FEUDALISM AND LAND
REFORMS

India is acontinent ofclusters ofvillages. More than 80 per
cent of the population lives in rural India. More than 70 percent
of them depend directly on agriculture.The poverty of the rural
population is a great hindrance to industrial development. The
development of the home market is a primary condition for
industrial growth. It was primarily for this reason that evey
bourgeois democratic revolution was fundamentally an anti-
feudal agrarian revolution. In the imperialist period, no liberation
revolution can fulfil eitheranti-imperialistoranti-feudal democratic
tasks, unless itis both anti-imperialist and anti-leudal revolution.
We had previously noted that such alullfledged national liberation
war cannot be led by the bourgeoisie.

The Indian bourgeoisie has been closely linked with the
feudal forces from its earliest period. A large number, like the
Birlas, own extensive agricultural farms of their own.Quite a
number, like the Tatas, were closely linked with feudal princes
from the initial period of their industrial development. Even the
nationalleadership of the national movement, such asVallabhbhai
Patel and Rajendra Prasad, hailed from the land-holding class.
The leadership in the provinces was much more closely related to
the landlord class. Consequently the National Congress, even
though it talked ofland reforms, offand on, mainly to shatter the
influence of the Left forces, was never serious at any time about
mobilising the peasantry' in any national struggle. From the
beginning it looked with derision and decried the growing people's
struggle in the princely States.

To except this leadership to go even half way in the
implementation ofanti-feudal reforms is foolish.Even theZamindari
abolition proceedings were an eye-wash. As Gunnar Myrdal
explains in "Asian Drama". "These measures can hardly be said to
have produced, a radical change in properly relations. For the
former intermediaries, abolition meant merely a change in the
sources of their income and - particularly for those with a large
income - some reduction in size". These reforms affected only the
intermediaries: they did not touch any ofthese landlords in India
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who possessed unrestricted ownership rights. In the name of
'personalland'as much land as possible was allowed to be retained
by the feudals. "The right to Sir and Khudkasht (i.e. home
farmland) made zamindars resort to eviction of even occupancy
tenants themselves on a large scale and claim itas their personal
cultivation. Hundreds and thousands of acres have been thus
affected in recent months." (H. D. Malavya : "Land Reforms in India"
Page 452).

Sub-tenants of these lands, i.e., the actual share-croppers
who were the cultivators ofthe lands, not only did not receive and
benefit from this legislations, but in the majority of cases got
thrown out of the land. A considerable number of actual tillers
belonging even to the category' ofthe middle peasants, who were
dependenton those lands, were socially and economically degraded
when the zamindars took overland for their personal cultivation.
Evictions reduced the status of many of them into agricultural
labourers.

Thus the abolition of zamindars in the main did not change
the economic or social base fundamentally in India. Rather, as
Gunnar Myrdal has said, "Put bluntly, the answer is that the
abolition of the intermediaries in India and Pakistan was not
intended to give land to those who actually till it." (Page 1309).

Land Reforms Enactments

Land reforms in the bourgeois democratic revolution are to
hasten the development of commodity production and capitalist

relations in agriculture. Feudal land relations hinder the growth
of the home market.

In India, the medieval character oflandlordism, comprising
various forms oftenant farming based on servitude and bondage,
payment of wages in kind, permanent labour, food loans to
labourer at exorbitant rates on enslaving temis, and quite a
number ofotherinnumerable medieval practices are prevalent all
over. The mass of peasants crushed by feudal exploitation are
being ruined.

The essence of land reforms in India should amount to the
break-up ofthe large land concentration in the hands ofgenerally
10 per cent of the landlords and the creation of a free and hard-
working peasantry' capable of developing the productive forces
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and promoting the progress of agriculture completely free from
medieval forms ofexploitation by feudal landlords. Therefore, the
big landed estates will form the basis of distributable land area
along with the land ofthe temples, trusts, and the land maintained
by the industries such as the sugar factories.

As Lenin has explained :"ThefuLure is distinguished from the
present by the incomparably greater 'equalisation’' in ownership,
that the new distribution oftheland conforms far more to the 'labour
principle'. And that is not accidental. It cannot be otherwise in a
peasant country, the bourgeois development ofwhich emancipates
itfrom serfdom”."The idea ofequality is the most revolutionary idea
ofthe struggle aginst the old system ofabsolutism in general and
against the old system offeudal landlordism in particular".
Therefore, the pivot of the struggle is (lie complete break-up of
feudal landlordism which is the most conspicuous hindrance to
the development of productive forces in India.

Do land reforms in India, as they are being implemented by
the ruling class, conform to these characteristics? Of course not,
even though the political leadership had vaguely talked aboutland
reforms. In the post-war period of peasantupsurge, along with the
extremely repressive methods adopted to drown the peasant
struggles in blood, the bourgeoisie and its government talked of
ceiling on land, and distribution ofland to the 'tillerofthe soil'. The
policy ofthe 'carrotand the stick' was adopted to divert the fighting
masses and to drown their struggles in blood. Land reform
committees were appointed. Their reports were published and
discussed. Resolutions were passed - all temporarily to stall the
agitation of the rural masses. All these measures were mainly
adopted to save the rural landlords from the wrath ofthe peasantry’
by creating a situation for diverting them from agitation, and into
believing the promises of the ruling parly. And finally came the
land ceiling Acts.

After giving innumerable exemptions for pasture land,
garden lands, commercial cropping such as of sugarcane, and
mechanised farming, and so on, the ceiling was fixed at extremely
highlevels in such a manner that there would be no need for the
government to implement the Act.

Even though I do not propose to analyse the whole gamut of
land legislation, it would be necessary' to understand a few
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important aspects. Let us take as an example the Andhra Land
Reforms.

An authorin aweekly from Delhi, discussing the ceiling Act
of Andhra Pradesh analyses the ceiling clause as follows :

"Afamily holding has beenfixed at6 to 12 acres
ofwetland depending on thefertility ofland, and the
ceiling is placed at 6 times thefamily holding. Since
each individiLal in thefamily can be termed as afam ily
under the Succession Act, the ceilingfor afwe-member
family comes to 180 to 360 acres wet. In terms ofdry
land it can be anywhere between 1080 to 2160 acres
JAll temple lands, lands under sugarcane, coffee, tea,
rubber, and plantations attached to factories were
exempted from ceiling.”

(Mainstream : February'28, 1970).

As Gunnar Myrdal remarks :

"The impressive facade of parliamentary
democracy cannot hide the fact that political
participation in any meaningful sense is confined to
small upper class groups" (Page 776). This piece of
land relomi under the impressive facade of political
democracy "will be nothing but an innocuous piece of
legislation to be dangled before the masses."”

(Economic and Political Weekly : March 19, 1960).

This one clause in the so-called ceiling Actwill be enough to
show the deceitful nature of the legislation.

Added to this, the administration representing the upper
classes "behave as if the Act was not meant to be enforced"
Ladijinsky) - and the panel on land reforms of the Planning
Commission says that Revenue officials were unconsciously hostile
in attitude"!

Is at least the tenancy legislation better ? Even according to
the Planning Commission report :

"The legislation has allowed unrestricted
temiination ofsuch ofthose tenants wlw seek to assert
tlieir rights defined in the legislation......... Thus this
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piece oflegislation lias made tenants ingeneralapathetic
towards the rights conferred on them. On the other
hand, landlords could evict tenants with ease for even
minordelays in payments ofrents......... evictions were
on a large scale............. Absence ofrecord rights and of
machinery to scrutinize, made the task of the Courts
difficult to establish tenant-landlord relationship even
when some tenants braved to fight in the courts..........
Thus the provisions were rendered ineffective and the
desired change was not achieved".

