
[Articles from Vanguard, May 1983]
May Day

May Day has come; the day when the workers of all lands celebrate their awakening to a class-conscious life, their solidarity in the struggle against all coercion and oppression of man by man, the struggle to free the toiling millions from hunger, poverty, and humiliation. Two worlds stand facing each other in this great struggle: the world of capital and the world of labor, the world of exploitation and slavery and the world of brotherhood and freedom. “On the one side stand the handful of rich blood-suckers. They have seized the factories and mills, the tools and machinery, have turned millions of acres of land and mountains of money into their private property. They have made the government and the army their servants, faithful watchdogs of the wealth they have amassed.

“On the other side stand the millions of the disinherited. They are forced to beg the moneybags for permission to work for them. By their labor they create all wealth; yet all their lives long they have to struggle for a crust of bread, beg for work as for charity, sap their strength and health by backbreaking toll, an4 starve in hovels and in the villages........
“But now these disinherited toilers have declared war on the moneybags and exploiters” Lenin.

And so it is in India. The government and ruling classes are pushing more and more people into starvation and an inhuman existence thereby adding to the army of the dispossessed that will finally destroy them in a people’s War.
On the one hand the government robs the people of thousands of crores through the budget; opens the country for loot by the imperialists (including social imperialists); allows and facilitates the dumping of foreign goods resulting in the closure of many Indian industries and thousands being thrown into the ranks of the unemployed; pushes the rural poor further into unbearable starvation and does not even provide the minimum necessities of life, like water, medicine and decent living conditions; enhances caste, communal and other forms of social oppression; arrests, tortures and murders people who merely assert their self-respect and rights before the moneybags; and crushes by force the national aspirations of all nationalities within the country.
On the other hand, the people are rising up in revolt against this oppression. The peoples’ of the entire North East, and especially Assam are waging a heroic battle against national oppression; the peasants of Karimnagar, Adilabad, and Dharmapuri are advancing along the path of agrarian revolution; the textile workers of Bombay have waged the longest ever strike in the history of the trade-union movement; the students and youth are smashing the age old barriers of cultural and social oppression; even the police have raised the banner of revolt against their superiors; and the bourgeois and revisionist parties are discredited as never before.; 

Today the “armed might of the ruling - classes and their govern​ment is no longer being viewed though the passive eyes of the parliamentarian but the violent eyes of the revolutionary. The country is slowly awakening to its bondage and the people are rising to smash the chains that bind them. On  this, .the first day of May 1983; the Indian proletariat, as the most advanced section of the Indian people pledges to lead the people of the entire country in this great battle. The ruling classes and their revisionist agents have sought to diffuse the revolutio​nary spirit of May Day by tur​ning it into a holiday. The workers of our country have tore-establish the Bolshevik spirit of May Day which was in Lenin’s days, a day of mass actions and pitched battles bet​ween the proletariat and the Tsarist autocracy. But, above all, May Day, is INTERNATIONAL workingman’s day; the day that symbolizes the unity of the workers of each country, that breaks through all national barriers. “On the First of May this union of the workers of all countries, international Social – Democracy (Communism.... Ed.), reviews its forces and gathers its strength for a further unremi​tting and unswerving struggle for freedom, equality and fraternity”.      (Lenin)
The birth of May Day goes back to a century ago and to the distant shores of the United States of America. The newly grown working-class of Ame​rica, ground down by twelve to sixteen hours of daily drudgery, was fighting for an eight hour working day. In the 1870s the American section of the First International, the Federal Coun​cil of the North American Fede​ration of the International Working Men’s Association, had led many a struggle. On Oct. 7, 1885 the Federation of Organized Trade and Labor Unions of the United States and Canada, at its fourth con​vention, passed a resolution, which called upon all workers
as

day on which they would stop work and force the capitalists to agree to an eight hours, day. Many American Unions, espe​cially the Carpentry Workers’ Union and the Cigar Workers’ Union began to conduct propa​ganda for the May 1st. strike. On May 1, 1886 a great flood of workers flowed out of the factories, stopping work, demonstrating and challenging the oppressive authority of the capitalists. On May 3, 1886 in Chicago, the police attacked a procession taken by the workers of McCormick Reaper Works killing six and injuring many. The next day, hundreds of workers demonstrated at Hay-market Square in Chicago to protest against this murder. At the end of the meeting, police fired on the demonstrators killing four workers and a bomb was thrown killing seven police​men. Many political activists were arrested and four- persons, Spies, Fischer and—were sentenced to death. They were hanged on November 11, 1887.
Soon after, in Europe, the Second International was being formed at a meeting held in Paris on July 14, 1889. At this meeting a decision was taken to organize a strike of workers in all countries on May 1, 1890 for an eight-hour working day and in honor of the Haymarket martyrs. The strike was a re​sounding success all over Europe and America. Since then May 1st has always been remem​bered as a day of protest by the proletariat and, as a symbol of solidarity of the workers of all countries. In India, May Day was first cele​brated in 1923. Singaravelu Chettiar, one of the founders of the trade union movement in South India, held a meeting on that day, of workers and peasants, in Madras. In India, May Day has been converted into a lifeless holiday by the revisionists and govern​ment, at which routine meetings are organized and drab procla​mations issued year after year, drained of all revolutionary con​tent and internationalist spirit. To revive the spirit of May Day amongst the working-class means to once again establish revolutionary politics at the fore within the working-class movement.
To revive the spirit of May Day in India means to draw the working - class into militant battles with the bourgeoisie. To revive the spirit of May Day in India means to defeat economism within the working-class and build up revolutionary organizations of the workers with revolutionary politics in command. To revive the spirit of May Day means to imbue the working-class with Mar​xism - Leninism - Mao Zedong Thought. To revive the spirit of May Day in India means to imbue the advanced workers to go to the countryside, integrate with the peasantry and forge a strong worker/peasant alliance. To revive the spirit of May Day in India means to establish working-class leadership over the peasantry to lead the agra​rian revolution towards victory and fight against the hegemonism of the two war mongering superpowers, especially the soviet social imperialists. And, finally, to revive the spirit of May Day in India means to build a genu​ine internationalist spirit amongst the working people to lead the New Democratic Revo​lution as a part of Socialist revolution 
[image: image1.png]‘Encounters’ in A. P. Expose the Fascist
N. T. R. Government




