, India's mode
of production is termed as semi-
feudal, semi-colonial. Semi-colonial
mode of production describes the
situation in which India's industrial
developrnent is reliant on foreign
capttal, thereby subordinating its
"sovereignfy" to the interests of its
imperial masters. Meanwhile, semi-
feudal is used to describe the manner
in which class relations are formed.
In the relation between the
superstrucfure and base under a semi-
feudal soci ety, the continuing
dominating influence of the
superstructure is such that class
relations in India continue to be
unfree, often under extra-economic
coercive forces like caste and
landlordism.

Today's time sees imperiatism as the
principal contradiction in the world,
and with it, the question of land is
intertwined in a place like India,
wherein land continues to dominate
people's consciousness and lives with
land being so intertwined with class
formation as it is. Therefore, the land
question, with its contradiction
between the landlord and the tiller,
has become a fundamental
contradiction in the development of
Indian society.

History of State-led Land Reform

At the time of transfer of power to
the Indian comprador bureaucratic
bourgeoisie, the agrarian sector was
characterised by parasitic, rent-
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-seekirrg big landlords and their
goons. The system of land ownership
was scattered, with stark regional
variance in terms of revenue and
ownership system, with a small
portion of the population holding vast
amounts of land. Around 1947,53%
of the land was held by 7% of the
landowners whereas 28% of
small/middle peasants owned only
about 6% of the land.

Due to this unequal distribution,
India was characterised by the
formation of a high density of tenant
cultivators who were governed by
insecure tenancy and exploitative
production relations. In most states,
,zamrndari was abolished by 1956
though the absence of land records
rnade it difficult tb implement said
laws. Despite the land being
redistributed, the areaunder
kashtakars (sharecroppers) had come
down from 42oh rn 1950-5 1 to arbund
20-25Yo rn the beginnirrg of the ,60s.
This did not mean that the
sharecroppers had become owners, .

rather it meant that the lando.wners
had evicted them.

Subsequent legislation providing for
ceilings on agricultural land holdings
were implemented'in two broad
phases: the phase between I952-70s
and from l97Os-present. The 26th
National Sample Sunrey Round of
1972 shows that many landowners
held fragrnented parcels of land
across revenue villages which
provided an escape from Land
Ceiling Act- thereby leading to
reforms in the form of consolidation
of holdings.'

Resultantly, national guidelines were
prepared during a Chief Minisders'
Conference in July 1972, However,
the complications in implementation
process resulted in indirect control
over landholdings, most infamously
through the benimi tr;nsactiotrS, 

'

which is when land ownership"
recordings are falsified through the
use of a fictitious name. While a total
of 2.97 million hectares have been
declared surplus under ceiling laws, a
skewed distribution of land ailong
differsnt size classes of operational
holdings persists. The number of
holdings below 2 ha has gone up
from 49.63 million in 1970-7 I to
66.6 million in 1980-81. They
constituted 74.5% of the total
holdings in 1980-81 but operated
only 42.76 million ha or 26.3% of
total operated area. Against this,
holdings above 10 ha have come
down from 2.77 million in 1970-7 I to
2.15 million in 1980-8 1. They
constituted 2.4o of the total holdings
in 1980-81 but operated as much as
37 .13 million ha or 22.8oh per cent of
total operated area.

As land reforms via state laws
continued to fail and tensions against
the state continued to mount, the state
was forced into conceding to a more
"radtcal" reform. Tensions against the
state can be seen in "spring Thunder"
of Naxalbari, an uprising in the small
village of Naxalbari, Bengal which
expressed the dissatisfaction of the
Indian masses with the failed promise
of growth, prosperity and
development. It also sowed the seed
for the blossoming of Communist
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sentiments in South Asia as simrlar
revolutionary struggles in almost all
the states of India sprung up
following Naxalbari. In response, the
government launched various policies
to strengthen imperialist gontrol over
the region, and the Forty-Fourth
AmendmentAct, 1978 was apafi, of
the state's response to their grbwing
fear of the Red Revolution. It was
passed with the justiflcation that the
re.moval of the right to property and
the insertion of Article 300A will
discourage the zamtndari system and
redistribute land amongst the .

landless. Therefore, Article 1 9( 1 X0
of the Indian Constitution was

. amended to include that '.'no,person
shall be deprived of his propeffy
saved by the authority of the law"
which changed the status of property

"to a constitutional right. This is
subject to B ajiranga v. State of
MadhyaPradesh (2021) in which the
Supreme Court ruled that deprivation
of land can only be done in
conformity with legal procedure.

'In essenco, this amendment allowed l

the strengthening of the concept of
"eminent domain" which was used by
the state to buy land from the
peasants so that this land could be
used to establish industries under the
control of imperialists- thereby
shattering any dreams of the
developmeniof agriculture. It may be
observed that land disputes plague
the legal system, choking people's
right over their land as they get
caught up in the bureaucracy of land
reform measures- 25% of the disputes
in Supreme Court as of 2020 are
related to land disputes, while 66oh of

all civil cases in India are retrated to
land disputes.

THE BHOODANMOVEMENT

While there was an effort led bY the
"welfare state" to transforrn land
relations, the masses were not
enamoured by the state, asking if
reform was with the pu{pose of the
welfare of the people, or whether it
was a design of imperialist capital to
penetrate into Indian society? As
people continued to be alienated from
the land they tilled, the struggle of
the peasants became one of saving
their land frorn the brutal assault of
foreign cap rtal, a resistanc e against
the landlords and agatfist bureaucratrs
caprtalism which helped line the
pockets of the imperialist masters. -

The origins of the Bhpodan
Movement cafibe traced to 18th
April 1951 tn avillage in Andhra
Pradesh wherein Maoists were active
at the time. During a conference
Vinobha was attendirg, a landless
dalit villager of Pochampalli
demanded land, which he was
granted by the benevolence of a
landlord, therefore sparking the
Bhoodan movement.

The movement was premised on the
importance of *daan" in the
subconscious, with the idea of daan

as equal distribution derived from the
scriptures. The tactic utilised in this
endeavour was appealing to the ;

'oinherent good" in people's
consciousness. This was achieved by
stressing the need for land

, redistribution and by questioning
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the ethical basis of private property
while the wbrk was undertakeq in the
form of a yaJnq, wherein Vinobha
travelled across the country asking
for land as a right of the landless.

Idea of Gramdam ;

By the ..t d of December in 195 7 , "

approximately 43 lakh acres of land
had been received in Bhoodan out of
which 6 lakh acres had been
distributed to about 2lakrh families.
However, the limitation of land
redistribution as a policy was
acknowledged by Vinobha himself
who realised that such a policy would
lead to fragmentation of land. As a
result, the second phase of the
movement focused on the
villagisation of land i:e., control of
the village community over the land-
therefore, Bhoodan evolved into the
Bhoodan- Gramdan Movement.

Claims reiterate that by 30th
Septembq 1962, atotal of 530,344
donors had given 4I, 62,623 acres of
land; lI ,Z:0,485 acres of land had
been distributed to 3 13,866 landless
persons andthe number of gramdani
villaqes was 5079.25 whereas almost
all states had passed a Bhoodan Act
and established committees to
overlook,the same. However,,as the
Bhoodan Movement lost its steam,
due to its over relianceron the state as

well as idealistic aspirations, the land
whibh was promised as a gift was
never redistributed and continued in
the hands of the landlord. The
hollowness of the movement-was
even echoed in the factthat nearly
50% of the "donors" never even

provided particulars such as plot
numbers, demarcatron details in their
"Land gifts". Therefore, the Bhoodan,,
Movement left its imp act'restricted as

a "symbolic movemeflt, a programme
to make the people understand the
saruo dayaidea.;

DID LAND REFORMS LEADTO
ACHAI{GE IN PRODUCTION
RELATTONS?

,',

Despite the various measures which
are undertaken for land redistribution,
the sifuation at present remains
abysmal. The persisting feudal
relations in India me anthat landlords
continue to hold power in the
:functioning of the state due to which
it is easy not them to flnd loopholes in
the law in order to maintain their
proprietorship over the land.
Meanwhile landless, poor peasants

who work as agriculturallabourers
could never take possession of land
and were forced to either resell or
relinquish their land to landlords.
Moreover, evictions from land were
commoll.

Due to feudal relations in agriculture,
there is fragmentation of land as not
only do people refuse to Pafiwith
their land, but inheritance law means

that land keeps on getting divided
with each generation. Fragmentation
of land occurs when holdings are

divided into discrete parcels that are

dispersed over wide areas, with
different landholdings being
composed of different biophysical
charucteristics such as soil quality \

and moisfure condition. Some states

like Haryana show atrend wherein
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peasants hold onto their land, arguing
that,"We keep getting a lot of offers

"from builders who want to construct
residential dr commercial buildings
Itere but we refuse them as we do not
want,to pArt with the land'.
Therefore, consolidation of land is ,

curbed which hampers its
productivity. The sheer number of
holdings in India had increased from
7l million in l97 l to 89 million in
1981 through area expansion and

This hinders its productivity due to
which the cultivation is not
profitable, with a small piece of land
barely meeting the needs of the
farmer. Resultantly, land is often
supplemented by oit .r sources of
income.'A recent survey on land
holdings and rural households in
2019 has found that 54% of rural
farnilies are agricultural households
of which 7o%possess land less than
t hectare, while only 0.4o own land
above 10 hectares. fhe average land
holding per person in a rural
household is 0 .2 hectares, while large
landholdings comprise only 9o/o $t
the total productive area.35.6% of
those who possess agricultural land
hold land which is only 0 .4-l ha
while 34.20 hold land which is
between 0. 1-0 .4 ha; this means that
the majority of people (69.8oh) hold
land which is sized between 0.1- t ha.

Caste is another manner to sfudy the
semi-feudal relations in India, with it
detenmining even land ownership. In
every village, a proportion of the
panchayatr land is reserved for Dalits
under the law. However, manuvaadi

diktat rule that oppressed castes are
not deserving of lind. This ideology
is reproduced in land ownership, with
the panchayats made up of upper
castes working in tandem with the
state to prevent the claims to land by
the Dalit landless peasantry. An apt
illustration of this is the Khap
Panchayats (informal institutions of
each gotra in the Jat community of
North India which determines the
custoffiS, practices and religious
nonns for its specific gotra) of
Haryana.

The history of khaps reveals that
since Mughal timoS, they have been
used by Jat landlords in maintaining
or strengthening the role of Jats as

intermediaries in the feudal land
revenue systeffi, which persists
through their domination as office
holders in the panchayats and state in
present day governments. In nexus
with village administrators, khaps
were used to maintain control over
artisan class and castes, menial
castes, tenants and even other Jat
peasants through land ownership
being concentrated in the hands of the
upper class ("khudkast") dmongst the
Jats. In Haryana's villagos, the Dalit
landless peasantry claim that there is
u"kabzt'(forceful seizure) of the
reserued land by the Jat cornmunity,
or the land that is redistributed to
them is inadequate due to being
either waste lbtdrtan land, or far from
their households, or too small a plot
to be cultivable. In this manner,
extra-economic coercive forces
bnsure that land is not distributed
equitably amongst the masses.
Moreover, khap panchayats enforce
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rules of marriage so as to preserve
property ownership within their own
dominant community, often in the
name of presenration of social pride
and honour. Therefota, with the
establishment of the "modem" state,
institutions like the khap have
becom e a parallel political authority
which also became a rneans to

" consolidate the political status of its
influential leaders.

