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“Will You Marry Her?” Chief Justice of 

Supreme Court asked a rape accused on 1st 

March. Justice SA Bobde, who was heading a 

three-judge bench, asked a 23-year-old man 

accused of raping a girl whether he would marry 

her. "If you want to marry (her) we can help you. 

If not, you lose your job and go to jail," he said. 

These atrocious and shocking comments were 

made in a horrific case especially considering 

accusations the girl - who was 16 at the time of the 

alleged rapes in 2014-15 - had made against the 

man, a distant relative. He was “accused of 

stalking, tying up, gagging, repeatedly raping a 

minor school-going girl, and threatening to douse 

her in petrol and set her alight, to hurl acid at her, 

and to have her brother killed" and "the rape came 

to light when the minor school-going victim 

attempted suicide". 

The accused, who is a government employee had 

been granted anticipatory bail by a lower court 

after he pleaded that he would lose his job if 

arrested. But the Bombay High Court called the 

order "atrocious" and cancelled his bail. The man 

then approached the Supreme Court - which 

granted him protection from arrest for four weeks 

and there the infamous exchange took place 

between his lawyer and Justice Bobde. 

But that was not all. The very same day the court 

was hearing a petition filed by a man accused of 

rape by a woman he had been in a live-in 

relationship with for two years. While hearing the 

case, Justice Bobde went on to ask, "if a couple is 

living together as man and wife, the husband may 

be a brutal man, but can you call the act of 

sexual intercourse between a lawfully wedded 

man and wife as rape"?  

An open letter to Chief Justice, signed by more 

than 5,000 including feminists, rights activists and 

other concerned citizens has asked him to 

immediately step down from his position and 

apologise saying that, “Your proposal of marriage 

as an amicable solution to settle the case of rape of 

a minor girl is worse than atrocious and insensitive 

for it deeply erodes the right of victims to seek 

justice. By suggesting that this rapist marry the 

victim-survivor, you, the Chief Justice of India, 

sought to condemn her to a lifetime of rape at the 

hands of the tormentor who drove her to attempt 

suicide." The comments have been especially 

criticised as being an "attempt to work out a 

compromise" between the two sides and Justice 

Bobde's comments "will send a message to the 

rapists that marriage is a licence to rape; and that 

by obtaining such a licence, the rapist can post 

facto decriminalise and legalise his act".  

 

Despite a long campaign within the country and a 

recommendation from the United Nations to 

recognise marital rape, India remains among the 

three dozen countries in the world that have failed 

to criminalise sexual assault in the bedroom. 

Justice Bobde's comments are "extremely 

problematic" in a country where women have been 

constantly fighting a regressive mindset that 

accepts and normalises sexual violence against 

them, especially within the home. 

"This comment not only legitimises any kind of 

sexual, physical and mental violence by the 

husband, but it normalises the torture that Indian 

women have been facing within marriages for 

years without any legal recourse." The letter says 

that Justice Bobde's remarks cannot be taken 



THE TRUTH / Issue 11 / March 2021                                                                                                                                          4 

lightly - since coming from the chief justice of 

India, they can be used as precedents in other cases 

too. "From the towering heights of the post of the 

Chief Justice of India, it sends the message to other 

courts, judges, police and all other law enforcing 

agencies that justice is not a constitutional right of 

women in India," the letter says, demanding that 

Justice Bobde step down from the post 

immediately. 

However, there is more. Just 3 days later on 

March 4, while hearing the bail petition of an OTT 

platform executive in the case related to web series 

‘Tandav’, Supreme Court called for stringent 

censorship of web content saying that 'Screening 

Of OTT Content Needed'. While it is not our point 

that obscene content should be encouraged it 

cannot be used as an excuse by the Supreme Court 

to call for pre-screening and stringent censorship 

of web content and severe punishment as that can 

only be through thorough debate and following the 

process for legislation in the current constitutional 

mechanism of bourgeois parliamentary 

democracy. The case before SC was only for an 

anticipatory bail and had nothing to do with 

regulating OTT platforms. But of course, the SC 

has become the place where law and legal 

argument goes to die.  

On next day, March 5, the hearing continued and 

the government presented its new IT Rules to the 

court. Supreme Court Bench headed by Justice 

Ashok Bhushan remarked that the new IT "Rules 

indicate that the Rules are more and more in the 

form of guidelines and have no effective 

mechanism for either screening or taking 

appropriate action for those who violates the 

guidelines". The Solicitor General representing the 

government immediately agreed to present a fresh 

draft for the Court’s consideration. Lovely to see 

‘the protector of citizens’ rights’ batting for 

stifling them even further. 

Even by recent standards, the lawless way in 

which the SC has acted in this hearing is quite 

something. Without the IT Rules being the subject 

matter of the case before it, it has itself decided to 

express its views on them and started some kind of 

extra-legal negotiation with the government to 

bring in more "stringent" rules.  Apart from the 

fact that instead of defending civil liberties of the 

common citizens the SC is more eager to punish 

people than even the government (how did we 

get here?), all of this is completely outside the 

pale. The SC's job is to adjudicate upon the 

validity of the law challenged before it, not egg the 

government on to make harsher laws. If SC pre-

decides on merits of laws before even a challenge 

is raised, how can anyone expect independent 

application of mind if these Rules - whether in 

their present or "modified" form as demanded by 

the SC - are challenged as being unconstitutional? 

Looks like SC judges have forgotten that their 

basic duty is to decide the validity of or interpret 

the laws on cases before it rather than being an 

advisor to Government on how to frame laws or 

make it harsher. There is no reason for a judge to 

be asking for stricter laws to be framed for 

censorship - which is completely outside his 

power, when hearing only a bail petition. It's 

exactly what BJP wanted - to make stricter laws, 

but not be responsible for it. Why these ‘learned’ 

judges are behaving like this is a mystery we need 

to go deeper into.  

On the other hand, in past years there have been 

many important cases where validity of laws or 

executive government orders has been challenged 

but the same court and judges have not been 

making time to hear those challenges timely. The 

Aadhaar case was heard after three long years and 

only after the government had already 

implemented it and the court then dealt with it as a 

fait accompli. Similar has been the fate of several 

other cases of high importance, for example, 

creation of secret channel of raising money by the 

political parties through Electoral Bonds, 

abrogation of Article 370 of constitution and 

converting Jammu & Kashmir from a state to 

Union Territory and many others.   

Let us also see this in the context of many bail 

hearings in recent past. In the case of Republic TV 

editor Arnab Goswami, Supreme Court declared 

itself the champion of ‘personal liberty’ and held a 

day long special hearing on Saturday to grant him 

bail under Article 142 jurisdiction though regular 

bail hearing was already scheduled before lower 

court in a case with serious charges saying that 
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personal liberty cannot be trampled upon even for 

a single day. But just a couple of days later, while 

hearing bail petition of Kerala journalist Siddique 

Kappan, who was arrested in UAPA on the way to 

report on heinous Hathras Dalit teenager rape case 

and midnight ‘funeral’ by police, the same court 

said that it wanted to discourage petitions under 

Article 142. Siddique Kappan has still not been 

granted bail. Similar has been the fate of many a 

dissenting activists like Sudha Bhardwaj, Anand 

Teltumbde, Gautam Navlakha, Varavara Rao, 

Sudhir Dhavale, Shoma Sen, and so on, where SC 

has either refused to hear cases for months and 

years or has declined to grant the same personal 

liberty to them the encroachment of which it found 

so distressing in the case of Arnab Goswami. 

Moreover, there has been many cases where some 

of the High Courts granted or were amenable to 

granting relief to citizens against government 

highhandedness and repression. But Supreme 

Court pounced upon those and ordered those cases 

to be brought before itself instead of those high 

courts and in some cases even transferred the High 

Court judges hearing those cases to prevent them 

pronouncing judgements. The cases related to 

Judge Loya and transfer of Justice Muralidhar 

hearing petitions on Delhi pogrom of Feb-March 

2020 are worth mentioning here.  

However, there is nothing mysterious in this. In a 

class divided society courts, like all other 

institutions of state, are but only a tool of the ruling 

class to suppress all voices of dissent and protest 

to protect rule of the exploiting class. The same is 

true of the present bourgeois democracy. 

However, there is usually a pretense of doing 

justice to create a make-believe scenario of the 

courts being above classes and a façade of courts 

acting as honest arbiters between all is 

constructed. But when the fascists take over the 

bourgeois state even this pretense is given up and 

the courts and judges instead of being the 

watchdogs on the executive start to behave like the 

hounds of the executive ready to not only bark but 

also to pounce upon the common people. This is 

happening now in India where many of the judges 

have now started to behave more like Swayam 

Sevaks.  

  

REMEMBERING THE GREATEST 

TEACHER OF THE WORLD 

PROLETARIAT 

KARL MARX 
ON HIS 138TH DEATH ANNIVERSARY 

(5TH MAY 1818 – 14TH MARCH 1883) 

“You are horrified at our intending to do 

away with private property. But in your 

existing society, private property is 

already done away with for nine-tenths of 

the population; its existence for the few is 

solely due to its non-existence in the 

hands of those nine-tenths. You reproach 

us, therefore, with intending to do away 

with a form of property, the necessary 

condition for whose existence is the non-

existence of any property for the immense 

majority of society. In one word, you 

reproach us with intending to do away 

with your property. Precisely so; that is 

just what we intend.” 

(Communist Manifesto, 1848) 
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INTERNATIONAL WORKING WOMEN’S DAY 
(8TH MARCH) 

First observed in New York City on the call of Socialist Party of America in 1909, Women’s Day 

was recognized internationally the following year in the International Socialist Women’s 

Conference, 1910 held in Denmark on the proposal of German communist Clara Zetkin and her 

comrades. 8th of March was marked as Women's Day by the Bolsheviks in 1917 following the 

Russian Revolution, since it was this day in 1917 when a strike was observed by women workers 

who, along with housewives, took to the streets in thousands against the cruel Tsarist regime 

that led to the overthrow of the Tsar in the February Revolution and the ultimate establishment 

of a working-class state following the October Socialist Revolution. 

 

Hunger, cold and trials of war broke the patience of the women workers and the peasant women 

of Russia. In 1917, on the 8th of March, on Working Women’s Day, they came out boldly in the 

streets of Petrograd. The women – some were workers, some were wives of soldiers – 

demanded “Bread for our children” and “the return of our husbands from the trenches.” 

- Alexandra Kollontai, Russian Bolshevik Communist 

REMEMBERING THE GREAT LEADER OF THE WORKERS’ 

STATE OF SOVIET UNION AND ONE OF THE GREATEST 

LEADERS OF THE WORLD PROLETARIAT ON HIS 68TH 

DEATH ANNIVERSARY,  

JOSEPH STALIN 

(DECEMBER 21, 1879 – 5 MARCH 1953) 
“It is difficult for me to imagine what "personal liberty" 

is enjoyed by an unemployed person, who goes about 

hungry, and cannot find employment. Real liberty can 

exist only where exploitation has been abolished, where 

there is no oppression of some by others, where there is 

no unemployment and poverty, where a man is not 

haunted by the fear of being tomorrow deprived of work, 

of home and of bread. Only in such a society is real, and 

not paper, personal and every other liberty possible.” 
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Before I get down to main business, let me 

introduce the “family of intellectuals” heading a 

Maoist group of activists who of late have taken 

upon themselves the task of 'educating' the 

revolutionaries. They are profound and famous 

educators. Readers may ask: what is special about 

it? Let me explain. They are not like any other 

educator. They are 'born' educators. And like all 

“born” educators, that every member of this family 

believes he is, they have insatiable hunger of 

educating others. Likewise, in a debate they are 

least interested in debating. Even when they 

educate, their method is that of a predator. With 

this goes a 'gifted' sense of preying with impunity 

according to which they assume that they have 

birth right to use any language (very often 

sickening and bordering on abuses) and any 

method they find most useful for ensuring their 

position of educators (read predator). Over the 

years, having got fully graduated and trained in 

these traditions, they have devised a crafty method 

to pounce on others (adversaries) in which a dirty 

pattern is palpably visible. What is this pattern? 

The pattern is that when probably left with no 

other option, they create a turf of their own choice 

to begin with in every step based on their own 

agenda and then pounce. Just like a predator, they 

also invent mistakes if none exists. After all, they 

are 'educators' and can't do without educating! The 

readers will see this pattern in all nakedness in 

their recent critique of PRC. Anyway, we are 

accustomed to such critique. We also don't object 

much to such bestial 'hunger'. This is but a part of 

revolutionary life and we have seen even worse. 

One should know (and we do know) how to deal 

with such 'educators'. So far as our encounter with 

this 'family of educators' is concerned, this is not 

the first time we are face to face with each other. 

And given the situation and condition of the 

movement, this is certainly not going to be the last 

one.  

So, coming to the main point then, I would like to 

first all apologise to our readers for this polemical 

essay is going to be a lengthy one and it will be in 

more than one instalment, too. In the first 

instalment, I will limit myself to mainly exposing 

their 'method' citing examples extensively 

showing that they have not only misquoted, 

distorted and put PRC's author out of context but 

also tried to put their own words in our mouth. As 

they have done it in plenty and almost everywhere, 

so I will have to invest a lot of space and time in 

clearing them all. But then, a short discussion on 

the main subject also goes side by side. The 

exhaustive theoretical and political discussion will 

however be taken up in the next instalment which 

in a way will be also the expanded sum up of this 

hurriedly prepared first instalment. 

THEIR POSITION ON FARM LAWS AND FARMERS 

MOVEMENT 

This is important to know their position on farm 

laws and farmers movement before proceeding 

any further. It is necessary to not only set forth the 

issues involved in the debate and its contour but to 

also make it clear at the very outset what they 

actually are, and to also shed some light on why 

they fight with the revolutionary organisations like 

PRC in the way they have fought. Anyway, what is 

their take away on new farm laws and the ongoing 

farmers movement? 

[FIRST INSTALMENT] 

Proletarian Reorganising Committee, CPI (ML) 
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They oppose the ongoing farmers movement, in 

the main based on this understanding that it is a 

kulak movement and Corporate entry in 

agriculture through the new farm laws (except the 

one that removes restrictions on hoarding of 

essential commodities) is neither harmful for poor 

and middle peasants, nor detrimental to peasant 

farming and villages. Nay, they boldly say that the 

first two laws are also (sometimes and in some 

way) advantageous to the poor and lower middle 

peasants. On whether the new farm laws on 

contract farming will increase or decrease the rate 

of poor and small peasants' dispossession they 

maintain a deliberate ambiguity.1 For this, they 

have used the trick of equivocating. They don't put 

up any concrete analysis of the new laws and the 

subsequent new practice that these new laws will 

entail, but just equate the ‘would be practice’ (that 

these new laws will entail) with the old practice 

and experience of contract farming which has been 

going on for decades in India in piecemeal manner. 

Thus, they take a vacillating position that it isn't 

certain that the new laws will definitely enhance 

the rate of poor peasants' dispossession. The rate 

of dispossession may be anything, faster or slower 

– they say. Thus, they leave a scope for 

speculation. With such a stand, they definitely 

want to see the poor peasants' soaring resolve 

against the corporates dampen. 

So far as the danger looming large on MSP and 

Mandis due to the first two farm laws is concerned 

they express happiness as they say it will benefit 

poor peasants and working class both for they 

think and have put up immense logic to prove that 

prices of foodstuff will surely come down once 

MSP and Mandi system are dismantled and 

farmers movement is vanquished. But more 

important point according to them is that these 

laws by trouncing MSP and Mandi system will 

weaken the economic might of rich peasants. They 

 
1 वे एक बहस में लिखते हैं, “इस तरह की व् यवस् था (ठेका खेती) में भ्रष्टाचार के तत्व को छोड़ दें, तो हमें ऐसे कई मॉडि लदखते हैं, जहाां...लकसानों को भी इससे िाभ हुआ।” गरीब लकसानों 

की बबाादी को िेकर वे लिखते हैं लक “बेशक, इस बबाादी की दर और रफ़्तार में मात्रात्मक अन् तर होगा, मगर यह कहना मलुककि ह ैयह पहिे की तुिना में तेज़ या धीमी ही होगी...” यानी, 

वे इस बात की सांभावना के लिए जगह छोड़ दे रह ेहैं लक कॉपोरेट इांट्री से बबाादी की रफतार धीमी भी हो सकती ह।ै और, इसीलिए वे मानते हैं और अपनी समझ के अनुसार ठीक ही मानते 

हैं लक गरीब लकसानों के उजड़ने की रफ्तार के सवाि को “क्रालन्तकारी सवाहारा वगा की राजनीलतक िाइन तय करने में” शालमि नहीं करना चालहए। वे लफर एक जगह लिखते हैं – “िेलकन 

च ांलक पहि ेदो कृलि कान न एमएसपी व् यवस् था को ख़त्म करके, मखु् य रूप से, धनी लकसानों और कुिकों को लनशाना बनाते हैं, और उसके लिए "जमीन साफ करके" कॉरपोरेट प ांजी को 

फायदा पहुांचाते हैं, इसलिए” इनका मानना ह ैलक मजद र वगा के द्वारा इस लबांद ुपर कॉपोरेट का लवरोध करन ेका कोई मतिब ही नहीं ह।ै 

Note: Quotes have been deliberately left in Hindi because one may talk of distortion of the content. 

mean, if MSP is gone, the bulwark of rural reaction 

will get challenged in a big way and their empire 

will be washed away by Corporate all-round 

sweep.  

If we summarise their views, we arrive at an 

understanding that according to them the corporate 

entry will help grow the productive forces in 

agriculture by helping the poor peasants and rural 

workers as against the rich peasants and thus will 

also help them abolish reaction, the bulwark of the 

bourgeois rule in rural India. They 'truly' say there 

is no ground, so to say, for a common ground of 

interests between rural poor and the rural rich 

peasants. But mind it. According to our 

‘educators’, some commonalities do exist after all! 

If not between the rural poor and rich peasants as 

against corporates, then definitely between the 

Corporate and rural poor against rich peasants, as 

the former benefits the latter! This is undoubtedly 

a jewel of thought, but what does it mean? It means 

that they still see capitalism in general and 

capitalist farming in particular play a progressive 

role in India’s agriculture when in actuality 

capitalism's very existence is day by day fuelling 

revolutionary crisis. This is where they have led 

themselves to! It is certainly a matter of objective 

investigation as to how will the poor peasants feel 

about their submission (views) on farm laws. Most 

possibly they will chase these people away. So, if 

not between poor peasants and corporates as 

such, then their views (their defence of corporate 

and farm laws) certainly suggest a commonality 

of ground between them (their own group) on the 

one hand and the corporates and Modi 

government, on the other hand!  PM Modi has 

been regularly saying the same thing, like our 

'educators' that these laws are for the betterment of 

poor and small farmers. I am not saying our 

'educators' are in league with corporates or Modi 

government, but a solid ground concretely exists 
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for a united front between them. Doesn't it? After 

all, who knows what 'such commonalities' will 

turn out to be and on which beaten or unbeaten 

path these akin ideas will take these gentlemen to! 

Anyway, what is the reality about farm laws? In 

short, Corporate Farming or Corporate-controlled 

Contract Farming (a precursor to Corporate 

Farming) as enunciated by the new farm laws 

means nothing but the second phase of capitalist 

farming in continuity with the reactionary 

milestones its first phase has set ruining the poor 

and middle peasants in four previous decades. Its 

second phase will set another milestone in 

continuity of the first one sweeping the whole 

peasantry (except a super-rich crust or layer, the 

rural bourgeoisie in the truest of sense, as from 

among the rich and well-to-do peasants they 

emerge) that includes poor, small, middle and even 

a section of rich peasants with lesser fortune. 

Unlike our 'educators', we don't subscribe to 

the view that all sections of rich peasants are at 

the target of the Corporates or the farm laws. 

We have termed the onset of this second phase 

of capitalist farming Green Revolution-Part II. 

The new laws of contract farming are not just the 

repeat of the old, but they are laws with new intent 

and teeth that are orchestrated to deliver the entire 

rural areas to Corporates which also happens to be 

in line with the historical mission of capitalism in 

agriculture. That's why we say Modi government 

will not stop here but bring more new laws with 

the same intent. If Corporates emerge victorious, 

they will trample villages running over one and all 

particularly the poor villagers, resort to most cruel 

treatment, pack them up and throw out of the 

villages and herd them into cities in acute penury 

to swell the ranks of the reserve army of the 

unemployed proletariat thus creating a further 

downward pressure on already depleting wages of 

the completely 'disarmed' working class. Here one 

can see the close relation between the farm laws 

 
2 It is noteworthy that for these 'educators' the historical significance of Soviet Socialism is that it was just 'socialist experiments'. For 

'them', the model of Soviet Socialism as particularly developed under the leadership of Stalin after the death of Lenin is a matter of 

'great' historical significance only in a limited sense, in the form of 'experiments', as a negative example (a bad crop) which is to be 

upheld because one can learn from it how not to build Socialism i.e. Socialism in the USSR is upheld by them in the manner that 

allows post-Stalin high flown centimentalese in the name of applying Creative Marxism in building Socialism to flourish and earn 

prestige. This is something that belongs to another family of intellectuals brandishing Creative Marxism akin to the ilk of Bettelheim, 

Samir Amin, Bob Avakian, Raymond Lotta and other who all take shelter under Maoism and Mao's led GPCR to loudly cry at the 

and the labour code. Both together will enslave 

the whole toiling population in the worst 

possible way. For villages, aim of the bourgeois-

fascist state is to bring down the percentage of 

those living on agriculture to minimum, in the first 

attempt to 36% (from almost over 60%) and for 

town, aim is to turn it into a sea of unemployed 

youth and workers who will be forced to sell their 

labour power at the cheapest rate. But these 

gentlemen, our 'educators', say that the Corporates 

won't harm the poor. This is on what their ideas are 

rivetted about the farm laws in the main. 

Undoubtedly it is shameful, nonetheless, this is 

what makes it crucial for understanding of the 

bestial ferocity with which they have attacked 

PRC and its revolutionary presentation of the task 

of the proletariat vis-à-vis ongoing farmers 

movement.     

Only this much on this for now. Let us move 

ahead.  

MAKING A TURF OF CHOICE  

Recently, this 'family of educators' came up with a 

critique (in Hindi) of PRC's approach towards the 

ongoing farmers movement. The method they 

have used is the one we have discussed above in 

the beginning itself. They have quoted (read 

misquoted) very little from the PRC's Hindi 

booklet ("Kisano kee Mukti aur Mazdur Varg) or 

from its Facebook page, but whatever they have 

quoted is badly misrepresented, misquoted, 

distorted and put out of context with a purpose to 

making a case for critique on a self-determined turf 

and on the basis of a self-prepared syllabus. Only 

this has been done in their critique. Let us discuss 

how they have done this.    

Many have gone through the PRC's booklet, but, 

unlike our 'educators', none would say and nor has 

anyone said that it is about any history or deals 

with the “history of socialist experiments2 in the 



THE TRUTH / Issue 11 / March 2021                                                                                                                                          10 

USSR” and “Marxist-Leninist theories on Peasant 

question.” Those who have read will confirm that 

not a single paragraph, nay, not even a single 

sentence has been used for this purpose. There is 

no discussion, nor any quote either from history or 

Marx, Engels, Lenin or Stalin on peasant question. 

But this makes no difference to our 'educators' who 

blame PRC's author (of the booklet) for distortion 

of history, either deliberately or out of ignorance.3 

And with this, 'they' have set out to demolish us in 

the critique. Sometimes it feels like they are 

criticising not us but others. We are aghast at it, 

but, feel sorry for them thinking, are they mentally 

okay?    