Two “encounter deaths” are recently reported in A. P., one in Adilabad district on 23rd March and the other in Warangal district on 16th April. As usual both these are cold-bloo​ded murders committed by the reactionary A. P. police. These two instances rip open the pre​tence of <’Progressive stance” of the Sanyasi turned actor-poli​tician-chief minister N. T. RamaRao and clearly prove the fascist nature of his Telugu Desam government.
On 23rd, March one Gond pea​sant youth called Atram Ashok was shot down by the police in Ratnapur village of Adilabad district. On that day, four party activists visited that village and after discussing with the villagers about their problems, were sleeping along with Ashok, in a small pandal (pandiri) out side the village. Police having a tip from the patel of a neigh​bouring village rushed to Ratna​pur and sent some goondas to attack the activists. Following them, the police also reached the spot and instantaneously opened fire without any war​ning. Two activists could escape under the cover of darkness, while Ashok was trying to escape, police fired upon him from about 10 yards distance and he fell to the ground. Latter he was reported to have died in the hospital. The very next day, the district collector and police Superintendent met Ashok’s widow (married only 8 months ago ) paid her one thousand rupees as compensation and promised to build a house for her. They offered to give a gun to villagers to protect them from “Naxalites” but the villagers turned it down saying :- that the party activists are visiting the village only for a second time now and that they are in no way harmful to people. A team of seven civil liberties activists headed by Sri Kannabhiran visited the village on 21st April and clearly brought out that the police firing is utterly unwarranted, that this is a clear case of murder by the police and there was no encounter as announced by the police. They demanded a judicial enquiry into the incident.
On 16th April, in Chandragiri Thanda, a Lambadi hamlet of Nekkonda, village of Warangal district an anti-naxalite squad, of AP police shot dead Com Hari Bhushari, at about 4 P. M in the evening in broad daylight, while he was talking to a Lambada family inside a hut. The police came in mufti disguising themselves as traders suddenly surrounded the hut and shot down the comrade point-blank. At the time of killing Com. Hari Bhushan was unarmed. On an earlier occassion also, in October 1982, the same police squad raided on a railway Quarter in Yelguru village where Hari Bhushan was taking rest and suddenly opened fire to kill him. But he nar​rowly escaped and ran away. Ever since the police is haunting to liquidate him and ultimately killed him on the 16th April.
Com Hari Bhushan comes from a poor Harijan family of Yelguri Nallabili of Warangal di​strict, While doing his B.A he jumped in to revolutionary politics and ever since 1977 he was a very militant activist of the CPI (M L) (PWT). He organized the poor peasants to occupy lands illegally held by landlords. He organised the poor Lambadis to successfully resist the atrocities of Arrack contractors and there goondas. Under his leadership poor peasantry of several villages could get refund of thousands of rupees of bribes earlier squeezed from them by the landlords. By his revolu​tionary activities Com. Hari Bhushan endeared himself to the poor and toiling masses and earned the wrath of the land​lord and arrack contractors, The landlords raided Com. Hari Bhushan’s house in 1977 and tried to murder him in vain. These bad gentry paid heavy bribes to the police to kill this comrade. He was arrested in 1979 and was severely tortured. He spent about ^6ne and a half years in prison and on release he immediately resumed revo​lutionary activities in the same area as continued to work steadfastly braving all difficulties and dangers. In this period the landlord murdered one Lambadi youth who was helping Com. Hari Bhushan in his work. Ultimately the landlord police combine succeeded in liquidating Com. Hari Bhushan now.
We pay our sincere homage to Com. Hari bhushan and Com. Ashok who lost their lives for the cause of agrarian revolution. On hearing the shocking news of Com. Haribhushan’s death on the morning of 17th all the shops in Warangal and Hanma-konda spontaneously downed their shutters and students and youth released poster and pamphlets condemning the police murder. Police immediately swung into action and got the shops opened perforce. But however Kumarpalli area obser​ved total bundh.
Again on 20th April Warangal Hanmakonda towns observed a total bundh to condemn this police killing and to pay homage to Com. Hari Bhushan Police again tried to disrupt the bundh but in vain. Even state transport buses came to a grinding halt and life in twin towns was completely paralyzed. These brutal killings have ex​posed beyond any doubt that the N. T. R. government is not in any way different from the earlier fascist regimes. His is all deceitful talk earlier uttering that he has highest regard for Naxalites since they are real patriots but what he revea​led in the A P Assembly on 24th March saying that he is considering whether to answer the naxals through gun is only his real intention. These murders demonstrate his resolve unambi​guously. But N. T. R, should do well to learn that he has to ultimately meet the same fate of Hitler and his like if he dreams to suppress people’s movements through brute force.
All India League For Revolutionary Culture
The formation of the All-India League for Revolutionary Culture is news in itself, since it heralds a new stage in the consolida​tion of revolutionary cultural activities in different states of the country into a country​wide movement. A ten-year old dream has at lost come true. The Revolutionary Writer’s Association of Andhra Pradesh has deservedly given the lead and supplied the impetus in view of its rich experience in the cultural sphere over the last thirteen years.
As early as 1972 the RWA had striven in this direction by sen​ding a delegation to Delhi in connection with the Afro-Asi​an writers’ conference. Sri. Sri. and Hansraj Rahbor took the lead as conveners of all-India revolutionary cultural body, which, however, could not then be formed, as the time was not yet ripe.
Prospects became brighter only a decade later, when fraternal relations developed with like-minded associations in Kerala and West Bengal. The second conference of JANAKEEYA SAMSKARA VEDI (PCF) of Kerala in 1982 brought together the RWA of Andhra the conveners’ council for the preparatory conference of Revolutionary Writers Artists arid Intellectuals of West Bengalr  NAV JANVADI SAMSRITIK SANGTAN of New Delhi together. Their exchange of views resulted in the germination of the idea of an All-India league. Subsequently a preparatory meeting was held on November 27 and 28, 1982 at Madras, Representatives of RWA, Jana Natya Mandali, both of Andhra
Pradesh, the conveners council of West Bengal AVAHAN NATYA MANCH of Bombay People’s Art and Literary Association (Tamilnadu) People’s Art and Literary Association (Madras) People’s Art Forum (Tamilnadu) Progressive Writers, Artists and Intellectuals Association (Orissa), together with the recently formed co-ordination committee of People’s Cultural forums discussed the Approach paper prepared by RWA. It was adopted with certain amendments and a committee was set up to prepare a draft manifesto for the proposed League, which it was agreed would work as the Vanguard of the cultural movement, guided by Marxism-Leninism-Mao Dze Dong Thought, and owed carry on the struggle for New Democra​tic culture.
The preparatory conference of West Bengal Revolutionary Writers, Artists and Intellectu​al s on the first three days of April 1983 marked the final stage in efforts to form the League. Representatives of RWA, JNM, (Andhra Pradesh) Aavahan (Bombay) co-ordina​tion committee of PCF, PAF, {Tamilnadu) conveners’ council, (‘West Bengal) PALA of Tamil Nadu (PALA of Madras which had in the mean time changed its name into PALA of Tamilnadu) NAVJANVADI SAMSKRITIK MANCH of Delhi and a few individuals deliberated on29 and 30 March, 1953m Calcutta. The draft manifesto was dis​cussed at length and it was adopted again with amend​ments. The League was cons​tituted with RWA, JNM, AAVAHAN, PAF, and the Conveners’ council to begin with. PALA, Tamilnadu, ex​pressed its desire to join the League at its earliest, while the Coordination committee of PCF chose to keep away from the League because of its diffe​rences on one or two proposi​tions in the Draft Manifesto. The formation of the League was announced in a public mee​ting in South Calcutta on the 30th by Com. K. V. Ramana Reddy, who was elected convener of an Organizing Committee for the Inaugural conference of the League, scheduled for the Dussera Vacations in October 1983, at New Delhi. The other members of the committee are Com. Manoharan of Tamil​nadu and a comrade to be chosen from the conveners’ council of West Bengal.
The preparatory meeting took note of the increasingly oppressive nature of the state machi​nery and the semi-feudal and semi-colonial culture that it fosters. It called upon the revolutionary and democratic cultural workers to rally round people’s struggles. It hailed the heroic Textile workers’ struggle in Bombay and called for the scrapping of Bombay Industrial Relations Act. The savage repression of the Assamese by the central government, abetted by revisio​nists of all brands, came in for severe condemnation. Concern was expressed at the increasing violation of Civil and democra​tic rights of the working class, peasantry and other sections of the masses as well as those of intellectuals and civil rights’ activists. It expressed support to the people of West Bengal in fighting against transport charges. Finally it demanded the withdrawal of false cases foisted on political and cultural activists and called for the immediate release of politi​cal prisoners in different parts of the country.
The press Release issued on that occasion says that the League will strive for the advancement of revolutionary culture in order to promote the cause of the New Democratic Revolution, with Marxism-Leni​nism, Mao Dze Dong-Thought as its world out look. It fights against the hybrid culture dominating our social life today, marked as it is by feudal obscurantism and bourgeois decadence both propped up by U. S. Imperialism and Soviet social Imperialism. The League hails the ongoing agrarian revolution with protracted armed struggle as its strategy. The Constituent units of the League will preserve their indivi​dual identities and initiative but at the same time present a common front in the matter of striving! to usher in a revolution in ideas favorable to the emergence of a new democratic society by fostering a rational out look, scientific attitude and dialectical materialist way of thinking. It seeks to maintain close fraternal relations with all those like-minded organizations and individuals who are work​ing in different parts of the country each in its own way to change the cultural life of our people.
The birth of an All-India League for Revolutionary culture is only the beginning of a long and relentless struggle against anti-people elements in the country’s present-day culture. At the same time it opens a new chapter of sustai​ned efforts for the promotion of a genuinely people’s culture, born out of their struggles to overthrow the present order and ring in a really new and fully democratic society.
 ​
SUPER POWER CONTENTION -THE ARMS RACE

Miniaturization of the world’s economies, and particularly those of the two superpowers, has reached frenzied proportions today. The world is edging slowly towards a third world war, contention between the two superpowers sharpe​ning with each passing day. The serious worldwide economic crisis today only heightens these tensions. Depression and war go hand in hand, as a shrin​kage of world markets only makes the imperialist’s scram​ble for markets all the more fierce. Besides, armaments are good business for the imperia​lists, and today, that is one of the few branches of industry that are thriving in both the USA and USSR.
THE GLOBAL ARMS RAGE

Between the end of World War II and 1980, world military expenditure rose four-fold and the trend is continuing— — increasing by an estimated Rs. 5 crores per day. In 1980, the world spent $ 50,000 crores (this year’s Indian budget was roughly $ 3,000 crores) on armaments and military services -a 10% increase over the previous year. This amounted to $ 110 (or roughly Rs. 1,100 a year) for every man, woman and child in the world’s total population. In 1982, world armaments expenditure rose to $ 60,000 crores, and, so far, the world has spent $ 900,000 crores on nuclear weapons.
According to a survey on world Military and Social expendi​tures, the global arms bill equaled the value of gross fixed capital formation in all the underdeveloped countries. The world’s military budget has doubled during the last two decades. At this rate it is expected to reach $ 68,500 crores in 1990 and a staggering $ 94,000 crores by the turn of the century; in effect denying 28% to 45% of the world’s economic output to the civilian sector. While military budgets have been going up, living conditions have declined. Worldwide prices have risen faster, more people are unem​ployed and more are living without adequate food, clean water and the minimum essen​tials of life.
Of the 13p instances of major inter-state and intra - state violence since the Second World War, nearly 120 have taken place in the underdeveloped world. In these, on nearly two-thirds of the occasions there were direct or indirect interventions by the super​powers. According to a study of the Brookings Institution, between 1945 and 1975 there were 215 occasions of demon​stration of the use of force without war by the US and 195 by the Soviet Union.
SUPERPOWER   CONTENTION