It is not only in the ideological sphere
of caste, but also religion which
reveals the feudal character of the
Indian economy. The history of state
formation has shown the role that
temples have played as owners of
land, with them continuing to
undertake administrative functions
like revenue collection, thereby
leading to the development of states,
or "proto-states" as some of them
were then known as. Temples have
had a historical role in shaping
India's agrafian economy through
controlling huge endowments of land,
gold and money. This state continues
today- in Tamil Nadu alone, HR&CE
details how 36,000 temples are under
the control of the department and
they own 4,78,272 acres of land.
These endowments were used for the
development of irrigation, and
modern day examples like Vizhinjam,
where church took over land from
which sea had receded and forced the
fisheffnen to buy the land which is r

not legally ownLa by the church,

institutions control land ownership
and dictate the paths of development
on the basis of feudal relations- the
fact that 85% of rural landowners are

Hindus while Muslims account for
just over ll% also reveals the hand of
Brahmanical Hindutva fascisl4, a

reactionary force of capitalism which'
maintains hegemony over class
socieff on religious lines.

As a result of semi-colonialism )

industries have infiltrated farmlands
through foreign capital. However, the

emergence of industries saw onlY
stuttered growth, thereby providing a

limited avenue for i ob, opportunities
despite the subsequent increase in
avatlable workers. Thereby, the
proliferation in the ranks of the
iandless and small peas antry led to
the increased ranks of farm-labourers
(khet majdoors) and the emergence of
a new class, the semi-proletarrat This
allows for a reserve army of labour,
and with the workers far exceeding
their need, the exploitation of the
proletartat, peasant and semi-
proletarrat alike is gre atly multiplied.
This reserye labour is also the person

who works for minimum wage in the
industries, as the land that they own
is not even able to meet the
subsidence needs of their family.

This contradiction between tilling
and ownership is further exacerbated
by the caste system, which continues 

*:

to dictate the ownership patterns of
land holdings, thereby denying them
the status of cultivators in spite of
working as the printary producers.
Since ancient timeS, oppressed castes

have worked on land in the caqacity
of "sirl" (those who work in
accordance with the will of their
masters), and even today, most of
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those who perfonn menialL1bour in
agriculture are from oppressed castes.
This is despite the fact that oppressed
castes are mostly from landless
peasant backgrounds, thereby
contributing to alienation from the
land they tilI, but have no control
over. Information released by PIB in
2019 reveals that 7 5.9o/o of
agricultural households are SC, ST
and OBC castes whereas only about
17 .l% of oppressed castes have their
own land. Further) a20L9 survey
shows that Scheduled castes (SCs)
own 10.2% of rural land, scheduled
tribes (STs) own L4.19 , other
backward classes (OBCs) own 47oh,
and "the others" own 28.5%. SCs
account for approximately l6oh of
agricultural households, STs make up
l4%, and OtsCs comprise nearly
46% of agricultural households.

Further, the rise of the semi-
proletanat and khetmajdoor is seen in

' agrtcultural households are self-
employed, with 69% engaged in crop
production. The remaining
households are divided into 7 .7oh
engaged in regular salaried work and
14% involved in casual labour.
Among non-agricultural households,
48.6% are engaged in casual labour,
while almost L8% are employed in
regular salaried work. 8.2% of rural
households are landless, defined as
owning less than 0.002 hectares of
land. This is because land has
becomo a saleable commodity and
farmers have lost hold over land as it
is increasingly concentrated in the
hands of abientee landlords, usually
on caste lines. A tendency of land

ownership by temples can also be-

seen,in rur al are&S, with the temples
of caste Hindus appropriating
panchayati land meant for the Dalit
MASSES.

CONCLUSION

For productive forces to develop and
for agriculfure to. succeed, efficient
land reforms and redistribution is the
need of the hour. Those who till land' continue to be deprived of it, fuelled
by the prevailing semi-colonial and
semi-feudal conditions of India"
Agricultural labourers are that class
of people who are exploited on the
basis of labour, living on a mouth to
mouth existence in the hopes of
seeing a rising sun the next day.
Simultaneously, the caste character of
these agricultural labourers means
that not only do they get exploited via
their labou1, they bear the brunt of
being oppressed by the Brahmanrcal
Hindufra ideology of the caste
system as well which does not allow
for oppressed castes to own,land.

labourers are sfuck in this vicious
cycle of exploitation as their main
source of sustenance remains land,
with this dependency funher'
aggravated by the absence of
indus trtal development. With' no
option, these labourers rely on land to
sun/lve.

Suppressed by the terror of the state
via its agents in the landlords and the
ruling class ideology of Brahmanical
Hindutva fascism, survival is a
relative term, with control ove( rural
society being maintained through
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khap and biradan panchayats at the
behest of foreign caprtal, as village
administration works in tandem with
the state and central governments of a
comprador bureaucratic bourgeoisie
nafure in order to preserve their own
class-caste interests. Land is
exploited, and through it, the tillers +

who toil relentlessly. In 2020 alone,
the total number of suicides in
agriculfure was over' 10,600, with
48.1o/o of these suicides being
committed by agricultural labourers,
according to official NCRB data,
Land is constitutive not only of an
economic relatior, but also a social
relatiolt. In a semi-feudal country like
India, this is most visible. Feudal
power in India manifests itself ,

through ideologies of caste and
religion in India, and in the cyclical
relationship between ideology and
economy, the role of ideology is a
dominant force. This canbe seen in
the manner that caste and religion
change the very basis of the
economy, of land ownership. This
trend of dominance of the ideological
sphere over the economy in semi-
feudal societies is rooted in extra
economic coercion, thereby
debilitating any form of "free choice"
and eroding people's democratic
conscience. In this manner, the
ideology is able to suppress and
exploit, changing the very nature of
the economic base . Lartd is a part of
the consciousness of the people, it is
not an alienable commodity for
people to use, but people's manner of
living. Therefore, the first step
towards bridging this gap between
people and land is land redistribution
which is a necessity to enable people

to have ownership over their labour,
to connect people with each other.
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DEVELOPIVIENT OF

In her speech on the 2023 National
Budget, Finance Minister Nirmala
Sithraman declared that the budget is
of "Amrit kaal"(the auspicious and
golden time when great prgsperity
arrives) and that despite the dark
state of the world economy, the
Indian econorny is heading towards a

bright future with an astonishing 7%

FORCES IN INDIA

stolen by the imperialists, In the
cuffent budget, restrictions to F.D.I
have decreased, thus enabling the
compradors to get greater capital and
deliver more proflts to their masters
abroad. More land has been handed
over to the compradors in the for.m,
of greenfleld projects. Greater focus
has been given to the public-private

partnershi
p model
of
infrastruc
fure
developm
ent.

Here, the
state uses
the tax
which has
been
taken
from the
petfy
bourgeois
ie and the
working

class to take away land from the
people in India and deliver it to the
compradors. The compradors then

use this land to cre ate more profit for
the imperialists abroad.

Farmers of this "new India " are
dealing with collapsing cornmodity

'prices on one hand and increasing
input cost on the other, and as a
result are being forced to migrate

PE
Nby

growth rate.
Although
the budget
of 2023 has
adopted
catchy
phrases
such as
"Inclusive
India" and
"Shining
India", the
veracity of
these
statements
rernains to
be
examined.

The essence of the budget and the
government's policy in general is its
continuing commitment towards the
growth : of comprador bourgeois
forces while ignoring and worsening
the acute destitution of the toiling
masses of India. The Indian big
bourgeoisie are said to be comprador
since they depend on foreign capital
for functioning. Through thenU the
value created by the Indian masses is

Indifi prCIsrressed raprdlEr us r*rulrtf J{nci begmn ; PM in
:lf*nru f# I***f

!,1[ il'l[U[ ft

lilt[htr I It{&T',$

finEAK|t\{fi rur\dSt
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tb the cities for their sustenance.This
distressed state of agriculture is one
of the major causes of farmer suicides
in India. According to a NSSO report
from 2018-19, the weight of farm
loans rs 600/o of the average annual
income of farmers- which translates
to 74000 out of I .24 lakh per arurum.
Including agriculture and other
sectors like manufacturirg,
infrastructure, MSMEs, the overall
development of produriir. forces has
been hindered due to excessive
pressure over them. The proletariat is
struggling as the unofficial work hour
of 12 hours a day is going to be given
legal sanctity by the govenrment. It is
indeed anAmrit Kaal for the
comprador bourgeoisie and their
masters abroad as the chains of
imperialism can have a stronger hold
over the Indian people. The
development oflociety is reflected
through the advancement of
productive forces(ie. the means of
labour and the human labour power)
and the consequent development of
new relations of production. The
change from feudalism to capitalisrn
in Europe is an apt example of such a
development. Advancement of
productive forces led to a change
from the old feudal'relations of
production to new caprtalist relations
of production. This resulted in '

increased demo cracy in society. This
qualitative change in the relations of
production is the output of
continuous quantitative direciional
change in productive forces. Tivo
categories of personalities can be
seen within socieff, the ones who
believe that everything is governed
by external forees and that change is

a result of external contradiction, and
the other believes that both internal
and external factors lead to change.
The basic difference is in how one
perceives the world. The former kind
of people are puppets to the
conditionality and relations in
society. They believe thatrepression
is historical and that power relations
are inherent to society. They believe
nothing can be changed. The latter
category is governed by the objective
reality and the historical changing
nature of the subject. Here, there is a
recognition that advances in
technology and development of
human consciousness is a by-product
of contradiction. There is a
recognition that the contradiction
between advancing productive forces
and the mode of production is
inherent to human society and its
development. This would mean that
there is a constant contradiction
between opposing forces in society.

Productive Forces

Forces which are essential for the
production process are called
productive forces. In simple terms,
human labour and technology are the
two imporiant productive forces.
Viewirrg the world from a Mamist
perspective , dfr axiomatic assumption
of constant change applies. Hence,
the nature of productive forces has
also been observed as changing with
time and space. From the ancient
times to the modern world, the
advancement of productive forces has
moved in a certain direction where
humans have changed themselves
from the 'control of nafure' to the
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'control over nature'. Our aneestors
in the caves feared nature. They were
limited to their caves, anxious about
forest fires, changing climate and the
darkness. Humanrty learned how to
control fire, turrr darkness into light.
We have even gained the knowledge
to Control climate and create rain in
deserts. This is how we developed,
from being controlled by nature; to

development of human \

consciousness, we have solved
several riddles interfering in the path
of huqnan development. Humans ate
constantly learning new tactics to
overpower natural forces through
struggle.

This demonstlates that the
- advancement of'human
consciousness is directly related to
struggle, and contradictions are
causal to this struggle. The coffect
way to handle contradictions is the
historical dialectical method, which is
the philosophical approach that
claims that ideas arise from an
objective reality which can be
perceived by the five senses and
exists independent of mind or spirit.
Idealism, the philosophical school
that suggests that matter is dependent
on mind or spirit or that the mind or
spirit can exist outside the realm of
objective reality, cannot deal with
such contradictions. In England,
before the bourgeoisie revoluticin,
many written complaints were flled
by the caprtalist class to the feudal
lords for taxconcessions and
facilitation of the advancement of the
trade, but every time the feudal ruling
class denied the genuine demand of

the rising caprtalist class in order to
maintain their class rule. With time,
and with the advancernent of the
productive forces , the rising
caprtalist class realised that
negotiatory means of achieving their
goal were not sufficient and they
t r*.d towards militant, oigan rzation.
The militant overthrow of the British
feudal lords was not a sudden and
abrupt change, but a result of the
constant and rigorous development of
productive forces in the intense class
struggle. During struggle, the
emerging caprtalist class developed
collective consciousness on the class
line and class interest. They
dqveloped their own technology and
production .mechanisms parallel to
itre feudal landlords. The
development of indigenous
technology made their movement
self-reliant and helped develop their
internal contradiction sh arpff than
ever before.

