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Kanshi Ram

The death of Kanshi Ram in early October has become an occasion for situating him and the BSP
in Indian politics. For some he was the foremost leader of Dalits after Dr. Ambedkar. For others he

remains an enigma.

Ambedkar had pointed out that the Indian parliamentary election system, superimposed on a social

system based on the caste order, invariably reproduces an unchangeable communal majority (savarna
monopoly). Though he had formed a political party that engaged in electoral politics, he remained
committed to the task of caste annihilation and never turned to vote bank politics. One of the main
factorsthat stunted the growth of that party was the impossibility contained in the effort to distance
itself from caste and religious vote bank politics, whiletrying for social change through aparliament
based on thissocial order itself. The leaderswho succeeded Ambedkar after his death made personal

aggrandisement their main agenda. This set the stage for the emergence of the Dalit Panthersin
the late 1960’s. Inspired by the Black Panther Party in the USA and the Naxalbari armed uprising,
the Dalit Panthers advanced by trying to link up the lessons it learned from these movements to the
task of caste annihilation. It became instrumental in giving impetus to the formation of anew type

of radical Dalit movements in many parts of India.
continued on inner back cover



SEZ palitics:

Let the Poor Perish for Comprador Capital’s Growth
the economic logic of globalisation in India
GeorgeJoseph

The UPA government isgoing ahead toimple-
ment its Special Economic Zone (SEZ) policy,
defying all the ongoing agitations of lakhs of
affected farmersin various parts of the country.
With the recent Supreme Court order rejecting
the PIL filed against government’s SEZ policy,
all debates and discussions are going to die out,
compelling the struggling farmers to surrender
before the SEZ regime. Signaling the intention
of the government, on an earlier occasion, the
Prime Minister had categorically said in an in-
terview that, “the SEZ have come to stay, but
they need to operate in a manner in which the
concernswill bedealt with.” How these concerns
will be dealt with, that is now explained in the
Supreme Court order. It saysthat project affected
individual farmers can approach the court asand
when disputes arise. As in every other verdict
where the livelihood of the poor masses was at
stake, here too, the court stands against them.

After seeing the so-called success of SEZ in
China, it wasthe NDA government who framed
thefirst SEZ policy in March 2000 and incorpo-
rated its Guidelinesinto the EXIM policy. After
that, various companies have started to acquire
land for devel oping SEZ utilizing the provisions
in that policy. Though this was going on, SEZ
became a controversial issue after the central
government passed its SEZ Actin May2005 and
subsequent SEZ Rulein February2006. Now it's
the turn of the BJP to talk about a balanced ap-
proach!

SEZ is projected as a panaceafor economic
boom through investment and development,
though itseconomic advantageis still adisputed
issue even between Ministries. The Commerce

ministry, which put forth the SEZ policy, claims
that investment to the tune of Rs.45, 50,000
crores in all the Special Economic Zones will
boost the economy altogether and generate addi-
tional employment of about 5 lakhs! This was
contradicted by the Finance Ministry saying that
there will be a revenue loss of Rs.1, 60, 000
croresby 2010, that iswithin aperiod of 4 years.
Supporting the argument of the Finance Minis-
try, Reserve Bank of India hasalso openly said
that revenue lossesareimminent dueto the con-
cessionsthat are being granted to the devel opers
and operating units of SEZ. Industrial houses
have also raised concerns regarding disparity
towards companies operating outside SEZ
though they are producing goods similar to those
by companieswithin SEZ. Unlike these concerns
of theinitiatorsand beneficiaries of government
policies, there is a major issue associated with
SEZ —that is the issue of lakhs of acres of land
that are going to be forcefully grabbed by
corporatesand big real estate developersusing
government’s power to acquire land for ‘ devel-
opment’. Itisreported that altogether around 1.5
lakh hectares (3.7 lakh acres) of land are going
to be acquired for the SEZs that are coming up
all over the country.

As such, the idea of SEZ is nothing new as
far asthe economic history of the country iscon-
cerned. With an aim to promote exports many
SEZswere set up earlier dong theline of SEEPZ
in Mumbai. At that time ‘export oriented eco-
nomic development’ wasthe mantraof the eco-
nomic pundits. Companies operating in these
SEZ were supposed to be 100 per cent export-
ing units. Though tax and duty concessionswere
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given, there was no such amad rush as that of
today to set up SEZ, neither from the part of big
corporatesor any foreign company. Thereisdefi-
nitely something more attractive in the present
SEZ for such arush. If welook into the SEZ Act
and itsrelated Rules it is very much clear that,
apart from extra concessions on taxes and du-
ties, the most attractive feature is nothing but
the vast tracts of prime land adjacent to urban
centers and highways that are associated in the
setting up of SEZ. Not only that, as per the SEZ
rules only 25% land isto be used for industrial
development; theremaining 75% can be used for
real estate purposes!

Over and abovethe question of revenuelosses
to the exchequer due to tax and duty holidays
and other concessions, provisionsinthe SEZ Act
and Rule have wider implications for the
economy and society. Thereisno cap onforeign
direct investment on SSI reserved items. Thiswill
reduce the competitive capacity of thesmall and
medium scale units operating outside the SEZ;
they are now contributing more than 50 percent
of our exports today. The result will be a new
wave of large scale closure of such units, simi-
lar to the first wave of closure of industries in
the 1990s, making alarge number of peoplejob-
less. Thiswill seriously affect the livelihood of
peoplefrom theworking classand lower middle
class as they are the ones mostly employed in
such units.

The provision to subcontract production out-
sidethe SEZ, that isto the Domestic Tariff Area,
will enablethe entrepreneursto reduce the num-
ber of employeesin their pay roll. At the same
time, this provision can be effectively utilised
for production by such units which have their
own facilities outside the SEZ. Asarule SEZs
are expempted from labour laws, so thiswill be
doubly profitable for theinvestors.

Theareasincorporated in the proposed SEZs
arefreefrom environmental restrictions. Thiswill
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create seriousenvironmental problemsinthelong
run affecting the very life of the peoplein their
vicinity. Economiclossdueto these environmen-
tal problemswill be another aspect wewill have
to face.

Whether the SEZ will be economically ben-
eficial or not, at the cost of the natural resources
and economic activity of the peopleinthat area,
such acost benefit study is never carried out on
any of the proposed SEZs. Going blindly witha
mereideaof devel opment alone brings disaster,
not devel opment. That iswhy inour country most
of the‘developments’ are becoming ‘ disastrous
development’!

The SEZ Rules formulated in February this
year speaks about the quantum of land being
associated with SEZ. Minimum area require-
ments stipulated for various categories are as
follows: Multi-product SEZswould have an area
of 1,000 hectares (2470 acres) or more; service-
sector SEZs must have an area of 100 hectares
(247 acres) or more; gemsand jewellery, I T, bio-
technol ogy and other sector-specific SEZscould
be set up over an area of 10 hectares (25 acres)
or more; for all other sectors, the area must be
at least 100 hectares (247 acres). The areare-
quirement for multi-product SEZ has been re-
laxed to 200 hectares and for sector-specific
SEZsto 50 hectaresfor certain special category
States of North East, Himachal Pradesh,
Uttaranchal, Jammu & Kashmir, Goaand Sikkim
and all Union Territorieskeeping in view the dif-
ficulty infinding largetractsof adjacent land in
such places.