Capitalism, in its imperialist stage, is characterized by uneven economic development. In the earlier 20th century it was Britain, and, to a lessen extent, France, that ruled the world. After World War I both were significantly weakened and Germany and America arose as strong contenders. With the defeat of Germany in World War II, Germany lost the race for worldwide supre​macy and America arose as the unchallenged imperialist power in the world. The US continued its domination all over the world for a full two decades; but since 1965 with the restora​tion of capitalism in the USSR, Russia began to grow into a sizable imperialist power. Because of an earlier sound socialist economic base and sl strong centralized power it was able to advance rapidly and make a bid for world supre​macy within just one decade. Also, by the mid - 1970s the Americans were significantly weakened with its defeat in Indo China, and with it there set in its decline. This decline had a two-fold impact in the arena of world politics: - (a) Russia was able to emerge as a superpower and (b) other smaller imperialist powers, like Germany and Japan, were able to forge ahead and become sizable economic powers.
With the result, today, we have, on the one hand, two might/ superpowers domina​ting the entire world and on the other we have a host of smaller imperialist powers and third world countries crushed under the hegemony of these two superpowers. Of these two superpowers, the Soviet Union, being a newly arisen power with smaller markets (due to its earlier socialist economy), is the most aggressive and ruthless imperialist power which seeks to redivide the world by grabbing markets (most of -which are still under western influence).
A 1981 SIPRI (Stockholm International Peace Research Institute) report shows that world military expenditure reached the gigantic figure of $ 45,000 crores (1978 prices); of which the US spent $ 11,124 crores and the USSR $11,955 crores. In the 1970s, the US and the USSR between them accounted for 75% of the total export of arms. By 1980, the USSR became the number one arms, merchant in the world, exporting $ 1,750 crores worth of arms, with the US close behind at $ 1,700 crores.
Between 1977 and 1980 the USSR sent to the Third World 5,750 tanks and self-propelled guns in comparison to America’s 3,030; 11,400 surface-to-air missiles in comparison with 4,960; and 1,780 supersonic combat aircraft in comparison with Americas 310. Also, a survey report released by SIFRI showed that by the end of 1979 military satellites launched by the two superpowers totaled as many as 1,679 accounting for 75% of all the satellites orbited. Another report by the same in​stitute reveals that the two big powers spend every minute $ 25,000 on its space military programme. The Soviet Union is reportedly spending between 2% and 3% of its GNP on its space programmes.
Today the Soviet Union’s economy is the most militarized in the world with over 11% of its Gross Democratic Product (GDP) being spent on defense. In comparison the US spends 6.6% of its GDP on defense, Britain 5.3% and Ger​many 4.3%. But, in recent years US defense spending has been increasing rapidly and the US defense budget for 1984 is $ 23,860 crores or double that spent in 1980. Besides, the US has committed itself to a massive $ 150,000 crores on defense over the next five years.
In order to protect its vast markets US imperialism has for the last three decades main​tained an enormous military apparatus throughout the world. To this day it has military bases in all corners of the globe, 3 lakh troops stationed in Europe, a massive navy prowling all the oceans of the world, spy satellites located in all parts of the hemisphere, a highly modernized air force and the most deadly nuclear powered wea​pons. It has acted and does still act as a world gendarme to suppress any people’s movements in Asia, Africa and Latin America.
But today the US, unlike a decade back, has a rival the Soviet imperialists, with a mili​tary might that can match that of the US and even suppressed it in many spheres. But though the military might and hegemonism of the US is well known, that of the Soviet Union still stands unexposed. Besides, of late, the Soviet Union has acted with equal aggressiveness as that of the IJS A and its ac​tions in Afghanistan’ match those of the US in El Salvador and Nicaragua. Besides, the Soviet Union, though a super​power, lags far behind even the lesser imperialist powers as to the extent of its world markets. So its desperation for markets is most acute and will therefore be the most aggressive imperia​list power that seeks to redi​vide the world and grab a part of the US markets. So, while taking cognizance of the conti​nuing US might, not to consider this new factor of the latest Soviet thrust, is to ignore one of the most significant develop​ments in international power politics of the last decade.
It is estimated that in the Soviet Union about 60% of the indus​trial enterprises are directly or indirectly involved in arms pro​duction employing 35 lakh people. Besides, the strength of the Soviet armed forces had grown from 30 lakh in the 1960s to 42 lakh in 1976-Soviet mili​tary expenditure has to date maintained its annual growth rate of around 5% and expen​diture on the development of sophisticated weapons remains higher than that of the US.
The Soviet Union, besides its invasion and occupation of Afghanistan and Kampuchea (through the Vietnamese), has entrenched itself into three im​portant geo-political centres around the world-Cuba in the West, Vietnam in the East, and Africa and the Mediterranean sea in between.
The Soviet Union is pumping into Cuba $ 30 lakhs per day and there are stationed there one and a half lakh military and technical personal in order to maintain its chief military out​post in the Atlantic. Mr.Lehman, American Navy Secretary said that “The Soviet Union has 60 cruise-type missiles, tor​pedo patrol boats, MIG-23 air-crafts and new frigates in Cuba all sitting at war our princi​pal logistics line—Cuba has also been equipped with a full submarine base”. He further adds that “they (the Soviet Union) don’t care if we end up invading Cuba and finally wiping them out. It will take six months to do that—in the meantime they will have taken over Europe’.
Moscow’s assistance to Vietnam has increased from $ 20 lakh a day to $60 lakh a day now, in order to maintains its chief military outpost in the Pacific. A Soviet task force made up of more than 10 worships, inclu​ding nuclear powered submari​nes, has been assigned to the South China Sea. More Soviet naval, air and missile bases are now under expansion and con​struction in Vietnam, Laos and Kampuchea. At present, Soviet military planes and vessels based in Indo-China are capa​ble of quickly reaching the Malacca straits—a strategic point linking the East with the West.  According to Mr. Lehman, “the Soviet Union had permanently based on 500 ship fleet in the pacific, including more than 100 attack submari​nes—more than double the tonnage than our seventh fleet and the Japanese self-defense force combined”. Also, the Soviet Union has a big military base on the disputed Kuril Islands, a mere 50 Kms. from Japan.
On the African continent the Soviet Union and Cuba have 41,000 troops-(1981) stationed in ten different countries. Of these the maximum are statio​ned in Angola, Ethiopia and Libya. Besides, the Soviet mili​tary build up in the Indian Ocean include the Dahlak islands, off the Eritrea coast in the Red Sea, which is being built into an air, naval and mar​ine base to match Diego Garcia, and also another military base on the Sacrota island. Further, Moscow has made a breach in the South front by occupying Afghanistan. It has eased its position somewhat in relation to Egypt and tries to bring the Saudi package for Middle East peace into line with its own plan for international confe​rence so as to have a finger in the pie of the Middle East peace process. Exploiting the agita​tion of Arab countries against Israel’s annexation of the Golan Heights and the US – Israel “strategic co-operation” agree​ment, it has reinforced its own “strategic alliance” and “mili​tary co-operation” with some-Middle East countries and expanded its military facilities, and stockpile of arms. In the Gulf region, the Soviet Union jumped at the opportunity presented by the Iran-Iraq war to inflate its influence. In south Asia, the Soviet Union has been exerting its influence to obstruct, the conclusion of a non-aggression treaty between India and Pakistan and forestall any im​provement of Indo-Pakistan or Sino-Indian relations. It is fueling tension in the region so as to strengthen its own hand.
Besides, the Soviet Union has 31 divisions stationed in East: Europe, all units being in total combat readiness; and ano​ther 40 divisions stationed on the Chinese border.
The Soviet imperialists are today particularly talking like a world gendarme........ Threate​ning arid bullying all and sundry. Earlier this year, for example, Moscow warned Japan “it would face a retaliatory strike more devastating than the 1945. Atomic bomb blasts, if it agreed to the deployment of more weapons aimed at the Soviet Union”. The Soviet warmonger further threatened that ‘”for such a densely populated in​sular country as Japan, this could spell national disaster more serious than the one that be fell it 37 years ago”. Earlier last year the Soviet army chief of staff, Marshal Ogarkov, spea​king like Hitler in his new book entitled “Always Ready to Defend the Fatherland”, has proposed sweeping mea​sures that would put the Soviet Union on a virtual war footing. Marshal Ogarkov’s call for total military prepared​ness involved not only the armed forces and military indu​stries, but all sectors of the economy, the party, civil defense, and other organizations. He said, “The new war would be a cataclysmic con​frontation between two systems, and that it would quickly engulf all countries”. Further he adds that “in order to increase the military pre​paredness of the country, today as never before, it is necessary to co-ordinate mobilization and deployment of the armed forces and the entire economy and particularly the use of human resources, transport, communi​cations and energy to secure the stability and livability of the country”. And now a KGB chief has become head of state of the country.
Today the chief bone of con​tention between the two superpowers is for Europe—the largest market in the world. The United States has been constantly reminded that it should not violate the Yalta Agreement by poking its nose into the Soviet sphere of influence in Eastern Europe which Moscow warned would be defended with all its might. Last year’s joint military maneuvers, codenamed “friendship – 82”, conducted by the Soviet Union and some of its East European allies were aimed at better co-ordination in defending more effectively the “sacred frontiers” of the community’s member countries as Tass put it. Europe will be again be the cheif theatre of war in the wake of a direct armed conflict between the two superpowers.
SCRAMBLE FOR EUROPE:
The extent to which contention has reached between the two superpowers in Europe was clearly evident from their open interference in ‘the recent W.German elections. In this election the Americans openly backed the Christian Democra​tic candidate, Kohl, (who was in favor of situating the latest US missiles in Europe) and the Russians backed the Social Democratic leader, Vogel, who was opposed to the U. S. missiles. With the victory of Kohl at the polls, Russian designs in Europe have tempo​rarily suffered a set back.
Today the bulk of the armed might of the two superpowers is focused in Europe through their respective military alli​ances. NATO (North Atlantic Treaty Organization), a military alliance of the major west European countries and Ame​rica is led by three and a half lakh, US troops stationed in Europe. The Warsaw Pact, an alliance of the east Euro​pean countries and Russia, has an even greater concentration of forces with which to attack the west. The following are the ratios of NATO to Warsaw Pact forces stationed in Europe: -