The effectiveness ofthese two pieces oflegislation , idem
even to the government. Why should anv on he surprised at the
immensity ofthe growth ofagrnu ... unrestin the country? Rural
tensions aregrowing o .a] aimed clashes are acommon feature all
over the country. Cases of Harijans being murdered in villages
over land disputes all over the country' have become a common
news even in the daily Press which rarely reports such incidents.
The stranglehold of big land - holders on rural life has increased
with the adventofPanchayal Raj, since theireconomic hold on the

villages has been reinforced with political power even at the village
level.

Gandhi has said that "a violent and bloody revolution is a
certainty oneday, unless there is voluntary abdication ofriches and
the power that the riches give". Voluntary' abdication is a dream
ofthe innocent, or the deceitful propaganda ofthe clever. History
has proved thatviolent and bloody revolution is the only way to get
out of this rut of chaos.

The Union Home Ministry's note on the current agrarian
unrest has characterised it as follows :

Speaking about the tribal unrest, it says that "the basic
cause of imrest - namely, the defective implementation of laws
enacted to protect the interests ofthe tribals -remains; unless this
is attended to, it would not be possible to win the confidence of the
tribals whose leadership has been taken over by the extremists......
. The tensions in the rural areas, resultingfrom the widening gap
between relativelyfew affluentfarmers, and the large body ofsmall
holders, landless labourers, may increase in the coming months

and years. A bad agricultural season could lead to an explosive
situation in the rural areas".

Feudalism and Lana an

The situation in the country was deteriorating fast. The
above note by the Home Ministry was sentagainstthe background
of large-scale unrest in Bihar, West Bengal, Uttar Pradesh,
Andhra Pradesh, and some other states, where a large number of
clashes have taken place between landlords and the impoverished
peasantry and landless workers. The situation in some parts of
Andhra and Bihar at that time was reported to be critical - faced
with violent attacks, murder,and arson, organised by the landlords.
The rural masses "are on the vergeof resorting toarmedaction......
.In thefirsteightmonths 0f 1969, the numberofpeople killed mostly
Harijans, was larger than those killed in communal riots." (Link :
November 6, 1969).

The same issue of Link reports a gruesome moss murder of
tenants in an attempt to dislodge them from the land even after
"fhe government had recognized the occupancy rights and over 90
per cent of them renewed concerned documents. Link reports : "In
the course of the struggle for the land, armed attacks by the
landlords are not uncommon in Bihar, but there has been nothing
sofar tocompare with the brutal attack on Umartur Diarapeasants
neo; ' -oron Il. P Bihar border. On October 31, 1969, Babus
(landlords) of Narhi, Ballia District in U.P.) at the head of an
orguiun, d mob of about 300 persons, armed with lathis, spears,
guns, and otherweapons, attacked share-croppers working in their
fields in broad daylight, and killed 10 persons on the spot and
seriously injured 11 others, ofwhom one died in the hospital......
W hile retreating they dragged the bodies, some of them still alive,
severalfurlongs and burnt some huts ofthe cultivators. Sofar only
4 bodies including the headless body of Shia Dahina local S.S.P.
worker has been recovered. The bodies of Sri Ram Goncl. a C.P.l.
worker, and five others are still untraced." (Link November 6,
1969).

It was under such growing landlord terror all over the
country', and under the inspiration of Naxalbari peasant anned
struggle for land and liberty, that the militant land occupation
movements by the rural poor, the struggles ofagriculturalworkers,
widespread agitation by tenants, the militant struggles of the
tribal people against exploitation by moneylenders and landlords
in various parts ofthe country'-in Bengal, Bihar, U.P. and Andhra
Pradesh - and "Armed action of the Naxalites and communist
revolutionaries have all served to highlight the seriousness of the
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problem" (Link, February 1970).

The deceptive slogon of 'Garibi Hatao’ was coined by the
ruling party atthistime. Innumerable ChiefMinisters'conferences
were held to discuss this problem, with the result that unheard-
of, severe, repressive measures were adopted againstthe peasants
and revolutionaries to save the landlords from the righteous
retaliatory' anger of the peasants. It is evident that, except for the
coining of a new slogan for the temporary diversion of the people
from their growing anger, nothing tangible has taken place.

The old slogan of intensive cultivation,mechanisation of

agriculture, leading to 'green revolution: continues to hold the
field.

Lenin has explained that the transformation of agriculture
from feudal to capitalist can take place in two ways :

"The pivot ofstruggle is thefeudal latifundia,
which is the mostconspicuous embodiment ofand the
strongest mainstay of tire survivals of serfdom in
Russia. The developmentofcommodity production and
capitalism will certainly and inevitably put an end to
tliose survivals. In that respect Russia has only one
path before her - that ofbourgeois development."”

"Buttheremay betwoformsofthatdevelopment.
The survivals of serfdom may fail away either as a
result ofthe transformation oflandlord economy or as
aresult ofthe abolition ofthe landlord latifundia, i.e.,
either by reform orby revolution. Bourgeois development
may proceed by having big landlord economies at (he
head, which ivill gradually become more and more
bourgeois andgradually substitute bourgeoisforfeudal
methods ofexploitation. It may also proceed by having
small peasant economies at the head, which in a
revolutionary way, will remove the 'excrescence'ofthe
feudal latifundia from the socialorganism andfreeiy
develop without them along the path of capitalist

economy." ("Agrarian Programme of Social Democracy"
Page 239).

The big bourgeois landlord government in India has taken
to the path ofgradual transformation oflandlord latifundia into
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bourgeois economy, with all its plans for the supply of better
seeds, fertilisers, use of pesticides, mechanisation of.agriculture,
extensive funnelling of state loans into the landlord economy.
With the help of immense aid from international finance and
Soviet revisionism. As Lenin has explained, this slow evolution
"into bourgeois-Junicer-landlord economy .............. condemns the
peasantstodecades ofmostharrowing expropriation and bondage"
(Page 239, Ibid).

This is what we are witnessing in our country today. The
excruciating pain which the rural economy today is undergoing -
the forceful eviction of small peasants and tenants, the growth of
concentration of land, increase in the number of agricultural
labour, the growing hegemony of upper castes over lower castes
- are all symptoms of this growing disease ; "The evolution is the
transformation offeudal bondage into servitude and capitalist
exploitation on the land offeudal landlords." (Lenin, Page 239).

He further enunciates that this "implies the utmost
preservation ofbondage and the serfdom (remodelled on bourgeois
lines), the leastrapid development ofthe productiveforces and the
retarded development of capitalism; It implies infinitely greater
misenj and suffering, exploitation and oppression for the broad
masses ofthe peasantnj,andconsequenlLlyalsofor theproletariat.”
(Lenin Page 243).

Therefore, no communistcan supportthis kind ofevolution
of feudal landlordism. Ourtask is to firmly oppose it by supporting
the fighting peasantry' forthe total liqguidation offeudallandlordism.

Indian Big Bourgeoisie - Landlord Government
Strengthens Landlord Base

Every concrete step taken by the government has
strengthened the landlord base in the countryside.

The firstimportantstep taken by the governmentto transform
the rural panorama was the historic Community Development
Project plan in the early 1950's - hailed by the late Jawaharlal
Nehru as a revolutionary step. The Community Development
Programme, hailed by Nehru as "the dynamo providing motive
forcefor the successful implementation of Five Year Plans" was
initiated with greatenthusiasm and fanfare, with the intensification
of building of roads, minor irrigation, elementary education, and
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development of credit co-operatives. However "they seldom reach
the broad strata of the population but benefit instead the land-
holding class and the moneylenders." ("Asian Drama", Page 871). An
emphasis was given to the co-operative movement to help the
agriculturist to develop his resources for fuller utilisation of land
and to produce better results. But again the result was to
strengthen the landlord economy.