Asthisruleisminimum-specific, maximum
can be of any size according to the availability
of land in various states. Effectively thisis an
unspecified provision in the SEZ Ruleto facili-
tate comprador capital to grab maximum land
for cheap prices. Thisisevident from the size of
the land being acquired in the name of SEZ

continued on page 31
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The Socialist State System’
Ajith

A vigorous debate on some fundamental questions, such asthe dictatorship of the proletariat, its
institutions and socialist democracy, has emerged within the international communist movement.
Far removed from academic exercises or post-mortems on the socialist project, thisdebate is guided
by pressing theoretical and practical concerns over the prevention of capitalist restoration. Itis
timely, inthe context of the emerging new wave of world proletarian revolution, whichisvisible not
only in the People’s Wars and other revolutionary movements led by the Maoists but also in the
growing ranks of struggle and resistance against imperialist aggression and occupation and
globalisation. The revolutionary masses are today divided in different camps. There are also alot
of false flags. Reformist and revisionist solutions to globalisation, consolidated in the World So-
cia Forum, are one of them. Islamic fundamentalism is yet another. But contradictions driving
revolution areintensifying and revolution isthemain trend. Initself, thispointsout that the world
situation is more favourable for the revolutionary masses than for the imperialists. Turning that
into an actuality, establishing Maoism at the head of the emerging wave of world revolution, cals
for bold advancesin revolutionary practice, particularly People's War. While our present grasp of
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism (MLM) is certainly capable of accomplishing this, it also demands
advancesin theory. The debate on the socialist state system has a particul ar relation to both these
tasks. Because the question, ‘ what happens after revolution winsvictory’, isvery much presentin
the present world. Itisused by the apol ogists of imperialism and reaction to turn the masses away
from revolution with the argument that “one can’t make revolution without answering this.” Such

an orientation blocks all possibil it%/ of resolving the issue and paves the way to liquidationism.
The debate on dictatorship of the proletariat and prol etarian democracy 1snot new. In the early

1990’s a sharp polemic was waged within the RIM against the liquidationist positions of the erst-
while CRC, CPI(M-L) on theseissues. Whilethe present debate is progressing on the better footing
of the actuality of revolutionary practice, it also touches on some of the issues and views of the
past. Some of the key topics of thisdebate are the refutation of bourgeoisdemocracy, lessons of the
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution (GPCR) and synthesising experiences on theinstitutions of
proletarian rule. The liquidationist positions of the CRC, CPI(M-L) also dealt with these topics
from abourgeois standpoint . Assuch, they remain asauseful negative example. Hence, it wouldn’t
beirrelevant to revisit questions posed by that struggle. They relate to philosophy, such as class
stand, method and the fundamental s of Marxism and to scientific socialism, such astherole of the
party in the socialist state system.

We will begin with the concepts underlying the CRC, CPI(M-L)’scriticism on the dictatorship
of the proletariat.! They can be summarised as follows: 1) The contradiction between individual

*Thisis arevised and expanded version of an article written in 1998 as part of the rupture from the
CRC, CPI(M-L) line, with the title *On the Theory of Non-class aspects'.
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and society isdistinct from class contradiction;
2) While democracy isaform of state, itisalso
aform of social organisation, which effectively
dealswith theindividual-society contradiction;
3) Thus, though democracy asaform of stateis
a class dictatorship, it al'so has a non-class as-
pect.

These concepts were later expanded on by
K. Venu, who had been trying since the mid
1980’s to formulate a ‘theory of non-class as-
pects (TNCA). This theory shares a lot with
bourgeois, petty bourgeois critics of Marxism
and their latest fad ‘ post modernism’. Inthe In-
dian context, it lends support to those who ar-
guethat Marxism cannot addressthe caste ques-
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fundamental distinction between formsof social
organisation in classless societies and the state
systems of class societies. Evenin atribal so-
ciety undergoing transition to class society, this
social organisation (tribal council, chiefhood etc)
isnot yet alienated from society asaforce stand-
ing aboveit. Whereasin class society, the state
and other similar forms of social organisation
that have a direct political role, have this dis-
tinct character. Thisisbecause they emergefrom
class antagonisms and serveto handle these an-
tagonismsin the interests of the ruling class.
‘Form of social organisation’ is a
favourite of TNCA precisely becauseit helpsin
covering up such distinctions. Any organisation

tion or smilaris
sues because of its
class stand. TNCA
claims that this
weakness emerg es
from ‘class reduc-
tionism’ and pretends
to be a ‘dialectical

correction’. While our present grasp of Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism (MLM) iscertainly ca-
Democracy as | hap|e of accomplishing this, it also de-
aform of social :
orqanisation mandsadvancesin theory.

Contradictionsdriving revolution are
intensifying and revolution is the main
trend. In itself, this points out that the
world situation ismorefavour ablefor the
revolutionary masses than for theimpe-
rialists. Turning that into an actuality
callsfor bold advancesin People'sWar.

or institution formed
by a group of indi-
viduals coming to-
gether to carry out a
common interest is a
form of social
organisation. But, de-
pending ontheir socia
origins and role, they
will differ from one
another qualitatively.
If democracy isto be
analysed as aform of

Marxism teachesthat the state emerged
at a specific period in the history of social de-
velopment, marked by the emergence of classes.
Ever sincethen, class struggle has been the mo-
tiveforce of social development. Thoughit pre-
tends to agree with this, TNCA really negates
this. In its view, different social and political
organisational structures ‘also’ reflect the evo-
lution of afundamental contradiction of human
society, namely theindividual-society contradic-
tion. To prove this, it argues that even in tribal
society (that is, classless society) social
organisation was centred on theresolution of this

contradiction. _ _
Thisis sheer sophistry that ignores the

social organisation, one must necessarily start
from its qualitative distinctions. These consist
in the following: 1) it deals with the political,
socia and economic functioning of asociety as
awhole; 2) it emerges at a particular historical
stage. Sincethetopic of discussion isbourgeois
democracy and proletarian democracy (class
democracies), attention must be paid to analyse
them in relation to the distinct features of the
emergence and historical evolution of the state.
This is how Marxism treats the question. And
thisisexactly what is given up by TNCA.
TNCA claimsto have discovered some-
thing new by stating that democracy isnot only
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a form of state but also a form of social
organisation that deal swith theindividual -soci-
ety contradiction. It declaresthat L enin missed
thisand projectsthis omission asthe fundamen-
tal theoretical fault in thetheory and practice of
the dictatorship of the proletariat. What does
Marxism haveto say onthis?Wewill quotefrom

“German |deology’, one of the earliest works of
“...(Mhedivision of labour impliesthe con-

tradiction between the separateindividuals... and
thecommunal interest of all individual swho have

intercourse with one another...(T)hiscommunal
interest does not exist merely in the
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They pinpointed the qualitative transformation
of theindividual-society contradiction caused by
theemergence of division of labour, private prop-
erty and class society. In class society, this con-
tradiction contains something new; a new mo-
tion. Because of private property and class ex-
ploitation, individuals seek only their particular
interest. But, they can do so only as part of the
division of labour. Such division of labour also
impliesthe mutual interdependence of theindi-
vidualsamong whom the labour isdivided. Thus,
this contradiction and its motion become quali-

imagination...but first
of al inreality, asthe
mutual interdepen-
denceof theindividu-
als among whom the

|abour isdivided.
“And out of this

very contradiction
between the interest
of the individual and
that of a community,
the later takes an in-
dependent form asthe
state, divorced from
thereal interestsof in-

The state itself is a form of social
organisation. It handlesthenew conflict
between individual and ‘common’ inter-
ests by imposing the particular interest
of theruling classas a ‘common’ inter-
est. To claim that bour geois democracy
“effectively deals’ with this contradic-
tion and to argue that there cannot be
any other form of state better than this
isabsurd and ahistorical. Thedave states
and caste-feudal kingdomswerejust as
“effective” in dealing with it, in keeping

tatively different from
classless society. It can
only be handled
through a new type of
social organisation, the
state. But the state can
only be an illusory so-
cial life. In readlity, so-
ciety is split apart as
classes. Individualsare
membersof thisor that
class. There is no red
community of interests
between the antagonis-
tic classes or al mem-

dividual and commu-
nity, and at the same
time as an illusory

with existing historical conditions and persof society. Hence,
theclassinterestsof rulingclass. -

. imposed on
them as an interest

communal life, always based, however, on the
real tiesexisting...especially...on the classes, al-
ready determined by the division of labour... of
which one dominatesall the others.” 2

What doesthismean? Inthefirst place, itis
quite clear that the founders of Marxism were
quite aware of theindividual-society contradic-
tion. Moreover, they were well aware of itsre-
lation tothe state, to thefact that the state handles
this contradiction also. But Marx and Engels
were not satisfied with appearances. They ap-
plied dialectical materialismto get at the essence.