Total soldiers


1 : 1.3

Combat Sobers


1 : 1.4

Main Battle Tanks

1 : 2.7

Field guns 



1 : 2.5

Tactical Aircraft


1 : 2.3

Combat Aircraft


1: 1.5

Surface ships 


1 : 2.0

Submarines



1 : 1.7

This indicates that the Warsaw pact forces today outnumber NATO forces. The following table gives a detailed picture of the two forces which again indicates a slight Russian superiority:

                                                                    Warsaw pact total            NATO total 

Aircraft carriers




-----


16                      

Cruisers





35


82

Destroyers





113


183

Corvettes





112


35

Attack submarines (diesel)


162


139

    ..,,..     ..,,..          (nuclear)


80


74







Amphibious warfare vessels 

Coastal and Ocean going mine warfare vessels.    375


273

Here one noticeable character is that the Russian have not gone in for the bulky aircraft carriers, which in this age of missiles are easy targets of attack. In fact, the Russian naval forces are far more effec​tive, mobile and efficient than the old-fashioned bulky Ameri​can war-ships.
Finally, there is the massive nuclear missile deployment in Europe which has become the cornerstone to one of the most heated debates between the two superpowers and also the cause for one of the largest mass movements the West has ever seen - the anti - nuclear movement. It was also the central theme around which the W. German elections were fought. By the end of the last decade the total tally of missiles of the two superpowers were, America 1,710 and Russia 2,275 with a mega tonnage of 1,294 megatons and 10,023 megatons respecti​vely. These do not include the latest missiles introduced by Russia into Europe nor those to be introduced in counter to these, by the USA. It is these latest missiles around which a heated debate is raging.
The Russians have, for some years, deployed 340 of their latest and most deadly SS-20 missiles targeted against Europe. There has, till yet, been no equivalent NATO missiles. But now in order to counter the SS-20, NATO has decided to deploy in Europe 572 of the latest US missiles-the Myisers and Pershing-2. As the Pershing-2 is reputed to be even more effective and accurate than the SS-20, Russia has now come in with an offer that it will reduce its SS-20 missiles to 140 on condition that not one of these Cruise and Pershing-2 missiles are deployed in Europe. In Nov., 1981 the US came out with a counter offer known as the “Zero option” whereby the US would cancel deployment of all the 572 of the new medium range missiles if the Soviet Union dismantled all its com​parable missiles. The Soviet, Union has so far rejected this offer and is sticking to its ear​lier proposal, which allows it to maintain its missile superiority in Europe.
It is this open threat of nuclear war between the two superpowers that have given rise to one of the largest mass movements ever seen in the history of the Western countries - the anti-nuclear/ anti-war movement. This is particularly strong in West Germany, where lakhs of people have taken to the streets and where, even the missile bases have been attacked. Britain too has witnessed anti​war processions in which 10 lakh people participated and in America similar processions had over 12 lakh people parti​cipating.
POLITICS OF WAR: -

What a large section of the peace movement do not realize is that, “war” as the famous military strategist Clausewitz, put it, “is the conti​nuation of politics by other (i.e., violent) means” Also, as Lenin has said, “under capitalism, particularly in its imperialist stage, wars are inevitable”. In the imperialist stage of capitalism the entire world is already divided amon​gst the big powers. Now, no longer is it possible, for the big powers to expand markets by the capture of new territories. Any expansion of a particular power’s territory (market) cart only takes place through a redivision, by seizing markets from another imperialist power. This means war, and due to-uneven economic development under imperialism a continuous redivision of world mar​kets takes place. This necessa​rily entails continuous wars. So today, when the Soviet Union seeks a redivision of world markets from the western powers it must necessarily lead to conflicts amongst them. According to the centre for Defense Information, 45 nations (more than a quarter of those in the world) are engaged in war today. Though more than 40 lakh soldiers are directly involved in these warsy these are but minor skirmishes that will finally end in a third world war. In these wars the US is a major supplier of wea​pons to twenty of the warring nations while the Soviet Union is a major supplier to thirteen-In most of these wars the US arms one side and USSR the other. In other words, these are mostly wars by proxy between the superpowers with the Soviet Union attempting to grab new territories and the US defen​ding existing markets. The report said that there is foreign involvement in nearly every war, with more than 500,000 foreign combat troops active in eight of the conflicts. It said that from 1975 to 1979 NATO nations delivered $ 2,600 crores weapons to the warring nations compared to $ 2,700 crores by the War​saw Pact countries. Besides war is good business for the arms merchants. So, the roots of war lie within the capitalist/imperialist system. So any anti-war movement must specifically be anti-imperia​list; only then will it be able to attack the root source of war. Today it is only the revolutionary action of the people of the world against the two superpowers and in particular the Soviet Union that alone can prevent the outbreak of world war.
With the present world wide economic crisis the contention between the two superpowers is growing every day. The SALT talks (Strategic Arms Limita​tion Talks) are only used as a screen by the Soviet Union and US as a cover for their aggre​ssive designs. SALT I did not lead to any reduction in the overall production of nuclear weapons; nor has there been any let up in the growth of conventional armaments. Dete​nte has also not affected the superpower’s readiness to inter​fere, even militarily, in the affairs of other countries. In the period since the 1972 SALT agreement, the Soviet Union has involved itself in Africa and Asia, and the US has not been far behind; and the SALT II agreement in June 1979 was soon followed by Soviet military incursions into Afghanistan. In other words, detente has not meant end to intervention by the superpowers; it has merely meant redefinition and redraw​ing of earlier demarcations of spheres of influence. Summits may take place, but what the two superpowers will scrupu​lously avoid—and this is what concerns the world at large​ss committing themselves to dismantling their bases, total destruction of their nu​clear arsenal, cutting defense budgets and stopping inter​ference and intervention in the internal affairs of other states.
But, imperialism will not be imperialism if it does take these measures. With a deepe​ning of the economic crisis the world over and the outbreak of wars in many parts of the globe the conditions are ripening for yet another world - wide conflagration. The two super​powers have armed themselves to the teeth in full preparedness for a direct confrontation. The Soviet Union in particular, though temporarily bogged down in Afghanistan, Kampu​chea and Poland, is assuming a more and more aggressive posture and the entire world is being drawn into a maddening arms race. The massive anti​war movements are a step ahead, but to be effective they must turn anti-Imperia​list (including social-imperia​list).
As Lenin pointed out “The propaganda of peace unaccom​panied by a call for revolutio​nary mass action can only sow illusions and demoralize the proletariat, for it makes the proletariat believe that the bour​geoisie is humane, and turns it into a plaything in the hands of the secret diplomacy of the, belligerent powers”.
Today, the proletariat of the world must clearly pin-point the chief source of war, must prepare itself to face the fascist onslaught of the local rulers and must forge ahead utilizing to the maximum the existing weaknesses and contradictions in the imperialist camp.