As John Lewis in his "Quiet Crisis in India" states :

"The result, typically and plainly, has been to lodge the
village cooperative in the hands of the same privileged village
cligues that have been doing most traditional money lending and
trading. By insisting on the pretence of indigenous origin, the
forces of reform have surrendered the cooperative instrument to
the managementofthe very groups mostinclined to resist massive
rural reconstruction. In the process, the primary cooperative
society has tended to become simply another device forreinforcing
the pattern of rural privilege - wth the comfortable new feature of
a direct line of credit on the Reserve Bank of India." (Page 164).

Whereas the big cultivators are provided with this channel
of securing credit at a concessional rate to increase his field of
activities, to amass further wealth and profits, the poorand small
cultivators are being left free to pass on into the octopus grip of
traders, moneylenders and landlords. What wonder, then, that
this much advertised co-operative movement further increased
the growing discrepancies in income and make the rich richer and
the poor poorer.

Danial Thorner, who had "the unusual opportunity of
visiting 117 co-operatives of various types scattered throughout
all the states of India," in his field report "Agricultural Co-operatives
in India", remarks that "In general, | found that hearts of co-
operatives were the big people of the villages and that they had
their fingers in many other pies as well as co-operation." (Page 3).

He gives the instance ofco-operative,joint farms functioning
"as a one family shows, operated mostly on family land by one of
the landlord families of the village". He produces the case of a
multi-purpose co-operative, in which "half of the outstanding
short-term loans (Rs. 95,000) out ofagrand total ofRs. 1,91.000
had been made to only 11 members." (Page 4). He talks of Nellore
districtwhich provided "the mostflagrantexample oflarge landlords
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using their position in the co-operatives to further their own power
and interests." (Page 5). His field report makes it clear that
"Soukari (money lending), Sarkari (government), and Sahakari
(co-operation)" are co-operating with each other with perfect co-
ordination. He reports that "the cultivator, who also does some
moneylending, figures prominently in co-operatives in Baroda,
Saurashtra, Hyderabad and Rajasthan. The trader-cum-money
lender is found in societies in Saurashtra. Mysore, Nilagiris.
Nellore and Kashmir. The formidable combination of cultivating
moneylender-cum-lrader dominates the scene in Mysore and
costal Andhra." (Page 8).

Therefore, "in a country where social change is the
determining factor for economic progress, mere institution of co-
operative service shall hardly remedy the situation. It may even
help perpetuating the Status quo.In such circumstances, the
coverofco-operative organisation may even accelerate the process
of polarisation - the rich becoming richer and the poor relatively
poorer." (Page 34).

Co-operative credit has become the handmaid for the
diversification ofthe activities of (he village rich in the countryside.
"A series ofdevelopmentalprogrammes on the countryside provides
the big cultivators withopportunities totakegovernmental contracts"
and other diverse activities. "It has beenfeared that the cheap co-
operative credit.the bulk of which percolates into the hands of this
fortunate big cultivator is being mis-utilised for either of these
purposes - trading infoodgrains, taking governmental contracts,
and lending for trade arid commerce purposes.”

(Economic Times April 21, 1966).

Thus the government, through co-operative credit,
panchayats, samitis and parishads, so-called developmental
programmes,and various other loans in crores of rupees for the
mechanisation of agriculture (for tractors, bulldozers, oil and
electrical pumpsels, etc.) is feeding the village landlords to increase
their share ofwealth and income, to increase the disparities in the
countryside faster than ever.

W ith all the tall talk of land reforms and its innocuous land
ceiling legislations and tenancy Acts, no democratic land reforms
have been implemented by the Congress government in its long
tenure in office for the last 23 years. Practically no change in land
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relations has taken place, exceptthatwith vigorous implementation
of Panchayat Raj' co-operation institutions, loans for tractors and
other agricultural machines etc., the political and economical
strength of the landlords has been further strengthened in the
rural economy.

The unchanging relations that continue to exist can be
clearly noticed from the following data pertaining to three
periods :

1924 * 1939™ 1961**
Holding Size Percen- Area Percen- Area Percen- Area
tage of tage of tage of
Popula- Popula- Popula-
tion tion tion
Under 5 acres 58.3 12.1 63.7 12.2 55.8 11.8

5 to less than
10 acres 18.4 15.1 16.9 13.1 19.0 14.5
10 acres and more23.3 72.8 19.4 74.7 25.2 73.7

Note : * 'Agrarian Reforms in India', G. Kolovsky (Page 12).
** According to Census Statistics, Economic Times, July
16. 1965.

W ith very minor changes, the situation has notchanged so
far as the concentration of land in the rural areas is conerned
between 1924 and 1961.

A large part of the arable land is concentrated in the hands
of the small upper crust of the peasantry and (he bulk of the
peasant families are bankrupt.

In 1951, the first Agricultural Labour Enquiry Sample
Survey of Land Holdings, showed that holdings of5 acres and less
made up 59.1 per cent of the total holdings comprised 15.5 per
cent of the land, holdings of over 25 acres made up only 5.6 per
centofthe total holdings and comprised 34.4 percentofthe land.
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These data on the distribution of land among the different
groups offarms reflectthe profound process ofclass differentiation
which has gone deep among the Indian peasantry.

Another analysis of the data, contained in the census of
population and sample survey conducted in 1951-52 by the
Ministry of Labour, showed that agricultural labourers and
members of their families comprised 36 per cent in 1951.

The National Sample Survey, 16thRound, conducted between
June 1960June 1961, reported thatthe topmost IOpercentofthe
agricultural population held 56.2 per cent of the land as was
reproduced in Economic Times of February 17, 1966.

According to the Survey, 30 percent ofthe lowerrung ofthe
agricultural population hold 0.1 percent of the land.

The next 10 per cent hold 0.6 per cent of the land.
The next 10 per cent hold 2.1 per cent of the land.
Hence 50 per cent hold 2.8 per cent of the land.
The next 10 per cent of the

agricultural population hold 4.7 per cent of the land.
The next 10 per cent hold 6.9 per cent of the land.
The next 10 per cent hold 11.0 percent.

Hence 30 per cent hold 22.6 per cent of the land.

Therefore, 80 per cent of the agricultural population hold
about 25.4 per cent of the land. The next 10 per cent of the
agricultural population hold 19 percent ofthe land. The topmost
10 per cent hold 56.2 per cent of the land.

It is this topmost 10 percent ofthe agricultural population
who have the lion's share of all the benefits of the Congress
Government's economic policies during the last three Five Year
Plans. Itwas for that reason that the income in the rural sector is
increasingly more disproportionately distributed. It was also for
the same reason that, even the bourgeois professors recognise
that "the eternal help artificially injected into the countryside -in the
form ojco-operative movement, marketing and agriculturalfinance
- "could not change theface ofthe village, nor could it succeed in
creating those ....forces which could create a democratic base int
he countryside . On the other hand, these policies have made the
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rich richer and the poor poorer. (V. B. Singh, "India Yesterday and
Today)."

Therefore, it is clear that every step that has been taken in
relation to land refomis has only aggravated the situation.