Similarly, the 'educators' say that PRC's slogan of 

'appropriate prices' for farmers organised in 

collective farms under the proletarian state is an 

illusory slogan given with a purpose to mend the 

tail of the rich peasants.4 I have discussed in detail 

this “appropriate prices” for collective farmers 

under dictatorship of proletariat (DOP) later in this 

article and shown that our 'educators' themselves 

need a lot of education about it. However, for the 

moment at hand, it will be interesting for the 

readers to ask them, 'Do they deny this so called 

“illusory slogan” of “appropriate prices” for 

collective farmers under DOP? Will not be farmers 

getting it from the proletarian state? Surprisingly 

enough, the readers will find that they don't deny 

it. They eventually haven't refuted the fact that 

some appropriate prices will be paid to them. 

Actually, they cannot deny it. Then how come the 

slogan becomes illusory? "Because PRC's author 

didn't discuss what it would actually be" – the 

'educators' say and because he (PRC's author) 

didn't discuss what it would actually be, they feel 

they can put their own words in his (PRC author's) 

mouth saying PRC promises 'remunerative prices' 

 
loudest possible voice, warning – Beware of Soviet Socialism as founded by Lenin and later brilliantly developed and carried by 

Stalin till his death! This is however another story. Our purpose to quote here is just to mention that the (another) cat has incidentally 

jumped out of our ‘educators’’ bag which 'they' had thought no one would notice. 
3 ये लिखते हैं – “इस मार्क सावादी-िेलननवादी सांगठन के नेता महोदय ने अपने िेख में सोलवयत सांघ में समाजवादी प्रयोग के इलतहास और कृलि प्रक न पर मार्क सावादी-िेलननवादी लसद्धान् तों, 

दोनों के ही साथ मनमान ेतरीके से ज़ोर-ज़बदास् ती की ह।ै” ये एक और जगह लफर से लिखते हैं- “िेखक ने अपनी अवलस्थलत रखते हुए सोलवयत समाजवादी सांक्रमण के दौरान अिग-अिग 

दौरों में लकसान प्रश्न पर अपनायी गयी नीलतयों को बडे़ अज्ञानताप णा और अवसरवादी तरीके से ऐसे पेश लकया ह.ै...” प रे िेख में ये इस आरोप को म खाता की हद तक बार-बार दहुराते गए 

हैं। 

4 ये लिखते हैं – “यह सांगठन (यानी पीआरसी) “उलचत दाम” का भ्रामक नारा उछािकर यह धनी लकसानों-कुिकों की पािकी का कहार बनने के अपने अवसरवाद को वैध ठहरान ेका 

प्रयास कर रहा ह।ै” इस आरोप को तो इन् होंने इतनी बार दहुराया ह ैलक सभी को उद्धतृ करन ेमें ही काफी समय और जगह खचा हो जाएांगे। 

(which is according to them 40-50% above cost) 

to collective farmers under DOP. Peculiar 

characters as they are, readers must remember that 

these words (remunerative prices to collective 

farmers etc) are theirs not PRC author's and based 

on their own words they say PRC distorts history. 

How crafty! However, they have failed to discredit 

us.  

Now what exactly is the PRC's author's 'fault' here 

which they have used to rope in some gullible 

(even they will understand their despicable 

method now) readers and tried to have many of 

them believe as if PRC either doesn't know any 

history at all or has deliberately distorted it to 

support remunerative prices. This is not even 

making a mountain out of a mole. This is making 

a mountain of mountains out of nothing.  The only 

'fault' (if at all it may be called a fault) that PRC's 

author can be charged with is that he didn't go into 

that whole history of collectivisation associated 

with “appropriate prices” and just mentioned it in 

passing just to drive home the main direction of 

our thought and political campaign signifying our 

stand vis-à-vis India's farmers demand of MSP or 

purchase guarantee of all their produce at MSP. 

They say PRC's author tried to conceal it. But what 

for? “To mend the tail of the rich peasants”- they 

say. Strange as it is, they have lost the balance of 

their mind. When PRC gives call for a Proletarian 

State and collective farm as the permanent solution 

of the long-drawn peasants' woes of all types 

including the crisis of sale of their produce, and 

not only that it brings them in a debate which 

otherwise was going without it aimlessly, what 

could this concealment be done for? Proletarian 

State by itself is such a thing that the exploiters get 

into fits even at its mention. PRC author had 

naturally no intention to conceal anything. He 
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didn't go into the history related with “appropriate 

prices” because that would have deviated the main 

blow of his work.  

Let us also take up more concretely for discussing 

such blames as this that “PRC is mending the tail 

of the rich farmers or kulaks” or take this charge 

that “PRC calls upon the rich peasants and kulak 

to do Proletarian Revolution” which again are their 

words not PRC author's, or that “PRC is trying to 

rally the poor peasants or working class behind the 

rich farmers and be their tail" which is nothing but 

an attempt to discredit us. If PRC supported the 

MSP, why should we have raised the question of 

collective farms and “appropriate prices" under 

DOP? What we uphold is that the demand of prices 

of agricultural produce 40-50% above cost is a 

problematic demand but only because of the fact 

that we live in a country where production is 

carried out capitalistically under the regime of 

capitalist social relations where for a person path 

to progress is limited by his ability to survive 

through a fierce capitalist competition, and where 

there is a free play of laws of capitalist market that 

gets prices above cost to farmers immediately 

transmitted as higher prices of commodities used 

by others and give rise to many other reactionary 

phenomena. In socialism, it won't be a capitalist 

profit to begin with and other reactionary things 

also do not follow if price above cost is paid to 

farmers. The actual fact about the 'prices' paid to 

collective farmers also corroborates this. We have 

discussed this up to some appreciable length later 

in this piece and will be taken up for exhaustive 

finish in the next instalments if it would be so 

needed. But let us at first see what PRC's author 

has actually written about farmers movement or 

rich peasants that amounts to tailism in their eyes. 

PRC's author has tried to analyse newly 

developing features within the ongoing stubborn 

and uncompromising farmers movement against 

Corporates and shown that these new features are 

such that imbue the movement with a dialectically 

contradictory motion of its inner self, whose 

realisation presupposes overthrow of capitalism 

and hence is revolutionary, against its own exterior 

outer form which is reactionary. Analysing the 

internal motion of the movement PRC author has 

written that if it (the farmers movement) goes on 

sharpening its attacks on corporates and at the 

same time if working class also intervenes into it 

politically and ideologically as the future ruling 

class and the pioneer of the future proletarian state, 

then it may turn into a revolutionary movement or 

at least become a meeting point of general and 

varied mass discontent gravitating into a 

confluence of proletarian and peasant unrest on the 

very axis of balance of social forces. And the 

reasons and factors of this is not to be imported 

from outside. It is very much present within the 

movement, imbued with it. PRC author has 

discussed in detail about it (but certain more 

clarification and explanations are still needed, one 

may correctly argue) and thus shown that the inner 

contradiction (between its kernel and its form) is 

imparting to the movement a transitional phase 

which has its roots in its own interior self – 

pushing forward against its own outer self – 

transforming it from within from an old and 

predominantly kulak or rich peasants movement 

into a phase of new awakening thus setting its new 

character in the mould of a violent atmosphere 

giving rise to “ruptures” between old and new as 

is being reflected in the changing political and 

social behaviour of this movement. But while 

doing so PRC has never shown such deviation as 

the 'educators' have charged us with. We challenge 

them to show it by quoting in full from the booklet. 

Their method is clear. Instead of discussing and 

debating over what PRC has written so as to 

conclusively refute or otherwise accept it, they 

have aimed here, as in all other debates that they 

do, to anyhow demolish us by way of discrediting 

not only us but also Lenin (we would show it in 

the next instalment) on the basis of false grounds 

as I have proved above. For this, the 'educators' 

have to always do certain things that would give 

them appropriate turf for ‘demolition’ of their 

adversary. Here in lies the secret of their 

belligerence.  

Let me quote from PRC's booklet and Facebook 

(PRC has written posts on farmers movement in 

three instalments) so that they may judge for 

themselves what is the political line of PRC vis-à-

vis rich peasants and also judge what kind of 

people our 'educators' are.  
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PRC ON RICH PEASANTS AND FARMERS 

MOVEMENT    

Let me first of all quote from PRC booklet. At the 

end of the preface, it is concluded with a call to the 

agitating peasants in this manner -  

"To conclude, we reiterate ...... that 

farmers must continue their agitation 

till the very eradication of capitalism 

as their emancipation demands nothing 

less. The total journey of capitalism in 

agriculture has demonstrated that the 

vast majority of working peasantry 

has nothing to gain by capitalism. Let 

us lead this movement begun by 

farmers for their survival from 

corporate onslaught into a fight against 

capitalism which gives rise to these 

corporates and make this into a 

struggle to remove capitalism from the 

stage of society and history. 

Proletariat, the majority of Indian 

population, will soon join this fight as 

its vanguard and will stand united in 

front ranks with the farmers, 

undeterred and undeviated." (bold 

ours)    

Can be it called tailism of rich peasantry? let us see 

another example from the booklet. 

"Except a very thin upper crust (loyal 

lackeys and super rich partners of 

corporates#5), overwhelming majority 

of peasants are in agony to see 

themselves facing the danger of being 

thrown out of agriculture, as directed 

by needs of capitalist exploitation. 

The steady measures of corporate 

capital towards final and decisive 

hegemony in agriculture has united 

many strata of farmers (today we must 

say, it has united all those other strata 

and people also who are exploited and 

oppressed#). This links the broken 

chain of revolutionary peasant 

movements of the past to a new 

(proletarian) one in its kernel and, 

 
5 # sign indicates that text has been added by the present author. 

therefore, points to a new era and 

opens an entirely new horizon." 

Let me quote a whole paragraph from the booklet 

which makes clear what does PRC has to say 

about rich peasants whose existence (of 

continuing as rich peasants, of course#) is also 

threatened as they feel so with the advent the 

advent new farm laws pushing for hegemony of 

corporate in agriculture.  

"Both to make the movement 

victorious and to avoid the 

devastating fate under the corporate 

onslaught, they (a section of rich 

peasants with lesser fortunes#) will 

find only one remaining choice – 

undeterred fight against capitalism in 

alliance with workers and poor 

peasants. The road ahead for rural 

workers and poor peasants is clear. 

They know that their destiny lies with 

proletariat. It is mainly the rich and 

medium farmers who must decide 

how they can survive the large-scale 

capitalist production and onslaught of 

corporate dominance. Only they, 

among all farmers, face this question. 

We should allow them to think over it 

freely. If they do not choose the path 

suggested by the proletariat, we will 

have to leave them to their fate. 

However, it need be said that it is now 

impossible to prevent emergence of 

this revolutionary kernel of the 

present movement (emergence of the 

path of emancipation of farmers under 

a future proletarian state) since the 

inhuman anarchy of capitalist 

production itself is guaranteeing this 

by turning more devastating day by 

day and leaving no other alternative 

for the entire rural population. This is 

the only possible path forward for 

history and the whole of humanity is 

bound to move forward this way 
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sooner or later for its emancipation." 

(bold added) 

Is this a line of compromise with rich peasants or 

a line of leading them in a manner that exposes 

enemies, if there is any, hiding behind the banner 

of struggle? We know and have written at various 

places that the next (higher) phase of the 

movement will see many more exposed and 

running away. We have written that if the 

movement remains firm on demands and the 

confrontation deepens further leading to more 

ruptures with the old, bourgeois parties today 

sympathetic to struggling peasants and the 

sections of super rich farmers led by them will get 

exposed and run away. They all will stand with the 

fascist state in suppressing them. They are 

supporting them because they feel peasants will 

oust Modi by voting them and have forgotten the 

demands after that. In our view, this is not going 

to happen so plainly.  This is due to revolutionary 

kernel residing in the demands which will keep 

pushing itself up towards the top if the movement 

sharpens further without losing its firmness on the 

demand. In the above paragraph, in actuality, all 

possible enemies or vacillating elements have 

been served a coarse warning that if they finally 

don't come under the umbrella of working class to 

overthrow the rule of capital (as they themselves 

feel their future at risk due to farm laws), they will 

have to be left to their own fate which sends more 

than one message including this sober one, that   

they will be also ruined and dispossessed by the 

Corporates just like the poor peasants who were 

ruined at the hands of the rich peasants through 

various methods. Has this been squarely said to the 

rich farmers in the document? Yes, quite clearly 

and in a straight forward manner. Let us see. 

“Class conscious worker and poor 

peasant will tell them, ‘You have got it 

right. Capitalism works exactly that 

way. This is what is called capitalist 

development. To become more and 

more centralised in the hands of big 

capitalists or their trusts is the inherent 

character of capital. The hue and cry 

raised by entry of big capital in 

agriculture is only an example of this. 

This is the extended form of capitalist 

law of big ‘fish’ predating upon small 

‘fish’. However, the ‘fish’ (meaning big 

and small fish both#) now find 

themselves facing ‘sharks’ and 

‘crocodiles’, and in capitalism the result 

can only be against the ‘fish’ (fish of all 

sizes#).” 

Now, can anyone based on what has been said 

above say that PRC is raising the issue of 

centralisation from the point of view of big fishes? 

No, not at all. When we are raising voice for DOP 

and Collective farms, it first of all means that we 

are presenting this question from the view point of 

the proletariat as the future ruler that would 

promise the fullest guarantee of fulfilling the 

demand of dignified and decent life for those 

peasantry who will shun exploitation and get 

organised in collective farms under the banner and 

rule of the proletariat. Guarantee of dignified life 

also includes "appropriate prices" for collective 

farm peasants till they are raised to higher form of 

social organisation voluntarily like state farms and 

future peasant communes. Is such a presentation a 

tailism or addressing the issue of dispossession 

from the point of view of rich peasants? Only those 

who are opposed to proletarian state and 

proletarian revolution would talk like this. By the 

way, presenting the question of dispossession from 

farming with the view point of small farmers is 

also not a proletarian revolutionary presentation. 

We have seen how presentation with the view 

point of small and poor farmers have led our 

'educators' to fall in the feet of the corporates. The 

only correct presentation would be to bring the 

issue of proletarian revolution and then deal with 

the issues of peasants and demands whether farm 

laws or MSP. To deal them within the limit of 

capitalist social relations only will certainly lead 

us to economism limiting to reformist partial 

demands even at the time of a serious combat-like 

situation unfolding the revolutionary crisis ahead.       

Only with such a revolutionary presentation, the 

whole humanity and the entire rural population 

have been exhorted to rise against the present state 

of things as only this path (the path of establishing 

proletarian state) is left for the liberation of all.  
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The booklet also and consistently talks of a 

revolutionary kernel present in the movement 

about which only we have said that their rise is 

unstoppable with the kind of crisis today's 

capitalist system is in. Now, what are the classes 

that this kernel represents? They are undoubtedly 

the rural poor, those from agricultural proletariat 

to poor peasantry that constitutes the 

overwhelming majority of all the landholding rural 

population. What to talk of rich peasants, it 

excludes even the middle peasants. Only dishonest 

people like our 'educators' will deny that it is not a 

revolutionary presentation of the task of the 

proletariat in the ongoing peasant movement. By 

saying so repeatedly they seek to dupe the gullible 

readers and that's why they refrained from quoting 

any paragraph on rich peasants from the booklet 

but shamelessly kept saying 'पीआरसी धनी लकसानों को 

सवाहारा क्राांलत करने के लिए ििकारता है।' This is how our 

'educators' has tried to demolish us and befool the 

readers.  

Let us see a few more examples of PRC's 

understanding about rich peasants -    

"They (that section of the rich peasants 

who like other strata of peasants have 

ultimately become a victim of 

irrationality of capitalist farming#) want 

to reverse the conditions for this scenario 

(the scenario of corporate hegemonic 

loot that has been unfolding#) but their 

attachment to private property also 

makes them afraid of the leadership of 

working class and the proletarian 

state. Hence their predominant tendency 

is to look back instead of moving 

forward. However, the apprehension of 

what lies in future for them also brings 

them closer to proletariat. Only the 

passage of time can remove this baggage 

of past. As the repercussions of 

corporate dominance will become more 

and more clear, realisation of the real 

alternative will dawn upon them. Today 

they have come into the fight for 

demands with new kernel and a new 

temper, in future they will be prepared 

mentally for other aspects too." (bold 

added)   

Only a stupid fellow will say that it is tailism of 

rich peasants. In the main, it is a description of a 

section of today's rich peasants who are forced to 

oppose the second phase of capitalist farming with 

corporates on the top of it. Our great 'educators' 

would say, they are fighting for the preservation of 

their own share of profit. So what? which strata of 

peasantry doesn't aspire for profit? How can a rich 

peasant react to these new situations threatening 

their existence (of continuing as rich peasants)? 

Who is saying they have turned or will turn or at 

all turn revolutionary over night or in distant 

future? All depends on the way their confrontation 

with corporate develops and the crisis of the 

present bourgeois system deepens. Only this much 

has been said by PRC authors. That's why PRC 

welcomes the new awakening of the peasantry as 

a whole but does not call it a revolutionary 

awakening. We are waiting for it to become 

revolutionary and of course doing hard work for 

this to happen. But it depends on many things as 

also on the political and ideological consciousness 

of the working class and its overall preparedness 

to act as the leader that it really is. Only this much 

has been written by PRC's author and we fiercely 

uphold it that no matter how valiantly peasants 

fight, there is no way to steer clear of the danger 

or threat of corporate takeover in the event of 

capitalism remaining in place due to lack of 

working-class preparations for Proletarian 

Revolution and utilizing the present crisis. PRC is 

only describing their state of mind, that has been 

thrown in acute turbulence due to the imminence 

of Corporate takeover.  

It is also true, PRC holds that today a section of 

rich peasants is differentiated from its upper most 

crust of super rich peasants as they are face to face 

with corporatisation of agriculture against which 

they have already risen. Let us see what does PRC 

say about this changed state of mind of a section 

of rich peasants whose element or character, PRC 

says, has not changed forthwith.  

“...the rich farmer of today is also not the 

old one who only benefited by expansion 

of capitalist farming and market, 

remaining fully unaware and ignorant of 

its future negative consequences. They 

could then find nothing but profit in 
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capitalist agriculture and considered 

themselves unchallenged in the arena of 

capitalist farming. While profiting from 

capitalist agriculture they were unaware 

of the fact that by deepening and 

expanding capitalist farming they were 

paving the path for big corporate capital 

to enter the arena of capitalist agriculture 

once developed sufficiently and to bring 

forth their own giant challengers. They 

remained fully unaware of the fact they 

were creating the instruments of their 

own future destruction and negation. 

They remained ignorant that this very 

capitalist agriculture, once developed 

sufficiently, will put serious question 

mark on their own very existence and 

survival. That juncture has now arrived. 

The spectre of the entry of corporate 

capital into agriculture, now real and 

imminent, is making them restless owing 

to its devastating consequences for 

themselves. These repercussions can 

only become greater in future bringing 

forth more and more crises. Hence, not 

only the poor peasants but the rich 

farmers also find their confidence in 

capitalist agriculture shaken. Their role 

in the movement till now is quite evident 

of this." 

Is this an effort to tail behind the rich peasants? 

No, not at all. It is to take into account and capture 

the new developing features appearing in them. 

Those who equate the rich peasants of today's 

India who are bonded by not only the exploitative 

bondage but also by blood and flesh, with those 

Russian Kulaks who lived a hundred years ago and 

had no experience of corporatisation are actually 

blind to today's permanently crisis-ridden 

capitalism in which the existence of all 

intermediary classes is badly challenged and 

threatened. A revolutionary crisis is in the offing 

which is enlightening even those who are most 

backward and also socially reactionary. However, 

and it goes without mentioning that to 

overestimate these changes and expect from 

their changed political behaviour that they will 

happily accept the alternative pushed forward 

by the proletariat will be a grave mistake and 

lead to political and ideological disarming of the 

toiling peasantry and even the proletariat. But 

at the same time, being blind and remaining 

indifferent to these changes which are quite 

important at least politically means losing sight 

of important political tactical moves that equips 

us in the midst of an ongoing uncompromising 

farmers movement, that too in the background 

of a serious world-wide economic crisis of the 

bourgeois system, to awaken and take into a 

joint move the vast rural poor and also 

neutralise a section of erstwhile enemy. These 

are very important things for those who boldly 

think of preparing for revolution. But, for those 

who think proletarian revolution is far off, even 

two and three generations away, these all are 

meaningless things. They need not occupy their 

brain here and feel contented with their economic 

presentation. 

PRC clearly writes about this in the following way. 

"The main take away is that the task of 

bringing together of working class and 

exploited-oppressed farmers as allies 

still remaining pending. Need of the 

hour for vast masses of exploited-

oppressed peasantry is to stand 

immediately with proletarian revolution 

and speak for future proletarian state... 

Present peasant movement has defined 

and presented this task to both these 

classes in most clear terms with some 

specific characteristics..." (bold added)  

PRC also clearly outlines the basis of its 

support in the end. Please listen. 

"Our party as vanguard of working class, 

stands rocklike and in full force with the 

agitating farmers on the basis of 

building abovementioned society free 

from exploitation and on the appeal to 

struggle together for this objective (the 

objective of fighting for overthrow of 

capitalism and establishment of DOP 

and then collectivisation of peasants on 

the basis of socialisation of all the means 

of production etc as discussed elsewhere 

in the booklet#)" (bold added) 
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PRC also says –  

"On behalf of our party and working 

class, we (the central committee of 

PRC#) wish to convey to the agitating 

farmers that working class supports their 

struggle for survival from big capital 

with this confidence that they (agitating 

farmers#) will continue it till final 

victory and will realise that neither 

farmers nor the society or humanity can 

gain anything till the rule of capitalist 

class is overthrown and they come out of 

its vicious circle. We have no intention 

to tell farmers that there is any hope 

of emancipation from misery and 

solution of the big problems of their 

life without freedom from capitalism. 

Saying anything else will be false.’ 

(bold added) 

 Now comrade readers! Judge for yourself and say, 

is it tailism? 

But wait, let us also quote from the PRC's 

Facebook posts on farmers (they are all in three 

instalments#) in Hindi. In its first post itself, it sets 

out with the following evaluation of the movement 

(it is there in the very first paragraph itself). I have 

left the quote as it is in because one may not raise 

the question of distortion of the content during 

translation.  