Memorial Monument For Indravalli Martyrs 
Jndravalli resounded with revo​lutionary slogans and songs on the 20th of April 83. A fifteen hundred strong rally including about one thousand Gondu peasants, well determined to carry on their struggle for land and liberation, again stirred Indravalli with excitement and enthusiasm. The ocassion was the 2nd, anniversary of the martyrdom of Girijan peasant Heros, who laid their lives here two years ago on the 20th of April ‘81 when the A.P. Police perpetrated the infamous mas​sacre to disrupt the first confe​rence of the Girijan Peasant Association.
An impressive monument-a six​ty feet high column on a 18 feet square base with a seven feet high hammer and sickle ador​ning it atop-was built in a spacious one acre plot to honor the glorious memory of the Girijan Peasant Heroes. Com. Ganji Rama Rao, president A.P. Rytu Cooji Sangham, personally supervised the work of acquiring land and constructing the monument. Com. Gaddar of Jana-Natya Mandali, who hoisted the Red Flag, declared the me​morial column open.
A colorful rally displaying red flags, banners and placards, with Gondu peasants, students, youth and intellectuals marched through the streets of Indra​valli shouting full - throated slogans paying red homage to the martyrs and declaring their determination to wage a relent​less struggle to realize the aims of martyrs. The air is rent with revolutionary slogans such as New Democratic revolution Zindabad; People’s war Zindabad etc. Exactly a year ago, during the 1st anniversary cele​bration, the reactionary A. P. police obstructed the Gonds from coming to the Rally. Then, only the Radical students, youth and intellectuals held the rally and formally punched the construction of the memorial monument braving all indecent and fascist threats of the police.
This time also, the police went to the forest villages and threatened the Gonds asking them not to attend the rally. On 20th they blocked all the routes leading into Indravalli. They stopped buses at Udumpur and sent back some Students and peasants. The district collector and police officers camped at Indravalli with a big armed contingent making* the whole atmosphere very tense.
Despite all this harassment and mounting tension, one thousand Gond peasants attended the rally. Widows and bereaved family members of some of the Martyrs turned up at the me​morial column and offered floral homage to their departed dear heroes according to tribal tradition and custom.
The public meeting was presi​ded over by Com. Hanumantha Rao of the Girijan Peasant Association. More than two thousand people attended. Besides Hanumantha Rao, Kati and Jangu, three Girijan peasant leaders the meeting was addressed by Corns. Ganji Ranm Rao, president A. P. Rytu Cooli Sangham, Kannabhiran, Balagopal and Pradeep, Civil liberties leaders and Com. Vara vara Rao, revolutionary poet The speakers paid homage to the Martyrs, Condemned fascist police repression and declared solidarity with the Girijan pea​sant movement. The (Sirijan peasant leaders declared their unswerving resolve to continue the struggle for land and liberation through to the end. J. N. M. team led by Com. Gaddar performed a ballay and sang revolutionary songs. Com. Balagopal released a. Telugu Novel authored by Sahu & Allam Rajaiah about Komurum Bheem who led an. armed revolt against Nizam with 500 followers

Indian Agriculture - Capitalist or Pre-Capitalist ?

5.
CREDIT
The major form of credit in Indian agriculture is usurer’s capital. What exactly is meant by usury and what mode of production is normally associ​ated with it? To explain this in the shortest possible manner it would be necessary to quote Marx at length, who brings out, in a most brilliant form, the exact nature and content of usury.
He says,      “interest     bearing capital, or, as we may call it in its antiquated   form, usurer’s capital, belongs together with its   twin   brother, merchant’s capital, to   the    antediluvian forms   of capital, which long precede the capitalist mode of production and are to be found in the   most diverse economic formations of society................
Usurer’s capital   in   the   form whereby it indeed appropriates all   the   surplus-labor  of the direct producers, without alte​ring the mode of production : whereby    the    ownership    or possession    by     producers   of the conditions of   labor   and small-scale production   corres​ponding to this - is its essential prerequisite;  whereby  in other words, capital does not, directly subordinate    labor   to   itself, and      does      not     therefore, confront it as industrial capital—this usurer’s capital impoveri​shes the    mode of production, paralyses the productive forces instead of developing them, and at the   same time   perpetuates the    miserable    conditions   in which the social productivity of labor is not developed at the expense of labor itself, as in the capitalist mode of pro​duction”.32

                                                    TABLE VII33

Source of Credit                                                                      Percentage

                                                                            1950-51      1960-61         1970-71

 Moneylenders





70

61
    
36.89

Trade &_ Commission agents



6

7.2
    
17.3

Landlords






2

0.9

Government & Co-operatives



6

15.4
    
26.74

Relatives






14

6.4
   
 13.83

Commercial banks etc 



lessthan 1   
less than 1    
2.19

Others






—

—
   
3.04

self-employed peasant exists, the peasant has to depend on one source of money or another for his expenses. Now, let us take a look at the sources of credit in Indian farming.

(See table VII below) The figures from the table can only be a rough estimate as the moneylender will never disclose the actual money lent because of tax and feudal inhibitions while the debtor never reveals, the full debt as a matter of prestige. According to Reserve Bank of India survey, total rural indebtedness which stood at Rs. 900 crores in 1956 had gone upto over Rs. 3000 crores by 1964, & 3752 crores by 1970/77.

But even according to the above figures 67.75% of the credit comes from the money-lenders,, traders and relatives while roughly 28.93% comes from the commercial banks and government co-operatives. This clearly indicates the massive burden of usury on the backs of the peasantry. Also, the fact that only 28.95% of the credit is from banks indicates a totally undeveloped and inefficient

1970-71

Also, usury centralizes money wealth where the means of pro​duction are dispersed. It does not alter the mode of produc​tion, but attaches itself firmly to it like a parasite and makes it wretched. It sucks out its blood, enervates it and compels reproduction to proceed under ever more pitiable conditions.
“Furthermore, while the usurer, not content with squeezing the surplus labor out of  his vic​tim, gradually acquires   posses​sion even of his very conditions of labor, land,   house etc. and is continuously engaged in thus expropriating him, on the other hand, this complete  expropria​tion of  the labourer  from his conditions of   labor   is   not a result which the capitalist mode of production seeks to achieve, but rather established condition for its point of departure”.33 

Wherever commodity produc​tion is limited and predominant small-scale   production of the self-employed peasant exists, the peasant has to depend on one source of money or another for his expenses. Now, let us take a look at the sources of credit in Indian farming.
(See table VII below) 

The figures from the table can only be a rough estimate as the moneylender will never disclose the actual money lent because of tax and feudal inhibitions while the debtor never reveals, the full debt as a matter of prestige. According to Reserve Bank of India survey, total rural indebtedness, which stood at Rs. 900 crores in 1956, had gone up to over Rs. 3000 crores by 1964, & 3752 crores by 1970/77.
But even according to the” above figures 67.75% of the credit comes from the money-lenders,, traders and relatives while roughly 28.93% comes from the commercial banks and govern​ment co-operatives. This clearly indicates the massive burden of usury on the backs of the peasantry. Also, the fact that only 28.95% of the credit is from banks indicates a totally undeveloped and inefficient banking system. In Fact, Marx pointed out that the “social character of capital is first promoted and wholly realized through the full development of the banking system”.
As a matter of fact, Marx   says that “Usurer’s capital employs the     method   of exploitation characteristic   of   capital     yet without   the   latter’s   mode of production”............and................”under Asian forms, usury can continue a long time, without producing anything more than economic decay and political corruption”.34
6.
DISINTEGRATION OF THE PEASANTRY
In a developing commodity economy and of capitalism the agricultural population is transformed chiefly into two classes: the rural bourgeoisie and rural proletariat. What are the basic characteristic features of the mode of production in which these two classes are engaged? Marx says that there are two :-
“First :    it produces its    pro​ducts    as     commodities.    The fact that it produces commodi​ties   does   not   differentiate   it from other modes   of produc​tion;    but rather the  fact   that being a commodity is the domi​nant and determining characteri​stic     of    its    products,    This implies first and foremost,  that the     laborer   himself   comes forward  merely   as a    seller of commodities,  and   thus as a free wage-laborer,    so     that labor   appears in   general   as wage-labor............ The   second distinctive feature of the capita​list mode of production is the production of surplus value as the direct aim and a determi​ning motive of production. Capital produces essentially capital........”36
In the process of development of capitalism from the old feu​dal base, the producer who indulges in the capitalist mode of exploitation and production continually reduces the cost of production, augments, his capi​tal, re-invests the surplus to reproduce capital and ousts the uneconomical small holder. The means of production that the peasant loses is now transferred into a commodity in the hands of the capitalist, who again produces the commodities that were once consumed by the direct producer himself.
In doing so, the new owner, the capitalist, creates a demand for the home market through the purchase of farm inputs and consumer goods to feed his farm and family. This process takes place primarily due to economic reasons i. e. due to an increase in his income under the capitalist mode of produc​tion; and also because of certain cultural and environ​mental factors by which the old feudal landlord, who normally does not cross his village boun​dary, now comes into contact with urban life and culture and invariably adopts them,
On the other hand the ruined peasant, who used to fiddle on his patch of land like a maggot, now steps into the dynamic path of social life and conscious​ness like the busy bee, and is compelled to resort “o sell more and more of of his labor-power now a commodity, and to resort to the purchase of commodities in the market.
Thus the process of differentia​tion of the peasantry into the proletariat and the rural bour​geoisie in a developing commo​dity economy, creates a home market which acts as a fertile field for the canal of capitalist production.
Can any of the CPI, CPM and Trotskyites who so eagerly pro​claim agriculture capitalism in India show such a ‘polarization’ (or differentiation) of the pea​santry into the rural proletariat i and bourgeoisie, necessarily resulting in an increase in the home market 1 As we have seen earlier the historical develop​ment of relations in Indian agri​culture involves a process com​pletely different from that of any capitalist country. 35 What has taken place in India is not the revolutionary process of differentiation of the peasantry into the rural proletariat and bourgeoisie, but a mere transfer of ownership of land from the poor sections of the peasantry into that of the zamindars, jagirdars, money lenders and merchants (not capitalists).
Further, Marx has said that there is no difference between a capitalist in general and a capitalist farmer in particular.
A capitalist   farmer   is     one who makes   his    own capital breed   by   employing     wage-laborers     as      ‘a   particular sphere   of    production,       37 Also, the mere fact that   labor power is purchased does not of itself imply   a   capitalist mode of production.   For example, it is not capitalist wage labor if labor   power   is purchased merely with a view to satisfying by its service or by its product, the personal needs of the buyer of the labour-power. The fun​damental aim of the   buyer   of labor power in   the capitalist mode of production is accumu​lation of his capital   i. e.   “The transformation of a part of the surplus value into capital, and its use ........ for new production, ........ And it is only this kind of
seller of labor power who is a capitalist wage labor. As Marx said capitalist wage-labor im​plies free wage labor not ‘ veiled slavery’ and ‘formal freedom’ of the wage laborer. 38
In India the process is different: the majority of landholders till the soil chiefly with family or hired labor and spend most of the produce for their house and farm requirements, while only the balance takes the form of a commodity. Such a mode of pro​duction can be classed as subsistence farming rather than capitalist farming. In fact to even consider, there must first and foremost, be a capitalist. Expec​ting capitalism without a capita​list is as ridiculous as expecting rain without clouds. Of course the big landlords lease out most of their land or, because of land reform acts are forced to take to cultivation through co-operative, mechanized farms, devasthans etc. with a view merely to keep the land in their hand rather than to extract increased surplus value from it. Also, the new landholder did not re​invest his additional income to improve agricultural production and productivity, because of the flourishing nature of trading and money-lending capital. The added income was chiefly used as mercantile and usurer’s capital. So this new landholder was not able to create much new demands to the market either through farm or personal consumption.
The displaced peasant, on the other hand, either became tenants (paying exorbitant rents), or were thrown into that hell of unemployment or underem​ployment; there being no indu​stry to absorb them as would have been the case in a developing capitalist economy. This has led to an increase in com​petition for wages, leading to a rate of payment below that of the means of subsistence. This constitutes an important factor for the transformation of the peasant into a semi-free wage laborer dependent on the landlord. The semi-free wage laborer, as a result of his poverty and personal depen​dence on the landlord is not able to present any additional demand for the market. Most “Marxists” 39 blankly portray this section as wage laborers without specifying its essence. Marx has said that one of the fundamental prerequisites for capital is “the existence of a worker who is ‘free’ in a double sense: free of all constraint or restriction on the sale of his labor power, and free from the land and all means of production in general, a free and unattached laborer, a” Proletarian”, who cannot subsist except by selling his labor power”. 40 Let us now see exactly how free is our Indian agricultural laborer.
The following facts are well known to anyone from rural India: -
i)
The overwhelming majo​rity of the wage laborers in rural India have neither fixed hours of work nor fixed rates of payment.
ii)
A significant amount of rural workers are ‘perma​nent mazdoors’ who are semi-slaves. They go to work before sunrise and come home late at night. At times they have to return immediately after dinner to the landlord’s house, farm, or cattle-shed, as a watch​man or for menial tasks. They have to pay compen​sation for the implements or livestock lost or dama​ged at the farm. During festivals their family mem​bers are forced to do the housework of the landlord without any fixed payment (they usually receive food). Also the ‘Mazdoor’ is dependent on the landlord for loans on easy terms apart from his housing materials and firewood and at times, employment for his family members.
iii)
Indebtedness of the laborer to the landlord. The-indebted laborer must work for a part of the wor​king days free of wages, which goes towards interest. Apart from this he has to present items like, fish, forest, produce eggs, chicken etc. free of cost as a token of gratitude to ‘the landlord for granting the loan.
Iv) Payments in kind.
v)
Employment on a caste and family basis rather than on an efficiency basis-It is well known that the high caste landlords prefer non-sche​dule castes workers at relatively high rates, even though the schedule castes perform the same work with the same or even greater efficiency. Also, very often a particular laboring family is attached to a particular landlord for many generations.
Such then, is the nature of the wage-laborer and his emplo​yer, the landlord, in rural India. Can we call such a system capitalistic? And such a landlord as a rural bourgeois, a Kulak? And such a semi-free wage labourer a proletariat?
7.
market