On the basis of recent studies conducted in India and in
other countries where the green revolution has become the vogue,
U Thant, United Nations Secretary General, points out :

The Green revolution is likely to benefit primarily
those fam-iers who are already engaged in commercial
production rather than small farmers, and among
commercial farmers, bigones more than smallproducers
..... there is a possibility that small fanners may
gradually besqueezedoutofthe market by bigproducers
and that tenonrs may be evicted." [Citing an Indian
study ofthe Green revolution he saysl "A relativelyfew
persons, not more than 20 per cent of the farm
households in Punjab benefited by the Green Revolution.
The study also mentioned the burden oftaxation there,
not to speak of land values spiralling, rents going up
and conditions oftenants no belter if not worse.

In his presidential address to the Congress session at
Bombay, Jagjivan Ram. the then Union Minister for Food and
Agriculture, focussed attention on the extremities of land
concentration. 'There has been a breakthrough in agriculture.
Arrangements for public allocation of inputs and credit have
considerably improved. But the beneficiaries arc not those who are
living on a pittance of afew rupees a month, but (he privileged
minority of substantial and middle cultivators. With 4 1percentof
farm families owning only one acre ofland and 22 per cent hewing
no land at all, with 3 to 4 percent of big cultivators enjoying all
power, wielding all influence, making all decisions in collaboration
with the government machinery and appropriating to themselves
all the skill and resources, the expertise the government agencies
offer, the poor halfofthe villagers have little tothank any bodyfor."

These sympathetic vibrations from the ruling party are
expected to give Indira Gandhiand hercoterie a progressive facade
to lull the people into inaction and to the revisionists aground for
full-fledged and open declaration of support to her and her party
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in power. Having been incessantly talking about the growth of
poverty and the necessity for land reforms, a plan to import
thousands oftractors as a loan from I.D.A. for distribution to the
landlords is the double faced and deceitful programme of Indira,
and company.

It is clear that the big bourgeoisie landlords government is
incapable of and is not interested in land to the tiller’. This type
of development which indira Congress is implementing in India
was cailed by Lenin "Land lord bourgeois revolution” which is
"adopted solely to the interests of the landlords"”, giving them
freedom to plunder the village communes, toforcibly expropriate
the masses, to round off their plots, to evict poor peasants, to
undermine the very foundations ofthe life of entire village," etc.
(Page 278). This type oflandlord bourgeois revolution, as against
the total liquidation of landlordism, was inevitable even in the
epoch of strongly developed capitalism. "In such an epoch, this
bourgeoisie, in the mass, is inevitably counter - revolutionary."
(Page 321).

In such cricumstances. Marxism must resolutely combat
the view that aradical agrarian reform is possible without aradical
political revolution. Such a peasant agrarian revolution can
become a reality only bv advocating, preparing and organising of
iionanationwide scale, by explaining consistently to the peasantry’
that unless the revolutionary' classes conquer political power,
land to the tiller is an impossibility'.

Ifthe revolutionaries believe in supporting the revolutionary'
actions of the peasantry' and in the confiscation of landlords'
lands, then they' must seriously think about organising the
masses for those actions. As Lenin say's, "the peasantry cannot
carry out an agrarian revolution without abolishing the old reginie,
the standing army, and the bureaucracy, because all these are the
most reliable mainstays oflandlordism, bound to it by thousands
ofties." (Page 349).... "Needless (osay, aradical political revolution
is difficult, but so is an agrarian revolution: the latter is impossible
apart from the former, and itis theduty ofthe socialist not to conceal
this from the peasants, not to throw a veil over it, but to speak out,
to teach the peasants that unless they go the whole way in politics
it is no use thinking seriously ofconfiscating the landlords' land."
(Page 350).
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Growing Concentration Of Land

The experience of history is that, whenever the people are in
a fighting mood to achieve their democratic programme, capitalist
parties have beenwilling to become 'socialist' as long as they could
uphold the privileges of the exploited class - in our own country
the imperialist, comprador, and the landlord - and theirunlimited
power over the people.

Itwas at the time ofthe Telengana armed peasants' revoltin
Andhra , Tebhaga struggle in Bengal, and Warli uprising in
Maharashtra, thatthe question ofBhoodan and land refonns were
brought to the forefront by the bourgeoisie. It was again in the
immediate wake of Telengana armed uprising of the peasants, at
the lime of mid-term elections in Andhra, that the bourgeoisie
proclaimed their deceitful programme o f'Avadi socialism"'.

It was again during the first communist ministry" in Kerala,
that co-operative farming became the 'slogan' of the ruling party
to divert the attention of the fighting masses.

Now, again, in the midstofarmed uprisings ofthe peasants,
beginning with Naxalbari and Srikakulam, when the question of
land had been again broughtto the forefront due to thousands of
fighting peasants coming forward to forcefully occupy the lands in
East Godavari, MushaliariandTerai regions, that the ruling party
came forward again with the slogan of'land reform and land to the
tiller".

To proclaim land reforms and distribution ofland to the tiller
as the policy of the government, on the one hand, and to
implement policies which encourage the greater concentration in
the hands of the 10 per cent rich village landlords, on the other,
has been the nefarious and disgustingly deceptive method adopted
by the government all these years.

As Economic Times in its editorial 'Farming and Progress'
(January' 3, 1970) points out :

"The keynote ofthe presentagricultural strategy
is to concentrate on specific areas with a package
programme. The green revolution which we are now
witnessing is the result ofthe success achieved by this
newfarm strategy and one direct consequence of this
has been the transformation ofthefarm economyfrom
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subsistence toprofitable business. Somestudies already
undertaken have slwwn conclusively that, in the initial
stages at any rate, the benefits ofthe new technology
have gone to those who can command resourcesfor
investment to exploit the new opportunities. By the
same time the smallfarmers and tenant cultivators,
though they may be willing to adopt the modem
teclmology, have not been able to benefit to any extent
because oflack ofsufficientcapital to invest in the new
package of inputs. Mr. Jakhade, (in his presidential
address to the AIll India Agricultural Economics
Conference) quoted a research study to show how, in
Punjab, the biggerfarmers havefound in the purchase
of land a very lucrative source of investment, no
matter what the ceiling legislation may say. Thus
land owned by bigger farmers increased between
1955-56 and 1967-68 by about 9.5 percent....Farms
ofthe size 0f20-25 acres expanded by only 4 percent,
whereas those of the size-groups 100-150 acres
increased by about40percent...... It is, therefore, easy
to see how this tendency willaggravate social tensions
unless land reform measures are implemented with
vigour and expedition."

The green revolution has given birth to a host of social
problems. It has aggravated the economic plight ofthe scheduled
casteswho constitute the bulk ofthe rural poor. The gulfbetween
the rich and poor has widened. It has released some social forces
which may lead to the destruction of landlordism itself. In one of
the recent Chief Ministers'conferences, Mr. Y. B. Chavan, the then
Union Home Minister said : "The warning oftime is that unless the
green revolution is accompanied by a revolution based on social
justice, lam afraid the green revolution may notremain green". The
green revolution, in the very' method adopted at present, is bound
to give birth to social tensions.

Wiesmann, writing in the May 1970 issue of Ramparts, the
American radical monthly, drew a startling picture of how the
green revolution "was wished on India to promote American
business interests".

He poses the question, "How long the revolution will remain
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green”, and answers the question himself.

"The real disaster', writes Wiesmann, "is more immediate
commercial agriculture, by definition is produced for profit, not
people. At the same Lime, the new seeds required irrigation and
pesticides, and heavy inputs offertilisers, the costs ofwhich soared
...... Those who have not the capital orcannot get credit from village
moneylenders ormeagregovernmentprogrammes are pushed out
of their lands into agricultural proletariat or worse, while the
new kulaks, the peasant capitalists, reinvest theirprofits in modem
labour-saving machinery."