Struggle and the inefficiency to
combat the nature of the enemy
provides a new space,for the
advancement of technology in order
to overcome the ongoing hurdles. In
ancient India, development of iron
ore and steel technology playe d an
important role in the advancement of
society from one stage to another.
Using wind and water to reduce the
manuallabour required to produce
commodities from raw materials -was
the biggest fuctor in developing
Europe into a collection of powerful
kingdoms capable of feats that were
previously impossible. Similarly in
ancient Indra, the use of iron had a
great role in the surplus production
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of agriculture and the second
urbanrzation in the Indian
subcontinent. It helped to advance the
production relations from the shudra
holding system to feudalism.
Through this change, alarge part of
the masses that were previously not i

part of the production process came
under it.

Productive Forces and Their
Relation With Mass Movement on
Class Line

We are living in an age qf
'protestism' where protesting for
sectional interests has become a
predominating phenomenon for the
petty-bourgeoisie section. Whether it
is Jantar-M antar or a different arerua

of protests, we can observe a

common trend that a few activists
come and engage in sloganeering and
self-gratifying "photo ops" . The
same trend is repeated by this section
every few days on a different issue.
In studying the class-caste struggle in
India, it is essential to investigate the
nature of speciflc movements and the
intention of the leadership. After the
advent of the neo-liberal economic
model and the emergence of a related
social consciousness , a tendency to
go for sectional interest within the
Ggal framework has been seen to be
increasing. There have been a number
of protests emerging on an
ident itaian and intersectional line,
but they don'ttake a sharp class line
aimed towards building alarger unity
of the oppressed. Due to a weak
internal structural struggle and the
hesitancy or refusal to articulate
demands on class lines, many

movements have failed to meet their
demands and have been co-opted by
the ruling class.

In India, the situation rcgarding the
development of the productive forces
becomes very complicated. Our
revolutionary forces are majorly
focusing on the superstructure and
not really working on the base of the
system. The role of a leader is very
essential in this. India's semi-feudal
semi-colonial nature is reflected in
the trend that the masses analyse the
individual leaders and not the
leadership as a collective. The
rhetoric that although members of
party'X' are problematic and comrpt
but a few of'the leaders are good is
very commoll.

To understand the real nature of a
leader, the fundamental idea of the
party needs to be the center of
analysis. Let's take an example. It
may be possible that one of the
members is not taking bribes from
the masses but what are the other
activities of the party? Are they not
promoting privattzation in India?
Have they taken action about the
decreasing wages of workers and the
deterioration of the agricultural
sector? The answer, most often, is
that neither the party nor the leaders
are engaged positively with such
issues directly plaguing the people.
Hence, they are ultimately not
workirg for the masses. If they are
not working for the oppressed and
exploited then they are working for
the oppressor. Without sharp class
struggle, clarity about the objective
reality of the situation is not possible.
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Factors That Are Affecting
Productive Forces

Brahmanism is the core of idealism
in India. It does not believe in
scientific analysis. According to this
ideolo Ey, nothing remains to be
diseovered for humans. The ultimate
aim of the human ts moksha (to know
the relation between the soul and
Brahma). Brahmanism considers the
study of material reahty as a fallacy.
Anythirg, other than the study of soul
and Brahma leads to an individual
getting tied to the material world.
Such an individual is denie d molcslta.
Thus, the preconception of attaining
ultimate knowledge pulls us away
from inve s tigating so ciety.

The Advaita Vedantaphilosophy of
Brahmanism is in direct
contravention to the theory of
contradiction, which justifies the
dynamism of the society. The
Absolute Monism of Brahmanism
denies the existence of different
things and phenomena, classifying
them as diversities of the Brahma,
thus denying the existence of
different aspects. There are no
different aspects and therefore, there
can't be any contradiction between
these aspects..One does not split into
two according to Brahmanism,
everything is part of the one. This
passive nature of Brahmanism
actually restricts Indian masses from
developing new strategies and tactics
to overcome contradictions.

Another blow to the productive
forces is the penetration of imperial
caprtal and the, country's dependence

on it. Questions rcgffding the reason
for India's direct jump from
agriculture to the senrice sector
without coffesponding development
in the manufacturing and production
mechanism ate never raised. Recent
data shows that the primary sector
contributes 2I .82oh to Indian GDR
secon dary sector contributes almost
24% and tertiary sector contributes
almost 51oh. Our manufacturing
never developed to the strength
required for a development in the
relations of productiolt. The reasons
for the same are twofold: firstly, the
Indian agricultural sector has never
prodyced the amount of surplus
required to develop its own
manufacfuring base and secondly, the
nature of the Indian big caprtalists is
comprador in nature. Comprador
caprtalists depend on imperial caprtal
for technology and capital
investment. The pu{pose of this
inflow of imperial caprtal into India
was to cre ate a big market and use
Indian land and resources to produce
raw material and some spare parts of
industrial produce. The imperialists
developed a big exporting base for
technology redundant to them in
India. Because of India's backward
mode of production and
consciousness, a strong aspiration for
technology redundant to its
producing country remains. To
understand the nature of production
and its mechanisnl in India through
TNCs (Transnational Companies), we
can take the example of casualtzatton
of work in the process of Apple iPod
production. In the iPod production
industry almost 66% of their workers
are coming from outside of the USA
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and 34% of their workers are coming
from the US. The managers and
engineers of the comp any are largely
employed in the US. They earn
almost 85,000 dollars per annum and
this section covers almost 66% of the
*ag-es given by Apple in the Ipod
production process. Meanwhile,
casual and unorg antzed laboui is
engaged in third world countries like
India and China. This section of
workers earns only 5-6% of the
standard income given fo the casual
workers of the US.The difference in
the nature of work, and the
exploitative su{plus gained from the
workers in imperialist countries
compared to workers employed in
countries like India is obvious.
Technical and " adv anced" managertal
work is being governed by the forces
of advanced imperialist countries and
the "petty", manual work requiring
more physical labour and less
technical know-how is being
outsourced through the backward
productive forces of the "third
world".

ILO published its 20 16 report on the
labour participation of the third
world. It states that the share of
agricultural workers in the total
employment has been falling down
but the number of workers in the
agrartan sector is going up especially
in south Asian countries. This is a
clear indication of the stagnation of
industrral employment in these
countries. The expansion of
employment in the real estate
industry is also indicative of
expanding foreign capital penetration
in India, in which many semi-skilled

or unskilled forces are getting
involved.

The abovO mentioned examples show
a concerning growth in the
technological dependency of the
Indian economy on foreign countries.
Mere subsistence is the key nature of
the agricultural and industrtal sector
of India, while simultaneously excess
surplus accumulation by the foreign
imperialist and Indian capitalists has
become the biggest bottleneck in the
development of productive forces of
India. India's national bourgeoisie is
under heavy competition with the big
caprtalist and foleign companies.
This f,orce is under the heavy
ideological influence of the
comprador bourgeoisie. Because of
this; their independent development
is almost impossible until they free
themselves from the clutches of this
repressive nexus.

Advancing fascism in India is an
eminent challenge for the broad
toiling masses. The Indian state,
acting in collaboration with the
imperialist forces, is trying to push
the people of the country uxder the
trap of disenfranchisement from their
own resources. Continually
decreasing profit fiom land and
agriculture practices is pushing
farmers from the furmland to'the
industrial sector, where they are
exploited as part of the informal
workforce. Hilly areas of the country
are facing massive forced migration
towards the plain area, where the
people are faced with no option but to
work as cheap labour for suryival.
Land encroachment is ramp ant in the
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whole country Through such
encroachment the Indian state is
making land banks in different areas

to give land on lease to big !

corporations. In the post- Covid
times, states are competing with each
other to develop land banks that

' 
attract foreign investment into their
state. Yogi Aadityanath, the staunch
face of Hindutvanationalism in UP,
is giving open instructions to the
administrative officers to develop
land banks which will disenfranchise
the tillers from land and destroy their
means of production. Pranab Rajan
Chaudhary the chief convenor of
Centre for Land Governance, a NGO
working on the land related issuos,
explained that to grab lands, the
government is bypassing the rules
and regulations and avoiding
legitimate procedure. Government
grabbed lands include a huge number
of agrarran lands. Interestingly, most
land banks have already attained all
the requisite clearances for
functioning.Thus, in the name of

. development and new projects, the
government is selling people's
valuable land with minor or no
cofirpensation. Because of less
developed productive forces and huge
competition with big corporations,
this compensation money is not
converted in the caprtal production
process. LJltimately, after utrhzing
this small amount of money, the
farmers are forced to work as petty-
workers or unskilled workers in the
foreign companies or into providing
services on their own land which has
been developed by the caprtalist.
Increasing trends to invest in realr
estate is the emerging phenomenon in

India with very less orientation
towards production and
manufacturing. This tendency
actually derails the possibility of
development of an independent
national bourgeoisie. The national
bourgeoisie is an independent

2apitalist 
who is not depgndent on

foreign capital and technical know-
how for sunrival. Value produced by
the national bourgeoisie in India stays
in India and isn't looted by the e

imperialists. The increasing trend
towards real estate would mean that
surplus value will not be generated
through production. Capital is created
using surplus value.,In the absence of
capttal, India will continue to be
dependent on foreign capital.

Way Forward

Overall, the situation of productive
forces in India is in a very pathetic
state where Brahmanism and
imperialism are looting and derailing
the majority of the Indian toiling
masses. On one hand the passive
nafure of Brahmanism is creatrng a

barrier to the development of the
masses: and on the other hand,
imperialism-is promoting a mass
consumerist culture within the
masses. These two are the biggest
hurdles to developing class struggle
in the society. For the collective
struggle towards liberation, we have
to wage section-based struggle but
this must be on the basis of a sharP

ideological class line to achieve the
revolutionary'goal. We have to
challenge the class-collaborationist
approach of the contemporary left
parties and attempt to develop a faith
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in class-based struggle. This does not
mean that section-based movements
ate not necessary. \

Such movements are essential in
order to understand the primary
contradiction of a particular space,
and work on it. gut the Manrist
forces must go further and develop
the movement for the ultimate goal of
revolution. Gloomy fascinating'left'
has create d a very false image of
Manrism, where they present Mamist
aesthetics but work in essence, as
revisionists who have no vision or
aim of socraltransformation. Such
"Marxists" derail the youth by ,

preaching the impossibility of
revolution. Their struggle is based on
immediate economic needs and not
based on larger political
transformation to remove
exploitation. Such forces never do a
class struggle, they tail the masses
who react based on their immediate
needs and change the aesthetics
accordingly. For example, if a caste
atrociff is in the headlines they will
put up posters of Ambedkar, but they
won't do any struggle to annihilate
caste as such. Similarly, when the
queer quegtion is in the news, they
put up pride flags, but don't work
towards queer liberation. These
forces are also the representatives of
the rnechantcal Marxism that
prioritises external forces and do not
show any concern to sharpen internal
contradiction. This tendency also
leads to passivity in the trvo-tine
struggle within the organisation
which is essential for its
development.

The youth must analyse the essence
of the ideology of such forces, and
discard their illusory aesthetics.To
understand the real nature of struggle,
the Subjective forces have to look
beyond their class interest or
sectional interest and try to
strengthen the struggle of the
proletartat class. To combat the
fascist onslaught, the nature of fascist
attack must be analysed and
undestood.Repression and struggle
have a dralectical relation. Slowing
the speed of class struggle gives an
upper hand to the class enemy.
Absence of class struggle would
mean a lack of resistance from the
masses, this leads to increased
repression from an emboldened
ruling class.This is evident from
history be it the case of Najib or the
regular vandahzation of mosques in
India. A victim-based politics,
sympathy may be gained from
'Instagram masses'but the struggle is
at the same time continuously losing
ground.

Idealists talk about external forces
and weaken the courage of the
masses. We are used to listening
about the strength of the enemy but
very rarely do we acfrially focus on
the internal consolidation.