Marx observed that “the expro​priation and eviction of part of the agricultural production, not only set free for industrial capital, the laborers, their means of subsistence, and mate​rial for labor: it also created the home market”. 41
But in India, as we have already seen (see disintegration of peasantry) that a part of the agricultural population is evicted from their soil but not absorbed into industry. The commodity which they possess, their labor power, has not been transformed into the elements of variable capital; in fact, they are unable to sell this   commo​dity, labor power, and are so ‘unable to purchase other   commodities from the market. This is the key factor for the misera​ble conditions of the Indian market.

TABLE VIII - (1977)45

Country        %  share of Agriculture in the gross domestic Product .     % of working population in   Agriculture

India




37



73

U.S.A



.
3



3

Britian



3



2

Australia



5



6

Also "the degree of the development of the home market is the degree of development of capitalism in the country".45 The size of the home market of a few countries is apparent from the following table.

                                          TABLE IX-(1977)46

Country           GNP Per Capita in US Dollars

INDIA


150

USA



8520

UK



4420

FRANCE


7290

JAPAN


5670

CEYLON


200

Another important factor as pointed out by Lenin is that the basic process of the develop​ment of commodity production and of capitalism is the social division of labor by which agriculture becomes a branch of industry. Specialization (the production of separate or even separate parts of a product) in both industry and agriculture takes place. 42
What is the extent of this specialization in Indian Agri​culture? The overwhelming majority of the peasantry produces different products of con​sumption within the farm itself without major involvement in the market mechanism. A glance at the village farmer shows that the same farmer produces seeds, nursery (seedlings), fodder, food grains, dairy and meat requirements, vegeta​bles, fruits, flowers, etc. The major part of the above produce is utilized for home consum​ption rather than for the mar​ket, by which circulation of commodities and the size of the market is limited. As Lenin further pointed out that/’one cannot conceive of capitalism without an increase in the commercial and indu​strial population at the expense of the agricultural population and everybody knows that this phenomenon is revealed in the most clear-cut fashion in all capitalist countries.” 43 The extent of this process in a few countries is indicated by the following table.
This shows how miserable is the extent of the Indian market. Also, there are many indica​tions within the Indian market mechanism, which reveal the size of the market and the extent of commodity production. The existence of many intermedia​ries, a poor communication system, sales at the village mar​ket itself and the fact that prices are at their highest just before the harvest and are lowest immediately after the harvest, are all indications of a primitive market mechanism.
8.
UTILISATION OF SURPLUS
Further proof that the cause for the existence of the big landed and landless laborers is not due to a differentiation into the rural bourgeoisie and pro​letariat can be seen from the distribution of the tangible wealth, and the nature and mode of utilization of the surplus.
A capitalist farmer would in​vest a large portion of capital in productive spheres, and reinvest the surplus so as to reduce the variable part of the capital (labor power) and increase the constant capital (machinery etc.). What then is the nature of distribution of wealth in rural India 

TABLE   X - (1971-72)

Tangible wealth of Rural    Households  (excluding   land owned and held under Special rights)

PARTICULARS





% of the total

Residential Buildings




52.1

Other structures and Building sites


1.8

Livestock






18.6

Implements and Machinery



8.3

Jurable household assets.


 

13.7

Dues receivable





1.8

Financial assets.





3.3

Now let us observe the cash

TABLE XI

Particulars  



A 
B
C
D

Purchase of land


0.99
215.9
17.84
27.99

Purchase of land rights

0.29
6.6
0.54
0.86

Reclamation of land


1.36
27.1
2.25
3.52

Building and other





land improvement


12.08
139.7
11.54
18.11

Orchards & plantation

2.49
56.1
4.65
7.27

Wells




2.17
111.8
9.24
14.50

Other irrigation





Sources



.
1.77
35.5
2.93
4.61

Agricultural implement





Machinery and transport




equipment.



24.08
232.3
19.2
30.12

Farm houses sheds, etc.

4.94
(50.8
5.02
7.88

Purchase of livestock

9.43
315.3
26.06
40.57

Others



-
0.77
8.6
0.71
1.12

Total 




27.93
1,209.8  ---    156.86

A — Proportion of households reporting, (percentage,)

B --= The aggregate expenditure (in Rs. Crores)

C = Share in expenditure (%)

D = Average amount for households (in Rs.)