‘alien’ to them and ‘independent’ of them ... as
...aparticular, peculiar ‘general’ interest; or they
themselves must remain within this discord, as
indemocracy.”®

In other words the state itself is a form of
social organisation. It handles the new conflict
between individual and ‘common’ interests. But
it can handleit only by imposing the particular
interest of theruling classasa‘common’ inter-
est. Hence it is necessarily alien and indepen-
dent - a force ‘standing above society’. This
imposition may be done in different forms. It
can be naked feudal despotism. It can also be
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bourgeois democracy. In this case, the constitu-
tion, proclaimed in the name of all citizens,
merely formalises an imposed agreement. It is
an agreement to “remain within this discord”.
That is, to remain in a society marked by the
antagonistic conflict of classes. (Theindividual-
society contradiction now expresses itself
through thisconflict.)

In view of these Marxist positions what has
TNCA achieved? It separates afeature common
toall states (that is, dealing with theindividual -
society contradiction) and limitsit to bourgeois
demacracy alone. All that isnew isitsvariation
in the revisionist vulgarisation of the Marxist
theory on state. The TNCA does this to claim

December 2006

analysis and arrive at a synthesis. But it does
this by dealing with their contradictory motion
in the actual course of historical development.
It does not pick up such abstractionsand fit his-
torical devel opment into them. Marxism grasps
human society asacomplex ensemble of social
relations. It points out that every human being
is primarily a social being. The consciousness
of individuality itself emergesfrom social rela-
tions. The methodology of TNCA isopposed to
this. Itsanalysis tends to the position that there
isfirst such a contradiction (individual-society
contradiction), which then evolves through so-
cial development. It dealswith categoriesnot as
tools of analysis, but as abstract ideas from

that bourgeois democ-
racy “effectively deals’
with this contradiction

than this. This is ab-
surd and ahistorical.
The slave states and

werejust as“ effective’| them.

Mar xism abstracts and uses catego-
ries, such asindividual and society, as
and to argue that therd t00IS to deepen analysisand arriveat a
cannot be any otheriSynthesis. But it does this by dealing
form of state bettenwith their contradictory motion in the
actual courseof historical development.
It does not pick up such abstractions
caste-feudal kingdomgand fit historical development into

whichanalysisshould
emerge. Thus, in its
analysis, the indi-
vidual-society contra-
diction is not ab-
stracted fromreal so-
cia relations. It tries
to derive such rela-
tions and the motion
of this contradiction
itself from its ‘idea

indealing with thiscontradiction, in keepingwith
existing historical conditions and the class in-
terests of the respectiveruling class. In essence,
TNCA denies the withering away of the state
and any possihility of re-establishing areal com-
munity of interestsin society. It istrue that one
can grade various state forms on the scale of
historical development. But all of them, includ-
ing fascism and social fascism, necessarily deal
with the contradiction between individual (par-
ticular) and social (general) interests - prima-
rily as members of antagonistic classes.

Thereisabasic difference between the Marx-
ist method of analysisand the TNCA's method-
ology. Marxism abstracts and uses categories,
such asindividual and society, astoolsto deepen

about this contradiction. Thisis not dialectical
materialism. It isidealism and metaphysics.
Equality of averageindividuals

TNCA chargesthat thereis a*“total absence
of atheory of individual” in Marxism, because
individualsare considered only asclassindividu-
als. It accuses Marxism of neglecting ‘ non-class
factors' like biological and sociological influ-
ences in the making of an individual. It claims
that, instead of classanalysis, ‘acomprehensive
analysisof theinterrel ationship among different
aspectslike biological and other material back-
ground, historical and sociological conditions,
economic and class structure and the superstruc-
tural realm’ must be carried out. Furthermore, it
declares that biological and other factors also
play a determining role under certain
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conditions.These accusations are baseless.
Breaking away from bothidealism and metaphys-
ics, Marxism points out that

“...the human essence is no abstraction in-
herentineach singleindividual. Initsredlity itis
the ensembl e of the social relations.”*

Any theory of individual that separatesit from
this ‘ensemble of social relations' is bound to
end up in theworst form of idealism.

Similar to its use of ‘form of social
organisation’, TNCA brings up the question of
biology and so onto confusetheissue. Theindi-
vidual can beasubject of different typesof analy-
sis. One can study this category as a biological
entity, just as much as one studiesit asasocial
being. So the question is not whether biological
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out amaterialist analysis of the individual as a
socia being. It unravelsthe contradictions, which
both form it and propel it in class society. Marx
pointed out:

“The separate individuals form a class only
insofar asthey haveto carry on acommon battle
against another class... (the) class in its turn
achieves an independent existence over and
against individuals, so that the latter find their
conditions of existence predestined, and hence
have their position in life and their personal
development assigned to them by their class...”
“In the course of historical evolution, and
precisely through theinevitablefact that within
the division of labour socia relationships take
on an independent existence, there appears a

and other similar fac-
tors are ignored or
not. What is to be
settled is whether the
individual as a bio
sidered asaprimecat-
egory of social or his-
torical analysis. For
example, a study of
biological sex differ- | =7~
ences between indi_ [tIonism.

This analysis of the division of the indi-|givision within thelife
vidual into personal and classindividual and|of eachindividual..(t)he
the subjugation of personal development toldivision between the
class gives a piercing insight into the indi-|personal and the class
vidual in class society. It enables M ar xism tolindividual ...”3
grasp the historical significance of the indi-
vidual stepping onto the stage of philosophi-|division of the indi-
cal and political discour sein bour geois soci- [vidua into personal and
ety and guar dsagainst any mechanical reduc- |classindividual andthe

Thisanalysis of the

subjugation of personal

viduals cannot be done through the category of
individual asusedin socia analysis. Onthe other
hand, to carry out afruitful analysis of men and
women and their interrelationship in agiven so-
ciety, we must analyse them principally as gen-
ders, not ashiological entities. In such an analy-
sis, what are of interest are not the biological
particularities of the two sexes, but the socia
role these particularities assume under gender
construction. Unlike biological sex differentia-
tion, gender differentiationisasocial construct.
And, like all other social constructsin class so-
ciety, class relations determine it. Not just in
general but always.

Contrary to TNCA's accusation, Marxian
class analysis offers the only way for carrying

development to classgivesapiercing insight into
the individual in class society. It breaks away
fromtheidealist and ahistorical concept of indi-
vidual and opensup an analysisof the historical
motion of this category. It enables Marxism to
grasp the historical significance of theindividual
stepping onto the stage of philosophical and po-
litical discoursein bourgeois society and guards
against any mechanical reductionism. It also al-
lows it to expose the real chains that fetter this
‘darling’ of bourgeois, petty bourgeois theories
of freedom and democracy.

Marx wrote:

“(O)nly in community with others has each

individual the means of cultivating his giftsin
continued on page 33
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The Social Relevance of Death Sentence
CR

Translated from an  August 1998 article in Munnaniporali reprinted by PORATTOM as part of
its campaign to annul the death sentence on Afsal Guru. A broad platform including PORATTOM and
a number of human rights and mass organizations will be organizing a convention on the 20" of Decem-
ber at Thrissur, Keralam, to mobiliee public opinion in support of this.