“अपने वतामान स्वरूप में, जहाां तक यह आांदोिन और इसमें 

शरीक आम लकसान कुिकों और बडे़ धनी लकसानों के नेततृ्व  

में यानी कृलि क्षेत्र के बुजुाआ वगा के पीछे-पीछे चि रह ेहैं, 

वहाां तक और उन अथों में इस आांदोिन की सीमा और 

आांदोिन की माांगों की अतालका कता दोनों तुरांत प्रकट हो जाती 

हैं, और इस अथा में इसका बाह्य प्रलतलक्रयावादी स् वरूप सामन े

आता ह ैलक वह प ांजीवाद स ेलचपके रहत ेहुए ही उसे पीछे हटने 

के लिए बाध्य  करन ेकी बात करता ह।ै िेलकन इसका अांतया 

इस अथा में क्राांलतकारी ह ैलक इसकी माांगें स् वयां इसे प ांजीवाद 

के दायरे स ेबाहर खींच िे आन ेको आतुर हैं और तभी तक 

अतालका क प्रतीत होती हैं जब तक इसका नेततृ् व बडे़ धनी 

लकसान या कुिक कर रह ेहैं। यहाां मजद र वगा की क्राांलतकारी 

भ लमका इस आांदोिन के बाह्य स् वरूप और इसके अांतया के 

बीच के अांतलवारोध को तेज करन ेमें लनलहत ह,ै न लक इसका 

म खाताप णा समथान या लवरोध करन ेमें। इस आांदोिन में मजद र 

वगीय हस् तक्षेप करन ेके पहिे यह समझना अत् यावक यक ह ै

लक इसके प्रलतलक्रयावादी बाह्य स् वरूप का कारण इसका 

प ांजीवादी समथाक नेततृ् व ह,ै जबलक इसकी माांग ेअपने अांतया 

में प ांजी के तकों के लवरूद्ध हैं। आांदोिन की सबसे महत् वप णा 

बात इसकी अभी तक समझौतालवहीन गलत ह ै लजसन ेबाह्य 

आवरण और अांतया के बीच इस लदिचस् प अांतलवारोध के हि 

को मजद र वगा के लिहाज से एक अत् यांत लदिचस् प मोड़ पर 

िे आया ह।ै हम पात ेहैं लक लकसान और कॉरपोरेट दोनों ही 

पीछे हटने को तैयार नहीं हैं। अगर लकसान अपनी माांगों पर 

अडे़ रहत ेहैं तो दशे की राजनीलत में एक क्राांलतकारी पररलस्थलत  

के आगाज स ेइनकार करना असांभव ह।ै जो िोग भी इसका 

जाने-अनजाने म खाताप णा तरीके स े यानी इस आांदोिन के 

क्राांलतकारी सार को समझ े लबना ही, समथान में ऊिजि ि 

तरीके स ेचीखे-लचल् िाय ेजा रह ेहैं, व ेअांतत: इस क्राांलतकारी 

पररलस्थलत की आमद स ेकन् फ्य ज ही होंग ेऔर ऐन मौके पर 

इधर-उधर भटकत ेपाये जाएांगे। सांभवत: लबना प वा मानलसक 

तैयारी के क्राांलतकारी पररलस्थलत के आगमण पर इसके ध ि 

और गबु् बार में कहीं खो जाएांगे। वहीं जो इसका सार सांकिन 

लकय े लबना ही लसफा  इसके बाह्य स् वरूप को दखेकर इसका 

जड़ताप णा तरीके स ेएकाांगी लवरोध कर रह ेहैं, उनके लिए सबस े

बड़ा खतरा यही ह ैलक वे ब री तरह अिगाव में चिे जाएांग े

और वे भी इसके म खाताप णा समथान करन ेवािों की तरह ही 

क्राांलतकारी पररलस्थलत में इधर-उधर खडे़ हो महज दाांत पीसत े

नजर आएांगे।” 

And again, See this from the third instalment 

“कारपोरेट खेती की जगह लकसान समाजवादी कृलि के तहत 

सवाहारा राज् य के साथ कॉन्टै्रर्कट खेती करके ही वतामान ददुाशा 

स ेबाहर लनकि सकत ेहैं। वे अपने आांदोिन को उस ओर 

मोड़ने में लजतनी दरे करेंगे, उनकी दगुालत उतनी तेजी स ेउनका 

नाश करती जाएगी। यह लकसानों के हाथ में ह ैलक व ेमजद र 

वगा के इस प्रस् ताव को ठुकराते हैं या स् वीकारत ेहैं। अगर व े

अपने बडे़ धनी लकसान नेताओ ां पर, जो प ांजीवाद के पररणामों 

स े प ांजीवाद को द र लकये लबना ही िड़ना चाहते हैं, और 

कारपोरेटपक्षी नीलतयों को सरकार पर दबाव बनाकर रद्द करान े

का ख् वाब पाि ेहुए हैं, लबना सोचे समझ ेभरोसा रखत ेह ैतथा 

मजद र वगा द्वारा बताई गई लदशा में अपने सांघिा को नहीं िे 

जात ेहैं, तो जल् द ही उनका लवनाश हो जाएगा। खासकर गरीब 

लकसान जल् द ही आन ेवाि ेसमय में सवाहारा की पातों में 

शालमि होने के लिए बाध् य होंगे। चाह ेआज हो या कि, चाह े

प री तरह उजड़ कर हो या लफर भावी सवाहारा राज् य के 

सहयात्री लकसान वगा के रूप में, िेलकन उनका भलवष् य 

सवाहारा एवां मजद र वगा के साथ ही जडु़ा हुआ ह।ै प ांजीवाद पर 

इसकी जीत में ही उनकी जीत ह।ै अगर लकसान आांदोिन 

मजद र वगा के इस प्रस् ताव पर, जो मजद रों की माांग के आधार 

पर नहीं स् वयां उनकी माांगों के आधार  पर उनके लिए अांलतम 

समाधान पेश करता ह,ै लवचार करते हैं तभी और एकमात्र तभी 

हम सच् चे अथों में मजद र-लकसान एकता की बात कर सकत े

हैं।  भि ेही मजद र वगा कारपोरेट द्वारा लकसान वगा के द्वारा 
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बिात ि टने की कारावाई का तब भी लवरोध करता रहगेा। 

िेलकन जब तक गरीब लकसानों का व् यापक लहस् सा बडे़ धनी 

लकसानों की बुजुाआ वगा व राज् य की राजनीलत का लहस् सा और 

उनके प् याद ेबन ेरहेंग,े तब तक मजद र-लकसान एकता की बात 

महज एक नारा ही बनी रहगेी।” 

So, to say that PRC calls upon the rich peasants to 

do Proletarian Revolution or PRC is asking the 

poor peasants and working class to tail behind the 

rich peasant is utterly false and unfounded, to say 

the least. 

WHAT ARE THE 'EDUCATORS' MOST FURIOUS AT 

US ABOUT?  

Let us directly come at it. They are most terribly 

furious at introduction of the call of Proletarian 

State as the only means for the liberation of the 

struggling peasant masses in the ongoing debate 

on the Farmers Movement which has become the 

rallying point of peoples protests against the 

Corporates and their paid Modi government. They 

made it the centre of attack against PRC, though 

they couldn't muster enough courage to deny the 

call that only a future Proletarian State can address 

all the issues or demands on which the Indian 

peasants are agitating. Finding it difficult to 

oppose, they took a craftily orchestrated path to 

deny it, by first making a completely false claim 

that PRC has distorted the history of socialist 

experiments in Soviet Union to create a turf of 

their own choice, and secondly by jeering at PRC 

for its 'hurry to complete Proletarian Revolution.' 

The intensity of their ferocity at such PRC's hurry 

is very high. It shows PRC's call has hit them right 

at the heart of their hearts. Out of frustration only, 

they have labelled a very pleasant charge that 

PRC is in a hurry for Proletarian Revolution. They 

have acknowledged that we are in a hurry but for 

Proletarian Revolution, and not for any other 

narrow ends. And in this, our educators are 

hundred percent right! We gladly accept this 

charge. I know why they are furious at it. It has 

hurt many of their plans including their plan of 

investment of at least a few generations before 

they would be prepared for Proletarian Revolution. 

This is well in tune with this belief of theirs that 

capitalism can still play a progressive role and so 

the revolution is not to be taken as an imminent 

possibility or a matter of immediate concern. They 

believe that Corporates’ entry in agriculture would 

help productive forces grow and abolish reaction 

in rural India before all the necessary pre-

requisites will be fulfilled and only after that they 

could embark on the path of Proletarian 

Revolution. How smart they are! We truly 

apologise for hurting your well-orchestrated plan, 

gentlemen! But we can't help you more than this 

(giving apology). 

WHAT IN A NUTSHELL IS THE DEBATE GOING ON 

ABOUT THE FARMERS MOVEMENT?  

There is wide spectrum of differing opinions on 

peasant movement, though broadly they can be 

divided in two categories, one in support and the 

other in opposition. However, within these two 

lines, there are many other differing lines, mainly 

centred around the vanguard role of the proletariat 

or the role of its revolutionary party. In our view, 

rising in arms of lakhs of peasants of all strata for 

more than hundred days (which is still continuing 

and most likely to continue for umpteen days) 

against Corporate entry in agriculture is not a 

simple development. It is a very significant socio-

political development for it is being waged not 

only against the Corporates but also in essence 

against the inauguration of the second phase of 

capitalist farming. The first phase that began three 

to four decades ago has already accentuated the 

long drawn agrarian crisis (that first surfaced in the 

form of suicides of farmers in the 90's) to hilt. In 

this phase a minority sections of rich farmers had 

benefitted at the cost of poor and lower middle or 

middle peasants. Corporate entry in agriculture is 

but entry of big capital which is the logical 

conclusion of capitalist farming. How could a 

capitalist-fascist state address this crisis? Only by 

introducing measures that would open the flood 

gate for big corporate capital and dispossess a 

large segment of peasants who have been already 

in acute economic distress at least for a decade.  

What do the peasants want and what can they get 

(from the bourgeois state) are some of very 

important questions that need to be answered by 

those who want to delineate the task of the 

revolutionary proletariat vis-à-vis this ongoing 

farmer movement. Only the correct answers of 

these questions will determine the correct 
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direction and blow of proletarian response to the 

farmer movement.  

What do the peasants want? Peasants want the 

abolition of the new farm laws which means they 

want to stop the entry of corporates in agriculture. 

It means in essence they want to stop the capitalist 

farming half way. Will the agitating farmers be 

successful in this? No if they don't go for 

overthrow of the rule of the bourgeoisie and yes if 

they do so. Even if these farm laws are withdrawn 

under compulsion by the bourgeois state, it will be 

carried out by another means. What could the other 

means be? Other means could be anything from 

enacting similar laws after some time when 'peace' 

among peasants returns to giving backdoor entry 

to Corporates. Everything depends upon the 

situations and a revolutionary party of the 

proletariat, if it is worth its name, must do 

everything not to allow such a situation to come. 

This is the kernel of what we call a revolutionary 

stand in this movement. 

So, the peasants have to abolish capitalism if they 

want to be successful in stalling the corporate 

entry. Is there any other way to stop Corporate? 

No, they will have to do away with capitalist 

exploitation as well as all types of exploitation. 

But can this idea (of abolishing capitalism) ever 

occur in the minds of the peasants on their own? 

No, never. It is only the proletariat in whose 

leadership Proletarian Revolution will take place 

and abolish capitalism establishing a proletarian 

state that will address the peasants' problems to 

solve them once and for ever. Is this a new thing 

in the farmers movement signifying a completely 

new response to a new phenomenon that the 

corporate takeover of agriculture has commenced? 

Yes. This is a new response to a new phenomenon 

in the sense that it (new phenomenon) marks the 

beginning of the second phase of capitalist farming 

against which the peasants are enraged. Such 

questions and responses never emerged in or were 

never thrown by previous farmers movement.  

Such an awakening, which is still far from being 

revolutionary, is based on farmers' own grasping 

of the essence of the laws which has set the 

peasants, particularly of more developed areas and 

states like Punjab, Haryana and western UP, into a 

rebellion. They have understood the danger 

through their own experience of three decades of 

capitalist farming which has amply shown to them 

that prospering via capitalism or capitalist farming 

does not work for majority of peasants. When they 

understood that the new farm laws are but in 

continuity of the same capitalist farming, they 

immediately sensed the danger that is coming and 

the threat being posed to their existence. It's not 

because of no reason that peasants are adamant on 

withdrawal of the farm laws. They are rightly 

worried that they would lose their land and be 

thrown out of village.    

Take the question of purchase guarantee of all 

agri-produce at MSP. This (MSP as a legal right) 

is also a new thing in farmers movement. At least 

the background of Corporate takeover of 

agriculture through laws is giving it a new 

meaning and adding different substance. Why? 

Because the demand of purchase of all produce at 

MSP is a demand that a bourgeois government 

which has brought new farm laws to facilitate 

Corporate entry can't ever fulfil. What is the 

essence of MSP in new form, in legal form and for 

all produce? If we analyse its new features in the 

background of a complete view of its old form, we 

find that the old form of MSP (without being a 

legal right) covered only 6% of farmers who were 

by bulk mainly rich and upper middle peasants, 

that too belonging to a few states. Why couldn't all 

be covered? Because all farmers were not intended 

to be covered. Why? What stopped others from 

taking its advantage? It was the competition that 

was generated among the peasants to sell at 

APMC. It was as if the bourgeois state said, “sell 

at Mandi at MSP if you can” How is a competition 

in a bourgeois society settled? It can be settled 

only by force, on the socio-economic might of 

individual peasants in which only those will win 

who are powerful. There many 'freedoms' but for 

the poor and unprivileged they mean just empty 

words.  

Now, we can easily understand that MSP as a legal 

right with a rider that those companies who buy 

any produce below MSP is to be punished will 

eliminate the competition from among farmers. 

All peasants will be 'benefited' by MSP as per the 

marketable surplus they produce. Poor peasants 
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also sell but very less than rich peasant, well-to-do 

and middle peasants and hence they will not be 

benefitted much, but whatever they have to sell 

will be sold at MSP. But in a bourgeois society, it 

will be always fraught with two types of dangers. 

One, middle and rich peasants who produce more 

may not find adequate number of big buyers as for 

any bourgeois govt or capitalist agri-businessmen 

to buy all the agri-produce at MSP which is 50 

percent above cost is very difficult. It is almost 

impossible because it will upset the already 

disturbed and shaken balance between Supply and 

Demand. For corporate businessmen to earn 

maximum profit they would have to sell the 

produce or their products at a much higher price. 

It will badly affect the demand as fixing a higher 

floor price level for agri-products of all kinds will 

also harm poor buyers, bulk of whom are also poor 

peasants who purchase grain. So, if farmers don't 

find adequate number of buyers in the market it 

(MSP for all) will finally go waste and even the 

rich farmers will be in difficulty in spite of MSP 

for all. It will further close or seal the end wall, 

accentuate the problem rather than solve it by 

bringing a dead end because after that there would 

be no other way left and crisis will become many-

fold. But mind it. This is all for discussion’s sake, 

supposing the states accept the demand of legal 

MSP which is however not going to be accepted in 

reality. For farmers then, this new MSP even if it 

is won will ultimately not solve their problems or 

crisis. The whole struggle will finally go in vain.  

What is the basic reason of this type of chaos in 

bourgeois societies? The basic reason is that in a 

bourgeoisie-run society capitalist profit becomes 

the only lever and hope of economic progress, 

well-being and upward mobility on social ladder 

for all including farmers. But it is a black hole 

from where you don't get any light even if you 

pour a plenty of it. This is like a tunnel at whose 

end there is no light.  All, even the poorest ones, 

work for and are lured by the possibility of profit 

as a result of higher prices of his produce as there 

is no other way he can think to prosper. But what 

is the reality behind the allurement of profit for the 

poor? The reality is that only big ones win as it 

leads to a fierce competition. Next, any higher 

price of a commodity, whatever it may be, 

emanating at any point on the globe, is 

immediately transmitted to the ultimate buyer in 

many times over its original price. So is the case 

with "50 percent above all cost” which farmers 

think is the minimum necessary at least for their 

normal well-being. But peasants are also 

surrounded by constantly rising prices of all other 

commodities and services which are many times 

costlier than the total cost involved. So peasants 

like any other class are always under pressure to 

keep pace with rising prices of other commodities 

and service. On the other hand, if peasants are left 

to the vagaries of market for the sake of profit, the 

volatility of prices ruin even a section of the rich 

peasants. They cannot survive if slump and 

volatility of prices both continues. Thus, their 

destiny is also sealed like that of poor and small or 

middle peasants, particularly when corporate 

enters into agriculture. The agriculture sector is 

thus becoming a worthless sector for farmers at 

large and only those can survive in agriculture who 

are big and super rich able to extract a super 

margin even in the midst of fierce competition 

with the corporates in the big capital-controlled 

market. After some time, we may find even super 

rich aren't able to survive because super-duper rich 

have entered into it. There is no end to it. This is 

what is called the natural motion of capital, be it in 

agriculture or in any other sector.  

One can argue, those who are incapable of 

surviving must leave agriculture. This is exactly 

what Corporate and Modi want. It is also true that 

so long as bourgeoisie rule the society, there can 

be no other way things can move. The only option 

left is to overthrow the state which works for the 

profit of big capital. But now let us suppose 

farmers are defeated and Modi government is able 

to implement the new farm laws, and grain market 

is also monopolized by corporate agri-business 

companies, then what would be the scenario? 

Prices of the agri-produce will go even much 

higher because they will take the form of 

monopoly prices. On the other hand, forced 

eviction of poor peasants will take place. The long-

term vision of the State is to bring down the 

percentage of total village population dependent 

on agriculture from 60% to 36% in the first round 

so that vast amount of land is freed up for large 
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scale corporate farming in not-so-distant future. 

Apart from this, the government is also going to do 

away with PDS and FCI meaning thereby that with 

the restriction on private hoarding of grain and 

pulses already gone the government is handing 

over the whole grain market to Corporates 

resulting in monopoly prices for grain, pulses, 

vegetable, fruit and all other food items.6 

So, we see there is no solution either way. 

Now come again to the new MSP once more. We 

have seen that there is a possibility of a drastic fall 

in numbers of big buyers. This will force the 

farmers to take up even more irrational and 

contradictory steps. A new struggle will be sought 

to emerge, this time for the guarantee of buyers. 

Farmers will have to wage a new struggle for 

another law that will legally guarantee purchase by 

the businessmen at MSP and of all produce. But 

businessmen can't be pressurised by any law to 

purchase at a certain price. In this case, the demand 

of purchase guarantee rests with the government to 

be accepted. But the government is denying and it 

will always deny saying it can't do anything with 

these mountains of agri-produce. Then, farmers 

leaders will say that businessmen must buy at MSP 

and the difference in price must be paid to the 

businessmen by the government. So, finally it is a 

demand of guarantee of purchase by 

government/state for which government will have 

to depend on public finance which is already 

depleted to an extent that nothing is saved for the 

general people now. This will also be twice in 

favour of corporates. So even if we assume that 

government will accept this, the crisis of public 

finance and demand would blast the whole system 

hurting all very badly in its return, even peasants 

in many ways. So, it is clear that nothing very 

precious will come in the pocket of the peasants if 

the government accepts the demands. The whole 

exercise around MSP as a legal right or the 

demand of purchase guarantee goes against the 

laws of capitalist market. For all these better 

results, the laws of capitalist market need to be 

done away with which is possible only by 

 
6 Even now we can compare the prices of grain, fruits, vegetables in open market and find that they are already many times over and 

above their purchase price-rates given to farmers at the time of harvest. For an example, a single piece of Cauli-flower packed in a 

thin plastic cost more than 60-70 rupees. And this is when MSP to all and on all produce is not being given. 

establishing a proletarian state on the ruins of the 

old capitalist one. So, it is clear the new MSP 

arrives at its serious violent flaw and lands the 

whole affair in a queer mixture of internally beset 

contradictions. This is what PRC has been saying 

that the solution of these demands presupposes a 

Proletarian State that alone can give guarantee of 

purchase of all the produce of the farmers at 

appropriate prices and also promise them a decent 

and dignified life without the possibility of any 

crisis which is very often the case in or under a 

bourgeois state. On the other hand, we have seen 

that if the present situation is left to be tackled in 

capitalist way, its result will be corporate takeover 

only. It will be disastrous as the village and peasant 

farming will be delivered to big capital for loot and 

plunder.  

However, farmers are agitated and it seems they 

are not going to be at peace as long as farm laws 

are not repealed and MSP as a legal right is not 

accepted. What does it mean? It means that if their 

struggle continues and the farmers, convinced as 

they are about the fall out of farm laws, further go 

into clash-combat like situation with the state, the 

agitation is bound to go beyond the bourgeois 

limit.  Farmers are also getting convinced that even 

without the farm laws, the very existence of 

capitalist farming under a bourgeois state is no less 

than a serious threat to their existence as it is 

destroying the vast majority with imposing crisis 

leading to heavy destruction of productive forces 

and death for the poor men and women, old and 

young. Even when there were no farm laws, the 

income of the whole peasantry except a super-rich 

section in the last 6 to 7 years fell by drastic 30 

percent and more. 

THE ROLE OF A PROLETARIAN PARTY IN THE 

ABOVE SCENE 

So, what a proletarian party has to do in the above 

circumstances is a very serious thing to think over. 

Even the immediate roots of farmers current 

problems are the ones that are linked with their 

future existence and are in no way going to be 
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solved within the boundary of capitalism. That is 

why their demands are not going to be even heard. 

In short, within bourgeois parameters, there is no 

solution of problems of peasants, nor the crisis of 

agriculture and farmers can be ever mitigated 

under capitalism which is in the mould of 

permanent crisis. We have seen above that even 

MSP with 50% above all cost for all is destined to 

fail. We have seen that MSP with 50% above cost 

for all is not a solution, rather it is a part of a bigger 

problem as it leads the existing critical situation 

and things to a dead end. What does it mean? It 

means the new MSP above 50% for all leads the 

farmers into a violent clash with the boundary of 

the bourgeois system pushing them to go beyond 

capitalism. If they keep demanding it, remain firm 

in their struggle and of course if working class 

intervenes with the call of Proletarian State and of 

course proletarian revolution, the farmers agitation 

is bound to take revolutionary path. This is what 

PRC has been saying.  

Almost entire peasantry (of course leaving a tiny 

section of super rich) has been mobilised into this 

protest, whether actively or passively, driven as 

they are by the apprehension of a grave disaster 

(which is true) caused by inevitable and complete 

corporate control on agriculture and rural life 

through the new farm laws. From their point of 

view, statutorily-guaranteed MSP has become a 

thing of vital importance since they want 

protection from vicissitudes of market for their 

(especially rich & medium farmers) own survival 

as the private companies will then be forced to pay 

MSP despite fall in open market prices. But we 

have discussed what will become of MSP in the 

end even if it is accepted. The revolutionaries 

have to convey it to the peasant masses boldly 

that in a bourgeois society MSP is not the 

solution for farmers. We have also discussed that 

the withdrawal of three farm laws, which will 

obstruct the further capitalist development of 

agriculture, is not an easy demand that the Modi 

government will accept unless there is threat of a 

proletarian revolution appearing before them eyes. 

In normal conditions, the government which is in 

the pay of corporates is not even ready to listen to 

these demands, whether of statutorily guaranteed 

MSP or withdrawal of the farm laws. This is the 

experience of hundred days of the farmers 

movement. This is the age of moribund capitalism 

which can no longer accept these demands. 

Nevertheless, the movement is important for the 

working class. Why? Because it helps the farmers 

see for themselves the limit of the bourgeois 

state’s capacity to solve and address the problems 

of farmers. Let us hear what the PRC's author has 

to say about it.    

" It is clear that if this demand is raised 

strongly and gains wide popularity, it 

will lead farmers to not only transcend 

capitalism but also to the demand of a 

proletarian state because except for a 

proletarian state which is not driven by 

profit no other state can bear the burden 

of the purchase guarantee for farmers. 

Hence present farmers movement has a 

dual role. On one hand, it is a fight by 

owner farmers for their survival against 

the corporate capital. On the other, this 

fight for survival can also …. bring to 

the fore (spontaneously from below) the 

necessity of a proletarian socialist 

state…. Thus MSP, in this form, instead 

of remaining MSP in original sense, 

transforms into a demand for purchase 

guarantee under a contract farming 

agreement with the state. Hence, though 

externally bearing stamp of the old 

demands of the farmers movement, both 

its aim and kernel have metamorphosed 

into new. While its objective is to put up 

an unscalable barrier for the corporates, 

its kernel is directed towards breaking 

the boundary of the bourgeois state (and 

society#)"  

And therefore, PRC's author writes - 

" Therefore, their pull towards MSP 

cannot be the sole criterion for deciding 

our approach towards the present 

farmers movement. We need to form a 

comprehensive view by examining both 

external and internal aspects of a 

phenomenon. Not to do so would only 

demonstrate the political short-

sightedness and tactical poverty of those 
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practising revolutionary working-class 

politics. After more than 50 days of the 

movement, we are in a position to say 

that along with the cry of freedom from 

corporate capital it is also capable of 

mobilising the countrywide masses 

against the capitalist loot itself since this 

agitation has moved towards this new 

awakening solely under the 

compulsions of its own internal 

dialectical dynamics." 

But, as said earlier, even if MSP is not guaranteed 

and farmers are defeated as our 'educators' wish 

and the pro-corporate farm laws are implemented 

as again our 'educators' are longing for thinking 

that the laws (except the one removing cap on 

private storage) will usher India in some golden 

age of development of productive forces and 

abolition of reaction, even then prices will go 

higher, even much higher than what the MSP for 

all farmers would warrant or could be held 

accountable for because of the advent of the era of 

monopoly prices.  