In his famous writing of On
Contradictior, Maq Tse-tung said that
"the approach of one-sidedness is an
idealist approach to see the problems.
............continued on Puge 66
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UNCHANGING CHANGE: LOANS

by Ramnit Kaur
and Val Varshri

In Madhya Pradesh's Harda Distrtct,
Rajesh Karode died during treatment
after consuming celphos. His'son
alleges this was due to a NR 40 lakh

' debt which was owed to a set of
harassing rnoneylenders who had
imposed ari interest as high as l0%
on the loan.

This story is not of Karode alone-
according to latest NCRB data, a
total of 10,881 persons involved in
farming sector (consisting of 5,3 18
farmers/cultivators and 5,563
agricultural labourers) have
committed suicides during 2021 ,
accounting for 6.60 of total suicides
victims (1 ,64,033) in the country.

Multiple studies and surveys suggest

AND CREDIT IN AGRICULTURE

that a huge proportion of the farmer
suicides in the country can be
attrrbuted to debt. For instance, 88%
of the nearly 10,000 farmer suicides
recorded across six districts of
Punjab were due to the cycle of debt
the victims were trapped in. Such a
cycle is created systematically, due
to the speciflc nature of IndLarL
agricultural production where local
usurers, landlords and banks form a

nexus with Non-Banking Finance
Corporations and small flnance
businesses. The negligible profits in
the agrffian sector forces rnany
farmers to rely on loans. The rising
costs of farm inputs in the agrffian
sector, e specially after globahzation
and liberahzatron in the 90s, forced
the farmers to further rely on loans
due to lack of state support.
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Loans from arhatiyas (middle men
for landlords) and new forms of
banking in$itutions become more
and more of a necessity for the
impoverished peasants to engage in
agriculture. Informal forms of
money-lending dominated the sphere.
The nature of these informal systems
led to local debt traps, as elaborated
in one of our previous articles. The
majority of the Indian agriculturuI
sector is made of small and marginal
farmers, with small land-holdings.
One production cycle produces barely
enough to cover their own
consumption needs, which actually
reflects subsistence farming. As the
round of production"does not produce
enough surplus to cover the costs of
the next round, the farmers have to
rely on loans, not profit, for their next
round of production. Wrongfully, we
understand that surplus caprtal is the
driving force in agriculture by
looking at the lavish houses of
landlords and their fancy vehicles,
but the most important question is
whether this is reinvested in
agriculfure for the advancement of
production, which is omitted.

INFORMALMETHODS OF
MONEYLENDING

With the advent of liberalisation-
privati sation- globali s ation reforms
introduced in 1991 , due to the
decreased contribution of farming in
the national income, the government
dis-invested from agriculture. As a
result of the privatization of banks
and removal of preferential rates of
interest, reliance on moneylenders for
credit is onc e again on the rise.

Usurious caprtal thus persists as a
distinguishing feature of Indian
agriculture.

Landlords, merchants and big farmers
are providers of usurious loans in the
village economies. They themselves
can afford bank loans that come at
institutionalised rates of credit.
However, contrary to the caprtalist
mode of production, instead of
investing this capttal in technology
that would increase surplus, a
peculrar trend has been found in the
use of bank loans by big farmers and
landlords in India. They prefer to

' lend this money to small or landless
peasants already reliant on them in
the feudal organisation of villages.
This credit is given out on usurious
rates.

As these loans are sought for
consumption needs, andlor to finance
their initial mode of production; and
most small farmers and landless
peasants cannot afford the securities
and documentation required to obtain
institutionalised forms of credit- they
are left with no choice but to rely on
these big farmers and landlords. The
parameters for obtaining loans from
the landlord-moneylenders are
relaxed- the moneylender relies on
goons/ coercive feudal systems such
as the naukar system in Haryana etc.
to obtain back the loaned money.

Coercive Systems of Lour,'
Repayment

Moneylenders rely on a number of
feudal ways to extract repayment of
the loans advanced. In fact, full

5B



repayment is not even expected out of
such loans. For example, the landlord
may use the debt to coerce the debtor
into cheap labour that can be
categorised as a form of semi-bonded
labour.

This is a continuation of the feudal
system where the worker is
considered to be "attached to the
land" of the landlord. Such a system

, is also based in caste exploitation-
,where the lower caste labourer is
forced into labour throtigh debt traps
for the politically and eeonomically
powerful upper-caste landlord. This is
evident in the naukar system in
Haryarra, where in exchange for
loans, the oppressed caste labourer is
forced to labour in the landlord's lanil
for minimal or no waga Often, the
labourer's entire family is forced into
performing labour for the landlord's
family; this also reflects in ramp ant
sexual abuse of landless women
labourers by the landlords. The
landownership dynamics is entirely
in the favour of landlords and upper
castes. For animal husbandry the
Dalits and Valmiki community are
heavily dependent upon landlords
land for graztng. In the name of
grazrng and foddet, ?number of Extra
economic coercions were forced on
them, compelled to do tasks for
which they make no money. Thus,
serni-feudal bondage prevalent in
rural India sunrives on the system of
usurious capital.

Coercive and usurious methods of
loan repayment reflect in informal
loans taken from merchants as well.
Credit is extended on the condition

that a particular crop that the
merchant trades has to be cultivated
and debt has to be repaid by selling
the crop to that trader on prefixed
terms favourable.to the merchant.
Sometimes, usurers or landlords,
impose such conditions that at the
time of payment is decided in such a
way that these farmers are forced to
sell, sometimils under prior
commitment, alarge part of their
produce primarily to collect the cash
needed for r@tayment. To pay the
previous debts they have to take new
debt from another money lender,
because if they don't pay the
compound interest will apply on'the
previous loan (found during a recent
study of Sonipat,Haryanaby the
Nazartya Team). Sometimes, they
have to repurchase the same with a

higher price. Further, landlords rely
on goons, thugs and their politi cal
power in the villages to avoid cases

of runaway debtors.

IN S TITUTIONALIZED F ORMS
OFMONEY-LENDING

Despite the presence of institutional
sources of loans , agtrculfural loans
are given mostly by money lenders.
Nonetheless, since the 1990s, most
peasants have becorne members of
cooperative committees from which
they take small amounts of loans.
Moreover, there has been an
increased presence of banks in rural
areas, &S well as schemes centred
around farmers. While small and
middle peasants continue to depend
on moneylenders, the landed peasants
with big holdings are able to avail
loans from institutional sources like
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cooperative credit and bank loans
more easily.

Credit System through Cooperative
Societies

Institutions providing loans are
largely divided into short, medium
and long term credit, which is a
system governed by numerous laws
like the Co-operative Credit Societies
Act. These cooperatives often
undertake the role of 'sale of
agricultural inputs and distribution of
rations through Public Distribution
Systems. Though all peasants and
even artisans and small traders.may
becorn e a member of the society, if is
interesting to note that shares are
issued by these cooperatives which
further determines the members'
borrowing capacity. Loans are '

granted against secur ity, landed
assets, mortgages , cattle, agriculture,
jewellery (with gold having a certain
preference). Whereas short-term
credit is supplied on the personal
security, medium term loans are
given by creating charge on
immovable assets or mortgages.

Demand for long term credit arises,

out of the reatrisation that capital
investment would lead to increasing
prodyction potenlial through
acquiring assets like machineries,
livestock and undertaking permanent
land improvements and
infrastructural deve lopment
(construction of wells, buildings,
erection of pump Sots). This was
undertaken through Land
Development Banks for which
landowners are eligible through

mortgaging land.

Credit System through Bank Loans

The aim of banks is to provide
farmer,s with a low level of interest in
order to reduce usury and excessive
interest rate. However, the question
of who is able to avarl loans will
reveal that small and middle peasants

are hardly beneflciaries of these
schemes. Peasants under tenancy face
trouble as due to the informal nature
of agreements, they are unable to
procure relevant documents.
Meanwhile, agricultural labourers are
not even entitled to these benefits.
Resultantly, there is a reluctance by
both small peasants to ask for loans
and by institutions to give loans.
Therefore, there is a dependence on
money lenders in the rural areas.

This is often in the form of arhatiyas,
middlemen who establish themselves
in towns and cities to mediate

. between farmers and grain procuring
agencies via mandis though their
main activity is to provide loans.
Since some of them are also big
landlords, it is easy for them to make
bank lirnits and procure bank loans,
which is used to lend money at high
interests to small and middle \

peasants. In this manner, money
lending is monopolised by ruling
landlords- either directly or through
arhatiyas.

Micro-finance and Imperialism 
4

Exorbitant forms of loan taking
system from banks and money
lenders made a large section of the
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rural people loan less. To bridge this
gap the government is promoting
small finances which are backed by
big banks. Government is pulling its
hand from the lban side, and giving
open space to foreign investment
companies to exploit the cheap labour
resources from the village side. We
can easily see the appropriation of
villag e agriculture and labour forces
by big capitalists. Subsidiary
companies of big companies are
outsourcing through these petty
works of village women outside
factory set-up.

After rampant penetration of finance
caprtal in metropolitan are&s, it
started penetrating towards village
areas. The advent of this matnmoth
process started with the Green

. Revolution. Through this agrarian
reform, foreign companies introduced
new seeds, fertilisers and pesticides
in specific areas of the country.
Through this wide network of
markets, the Gramin bank and
NBFCs were promoted by the
government to reduce the subsidy on
agriculture. It was very clear from the
very inception when India formally ,

joined WTO, that after sometime they
have to give up their subsidy policy.
Through lifting these subsidies from
diesel, electricity, seeds, fertilisers,
the majority of the marginalised
farmers left their lands.

The death trap of loan never leaves
them alone. Small and landless
peasantry have to take a loan to
compensate for their previous loan
and after this all hard process, they
have to take loans from local

Sahukars. Recently, our survey team
visited villages in Sonipat, Haryana
and investigated the conditions of the
financial system of peasantry We
hardly found a single house where
people never took out loans, except
some big landlords. Majority of the
cases, these landlords are functioning
as usurer or Sahukar in the villagos,
who charge according to the
sitnation,host of theliine, at avery
high rate. Landlords and other
powerful land owning sections get
loans from banks very easily. They
give bank loans to the landless and
small peasantry at a very high rate.
Here, we can see the direct nexus of
big landlords and big financial
institutions in the village areas.

Due to the crisis of capitalism as
evident in the rising debt in the
agrarian economy, indirliduals are
increasingly experiencing a decline in
their purchasing power due to which
they find themselves unable to afford
essential everyday needs, with
inflation slowing down consumption
rates; private consumption grew at
2.8o in the first quarter of FY23,
while it grew 0.5o on a seasonally
adjusted sequential basis after
contracting 2% in the previous three
months. To address this disp arrty
between people's ability to consume
and the rate of productiotr, farmers
turn to non-banking financial
institutions that offer small loans )

commonly known as micro-loans. It s

is through these organisations that
imperialist forces penetrate a semi-
feudal system like India, with a IBEF
2023 report on agriculture reporting a
sharp increase of investments with a
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cumulative FDI inflow of $11.51
billion between Aprit 2000-
September 2022. These micro-
finance providers position themselves
as an alternative to traditional
landlords and usury. However,
imperialism does not change the
system but is instead integrated into
it. Therefore, the disparity between
them lies primarily in their outward
appearance rather than their
fundamental nafure, in form rather
than essence.