The notorious court verdict handing down death
sentencesto the 26 accused in the Rajiv Gandhi
murder case has once again stirred up debate n
the death sentence. That various punishments
were adopted to prevent crimesisatal e repeated
by the ruling classes over centuries. But it has
aways carried the stamp of exacting revenge,
as a means of oppression to protect private
property and political power. The primitiverule
of “an eye for an eye” has undergone many a
reform through the pressure of class struggles
and democratic movements. But itsbasic nature
and the interestsit serves has not changed.
Crimes are the offspring of specific social
circumstances. The consciousness and argument
that calls for a new approach considering the
influence and motivation generated by society,
family and the street inthe criminal and thecrime,
instead of exacting revenge, came up in this
context. This lies at the origins of modern
criminology backed by modern psychiatry. But
the clever evasion of the Indian supreme court
from definitively calling for putting an end to
the death sentence, while stating that it should
be used only in the ‘rarest of rare cases’, only
reveals its class bias. And when the protectors
of thesocial system responsiblefor crimestry to
apply this approach and philosophy while
remaining within the confines of ruling class
interests sustained by this society, even their
reformism quite often ends up in the old mould
of exacting revenge.

Crime and punishment, including the death
penalty, are as old as class society. Throughout
this period, most of the accused and punished
were those denied an equitablelifeor livelihood
and those who fought for justice. Since the acts

decried as crimes by the ruling classes were
invariably related to the nature of the social
systemsthey ruled over, even the most stringent
punishment like the death sentence couldn’t
prevent or end crimes. This has been confirmed
through the studies done by a number of social
scientists. As an example, the old
Thiruvithamkoor-Kochi state of the late 1940s
didn’t have the death sentence. Thiscouldn’t be
continued once it joined India and the death
sentence was reinstated. But, instead of falling,
the number of murder casesactually went up. If
the lesson this gives that death sentences or
similar punishmentsdon’tinfluencetheincidence
of crimes is accepted, then the question to be
answered is—why is this punishment retained,
whom doesit serve?

There is yet another injustice involved in this.
Modern criminology records many instances
wherethe accused turned out to beinnocent after
the death sentence was carried out. How can such
wrong verdicts be rectified? Moreover, even if
someone has committed acrime, adesth sentence
deniesthe opportunity to repent and reform. This
isonly about death sentences. Other than this,
there are many murders carried out by the
exploiters and numerous victims of stateterror.
In short, punishment by death isirrelevant and
unscientific, even when viewed from a moral,
demoacratic or humanist stand. The only function
it has today isthat of exacting revenge or asa
means of oppression.

Yet, the question of how those who consciously
commit actsto serveintereststhat endanger the
existence of asocial system, in which crimeis
unnecessary for an equitablelifeor socid justice,

continued on page 30
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The True Lesson of the

Strugg

October 24™ marked the 60™ anniversary of the his
munist Party of India in 1946. Punnapra is a sea5|de vli _

Even though the question of what freedom
and for whom isbecoming sharper inthese days
of globalisation, the haggling over whether the
Punnapra-Vayalar struggles should be consid-
ered apart of the ‘ freedom struggle’ continues.
Just as much as those who accuse the commu-
nist party leadership of having sent itsrank and
file to sure death for sectarian party interests,
the CPI-CPM revisioniststoo are keen in keep-
ing thisalive. It helpsthem to keep thetrueles-
sons of the Punnapra-Vayalar struggles hidden
from the masses who search for a path to de-
stroy imperialism and the ruling classes.

What wasthe line of the undivided commu-
nist party during the Punnapra-Vayalar struggles
of 19467 It had held its first Congressin 1943.
Thiswasaperiod whenit was collaborating with
British imperialism in the war against the Ger-
man-Italy-Japan fascist Axis, and justifying this
by citing the alliance of the USSR withthe US-
British-French imperialist powers. Thelinethat
came out of the First Congress was guided by
thiscollaboration. Initsdeliberationstherewas
nothing like a class analysis of the Indian Na-
tional Congress (INC) and the Muslim League
(ML). It called for the united leadership of these
partiesin the struggle for independence, though

OrIC
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P.liq{]apra-Vayalar

.Q:l'\/ayalar struggles led by the Com-
nd Vayalar |s_§-§ all |sland in the

a deep look mto the
!

they had repeatedly proven their subservience
to Britishimperialism. It forced theworking class
totail them. Thislinewastotally opposed to the
Comintern’s position that the anti-colonial
struggle could only beled by the proletariat.
The smashing victory of the Soviet Red Army
in the 2" world war and the advance of the
people’'s war in China unleashed a high tide of
revolutionary stormsin the oppressed countries.
This was seen in India also. The British
colonialists realised that they wouldn’t be able
to continuedirect colonia domination. They ini-
tiated movesto hand over power to the INC and
the ML. Nehru's interim government came to
power in 1946. Thiswas acclaimed by the com-
munist party |eaders as a step towardsindepen-
dence. So thefirst thing to keep in mind while
drawing lessons from the Punnapra-Vayalar
strugglesisthat it took place at atimewhen the
party’s line was collaborationist. None of the
party leadersin Keralafought against thisline.
(EMS has noted that P. Krishna Pilla doubted
the line to be collaborationist, but there is no
indication of hisstruggling against it)

The class collaborationist line of the party
leadership wasevident in the politicsguiding the
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Punnapra-Vayaar struggles. It wasnot attacking
the Thiruvithamkoor monarchy, serving
imperiaism and caste-feudalism, but aparticular
form of itsrule. Thiswas the essence of its call
“Drown the American Model in the Arabian
Sea”. ‘American Model’ was the reform
proposed by Sir CPRamaswamy, thethen Diwan
of Thiruvithamkoor. This reform consisted in
having alegidative assembly with limited rights
under aDiwanwith overriding executive powers,
appointed by the monarch. It was aimed at
preserving the monarchy and was against the
demacratic aspirations of the masses. But the
counter slogan of “Responsible Government”
was, in its essence, no different from this.
Without bothering to analyse and expose the
classinterests underlying this slogan raised by
the new landlord-comprador classes willing to
compromise with the King, the class
collaborationist leadership of the communist
party simply took it over. It never bothered to
examinewhether, in the existing circumstances,
the establishment of a government responsible
to an elected assembly instead of Diwan’'s (or
monarchical) rule would make any essential
differenceintheclass content of political power.