The tenant, loo, has become economically weaker. The
green revolution has been responsible for adversely affecting his
position in two ways.

First, the landlords are now demanding higher rents
because of the increase in the productivity of the land.As the
tenants' bargaining power is weak, even though the tenant is not
in a position to compete with the big farmer in increasing the
produce from his land as he canot afford to induct improved
farming practices, he is unable to resist the landlords'demand for
higher rents.

Secondly, absentee landlords, whose interest on land was
earlier confined to whatever rents could be obtained by leasing of
lands, were induced to personally to resume the land from the
tenants.

M r.Francine Frankel, who made astudy ofthe impactofthe
new strategy in agriculture in Ludhiana, observed; "there is little
doubt that the position of tenants has become more difficult as a
result of the green revolution."

W ith the advent of the green revolution, with the immense
amount of finance being funnelled by the government into the
coffers of the land-lords in the name ofthe increasing production,
concentration ofland in the hands oflandlords has been growing.
Even though there has been alot of talk about the distribution of
government land to landless peasants, the truth of the matter is
that the land is more and more being occupied illegally,
surreptiously by politically powerful and economically dominant
groups in the country. A few examples would serve the pugDose.

‘Land grab by Ministers' - Blitz : December 12, 1970.
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Rajasthan : Sukhadia owns Durga Nursery, 40 bighas, with a
magnificent bungalow in its confines. He has acquired another
chunk of200 bighas along the Rajasthan Canal. Owns a farm of
85 bighas in Suklapur village, seven miles from Jaipur. The
biggest Raghunathpur farm has been acquired in the name of his
wife. Indubala Sukhadia, and herbrother Dinabhai. He possesses
a farm of 40 bighas at Badi, near Udaipur. He has gifted a farm of
55 bighas four miles from Jaipur to his son-in-law, Manila Lai
Goel.

InJaipurCity, Ajmer Road has been turned into a minister's
farm exhibition road.

(@) Along this road, the firstin the series is the 38-bigha farm
of Hardeo Joshi, Minister for Industries.

(b) Nextcomes the 60-bigha farm ofLaw Minister Barkatullah
Khan.

(c) The third is the farm of Social Welfare Minister Amrit Lai
Yadav.

(d) The fourth is the 50-bigha farm of State Minister,
Mapphool Singh, who also owns a chunk of 150 bighas grabbed
by him in the Rajasthan Canal project area, in his native
Ganganagar district.

(e) Housing Minister, Bhikha Bhai also owns a 50-bigha
farm along this road.

(0 Yet another Minister possessing a 20-bigha farm in the
exhibition colony by the side of Ajmer Road, is Brij Sunder
Shanna, Health Minister.

'‘Land Grab in Andhra by land-hungnj Ministers',Blitz,
September 10, 1970, gives an interesting list of land owned and
occupied by some of the cabinet ministers of that period.

(1) Deputy Chief Minister, Mr. J. V. Narasinga Rao, heads
the list with a family holding of 1,140 acres, in his home district
of Adilabad, and other places.

(2) Ramalinga Raju has ajoint family holding of 1,120 acres
offertile East Godavari land and "is acustodian ofthousand acres
of temple lands as a tenant on long lease."

(8) Purushotham Reddy, Minor Irrigation Minister, has a
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holding of 700 acres in Nalgonda district. He is making frantic
efforts to legalise his holding of 500 acres of government waste-

land in Addaguduru village on the plea of exchange with his own
land.

4) Three thousand acres of fertile Lanka Land has been

illegally occupied by Raja of Challapalli.

The land ceilings Act has given immense concessions to
landlords by exempting vast tracts of land under sugarcane
cultivation, gardens, seed farms, grazing grounds and temple
lands from the scope of the Bill.

A few more instances of land occupation or allocation to
influential big landholders, retired civil servants, military'officers,
and so-called 'political sufferers' in the rich area of Nainital and
Lakhimpur districts of U.P., will shock any one who has little bit
ofdecency in him.

(1) In Nainital area, the Prayag Farm has overthousand good
acres and another over 2,000 acres. The proprietor of Prayag Farm
is reported to have links with a number of business concerns.

(2) A retired anny general has been given 1,500 acres ofland.

(3) A retired Leiutenant Governor has a farm extending over
1000 acres.

(4) A high police officer has a fami of 500 acres and so has
an I.LA.S. officer.

The Land Ceiling Acts Have Served No Purpose

To deceive the people the Congress governments in all the
states have passed what are known as land ceiling Acts, butin no
state have they reduced the concentration ofland in the hands of
the land-lords. The old zamindars, the rich feudal landlords, even
today own thousands of acres of land in their possession. Every'
ceiling Acthas provided several exceptions in the name oforchards,
dairy farming, livestock breeding, sugarcane growing, etc. In our
own province, no big zamindar ofthe status of Challapalli Raja or
feudal landowners ofthe status of Dorigallu Venkataranga Reddy
have lost even a cent of land. From the information we have with
us, let us peep into a few cases of continuing land concentration
in some of the other provinces.
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In Tamil Nadu, the exemptions from the Ceilings Actinclude
charitable and educational institutions, universities, any trust,
co-operative, industrial and commercialundertakings, land in hill
areas, plantations, land used for orchards, topes or arecanut
gardens, land used forgrowing trees, garden lands, land used for
dairy' farming, and livestock breeding, land used for sugarcane
growing, grazing land etc.

(@) One of the biggest groups of land owners in Tamil Nadu
is the trusts, ofwhich there are asmany as 8,251. The government
is yet unable to tell exactly how much land these trusts have, but
an idea of their holdings can be had from the fact that one trust
alone, Dharmapuram Mult, holds 72,000 acres of land.

(b) For dairy and livestock breeding, the former Congress
Minister Nallasenadhipathi Chakkarai Manradiar, alone, has
been given exemption of 896 acres in Coimbatore district. His
application, for exemption of a further 847 acres, is pending.
Annor Sambandha Chakkarai had been exempted 1,190 acres.

(c) In sugarcane growing land, Thiru Arooran Sugars Ltd.,
alone, has been given exemption of 14,473 standard acres.
Cauvery Sugar and Chemicals of 644 acres.

(d) The hill area lands are all exempted, whatever crops are
raised there, and in this category' are included plantations in
13.42 lakh acres.

(1) Birlas have extensive landed interests in Tamil Nadu.
They bought Nine Valley Tea Estate in Nilgiris from Bajorias, who
had got it from one of the Mysore Ranis on a nominal price. The
total estate area is 32,000 acres out of which 18.000 acres are
under tea and 3,000 acres under coffee. Still, about 11,000 acres
are lying fallow. Birlas have another estate of 1.200 acres near
Shoranur-besides 3,000 acresofbamboo forests on the other side
of the Nilgiris.

(2) The Pandiyah Plantations officially ownjust 200 acres in
the Kandamanyakamoor forest area, but the total area illegally
held now is more than 10,000 acres.

(3) S.A.S. Lakshmana Chettiar. owner of South Travancore
Plantation Ltd., illegally possesses 600 acres of forest land near
Ponmani village, in Kanyakumari district.

(4) The D.MJL leader, and Chairman of the Nagarcoil
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Municipality G. Christopher has title deed foronly 90 acres ofland
whereas he at present occupies about 300 acres.

(5) Swatantra Party leader Matyas, ownerofPalmoor Estate,
has illegally occupied 200 acres ofland in Virapulli reserve forest
areas.

(6) One, Ganga Naidu, bought from the former Zamindar
about 3,000 acres of land in the hill area near Varshanad in
Madurai district. He evicted all the tenants from this land and is
now occupying nearly 6,000 acres.