The underlying dynamics of the
system remain intact, pe{pefuating
the same coercive, exploitative and
unfree relations as that in a feudal
society. This is because farmers
depend on consistent liquidity for
their daily expenses. Consequently,
they seek flnancial support from
micro-finance providers, believing it
to be a viable solution. However, this
reliance on micro-loans often leads to
a mounting burden of debt as
people's purchasing power is still low
due to which their products are not
bought. In Haryanq farmers were
seen throwing products on the roads,
with the explanation being thatwhen
you have overproduction or little to
no production, price flucfuates as
consumers are unable to afford even
the MSP. Moreover, micro-finance
means that there is a legal contract
between the creditor and the farmer,
which results in a formal system
which is increasingly rigid, leaving
borrowers with limited room fbr
negotiation or flexibility due to set
terms of conttact. Further, since the
loan contracts are legally binding, the
state in its role as an enforcer,

employs lhe police and courts to
ensure compliance and pursue non-
payment cases. This coercive
approach further exacerbates the
borrowers' predicament.

Moreover, the time-frame for loan
repayment, coupled with exorbitantly
high interest rates, adds to the
challenges faged by borrowers. The
rcpayment window is often extremely
naffow, leaving borrowers with little
opportunity to meet their obligations.
In addition, the interest rates imposed
on these micro-loans can be
shockingly high, often ranging from
30% to 40oh. These oppressive
interest rates deepen the cycle of
debt, making it incredibly difficult for
borrowers to escape their financial
burdens.

Take the story of Mangal Chand
Meghwal, a Dalit farmer with
disabilities, who committed suicide
due to mounting debt as an
illustration of the feudal relations
prevelant despite foreign capital.
Despite paying back Rs 1 lakh of his
Rs 2.98 lakh loan, he was told to
deposit Rs 4.59 lakh more, while
being coerced and harassed by
officials as the farmer received a
notice that his land would be
auctioned. The state is a goon for
credit sharks, with villagers naffating
how a protest was met with a dismal
response: "I don't understand why
the administration is cooking up
stories about his suicide. Even when
we staged a protest following
Mangal's death, the SDM threatened
us in front of everyone sayin g that it
a murder and not a suicide."
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The Semi-Feudal Character of own anned forces to exbrt control
Institutionalised Loans over the village. These dynamics

. have a direct impact on established
The question of class determines who credit systems such as banks and
is able to avail loans in a semi-feudal, cooperative loans, which adhere to a
semi-colonial society, in which policy of distinguishing between
institutions of credit depend on "new and old" loans. As new loans
formal documentation ind security. , cannot be issued without clearing old
This is uncommon for feudal loans, landlords and middlemen
relations in agriculture which -collude with bank personnel so that
function on informa[ agreements the records of the farmer are
between the landlord and the manipulated to falsely indicate that
peasants, not to mention subsistence the entire loan has been repaid,
farming in which savings and thereby allowing for an extension of
security is an impossible task for the loan limit- repayment is then
most peasants. Resultantlpit is only .owed to both the banks and the
the rich landed peasantry wtrich has middlemen.
accessibility to be able to avail loan,
due to which small and middle Conclusion
peasantry is reliant on them for
credit. The increasing indebtedness in

rnacapitatist society, surprus ;it',ffiffi",3J$u}|11#ilJo.r. u.
generation is paramount and therefore well as mounting farmer suicides.
forms the motivation behind availing Debt is created due to diminishing
credit. In contrast to the same, bank- retunis from agriculture, As the costs
loans in India are often availed for of inputs continue to rise and farming
non-agricultural purpose's which do becomes more expensive due to the

. not developproductive activities. effects of the imperialist policies of
Borrowed money is often availed for Green Revolution and neo-
the purpose 9f ryryriage and religious liberalisation, farmers are still stuck
ceremonies, building houses etc; a in producing for their bare
trend more conrmon amongst middle subsistence and are therefore unable
and big ieasants. In tandem, peasants to meet the costs of agriculture,
may need loans on an emergent basis thereby relying on loans.
(education of children, hospital bills,
migration etc) and delay in getting While credit was institutionalised in
instifutional credit forces the peasants the form of banks and cooperatives,
towards landlords. its essence remains feudat in nature

due to the reliance on landlords. In
The existence of feudal relations this manneq debt is created due to the
within villages facilitates the semi-feudal mode of production
emergence of the dominant,landlord wherein the landlord is more
classes, who frequently possess their interested in maintaining their class
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interest over maximising agricultural
pqoduction. Resultantly, tt is the land
and the tiller who suffer for it as not
only is surplus generation curbed
(due to which there is a growing
reliance on loans and indebtedness)
but the productivity of land impaired.
This is because under the semi- .

feudal, semi colonial system, the
peasantry who form the backbone of
agricultural production, is denied the
opporhrnity to exercise ownership
over the means of production. This
arrangement perpetuates a situation
where peasants are dependent on
landlords for access to land, stifling
their ability to innovate and improve
productivity. Consequently, \

agricultural development remains
stagn ant, hinderirg overall economic
progress. Therefore, as long as land
remains in the hafids of the landloids,
aS long as the mode of production
empowers landlords over people,
stagnancy in agriculture will'
aontinue.

Therefore, revolution .is inevitable in
the current circumstances, in fact, it is
the only solution. For this, it is
necessary to wrest control over land
and resources from the ruling
landlords and empower the tillers. By
granting the tiller control over land,
agriculture can flourish and
subsequently break the cycle of debt
which acts as thq noose marking the
demise of Indian agriculture.
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SAI'IIR AIIIII{'g CARDIIIIAL SIIIS AGAII|IST THE TOILII,|G IIIASSES

by Nishant Anand

As young Nlarxnsts of the Zllst
cenfu.,nry, we undentake the hnstonlcan

task of countemn$ rnapernallsm,
nevlslonlsm and fascnsm." The non$
hlstorv of hun'Ian cnvnnlzatlon,

pantncunanny fnorul caprtahst
devenopment to lnapenlanlst
developmeht, has seen a chan$e nn
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The mode of communication and
interactions are being severely
controlled by imperialist forces and
continuously targeting the
revolution ary contents in circulatioll.
The idea of SamirAmin and the
justification of third worldism is a
very prominent debate in the public
arena through which people of the
third world arejustiffingthe third 'l

world revolution. Through this
o'ideological strugglel' between north

very broad picture of debate on
Mamism and dogma of Marxism.

1. In The Name of Third \Morldism

"All people in the first world are
considered as the exploiters and
revolutionary potential is said to only
exist in the third world" is the most
rrulgar position of the third worldist,
where they eliminate the exploiter-
exploited relation in the first world.
This line will lead to subjectivism
and further" imperialism through
revisionism, where major focus has
shifted from transformation to
reform.

Arguing against imperialisffi, Samir
emin has foc.rsed on American
imperialism and its repercrissions on
the development of third world
countries. Detailing his arguments
against American imperialism, he
exposed the role of IMF and WTO-
World Bank like institutions which
have been helping to expand the
imperialist caprtal ofAmerica and its
allies. Underdeveloped nations and
their cuffent pathetic manufacturing
and agricultural production are in this

predicament because of American
imperialism. It is very true that in
between American imperialism and
the emerging Russian and Chinese
imperialisffi S, American imperialism
is the dominating one. But the third
worldist position of SamirAmin
pushes the argument in the direction
thatthe only contradiction in the
world is the one between American
imperialism and oppressed nations of
the third world. This position negates
the internal contradictions within the
third world counJries. That is, the
contradiction between prole tartat-
imperialism and imperialism-
oppressed natiolls.

On the one hand, Ameruca is giving
open support to eradic ate resistance
by tribals from the different regions
of India and on the other hand China
is also countering India's
revolution ary movement. The
Dengist appro4ch of revolution was
developed to restore caprtalism in
China. The parties like CPM, CPI, etc
who are talking about the Dengist
path and continuously focusing on
productive forces. "At one time
productive forces will get
revolutionary" and "time is not for
revolution" these are all Dengist
diplomacy to hide their real anti-
revolutionary agenda.

2. Class Analysis of Non-Alignment
Movement (NAM) Leadership And
Its Nature Towards Imperialism

The NAM was established for the
vision of non-alignment with two
poles and to find a separate way of
development. This vision was
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supported by SamirAmin as an
alternative to world order and as a
strong forc e against imperialism. But
we need to evaluate the relatron of
NAM countries with Amertca and
Russia and the overall impact of
imperialism on these nations. The
most fundamental ,aspect of
investigation for a Manrist is to
understand the mode of production of
a particular space or country or
nation. IJnfortun ately, Samir Amin
has failed to do so. He has drawn a
simple line between north and south,
without examining the class nature of
the ruling class and its functionality
with imperialism. Oveisimplification
can lead towards subjectiviim. When
Samir is talking about the peasantA,
there is also an over-generahzation
since he pategori zed the entirety of
global south peasantry as one
homogenous class. Class analysis of
Chiha was avarlable in front of hirn
but he just avoided thE basic
fundamental aspect of contradiction.
Similarly, if we want to understand
the nature of the ruling class of India
we have to investigate the relations of
production of this country.

The NAM countries were largely
dependent on American and USSR
imperialism for technology and
caprtal. This dependency was created
through the comprador caprtalist of
the south and feudal ruling class
alliance. Because of the strong
national liberation movement in
southern countries, it became tough
to intervene directly in the third
world. The major,purpose of the
imperial forces to ally with the ruling
classes wds to restrict the

independent development in
agriculture and industries and
penetrate imperial caprtal for the
maxi mtzation of surplus extraction.
Amin also negated the merger and
annexation of oppressed nationality
companies and negated the question
under the realm of world capttal. This
process ofAnnexation and Merger
aiso impacted the caprtalists of
northern countries, where big
imperialist forces successively
swallowed small or medium
companies.

In an interview, Samir said that "Our
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries
proclaimed our right to choose our
route to development, implemented
laws and forced the powers of the
time to adjust to the demands of our
development." We have to investigate
this statement carefully and how far it
got implemented on ground. Under
the regime of Egyptian President
Gamal Abdel Nasser, the government
had established a project, Helwan
Steel Works. This project was
presented as the backbone of the
industrrahzation of Egypt. The major
aid of this company was coming from
the USSR, which was tuming into an
imperialist country and expanding
their finance capital through aid.
After the 1970s, when th9 global
scenario was changing and the power
balance shifted towards the US, the
Egyptian government had signed
foreign aid treaty with USAID in the
1970s. In the same trajectory we can
easily trace the dependency of the
Indian state over foreign funding
from imperial blocks.
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3.Lack of Class Analysis in
Agrarian Production in Developing
Countries

After the advent of post-modernism
understanding and its spreading in the
intellecfuals, we experienced a sea of
change and shift from the class line.
The Great Chinese Revolution had
fuelled the class struggle in the global
.south and north. But after the c

caprtalist restoration and
transformatron of China as an
imperialist cou"ntry the politics of
class struggle got reduced. That was
the exact time when reactionary post-
modern identitarian politics tookits,
pace. The eta of generaHzation and
c omp artme ntaltzation c overe d the
university spaces and unfortunately
the universities became ''centers of
knowledge production'. The form of
knowledge production which was
forced by the imperial forces is
against the Manrist knowledge
prodrlction. Knowledge production is
based upon objective reality and
perception, where objective reality is
the center of knowledge production.
Mao in his famous philosophical
afiicle, On Practice, recog nrzed that
knowledge is produced through
struggle. Every phase of development
must conflict with the existing
opposing forces of the existing mode
of production. But in the era of 'post-
colonialism',' Postmodernism',
'post-strucfuralism', the production
of knowledge started occurring
through discourse, not through
struggle.