It was true that while the monarchy was a
continuation of caste-feudalism, an elected as-
sembly and government corresponded to mod-
ern capitalism. But the Thiruvithamkoor mon-
archy wasn't serving caste-feudalism alone.
Diwan's rule was a part, aform, of the British
colonial political power protecting the colonial,
semi-feudal system. It also served bureaucrat
capitalism, which had emerged from the colo-
nial, semi-feudal system. The Thiruvithamkoor
royal family was not only the biggest landlord;
it had become a part of the comprador-bureau-
crat bourgeoisie by investing in imperialist
owned plantations and industries, besidesform-
ing joint ventures with Tamil and Gujarati
compradors. If the then party leadership had
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followed the Comintern’sdirectivesand theles-
sons of the Chinese revolution, if it had paid
attention to the question of the class interests
that united in the colonia power existing in the
monarchical form of rule, it could have easily
concluded that “ Responsible Government’ could
never be a real aternative to the ‘American
Model’ proposed by the Diwan. It would have
arrived at the conclusion that the democratic
aspirations of the masses can never be satisfied
by replacing the monarchy with an elected as-
sembly and government subservient to imperi-
alism. What was needed was a People's Demo-
cratic Dictatorship led by the proletariat. But
thiswas beyond the collaborationist leadership.
Though the expl oited masses heroically fought
against savarna landlords and the
Thiruvithamkoor army in Punnapra-Vayaar, the
political line guiding them was one of collabo-
ration with their enemies. The seizure of politi-
cal power wasreally not aimed at. Thiswasthe
greatest betrayal of the party leadership.
Thisteaches usthat the presence or absence
of militant struggles can never be a sufficient
criterion to judge class collaboration. What is
decisiveisideological-politica line. Thisisborne
While the monarchy was a continua-
tion of caste-feuadalism, an elected gov-
ernment corresponded tomoder n capi-
talism. But the Thiruvithamkoor mon-
archy wasn't serving caste-feudalism
alone. Diwan'srule was a part of the
British colonial political power, protect-
ing the colonial, semi-feudal system. It
also served bureaucrat capitalism,
which had emerged from this system.
TheThiruvithamkoor royal family was
not only the biggest landlord; it had be-
comepart of thecomprador- bureaucr at
bourgeoise.
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out by both the opposing poles, of militant
struggle and cowardly flight, which came out
through the Punnapra-Vayal ar struggles. These
poleswere best represented by KV Pathrosewho
declared that “The Diwan shall not rule from
Ambalapuzha to Cherthala’, and the terror
stricken Thiruvithamkoor party leader KC
George. The first thing he did on hearing that
weapons were seized from the Punnapra camp
was to demand their destruction! This was the
very same leader who, just afew weeks earlier,
had written to the all-Indialeadership, “We have
becomeforced to confront thearmy”. What more
proof isneeded of the despicable betrayal of the
valiant fighters of Punnapra-Vayalar who faced
the machine guns of the army with wooden
spears? But, while we must uphold and honour
the determination and commitment of comrades
like KV Pathrose, we must not overlook the er-
rors in their own thinking that shackled them.
Apart from the overall class collaborationism
of the party, we also must notetheir spontaneity
and lack of military thinking.

The proclamation that “ The Diwan shall not
rule” touched on the key issue of political power.
This was its merit. But this demanded serious

Theproclamation that * I'heDiwan
shall not rule” touched onthekeyis-
sue of political power. But this de-
manded serious thinking on various
guestions such as how the enemy’s
army would be defeated, how a
people’s army capable of this would
be built up and the military strategy
to be followed. While local weapons
like wooden speares were made and
ex-servicemen sympathetic to the
aprty gave training on evading en-
emy fire, thereisno sign of anyone
raising or tryingto deal with decisive
politico-military issues.
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thinking on various questions such as how the
enemy’sarmy would be defeated, how apeople’s
army capable of this would be built up and the
military strategy to be followed. While prepar-
ing for the Punnapra-Vayaar struggles, local
weaponslikewooden spears’ were made and ex-
servicemen sympathetic to the party gavetrain-
ing on evading enemy fire. But other than such
practical measures there is no sign of anyone,
including KV Pathrose, raising or trying to deal
with decisive politico-military issues. If the call
to seize power israised without even an approxi-
mate ideaat the level of line about the politico-
military tasksinvolvedinredisingit, it will lead
to plan-lessstruggle, to spontaneity. Evenif vic-
toriesaregained initially they won’t be consoli-
dated. However high the militancy of the com-
batants, the cowardice of capitulatorswill even-
tually gain ground. Thetragedy of KV Pathrose,
who led the storming of the Punnapra camp,
being forced to supervise the sinking of seized
riflesin the Vembanad lagoon, burnsthislesson
into our minds.

What exactly was the military character of
the Punnapra-Vayalar struggles? Though it is

often characterised asan armed insurrection the
truth is quite the contrary. It was neither a con-

scious nor a spontaneous armed uprising. An
armed uprising is an extremely dynamic affair,
breaking out suddenly and spreading quickly.
Unlike aconscious uprising, a spontaneous one
won't have pre-determined targets or follow a
plan. But it will certainly reflect the dynamism,
mobility, inherent to any insurrection. It won't
be marking time. In the Punnapra-Vayalar
struggles, marking time was the rule and mobil-
ity the exception. Apart from someisolated in-
stances, it was anegative military model of pas-
sive resistance guided by wrong strategy and

*1t should be stressed that these spears made of
seasoned arecawood were quitelethal. Thetipswere
amost hard as steel.
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tactics. While we see dynamism in the assault
on the Punnapra camp and the sabotage of the
Mararikulam bridge, these too were of the na-
ture of resistance struggles, though of an active
type.

The local social-political context for the
Punnapra-Vayalar struggles was set by the
spread of the communist party from its initial
base among the coir worker’s to the landless,
poor peasants (most of whom were from the
oppressed castes) and the fisherpeopl e through
the anti-feudal strugglesled by it. Police camps
were set up when the goons of savarna land-
lordsfailed to suppress peasant struggles. Mean-
whilethe strike of the coir workersrai sed politi-
cal demands. This became a pretext for the
Thiruvithamkoor state to launch an all out at-
tack. Resistance camps (places where people
stayed together and guarded against attacks)
were set up to face this suppression. Other than
giving these campsan organised form and train-
ing camp membersin self-defence, the party lead-
ership never tried to develop a strategy that
would transform this spontaneous passiveresis-
tance into even active resistance. It never tried
to bring into play favourable factors such as
topography full of sand dunes, brush forests,
numerous canals, streams and islands, the near
total support and active participation of the
masses, and the strong organisational structure
of the party and the unionsit led. Instead it pur-
sued asuicidal path of immobile, passive, resis-
tance based on the camps. Even though the his-
tory of Keralam gave the examples of the
Pazhassi, Kurichya and Malabar rebellions
where protracted guerrilla struggle was em-
ployed to face up to the British colonia army,
the party leadership preferred to concentrate the
combatants in specific locations, offering easy
targets to the enemy. Some historical accounts
have recorded that the leadership tried to dis-
band the resistance camps when army suppres-
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sion intensified following the Punnapra camp
assault. If that is true, then the decision of the
combatantsto reject thisdelayed ‘realisation’ by
the leaders and stick on in the camps was
sounder. Other then directing them to disband,
there was no plan to continue resistance in the
new situation. What the leadership couldn’t
foresee the combatants intuitively understood:
the Diwan’s suppression wouldn't end just with
the disbandment of the camps and the unarmed
masses would be totally at the mercy of the
Thiruvithamkoor army. They decided that it
would befar better to rely on their numbersand
moraleto put up alifeand death struggle, rather
than trying to fleetheir hunters only to be picked
up and killed individually. In that situation this
was certainly not asign of suicidal desperation.
The resistance put up in the Vayalar camp will
forever remain as a glorious episode in the he-
roic struggle of the oppressed “who dared to
storm the gates of heaven”.

A correct military line, strategy and tactics,
flow from a correct political line. On the con-
trary, apolitical line that has not ruptured from
collaboration with the enemy can never conceive
of standing up to its attacks and defeating it by
relying onitsown strength. Its‘ strength’ will be
thefoolish belief that therewill bealimit to the
enemy'’s suppression. This was what the party
leadership exhibited during the Punnapra-
Vayalar struggles. It never tried to situate the
Diwan’s suppressive measures in the world, or
al-Indiapolitical context.