PRC VS ALL OTHERS 

In the given circumstances, one has to seriously 

ponder over what could be the revolutionary 

stand? According to us, just to support the farmers 

movement per se cannot be the revolutionary 

stand. This movement is not an ordinary 

movement. It has taken on the whole fascist state 

and the confrontation is deepening everyday. Only 

a counter-revolutionary will jeer at the anger it is 

producing which is deep-rooted. To just vaguely 

propagate revolutionary politics in general terms 

will not work in this case. It is face to face with a 

fascist state which is most unlikely to heed and 

hence a situation of very serious standoff has come 

that may result in anything including creating 

ripples landing us all in a situation of a 

revolutionary crisis. Such a situation may 

ultimately develop if the movement goes on 

uncompromisingly like this despite repressions. It 

will then certainly destabilise the uneasy balance 

of social forces tearing apart the calm among them 

and forcing their new alignments in ever changing 

situation despite the fact the working class is still 

not taking the call. Let us see how PRC puts it –  

“Till capitalism remains, the struggle of 

farmers against corporate will continue 

and sharpen. The party of working class 

should not only oppose farm laws but 

fully expose the working of capitalism 

comprehensively, i.e., among and with 

reference to all classes. This is the 

second precondition for this movement 

taking a revolutionary turn, first being 

the constant onward march of the 

movement till final victory for present 

demands, without which second 

precondition is meaningless……” 

“It is remarkable that, though not 

consciously, this movement is inspired 

by the idea of a state which will reverse 

the contradictory progress of capitalist 

agriculture including all its ruinous 

consequences. The fear of anarchy of 

market and the fight to prevent final 

victory of corporate capital over 

agriculture is driven by this idea. This 

demonstrates the farmers’ present level 

of consciousness. They want a state 

which will go against the interests of 

capital, irony being the desire for 

fulfilment of this demand is dependent 

on the mercy of a capitalist state! This is 

the epitome of contradictions inherent in 

this movement implying that, in case this 

movement strengthens, it is bound to 

turn against the rule of capital. If such an 

outcome comes about, it will be no 

surprise.” 

In such a situation, just to limit ourselves to 

supporting, even with certain conditions, will fall 

short of the need of today's working class 

revolutionary politics that demands us to come out 

and intervene in the movement with a clarion call 

to farmers that in capitalism, in a society which is 

based on exploitation of the those who are less 

privileged by those who are more privileged, only 

corporates and among the corporates only the 

biggest and the most powerful corporates will 

thrive. And this is what is happening in 

agriculture, too. So, the working class, even if it is 

without any well-equipped powerful headquarter 

must say to the struggling peasants that it is only 
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the future proletarian state in India based on 

workers-peasant alliance which can alone 

guarantee what they are demanding and provide 

them descent and dignified life without any one 

exploiting the other and through a very advanced 

collective farms in which all the peasants who will 

be ready to shun exploitation of weak by strong 

will join. Whatever they will produce and on the 

basis of contract with the proletarian state on 

mutually friendly and respectful terms well in 

advance before sowing they will be able to sell at 

"appropriate prices" to the state that will, apart 

from the appropriate prices, aid and assist them 

with whatever they (the proletariat and its state) 

command. Naturally, all the wealth and capital 

belonging to enemy of the people, all the creation 

of toil of workers and peasants will be confiscated 

forthwith by the proletarian state without 

compensation with the combined might of the 

working class and the poor toiling peasantry who 

will form the core of the collective farms. The 

working class must invite all the struggling strata 

of peasants who are so willing. Who will oppose 

confiscation of corporates? A minority of the 

super-rich peasantry (if at all we can call them 

peasantry), the corporates themselves and along 

with their lackeys (bourgeois parties, anti-people 

officialdom, remnants of old feudal families and of 

course the apologists of corporates like 'our family 

of educators' who think corporate entry in 

agriculture will lead to development of productive 

forces and abolition of reaction in villages). All 

sections of the rich who will resist will also be 

confiscated so that their capital be used in the 

collective farms. Then, not to mention, workers 

and peasants state will deal with such lackeys of 

corporates with heavy hands and without any 

mercy.  

It is also true that the lower rung sections of rich 

peasantry, who despite the fact that their existence 

is threatened and they are in struggle, will not 

accept the path of collectivisation easily and 

readily. How the proletarian state will deal with 

 
7 Coercion and force are needed only when enemy is dangerously powerful and can destabilise the proletarian state. When the 

corporates will be confiscated and the poor and middle peasant will stand with the proletarian state, the insignificant number of super 

rich peasants will not pose much threat, while those of lesser fortune among them who are themselves in distress and are fighting 

against the corporates in the present movement may not join their super rich against collectivisation. So, the question of rich peasant 

is not a problem of much importance or something that can be of much worry in today's India. 

them at that time can't be exactly said now except 

for this that if the middle peasants are won over, 

then the game will be over for them as they 

constitute a miniscule part of rural population and 

for grain and other produce the proletarian state 

won't be dependent upon them. Coercion and force 

may not be necessary then specially in normal 

circumstances7 unless they would try to resist the 

irresistible wave of collectivisation under DOP. 

On the ground, this would be led by poor peasants 

who constitute now almost 87% of the total 

landowning rural population.                   

What is important is that except for PRC, none 

brought the question of proletarian state into the 

debate on farmers' movement without which 

attracting poor peasantry would not be possible. 

Support or opposition, before the entry of PRC in 

the debate, the discussion was merely moving 

around the merit or demerit of the farm laws, their 

good or bad impacts on peasants and workers or 

general people at large. PRC brought forward in 

the debate the question of proletarian state in 

concrete form and not merely vaguely. It 

introduced this in the debate as the only saviour of 

the toiling peasantry. It also analysed the question 

of a section of the rich peasant in the light of the 

new circumstances and we found that even this 

section is vocal in opposing the farm laws. When 

we investigated it, we found a section of it is also 

beleaguered and is in hapless condition under the 

heavy burden of the debt incurred in pursuit of 

profit by capitalist farming and when farm laws 

came it understood "achche din” are gone for 

them, too. This section is not trustworthy as it has 

been in the habit of exploiting wage labour as well 

as were thriving at the cost of poor peasants. But 

when in new situation they feel threatened we 

don't have any such business as to send them to the 

enemy camp when they are themselves choosing 

to be on toilers' side. So far as MSP is concerned, 

we have discussed it and found that the idea is not 

at all implementable under a bourgeois order.  
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Those who limited their analysis to mere economic 

presentation (our 'educators' are the tallest 

luminaries among them8) got themselves broadly 

on the side of the farm laws and corporates i.e. in 

general against the farmers movement branding it 

anti-poor and anti-working class. Some took 

neutral stands, however it is difficult to keep such 

a stand intact for long as this will finally yield 

against the movement. Similarly, there are 

revolutionary groups and people who tried to 

present the question politically but fell short of 

deriving revolutionary tasks from this and kept 

limited to deciding to protest the laws and just 

siding with the movement without any further 

examination of the dialectical motion of the 

peasant movement and ground for the subsequent 

proletarian intervention while taking advantage of 

the unfolding excellent political situation to push 

the working class politics in the driving seat, 

particularly placing boldly the working class as the 

future master of society and saviour of mankind, 

as the only class that will save the humanity from 

the destruction caused by centralisation of capital 

while linking it with the overall cause and mission 

of Proletarian Revolution.  

On the other hand, the vast majority of the 

supporter of the movement is of those ML groups 

who support the farmers movement in as usual 

mode or at best honestly tailing behind the peasant 

movement supporting whatever the peasant 

movement is saying or demanding, without any 

analysis of its internal contradictory movement. 

No other idea ever occurs in their mind. What does 

 
8 Our 'educators' have been enthusiastically economistic in approach and hence think that any further capitalist farming (even if it 

leads to complete monopolisation) is a progressive phenomenon and hence if the farm laws inaugurate its next phase it is of no harm, 

rather it will be advantageous for the growth of the productive forces and will abolish reaction in rural society. That is why they 

ridicule and jeet at those who either support or are of the opinion of proletarian intervene into it. They cite history of Jats' anti-women, 

patriarchal, casteist, big brotherly and communal history believing the big capital is entering in agriculture will civilize them. This is 

height of stupidity. It implies that capitalism can still play a progressive role in Indian society, while what we see is that it is now 

leading to even financialization of assets and capital. Monetization, uberisation etc are examples of this leading to destruction through 

financialised extraction and soaking of profit which is being accrued in whatever amount from production. The agricultural produce 

stored in corporate godowns will be used as a tool of financialization through speculation. Intention of use of modern machineries 

through corporate controlled contract agriculture is to earn profit which will be financialised as investment back in agriculture for its 

developing will lead to further overproduction. Hence the farm laws that allow monopoly will not only lead to hoarding, it is going 

to lead to increased financialization of capital and asset already invested and if new capital is invested via contract farming in which 

monopoly will give modern machinery to farmers will all come from western countries where they have no use and are rotting, it will 

also meet the same end after extraction of profit from it. Even the hoardings of grain will be subjected to this use through employment 

of the speculative tool of the futures. It will bring disaster in agriculture and destroy it completely. This is what can capitalism be 

today. Therefore, there is no substance in advocating for further extension of capitalist farming. It is already heralding a revolutionary 

crisis of which the ongoing farmers movement is the strongest indication. 

It mean? It means that all those forming one side 

of the spectrum of the revolutionary forces who 

tried to present themselves on the side of the 

movement, supported the movement giving queer 

economic logic based on partial demands, for 

example, saying that workers demands must also 

be raised by the farmers movement. Some even 

demanded that the separate demands and issues of 

poor and small peasants be added to make it truly 

broad based, when some from the SR camp 

showing extraordinary love for workers added that 

the demand of rise of workers' wages be declared 

from the ‘borders’. Some other enthusiasts of 

NDR asked for addition of Land to the Tiller 

demand. The intentions behind such stands are 

often quite pious – they all want it to make it more 

and more broad based, as if one needs to only add 

immediate partial demands of different 

intermediary segments of society and the 

movement will become broad based. However 

pious this may be, it bears no truth of science of 

social movement, shows political bankruptcy and 

betrays eclecticism.  

It is true that only PRC brought the question of 

proletarian state into this debate by not only asking 

the working class to support this movement but 

more than this to intervene into it, not on the basis 

of partial or minimum demands but on the basis of 

the maximum demand i.e. giving a call to the 

peasants to continue with their movement till 

capitalism is overthrown saying them clearly at the 

same time that it is only in a proletarian ruled state 

that the final liberation of the peasants can be won. 
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Many came in support as a timely call, but many 

more particularly the revisionists, reformist and 

opportunists were clueless and therefore opposed 

and ridiculed. But no one were so bold as the new 

apologists of corporates, the great 'family of 

educators who even opposed this call that 'only the 

future proletarian state in India, like in the USSR, 

would liberate the peasants by organising them in 

collective farms, giving them guarantee of 

purchase of all their produce at appropriate prices 

and providing a decent and dignified life in an 

exploitation free society. Just at this (see the words 

in bold) they furiously attacked us. They kept 

repeatedly alleging the same thing time and again 

at more than one place that PRC has wronged 'the 

history of socialist experiments in the USSR' and 

'the policies adopted during the transition to 

socialism' etc when PRC has nowhere dealt with 

the history in the said booklet or on its Facebook 

page. How can just mentioning the words like in 

the USSR become history of socialist experiments 

in the USSR or history of the policies adopted 

during transition to Socialism? A man on the sly 

i.e., a man with dishonest intentions only can say 

on this basis that PRC has distorted the history of 

socialist experiments. The worst criticism that they 

could do on this basis was that they would have 

denied what we said i.e. they would have said that 

no such guarantee of purchase was given by 

proletarian state in the USSR. Do they deny this? 

Not surprisingly though, NO. Then, one may 

wonder what is the distortion? What is then their 

fury all about, one may get perplexed and 

bewildered?  

PEASANT WOULD HAVE HIT US?  

They say, had we not concealed facts prior to 

collectivisation campaign, such as nationalisation 

of land just following Bolshevik revolution, 

liquidation of kulaks as a class, prevention of wage 

labour in the collective farms, etc to the agitating 

farmers they would have hit us on our head and 

made us conscious of our follies. What is our direct 

experience? We spend more than week at Singhu, 

Tikri and Gazipur borders, spoke at length about 

our politics not only with peasants but also their 

leaders but I swear they didn't hit us (don't laugh). 

Yes, they became sad when we said from the dais 

that no such demand is going to be met so long as 

they don't overthrow the bourgeois state and that 

they will have to ultimately choose between 

bourgeois state and proletarian state. Apart from 

this we talked many things. They didn't hit us, 

rather saluted us with clappings. We also warned 

them that without working class leadership their 

struggle would go nowhere and they won't have 

good days despite repeal of the farm laws. They 

again became sad, but I swear again they didn't hit 

us! On the contrary, their leaders asked us to come 

again and discuss. But yes, we didn't say like you 

believe we must say, “you profit seeking farmers! 

will you stop sucking the blood of workers when 

you too feel distressed now?" We thought at that 

time, we should leave this for you to say to them. 

Won't you? 

APOLOGISTS OF CORPORATES ARE ALSO 

COWARDS 

One thing is however certain that their such 

statements (that they hurled at us) amounts to 

character assassination of the agitating peasants. 

What they mean to say is that the peasants at the 

borders would hit those who speak in favour of 

workers. It is like they are leading a character 

assassination campaign to tarnish the image of the 

agitating peasants. It's a troll behaviour. That is 

why they fear going there like Modi Bhakts. But, 

with this they have finally discredited only 

themselves. They have wronged only themselves. 

They thought we would be scared. But what is the 

fact? The fact is that it betrays cowardice hidden 

in them which is now above board. May I ask 

them: is it precisely due to this fear of being hit or 

thrashed that you haven't propagated your politics 

among the peasants at the borders? After all, you 

are super revolutionaries, you must have done it 

despite such threats. Mustn't you? At borders there 

are poor and lower middle peasants, too and you 

also admit this. Mustn't you go to them, at least to 

educate them that this is a kulak movement and so 

they should go back home. Mustn't you, our dear 

educators? If not at borders as it might be very 

dangerous (according to you), mustn't you meet 

them in villages? And if not openly in front of all 

(in villages or at borders) due to fear of being 

caught, mustn't you try doing it secretly, 

whispering into their ears individually? If this is 
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also not possible and you are too much scared, may 

I suggest you a method? it is very fascinating. I 

mean, you may request Modi to provide you some 

security. He will happily provide you as both of 

you believe that the farm laws will benefit small 

farmers. You and your group of little apologists 

will all feel safe. But even after this, anything may 

happen, I would like to warn you, my dear 

'educators'! The peasants are very furious at seeing 

apologists like you. If they smell you, they may 

measure the length, breadth and depth of your 

bodies. So, take care, our 'educators'! You know 

these 'rascal' and 'patriarchal' peasants, as you 

might be calling them, can do nasty things.  

Anyway, one thing is sure. Let our educators go to 

any small peasant of Punjab and Haryana and 

discuss with him how the farm laws will benefit 

them. I bet they will be chased away (although I 

hope they will not beat, they are not so foolish) like 

they do with any BJP leader. Will wisdom prevail 

then? Possibly NO. Most probably they will start 

saying the same things as the BJP leaders are 

saying - peasants have been misled! what a poor 

apologist you are, dear educators!  

Nevertheless, your status as 'educators' is secured 

for you have taught us a very good lesson in 

cowardice and in this you have done really well. 

You deserve a medal. Let an opportune time come, 

the corporates would surely oblige with one.  

THIS IS NOT ALL 

When we call upon the agitating peasants or 

farmers to accept the leadership of the working 

class as the future ruler of society so that their 

woes are permanently mitigated as only a future 

proletarian state that would be established in 

alliance with peasantry can guarantee them 

descent and dignified life by not only guaranteeing 

the purchase of their produce at “appropriate 

prices” but also by giving them every possible type 

of aid and assistance (economic, political, 

ideological, scientific and cultural, etc) by all 

 
9 As if at every place we say workers-peasant alliance, we have to mention workers-poor peasant alliance or workers-poor and middle 

or lower middle peasants. it is laughable. It is nonsensical if one take it matter this much mechanically. Even in Soviet literature we 

find great Lenin frequently writing workers-peasant alliance even when he meant rich and kulak peasants excluded. we can site 

dozens of such examples, but only at the cost of time and space of the readers and space of this article which is unfortunately has 

already become lengthy. 

means and methods, our 'educators' surprisingly at 

first tend to deny saying (quoting from history of 

Collectivisation without evidence): No, no, the 

collective peasants must be given prices just little 

above the cost (because according to them in the 

USSR only this much was given). I fear, the small 

peasants will also deny to join collectivisation at 

such a presentation!. And secondly, they quite 

naturally according to their predating character 

instantly put it all to their own peculiar method of 

scrutiny (forgetting how many times 

differentiation of peasantry and accordingly 

preference of poor peasantry to any other peasants 

have been mentioned and told), asking, which 

peasants?9 Naturally, 'the struggling peasants' is 

our answer. Who are these struggling peasants? 

They are poor, middle and of course a section of 

rich peasant sans its super rich strata. Our 

educators ask: Do we want to also collectivise the 

rich peasants? We say, our proposal extends to that 

strata of the rich peasants i.e. comparatively lower 

rung rich peasants whose existence they 

themselves feel is threatened and therefore are in 

struggle against the future corporate control of 

rural economy taking gigantic steps forward with 

enaction of farm laws. If a section of such peasants 

is opposing farm laws which are in continuation of 

three decades of capitalist farming and hence, they 

are also opposing in essence capitalist farming, 

knowingly or unknowingly, this is not our making. 

This is an objective fact and hence needs to be 

analysed and the new phenomenon emerging 

therefrom must be discerned by the working-class 

headquarters. If we keep ranting on elemental 

character only, it can be done. But this is 

elementalism, not proletarian politics that seeks to 

find allies (both temporary and permanent, faithful 

and less faithful) to precisely narrow down the 

target i.e. the super-rich strata of the rural rich folk 

whose political links with the fascist are still 

unruptured, are intact even in the so much heat that 

the farmers movement is producing. Mechanically 

drawing parallel of a particular incident and a class 
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of a hundred years ago is not the way one should 

learn from the history. Revolutionaries must desist 

from copy-pasting and rather concentrate on 

concrete analysis of a particular phenomenon and 

factor it into political and ideological. There is no 

similarity whatsoever with the Russian kulaks who 

'by continuation of capitalist farming in the next 

higher level' didn't ever feel threatened of their 

existence. There is a gap of 100 years now between 

them and the Indian farmers who are at present 

feeling threatened by continuation of capitalist 

farming in its second phase when corporates are 

taking strides after strides to gobble up not only the 

rural economy, but, also rural people sans a few 

super rich, destabilising the very social balance 

which is in the offing as those (particularly poor 

and middle peasants) dependent directly or 

indirectly on agriculture are being sought to be 

ousted and expelled from agriculture which also 

happens to be the historical mission of the second 

phase i.e. corporate-controlled phase of capitalist 

farming. Actually, our 'educators' support the farm 

laws and corporates believing that they usher the 

villages in an age of development of productive 

forces (which we'll again take up in its entirety 

only later in the next instalments) and that is their 

main problem behind their becoming a tool of 

corporates!  

WILL THE POOR PEASANT ACCEPT OUR 

PROPOSAL EASILY?  

We have asked about a section of rich peasants: 

Will the lower rung rich peasants ever accept the 

working-class proposal? Most possibly, NO. Then 

why this proposal to them? Our answer is: Simply 

because they are in the same struggle against the 

corporates as other lower strata of the peasants and 

tactically (or otherwise too) we can't and shouldn't 

separate them. But to understand this a little better, 

a more important thing is to ask the same question 

about the poor peasants, too. The answer will be 

this: what to talk of the struggling rich peasants, 

even the middle, poor or small peasants will also 

not accept collectivisation with readiness, because 

 
10 In this respect we would make it rather clear that we don’t advocate nationalisation of land then allotment to those who can work 

on it, given the stage of social development. This is a bourgeois or best a revisionist slogan for Indian peasanty. We see socialisation 

of agriculture through collectivisation as the first stage if socialism is attained and DOP comes into being in India. 

this option is out of their imagination, not even in 

rudimentary political-ideological form and a very 

dirty propaganda also surrounds them. Only when 

constant campaign and exposure of capitalism in 

all details while portraying the unfolding political 

situation in a way by which we help them imagine 

that in near or not so distant future a new state or 

society will emerge which would come to their 

rescue and that will be their own proletarian state, 

and if we also prepare ground by political 

intervention of the advance elements of the 

working class (even in the absence of a powerful 

working class) so that the present farmers 

movement showing acute desperation of the large 

masses of the peasantry is even remotely helped to 

grow in such an imagination of a proletarian state, 

then and only then, after a very hard work, there is 

a chance that they will en masse follow the 

historical mission of the proletariat and also 

become confident of rising on their own feet in 

alliance with the working class mission, otherwise 

in absence of this, they will continue to hanker 

after small gains behind the bourgeoisie. PRC has 

tried to do precisely this. To limit at this time to 

just partial demands is to ask them to follow in the 

image and political footstep of the bourgeois at a 

time when it is most exposed of its bankruptcy in 

solving the problem of the peasantry. It is sheer 

economism and we already know what they are 

from our experience of previous encounters with 

our 'educators', as also from our knowledge of their 

manner of fighting elections, which is however not 

the main issue.  

Hence the question of bringing peasantry to our 

side is not just merely an economic question, not 

an issue that can be presented only economically. 

Only if it is presented politically and ideologically 

i.e. factored into political and ideological, 

economic explanation works in favour of the 

proletariat. To the great extent the poor peasantry 

is economically ruined, it can readily accept 

nationalisation or socialisation.10 Similarly, to the 

lesser extent the middle peasants are economically 

ruined and they feel their existence in threat, they 
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can be made an ally (but not a natural ally as poor 

and marginal peasants) of our mission but with a 

condition that when either an upsurge of class 

struggle followed by a consistent political struggle 

drawing in its wake wider sections of society 

including the peasantry is present or peasantry 

itself is badly agitated due to their imminent and 

historically driven dispossession from land due to 

onward march of big capital in agriculture. And, 

what is true for middle peasants as a whole is also 

true for lower rung rich peasants whose political 

behaviour signifying closeness with the 

bourgeoisie in power with the introduction of the 

new farm laws has tended to change, though their 

element (basic character) hasn't changed for it 

doesn't so easily change with the change or 

possibility of a change in economic condition. But 

who can keep ranting about the elemental 

character which takes time to change in changed 

economic circumstances threatening their past 

socio-economic status and existence? Only those 

who follow elementalism not Marxism, who don't 

understand the importance of this new 

development signifying rupture of their old 

relations within the ruling class for the working 

class politics in general and its importance in the 

present day fascist onslaught in particular, who are 

hell bent to merge the working class in economism 

resulting in support for corporates, who see 

progress of social development in the victory of 

corporates (big capital) over the whole rural and 

urban India, who see no harm if the whole of rural 

India is delivered to Corporates and if a ruling 

class vision of forcing out half of the rural 

population out of villages in planned manner step 

by step in order to hand over the farming sector to 

corporates and who without any shame see a bright 

future for the development of productive forces at 

a time when the wind of financialization of capital 

is blowing all over the world including India. A 

situation has come with the introduction of new 

farm laws in which the vast majority of the 

peasantry feels threatened and are in do or die 

struggles against the corporates. In these stormy 

days that reflects destruction of capital as well as 

men and material all around, our 'educators' have 

chosen a side in support of corporates. Then this is 

no surprise that they attack those who want to 

derive revolutionary task based on concrete 

analysis of concrete situations for the working 

class so that at least some proletarian imprint is 

stamped on the ongoing peasant movement, so that 

the working class at least gets a chance to address 

the beleaguered and desperate peasant masses who 

are not satisfied with the results of the three-four 

decades of capitalist farming, as the future master 

and custodian of society. The 'educators' are 

branding this as mending the tail of the kulaks, 

while they themselves nakedly support the 

Corporates. In this age of fascism, nothing and 

absolutely nothing is surprising!  

