Agriouitural Policy of Britsh Imperialism

in India.
By G. A. K. Luhani,

Recently, Lord Reading, the outgoing Viceroy of lidhia,
apnounqed the appoivtment of &, Copunission 10 study the agr.-
culgural oond.itiouuto:he eountry. lhis cogies abler a series ol
official statements, toth in India and England, thay agricultuce
16 the greatest prolem confronung India today. The nominat.on
of the mexp vieergy, who 1s to sycceed Lord Reading, has also
been meant as a sign that agriculture is ta occupy official atleution
duging the gext Jew years 10 a considerably greaier extent than
before: Lord Irwim, the viceroy-designate. having been a munister
of agrioultyre in_a Conservative cabumet.

t 15 significant that this discovery of the unmportance of
agricultyre bas been sade now. Mauy of the Swarapst critics ol
the British government’s new agricultural policy. have, however.
missed the significange. They have run away with the hasty
assumption that it 1s meant to divert the “attention ol the public
from she political problems (namely agitatien lor autonomy etc.)
which aloge, are important”.

Now, the wew agriculiural policy of the British government
15 net designed to take attention away from the “political
problews”, ‘I'hat may or may be oue of its effeots in the sense
ol the Swarajiat, wterpretation. On the other hand 1t s clear
that 1t 15 designed as a further overhauling aud modernisation
of the medhanismn of oppression.

I'he economic exploitation of the Indian population 1s done
according 10 a cartain system. "The system changes with deve-
loping ctroumstances; simple robbery by force ﬁwi plaoce 1o
robbery by subtle methods of fraud oun mational s 5 i the
history of colomal expropriations. 11l the begunning of the last
imperialist war, India was used by the British capatalists as
a vast reservoir of raw materials, and 1n the second place as a

umpiog, g ﬁ ? Eﬁ; % Vs B;'Emudf'qf' gland. There
ﬁ'as u‘&m‘ﬁ l'l e apd’ thege p raple ﬁngnm of British
apital warking” ‘Undia.. wyesled_in the nascent
industries. There was also developing an active parficipation ot
native capital ium,imu:ieh-,.l » ,‘. “t,

But the economic characteristics of pre-war India remained,
i spite of the coummencing processes:of industaialism, those of an
dustrially backward country. The proletariat consisted, for the
most part, of the vast masses of the miserably-paid agricultural
workers amd the ovolies on the plantations, with a fringe ot
industrial workers, properly so-calléd. in' the large cities like
Bombay, Cawnpore, Calcutta and Madres. The function of these
labouring masses ,W?,K’ produce raw materfals and to prepare
them for export to bl’w'and and 'in the second place to absorb,
acoording to their capacity, the industrial imports from
Fugland. The surplus-value from this process had been shared
between the foreign and the native bourgeoisie, the hon's share
ot course going to the former.

Afready during the war, a start was made with a .more
extensive development of industries. for the immediate purpose of
<upplying the war needs of British imperialism in the Near and
the Middle £ast. Since then, the industrialisation of India has
becomne the accepted policy o British. unperalism, as lawd down
by the Industrial Commission 1910—1917. There is now a cou
stant flow of capital from London to various industrial areas in
India, ‘where, in collaboration with capital supplied by the nauve
bourgeoisie, the foundations have heea laid for what is practically
an industrial revolutiou after the model of that which happens
in Europe generally in-#he 19th century 1n the period of tramsition
from' the econamy of guild and Craft andustries to the highe
economy of high scale industrialism.

As s well knou{/n, the ‘mdustrialisation of a country muct
have iu the beginming, as its basis, a “protected” home-market.
This is the pegessary condition of rts ‘grGwih. It means that 1he
couipetition of foreign countriéé fpr the' supply of goods 10 Indis
mus: be regulatéd, coptrolied, and- #' pecessary, made to ceasc.
Th's is précisely” what' is ‘being done in India now by a system
of protective tariffs, “discriminate protection” and bounties. The
large firm of siebl acturess in India, namely Fata and Co,
has rectived large -Bounties: Many other industries are “pro-
tected”. ! 7onli 4o e . 1

Bt the abienide of foreigw competition is oniy one of the
factors in the creation af '@ -magket. Aoother and a mose
important {actor is' the ‘buying-capaeity. of the populabion.con-
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second m the md.usgr’) f Lx§ of the Britis ’ggxglm%t
is pnl'ecisely to take meas the buying capacity of
the Indian peasants, g erwhelming majority of the
population, are x'esﬁm\"s‘;&‘: vfc; " the 'gree:frst comsumgtion of
“The appointment of ''the dgrieultural commission s a step
towards estimdtiog’fhe 1 econonmie position of the Indian
peasintry with a view fo ncrease’ ifs power ‘of “ablorbing the
products of -the new ‘industrialism. In the i iakist press, the
commission has ‘béen presented as a ‘philanthropic gesture for
the unique benefit.of the peasants; it is of icourse nothing of the
Sort. # does npt ’zx ‘to ¢ofisider the question of the relation
of the peasants Ao ‘the landlords,” the question ol ownership of
land, the pivotal question-in ‘any" scheme of peasant improvement.
The tabotirs of the commission will leavé the Indian peasants, i
the tuture as it the pasy, we«ay at the merey of the landlords,
the hierarchy 'of ‘rent-collectittg. intrimediaries, and the Sahuka:
(money-lendér) to° ‘whom the indebtedness’ of the peasant has
asstimed oolossal ‘proportions. , '

Nor will there Be any-attempt to abolish the system of nyirute
fragmentatioy of holdings which obtains in many parts’6t India
Na rieasures aré 6 be’ to" improve the position of the small-
holders. As'a matiér of faet, legislation i -being pro ih some
provinces to buy ‘out the large number of stnall-holders with the
double pyrpose’ of facilititing "latie faligt farming and pau-
perising vast ma¥ses-of the' peasants 'for their eventatemployment
as necessary man-power in the-‘new ‘inteftsive industriulism.

The question-of land-teauré is :expressly left out of the agenda
of the commission. It is quie evident that the comnnssion has beeo
cailed intp-being with the eminently capitalist obfed of making
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the Indian peasants work harder, o that the -of ns labouw
mdy Ye greater, ‘and.his &xJﬂonuion, g the interests of the
British capital invested in [ndia, more .intensive.
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