In those days, British colonialism was faced
with the crucial task of overcoming a powerful
revolutionary wavethat had come up inthewake
of the 2™ world war and working out a new
mechanism to continue its domination. In order
to createdivision and i solate the fighting masses
of workers and peasants by promoting illusions
of independence, it set up Nehru'sinterim gov-
ernment. Simultaneoudy, severe suppression was

continued on page 28
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On Developments in Nepal

The political situation in Nepal has arrived
at anew stage after the signing of the Peace Ac-
cord between the Communist Party of Nepal
(Maoist) [CPN(M)] and the Seven Party Alli-
ance (SPA). A comparison of the present accord
and the proposals put forward by the CPN(M)
will show that it has retained political initiative
and has succeeded substantially initsaims. Af-
ter the April mass uprising led to the reinstate-
ment of the old parliament and formation of the
SPA government, USimperialism and Indiamade
concerted effortsto forcethe CPN(M) to disarm
asacondition for implementation of the agree-
ment made with the SPA. The main parties in
the SPA—Nepal Congress, Nepal Congress
(Deuba) and UML—wereonly toowilling to toe
thisline. Having come back to power, and with
theKing in check, their vision of Nepal was ba-
sically nothing more than a continuation of the
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past. But the mood of the Nepali people was
something totally different. They wanted an end
to the monarchy and abasic restructuring of the
state and society. This was represented by the
political demands of the CPN(M). Over the past
six months, particularly in urban centres, these
demands gained wider acceptance among diverse
sections. Even sections of theruling classes had
to admit that making the disarmament of the
CPN(M) apre-condition was going against the
sentiments of the people. Thiswasthe build up
to the present agreement. Though US imperial-
ism kept intervening in Nepal’s political affairs
and tried to strengthen the Nepal Army with the
help of Indian rulers, its plans have been frus-
trated for the time being.

According to the new agreement, moreor less
onthelines proposed by CPN(M), the weapons
of the PLA will be kept within its cantonments,

I courtsey: Kantipur Publications




16 the NEW WAVE

under UN supervision. But the CPN(M) hasre-
tained the right to carry weapons to safeguard
its leadership and the cantonments. The Nepal
Army will be confined to its barracks, except
for guard duties, and an equal number of its
weaponswill also belocked up under UN super-
vision. It will begoverned by anew Military Act
and the necessity to democratise and downsizeit
has been accepted. The trusted servitor of In-
dian expansionism, prime minister GP Koirala,
has been forced to back off from his arrogant
position that the M aoists cannot be accepted as
apolitical force solong asthey keep their weap-
ons. All of thisis aso a sharp blow at the at-
temptsof USimperialism and Indian expansion-
ism to prevent any granting of equal status to
the PLA inrelation to the Nepal Army.

Another mgjor achievement istheremoval of
al executive authority from the King. The fate

courtsey: AFP
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of the monarchy will be decided by the newly
elected constitutional assembly. Meanwhile, the
properties of thelate King Birendraand hisfam-
ily memberswill be brought under the control of
the Nepal government and used for welfare pur-
posesthrough atrust. All propertiesacquired by
King Gyanendra by the virtue of his being the
King (like pal aces, forests and conservation ar-
eas, heritage sites) would be nationalised. This
property, most of it land, represents a major
chunk of feudal-comprador property in Nepal.

The contentiousissue of granting citizenship
tothe Madhesi people (inhabiting the Terai) has
al so been settled. This has been along standing
demand of the Madhesi people and a divisive
issue often used by the reactionaries. The de-
mand of the CPN(M) to restructure the present
stateinto afederal one, based on recognising the
right of self-determination and autonomy of op-
pressed sections and regions has been kept for
decision of the constituent assembly. But the
ending of discrimination based on class, ethnicity,
lingual, gender, cultural, religion and region and
the necessity to deconstruct the centralised and
unitary structure of the state, and reconstruct it
into an inclusive, democratic and forward | 0ok-
ing state, has been incorporated into the present
agreement.

What will be the nature of the interim gov-
ernment once the CPN(M) representatives enter
it? It will not be a new democratic one. Apart
from the unfinished task of destroying the old
state, thisisevident from the new agreement it-
self. The demands of the CPN(M) relating to
ending feudalism, developing a self-reliant na-
tional economy and similar issues have beenin-
cluded only asdirective principles. Demandson
ending all unequal treaties with other countries
and controlling the open border with India, as
well astheinsistence on atwo thirdsmajority in
the interim government for adopting any agree-
ment concerning national resources or security
have been left out. Yet the interim government
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won't be merely anew form of the existing old
state. At present this much can be said with cer-
tainty - it will be one more forum of the sharp
political struggle now going on in Nepal. One
can expect quite contradictory positionsand poli-
cies from it, reflecting its contradictory class
composition.

Thisissomething new, though asimilar form
of government had been envisaged in the pro-
posals put forward by the CPC during its nego-
tiations with the Kuomintang in 1946. It was
never realized because the Kuomintang broke off
negotiations and launched an offensive. But a
reading of Mao Tsetung's writings of that pe-
riod shows us that the CPC didn’t consider its
proposal s as mere tactical gestures without any
possibility of being materialised. What would
have been the nature of that government? It never
came into existence and the question remained
unanswered. But thisrecollection of history isat
least sufficient towarn against jJumping intosim-
plisticjudgements.

The outcome of the palitical strugglein Ne-
pal isfar from decided. So too is the fate of the
present agreement. Though the US haswel comed
the accord, there are reports about its trying to
usethe UML and the NC led by Deubato sabo-
tage the agreement. The process of polarisation
isalsorapid, even among the SPA parties. What
has emerged so far is decisively related to the
great advances made by the CPN(M) through
its 10 year long People’'s War. It is also shaped
up by the balance of forces within Nepa and
internationally. Within thisthere are favourable
and unfavourable factors on both sides. One
important factor is the US being tied down in
Iraq by theresistance. But by itsvery nature and
in the context of its drive to establish unchal-
lenged hegemony over thewholeworld, USim-
perialism cannot live with an outcomein Nepal
that further opens the way to a revolutionary
transformation of that society. This is true of
Indian expansionism also. Conspiracies can
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quickly changeinto counter-revolution, waving
theflag of ‘ defending democracy’ . The question
that needsto be examined iswhether the present
agreement and the entry of the CPN(M) into an
interim government will be of use in tackling
this threat.

Thedynamics of the political scenein Nepal
over the past few months have definitely demon-
strated this potential. Each agreement has been
broken by the SPA, pushed by its foreign men-
tors. And each betrayal hasled toitsgreater iso-
lation, a sharper polarisation in favour of the
CPN(M) and wider support to its palitical plat-
form. But it is not necessary that the SPA will
stick to thisrecord. The balance of forces, inter-
national situation and past experiences of
utilising rightistswithin the revol utionary camp
to subvertit, canwell allow imperialism and re-
actionaries to seek the fulfilment of their aims
within the present arrangement. But if the
CPN(M) succeeds in maintaining its initiative
and independence even while being apart of the
interim government and persistsin its political
mobilisation guided by the aimsit set for itself
at the initiation of the war, any reversal of the
present agreement, whether armed or peaceful
can quickly becometherallying point for anew
upsurge. Thisiswhat makes the present agree-
ment a significant step forward, demarcating a
new turn.