APPROPRIATE PRICES TO COLLECTIVE PEASANTS: 

EDUCATORS THEMSELVES NEED EDUCATION.    

When we talk of "appropriate price' of agricultural 

produce under a proletarian state to collectivised 

peasants, it all together is a different thing whether 

it is just above the cost or 40-50 percent above the 

cost. It can't be defined and described or 

characterised as it is done in a capitalist state. To 

call it remunerative price is the worst thing, to say 

the least. When we say that a branch of socialised 

industry is profitable, its meaning is not the same 

as it is when capitalist state runs the industry. The 

profit that we generally talk about in socialism is 

not the capitalist profit. It only means that a part of 

the production is in excess over the cost, after 

accounting all costs including value of expended 

labour power. We know that in a collective farm 

wage labour is prohibited and not permitted in any 

condition. Whatever the collective peasants 

produce is produced by their own labour power 

and is owned collectively by them through 

collective farms that express their collective 

interests. Then, how come (capitalist) profit can be 

obtained? So, where and how does the question of 

remunerative prices occur in our 'educators' mind 

when we said that the proletarian state will 

guarantee the purchase of their all produce at 

"appropriate price"? On the one hand, he also says 

wage labour is prohibited in collective farms, but 

on the other hand he accuses me of supposing the 

proletarian state to give remunerative prices when 

I have not uttered a word about it! I leave it to 

readers to judge who is what.  

I ask readers: Who does accrue capitalist profit, 

and from whom in socialism? From the proletariat, 
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the master of the state? In actuality, the proletariat 

loses its identity as proletariat under socialism in 

which he is not a wage slave but the master of the 

means of productions and owns whatever is 

produced. So, according to the 'educators' and as 

per their statement, collective farmers can be 

supposed to be accruing capitalist profit 

(otherwise there can be no question of 

remunerative price to be given to collective 

peasants) from the proletarian State! Are our 

'educators' enhancing the prestige of Socialism or 

denigrating it?  

In the USSR it is true that what the proletarian state 

paid as procurement price (which was above the 

cost) was mainly based on calculation of social 

labour. What does it mean? It means that 

procurement price the collective farms got from 

the state contained cost plus the value of collective 

peasants' own labour power. Hence what was paid 

above cost by the Soviet State was equal (in money 

for or in kind) to the value of the peasants own 

labour power. And hence we can conclude that a 

Soviet collective farm peasant was paid above cost 

but what was above the cost can be considered to 

be the value of his own labour power. The 

'educators' say that the price that collective farm 

peasant got from the state was in the main based 

on calculation of social labour.  What is that other 

(in the main) than social labour that comes in the 

calculation while paying the farmers for their 

produce? Our educators are silent on this.  

In short, the history of Socialism in progress and 

relating to prices paid to collective farmers says 

that the Soviet state paid both procurement prices 

and purchase price. Procurement prices were 

delivery prices for the fixed quotas having the 

character of both, requisition as well as tax in kind, 

paid in lieu of delivery of fixed quotas of the 

produce to the State that were fixed in advance on 

the basis of the quality of the soil and the area of 

sown land thus skimming the differential rent 

which otherwise would have been retained with 

favourably situated collective farms leading to 

enrichment of a few of them and thus leading to 

economic differentiation detrimental to the cause 

of furtherance of socialism. Hence these 

procurement prices were long way lower than the 

market prices. On the other hand, the purchase 

prices, the result of sales contract at state purchase 

prices with collective farms or individual peasant 

farming, were a very long way higher than the 

procurement prices. Now, as the purchase price is 

long way above the procurement price, it must be 

also quite higher than the cost. What we can 

conclude from this is that the value of the 

collective peasants' labour power is too high for 

this segment of price. We don't know where the 

purchase price stands in comparison to the market 

price but it must be somewhere below it. Now the 

rest of the produce is sold at Market Price outside 

their village that formed the basis of Kolkhoz 

market specially meant for collective peasants 

who, unlike industrial workers and commune 

peasants, were not in the habit of living on state 

rationing. Readers must know that even the 

produce that were sold in the open market was also 

finally purchased by the state as the market was 

not so open, and it was operated by private traders 

on the basis of some pre-determined contract with 

the state i.e. the area of operation of Kolkhoz 

market was very much limited and didn't have a 

complete freedom as in a capitalist country. 

Actually, the proletarian state owned the whole 

produce and also purchased it but through three 

different channels – procurement, state purchase 

and through a limited operation of market under its 

control through state contract with private traders. 

Readers must not be confused by the use of the 

word – market.  

So, one thing must be clear now that the prices 

paid to collective peasants were finally prices all 

paid by the state and taken together they were not 

just above the cost as it is clear from the above 

discussion. On the whole it was appreciably on 

higher side of the cost. Was it then a capitalist 

profit, I ask our 'educator'? No, no. They would 

cry. Why? Because it is not sure it is 40-50 percent 

above the cost! If some calculation says that the 

prices paid to collective farmers were 40-50 

percent above the cost, they will cry again but this 

time they will cry to certify that it has become 

capitalist profit or remunerative price. This is there 

understanding. (Please don't laugh). For our 

'educators' the main criterion is that if prices touch 

40-50 percent level above cost it will become 

remunerative prices, irrespective of whether we 
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are living in a proletarian state or a capitalist state. 

They have fixed a bar of prices of agricultural 

produce above which it becomes a case according to 

which the proletarian state is automatically made to 

give remunerative prices (capitalist profit) to the 

collective farms!  

In a capitalist production system, any price above the 

total cost is profit because production is in the main 

based on wage labour. Similarly, in a socialist 

society where wage labour has been abolished and 

working class ceases to be a working class in its old 

historical sense, no price which is either just above 

the cost or much above the cost is a capitalist profit.  

Because law of value operates in an increasingly 

limited arena during the first phase of communist 

society (called socialism), so market speculation and 

hence price volatility causing upheavals also 

accordingly cease as a result of this. Market 

stabilises in spite of limited operation of open 

market. But does it also mean that speculation 

finishes altogether? No, so long as market remains 

how so ever limited in operational sense, they are 

very much the same open markets as we find in 

capitalist countries and hence it gives some grounds 

for the tendency of speculation to grow. Even 

collective farm peasants, none of whom were from 

the kulaks strata, were found not always averse to 

speculation after the collective farm trade was 

allowed. This was in the main the reason of the bad 

year that 1932 was in terms of very low 

procurement.11 It occurred in pursuit of higher prices 

and only a prompt check and vigilance could come 

to rescue. Even state farms sometimes fell victim to 

it. This much, I think, is enough for those who know 

only to jeer at farmers who are lured by higher prices 

and for those who think that allurement of prices is 

totally gone among poor peasants. For them, the 

 
11 Stalin giving a vivid picture says, 'in 1932 our harvest was not worse, but better than in the preceding year. ... the total amount of 

grain harvested in 1932 was larger than in 1931 ... And yet, despite this circumstance, our grain procurements were accompanied by 

greater difficulties in 1932 than in the previous year. … So long as there was no collective farm trade in grain, so long as there were 

not two prices for grain—the state price and the market price—the situation in the countryside took one form. When collective-farm 

trade in grain was authorised, the situation was bound to change sharply, because the authorisation of collective-farm trade implies 

the legalisation of a market price for grain higher than the established state price. There is no need to prove that this circumstance 

was bound to give rise among the peasants to a certain reluctance to deliver their grain to the state. The peasant calculated as follows: 

“Collective-farm trade in grain has been authorised; market prices have been legalised; in the market I can obtain more for a given 

quantity of grain than if I deliver it to the state— hence, if I am not a fool, I must hold on to my grain, deliver less to the state, leave 

more grain for collective farm trade, and in this way get more for the same quantity of grain sold.” Stalin calls it a natural logic and 

doesn't decide simply on the basis that they are worthless. He says – "It is the simplest and most natural logic!' and find reasons for 

this in the lack of prompt check and vigilance, lack of education in socialist ideals and more than that says that it is the result of lack 

of faith for some of them in socialist path still haunting in their mind. 

poor peasants live somewhere else, at some other 

planet where they are not surrounded by everyday 

capitalist environment!  

But, let us not go from here in further detail as to 

how open market (Kolkhoz) operated where private 

traders and a few private trading institutions 

operated. We will take up this later, most probably 

in our second instalment.        

PRICES ABOVE THE COST: HOW TO UNDERSTAND 

IT IN SOCIALISM? 

Now coming to the last leg of the article, let us 

discuss how we can understand the 'prices above the 

cost' that proletarian state in Soviet Union paid and 

the future proletarian state in India would pay to the 

collective peasants? First of all, it won't be 

remunerative price by any standard even if it is 40-

50% above the cost. It mainly comes as an aid or 

assistance. Whatever price of the collective produce 

above the total cost (including labour) is given by the 

proletarian state is actually in the form of state aid 

and assistance, mainly in the form of state 

expenditure on the well-being of the collective farm 

villages as a whole. One important aspect of this is 

the state's effort to continuously minimize division 

of labour and gap between town and country. So, in 

a socialist state, an appropriate price of collective 

produce can be any price that guarantees a 

continuously growing dignified and decent life for 

the collective peasants through collective farms 

under the leadership of the proletarian state so that 

they remain a firm ally and a strong pillar of the 

working-class state in the long and final journey to 

state farms after which whatever difference between 

town and village remains will get eliminated. Farms 

will be as good as industry based on complete 

eradication of market and wage labour and other 
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bondage based on exploitation. Only through such 

aid and assistance to collective farmers does a 

socialist state win over the heart and mind of 

collective peasants to agree to be a worthy 

pioneering part of still higher forms of social 

organisation for production and distribution in due 

course of time. But our 'educators' knows no such 

things. He knows only this that the proletarian state 

will never give more than 'just above the cost' to the 

collective farmers.  

Let us see the high level of social development 

resulting in increased living standard of the 

collective farm peasants which doesn't correspond 

with our educator's assertion that the proletarian 

state gave 'just above the cost' to the collective farms 

for agricultural produce. Let us turn to Maurice 

Dobb, the one whom our 'educators' themselves have 

suggested, who gives a vivid picture of materially 

and culturally changed villages life which shows that 

the prices paid to the collective farms in the USSR 

were not 'just above the cost', particular after bad 

days of 1932.  

There was no way to find the actual figures of real 

wage (of workers) and price movement (of 

collective farm produce) in absence of system of 

retail index numbers which was discontinued in 30's 

because of a high degree of extension of system of 

state rationing and multiple prices for the same 

commodity in different categories of market 

(Maurice Dobb). Whatever we can say on this 

subject will be on the basis of objective assessment 

of the changes that came in workers and peasants 

live (here we shall limit ourselves to peasants only 

for the obvious reason). The same is stated by 

Maurice Dobb, too in connection of his own 

investigations.  

Morris Dobb writes -   

"There is some evidence that during the middle and 

late '30's the average standard of life of the village 

in most regions improved relatively to that of the 

towns. Official surveys of a sample of collective 

farm  villages in the Middle Volga and the Kuban 

and parts of the Ukraine in 1937 indicated that, 

compared with the bad year of 1932, the annual 

dividend accruing to the average collective farmer, 

both his dividend in kind and his dividend in 

money, had increased between two and three times, 

and that members of the peasant families were on 

the average consuming 50 percent more  bread and  

milk and several times as much meat and lard as in 

pre-1914 days".  

M. Dobb also quotes in the footnote A. Yugoff who 

gives a figure of 8 times as the increase in meat and 

fats. He also quotes official figures from an article 

published in Soviet War News (Feb 16, 1944) that 

spoke of peasant meat and butter consumption as 

being double pre-1917, of sugar seven times and a 

range of manufactured goods such cloth and 

footwear three times pre-1917. 

How can it be understood, particularly to establish 

consistence with what our 'educators' claimed about 

the prices collective farm peasants got according to 

which the prices paid to the collective farms was just 

above cost. Actually, prices paid were not in the 

form of money only, but also in kind including 

machinery, trained and qualified personnel and 

services for the development of the collective farms 

and villages, but certainly not as profit, rather as aid 

and it could be any figure, even could be more than 

40-50 percent above cost when calculated on the 

whole dependent upon the overall level of the 

material development and productivity. That is why 

we find that face of the villages were completely 

changed. Let us have a look on it. Quoting an émigré 

writer, Maurice Dobb writes that, 

'the old hut, built of clay, without a chimney, with 

its sleeping bunks and tiny windows, has 

disappeared. Now houses with more light and space 

have been built in large numbers. The interior of 

the house has become cleaner, furniture, crockery 

and linen have appeared for the first time. In the 

footnote on the same page, Maurice Dobb quotes 

Yugoff again who adds that “in many regions the 

villages have electric light, a pump and paved 

streets …. a reading-room and frequently a club, a 

day nursery and a hospital." 

The working-class power in the USSR through 

collective farms had certainly changed the lives of 

the farmers/peasants.  It seems, our 'educators' 

themselves haven't read Maurice Dobb thoroughly 

and many other literatures that cover the tremendous 

development that took place in the latter half of 30's. 

If they have read them, they didn't certainly 

understand them. Our 'educator family' wants that 

such epoch-making changes in the lives of the Soviet 

collective peasants be not shared with Indian 

agitating peasants who are fed up with and desperate 

at the reactionary outcome of three decades of 
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ROSA LUXEMBURG 
REMEMBERING THE EAGLE ON 

HER 150TH BIRTHDAY 

(5TH MARCH 1871 – 15TH JAN 1919) 

“History is the only true 

teacher, the revolution the best 

school for the proletariat.” 

 

Rosa Luxemburg was a revolutionary 

Marxist who, along with her comrade 

Karl Liebknecht, founded the Spartacus 

League in 1914 which later became the 

Communist Party of Germany (KPD). 

capitalist farming and now threatened with corporate 

takeover of not only of agriculture but also the broad 

masses of rural population. Their main business is, 

one, to say to them that they (Indian peasants) will 

get prices of their produce in socialism just above the 

cost, and secondly, to say to the beleaguered poor 

peasants to look after and fight for their partial 

demands and keep waiting till the 'educators' decides 

when and how to fight for their own state, and 

thirdly, which is the worst, to provoke the poor 

peasant to split the ranks of the fighting peasant, 

either on this or that pretext, who are waging an 

uncompromising battle against the corporates. 

It is however not a surprise in the end why they 

attack with maximum ferocity those who even tries 

to bring to the notice of the agitating peasants the 

future proletarian state as the only alternative left to 

them if they want to retain their status as peasants 

and at the same time secure a decent and dignified 

life. Any mention of such things, or even a phrase or 

a sentence about the appropriate price of their 

produce that they would be able to secure, like in the 

USSR, under the proletarian state through collective 

farms and lead a dignified life based on this, fires 

their anger to the sky. Who can do this? I leave it to 

the readers to decide, till I take up the next instalment 

in the next issue of The Truth in which other issues, 

particularly the issue of MSP in changed 

circumstances will be dealt exhaustively. 

As we sum up this section, what we can say to our 

'educators'? We should say to them only this: Our 

'educator' gentlemen! Your whole critique is nothing 

but a shameless display of conceit and vanity. It has 

become a critique of your own character. If you 

allow me, I can adorn your personality with a few 

more qualifying descriptions. For example, your 

critique of PRC has shown that you seek a question 

paper according to your own 'syllabus' so that you 

could 'examine' us according to your own answer 

sheet, and artificially prove us miserably ignorant 

and declare failed. It is true that your hunger of 

'educating' only thus get satiated, but your character 

of being an apologist of corporate has also got 

exposed and it is now clear to all why you have so 

fiercely attacked PRC. One more qualifying 

description is that you behave like a stupid student 

who learns answers of his own choice as suggested 

by some guide papers and reproduce them in the 

answer sheet whatever be the questions, though 

somewhat in moulded form according to the 

question paper, and to obscure this act from the eyes 

of examiners (read 'readers' here) makes a lot of fuss 

about the question paper itself. Apart from this, if 

you allow me to say the truth, your critique makes 

you resemble with fascist stormy troll troopers who 

don't discuss with opponents, rather stall any 

discussion whatsoever by resorting to sickening 

methods of discussion particularly when confronted 

with something beyond your fixed syllabus.  

(To be continued in the next issue). 
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vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī 
 

in kaalī sadiyoñ ke sar se jab raat kā āñchal 

Dhalkegā  

jab dukh ke bādal pighleñge jab sukh kā sāgar 

chhalkegā  

jab ambar jhuum ke nāchegā jab dhartī naġhme 

gā.egī  

vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī  

 

jis sub.h kī ḳhātir jug jug se ham sab mar mar kar 

jiite haiñ  

jis sub.h ke amrit kī dhun meñ ham zahr ke pyāle 

piite haiñ  

in bhūkī pyāsī rūhoñ par ik din to karam farmā.egī  

vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī  

 

maanā ki abhī tere mere armānoñ kī qīmat kuchh 

bhī nahīñ  

miTTī kā bhī hai kuchh mol magar insānoñ kī 

qīmat kuchh bhī nahīñ  

insānoñ kī izzat jab jhūTe sikkoñ meñ na taulī jā.egī  

vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī  

daulat ke liye jab aurat kī ismat ko na bechā jā.egā  

chāhat ko na kuchlā jā.egā ġhairat ko na bechā 

jā.egā  

apne kaale kartūtoñ par jab ye duniyā sharmā.egī  

vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī  

 

bīteñge kabhī to din āḳhir ye bhuuk ke aur bekārī ke  

TūTeñge kabhī to but āḳhir daulat kī ijāra-dārī ke  

jab ek anokhī duniyā kī buniyād uThā.ī jā.egī  

vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī  

majbūr buḌhāpā jab suunī rāhoñ kī dhuul na 

phāñkegā  

ma.asūm laḌakpan jab gandī galiyoñ meñ bhiik na 

māñgegā  

haq māñgne vāloñ ko jis din suulī na dikhā.ī jā.egī  

vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī  

 

fāqoñ kī chitāoñ par jis din insāñ na jalā.e jā.eñge  

sīnoñ ke dahakte dozaḳh meñ armāñ na jalā.e 

jā.eñge  

ye narak se bhī gandī duniyā jab sovarg banā.ī 

jā.egī 

vo sub.h kabhī to aa.egī

That dawn will come someday 

 

When night’s veil will fall from the head of these 

dark centuries, 

When sorrow clouds will melt and the comfort 

ocean will overflow, 

When the sky will dance wildly, and the earth will 

sing, 

That dawn will come someday. 

 

The dawn for which we have been living, for epochs 

suffering deaths,   

The dawn longing for whose nectar we drink 

draughts of poison.  

It will bestow kindness one day on all our thirsty 

souls,  

That dawn will come someday. 

 

Agreed that today there is no value in our desires,  

Even clay brings a price but people, no value;  

When a person’s honor won’t be weight in false 

coins,  

That dawn will come someday. 

 

When a woman’s chastity won’t be sold,  

Love won’t be crushed; honor won’t be traded;  

When this world will be ashamed of its black deeds, 

That dawn will come someday. 

 

When helpless old age will not eat the dust of 

deserted roads; 

When innocent youths will not beg in filthy streets; 

When gallows will not be shown to people 

demanding their rights, 

That dawn will come someday. 

 

When people won’t be consumed by the fires of 

starvation;  

When desires won’t be devoured in the burning 

hells of the breasts;  

When this world filthier than hell will be burned 

into a paradise,  

That dawn will come someday. 

 

Source: Rekhta & Mulosige, SOAS 

  

Remembering the legendary poet on his 100th birthday through one of his masterpieces 

(8th March 1921 – 25th October 1980) 

https://www.rekhta.org/nazms/vo-subh-kabhii-to-aaegii-1-sahir-ludhianvi-nazms
http://mulosige.soas.ac.uk/that-dawn-will-come-some-day-sahir-ludhianvi/
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dastūr 

diip jis kā mahallāt hī meñ jale  

chand logoñ kī ḳhushiyoñ ko le kar chale  

vo jo saa.e meñ har maslahat ke pale  

aise dastūr ko sub.h-e-be-nūr ko  

maiñ nahīñ māntā maiñ nahīñ jāntā  

 

maiñ bhī ḳhā.if nahīñ taḳhta-e-dār se  

maiñ bhī mansūr huuñ kah do aġhyār se  

kyuuñ Darāte ho zindāñ kī dīvār se  

zulm kī baat ko jahl kī raat ko  

maiñ nahīñ māntā maiñ nahīñ jāntā  

 

phuul shāḳhoñ pe khilne lage tum kaho  

jaam rindoñ ko milne lage tum kaho  

chaak sīnoñ ke silne lage tum kaho  

is khule jhuuT ko zehn kī luuT ko  

maiñ nahīñ māntā maiñ nahīñ jāntā  

 

tum ne luuTā hai sadiyoñ hamārā sukūñ  

ab na ham par chalegā tumhārā fusūñ  

chārāgar dardmandoñ ke bante ho kyuuñ  

tum nahīñ chārāgar koī maane magar  

maiñ nahīñ māntā maiñ nahīñ jāntā 

Source: Rekhta and poemhunter.com 

 

Habib Jalib 

reciting a 

poem at a 

protest in 

Lahore (12 

Feb 1983). 

 

Dastoor 

The light which shines only in palaces 

Burns up the joy of the people in the shadows 

Derives its strength from others’ weakness 

That kind of system, 

like dawn without light 

I refuse to acknowledge, I refuse to accept 

 

I am not afraid of execution, 

Tell the world that I am the martyr 

How can you frighten me with prison walls? 

This overhanging doom, 

this night of ignorance, 

I refuse to acknowledge, I refuse to accept 

 

“Flowers are budding on branches”, that’s what 

you say, 

“Every cup overflows”, that’s what you say, 

“Wounds are healing themselves”, that’s what 

you say, 

These bare-faces lies, 

this insult to the intelligence, 

I refuse to acknowledge, I refuse to accept 

 

For centuries you have all stolen our peace of 

mind 

But your power over us is coming to an end 

Why do you pretend you can cure pain? 

Even if some claim that you’ve healed them, 

I refuse to acknowledge, I refuse to accept.  

Remembering the revolutionary poet on his 93rd birthday through one of his many brilliant works 

(24th March 1928 – 12th March 1993) 

https://www.rekhta.org/nazms/dastuur-diip-jis-kaa-mahallaat-hii-men-jale-habib-jalib-nazms
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‘The Truth’ had carried first report on this burning 

topic in August issue. Seven months’ is too long a 

period during these dark times. Lot of water and 

human lives have flown down the Dhauliganga 

and Alakananda rivers in Chamoli District in 

Uttarakhand, a huge turnover of tractors and 

farmers has taken place at Delhi borders and the 

most anti people and insensitive Modi government 

has pocketed another Rs.1.4 lakh crore as tax on 

diesel, petrol and gas price hike, since then. The 

brazen government loot on hapless people goes on 

unabated. Behind the sign board of ‘Sabka Saath 

Sabka Vikaas’, the mission statement of this 

fascist government seems to be, ‘Amiron kaa 

Vikaas Garibon ka Vinaash’ (affluence of the 

rich and pauperization of the poor). In August 

2020, petrol was selling @₹80.43 per liter, Diesel 

@₹73.56 per liter and domestic gas @ ₹681.50 per 

cylinder in Delhi. These essential commodities 

are, as on March 1st 2021 selling; diesel @₹81.47, 

petrol @₹91.17 per liter and cooking gas @₹819 

per cylinder. Petrol price has scored century in 

several states. During the month of February alone 

prices of diesel-petrol are hiked for 13 days 

continuously. During the month February, prices 

of cooking gas are hiked 4 times, by a whopping 

₹125 per cylinder, ₹25 on Feb 04, ₹50 on Feb 15, 

₹25 on Feb 25 & ₹25 on March 1. The toiling 

people are already undergoing excruciating 

painful situation because of the highest ever level 

of unemployment, over 14 crore people have lost 

their jobs, unprecedented price rise and rout of 

small businesses. They are being fleeced to the 

marrow of their bones by increasing fuel and gas 

prices on daily basis. Real, frightening, ugly face 

of the present fascist regime, claiming itself 

nationalistic, is out in the open!! Their apathy 

towards sufferings of the poor in order to prove 

their credentials to their corporate masters, has no 

limits. Even after that, Modi government is 

brimming with confidence that they can continue 

hoodwinking the suffering masses till eternity by a 

toolkit of ‘ultra- nationalistic frenzy, rabidly 

communal propaganda at deafening pitch & 

bought out media’.   