Samir Amin proposed his criticism
against Lenin on the agrffran

production development, in which he
opposed the idea that moderntzation 

?

of technology through caprtalism had
solved the problem of food crisis.
Parallelly, he appreciated Maoists for
understanding the agrffian question.
This position of Samir is coming
from his' gene raltzed-mamist'
perspective which;has loosoned its
capacity'to receive the things in
totality and particularities and its
dialectical relations with each other.
In' Investigation of Societal
Transformation from Feudalism to
Capiialism', Rodney Hilton explained
the role of market formation,
mercantile caprtal, moderni zation of
technology, development of
commodity exchan Ea, advancement
of agrartafi technology and the role of
protestant, etc., as factors which
contributed to edrly caprtalist
countries developing their indus trtal
base which engaged the peasantry
which left the farms and joined the
factory. Number of people engaged in
agr artan work decreased drastic ally.
To maintain the production and meet

'the country's needs, advancement of
technology was the essential aspect.
Advent oT cap rtal in third world
countries through imperialism has
changed some class dynamics in the
agrffian relations too. But Samir has
neglected the most basic aspect of the
contradiction, that is, the internal
contradiction is the dominating
factor. On agrarian production and
the food crisis in the global south, he
neglected to mention ihe i

contradictions between landlords and
landless peasantry or the relations
between big landlords and big
capitalists. The change in the
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land holdings of middle and,small

" 
peasantry, these factors were always
missing in his analysis. Internal
contradiction is the major
contradiction of any aspect, this is the
basis of the Maoist investigation
method, But because of his conflation
oi internal and external contradictions
and his generahzations, he was not
able to propose any solutions. '

4.Problems in Core Periphery
Theory

When we see the structure of
biosphere parks , rt is divided between
three major parts: Gore, buffer and
periphery.,The core area is a no-go
zone where no human (natives) are
allowed. Periphery is the region
where people can do agricultural
activities and anim al-rearing work.
Likewise, according to SamirAmin,
all contradictions lie in between south
and north countries and nations, or
more precisely, we can say the capital
penetration from Global north to
south. Prominent Mamist scholar
Andre-Gunder Frank had proposed
the "dependency theory." The theory
talks about the underdevelopment of
the global south and its repsons. "The
people of less-developed countries
are not to blame for the failure of
their societies to develop. Inste dd,
Gunder Frank suggested that Western
nations deliberately failed to develop,
these countries." A casual reader may
agree with this, once agatnthis theory
gives primacy to imperialism over the
other contradictions within
underdeveloped countrie s .

In his analysis, Andre-Gunder Frank
I

negated the role of big landlords and
comprador bureau qatic bourgeoisie
in the third world countries. The role
of big landlord and comprador
bourgeoisie class have been
explained by Yash Tondon in his
famous work Debate on Class, State
a,nd Imperialism and Suniti'Kumar
Ghosh in Indian Big Bourgeoisie.
Here, both showed that national
capttali sm o f underdevelop e d
countries never fostered and
production was monopoltzed by a
imperialist- subservient c omprador
buie aucratic bourgeoisie. The
position of Andre-Gunder Frank and
Samir Amin is non-dialectical too,
where they completely negated that
imperialism is propped on the base of
ftudalism in countries like India ?nd
they thus only flxated on one
fundamental contradiction and
ignored the principal contradiction in
semi-feudal semi-colonial countries.

Samir has reduced the question of
revolution in their world countries as

an identity struggle where anything
can be negated by the third world
intellectuals in the name of anti-
colonial thinking and any absurd
practice can be accepted by these
intellectuals which are coming from
third world. This whole perception
creation from above has subverted
the Maoist position in which "internal
contradiction is the major one." The
worst part is that nowadays in the
name of anti-colonialism and post-
colonialism, intellectuals are guiding
the path of revolution, nbt the
proletarrat revolutionary party or
activists.
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5. Mr. Amin, Don't Confuse
Merchant Capital with Finance
Capital

It is interesting to investigate the
understanding of Samir Amin
regarding caprtalist development in
England where he justified the idea
that the inception of the industrial
revolution was based upon
imperialism. For this he pointed at
some importanthistorical events like,
plunder of American indigenous
people, loot of their resouroes, slave
trade etc. On the basis of these ' .

arguments, he delegitimizes Lenin's
argument that imperialism is the
highest stage of caprtalisrn.
According to him, imperialism was
always inherent in capitalism.

Simply, merchant capital is the
caprtal productiofl in the process of
cofirmodity exchange. This means if
X is a country wheie the value of
luxury goods is very high and Y is a
place where food grains value is very
high. Value of any commodity is \
realized through the socially \

necessary labour time invested to
produce it. This means an advanced
technical product takes more time to
produce in comparison to less
technical food items. But the finance
capital is not produced through the
exchange of goods but through the :

merger of banking and industrial ,

capital. It was developed in the era of
imperialism during the 1870s when
advanced caprtalist countries started
annexing and monopoltzirrg small
firms and banks. At the time of
finance capital's development,
production capacity of imperialist

countries was very high due to
concentration of surylus and the
advancement of technology. 

,

In India, from 1750 to 1820s, was the
time of merchant capital. During this
time, the British East India Company
never intervened directly in the
production or any infrastructural
process. As a merchant comp drryr'

their major work was to buy goods
whose demand was high in the
European market and sell in their
native market. But in the era of
finance capital they invested massive
caprtal inside Indii in railw&yS,
bankirg, industries, plantation etc.
through this production process the
goods turned into commodities and
were exported from colony to their
home countries.

These basic flaws ofAmin's analysis
distanced him from Lenin's position
o imperialism. He deviated from the
coffect Leninist position which
guides "concret e analysis of concrete
situations" and took the revisionist
line of "absolute generahzation of
concreG situations."

6. Position on China

What should be the aim of a
communist par,ty? Revolution,
change in tfio reiations of production
under the leadership of the
proletartat How can a Mamist
conflate Maoist China and post-Mao
China? SamirAmin, in his lengthy
writings on the food crisis and about
the .rrierdevelopment of the south,
justified Mao's initiative in the
agrtcultural field. This means the
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Communist Party of China,took
many big decisions and fulfilled the
demand of the country and generated
surplus, which was commendable.
But there is no justification of post-
Mao China, when capitalism was
restored in'the country . The
contemporary opporlunist Dengist '

ctrique had just destroyed the strong
agricultural
commune
system of
China which

r wos developed
during the
Great
Proletarran

Revolution.
Deng Xiaoping
opened the
doors of China
for foreign
investment and
joined hands
with the
imperialist
gang in 1980.
Autonomy of
the village
economy was
destroyed
through the
heavy
privattzatron of
land and the
contract system. Government had
fixed the limit of procurement of
grain and pulses. Beyond that
peasants were made free to sell their
produce in the market. This whole
process of privatrzatron, the gap
between rich peasants and poor

peasantry increased and crores of
peasantry was unemployed. A11 these
facts will not work in favour of your
sins Samir.

These superfluous conclusions which
have been drawn by SamirAmin are
detrimental for the revolutionary
movempnt of oppressed masses and

nationalities as

they justiSr
caprtalist and
imperialist form,
of development,
as long as it is
presented in the
garb of a "third
world
alternative."

Continued from
Page 51...,

Where we focus
on individual not
collective, we
consider the
enemy but not the
strength of our
own, we talk
about ruling class
consciousness but
not the
consciousness
developing
through class

struggl., w. only talk about
pr.oductive forceg and not about
production relation". This means our
one-sided approach turns the wheel
of historical dialectical materialism to
the metaphysic al approach or idealist
approach.
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THE FEAR

UTSA PATI{AII:

THE OALL FOR REIIOLUTIOI{OF II|AIIIIG

When faced wflth a srtuatflon of
cnlsls, whenefln thene fls nmass

nnpsurrge and an or$antzed peopnes'
strnrgglu emenges to dean wflth the
noots of thfls cnflsfls, flt ns drfficunt for
nntellecfurals to deny the obgectrve
trnlth of the srtuatlon that ned to
such devenopments..lFor legntim&cy,
sonne lntellectuans nmay lnstead ffind

conmpnonmlsedl concnusflons whlch
rely on the dlscovenles naade wthnn'
the connrse of peoples' movements,
whrne at the sanme tflme changAnxg
those dflscovenles and ponlffican
assertnons lnto acadenmlc ananysns

that nun connnten to the dentlands ofl

.th,e rmovement" Such fls the tna$lc
case of Pnof. [Itsa'Patnalk.

by Shriram Rishi
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An economist heralded across the
world for her work on the agrarian
question in India, she is also lauded
for her works on the transition from
feudalism to capitalism, along with
her joint work with PrabhatPatnaik
on imperialism

The late 1960s to the 1970s was a

period of global upheaval, with the
all-mighry United States arny facing
defeat at the hands of the people of
Vietnam) while at the same time in
China, a sfudent movement intended
to transform the,nature of education
in the country transformed into a
revolutionary upheaval in what is
called the Cultural Revolution. The
impetus given by the struggles of
people in China and Vietnam was uj

stokin g afire that had already been lit
with the failed demo cratization of
society that the transfer of power in
1947 had promised. The promised
growth and development had never
come. India remained at the brink of
famine, facing severe droughts ,A

continuously from 1961-65 and with
agriculture amounting to a peak of
42.5% of India's GDP in the 1960s, a
crisis within agriculture would rock
the functioning of the Indian state.
Even So,"shortages of cereals and
grains needed for the domestic
market were cornmonplace.
Simultaneously, the Cultural
Revolution questioned every aspect
of society ruthlessly and rekindled a
fire of inteffogation and social
transformation across the world. This
also saw the explosion of peoples'
movement in India, which started
with the Naxalbari uprising and .

spread all over India in places like

Srikakulam, Lakhimpur Ktreri, etc. It
was in this period of crisis that this
peoples] movement emerged.

Along with these developments,
came ideological contentions
struggling to discover the causes

behind this crisis. It was clear that
this was not just a matter driven bY
drought, but in the entire way people
in India engaged in agriculture as a

production activity. Within academia,
Utsa Patnaik represented a unique
trend in the "Mode of Production
debatel' of the 1970s, wherein she

argued that Indian agriculture did not
exhibit capitalist production but
instead, was characteri zedby'unfree'
relations, akin to bonded labour.
Beyond the academia's ivory towers,
vigorous debate on the mode of
production also took place between
the leadership of the on-going
peoples' movements, with activists
like Charu Majumdar asserting that
this agrarian condition was not
caprtalist in nafure but semi'feudal.
Changing this condition was the
principal nature of the peoples'
struggles mentioned above. IJtsa
Patnaikls position is one worth
evaluating since her analysis is highly
close to the analysis of semi-
feudalism, even though she attempts
to float between what she deems two
absolutes of semi-feudalism and

.capitalism. But the deviations she

takes are questionable alterations
which have larger politi cal
implications to the question of okhat

is to be done" when it comes to
changing society.
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Erroneous Conclusions in
Patnaik's Analysis on the Agrarian
Question

In her work, The Agrarian Question
and Development of Capitalism in
India, IJtsa Patnaik historicizes the
development of caprtalism across the
world. She evaluates this in terms of
how the bourgeois demo cratic

French Revolution and the English
Civil War transformed the pre-
existing agrffiian condition. This
condition was premised on feudal
relations of production towards
capttalism through forceful re-
orientation of land ownership from
the hands of the feudal lords and
landlord class who owned ,

disproportionately vast amounts of
land. Patnaik then lays out the two
paths through which these land
relations have historically been
changed. First, is the revolutionary
path of forceful seizure of land from
iandlords and redistribution of this
among poor and landless peasants
who own very small land-holdings or
none at alL Patnaik gives the example
of China, which in the stage of New
D ern-o cr acy (I9 49 - 19 52), underto ok
this programme. The second route is
the path taken in the erstwhile,Prussia
(now Germany) also colloquially
called the Junker path. Wherever
there is a resistance to this violent
shake-up of the agrarian condition,
this second path is undertaken which
basically functions as a snail's-pace
motion frorn feudalism to capitalism,
through reform (for example, through
laws) measures which are not
intended to change the pre-existing

a

relati:rr of production.