The course of Nepal’s revolution, with its
twistsand turns, isrichinitsexperiencesaswell
as challenging in the questionsit has thrown up
in theory and practice. Quite naturaly, the les-
sonsbeing drawn fromit are a so extremely con-
trasting. For the Magists the most important is-
sue is the light Nepal can shed on the tasks of
making revolution in the present world. This
demands a serious engagement with the com-
plexitiesit has delivered, not doctrinaire judge-
ments. As for the revisionists, they have been
quick in declaring aconfirmation of their parlia-
mentary cretinism. O
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Battlelines at Oaxaca, |
Mexico

Members of the Oaxaca People’'s Assembly
(APPO) forced their way intothe Ley 710 radio
station on 22 November to transmit amessage
ralying followers to a weekend march.A few
days earlier APPO and supportersfilled over 3
miles of federal highway No:190 with hundreds
of thousands of protesters all shouting for
governor UlisesRuiz'souster inresponseto his
claim that the conflict in Oaxaca is limited to
“one avenue in the capital.” Oaxacan teachers
areamong thelowest paid in the country. It was
the outrageous repression of the teachers that
precipitated the bursting forth of APPO, which

united 350 socia organisations. Although the R - :
teachershad originally begun their protest around economl c demands they united around the demand

together with APPO to stay on strike and maintain the struggle until Ulises Ruiz Ortiz was forced
from office. For nearly four months, teachers and supporterstook over the zocalo (town square) in
the capital of Oaxaca, shut down highways, blocked government buildings, and took over radio
and television stations. The city was guarded by 1,500 barricades manned by the people. Though
the government seized back the zocalo by employing a huge armed force and despite continued
attacks, the resistance stands firm and has drawn wide support from all over the country.
courtsey: www.indymedia.org
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US Elections
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What They Do—and Do NOT—Mean

Last Tuesday’smid-term elections marked a
significant turn of events. For the first timein
12 years, Republicans in the House of Repre-
sentatives and Senate werevoted out, and Demo-
cratswere returned to power. As soon asthere-
sultswerein, the much-hated Defense Secretary
Donald Rumsfeld was forced to resign. Yet the
question of the day remains: what is the actual
significance of these elections? What changes
are—and aren’t—likely to result? What will—
and won’t—they mean for the overall Bush
agenda and the Irag war? And what challenges
and responsibilities confront those who oppose
everything Bush and his regime stand for, and
understand the need to reverse thewhole direc-
tion they’ ve been taking the world?

Many people seethevote asapopular refer-
endum repudiating Bush, hisadministration, and
thelrag war. Millions of those who voted did so
out of anger and disgust with the war. But in
reality the war was not up for a vote—at least
not in the way people may think.

The Bush team had thought they’d quickly
be ableto turn Irag into apro-U.S. client state,
aplatform for further aggression in the region,
and a signal to the world that U.S. power was
unchallengeable. Instead, U.S. forces have been
unableto either quell the growing insurgency or
cobbletogether anew Iragi ruling classwith the
power, cohesion and legitimacy to stabilize the
situation. All this has the potential to turn Irag
into a center of anti-U.S. hatred and instability,
further strengthen Iran, destabilize the region,
weaken the U.S. military, and open the door for
rival powers. In short, exactly the opposite of
what Bush and company set out to accomplish.

This caused forceswithin theruling classto
manoeuvre to force Bush to adjust his strategy.

Theseforceswant to prevent astrategic debacle
and to salvage what is possible from Irag—in
order to maintain U.S. military, political, and
economic domination over theMiddle East. They
are not aiming for an immediate end to the war
but instead for ashift in tacticswithin Irag and,
perhaps, in regard to other forcesin the region.
They are not questioning the morality or just-
ness of the war, merely its execution. For these
forces, the el ections became one means of both
criticizing the Bush team and forcing (and cre-
ating political cover for) aserious reassessment
of thewar’s conduct and adjustment in strategy.

The Democrats' callsfor a“new direction”
and “competent” leadership in Irag and their
criticismsof Bush’s“failed policy” served these
objectives. The Democratic denunciations of the
war were vague. Few candidates spelled out spe-
cifically what they would do, and fewer ill
called for immediate withdrawal. Some called
the war a“mistake,” but none called it what it
actually is: reactionary, criminal, and immoral .

Thisvagueness had two major virtuesfor the
ruling class. First, it enabled the Democrats—
who have consistently voted for and supported
the Iragq war and continue to support its broad
objectives—to divert the broad anti-war anger
into aframework that doesn’t question thewhole
nature of the war. Second, it gives the Demo-
crats the flexibility to join into a “bipartisan
consensus’ to“adjust,” rather than end, thewar.

Thefall of Donald Rumsfeld has to be seen
in thislight. Rumsfeld is most associated with
hisinsistence on attempting to conquer and oc-
cupy Irag with the minimum number of forces
necessary. Hisexitisat leastin large part asig-
nal that this strategy isopen for “re-evaluation.”

The pledges of the Democratic leaders like
Nancy Pelosi for “civility and cooperation” must
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asobeseeninthislight. Sheispledgingto hold
tight, to not do anything that could possibly en-
danger the stability of the whole thing, and to
keep “her base”’—those who do look to the
Democratic Party asan agent of change—firmly
incheck. Theelections, therefore, by themselves,
will not signal afundamental reversal of course
onIraq, still less arepudiation of the logic that
led to the invasion. Instead—absent a massive
movement in determined opposition—they will
end up as avehicle to adjust, sustain and reha-
bilitate this hated war.

But Irag is only one part of the Bush pack-
age. What about the other Bush horrorsAWhere
was the Democrat, for instance, who came out
against the legalized torture and gutting of ha-
beas corpus that was passed in September?
Where was the Democrat who went on the of -
fensive against the mounting moves toward a
theocracy—the rule by Christian fundamental -
ist fascists? Where was the Democrat who
sounded the alarm against the Bush regime plans
toinvade Iran, or who criticized the support for
the brutal Israeli invasion of Lebanon over the
summer? Or who stood up for the rights of gay
peopleto marry and dared to uphold the moral-
ity of awoman’s right to an abortion?l nstead,
the Democrats not only tacitly—and in some
cases openly—went along with the Bush agenda
on these and other questions, they took great
painsto claim the “war on terror” astheir own,
even as that “war on terror” forms the logical
underpinning of a huge part of Bush's agenda.
And despite widespread sentiment to hold Bush
accountable for his many and horrific crimes,
Nancy Pelosi denounced any idea of impeach-
ing Bush.

Many commentators have remarked that the
current election is unlike 1994, when the Re-
publicans took over Congress with a clear-cut
program for radical overhaul. This is because
the forces behind the Bush regime (and behind
that 1994 takeover as well) have developed a
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“package’ that speaks to some of the main un-
derlying economic and political dynamicsinthe
world—and the Democrats haven't. This pack-
ageincludes aggressiveinternational projection
of the overwhelming military power of theU.S,,
ahugeintensification of repression domestically,
adrastic cut in government-funded social wel-
fare programs, and the increasing buildup of a
Christian fascist movement in the politics and
culture of society (with some of the key forces
inthismix pushing for an outright fascist theoc-
racy).

The Democrats, try as some of them might,
have not come up with either the program or the
organized social and political forcesto counter
that—and they are not willing and they are not
able, at this point, to oppose it with anything
more than what Lenin once called “ pious doubts
and petty amendments.” The top Democratic
leaders make their main priority the preserva-
tion of this system... we should step back here
and look at thewhole system that both Bush and
the Democrats maintain isthe “ greatest country
onintheworld.” What, after al, isit that U.S.
military force defendsin the over 100 countries
in which U.S. soldiers are based? Fundamen-
tally, itisthe “right” of U.S. capital to go any-
where and do anything, no matter how mon-
strous, in search of the highest possible profits;
to dominate and despoil whole countriesand even
regions, sometimesif only to make surethat their
rival imperialistsdo not; to drive peopleoff their
land in the blind pursuit of profit and thento use
those same people as “cheap labour” either
within their home countries or the imperialist
countries themselves; to fortify repressive so-
cial orders and customs so long as they serve
the needs of imperialist expansion; to crush
whoever getsin their way, evenfellow reaction-
aries and gangsters; and to violently and vi-
ciously suppress any revolutionary or radical
movementsthat arise when peopledareto throw
off their chains, or even resist.

excerpted from RCP,US organ, Revolution #69
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POLITICAL RESOLUTION OF CCOMPOSA
4™ CONFERENCE

Wethe Maoist parties of South Asiaare advancing the revolution under the conditions of abig imperialist
and reactionary offensive in this region. Brutal and fascist repression against the revolutionary and
nationality forces has become the norm by not only the state but also extrajudicial forcesin the respective
countries like the Retaliatory Teams in Nepal, Salwa Judum, Cobra and Sendra in India amongst others,
JMB (Jagroto Muslim Bangla) leading Bangla Bhai in Bangladesh, etc. Yet with the intensifying crisis
the ruling classes of the respective countries are locked in internecine strife while the masses are rising up
in mass discontent.