HOW FUEL PRICES IMPACT THE POOR 

First, diesel price hike has a direct cascading 

effect on prices across the board. Transportation 

cost, which is quite substantial in this vast country, 

increases instantly, leading to spiraling of prices.  

Whatever was left in the plate of the poor to keep 

breathing, is vanishing one by one. Fruits, 

vegetables and pulses have already become luxury 

items, only a few can afford. Hike in diesel prices 

aggravates hunger and perpetuate pauperization of 

the toiling people on a vast scale. Destitute people 

are drowned in unbearable pain and hopelessness 

as never before. Darkness is getting thicker by 

each passing day. 

Second, Bus, train fares go up, compulsorily. 

Gone are the days when increase in fares used to 

be announced. These are, now a days, increased so 

frequently, as a matter of routine that it’s difficult 

to keep track. On Feb 26, 2021, Modi government 

has launched cruel attack on the poor, Corona 

battered people, by increasing train fare of sleeper 

and general coaches for short distance travel by as 

much as 300%. Who, other than a fascist 

government can think of such a steep fare hike? 

Otherwise also, the R & D department of the 

Indian Railways always keeps bringing innovative 

ideas to empty passenger’s pockets even without 

increasing the fare as such. Let’s see how it went 

since 2014. Centre for Railway Information 
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System (CRIS) has revealed in response to an RTI 

query that during a period of just 3 years between 

01.01.2017 to 31.01.2020, Indian railways have 

squeezed an amount of ₹4335 crore from 9.5 crore 

waitlisted passengers and ₹4684 from those 

having confirm tickets by way of ticket 

cancellation charges alone. What is this, if not a 

daylight robbery? This loot has reached a stage 

when, just like air travel, passenger gets hardly any 

refund after cancellation of tickets. During this 

period, total 219 crore train tickets were 

purchased, such is the volume of train travelling. 

An amount of ₹25000 crore was snatched from the 

poor railway travelers by Indian railways by 

bringing changes in tatkal system of reservation 

during 4 years from 2015 to 2019. Entire system is 

being transformed in a way that no one can 

purchase general ticket, everyone has to book in 

advance leaving no room to purchase general 

ticket in case of emergency even. This is done with 

a sinister motive to squeeze maximum amount by 

cancellation of ticket. Railway ministry behaves 

like a thug. All the state governments are 

increasing bus fares exorbitantly, frequently and 

the excuse given every time is increased diesel 

price. Train and bus travelling have gone beyond 

reach of about half of the population.  

Third, with every increase in diesel price even if 

by one paisa, the ‘normal-natural’ process of de-

peasantization of marginal, small farmers gets 

accelerated. Farming cannot be done now by the 

old ox-driven ploughs or irrigation by ox driven 

rahats. Those days are now over. As happens with 

every small producer, any increase in input cost 

makes the small enterprise unviable, more so in 

case of marginal and small farmers who cannot 

afford costly agricultural equipment and have to 

hire these on rent. Higher diesel price pushes 

agriculture input costs up, marginal farmers go out 

of farming, crowd at the labor chawks and jhuggi 

bastis in towns increases and the vicious cycle 

goes on. As per government statistics, total 

consumption of diesel in agriculture sector during 

the year 2019-20 was 13.25 billion (1325 crore) 

liters. Diesel was costing @₹55.49 per liter when 

Modi became PM. It is costing ₹81.47 per liter in 

Delhi now which means the farmers are made to 

pay an amount of about ₹2,40,964 crore extra on 

diesel cost alone by the very government which 

they supported hysterically in every election till 

date before they, finally, got awake!!   

Fourth, government loot by increasing price of 

LPG cylinders is more brazen and ruthless than 

even diesel and petrol. It is pinching the common 

people across the board really hard. Gas cylinder 

which was costing ₹220 in 2014 is now costing 

₹819 in Delhi!! The Ujjwala Yojna to ‘liberate 

women from smoke’ by providing free gas to the 

poor launched with characteristic Modi 

rodomontade and drum beating is lying flat on the 

ground and the cheer leaders are not feeling even 

a slightly ashamed. Only 3% of the beneficiaries 

are in a position to afford refilling of gas, rest are 

using the cylinder as a toy for their children!! 

Thousands of connections get disconnected every 

month for not being able to refill for 6 months 

continuously. Increasing gas prices have ruined 

the consumption budgets even that of middle class, 

not to talk of the poor.   

Fifth, Affording, even a two- wheeler is getting 

out of the reach of majority of the population and 

it is reflecting in the dip of sale of automobile 

industry. Federation of Automobile Dealer 

Association (FADA) have collected data of 

vehicle registration from 1273 out of total 1480 

Regional Transport Offices from across the 

country and the truth spills out. 

Vehicle 

Category 

Units Registered Change 

% 
Jan 2020 Jan 2021 

Three-

Wheelers 

Sale 

63,785 31,059 -51.31 

Two-

Wheeler 

Sale 

12,75,308 11,63,322 -8.78 

Commercial 

Vehicle Sale 

74,439 55,835 -24.99 

 

Southward movement of sale in automobile sector, 

always, has a serious cascading impact on 

unemployment as this sector is one of the top job 

providers. Most of the MSMEs are subsidiaries of 

major vehicle manufacturing companies. 

https://www.businesstoday.in/current/corporate/indian-railways-earns-rs-9000-crore-from-cancelled-waitlisted-tickets-in-3-years/story/396977.html
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Recession in automobile sector is reflected on the 

health of industrial workers instantly particularly 

in the cities of Faridabad and Gurgaon. Lakhs of 

auto drivers too are finding the going really tuff. 

Sixth, a lot many youths are surviving somehow 

by working as delivery boys for the home delivery 

services companies like Amazon, Zomato, Swiggy 

etc. Working already on a razor thin margin, their 

plight gets aggravated simultaneously with any 

increase in petrol, diesel price. Their bikes are 

replaced by bicycles resulting in less output and 

less salary and more stress. More and more such 

appalling stories are appearing in media these 

days.  

WE ARE PAYING THE HIGHEST TAX ON FUEL IN 

THE WORLD 

Oil-gas prices are not linked to the price of crude 

oil in the international market. Prices keep rising 

as the tax component keeps increasing. Both state 

and union governments are competing with each 

other in squeezing any amount of tax from the 

hapless masses. Modi government is vehemently 

opposing any move to bring diesel, petrol under 

their favorite GST regime as the maximum slab of 

tax there is 28% whereas government is taxing the 

people @ 66% on purchase of diesel, petrol and 

LPG gas. Tax component in diesel petrol prices 

confirms that present NDA government has made 

over ₹19 lakh crore during less than 7 years of its 

rule by taxing people for diesel and petrol alone.   

Please see, how this government loot goes on: 

 

 

The cost comparison of these fuel products with 

even our neighboring countries uncovers the real 

face of Modi government. How ruthlessly are they 

fleecing the people they claim to care!! 

Even our small neighbors have some sensitivity 

and concern for their people during these testing 

times. They have reduced the diesel, petrol prices 

at least marginally. 

This is how a ‘nationalist government’ works!! 

As per India Sri Lanka Free Trade Agreement 

(ISLFTA) -1993, India exports Petroleum 

products and other items to Sri Lanka at duty free 

basis. As per information provided under RTI Act 

2005, Government of India is exporting refined 

petrol to 15 countries at Rs. 34.00 while refined 

diesel is exported to 29 countries at Rs.37.00 per 

litre. So, government of Sri Lanka is purchasing 

petrol @Rs.34.00 and diesel @37.00 per litre even 

than it is selling petrol @74.92 per liter!!  

Comparison of Petrol, Diesel Prices As On 

01.03.2021 

Country Petrol (₹) Diesel (₹) 

April 

2014 

1st Mar 

2021 

April 

2014 

1st Mar 

2021 

India 72.26 91.17 55.49 81.47 

Pakistan 66.17 51.13 71.27 53.04 

Bangla 

desh 

74.43 76.40 52.55 55.80 

Sri 

Lanka 

74.92 60.26 56.17 38.92 

Nepal 83.61 68.97 65.84 58.31 

Details of Prices of Petrol and Diesel In 

Delhi as on 01.03.21 

Item Petrol ₹ Diesel ₹ 

Base Price 33.70 35.23 

Transportation Cost 0.28 0.25 

Central Govt Excise 

Duty 
32.90 31.80 

State Govt VAT 20.61 11.68 

Dealer Commission 3.68 2.51 

Selling Rate 91.17 81.47 

https://www.mycarhelpline.com/index.php?option=com_latestnews&view=detail&n_id=417&Itemid=10
https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/economy/finance/nda-government-earned-rs-11-lakh-crore-oil-tax-revenue-in-last-4-5-years/articleshow/66885584.cms?from=mdr
https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/why-indian-government-exports-petrol-at-half-the-price-we-pay-1321786-2018-08-23
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WHAT TO DO? 

Agitate, agitate, agitate!! No other option is 

available. People are devastated by the deadly 

pandemic, half of the youth are without job, price 

rise across the board is at unprecedented levels and 

small businesses have drowned. Had there been a 

minimum sensitivity or empathy for the destitute 

masses, Modi government would have given some 

relief for the lowest strata of our society. What we 

are witnessing is exactly the opposite. Subsidy to 

the poor is not acceptable as it ruins the nation 

whereas subsidy to the corporate sharks is 

welcome, it is to be increased as it prospers the 

nation!!! Every government since 1947 has served 

interests of the bourgeoisie because that is what 

they are there, but the degree of nakedness, 

brazenness to which the present government has 

stooped to serve their corporate masters is 

unprecedented. There is no confusion in any living 

body’s mind that Modi government is pursuing 

only one principle, keep tightening the screw of 

the poor as long as they endure the pain and test of 

endurance is, till the time they do not rise in revolt. 

Those who think that as the government’s real 

character is getting exposed day by day, they will 

run out of jumlas and will change their course, are 

grossly mistaken. What to say of Nehru, they can 

even hold Babur or Alauddin Khilji responsible for 

increasing the fuel and gas prices in 2021!! For any 

anti people measure, someone else is responsible!! 

Prices are rising because of winter season and 

these will moderate as the spring sets in!! Modi 

government is so sure, they can get away by 

dishing out any non- sense. They are so assured of 

the stupidity of the masses. They dream, they can 

keep befooling them till eternity.  Fascists are 

handed over the rein of the nation by the monopoly 

capital not without reason. It is now the toiling 

mass’s turn to prove them wrong. There is one and 

only method to do that, refuse stubbornly to fall 

victim to any jumla, shun the toolkit of jingoism, 

communalism and fanaticism, organize 

nationwide and launch a genuine massive, militant 

protest till this brazen loot is stopped, prices are 

rolled back.  

Modi government has increased tax on diesel, 

petrol and gas from the level of 31% in 2014 to 

66% and reduced corporate tax from 34% in 

2014 to 22% now. This confirms their class 

character without any ambiguity. This is how 

they care the poor!! The challenge before the 

masses is to force this government by massive 

nationwide mass movements to reverse the 

process. MAKE DIESEL, PETROL, GAS TAX 

FREE AND RAISE CORPORATE TAX TO 

66%. 

Bourgeois opposition have abandoned the 

opposition space available to them even in 

bourgeois sense. They are equally guilty and 

cannot escape responsibility. No meaningful 

protest movement against this atrocious increase 

in fuel-gas prices is witnessed anywhere in 

country. Riding a bicycle to state assembly as a 

protest and making the security and news starved 

media photographers run along, is a disgustingly 

vulgar spectacle. Similarly, announcing in a press 

conference that Modi government should take 

back Modi Tax from fuel and gas prices is nothing 

but a cruel photo session, mockery of a protest. 

Opposition’s dilemma is that they wish to be seen 

opposing the antipeople policies of the state and 

simultaneously, they wish to assure the ruling 

monopoly capitalist class that do not mistake that 

we are against all this exploitation juggernaut, 

begging for an opportunity to serve them better. 

Blood thirsty and profit hungry monopoly sharks 

are, however, not convinced. Modi is the best 

choice for them till now as the systemic crisis is 

fatal. Any let up on their part will sweep this whole 

system of exploitation away once and for all, they 

know. Days when such gimmicks used to work 

are, therefore, over. Bourgeois opposition need not 

be reminded, they know the reality. Their goal is 

best served to somehow remain relevant, that’s all. 

During these hard, dark times, protest, actually, 

means forcing the government to roll back anti 

people policies, we are protesting against, be it 

inhuman price rise in diesel, petrol and gas prices 

or anything else. Expecting that from this lame 

duck, de-motivated opposition is fooling oneself. 

Farmers are setting an example for the future 

movements in this country. Over 230 farmers have 

lost their lives, 95 days have passed since they are 

camping at Delhi borders, braving hostile weather 

and threats of brutal repression but they refuse to 

succumb. Salute to them. 
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History, though, has never been kind to the doom 

forecasters. Everything is not lost. There is 

significant revolutionary energy available in this 

vast nation, though, scattered, unorganized, 

uncoordinated, somewhat subdued but enough to 

spark the pent-up accumulated anger of the 

proletariat, even in this thick darkness. History 

also teaches us that the fire triggered by spark 

generated by fuel price hike protests have burnt 

down to ashes several brutal, tyrannic regimes the 

world over. Suharto, the hated, brutal, bloody mass 

murderer of lakhs of communists, progressive 

intelligentsia and trade union activists went down 

the drain as a result of heroic movement against 

fuel price hike spearheaded by brave students of 

Indonesia. Who can forget the Saffron Revolution 

in our eastern neighbor Myanmar in 2007 when 

entire nation rose in protests and brutal military 

junta regime came crashing down. Another similar 

movement, red not saffron, this time, is due there. 

Occupy Nigeria movement, against sharp hike in 

petroleum products, that was so appropriately 

described, “tooth pulled out without a plier” by 

Feyi Fawehinmi. State is out to remove entire jaw 

by a hammer in our country!! That fundoo, 

Ayatullah Khomeienie was brought to his knees 

quite literally in 2019 historic protests by the brave 

Iranians that forced fuel, gasoline prices roll back. 

Latin American land has a glorious history of high 

voltage protests where protesters move out of their 

houses en mass at the first act of injustice and 

never return empty handed. “It’s not 30 pesos it’s 

30 years”, Chileans forced their dictatorial 

government not only to roll back fuel price hike 

but the entire neo liberal policies of last 30 years 

to some extent in 2019-20. During the same time, 

protesters on similar demands stormed the national 

assembly of Ecuador and President Lenin Moreno, 

tail in his legs, fled the capital by declaring 

emergency. Who can forget the iconic protest 

movements, ‘Yellow Vests’ and Jilet Jaunes’ led 

by youth of France which began in Nov 2018 and 

are still continuing gloriously.  

Things are not going to remain same in our country 

as well, as that would be defying the scientific 

course of human development known as historic 

materialism. Objective material conditions and 

rising state repression are definitely going to force 

the revolutionary forces to coordinate and launch 

a massive joint protest movement at national level 

at not too distant a future, uniting all the burning 

issues which are all interconnected with a pointed 

focus on uprooting the present capitalist-

imperialist-fascist order which has turned 

absolutely inhuman, lock stock and barrel. In case 

a revolutionary organization leadership refuses to 

respond to the historic call of united movement, 

there may be spectacle of their own cadre storming 

their party headquarters. Fire of the mass anger is 

slowly but certainly reaching a point when all 

obstacles on the path of joint resistance movement 

will become intolerable and will have to be thrown 

away. This is a likely scenario of the foreseeable 

future.  No option is available within four walls of 

the capitalist order. There cannot be two opinions 

that the resistance movement has to be coordinated 

nation-wide and directed to the basic root of the 

problem genesis. Need of having a united 

resistance front of all revolutionary forces cannot 

be over emphasized. Youths of the nation are 

displaying their heroic determination, proving 

their credentials, refusing to be scared by 

brutalities or any tyrannic posturing of the state 

and are raring to go, rising to the occasion.     

UNLEASH NATIONWIDE MASSIVE 

COORDINATED UNITED REVOLUTIONARY 

PROTEST MOVEMENTS AGAINST ATROCIOUS 

PRICE HIKE IN DIESEL, PETROL & GAS PRICES! 

FORCE THE GOVERNMENT TO ROLL BACK 

FUEL-GAS PRICE HIKE!  
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India is witnessing an unprecedented farmer’s 

movement on the borders of its capital. The rural 

world was never before brought to such close 

quarters of urban India, and for such a long stretch 

of time. The movement has not only laid bare the 

intimacy between State and Capital, it has also 

unsettled several of urban India’s long-held beliefs 

about farmers – for example, the popular imagery 

of farmers being ‘poor and uneducated’ stands 

questioned, and the general understanding that 

farmers constitute a monolithic bloc with least of 

internal class differences and contradictions, has 

also been proven wrong. The movement upsets 

another popular perception: that a farmer is always 

a male, and agriculture is all about male toil. The 

exemplary participation of women in the ongoing 

farmer’s movement is poised to question several 

of our gendered beliefs about rural India. This 

paper seeks to locate those questions and also 

attempts to find answers. The first part of the paper 

endeavours a gendered analysis of farmer’s 

movement. With this analysis providing the 

context, the second part attempts to situate woman 

on the larger canvas of rural world of agriculture.   

I 

India has a long history of protests and 

movements. And almost all such minor and major 

movements have enlisted women as active 

participants. Both men and women have together 

shaped India’s present. The ongoing farmer’s 

movement is no exception. The deluge of farmers 

from different parts of India, who are camping on 

Delhi’s borders for almost three months now, and 

who have braved chilling cold, unspeakable 

inconveniences and constraints, has a good 

number of women too. Visuals of women driving 

tractors, attending and addressing public meetings, 

cooking and serving food in langars, shouting 

slogans and engaging in debates, are not 

uncommon. These are historic images, situated in 

historic times.  

Apart from these women camping on the very site 

of the protest, there are others who have chosen to 

stay behind in their villages; but not without a 

purpose. They are the ones who look after farming 

activities at home, while the men struggle on 

Delhi’s borders; they take care of the supplies of 

varied requirements in the site; and they are the 

ones organizing and participating in the protests 

and campaigns at regional level. The women have 

risen to the occasion as formidable warriors.  

But does this participation mean mere lending a 

hand to the male counterparts – the farmers 

directly affected by the Act? Is it just a gesture of 

sharing men’s woes and burdens as devoted 

mothers, wives, sisters and daughters? Or are they 

participating because the Act would affect their 

lives directly, as women, independent of their 

relationship status? A gendered analysis of the Act 

reveals that it bodes equally ill for women – the 

farmer women, in particular, and the rural women 

in general.  

The Act, as we know, eases the entry of big 

corporates into agriculture. The deregulation of 

Mandis, with the natural fallout of Minimum 

Support Price being rendered redundant in future, 

would make agriculture dependent on the whims 

and fancies of the market. The competition from 

the big players would exterminate the individual 

farmers with meager capital. How would women 

farmers, already compelled to struggle within the 

constraints of the men’s world of agriculture and 

market, fare in the new competitive environment?  
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An FAO report (2010-11) titled ‘The State of Food 

and Agriculture’ may help us answer these 

questions. The report sheds pertinent light on the 

systemic constraints faced by women farmers 

globally. Firstly, women own smaller plots 

compared to men. To quote from the report:  

In addition to being more likely to hold land, men 

also typically control larger land holdings than 

women. Representative and comparable data for 

20 countries… show that male-headed 

households operate larger agricultural land 

holdings, on average, than female-headed 

households in all countries. 

 Secondly, women fare worse when it comes to 

availability of labour, both when she puts in her 

own labour (owing to poor health, nutrition and 

domestic responsibilities) and when she hires from 

the market (owing to systemic constraints of 

patriarchal outside world). There are cultural 

constraints as well, such as the taboo against 

ploughing. The report underlines, “Household and 

community responsibilities and gender-specific 

labour requirements mean that women farmers 

cannot farm as productively as men and make it 

more difficult for them to respond when crop 

prices rise.” 

Thirdly, education poses another significant 

barrier. The report shows that in almost all 

countries the female heads were poorly educated. 

This adversely impacts their performance as 

farmers. Similarly the women also lag behind in 

the field of information and technology.  

Fourthly, there are systemic and cultural 

constraints that hinder women’s access to financial 

services from banks and other credit sources. The 

findings of the report in this regard are worth 

quoting: 

Legal barriers and cultural norms sometimes 

bar women from holding bank accounts or 

entering into financial contracts in their own 

right. Women generally have less control over 

the types of fixed assets that are usually 

necessary as collateral for loans. Institutional 

discrimination by private and public lending 

institutions often either ration women out of the 

market or grant women loans that are smaller 

than those granted to men for similar activities.   

In the light of above findings, one should visualise 

Indian women farmers in the corporate driven 

world of farming under the regime of new laws. 

The Mandis, despite being a male dominated 

space, are closer to villages; hence they are a great 

relief for women farmers who have unequal access 

to transport facilities. Absence of a system like 

Mandi would make their life far more difficult. 

Again, their educational disadvantages may pose 

severe constraints when legal nitty gritties would 

have to be taken care of in dealing with the 

corporate players. The new laws, thus, have a 

gendered impact and they would crucially decide 

the fate of already constrained, and mostly small 

and marginal, women farmers.  

As far as rural women in general are concerned, 

the handicaps posed by the laws sound more 

alarming. In a patriarchal society the advantages 

are invariably skewed in favour of men. The 

entitlements of female members are fulfilled 

mostly after the males have been satisfied. The 

former may expect to get a reasonable share of 

resources only when the resources are bountiful. 

Under the regime of new laws, when the farmers 

are reduced to penury, one can imagine the lot of 

the female members of the household – the 

expenditure cut backs would be more in the 

segments that meet the needs of women. The 

health and nutrition indicators where women 

invariably fare poorly than men, would get more 

seriously affected. One of the sectors that would 

stand crucially compromised is girl’s education. 

The young girls from farmer family realize this 

and that is why the ongoing movement saw the 

participation of several young female students 

from the universities of Punjab voicing their 

concern regarding this.  

Also, as the new laws aggravate agricultural 

distress, the grip of indebtedness would worsen.  

And consequently suicide rates would get steeper 

and the lot of women more miserable. Studies on 

farmer suicides highlight unspeakable hardships of 

surviving women. Ranjana Padhi’s research 

(2009) on the impact of farmer suicides in Punjab 

reveals that most such women had been rendered 

landless, compelled to work as daily wagers, 

combating worsening health conditions and 

worrying for wayward, alcoholic or drug addicted 
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sons. A 2018 study in Marathwada and Vidarbha 

regions of Maharashtra by Mahila Kisan Adhikar 

Manch, found that forty percent of the surveyed 

women widowed by farmer suicides had failed to 

obtain rights to their farmland. As the new laws get 

implemented, such data would see a steep rise, 

leaving the rural life doomed to die its own death. 

Thus, these laws are not just about men, the male 

farmers, the counterparts of women. They are 

about women, as well – in fact, rural women are 

poised to be hit by the laws more harshly. Sadly, 

the question of women hardly figures in the current 

debate around the laws, both on the protest site and 

in the media.  

The question of rural women does not end here. 