A few examples cited from Bihar state would be enough. It
is difficult to estimate the amount of land that Darbhanga Raja
holds under his occupation. It was reported in the Press that one
farm, alone, is of 600 acres.

One Gajendra Narain Singh owns 800 acres ofland. Another
Yaslnvantha Kumar Choudhary has illegally occupied 200 acres
ofagricultural land. Twomahants in Bihar- MahantofBodh Gaya
and Mahant of Boudouli own 10,000 acres and three thousand
acres ofland, respectively.

It is not only the landlords who own thousands of acres of
land in our country. Even the industrialists have their eye on the
land. One instance will be enough to show the way in which these
industrialists have begun to grab the land and become
agriculturists. The following few instances of the Birlas' land
empire will show why industrialists in India are against land
reforms.

(1) At Almai :

(@ 1,200 acres :given by Government for factory
purposes.

(b) 800 acres : private land acquired by the
Government for the Birlas.

(c) 400 acres:purchased by Birlas from villagers at
throw-away prices.

(d) Besides these 2,400 acres, there are [,600acres
offorest land given to them in the name of
agricultural research institute.

This brings the total to 4.000 acres.
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This is not the end of the story. There is what is known as
the 'bamboo empire' of the Birlas. A most profitable of Birlas
business in the forest wealth of Shahdol, Sidhi, Rewa and Satna
areas, which comprised the former Vindhya Pradesh. Vast forest
areas were granted in 1954 for 20 years at Rs. 6.50 aton. In 1956,
when the new state of Madhya Pradesh came into being, the lease
was further extended by another 10 years at the rate of Rs. 7.50
per tonne.

Even (hough the lease ofthese bamboos was meantonly for
Orient Paper Mills at Almai (which started production only in
1965, the Birlas started cutting bamboos to supply to their paper
mill at Brajarajnagar in Orissa. The market rate of bamboos
during this period was Rs. 60 at Rs. 80 pertonne. One can imagine
the amount of money, minted by the Birlas in the deal.

Birlas are notorious for their capacity to evade taxes. The
interim royalty for bamboos due to the Government has now
reached the fantastic figure of Rs. 1.5 crores.And there is no
indication of the government moving for its recovery'.

Grab the land with the Government, connive, lease forest
wealth at the cheapest rate, evade payment of -oyalty to the
Government - marvellous achievement of patriotic profit !

(2) AtThimmapur, there is the Birla farm ofnearly 500 acres
on the outskirts of Hyderabad city - at Thinrmapur 22 miles on
Mahaboobnagar Road.

(3) Birla have a farm in Phulwari Sharif, near Patna. Share
croppers who had been cultivating it were evicted by the Birlas in
1970.

(4) Birlas Omali Estate is nearly 3.200 acres.held in the
name of tea plantations in Nilgiri district of Tamil Nadu.

(5) The Birla farm at Ropar, Punjab, is a 1,000 acre farm at
Ropar. It was leased out to the Birlas at a nominal rental of Rs. 30
per acre. Ofthe 1000 acres leased out, nearly 656 acres belonged
to 182 small farmers.

(6) Pipara Farm owned by the Birlas in the name ofGudh
Sugar Mills, occupies 4.000 acres, of which 3,200 have been
declared surplus under the ceiling Act but not taken possession
of by the Government of United Provinces. This farm has
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encroached upon 300 to 400 acres ofgaon panchayat land.

Thisisnotthe end ofthe story ofBirla’s land empire - though
itis enough for the presentto show why the Birlas are not for land
reforms.

Finally, let us look at one of the examples in relation to
colonisation schemes which the Congress government have been
implementing in various parts ofthe country, to understand how
government is providing all facilities to the land-hungry
monopolists, landlords, and high officials, to grab the land as
possible and in the most fertile areas.

The colonisation scheme in Terai area in U. P. was
lormulated by the British government during the second world
war. This scheme was meant exclusively for the settlement of-the
Pahari soldiers being within their ancestral homeland.

The Central Tractor Organisation went into action, and an
area of four lakhs of acres of virgin fertile cultivable land was
cleared of age-old impenetrable thick forests. But the original
scheme of planned settlement ofthe Pahari-jawan and the needy
poor remained on paper.

AsPC. Joshi, in National HeraldofJune 14, 1970 pertinently
reveals : What took place was just loot and grab, unmindful of
official policies, in contravention ofexisting laws, and all this with
the aid and connivance ol pliable orcorruptolficials and encou raged
by ministerial leaders to whom nothing mattered except power,
patronage and 'chanda’.

1) Fairly easily, and quite soon after 'independence’, high

military officers, mostly from Punjab secured large land allotments.
Here are a few instances of such 'land grab".

(@) Major General Chimai, approximately 4,000
acres.

(b) Colonel La! Singh ofPatiala, approximately 300
acres.

(c) AirMarshallArjun Singh'sfamily, approximately
1,000 acres.

(d) Major Sandhu, former director of the Terai
colonisation scheme, approximately 200 acres.
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(2) If the retired military officers could so easily become big
farmers, how could the civilians keep back ? A large number of
the U.P. government secretariat, at Lucknow, have managed to
grab farms in the Terai, in the name of some one or the other in
family. From the police, there are L G. P.'s, S. P.'s Dy . S. P.'s in
plenty, and any numberofcollectors, Dy. collectors, right down to
tehsildars.

(3) Local top officials filled the gap. For examp’e :

(@) Former Commissioner of Kumaon Bowra's wife
and brothci got nfarm in Bazpur area.

Ib) Former Nainilal dy. commissioner, humrap
Singh's son and others afarm near Kichcha.

(c) Former transport commissioner, cane
commissioner, registrar of co-operatives
Chaurmani'sfamily, got afarm in Khatima.

(4) Even foreign missionaries have secured farm allotments
in (he Terai which is part of our border region. They have made
Terai their base and burned farms, ostensibly for social sendee,
but really to keep a-live contact with their agents in Nepal and
collectas much information as possible aboutourdefence position
in the area.

(@) Right on the Indo-Nepal border, between
Tanakpur and Khatima, where we too have our
military base, the US missionaries have two
'pointer' and 'strange' farms. Tanakpur is the
main headforsupplies to the defence outposts up
above on the Chinese border.

(b) In Bazpur. an Italianfather has a 600 acresfarm
in the name ofrunning a school and near it there
is another missionaryfarm.

(c) In the midst of thickforest, awayfrom the main
road, between FatehpurandPatwadnagar, there
is a catholic church in Loshu Cliani. There are
hardly any people around to listen to the message
of Jesus, but it is an ideal, isolated spotfor
clandestine, conspiratorial nefarious work.

The article in National Herald of June 21, 1970, pointedly
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remarks that "if these foreign missionaries" farms are plotted on
maps, they make a tell-tale chain".

(5) Among Sugar farms, Escort Farm and Prag Farm are the
two foremostfarms belonging to sugarmills, occupying thousands
of acres. Prag farm, alone, occupying more than 6,000 acres, is
constantly expanding its area in the name of cane production.
This process ofland grab which began in asmallway in 1949 has
been growing from year to year ; these agressive intruders have
literally forced theirway in, occupying all the fallow land they can

and also seizing the existing small farms of the local people who
could be bullied and terrorised.

Other than the sections already mentioned, the following
groups of people too have extensive lands in these hill regions.

(@) Scions of feudal families came to have
independent farms oftheir own.

(h) Contractors of Chandigarh. Delhi, and other big
Punjab towns, to turn theirplentiful black money

intolegaltenderand thereby become respectable
farmers.