The decaying pre-c aprtalist, feudal
system therefore suslains itself and
minor changes occur which do not
change the general nature of things.
In Russia, a country which was
already practicing imperialism, the
highest stage of caprtalisrn, this path
was pushed through various reform
measures like the so-called serf-
bondage abolition of 1861 which did l

not see the complete eradication of
the vast feu&Lrelations of
production. As it can be inferred, this
path is a "top-down" measure versus
the "bottom-up" approach of the first
path. This was similarly attempted in
India through various refofin
measures like the attempted land
reforms, the Land Ceilings act, the
abolition of Zamindari by law etc.

This is where the first effoneous
approach by Utsa Patnaik is
highlighted. Joseph Stalin writes, "in
order to live, people must have food,
clothirg, footwear, shelter, fuel, etc.;
in order to have these materi al values,
people must produce them; and in
order to produce them, people must
have the instruments of production
with tvhich food, clothirg, footwear,
shelter, fuel, etc., ate produced, they
must be able to produce these
instruments and to use them. The i

instruments of production wherewith
matertal values are produced, the
people who operate the instruments
of production and carry on the
production of material values thanks
to a certairl production experience r

and labor skill - all these elements
jointly constitute the productive
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forcis of society. But the productive
forces are only ong aspect of i

production, onl1r'one aspect of the
mode of productior, an aspect that
expresses the relation of men to the
objects and forces of npture which
they make use of for the production
of material values. Another aspect of
production, another aspect of the
mode of production, is.the relation of
men to each other in the process of
production, men's relations of
production Men carry on a struggle
against nafure and rrtrhze nature for
the production of material values not
in isolation from.each other, not as

separate individuals, but in commoll,,
in groups, in societies. Production,
therefore, is at all times and under all
conditions social production."

d

The motion 6f change in society is
deflned by the quantitative changes
occulring within productive forces
through the struggle of people against
restrictions in this atternpt at
harnessing nature, with the scales
tipping finally into the qualitative
change in the relations of production
(the changes in class relations) of
socieff to push the order into a new
mode of production. An avalanche
does not occur without the
continuous accumulation of snow and
other material on mountains reaching
atipping point where it flnally i

fumbles down in a massive,form
from mountain slopeS, o quantitative
change leading to quahtative change.
This is the law of motions of change
in society. This also applies to the
transition from feudalism to
caprtalism. Utsa Patnaik states this as

her position on what the mode of

production in India is: "the caprtalist
path in India's agriculture is one
dominated by a socially naffowly
based' landlord caprtalism''with
semi-feudal feafure, ,of caste
subordination of workers, which is
capable of raising the level of
productive forces only under certain
exceptional conditions, and which
acts as a long run fetter on
agricultural growth, and hence on the
overall growth of the economy." In
simpler terms, Patnaik sees that
capttalism has a tendency of
pe{pefuating uneven development.
So, according to her, in various parts
of Indta, the shift from feudalism to
caprtalism has not taken Ln a
qualitative manner and thus such
areas are semi-feudal in nafure, which
is how Vladimir Lenin charactenzed
Eastern Europe too. Simultaneously,
Patnaik upholds the view that all of
this is pal$ and parcel of the 'uneven
development tendency' of capttalism,
arguing that the prevalent nature of
capntalism in India is "landlord ;

caprtalism" of which semi-feudal
areas are a part Essentially, to
Patnaik, if the journey from
feudalism to capitalism is a long
route, she says some areas are close
to feudalism, but the overall margh is
towards capitalism. When she uses' 
the term tanAtord capttalism, she is
referring to the idea that the landlord
class within the agrffran feudal :

structure is gettin g transformed into' profit-seeking bourgeoisie within
what she deems capitalist India.
According to Patnaik, the mode of
production in Indtan society is in
contravention to the law that Stalin
defined above and has somehow
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occurred not through the struggle of
exploited classes for emancipation
but through legal reforn measures!
Patnaik therefore violates the basic
principles of historical materialism.

To elaborute further, one must engage
with Patnaik's On Capitalism and
Agrestic Unfreedom ( 1 995), wherein
she coffectly understands that in
India, capitalism as imposed by the
British colonial force never
demolished feudalism in India but
instead strengthened the feudal
structure and upon this pro-oxisting
base of feudalism, built imperialist-
caprtalist relations in India.
Simultaneously, they' demolished all
independent initiatives from among
the bourgeoisie in India. Mao Tse-
tung would call this-state of affairs
bureaucratic captlalism in China.
This situation is vastly different from
what occurred in Europe and the
European struggle against feudalism
via particularly the French
Revolution. Russian geographer Peter
Kropotkin, in his retelling of the
French Revolution recounts how the
method of top-down change and
bottom-up agrarian change occurred
during the French Revolution. He
writes, "before the resolutions of
August 5 and' II had been published,
before the line of demarcation
between what should be redeemed
and what should disappear since that
day had been marked out-long before
those acts and renunciations had been
formulated into paragraphs of law,
messengers had already brought the
good news to the peasant.
Henceforth, whether he was shot
down or not, he wouldno longer pay

anything. The peasant insurrection
took, therefore, a new force. It spread
through the provinces, such as

Brittany, which until then had
remained quiet. And if the
landowners demanded payment of
any kind of dueS, the peasants went
to their chateaux and burnt all the
records and land-registers. They did
not care to submit to the decrees of
August and distinguish between
redeemable rights and abolished
rights, says Du Ch0tellier.
Everywhere, all over France, the
pigeon-houses and game were
destroyed. In the villagoS, the
peasants ate their fill therefore, and
they also took possession of those
lands which, though formerly
belonging to the village communities,
had been seized by the lords."
Therefore, the legal changes and
formahzatron of the social order via
the state only occulred after the
people had already enacted such
change on the ground through armed
revolution.

Law was tailing and even holding
back change while the oppressed and
exploited peasantry themselves
carved out the contours of change
through direct actior, enacting the
Latq popular slogan of "land to the
tiller." Later on, these changes were
formahzed in the French National
Assembly. It is thus evident that
firstly, the,bourgeois demo cratic
revolution is an armed agrffian
revolution, secondly, capttalist
relations of production were pushed
through mass action and a violent
restructuring of society, a qualitative
change, instead of being imposed by
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by some external force and thirdly,
the political birth of capitalism
occurred through a violent anti-feudal
struggle unlike the alliance of
feudalism and imperialisrn seen in the
way Utsa Patnaik described the
Indian situation to be.

It should then be cle ar that Patnaik's
idea that the top-down method alone
can somehow transforun Indian
socieff from the situation created
during the colonrzation of India is
mythtcal, since no parallel to what
occulred during the French
Revolution is seen in India. Utsa
Patnaik is capable enough to
recogrutze that the feudal 'fetters' act
as a hindrance to agrarran change and
only in' eltraordln ary' -coqditions can
agrarian change be pushedin a

qualitative mannar, even though she
concludes that the general direction
of change is towards capttalist
relations in agriculture. What
extraordinary conditions, except anti-
feudal anti-imperialist peoples'
struggle, is Patnaik referring to? It is
apparent that quantitative changes
have most definitely occurred in India
but the nature of Indian socieff is yet
to change qualitatively. The idea that
the diminished presence of the big
landlords in a village sitting on a
khaat, smoking hookah in a circle
translates to the disappearance of
feudatrism in India is incorrect. For
example, Patnaik's claim that
'landlord capttalisml is emerging in
India is easily exposed with the lack
of agricultural capitalists as a class in
India

ScholarPrutik Rumba explains the

limits of the top-down method in
India and this question as he writes,
"the redistributive land reform arises
from the presence of burden of rent
on tenant-peasants that act as a
barrier for caprtal investment. If one
claims that agriculture is dominated
by caprtalist production relations then
there is no need for redistributive
land reform. This is solely because
the major part of surplus is accrued in
the form of 'profit'by caprtalist
farmers. One would be interested in
identi$ring this capttalist class."
Guruprasad Kar, responding to a
study of Indianagriculture that
propounded an analysis even further
away from Patnaik's analysis, writes,
l' Agricultural c apitalism without
capitalist farmer is as muclt nonsense
as capitalism without the capitalist.
And tltere is no basic dffirence
between the capitalist in general and
the capitalist farmer in particwlar.
First, the big land owning class
(possessing over 10 hectares of land)
invest only about 10.5% of the
surplus they appropriate, in
productive assets (This is all India
aYerage. The rate (22.30/o) ts
somewhat higher in Punjab). Hence
bulk of the surplus from this section
does not return to productive
investment. Secondly, the data [from
National'Sample Survey (NSS)I
clearly shows that most of the
middle, small and marginal farmers
cannot even oarn their living from
farming. So the question of acquiring
surplus by them does not arise. It is
true thatlandless, middle, small and
marginal farmers are creating surplus
by their labour either through intense
farming or labouring in others'fields,
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but the bulk of the surplus is being
appropriated by various classes who
can hardly be recogntzed as capitalist
class in Indian agriculture. The major
part of surplus is appropriated by a
complex combination of various
unproductive exploiters. They are
mainly usurers, traders and suppliers
of agricultural equipments closely
tied with the operation of imperialist
capttal."

Patnaik has a sharp understanding to
acknowledge that the mere existence
of wage labour in agriculture is not
proof enough for emergence of
caprtalist'relations, but it is the ability
to increasingly accumulate capttal
which is conclusive. This would
require the so-called agricultural
caprtalist to re-invest the surplus
value they accumulate. Kar clinches
this with the fact that those owning
more than 10 hectares of land invest
only 10. 5% of their total surplus. This
is contr ary to the general trend of
caprtalist production. Pratik Rumba
concludes, "no significant change has

occutred in the agrartan strucfure;
instead it witnessed increasing trends
towards rentierism, usury and
Merchant capttal since 1980's. The
NSS data suggest the declinit g share
of large landholders over the decades.
This led many to conclude the
declining power of landlords in rural
India. It is true that the landlord as an
'individual' holding a large size of
land has declined over the decades
(shown by NSSO) but the landlord as

a surplus appropriating,'class' has
been on the rise." The big landlords
are now found in industrial areas as

labour contractors, in government

offices as bureaucrats, in the
Parliament as politicians. But their
relations to the land and production
process remain the same.

Furthernora, circling back to the role
of imperialism in distorting the
deVelopment in India, o Position Utsa
Patnaik agrees to, one finds a keY
factor in the hindrance to this
development of productive forces the
way Patnaik is hoping for. The
aforementioned Guruprasad Kar
writes, "Deindustriali zation, the
creation of a new class of landlords
mainly from higher castes who were
completely alienated from
agriculture, the payment of huge rent
in cash combined with pafiral
commercial rzation, and the forcible
introduction of some cash crops have
created havoc for the Indian
peasantry. Each of these gave rise to,
apart from landlords, some new
parasitic classes like usurers, crop
traders, and a Large section of
intermediaries that could fatten
themselves by serving the colonial
extraction. Due to their control over
multiple markets of land, labor,
credit, and output, they could
increase this extraction beyond the
limits possible in any single market.
A11 of these processes led to a new
type of feudalism thatmay be termpd
semi-feudalism. In this colonial
system, trading capttal, money
lending business with an exorbitant
rute of interest, and caprtal to
purchase land with the aim of
collecting high rent, could allflourish
by sertting the imperialist plunder of
the colonial rulers. Naturally, all
these different classes that were born
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played a reactionary role in the
context of developing the productive
forces. In the absence of any
alternative, the peasants were
rendered helpless before these
parasitic classes who took away not
only the surplus but apart of the
necessities for sustaining the family.
The appropriation of the whole
surplus from agriculture by these
classes and the destruction of the
indigenous handicraft industries
acfiially pushed back the
development of the productive forces
in Indian society." The fundamental
factor here is that the survival of
these new feudal classes and their
form of exploitation was premised in
serving imperialism and foreign
finance caprtal, in fact, they
flourished due to imperialism which
preserved and harboured feudalism
for its purposes. This is contrary to
the historic experience of
developTent of capitalism as
previously pointed out.