The category of rural women is constituted not 

merely by female farmers and dependents of male 

farmers. A large majority of this category is 

constituted by agricultural labourers, whose 

stories have hardly ever been part of larger 

discourse around agriculture in India. Another 

related question is about the invisibilization of 

women’s work that majorly contributes to 

agricultural production. As the farmer’s 

movement make the women visible on its site, 

questions of the ‘invisible’ lot of rural women (the 

agricultural labourers) and their ‘invisible’ work 

needs to be brought to the fore. The next section 

seeks to do this. 

II 

As already mentioned, globally, farming is 

perceived as a male domain. The immense 

contribution of women to the production process 

gets easily discounted as ‘casual’ or mere ‘help’. 

To quote Christine Verschuur (2019): 

Women in agriculture have often only been 

represented as spouses or daughters, not as 

workers. The female small peasant’s work has 

long been considered as ‘help’ and not as work. 

Failure to acknowledge the power relations and 

the division of work in the household and the 

farm has tended to reinforce inequality and 

devaluate the specific knowledge, practices and 

crops cultivated by women peasants.  

This perception persists despite several studies in 

the academia (Ester Boserup [1970] was the first 

to highlight the role of women in farming globally, 

followed by several scholars like Bina Agarwal in 

India) and despite several statistics released in 

public domain. A few of such statistics can be 

mentioned: 

As per Census 2011, out of total female main 

workers, 55% are agricultural labourers and 

24% cultivators.  

According to a Government of India report, 

titled ‘Key indicators of employment and 

unemployment 2011-2012’, 75% of the full-time 

female rural workforce is in the agricultural 

sector, against 59% for men.  

In the light of these and similar other statistics, it 

has been officially accepted that the agricultural 

sector is witnessing an increasing feminization 

(the 2017-18 Economic Survey admits that Indian 

agriculture is undergoing a growing feminization). 

While ‘feminisation’ as a term must be celebrated 

by those believing in gender equality as it literally 

means ‘increasing participation of women in an 

activity’, the feminization of agriculture, in 

contrast, underlines the deplorable condition of 

rural women. The woman has been forced to 

shoulder the major share of farm work, along with 

single-handedly bearing the burden of domestic 

and reproductive responsibilities. Further, her 

share of tasks, although back-breaking and 

essential, are poorly paid and labeled as ‘casual’. 

The feminisation has occurred primarily because 

of the pervasive agricultural distress which has 

either led to male migration to urban areas or 

gradual change of male work from farm to non-

farm activities. Thus, women have been forced to 

fill in for the migrating men. The new burden is in 

addition to the varied farm activities that the 

women have been doing traditionally, like 

transplanting, weeding, harvesting, threshing and 

also post-harvest work. A photo essay in the PARI 

(People’s Archive of Rural India) repository 

poignantly captures the toil of rural women 

through several images of women working in the 

fields. The essay titled as ‘Visible Work, Invisible 

Women – A lifetime bending’ 

(https://ruralindiaonline.org/en/articles/visible-

work-invisible-women-a-lifetime-bending-panel-

2/ ) presents some appalling statistics about 

women’s agricultural labour: 

https://ruralindiaonline.org/en/articles/visible-work-invisible-women-a-lifetime-bending-panel-2/
https://ruralindiaonline.org/en/articles/visible-work-invisible-women-a-lifetime-bending-panel-2/
https://ruralindiaonline.org/en/articles/visible-work-invisible-women-a-lifetime-bending-panel-2/
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32 per cent of the work force that prepares the 

land for cultivation 

76 per cent of those sowing seeds 

90 per cent of people engaged in transplantation 

82 per cent of those transporting the crop from 

field to home 

100 per cent of workers processing food, and 

69 per cent of those in dairying.    

It further underlines: 

Most of these activities mean a lot of bending and 

squatting. Besides, many of the tools and 

implements used were not designed for the 

comfort of women… So, severe pain in the back 

and legs is very common. Often standing shin-

deep in water during transplantation, they’re 

also exposed to skin diseases. 

These statistics exist in public domain. What 

explains then, firstly, the popular perception of 

farming being a male work, and secondly, 

government policies that are gender blind. The 

answer is simple: Men are the legal owners and 

heirs of land. According to one estimate (the index 

prepared by Bhubaneswar-based Center for Land 

Governance, 2018) women own only 12.8 % of 

total land holdings. And how many women 

contribute to agriculture by their labour? The 

answer has already been mentioned in this paper 

above – “75% of full-time female rural workforce 

is in the agricultural sector”. And these are women 

who, on an average, earn lower wages than their 

male counterpart. The rural women thus live in a 

paradoxical world: they contribute the most and 

own the least. In other words, there is a 

‘feminization’ as far as agricultural labour is 

concerned but ‘defeminisation’ when it comes to 

agricultural ownership – the opposites co-exist in 

rural India.  

Lack of land rights is a serious handicap depriving 

woman of the very security of a roof on her head – 

she lives and eats at the mercy of the land owner, 

who is either her husband, father, son or brother. 

But absence of land rights comes with other 

disadvantages as well. It denies her the 

opportunities to avail credit from banks, insurance, 

or entitlements from government schemes. We 

have already seen in the first section the 

constraints faced by women as farmers. These are 

women who own land and yet their location as 

women in the patriarchal set-up brings several 

handicaps. What about those 75% of rural women 

labourers who own nothing? 

Can land rights for women, then, be seen as an 

answer? Many scholars and economists have 

presented this as a solution to rural women’s 

deplorable conditions. Bina Agarwal, in her 

seminal work ‘Are we not peasants’ (2002), argues 

that there should not only be both “legal and social 

recognition” of land rights, but this ownership 

must also be “effective and independent”. Rural 

Indian women have also fought in the past for land 

ownership rights. The Bodhgaya movement of 

Bihar during 1978-82 was one such exemplary 

movement where landless women finally 

succeeded in getting land registered in their names 

as individual titles, joint titles with husbands, as 

widows, destitute and disabled persons, and even 

as unmarried adult daughters. Such movements, 

however, have been few and far between.    

The Government of India had also come up with a 

Bill to ensure land rights to women – the Women 

Farmers' Entitlements Bill, 2011. The Bill 

guarantees ownership rights to women:  

Notwithstanding anything contained in any other 

law for the time being in force, every woman 

shall have equal ownership and inheritance 

rights over her husband's self acquired 

agricultural land, or his share of family 

property, or his share of land transferred by the 

Government under land reform or resettlement 

scheme.     

The Bill, introduced in the Rajya Sabha in 2012, 

finally lapsed in 2013. No further effort was made 

to revive it. The government and its electorate, 

since then, are contented with the tokenism of 

celebrating October 15 as the Women farmer’s 

Day.  

Land rights to women, despite arguments and 

efforts in its favour, can never be a feasible 

answer. With land fragmentation and landlessness 

on the rise, land has become a scarce commodity. 

The Socio-Economic and Caste Census of 2011 

puts the landless households at 56.41 percent of 

total rural households. And continued land 
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fragmentation has reduced the average land per 

person in rural India to 0.2 hectares. Land 

availability, thus, is too insufficient to ensure 

redistribution among all landless, including 

women. Further, the abysmal experience of land 

reform movement in the past is something we must 

learn not to repeat. Also, women, in particular, 

must stay wary of the idea of individual property 

rights – Engels thesis that the arrival of private 

property in prehistory led to the historic defeat of 

female and final establishment of patriarchy, 

stands proven by recent studies too. Women, 

hence, must abandon any idea that has been 

historically designed to perpetuate male control 

and female subordination.  

If land ownership for rural women is practically 

unfeasible and theoretically flawed, where lies the 

answer? Sadly, the present set-up, structured on 

capitalist lines, provides no answer – neither for 

the woes of farmers leading the ongoing 

movement nor for the rural women. The capitalist 

system has reached the highest point of its crisis. 

And the present impasse is a reflection of that 

crisis. The answer lies in a revolutionary 

restructuring of the present system – smashing 

capitalism and building socialism. 

 Socialism establishes social ownership in the 

place of private property and makes way for 

collective farming.  Large scale farming, we know, 

optimizes the use of land, machinery and 

technology. With land fragmentation, 

landlessness, lowered agricultural productivity 

and incomes, staring at our face, large scale 

farming organised with the mutual cooperation of 

several individual farmers, is the only alternative 

available. Sooner the farmers agitating at Delhi’s 

borders realize this, the easier gets the fight against 

capitalist forces. Further, as social ownership over 

resources gets established and the idea of private 

property vanishes in due course, labour achieves 

an exalted position in the social consciousness. 

The toil of rural women then gets its due 

recognition, ideologically as well as materially. 

Their emancipation, hence, is inextricably linked 

with a socialist revolution. 

As far as the ongoing farmer’s movement is 

concerned, it has already placed impossible 

demands in front of capitalist forces. Although not 

revolutionary from Marxist perspective, these 

demands go a long way in showcasing the limits 

of capitalism as a system. These limits, however, 

exist in more certain terms for rural women. The 

farmer’s movement must expose these gendered 

limits of capitalism by giving voice to the long-

neglected demands of its women, who have not 

only strengthened the ongoing movement but have 

also been historically sustaining Indian 

agriculture.  

REMEMBERING THE 

REVOLUTIONARY POET 

PAASH 
OR AVTAR SINGH SANDHU ON 

HIS 33RD MARTYRDOM DAY 

(9TH SEP 1950 – 23RD MARCH 1988) 

Mehnat ki loot sabse khatarnaak nahi 

hoti, 

Police ki maar sabse khatarnaak nahi 

hoti, 

Gaddari aur lobh ki mutthi sabse 

khatarnaak nahi hoti, 

Sabse khatarnaak hota hai 

Hamaare sapno ka mar jana 

 
Paash was assassinated by Khalistani 

militants when he was 37 years old. 
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To: 

The Punjab Governor  

 

Sir,  

With due respect we beg to bring to your kind 

notice the following:  

That we were sentenced to death on 7th 

October 1930 by a British Court, L.C.C 

Tribunal, constituted under the Sp. Lahore 

Conspiracy Case Ordinance, promulgated by 

the H.E. The Viceroy, the Head of the British 

Government of India, and that the main charge 

against us was that of having waged war 

against H.M. King George, the King of 

England.  

The above-mentioned finding of the Court pre-

supposed two things:  

Firstly, that there exists a state of war between 

the British Nation and the Indian Nation and, 

secondly, that we had actually participated in 

that war and were therefore war prisoners.  

The second pre-supposition seems to be a little 

bit flattering, but nevertheless it is too tempting 

to resist the desire of acquiescing in it.  

As regards the first, we are constrained to go 

into some detail. Apparently there seems to be 

no such war as the phrase indicates. 

Nevertheless, please allow us to accept the 

validity of the pre-supposition taking it at its 

face value. But in order to be correctly 

understood we must explain it further. Let us 

declare that the state of war does exist and shall 

exist so long as the Indian toiling masses and 

the natural resources are being exploited by a 

handful of parasites. They may be purely 

British Capitalist or mixed British and Indian 

or even purely Indian. They may be carrying 

on their insidious exploitation through mixed 

or even on purely Indian bureaucratic 

apparatus. All these things make no difference. 

No matter, if your Government tries and 

succeeds in winning over the leaders of the 

upper strata of the Indian Society through petty 

concessions and compromises and thereby 

cause a temporary demoralization in the main 

body of the forces. No matter, if once again the 

vanguard of the Indian movement, the 

Revolutionary Party, finds itself deserted in the 

thick of the war. No matter if the leaders to 

whom personally we are much indebted for the 

sympathy and feelings they expressed for us, 

but nevertheless we cannot overlook the fact 

that they did become so callous as to ignore 

and not to make a mention in the peace 

negotiation of even the homeless, friendless 

and penniless of female workers who are 

alleged to be belonging to the vanguard and 

whom the leaders consider to be enemies of 

their utopian non-violent cult which has 

already become a thing of the past; the heroines 

who had ungrudgingly sacrificed or offered for 

sacrifice their husbands, brothers, and all that 

were nearest and dearest to them, including 

themselves, whom your government has 

declared to be outlaws. No matter, it your 

agents stoop so low as to fabricate baseless 

calumnies against their spotless characters to 

damage their and their party's reputation. The 

war shall continue.  

It may assume different shapes at different 

times. It may become now open, now hidden, 

now purely agitational, now fierce life and 

death struggle. The choice of the course, 

whether bloody or comparatively peaceful, 

which it should adopt rests with you. Choose 

whichever you like. But that war shall be 

incessantly waged without taking into 
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consideration the petty (illegible) and the 

meaningless ethical ideologies. It shall be 

waged ever with new vigour, greater audacity 

and unflinching determination till the Socialist 

Republic is established and the present social 

order is completely replaced by a new social 

order, based on social prosperity and thus 

every sort of exploitation is put an end to and 

the humanity is ushered into the era of genuine 

and permanent peace. In the very near future 

the final battle shall be fought and final 

settlement arrived at.  

The days of capitalist and imperialist 

exploitation are numbered. The war neither 

began with us nor is it going to end with our 

lives. It is the inevitable consequence of the 

historic events and the existing environments. 

Our humble sacrifices shall be only a link in 

the chain that has very accurately been 

beautified by the unparalleled sacrifice of Mr. 

Das and most tragic but noblest sacrifice of 

Comrade Bhagawati Charan and the glorious 

death of our dear warrior Azad.  

As to the question of our fates, please allow us 

to say that when you have decided to put us to 

death, you will certainly do it. You have got the 

power in your hands and the power is the 

greatest justification in this world. We know 

that the maxim "Might is right" serves as your 

guiding motto. The whole of our trial was just 

a proof of that. We wanted to point out that 

according to the verdict of your court we had 

waged war and were therefore war prisoners. 

And we claim to be treated as such, i.e., we 

claim to be shot dead instead of to be hanged. 

It rests with you to prove that you really meant 

what your court has said.  

We request and hope that you will very kindly 

order the military department to send its 

detachment to perform our execution.  

Yours, 

Bhagat Singh 
Source: www.shahidbhagatsingh.org   

REMEMBERING THE GREAT 

REVOLUTIONARY 

BHAGAT SINGH 
ON HIS 90TH MARTYRDOM DAY 

(28TH SEPTEMBER 1907 –  

23RD MARCH 1931) 

“Our struggle will continue as 

long as a handful of men, be 

they foreign or native, or both 

in collaboration with each 

other, continue to exploit the 

labour and resources of our 

people. Nothing shall deter us 

from this path.” 

 

http://www.shahidbhagatsingh.org/index.asp?linkid=6


THE TRUTH / Issue 11 / March 2021                                                                                                                                          47 

If today, we look back at the activity and historical 

significance of the Paris Commune of 1871, we 

shall find it necessary to make a few additions to 

the account given in The Civil War in France.  

The members of the Commune were divided into 

a majority of the Blanquists, who had also been 

predominant in the Central Committee of the 

National Guard; and a minority, members of the 

International Working Men’s Association, chiefly 

consisting of adherents of the Proudhon school of 

socialism. The great majority of the Blanquists at 

that time were socialist only by revolutionary and 

proletarian instinct; only a few had attained greater 

clarity on the essential principles, through 

Vaillant, who was familiar with German scientific 

socialism. It is therefore comprehensible that in 

the economic sphere much was left undone which, 

according to our view today, the Commune ought 

to have done. The hardest thing to understand is 

certainly the holy awe with which they remained 

standing respectfully outside the gates of the Bank 

of France. This was also a serious political 

mistake. The bank in the hands of the Commune – 

this would have been worth more than 10,000 

hostages. It would have meant the pressure of the 

whole of the French bourgeoisie on the Versailles 

government in favor of peace with the Commune, 

but what is still more wonderful is the correctness 

of so much that was actually done by the 

Commune, composed as it was of Blanquists and 

Proudhonists. Naturally, the Proudhonists were 

chiefly responsible for the economic decrees of the 

Commune, both for their praiseworthy and their 

unpraiseworthy aspects; as the Blanquists were for 

its political actions and omissions. And in both 

cases the irony of history willed – as is usual when 

doctrinaires come to the helm – that both did the 

opposite of what the doctrines of their school 

proscribed.  

Proudhon, the Socialist of the small peasant and 

master-craftsman, regarded association with 

positive hatred. He said of it that there was more 

bad than good in it; that it was by nature sterile, 

even harmful, because it was a fetter on the 

freedom of the workers; that it was a pure dogma, 

unproductive and burdensome, in conflict as much 

with the freedom of the workers as with economy 

of labor; that its disadvantages multiplied more 

swiftly than its advantages; that, as compared with 

it, competition, division of labor and private 

property were economic forces. Only for the 

exceptional cases – as Proudhon called them – of 

large-scale industry and large industrial units, such 

as railways, was there any place for the association 

of workers. (Cf. Idee Generale de la Revolution, 3 

etude.)  

By 1871, even in Paris, the centre of handicrafts, 

large-scale industry had already so much ceased to 

be an exceptional case that by far the most 

important decree of the Commune instituted an 

organization of large-scale industry and even of 

manufacture which was not based only on the 
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association of workers in each factory, but also 

aimed at combining all these associations in one 

great union; in short an organization which, as 

Marx quite rightly says in The Civil War, must 

necessarily have led in the end to communism, that 

is to say, the direct antithesis of the Proudhon 

doctrine. And, therefore, the Commune was also 

the grave of the Proudhon school of socialism. 

Today this school has vanished from French 

working class circles; among them now, among 

the Possibilists no less than among the “Marxists”, 

Marx’s theory rules unchallenged. Only among the 

“radical” bourgeoisie are there still Proudhonists.  

The Blanquists fared no better. Brought up in the 

school of conspiracy, and held together by the 

strict discipline which went with it, they started out 

from the viewpoint that a relatively small number 

of resolute, well-organized men would be able, at 

a given favorable moment, not only seize the helm 

of state, but also by energetic and relentless action, 

to keep power until they succeeded in drawing the 

mass of the people into the revolution and ranging 

them round the small band of leaders. this 

conception involved, above all, the strictest 

dictatorship and centralization of all power in the 

hands of the new revolutionary government. And 

what did the Commune, with its majority of these 

same Blanquists, actually do? In all its 

proclamations to the French in the provinces, it 

appealed to them to form a free federation of all 

French Communes with Paris, a national 

organization, which for the first time was really to 

be created by the nation itself. It was precisely the 

oppressing power of the former centralized 

government, army, political police and 

bureaucracy, which Napoleon had created in 1798 

and since then had been taken over by every new 

government as a welcome instrument and used 

against its opponents, it was precisely this power 

which was to fall everywhere, just as it had already 

fallen in Paris.  

From the outset the Commune was compelled to 

recognize that the working class, once come to 

power, could not manage with the old state 

machine; that in order not to lose again its only just 

conquered supremacy, this working class must, on 

the one hand, do away with all the old repressive 

machinery previously used against it itself, and, on 

the other, safeguard itself against its own deputies 

and officials, by declaring them all, without 

exception, subject to recall at any moment. What 

had been the characteristic attribute of the former 

state? Society had created its own organs to look 

after its common interests, originally through 

simple division of labor. But these organs, at 

whose head was the state power, had in the course 

of time, in pursuance of their own special interests, 

transformed themselves from the servants of 

society into the masters of society, as can be seen, 

for example, not only in the hereditary monarchy, 

but equally also in the democratic republic. 

Nowhere do “politicians” form a more separate, 

powerful section of the nation than in North 

America. There, each of the two great parties 

which alternately succeed each other in power is 

itself in turn controlled by people who make a 

business of politics, who speculate on seats in the 

legislative assemblies of the Union as well as of 

the separate states, or who make a living by 

carrying on agitation for their party and on its 

victory are rewarded with positions.  

It is well known that the Americans have been 

striving for 30 years to shake off this yoke, which 

has become intolerable, and that in spite of all they 

can do they continue to sink ever deeper in this 

swamp of corruption. It is precisely in America 

that we see best how there takes place this process 

of the state power making itself independent in 

relation to society, whose mere instrument it was 

originally intended to be. Here there exists no 

dynasty, no nobility, no standing army, beyond the 

few men keeping watch on the Indians, no 

bureaucracy with permanent posts or the right to 

pensions. and nevertheless we find here two great 

gangs of political speculators, who alternately take 

possession of the state power and exploit it by the 

most corrupt means and for the most corrupt ends 

– and the nation is powerless against these two 

great cartels of politicians, who are ostensibly its 

servants, but in reality exploit and plunder it.  

Against this transformation of the state and the 

organs of the state from servants of society into 

masters of society – an inevitable transformation 

in all previous states – the Commune made use of 

two infallible expedients. In this first place, it 

filled all posts – administrative, judicial, and 

https://www.marxists.org/glossary/orgs/p/o.htm#possibilists
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educational – by election on the basis of universal 

suffrage of all concerned, with the right of the 

same electors to recall their delegate at any time. 

And in the second place, all officials, high or low, 

were paid only the wages received by other 

workers. The highest salary paid by the Commune 

to anyone was 6,000 francs. In this way an 

effective barrier to place-hunting and careerism 

was set up, even apart from the binding mandates 

to delegates to representative bodies which were 

also added in profusion.  

This shattering of the former state power and its 

replacement by a new and really democratic state 

is described in detail in the third section of The 

Civil War. But it was necessary to dwell briefly 

here once more on some of its features, because in 

Germany particularly the superstitious belief in the 

state has been carried over from philosophy into 

the general consciousness of the bourgeoisie and 

even to many workers. According to the 

philosophical notion, “the state is the realization of 

the idea” or the Kingdom of God on earth, 

translated into philosophical terms, the sphere in 

which eternal truth and justice is or should be 

realized. And from this follows a superstitious 

reverence for the state and everything connected 

with it, which takes roots the more readily as 

people from their childhood are accustomed to 

imagine that the affairs and interests common to 

the whole of society could not be looked after 

otherwise than as they have been looked after in 

the past, that is, through the state and its well-paid 

officials. And people think they have taken quite 

an extraordinary bold step forward when they have 

rid themselves of belief in hereditary monarchy 

and swear by the democratic republic. In reality, 

however, the state is nothing but a machine for the 

oppression of one class by another, and indeed in 

the democratic republic no less than in the 

monarchy; and at best an evil inherited by the 

proletariat after its victorious struggle for class 

supremacy, whose worst sides the proletariat, just 

like the Commune, cannot avoid having to lop off 

at the earliest possible moment, until such time as 

a new generation, reared in new and free social 

conditions, will be able to throw the entire lumber 

of the state on the scrap-heap.  

Of late, the Social-Democratic philistine has once 

more been filled with wholesome terror at the 

words: Dictatorship of the Proletariat. Well and 

good, gentlemen, do you want to know what this 

dictatorship looks like? Look at the Paris 

Commune. That was the Dictatorship of the 

Proletariat.  

Frederick Engels  
London, on the 20th anniversary of the Paris 

Commune, March 18, 1891.  
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Forty years have passed since the proclamation of 

the Paris Commune. According to their custom, the 

French proletariat are honouring the memory of the 

revolutionary workers of March 18, 1871, by 

meetings and demonstrations. At the end of May 

they will again bring wreaths to the tombs of the 

Communards who were shot, the victims of the 

fearful “May Week”, and over their graves they will 

once more take the oath to fight untiringly until their 

ideas have conquered, until their cause has been 

completely victorious. 

Why do the proletariat, not only in France but 

throughout the entire world, honour the workers of 

the Paris Commune as their forerunners? What was 

the heritage of the Commune? 

The Commune broke out spontaneously. No one 

consciously prepared it in an organized way. The 

unsuccessful war with Germany, privations during 

the siege, unemployment among the proletariat and 

ruin among the petty-bourgeoisie; the indignation of 

the masses against the upper classes and against the 

authorities who had displayed their complete 

incapacity, an indefinable fermentation among the 

working class, which was discontented with its lot 

and was striving towards a different social system; 

the reactionary make-up of the National Assembly, 

which roused fears as to the fate of the republic—all 

this and many other things combined to drive the 

population of Paris to revolution on March 18, which 

unexpectedly placed power in the hands of the 

National Guard, in the hands of the working class 

and the petty-bourgeoisie which had joined in with 

it. 