(c) Theland-hungry Punjabijat also readily came to
grab an independent, bigger, plot in the Terai.

The first task of the settlers was to deprive the simple,
resourceless tribal cultivators of their small patches ofland. Then
they started to cleaF the forests with the help of cheap labour
recruited from among the local landless labour. The timber from
the forests broughtthem rich gains. The big fanners and companies,
started large scale 'scientific' farming".

The following single instance gives the story of the entire
area:

Among the land-grabbers in the area is a big
farming company. The company had a knight of the
British empire as its chairman, an honorary colonel of
live army as managing director, a Minister ofPunjab, a
retired military officer and relatives ofsome top Punjab
government officers as directors.

The company took about 10,000 acres ofland on
leasefrom a talukdar and started clearing theforests
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with hired labour. Halfofthe land thus leased outwas
redistributed among the heirs, and relations of the
directors and new leases were obtained. Wlien the
ceiling Actcame, equally big chunks were tranferred to
its share holders and their relations.

A number ofcomplaints were made about these
happenings tothedistrict Magistrate, the Commissioner,
the Board ofRevenue, the Revenue Minister, the Chief
Minister, and other high officers oftheU. P. Government
; but so far no action has been taken, apparently
because the directors and shareholders ofthe company
are influential persons. Theirinfluence atvarious levels
ofthe administration in the state is revealed by thefact
that about 80 acres offorests taken over by theforest
department were restored to three daughters ofone of
the shareholders againstthe usualpractice. The person
concerned happened to be a high officer of the Punjab
Government.

When such are the actualities, "the scare of Naxalbari type
ofrevoltby the peasantry of U. P. is being raised by the supporters
of the vested interests and those who want to suppress the poor
trying to assert their rights. Recently, again, there was talk ol
'Naxalbari' in the eastern districts of the state. What in fact had
happened in the area were some feeble attempts by the landless
peasants to occupy unoccupied land for cultivation. This was
resented by big farmers. It not only created lear that an inquiry
might reveal their own illegal seizures, but might also deprive
them ofthe cheap labour they get by keeping large sections ol the
population landless. The big farmers, anticipating police
support, were the first to attack the landless. When the latter
retaliated, the police rushed to establish law and order and
forestall Naxalbari, by evicting the landless from the land they
had occupied. The police went through the usual routine of
beating the landless, burning their huts, arresting them and
prosecuting them under various charges of a serious nature."

Landlord gangsterism all over the country has grown in
intensity. We have seen in general how land concentration is
growing in the country'. lllegal land occupation’by the landlords
and the powerful has been notonly condoned by the Government,
it has helped to legalise the illegal occupation. We have also noted
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how governmentloans to the landlords and the implementation of
panchayat raj has helped the landlords to become more powerful
than they were in the past.

Meanwhile, a government, which calls itselfdemocratic and
Proclaims its aim to be the establishment of socialist pattern of
society, has been leading peasants by the nose for years and
deceiving them by promises and delays.

A vast majority of the peasants, through memoranda,
demonstrations, conferences, and every available legal means,
have loudly and clearly proclaimed thatlandlordism is an injustice
and robbery'. Various land reforms committees, beginning with
(he Kumarappa Commilte'e, have reasoned and declared that land
distirbution is the foundation for further progress ofour economy.
Ministerial pronouncements have been continuodsly promising
land reforms in the interests of landless peasants, tenants, ana
small farmers.

Yet, wherever the peasants have agitated for land and
against the illegal occupation ofland by the landlords, both the
government and the landlords are using all brutal methods to
terrorise the people into submission. Even Dr. V. K. R. V. Rao is
said to have stated thattenants and agricultural labour"in certain
states were being treatedjust like negroes in South U. S. A. Ifthey
claimed an)' title to the land they were tilling, they are being
beaten." (Economic Times, December 27, 1969).

Landlords have become brazen enough to use even lethal
weapons, like guns, against the peasants and agricultural
labourers. The government, instead of taking any legal action
against, the landlords,has on the other hand unleashed unheard-
ol terror against the mass ol the people. Some thousands of
tenants and landless peasants have been arrested and brought to
trial. Revolutionaries are arrested in thousands, most often
without any charge. Majority of them are not even produced in
courtformonths, butare tortured in police stations, and hundreds
are being shot without qualms ol conscience.

To understand the present tension which is growing in the
country' side, the following few instances of landlords’ terror
tactics againstlandless labourin relation to certain land disputes
should be noted. These are only a few examples out of hundreds
that are happening day in and day out.
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There has been landlord gangsterism in Basti villages in U.
P. The staffcorrespondent of Patriot, writing from Lucknow, has
in the course of an article on 'Communal Gangsterism in Basti
Villages' produced a few instances of excesses of "reactionary
feudal elements"” to terrorise the landless peasants who happen to.

be Harijans.

(1) Following land agitation in Pratappur village,
Munesar, a Harijan was tortured by a formerzamindar.
The Harijan was kept hanging upside downfor several
hours. A complaint was lodged with the police but no

action was taken.

(2) In Chaplan village ex-zamindars attacked the
huts of eight Harijans and looted their grain. Jn this
village, the zamindars have taken possession oflarge
fallow land and are terrorising the Harijans to make
them renoimce their claims. Complaints to the police
have failed to evoke any response.

(8) The land on the banks of Ghagra, cultivated by the
Harijans, belongs to the village panchayats. Butthe ex-zamindars
take 50 per cent share from the cultivators. In some cases the ex-
zamindars have looted the whole crop of the peasants.

(4) In village Muraripur, ex-zamindars attacked Harijans
when they refused to perform 'Begar'.

(5) In Mujha area (the area between the rivers Ghagra and
Minwer), which remains cut off from restofthe distric for months,
the conditions were worse. As all the village land had been taken
overby the ex-zamindars, the farm labourers had to work forthem
for nothing more than one meal in 24 hours.

Mostimportantofall, "'scores of reports have been lodged
with the police all in vain." (Patriot, September 11, 1968

Armed Landlords and their Gangs in Rajasthan

A high-level government enquiry committee was set up by
the state government of Rajasthan in March 1970 to enquire into
cases of irregular allotments and benami occupation of canal-
irrigated areas of Rajasthan Canal, Ganga Canal, and Bhakra
Projectareas, afteralong and bitter struggle forland by Ganganagar
peasants. The setting up of this committee so infuriated the
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landlords who had occupied thousands ofacres ofland, that they
resorted to and employed every available device to frustrate the
enquiry. Even the members ofgovernment appointed to the high
level committee were threatened with dire consequences, should
they go into the question of illegal occupation of land. The rich
landlords have not hesitated to resort (o kidnappings, torture, and
shootings, to frighten the peasants from lodging complaints or
appearing before the high-powered committee to give personal
evidence. The rich landlords are able to organise goonda gangs,
supply them with lethal weapons such as sten-guns, rilles,
carbines, etc., not only to intimidate the landless rural poor but
also the members of the committee.

On April 21, when the committee members were staying at
the Anupgarh rest-house, they were surrouned by armed men and
threatened that they would be finished off. This incident look
place in (he very presence of (he Minister for colonisation, who
happened to be (he chairman of the committee.

A group ofmen armed with guns and led by notorious vested
interests, like Gopiram, Maniram, Gurbuchan Singh, Niranjan
Singh, etc., stood in front of the deputy commissioner's court and
terrorised the applicants who were complaining against illegal
occupation. Even some of the advocates were threatened.

At Suralgarh. itself.on the following day, Gurudeep Kaur,
who had filed an application against a case ofbenami occupation
ofland by arich land - holder was shot at, while she was drawing
water from a well. Ajeep full of goondas came, fired at her, and
drove away. She escaped providentially.