The table ‘shows that more than 67% of this tangible wealth is locked up in unprodu​ctive spheres (items 1, 2, & 5) while over 18% is locked up in livestock, and only 8.3% used for improved implements”.
Here too we see that 17.84% of all expenditure goes towards purchase of land” “which has nothing to do with capital in​vested in agriculture itself”49 while 26.06% goes towards purchase of livestock as against only 19.2% on implements, machinery, transport equipment etc. of which the percentage spent on improved machinery will be much smaller.
In rural India, in fact, huge amounts of the surplus are utilized in such non - productive spheres as: precious metals, con​struction of huge buildings and sites, conducting of massive marriage and ceremonies and in lavish living. Even the invested part of the surplus goes towards such profitable fields as merchant trading, usury and entertain​ment (eg. cinema production.)
‘To conclude, we find that the existence of commodity pro​duction in agriculture has often been portrayed as proof of a capitalist India. But commo​dity production, itself, has existed right from medieval times; Lund has existed as a commodity since the 1790s. And capitalism began to emerge in the Indian economy in the 1890s when British industrial capitalism was transformed in​to finance capitalism. And, also, as much as a third of the population had been divorced from their means of production ever since the latter half of the 19th century. Yes commodity production has definitely in​creased. Of course, since the 18th century. But, why after nine decades since the entrance of capitalism into India is 70% of the population still dependent on agriculture? Why is 72% of our working population is still employed in agriculture? Why is industry not able to supply the materials (fertilizers, machinery etc) required by agriculture Why is agriculture unable to supply the raw mate​rials (cotton, wool, ground-nut etc) required by industry ? And why is our half-starved massive agricultural labor-force not able to supply sufficient food for the remaining 28%?
As a Marxist, a dialectical and historical materialist, to be able to understand the exact state of the present it is necessary to trace the exact process of the past that has led to the present. Then, by co-coordinating the past with the present we can find out the path of the future.
India was a colony of the British, exploited first by mer​cantile capital (1702-1813), then by industrial capital (1813 to the late 19th century) and, finally, by finance capital (late 19th century onwards). During .the mercantile and industrial eras only exchange of commodi​ties took place between Britain and India. During the era of industrial capital one of the chief requirements of the development of capitalism in India took place-i.e. Expropria​tion of the producer (handi​craftsmen and peasants) from their means of production. But the other chief aspect was not fufilled-i.e. The Indian capita​list (owners of money, means of production, means of subsistence who are eager to increase the sum of values they possess by buying other people’s labor power) did not exist.
This peculiar phenomenon was due to the specific features of colonialism by which the sur​plus product extracted in India was repatriated to Britain to further develop capitalism there. It is for this reason that capitalism could not even be set on its wheels in India. It was only after the transition of industrial capitalism into finan​ce capitalism (imperialism) that capitalism began to develop in India in an extremely limited way. But, while doing so they did not provide the basic requisite for the growth of capitalism-i. e. the destruction of feudalism. On the contrary, they aligned with feudalism, propped it up, and used it as their main social base from which to suppress and loot the people. But why did the imperi​alists not break the feudal base in India? There are two major reasons: Firstly, the breakdown of feudalism leads to the emergence of true natio​nal capitalist elements and a national consciousness which would be mobilized against colonialists themselves; and, secondly, the breakdown of feudalism increases the living standards and so the price of labor thus decreasing the sur​plus value that could be extra​cted by finance capital. Thus, it became imperative for the foreign imperialist monster to enter into an illegitimate mar​riage with the domestic feudal monster...-.... Alas; soon they had a baby monster-bastard, the Indian comprador, which to this day, is faithful to the parents.
After World War II when the colonial state machinery found it impossible to suppress the mounting anger of the Indian masses they transferred political power to the compradors while entering into an economic alli​ance with them. Thus, even after the transfer of power, the rule of imperialism feudalism and bureaucrat capitalism continued, but in a new form.
Today, it is this family of mon​sters that is fettering the pro​ductive forces of this country, causing the social degradation of the masses and maintaining the political and cultural back​wardness of the system. It is imperialism that is preventing capital formation in Indian industry by looting hundreds of crores each year, thus preven​ting industrialization and kee​ping India as a source of raw materials and cheap labor; it is bureaucrat capital that is serving as a vehicle to transmit our national wealth and resour​ces to their masters abroad while maintaining military, political and cultural control over the Indian masses; and it is the feudal relations that are hampering productivity and production in agriculture and so the development of the consciousness of the people, and it is this very feudalism that is serving as the social base for foreign finance and bureaucrat capital oppression and exploita​tion. So the breakdown of feudalism becomes the pre-requisite for the development of the productive forces and the democratization of the econo​mic, political and cultural life of our society. Since feudalism is inseparably linked with imperialism and compradorial capitalism; the struggle against feudalism is inseparably linked with the struggle against impe​rialism and bureaucrat capita​lism.
But then, what is the solution for the elimination of this family of monsters? Who will destroy them and release our people from this tyranny, oppression and inhuman exploitation? It is those ‘left and democratic forces including those within the Congress’ as preached by the CPI leaders? Or is it those ‘non— Congress United Front ministries at the state level’, as preached by the CPM leaders? No All these only help perpe​tuate the system by leading the people astray. It is the class struggle, and the uncompressing and ruthless class struggle within this country alone that will eradicate these monsters from the surface of our motherland and will pave the way for the establishment of the people’s democratic dictatorship, which is the only guarantee to prevent these monsters from raising their heads again.
This struggle is going on.........It
has to continue.........it will con​tinue until final victory is achie​ved.
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RWA - A Cultural Army