This was an event unprecedented in history. Up to 

that time power had customarily been in the hands 

of landlords and capitalists, i.e., in the hands of their 

trusted agents who made up the so-called 

Government. After the revolution of March 18, 

when the Thiers Government fled from Paris with its 

troops, its police and its officials, the people 

remained masters of the situation and power passed 

into the hands of the proletariat. But in modern 

society, enslaved economically by capital, the 

proletariat cannot dominate politically unless it 

breaks the chains which fetter it to capital. This is 

why the movement of the Commune inevitably had 

to take on a Socialist colouring, i.e., to begin striving 

for the overthrow of the power of the bourgeoisie, 

the power of capital, to destroy the very foundations 

of the present social order. 

At first this movement was extremely indefinite and 

confused. It was joined by patriots who hoped that 

the Commune would renew the war with the 

Germans and bring it to a successful conclusions. It 

was supported by the small shopkeepers who were 

threatened with ruin unless there was a 

postponement of payments on debts and rent (the 

Government did not want to give them such a 

postponement but the Commune gave it). Finally, it 

had, at first, the sympathy of the bourgeois 

republicans, who feared that the reactionary 

National Assembly (the “backwoodsmen”, ignorant 

landlords) would restore the monarchy. But the chief 

role in this movement was of course played by the 

workers (especially the artisans of Paris), among 

whom Socialist propaganda had been energetically 

carried on during the last years of the Second Empire 

and many of whom even belonged to the First 

International. 

Only the workers remained loyal to the Commune to 

the end. The bourgeois republicans and the petty-

bourgeoisie soon broke away from it, the former 

afraid of the revolutionary Socialist proletarian 

character of the movement, and the others dropping 

out when they saw that it was doomed to inevitable 

defeat. Only the French proletariat supported their 

Government fearlessly and untiringly, they alone 

fought and died for it, for the cause of the 

emancipation of the working class, for a better future 

for all toilers. 

Deserted by their allies of yesterday and supported 

by no one, the Commune was doomed to inevitable 

defeat. The entire bourgeoisie of France, all the 

landlords, the stockbrokers, the factory owners, all 

Originally published in Rabochaya Gazeta, No. 4–5, April 28 (15), 1911 
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the great and small robbers, all the exploiters, 

combined against it. This bourgeois coalition, 

supported by Bismarck (who released a hundred 

thousand French soldiers who had been taken 

prisoner to put down revolutionary Paris), succeeded 

in rousing the backward peasants and the petty 

bourgeoisie of the provinces against the proletariat 

of Paris, and in surrounding half of Paris with a ring 

of steel (the other half was held by the German 

army). In some of the larger cities in France 

(Marseilles, Lyons, St. Etienne, Dijon, etc.) the 

workers also attempted to seize power, to proclaim 

the Commune, and come to the help of Paris, but 

these attempts soon failed. Paris, which had first 

raised the flag of proletarian revolt, was left to its 

own resources and doomed to certain destruction. 

For the victory of the social revolution, at least two 

conditions are necessary: a high development of 

productive forces and the preparedness of the 

proletariat. But in 1871 neither of these conditions 

was present. French capitalism was still only slightly 

developed, and France was at that time mainly a 

country of petty-bourgeoisie (artisans, peasants, 

shopkeepers, etc.). On the other hand there was no 

workers’ party, the working class, which in the mass 

was unprepared and untrained, did not even clearly 

visualize its tasks and the methods of fulfilling them. 

There were no serious political organizations of the 

proletariat, no strong trade unions and co-operative 

societies. 

But the chief thing which the Commune lacked was 

the time to think out and undertake the fulfillment of 

its programme. It hardly had time to start working, 

when the Versailles government, supported by the 

entire bourgeoisie, opened military operations 

against Paris. The Commune had to think first of all 

of defence. Right up to the very end, May 21–28, it 

had no time to think seriously of anything else. 

In spite of such unfavorable conditions, in spite of 

the brevity of its existence, the Commune found time 

to carry out some measures which sufficiently 

characterize its real significance and aims. The 

Commune replaced the standing army, that blind 

weapon in the hands of the ruling classes, by the 

armed people. It proclaimed the separation of church 

from State, abolished the State support of religious 

bodies (i.e., State salaries for priests), gave popular 

education a purely secular character, and in this way 

struck a severe blow at the gendarmes in priestly 

robes. In the purely social sphere the Commune 

could do very little, but this little nevertheless clearly 

shows its character as a popular, workers’ 

Government. Night work in bakeries was forbidden, 

the system of fines, this system of legalized robbery 

of the workers, was abolished. Finally, the famous 

decree was issued according to which all factories, 

works and workshops which had been abandoned or 

stopped by their owners, were to be handed over to 

associations of workers in order to resume 

production. And, as if to emphasize its character as 

a truly democratic proletarian Government, the 

Commune decreed that the salaries of all ranks in the 

administration and the government should not 

exceed the normal wages of a worker, and in no case 

should exceed 6,000 francs per year. 

All these measures showed with sufficient clearness 

that the Commune was a deadly menace to the old 

world, founded on slavery and exploitation. 

Therefore bourgeois society could not sleep 

peacefully so long as the Red Flag of the proletariat 

waved over the Paris City Hall. When at last the 

organized force of the Government had managed to 

defeat the poorly organized forces of the revolution, 

the Bonapartist generals who bad been beaten by the 

Germans and who were brave only when fighting 

their defeated countrymen, these French 

Rennenkampfs and Meller-Sakomelskys, organized 

such a slaughter as Paris had never known. About 

30,000 Parisians were killed by the ferocious 

soldiery, about 45,000 were arrested and many of 

these were afterwards executed, thousands were 

imprisoned or exiled. In all, Paris lost about 100,000 

of its sons, including the best workers of all trades. 

The bourgeoisie were satisfied. “Now we have 

finished with Socialism for a long time,” said their 

leader, the bloodthirsty dwarf, Thiers, after the 

bloodbath which he and his generals had arranged 

for the proletariat of Paris. But these bourgeois 

crows cawed in vain. Six years after the suppression 

of the Commune, when many of its fighters were still 

pining in prison or in exile, a new workers’ 

movement rose in France. A new Socialist 

generation, enriched by the experience of heir 

predecessors and no whit discouraged by their 

defeat, picked up the flag which had dropped from 

the hands of the fighters of the Commune and bore 

it boldly and confidently forward, with cries of: 

“Long live the social revolution! Long live the 

Commune!” And a few years after that, the new 
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workers’ party and the agitation raised by it 

throughout the country, compelled the ruling classes 

to release the imprisoned Communards, who were 

still in the hands of the government. 

The memory of the fighters of the Commune is not 

only honoured by the workers of France but by the 

proletariat of the whole world, for the Commune did 

not fight for any local or narrow national aim, but for 

the freedom of toiling humanity, of all the 

downtrodden and oppressed. As the foremost fighter 

for the social revolution, the Commune has won 

sympathy wherever there is a proletariat struggling 

and suffering. The picture of its life and death, the 

sight of a workers’ government which seized the 

capital of the world and kept it in its hands for over 

two months, the spectacle of the heroic struggle of 

the proletariat and its sufferings after defeat—all this 

has raised the spirit of millions of workers, aroused 

their hopes and attracted their sympathies to the side 

of socialism. The thunder of the cannon in Paris 

awakened the most backward strata of the proletariat 

from deep slumber, and everywhere gave impetus to 

the growth of revolutionary Socialist propaganda. 

This is why the cause of the Commune did not die. 

It lives to the present day in every one of us. 

The cause of the Commune is the social revolution, 

the cause of the complete political and economic 

emancipation of the toilers. It is the cause of the 

proletariat of the whole world. And in this sense it is 

immortal.  

  

102ND ANNIVERSARY OF FOUNDING OF THE 

COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL 
(2ND MARCH 1919-2021) 

The Communist International also known as ‘Comintern’ or the ‘Third 

International’, which was an international organization of communist parties and 

organizations, organized its Founding Congress (2nd-6th March 1919) in Moscow 

on this day. 

 
Delegates of the 1st Comintern Congress. Lenin sits in the middle of the second row. 
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Let us first consider the question from the point of 

view of scientific knowledge. It might appear that 

there are no essential methodological differences 

between astronomy and economics: scientists in 

both fields attempt to discover laws of general 

acceptability for a circumscribed group of 

phenomena in order to make the interconnection of 

these phenomena as clearly understandable as 

possible. But in reality such methodological 

differences do exist. The discovery of general laws 

in the field of economics is made difficult by the 

circumstance that observed economic phenomena 

are often affected by many factors which are very 

hard to evaluate separately. In addition, the 

experience which has accumulated since the 

beginning of the so-called civilized period of human 

history has—as is well known—been largely 

influenced and limited by causes which are by no 

means exclusively economic in nature. For example, 

most of the major states of history owed their 

existence to conquest. The conquering peoples 

established themselves, legally and economically, as 

the privileged class of the conquered country. They 

seized for themselves a monopoly of the land 

ownership and appointed a priesthood from among 

their own ranks. The priests, in control of education, 

made the class division of society into a permanent 

institution and created a system of values by which 

the people were thenceforth, to a large extent 

unconsciously, guided in their social behavior. 

But historic tradition is, so to speak, of yesterday; 

nowhere have we really overcome what Thorstein 

Veblen called “the predatory phase” of human 

development. The observable economic facts belong 

to that phase and even such laws as we can derive 

from them are not applicable to other phases. Since 

the real purpose of socialism is precisely to 

overcome and advance beyond the predatory phase 

of human development, economic science in its 

present state can throw little light on the socialist 

society of the future. 

Second, socialism is directed towards a social-

ethical end. Science, however, cannot create ends 

and, even less, instill them in human beings; science, 

at most, can supply the means by which to attain 

certain ends. But the ends themselves are conceived 

by personalities with lofty ethical ideals and—if 

these ends are not stillborn, but vital and vigorous—

are adopted and carried forward by those many 

human beings who, half unconsciously, determine 

the slow evolution of society. 

For these reasons, we should be on our guard not to 

overestimate science and scientific methods when it 

is a question of human problems; and we should not 

Originally published in the first issue of Monthly Review (May 1949) 
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assume that experts are the only ones who have a 

right to express themselves on questions affecting 

the organization of society. 

Innumerable voices have been asserting for some 

time now that human society is passing through a 

crisis, that its stability has been gravely shattered. It 

is characteristic of such a situation that individuals 

feel indifferent or even hostile toward the group, 

small or large, to which they belong. In order to 

illustrate my meaning, let me record here a personal 

experience. I recently discussed with an intelligent 

and well-disposed man the threat of another war, 

which in my opinion would seriously endanger the 

existence of mankind, and I remarked that only a 

supra-national organization would offer protection 

from that danger. Thereupon my visitor, very calmly 

and coolly, said to me: “Why are you so deeply 

opposed to the disappearance of the human race?” 

I am sure that as little as a century ago no one would 

have so lightly made a statement of this kind. It is 

the statement of a man who has striven in vain to 

attain an equilibrium within himself and has more or 

less lost hope of succeeding. It is the expression of a 

painful solitude and isolation from which so many 

people are suffering in these days. What is the cause? 

Is there a way out? 

It is easy to raise such questions, but difficult to 

answer them with any degree of assurance. I must 

try, however, as best I can, although I am very 

conscious of the fact that our feelings and strivings 

are often contradictory and obscure and that they 

cannot be expressed in easy and simple formulas. 

Man is, at one and the same time, a solitary being 

and a social being. As a solitary being, he attempts 

to protect his own existence and that of those who 

are closest to him, to satisfy his personal desires, and 

to develop his innate abilities. As a social being, he 

seeks to gain the recognition and affection of his 

fellow human beings, to share in their pleasures, to 

comfort them in their sorrows, and to improve their 

conditions of life. Only the existence of these varied, 

frequently conflicting, strivings accounts for the 

special character of a man, and their specific 

combination determines the extent to which an 

individual can achieve an inner equilibrium and can 

contribute to the well-being of society. It is quite 

possible that the relative strength of these two drives 

is, in the main, fixed by inheritance. But the 

personality that finally emerges is largely formed by 

the environment in which a man happens to find 

himself during his development, by the structure of 

the society in which he grows up, by the tradition of 

that society, and by its appraisal of particular types 

of behavior. The abstract concept “society” means to 

the individual human being the sum total of his direct 

and indirect relations to his contemporaries and to all 

the people of earlier generations. The individual is 

able to think, feel, strive, and work by himself; but 

he depends so much upon society—in his physical, 

intellectual, and emotional existence—that it is 

impossible to think of him, or to understand him, 

outside the framework of society. It is “society” 

which provides man with food, clothing, a home, the 

tools of work, language, the forms of thought, and 

most of the content of thought; his life is made 

possible through the labor and the accomplishments 

of the many millions past and present who are all 

hidden behind the small word “society.” 

It is evident, therefore, that the dependence of the 

individual upon society is a fact of nature which 

cannot be abolished—just as in the case of ants and 

bees. However, while the whole life process of ants 

and bees is fixed down to the smallest detail by rigid, 

hereditary instincts, the social pattern and 

interrelationships of human beings are very variable 

and susceptible to change. Memory, the capacity to 

make new combinations, the gift of oral 

communication have made possible developments 

among human being which are not dictated by 

biological necessities. Such developments manifest 

themselves in traditions, institutions, and 

organizations; in literature; in scientific and 

engineering accomplishments; in works of art. This 

explains how it happens that, in a certain sense, man 

can influence his life through his own conduct, and 

that in this process conscious thinking and wanting 

can play a part. 

Man acquires at birth, through heredity, a biological 

constitution which we must consider fixed and 

unalterable, including the natural urges which are 

characteristic of the human species. In addition, 

during his lifetime, he acquires a cultural 

constitution which he adopts from society through 

communication and through many other types of 

influences. It is this cultural constitution which, with 

the passage of time, is subject to change and which 

determines to a very large extent the relationship 

between the individual and society. Modern 

anthropology has taught us, through comparative 
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investigation of so-called primitive cultures, that the 

social behavior of human beings may differ greatly, 

depending upon prevailing cultural patterns and the 

types of organization which predominate in society. 

It is on this that those who are striving to improve 

the lot of man may ground their hopes: human beings 

are not condemned, because of their biological 

constitution, to annihilate each other or to be at the 

mercy of a cruel, self-inflicted fate. 

If we ask ourselves how the structure of society and 

the cultural attitude of man should be changed in 

order to make human life as satisfying as possible, 

we should constantly be conscious of the fact that 

there are certain conditions which we are unable to 

modify. As mentioned before, the biological nature 

of man is, for all practical purposes, not subject to 

change. Furthermore, technological and 

demographic developments of the last few centuries 

have created conditions which are here to stay. In 

relatively densely settled populations with the goods 

which are indispensable to their continued existence, 

an extreme division of labor and a highly-centralized 

productive apparatus are absolutely necessary. The 

time—which, looking back, seems so idyllic—is 

gone forever when individuals or relatively small 

groups could be completely self-sufficient. It is only 

a slight exaggeration to say that mankind constitutes 

even now a planetary community of production and 

consumption. 

I have now reached the point where I may indicate 

briefly what to me constitutes the essence of the 

crisis of our time. It concerns the relationship of the 

individual to society. The individual has become 

more conscious than ever of his dependence upon 

society. But he does not experience this dependence 

as a positive asset, as an organic tie, as a protective 

force, but rather as a threat to his natural rights, or 

even to his economic existence. Moreover, his 

position in society is such that the egotistical drives 

of his make-up are constantly being accentuated, 

while his social drives, which are by nature weaker, 

progressively deteriorate. All human beings, 

whatever their position in society, are suffering from 

this process of deterioration. Unknowingly prisoners 

of their own egotism, they feel insecure, lonely, and 

deprived of the naive, simple, and unsophisticated 

enjoyment of life. Man can find meaning in life, 

short and perilous as it is, only through devoting 

himself to society. 

The economic anarchy of capitalist society as it 

exists today is, in my opinion, the real source of the 

evil. We see before us a huge community of 

producers the members of which are unceasingly 

striving to deprive each other of the fruits of their 

collective labor—not by force, but on the whole in 

faithful compliance with legally established rules. In 

this respect, it is important to realize that the means 

of production—that is to say, the entire productive 

capacity that is needed for producing consumer 

goods as well as additional capital goods—may 

legally be, and for the most part are, the private 

property of individuals. 

For the sake of simplicity, in the discussion that 

follows I shall call “workers” all those who do not 

share in the ownership of the means of production—

although this does not quite correspond to the 

customary use of the term. The owner of the means 

of production is in a position to purchase the labor 

power of the worker. By using the means of 

production, the worker produces new goods which 

become the property of the capitalist. The essential 

point about this process is the relation between what 

the worker produces and what he is paid, both 

measured in terms of real value. Insofar as the labor 

contract is “free,” what the worker receives is 

determined not by the real value of the goods he 

produces, but by his minimum needs and by the 

capitalists’ requirements for labor power in relation 

to the number of workers competing for jobs. It is 

important to understand that even in theory the 

payment of the worker is not determined by the value 

of his product. 
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Private capital tends to become concentrated in few 

hands, partly because of competition among the 

capitalists, and partly because technological 

development and the increasing division of labor 

encourage the formation of larger units of 

production at the expense of smaller ones. The result 

of these developments is an oligarchy of private 

capital the enormous power of which cannot be 

effectively checked even by a democratically 

organized political society. This is true since the 

members of legislative bodies are selected by 

political parties, largely financed or otherwise 

influenced by private capitalists who, for all 

practical purposes, separate the electorate from the 

legislature. The consequence is that the 

representatives of the people do not in fact 

sufficiently protect the interests of the 

underprivileged sections of the population. 

Moreover, under existing conditions, private 

capitalists inevitably control, directly or indirectly, 

the main sources of information (press, radio, 

education). It is thus extremely difficult, and indeed 

in most cases quite impossible, for the individual 

citizen to come to objective conclusions and to make 

intelligent use of his political rights. 

The situation prevailing in an economy based on the 

private ownership of capital is thus characterized by 

two main principles: first, means of production 

(capital) are privately owned and the owners dispose 

of them as they see fit; second, the labor contract is 

free. Of course, there is no such thing as a pure 

capitalist society in this sense. In particular, it should 

be noted that the workers, through long and bitter 

political struggles, have succeeded in securing a 

somewhat improved form of the “free labor 

contract” for certain categories of workers. But taken 

as a whole, the present day economy does not differ 

much from “pure” capitalism. 

Production is carried on for profit, not for use. There 

is no provision that all those able and willing to work 

will always be in a position to find employment; an 

“army of unemployed” almost always exists. The 

worker is constantly in fear of losing his job. Since 

unemployed and poorly paid workers do not provide 

a profitable market, the production of consumers’ 

goods is restricted, and great hardship is the 

consequence. Technological progress frequently 

results in more unemployment rather than in an 

easing of the burden of work for all. The profit 

motive, in conjunction with competition among 

capitalists, is responsible for an instability in the 

accumulation and utilization of capital which leads 

to increasingly severe depressions. Unlimited 

competition leads to a huge waste of labor, and to 

that crippling of the social consciousness of 

individuals which I mentioned before. 

This crippling of individuals I consider the worst evil 

of capitalism. Our whole educational system suffers 

from this evil. An exaggerated competitive attitude 

is inculcated into the student, who is trained to 

worship acquisitive success as a preparation for his 

future career. 

I am convinced there is only one way to eliminate 

these grave evils, namely through the establishment 

of a socialist economy, accompanied by an 

educational system which would be oriented toward 

social goals. In such an economy, the means of 

production are owned by society itself and are 

utilized in a planned fashion. A planned economy, 

which adjusts production to the needs of the 

community, would distribute the work to be done 

among all those able to work and would guarantee a 

livelihood to every man, woman, and child. The 

education of the individual, in addition to promoting 

his own innate abilities, would attempt to develop in 

him a sense of responsibility for his fellow men in 

place of the glorification of power and success in our 

present society. 

Nevertheless, it is necessary to remember that a 

planned economy is not yet socialism. A planned 

economy as such may be accompanied by the 

complete enslavement of the individual. The 

achievement of socialism requires the solution of 

some extremely difficult socio-political problems: 

how is it possible, in view of the far-reaching 

centralization of political and economic power, to 

prevent bureaucracy from becoming all-powerful 

and overweening? How can the rights of the 

individual be protected and therewith a democratic 

counterweight to the power of bureaucracy be 

assured? 

Clarity about the aims and problems of socialism is 

of greatest significance in our age of transition. 

Since, under present circumstances, free and 

unhindered discussion of these problems has come 

under a powerful taboo, I consider the foundation of 

this magazine to be an important public service.  
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The Bhartiya Kisan Union (Ekta Ugrahan) and Punjab Khet Mazdoor Union jointly 

organized a massive rally of farmers and workers in the grain market of Barnala, Punjab 

on 21st February in which reportedly 2 lakh people participated, including 80,000 women. 

REMEMBERING ONE OF THE GREATEST 

SCIENTISTS OF RECENT TIMES 

STEPHEN HAWKING 

ON HIS 2ND DEATH ANNIVERSARY 

(8TH JANUARY 1942 – 14TH MARCH 2018) 

“If machines produce everything we need, the outcome will 

depend on how things are distributed. Everyone can enjoy a 

life of luxurious leisure if the machine-produced wealth is 

shared, or most people can end up miserably poor if the 

machine-owners successfully lobby against wealth 

redistribution. So far, the trend seems to be toward the second 

option, with technology driving ever-increasing inequality.” 
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Against the arbitrary raids of the Enforcement 

Directorate (ED) at the offices of NewsClick.in 

and its Edior in Chief's house, as well as 

against the fascist attacks to dismantle the pro-

people (mainly online) media, a protest 

meeting was organized in Patna. 

An initiative of 'Janshakti' weekly newspaper, 

the meeting was held in ‘Janshakti’ Bhawan at 

Adalatganj, and was attended by the various 

journalists, writers, and social, cultural and 

political activists, as well as editors of various 

pro-people and progressive publications and 

media portals including 'The Truth' and 

'Yatharth' monthly magazines. 

All speakers unitedly condemned the raids as 

an attack on free press and media. The meeting 

was presided over by Abhay Singh (senior 

journalist, The Times of India) and was 

moderated by cultural activist Jaiprakash. The 

speakers were: Rakesh Raj (filmmaker), 

Ramnaresh Pandey (CPI Bihar Secretary), Ali 

Anwar (former MP and journalist of 

Janshakti), Preeti Sinha (Editor, Filhaal), 

Priyaranjan (senior journalist, Janshakti), 

Amarnath Jha (senior journalist), Gopal 

Krishna, Irshad Ul Haq (naukarshahi.com), Dr. 

Ranjit (ETV 

Bharat), Satish 

Kumar (Mazdoor 

Patrika), Ashish Jha 

(Amar Ujala), Ajay 

Kumar Sinha (The 

Truth and Yatharth), 

Vidyasagar 

(Moderator, Live 

India News), Vivek 

(Aahwan), Arun 

Mishra (CPM), Ravindranath Rai (Editor, 

Maitri Shanti), Amar Kumar (Shramjeevi 

Patrkaar Union). 

To read full report on Newsclick Hindi by 

Anish Ankur, click here. 

https://www.facebook.com/newsclickonline/?__cft__%5b0%5d=AZX2JXfLao5bXic0asxS2Uj7KBa4DfXYLhhBgs0i0ie2qAUPXyPPFsm0GBnKRUB-s5PB3VWrkP69hwOyh_oQ_-1JP_86Cm7_BLSkGCGuEwc-amLNilRNC7QTXhBfKJH1QT-EdFwGgbMVehHo_jYWGoPu2sxfWIwqdJoYacG_SwLkXw&__tn__=kK-R
https://hindi.newsclick.in/Patna-Attack-on-NewsClick-is-an-attempt-to-suppress-the-truth