In a society where backward
productive forces are not just created
but preserved by the might of
imperialism, the imagination that the
'fetters'that Patnaik talks of will
automatically be eradicated without
liberation from imperialisni' is an
impossibility. This question was dealt
with nearly a century ago in the
Cornmunist International
(Comintern) via a debate between
Leon Trotsky and J.V. Stalin. "The
Comintern holds that surtivals of
feudalism are the predominating
factor in the oppression in Chrna at
the present moment, a factor
stimulating the agratian revolution. . ..

And precisely because feudal
survivals, with their entire militarist
bureaucratic superstructur e, are the
principal form of oppression in
China, China is now passing through
an agrananrevolution of gigantic
power and scope..... imperialisffi,
with all its financial and military
might, is the force in China that
supports, inspiros, fosters and
preserves the feudal survivals,
together with their entire ,

bureaucratic-militari st superstructure .

Because'it'fs irnpossible to abolish ;

the feudal survivals in China without
at the same time waging a
revolutionary struggle against
imperialism in China. Because
anyone who wants to abolish the
feudal survivals in China must
necessarily raise his han^d against
imperialism and the imperiallst
groups in China. Because the feudal
survivals in China cannot be smashed
and abolished without waging a
determine d.strug g le again st
im,nerialisrn."

In India, perhaps the most apt
example of this relationship is the
set-up of the National Agricultural
Bank of Rural Development
(NABARD). This co-operative
banking structure is an initiative
financially and politically backed by
the imperialist World Bank and the
Asian Development Bank to set up
local rural co-op banks in villages.
Local landlords and exploiters are
then elected into the boards of these
banks wherein the semi-feudal
surplus from agiiculture, the foreign
finance capital of imperialists and the
surplus of the ruling comprador
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together, all wrapped in the aesthetics
of modern banking structures. The
landlords maintaintheir age-old task
of credit-giving, all in the garb of
modern banking ! Imperialism
therefore harnesses' the feudal forces
and provides new platfonns for the
preservation of feudalism for its own
growth. The semi-feudal condition is
strengthened and reinforced by the
semi-colonial condition. In his book,
the Development of Capitalism in
Russia,Yladimir Lenin pointed out
that during the transition from
feudalism to capitalism, there was a
growth of the industrial working class
at the expense of the vast masses of
people engaged in agriculture.
Agriculture as a sector was akeady
not creating enough surplus for
small-landholding farmers and
landless peasants to survive and the
burgeoning urban industrial sectors,
in need of a vast working class,
absorbed these people as part of their
workforce. But in the semi-feudal
semi-colonial situation, people are
leavin g agriculture not due to

industrtahzation but due to lack of
profit in agriculture. IJnemployment
is rampant and the expansion of the
working class in numerical terms that
is seen in caprtalist societies is
unobservable in India. Even engaging
in animal husbandry becomes a near-
impossible task for many sections of
the peasantry with no comrnon
grasslands for cattle -grazing being
left. Imperialism's enforced hurdle on
the growth of productive forces
therefore ensures that the transition
from feudalism to capitalism cannot

occur 'nafurally.'

The Politics Behind Patnaik's
Confusion

This brings the discussion to the
Theory of Productive Forces. While
\rye have factually discussed Utsa
Patnaik's positions on the mode of
production, rt is important to note the
politics that drives Patnaik's
insistence on this eclectic position.
The so-called theory of productive
forces argues that the productive
forces, as explained above, need to" develop and advance to a certain
level before socialism can be ushered
in a society. TWo inferences can be
made from this. First, that productive
forces are the determining factor of
change in a socieff and so ifthey are
developed to a high level, the
transition from caprtalism to
socialism can occur peacefully.
Second, that socialism can only be
ushered in highly developed capitalist
societies and no work towards
socialism can occur until productive
forces are developed in
underdeveloped countries. The first
position was propounded by the likes
of EduardBernstein, who concludes
that "as for the caprtalist system, rt
should not be destroyed but should be
helped to further develop." This
position of peaceful transition, that of
qualitative change occurrlng without
revolutionary upsurge, is what drives
the politics of formations like
Communist Party of India (CPI) and
Communist ParU of India (Marxist)
(CPM), who aim to workwithin the
state structure of India to develop the
productive forces and work towards
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socialism by winning electiolrs.

The second position is Eurocentric
and lies close to Leon Trotsky's
formulation of the idea that only the
western working class' leadership can
lead to socialism in the
underdeveloped countries. Trotsky
write s,, "without the direct State
support of the European proletariat
the working class of Russia cannot
remain in power and convert its
temporary domination into a lasting
socialistic dictatorship. Of this there
cannot for one moment be any doubt.
But on the other hand there cannot be
any doubt that a socialist revolution
in the West will enable us directly to
convert the temporary domination of
the working class into a socialist
dictatorship." Trotsky further upholds
the idea of "combined and uneven
development" that is, capitalism has a
nature of developing in an uneven
manner where large parts of the
world may be underdeveloped while
the imperialist countries may be
highly developed but they will all
still be capitalist due to the fact that
they are linked to each other due to
glob ahzation and imp eriali sm.
Therefore, Patnaik's conclusion of
caprtalist relations dominating in
India even when she seems to
recognuze the grip of semi-feudalism
on India finds its justification in

position also aligns well with the flrst
conclusion of peaceful transition.
Since Patnaik holds the view that the
top-down method has led to
qualitative change, it justifies the
politics of CPM and'their brutal anti-
people measures all in the name of

developing productive forces.
Allowing the TataNano plant in :

Singur, selling of peasant land to the
Indonesian Salim Group to make a
Special Economtc Zoro, the crushing
of Adivasi and Dalit struggle for land
to protect a subsidiary of the Ram
Prasad Goenka Group in Chengara
and the displacing of flshing
community to allow the construction
of Gaut?mAdani's deep-sea port in
Yizhtnjam are all justified acts in the
so-called task of developing
productive forces of India and
furthering caprtalist development.

On Methods of Change

Without referring to any of these
theorists, Patnaik provides the
justification to these anti-people
theories and actions with this analysis
that seems to recogruuze the realities
of Indian society but seems to
backtrack at the last moment. Patnaik
seems to understand the task required
for ushering in actual qualttative
change in Indian society. Comp artng
the top-down method with the
bottom-up method, she also agrees
with Guruprasad Kar's assertion that
surplus is not invested into
productive activities by landlords and
that this is the "fundamental reason
for a slower long-term growth rate qf
production within an unreformed,
agrffian structure, compared to the
alternative path of a socially wide-
based tendency of capitalist
production developing from within a

peasantry after a radrcal larrd
redistribution." In her work, Tlte
Agrarian Question and Development
of Capitalism in India,Patnaik refers
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to this'radical' land distribution
multiple times, which she explains is
the method of "land to the tiller"
enacted in China after it completed its
New Democratic revolution in 1949.
The Chinese democratic leader Dr.
Sun Yat-sen had propounded this
programme initially. Dr. B.R.
Ambedkar, another vigorous
demo crat, had recog nrzed the
problem of small land-holdings and
non-c aprtalist farming in India in his
writing The Small Holdings in India
and Their Remedies. Democratization
of society therefore, in the same vein
as the demo cratization of European
socief, must first occur with the
eradication of feudalism through a

complete re-ordering of land relations
and a complete implementation of the
policy of land distribution to landless
peasants. Patnaik rec ogrlzes this and
heralds the Chinese revolution for
achieving this task but shirks from
propounding this path in India for no
clear reasolts.

Even in Russia, Lenin talked about
how the Stolypin refonns introduced
from 1906 MA achieved no
qualitative change for the lives of the
masses ln Russia. This refofin
measure, similar to the top-down
measure Utsa Patnaik hopes for,
would attempt to transform the feudal
remnants in the agrarian condition by
introducing large-scale individual
farms, co-operative farmiflg, new
tools and methods of farming and
modern lines of credit for the
farmers. Even So, it was found that
six-years after the reforms, most
brutal forms of feudal oppression and
exploitation remained ramp ant. It was

found that under the garb of the new
methods, old forms of feudalism
found a 'new lease of life' thanks to
the reform. Lenin writes, "the
Stolypin refofin cannot do away with
the bondage and labour service of the
mass of the peasants or with famines
among them. Decades upon decades
of similar periodical famines will be
needed before the bulk of the present-
day households dies out painfully and
the Stolypin refofin 'succeeds', i.o.,
before the established bourgeois
system of the general European type
is introduced in our countryside. At
presetrt, however, after a six-yeat trial
of the Stolypin 'reform' and six years
of 'brilliant' progress in the number
of those who have 'acquired'their
land, etc., there cannot be the
slightest doubt that the reform has not
removed the crisis and cannot remove
it. Both at the present time and for the
immediate future , rt is beyond all
question that Russia confronts us
with the old crisis of an economy
which is feudal as regards a number
of survivals, the old crisis of
pauperised small farming held in
bondage by the latifundia of the
Markov or Purishkevich type." It
should then be vigorously clear that
only revolution of the anti-feudal
anti-imperialist type that demolishes
this old system is the way fonvard.
When Utsa Patnaik refers to her
'radical'breaks, it is evident that she

is close to recogrlztfig this issue. It is
also clear that she Utsa Patnaik
understands that the Chinese path is
the most aptway of demolishing
decadent systems that hold Indian
society back.
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In the end, one is led to assume that
Utsa Patnaik's backtracking and
failure to apply her own conclusions
and positions properly to India is due
to political inclinations towards
forces like the CPM, superseding her
own'conclusions as a rigorous
academic. Patnaik as an academic
finds conclusions close to the realities
of Indian society but falls short of
propounding for revolution. fn 2023,
Utsa Patnaik is going to be' 78-years-
old, yet there is no age limit to
working towards revolutio nary
change in society. We end with the
hope that Utsa Patnaik puts science
before personal inclinations and
overcomes her personal barriers to
join the revolutionary movement in
India.
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AS PART OF THIS /SSUE WE ALSO PROPOSE A FEW BOOKS
FOR THE READER,S /NIERESIS LYHICH MAY FURTHER ASS/ST
/N SIRENGTHENING THE NEED FOR BUILDING A DEMOCRATIC

SIRUGGLE IN INDIA.

The i Murders & India's lhdden Apetheid
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He showed thc wa1,f6rr1.:rrd I'or all Inrlian
relolutiol arics thro rrgh his war against
impcrialists in Intlia. Hc correctll'
understood the nexus bctwcen the
Iiritish impcrialisls, the fcud:rl jagirdars
and landlords and the sahukars*'ho
collectively atternptecl to grab Adivasi
land and displace the pcasantr"\'.

Mrrncl:r's war lras fundamentall'l' :r

struggle for the preservation of the lands
of the A<livasis against the tr iniq'rvhich
contimre to oppress Indian socieo in
ner.lirrms. Hc scncs as inspiration fbr
thc presen l- as he shon'ed that cven the
weakenecl forces oftlrc oppressed can

fig'htand dcfcatthc mightiest of
oppressors.

A comrnunist leaderrfio p:uticipated in
the Tebhag"a pematt movenrent before
rriting thc Eight Historic Documents
th:rt chang'ed the historl of cornmrurism
in India, he'w-as a lcading fbrce in thc
militmt strugglc ofNaralbari *'hich
ainrecl to libcrate all thc oppresscd and

exploitctl scctions oflndin. He strupglcd
to ensure the firlfilment of'the slogan of
"[and to the tillers." He firmlll
established the correct path lbr changc
and dared to not j ust dream but fight for
a nen'world where the toiling rnasscs

would be frcc of all exploitation.