Naxalbari marked the most decisive break in modern Indian politics of the Left for the simple reason that it put Revolution on the agenda of history. It was really the ‘Spring Thunder’ which has been rever​berating in different parts of the country ever since.
The impact of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution in the People’s Republic of China served as backdrop for this historic event. It closed the shameful chapter of Revisionism which ate into the vitals of the Indian Communist Move​ment and subordinated it to bourgeois parliamentarism and class collaborationist^ faith​fully following the Krushchevite thesis of Peaceful Transition to Socialism. The Revolutionary Writers’ Association (RWA) came into being only in this highly charged [atmosphere of peasant struggles for land, bread and liberation-the beginnings of the Agrarian Revolution that has to usher in the New Demo​cratic Revolution here in our land.
To be more precise, it was the armed struggle of the tribal peasants of Srikakulam nearer home that supplied the imme​diate impetus to the birth of RWA on 4tb July, 1970. The uninspiring and anemic cul​tural scene prevailing then was characterized by a profusion of poisonous weeds such as nihi​lism, mysticism and a general apathy to any ‘ism’. The Pro​gressive Writers’ Association (PWA) had virtually disinte​grated as the organization of a cultural movement right in tune with the degeneration of the Communist Movement. Its dismal failure to rally writers and artists round the Red Flag of People’s Struggles had ren​dered it impotent. The woeful attempts to enliven it again so as to make it the mouthpiece of Revisionism made it a laughing-stock when it wanted to organize at Hyderabad a symposium on Progressive Literature with the backing of a Cine-fans’ association enjo​ying official patronage. Its real aim was to divert the new and growing revolutionary enthu​siasm of the rising generation of writers who were being drawn towards the cause of the fighting masses in Srikakulam.
Already a polarization had certainly set in among writers on the occasion of the cele​bration of Shasti Purti for Sri, Sri, the harbinger of revolu​tionary literature in Telugu, at Vishakhapatnam in the begin​ning of the year 1970. A group of students issued a leaflet demanding the assembled wri​ters to clearly declare whether they supported the Srikakulam struggle or not. It caused enough consternation and set in motion a train of events that culminated in the inception of RWA a few months afterwards. A group of poets in Hyderabad who had already become quite noted on account of their sen​sationalism called Digambara (Naked) poetry but already showing concern for the plight of the people, issued a call for the boycott of the symposium. A second group of poets cen​tered in Warangal who brought out a collection of poems named Thirugabadu (Rebell) followed suit. Ultimately Sri Sri, Kutumba Rao and two other writers of the old generation boycotted the symposium and joined hands with the above in bringing into existence a literary and cultural organization, which deliberately chose to support the cause of Revolution un​equivocally. The RWA can therefore, be described as a ‘Stormy Petrel’ in the cultural sphere, to borrow Gorky’s words. It was the first of its kind in the country as a whole.
The uniqueness of RWA lay in the fact that it openly stated its ideological commitment in so many words, without any hesitation as to whether it might not scare off writers with no commitment at all. The PWA had never until then stated what exactly it stood for over a span of thirty years and more. Con​sequently it had become amor​phous and flabby. The RWA marked itself off from the PWA and said that Marxism is its guide as a world-outlook. Later in the Kurnool conference in 1974 the word ‘Marxism’ was more aptly elaborated as Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse-tung Thought. As a corollary it followed that it was out to support the struggles of; the people here and abroad thus affirming Proletarian Inter​nationalism. It vowed to bring about a revolutionary change in arts and letters by adopting a peoples’ point of view .It characterized the PWA as a “back number”, that is to say, out​dated, on account of its refor​mism.
In the twelve years and odd that have gone by   the   RWA has never looked   back   and   never swerved from its outlook.   On the contrary, it has been   shar​pening its outlook and   sprea​ding its roots in the masses. So far there     have been held   as many as nine   conferences and more literary workshops.    The inaugural   conference    met   in October   1970     at  Khammam when the example of Subbarao Panigrahi who had wielded the pen and gun with equal felicity in the Srikakulam struggle  was held aloft for  emulation.   The last conference to  date was at Macherla, in summer last year. The RWA has made it a   point to invite     fraternal   delegates from other states in the hope of forging links   with   Revolutio​nary writers all over the   coun​try, so that an all-India  Revo​lutionary    Cultural   movement might come about in   its   own time.   As a matter of  fact,   as early as in 1971 after the second conference at     Hyderabad,   a delegation with   Sri Sri in   the lead had been sent to   Delhi in connection     with  the     Asian Writers’ Conference and a sin​cere step   was   taken   in   that direction. A steering   commi​ttee had been      formed    with Sir Sri and Hansraj Rehbar as conveners.    Conditions   were, however, not ripe at that   time, for any such countrywide body to materialize.
In the initial stages of its exis​tence, the RWA had to face a barrage of inimical criticism emanating not only from the traditionalist sections of the literary establishment but from the revisionists passing for Communists also. Their anti​pathy towards CPI (ML) and towards the so called left-adventurism was directed against the RWA with epithets such as sectarian and narrow-based. It was in a way the continuation of the Great Ideological Debate of the pre​vious decade. In this ‘battle of wits’ the RWA came out unscathed.
More ferocious was the policy of systematic state repression. The government saw in the RWA a real threat to all that it stands for. At a time when the Srikakulam struggle was being drenched in blood, the RWA boldly came out in defense of civil liberties and democratic rights. Public meetings covered almost the whole state and the brutality of the state apparatus was laid bare. This campaign also served to propa​gate among the people the content of the Revolutionary movement. It is a matter of pride that a literary organization weak though in numbers could do so much with so little at its command. The cultural tasks for the realization of the New Democratic Revolution are a relentless struggle against the vestiges of feudal ideology such as the hold of religion, super​stition mysticism, male chauvi​nism and eroticism in the minds of the people, and against the persistence of colonialist culture which is elitist, as well as the unbridled sway of the ideology of Imperialism and Social-Im​perialism. Revivalism, primitivism, fatalism and the like are definitely to be combated. The popular and democratic ele​ments in the culture of our people should be sought out and nourished with care. Ins​piring examples from the genui​nely popular culture of other countries carrying a message of” hope and cheerfulness for the oppressed masses will have to be brought out either in retranslation or adaptation. The emphasis should always be on historical optimism, which is being denied by the moribund Imperialist culture what with its display of the dissolution of an individual’s personality, denial of any bright prospects for humanity and despair. The RWA is committed wholly to the cause of New Democratic Revolution and it has not fought shy to state this openly.
The government was not slow in seeking to stem the gathering wave. It proscribed a number of RWA’s publications like the anthology of poetry, Jhanjha, the anthology of short stories, Ippudu Veesthunna Gali etc. The very first victim of this proscrip​tion was a poetry anthology, March whose compiler was sin​gled out for punishment. Publi​cations by like-minded groups and writers suffered the same fate. Certain issuer of the periodicals Srijana, Vimochana and Pilupu were also not spared. Even before a year’s time ela​psed after the foundation of RWA, police raids were condu​cted to search and seize revolu​tionary literature from the homes of those of its activists in Hyderabad. Then the Pre​ventive Detention Act was employed to jail them until the State High Court ordered their release. The Maintenance of Internal Security Act was next hurled against four more writers and again it was struck1 down by the court of law. During the Emergency as many as 35 members of RWA were thrown behind bars, most of them for its entire duration. To cap it all, trumped up charges of Conspiracy and Sedition-were leveled against ten of them in two separate cases, one at Tirupati and another at Secunderabad, the latter still unconcluded even nine years after it was foisted in 1974. Two of its members being teachers in Government educational. institutions, were at first suspended and then their services were terminated in a most high-handed fashion. One of them was the late Comrade Cherabandaraju, a genuinely popular poet, at the approach of whose untimely death only the Government displayed its hideous hypocrisy by reinsta​ting him in service. Two of its members, Comrades Paritala Sriramulu and Jnaneswar Kirti had to lay down their precious lives in ghastly murders at the hands of the enemies of the people. The first had incurred their wrath for his relentless and courageous activity to organize the rural poor in anti feudal struggles in the district of Anantapur and he was dragged out, shot at and almost had his head chopped off by their paid hoodlums. The second was burnt to death while asleep, for having exposed the nefarious activities being carried on by the head of a tutorial institute in Warangal who had turned it into a virtual brothel. The RWA has weathered all these storms only because of its firm commitment.
A mere twelve years is almost nothing in the protracted stru​ggle. But, for an organized body it is not a negligible period. What has the RWA achieved substan​tially in this decade and odd?
Numerically speaking, it cannot even today claim to be much. But, it has doubtless made a mark as a fighting organization of dauntless writers. Taking literary production into count, poetry has taken pride of place. Very powerful, though a hand​ful of poets have succeeded in achieving a close rapport with the people thus narrowing the distance between them both and thereby, whittling down writers alienation. Revolutionary songs as distinguished from the ‘folk’ variety have been ‘able to revive the long disused” oral tradition.” Short stories and Novels occupy the second-place and they have brought into light certain signi​ficant but hitherto neglected recesses of the lives of village-folk in backward areas and workingmen in coal mines where exactly struggles are now raging. A systematic effort is made in the field of literary criticism to make it sound and scientific, dispelling wrong notions about questions of ideology and philosophy of Marxism. With the exception of poetry, which is overabun​dant, and at the same time some​what mediocre, the other genres of writing have shown real talent, generally speaking. Youn​ger writers belonging to the Naxalbari generation have been coming into their own, which is something. The only genre, which has not been fertile enough, is that of plays and play lets, though it has not been totally barren. The RAW has been regularly bringing out periodicals right from the beginning in the shape of conference special numbers, then an irre​gular periodical called Erupu (The Red) and now a monthly magazine named Aruna Tara (Red Star).
Culture is, in the eyes of the RWA, not just a synonym for arts and literature. It is the ideal reflection of the entire gamut of life of the people and as such, it does not exclude politics, which is, but the essence of economic forces in action, ultimately deciding all facets of material and spiritual existence of man. Writers and artists are, therefore, duty-bound to be politically conscious and active. The RWA has been working in this-spirit ever since its birth. The RWA believes that it is its duty to strengthen every cause contributing to the Victory of Revolution. A very significant development in the pragramme of the RWA lies in its resolve and the latest call to
its members to Go to villages’, not only to study life as it is actually lived by the teeming millions, but to learn from the masses before trying to teach them” 

A mature and responsible esti​mate of RWA will not fail to show that its steel has been sufficiently tempered so that its weapons are neither blunted nor rusted. It has remained true to its mission, despite periods of ebb and tide, and so it has come to stay and stay active and fearless in the midst of revolutionary struggle, which is bound to triumph, overcoming mountain after mountain of obstacles standing in its way.
NAUJAWAM BHARAT SABHA (MAHARASHTRA) HOLDS ITS SECOND ANNUAL CONFERENCE
The Naujawan Bharat Sabha (Maharashtra) held its second annual conference front April 15 to 17 at Bhiwandi in Tnane district. Nearly 250 delegates, most of them from working class background, met in a Spirit of comradeship and add​ressed themselves to the tasks of planning the growth of the organization and evaluating the past. The conference also Acted as a big morale booster to the NBS work in Bhiwandi among the power loom workers. Among the most exploited working class sections in Maha​rashtra, NBS has recently hel​ped to organize a trade union for this section, which has shown rapid growth in the past few months.
The police attempted to sabo​tage the public meeting held before the conference by canceling the permission at the last minute for the venue. Plainclothesmen then provoked a fight at the bus stop, where delegates were being received, and after going on a general beating rampage, the police arrested three persons, including the general secretary of NBS and the assistant secretary of Vidyarthi Pragati Sanghatna. In spite of all this harassment, the public meeting was held at a new venue albeit with a low mobilization, and the confere​nce went off smoothly, sub​sequently. general secretary’s report traced the international and national crisis: of the world bourgeoisie and pointed out that the slump in the market, the high unemployment arid the contention between the super​powers was at a peak since the second World war. This situation was highly advantageous to the revolutionary forces arid people’s resistance to imperia​lism and social imperialism was growing all over the world. In India too, the crisis - ridden ruling classes and its Indria government were becoming more vicious and repressive, But the resistance of the people was also growing as indicated by the surge in agrarian struggles and industrial strike movements.
The general secretary’s report also traced the growth of the organization especially among the working class where a breakthrough had been among contract workers and in the historic textile strike.
In a separate paper, NBS outlined work among the wor​king class where primary importance was given to help building up trade unions under revolutionary leadership. How​ever, since the organized wor​king class was under bourgeois or revisionist leadership to a large extent, it was felt that NBS units in these unions should work to expose economism and reaction arid play its due role in building trade unions under revolutionary leadership.
The paper on : “Agrarian revolution and our tasks” luci​dly analyzed the meaning of revolution and applying it to India, called for a New Demo​cratic Revolution whose essence would be armed agrarian revolution and its main bulwark poor and landless peasants. The agrarian report also called upon NBS to take up a pro​gramme of building up the organization’s work in the rural areas without further delay and as an initial step, to undertake vigorous “Go-to-the-village” campaigns.
The conference was also att​ended by delegates from the Radical Youth League (Andhra Pradesh), Radical Youth League (Tamil Nadu) and Revolutio​nary Youth League (West Bengal) as well as students and peasant organizers from Goa and the Vidarbha region of Maharashtra The APRYL representative described the sweeping growth of the agrarian struggles in Adilabad and Karimnagar districts and the role of the youth teams in organizing poor peasants, tribals and coal miners. A Tamil Nadu comrade outlined movement in Dharmapuri district and the unbelievable repression it was facing. He also talked of the work of the radical youths among the women, which he said acted as stabilizing factor for the movement. Delegates from Bengal and Goa also spoke and conveyed their revolutionary greetings to the conference.
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