A kisan worker, Bhajanlal. who had the courage to submit
awritten complaint before the high powered committee, when on
his way to give personal evidence before the commission against
two rich landholders who were reportedly cultivating 2,500 acres
of benami land, was kidnapped on May 7, 1970, near Bikaner
railway station by some rich landlords and tortured during his
four-day captivity in a desolate decoit - infested area.

It is not at all surprising that landlords are defending their
illegal occupation of lands with guns in hand. These landlords
have usurped thousands ofacres ofland and are cultivating them
with tractors and other mechanical implements.
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Forexample, Padmashri Chandidan Warad ofWarunda has
in his possession about 6,100 bighas of benami land under
different false names ofcultivators. The vast estate is scattered in
16 villages.

Maniram Panjan ofvillage Seeto has more than 4,000 acres
ofland of his own other than vast areas of illegal occupation.

S. S. P. leader, Mahadev Gupta, who isamember ofthe high
powered commission has said in a statement to the Press that
"These persons [meaning rich landlords] are running a parallel
government of their own. The high powered committee had,
therefore, recommended that all areas in possession of these
benamis should be seized and special police force posted in the
area for the protection of those who field complaints against
benamis."

Mahadev Gupta further said, "l am convinced that it is not
possible to free the land from these rich benamis and allot it to the
landless by the normal government process. Forcible seizure of
land by organising the landless to meet the armed attack of the
rich landlords effectively is the only way out." (Patriot).

Police Rule in Ganganagar District of Rajasthan

Leaders ofthe CPI,CPM and the SSP, havein amemorandum
to Chief Minister Sukhadia and Home Minister D. L. Vyas alleged
that "The police is resorting to atrocities on political workers, to
serve the interests of big landlords, feudal elements, smugglers,
and henchmen of some ministers."

On August 27, Tara Singh was severely beaten by the police
till he became unconscious. When a villager objected to this, he
was also assaulted with canes by the police. Later in the evening,
Tara Singh was handcuffed and paraded bare-footed in Anupgarh
town "At many places in the towns, henchmen ofthe police threw
dust on his face and he was insulted in front of the shop of a big
landlord, who was accused by Left parties of having illegally
usurped land in the Rajasthan Canal area in the name oflandless
persons.

When the state CPIl Secretary, Rama Nanda Agarwal. MLA,
SSP leader Kedarnath, MLA, district SSP Secretary Mahadev
Prasad, district Kisan Sabha President and CPM leader Sheopal
Singh, went to the Anupgarh police station, they were not allowed



436 India Mortgaged

to meet Tara Singh.

The memorandum reported that as many as 33 murders
and other heinous crimes were committed during August alone,
by landlords and their gangsters (Patriot, September 24, 1970).

Landlords and the government are on warpath
against agricultural labour and small peasant :

(1) Landless evicted in Assam : Nearly 7,000 landless
labourers who had occupied and cultivated 70 thousand bighas
of cultivable wasteland under a forest reserve, in north Kamru
district in Assam.have been forcibly evicted by the government in
November - December of 1970.

Itwas reported that the houses of these rural poor have been
burnt down. Standing crop - paddy, jute, and other crops were
destroyed. The value of the crop destroyed is estimated at about
Rs. one crore.

The evicted peasants were even physically assaulted and a
large number of them arrested.

Earlier, a large number of landless peasants were evicted
from another reseme under Nalbari sub-division of the same
district (New Age, December 6. 1970).

(2) Landlord shoots at peasants : In a bid to retain their
illegal occupation of Chair Mazrua lands and to evict the share
croppers from these holdings, the landlords in different parts of
Bihar state have mounted violent attacks on poor peasants and
landless labourers.

In Warisnagar, in Darbhanga district, a notorious landlord
Ram Bbagat opened fire on peasants, from inside his house, while
several thousand poor peasants and agricultural workers were
returning after occupying a plot of their Mazrua land. Landlord
Ram Bhagat was trying to re-grab the Chair Mazrua land which
was occupied by the poor peasants. Ten persons sustained bullet
injuries as aresult ofthe firing. All of them have been admitted to
the Darbhanga hospital. »

Even though the magistrate and the police were present on
the spot, No immediate action was taken against the landlord
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when he and his men opened fire on the peasants.

Though the Government is aware of the fact that the
landlords in the state have collected a large number of fire arms
and ammunition to attack the peasants, it has failed to seize those
arms and take action against them. (What else should the
peasants do except confiscate the arms from the landlords?) (New
Age, September.21, 1971).

(3) Land struggle volunteer murdered in police custody
:Ram Kishore, a 17-year-old landless labourer and an activist of
U. P. Khet Mazdoor Sabha was arrested on August 29 from his
house at the instigation of local landlords in Mahagaon village of
Puramuftidistrictand tortured and murdered inside the Puram ufti
police station.

Ram Kishore's brother, Dakhi Prasad, states in his letter to
the Chief Minister that when he visited the police station, on
August 30. the station officerinformed him that his brotherwould
be 'challaned' the next day ; when he went to the court the next
day to get him out on bail, he did not find his brother there: when
again he went to the police station the next day he was informec
that his brother was sent to Nainijail. The following day when lit
went all the way to Nainijail, he was informed that no such person
had been kept in that jail. Again on September 4, he went to
Puramufti police station, to find the dead body of his brother.

It was clear that Ram Kishore, who was a Harijan by caste,
had been murdered at the instance of landlords who could not
tolerate a Harijan political worker in their area.

(4) Gujarat Harijans evicted : Some Harijan families of
Giraj village in Junagadh district in Gujarat had acquired some
lands for cultivation. But the landlords belonging to higher castes
were not ready to allow them to cultivate the lands. The)' started
to harass them, and finally with the help of anti-social elements
the lands ofthe Harijan families were forcibly occupied. After two
years, the Mamlatdar decided the case in favour of the Harijans
ordering that the lands should be handed over to them.

Despite the order of the Mamlatdar, the Harijans could not
get the lands for cultivation. On the other hand, they were
threatened that, ifthey did notleave the village within three days,
they would be wiped out. When the help of the police was sought,
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they were advised by the police official that it would be better for
them to leave the village, with the result, ultimately 150 Harijans
including women and children had to evacuate the village.

Thus distribution of government land to the landless is a
farce designed to deceive the poor. All over the country' the most
fertile land has been allotted mostly to government officials, ruling
party members, and to landlords. Poor and landless peasants
occupying these lands were forcibly evicted to make room for this
gentry'.

In these confrontations between the poor and the rich, we
witness instances of a scene of brutalities enacted by the non-
violent, truth loving, god fearing, socialist regime under the
brilliant leadership ofthe most popular Prime Minister, Shrimati
Indira Gandhi. It is reported that complaints to (he police against
landlord gangsterism has evoked no response. On the other hand,
the police, too, have shown themselves to be part and parcel of
landlord gangsterism. Even an SSP leaderwas forced to announce
:"I'am convinced that it is not possible to free the land from these
rich benamis and allot it to the landless by the normal Government
process. Forcible seizure ofland by organising the landless to meet
the armed attack of the rich landlords effectively is the only way
out."

The truth that "powergrows out ofthe barrel ofthe gun" is
being forcibly taught to the landless labourers and poor peasants
by such bitter experiences all over the country'.

Historical experience and the objective conditions of today,
including the policies implemented by the ruling party proves
again and again that land reforms can be honestly' implemented
only' when the rural poor are organised to take courage into their
hands and distribute the land amongst themselves by force.



