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together the parties of the Right now. just as in the past. The 
day-lo-day struggle in modern Indian politics shows that 
the parties of the Right have by no means lost hope of uniting 
to oppose the National Congress party and all India's dem­
ocratic forces. 

The possibility of depriving Right-wing reaction of the 
chance of success depends upon whether or nol the democratic 
forces unite. The community of in.crests of the forces of pro­
gress and democracy, finding themselves face to face with the 
menace of reaction, is being appreciated by ever wider circles 
of popular, dc1nocratic India. These circles also see such unity 
as a guarantee of success in their country's advance along the 
path to national renascence and social progress. The impres­
sive victory scored by the National Congress party in the 
election campaign of 1971 demonstrated the degree to which 
all sound, democratic forces in the country have thrown in 
their lot with each other in the struggle against the monopo­
lies and the landowners. 

A time of change has dawned in India which is destined 
to determine the course of the country's subsequent develop­
ment. It is n 1w recognised by the whole people that the 
foreign imperialists (although stripped of political power), 
in alliance with leading local monopolists and the reactionary 
bourgeois and landowning elite, are responsible for all the 
people's suffering and deprivation and no am,·.mt of effort 
will be able to conceal this fact. 

Warm sincere friendship has always united the Soviet 
and Indian peoples. Soviet men and women are anxious 
that India find a solution to the complex economic and socio­
political problems now facing the subcontinent. 
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THE AGRARIAN OUESTION AND THE PEASANTRY 
IN THE NEWLY LIBERATED COUNTRIES 

REFORM IN INDIAN AGRICULTURE PRIOR 

TO THE EARLY SIXTIES 

Rural India Prior to the Reform: 
Objective Need for Agrarian Reform 

Between 1946 and 1948 work began on the preparation 
of agrarian reforms for territory covering approximately 
half India's surface. The task ahead was to transform the 
obsolete, semi-feudal patterns of agriculture which had 
evolved under British colonial rule. Rural India before in­
dependence was dominated by the class of big, middle and 
petty landowners who as a rule were not themselves engaged 
in agriculture but leased their land often going in for share­
cropping. 

According to 1951 figures, 5,300,000 landowners hiring out 
land, together with the members of their families, constituted 
two per cent of the rural population while owning 70 per 
cent of the land under cultivation. This enormously high 
concentration of land in the hands of the landowning oligar­
chy did not in any way go hand in hand with any significant 
concentration of agricultural production. The predominance 
of semi-feudal patterns of agriculture on the eve of the 
agrarian reforms found expression in three main factors that 
are historically and economically interconnected: the pre­
dominance of landed estates; the prevalence of small and 
tiny peasant land-tenure agricultural production and the all­
important role of trade and usury capital in commodity and 
money circulation in the countryside. 

The enormous concentration of land in the hands of the 
landowning class is reflected in the material collected by the 
national sampk survey specially carried out in rural India 
in 1953-1954. Table 1 gives figures illustrating land distribu­
tion. 
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