International eventsand thosein South Asiaare devel oping rapidly. Both arein adeep flux. Devel opment
never takes place in a straight line; there are numerous twists and turns. Over the past year thisis to be
clearly seen. Of course, thisistaking place within the general framework of the present period marked by
the massive attacks of finance capital worldwide— economic, political, military and even social, cultural,—
going under the signboard of ‘globalisation’. Particularly since 2001 and the 9/11 attacks, it is manifested
by: a growing economic crisis and political instability worldwide; increasing war-like policies of the
number one imperialist, US imperialism, and greater unilateralism; greater and more ruthless attacks
(economic and also military) by theimperialists, particularly the USimperialists, on the backward countries
of the world; increased impoverisation of the working class in the developed countries and mass scale
destitution in the backward countries; and greater fascisation of the state in all countries of the world in
the name of fighting the ‘war on terror’.

US imperialism continues to be the number one enemy of all humankind and the only superpower
existing today. It isthe most aggressive and hegemonistic power in the world. It resortsto the worst forms
of terrorism to maintain and extend its hegemony throughout the world. It is continuing to maintain over
100 military bases all over the world. But it is also facing severe problems.

The economy of the world is showing increasing fragility dueto itsincreasingly speculative character.
Though there has been a partial recovery since the severe downturn in the world economy in 2001, this
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has been faltering, weak and
exceedingly fragile. Many an
economist is predicting another
crash, notwithstanding the high
growth rates shown by official data
for the US. Besides, this halting
recovery has been accompanied by
jobless growth, leading to further
impoverisation of the masses
worldwide. Also much of the so-
called growthiisillusory asit is not
due to dynamism in the economies
of the developed countries but the
high growth rates recorded in the
backward countries, most of which
are based not on a sound economy
but on imperialist induced artificial
booms accompanied to a large
extent by speculative capital.

While the economies of Europe
and Japan are virtually stagnant
that of the USislikeabubble being
blown to the point of burst. Its
economy is exceedingly fragile,
with mountains of debt and deficits.
After gigantic budget and current
account deficitsin 2004 it has gone
up even higher last year. Last year
the budget deficit was $ 400 hillion
and the current account deficit $780
billion. The confidencein thedollar
as the only international currency
is shaky and the Euro, with some
ups and downs, has been rising to
challenge the hegemony of the
dollar. The US must get investments
at the rate of $ 2 billion per day to
cover its trade deficit. If
governments start investing their
reservesin eurosor other currencies
the economy will be pushed to the
brink.

Today, inspite of the weaknesses
in the European economies, it is a
major contender to the US. This
contention is reflected in both
countries seeking to make trade
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blocs outside the WTO and strengthen existing ones. Though united
intheir attacks on the backward countries, the economic contention
between the two is also reflected in the WTO.

Relatively the economy of Russia has seen somerecovery which
has enabled it to once again begin asserting itsimperialist might in
many parts of the world, particularly its backyard. And together
with China's their combined strength are becoming a threat to US
hegemony. Russia has aready pushed back the US in much of the
CIS (Confederation of Independent States) countries, and is pushing
aggressively in West Asia. China is using its economic clout to
gain markets like Sudan, Myanmar, many countries of South East
Asia, etc besidestheir traditional hold of North Koreaand Mongolia.
Russia and China are forging a powerful bloc in the Shanghai
Corporation Organisaion (SCO) which has a clear anti-US trend.

Though collusion amongst imperialists continuesto be principle,
contentionisintensifying, specifically compared to the early 1990s.

If weturn then to the backward countries, the situation is getting
worse each day due to the continuous increase in the imperialist/
comprador loot. Not only do the imperialists siphon off the loot
form these countries abroad so do the compradors, destroying the
local economies. The compradorstoo hold about 50% of their wealth
in foreign countries. Africa is virtually in a state of chaos with
western robber barons looting its natural resources, while Latin
Americais just coming out of one of the worst crisis it has ever
faced. East Asia, that was battered by the 1997 imperialist financial
attack, is yet to recover.

South Asia is being devastated with the growing imperialist/
comprador |oot. The smaller countries arein addition reeling under
the jackboot of Indian expansionism, backed by imperialism,
particularly USimperialism. The masses are resi sting this onslaught
in all ways possible and where they are led by the Maoists the

PLGA Fighters, India
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struggle is taking a revolutionary turn, as in Nepal, India and
Bangladesh. Where the revolutionaries are not present the masses
take to spontaneous outbursts, going well beyond the limits set by
the revisionist and bourgeois parties, which are mostly crushed by
brute force.

The policies of Liberalisation, Privatisation and Globalisation
have been devastating the lives of the masses throughout the world
and each day pushes thousands moreinto the depths of poverty and
destitution. This has affected both the developed and the
underdeveloped countries, but it has hit the latter the worst. In
addition these policies have given unimaginable wealth to a hand
full of global sharks with a spill off to their comprador stooges in
the backward countries. The gap between the rich and the poor has
gone to unprecedented heights, and continuesto grow. Thereby the
contradictions between the haves and the have-not continue to
sharpen; class contradictions intensify. The deepening crisesin the
imperialist economies are further intensifying their contradictions.
Though no fixed blocs have as yet occurred and alignments are in
a flux the scramble for markets is intensifying.

This situation is resulting in the US flexing its military muscle
in many parts of theworld. Using Israel asitsfront paw in the West
Asia it is pushing aggression and threatening all the countries of
the region. Though bogged down in Irag and Afghanistan by the
continued resistance of the people of these countries, using Israel it
has launched a new adventure against L ebanon. Though resorting
to mass massacre of the peopl e of this country, they have been facing
a heroic and dtiff resistance. No doubt the entire West Asia will
turn into a noose around the neck of the US imperialists and their
Zionist stooges.

In South Asia, over the recent years the Indian ruling classes
are becoming the front paw of the US imperialists in the region
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and even beyond. While
maintaining good relations with all
the other countries of the region it
is more and more drawing the
servile Indian rulers into its geo-
strategic interests. Indian
expansionists backed by the US
gangsters are being used to subvert
all movements of the people in
South Asia utilizing its gigantic
army, paramilitary, intelligence and
sophisticated weaponry. They have
been ruthlessly attacking the
revolutionary and nationality
movements in the country, and
assisting reactionary governments
in the region both materially and
physically. Kashmir and the North
East States have become garrison
states under Indian army
occupation, where lakhs have been
brutally killed. The Indian
expansionist rulers are hated by the
people of South Asia, including the
people of India. The Indian Army’s
presence has been strengthened in
Bhutan under the pretext of attacks
on the ULFA.

But South Asia has also become
a burning cauldron of the
revolutionary, and more particularly
Maoist, movements. The people's
war in Nepal is reaching new
heights, the merger of the two major
Maoist forcesin India have created
a formidable force in India, the
efforts of the Maoists to unite and
extend the peopl € swar to new areas
in Bangladesh, and sprouts of the
new Maoist movement in Bhutan,
make South Asiaa flaming field of
Maoist revolutions. Together with
these the armed nationality
movements in the region have
created an explosive situation.

The Maoists of Nepal have
liberated the bulk of the countryside
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of their country and have successfully fought back
the brutal onslaughts of the RNA and the genocidal
monarchy. The US are intervening directly in all
aspects of the political and military life of Nepal.
Their movement has reached the stage of the
strategic offensive with a powerful PLA and a vast
militia. The massive people’supsurgein the country
led by the Maoists has forced the monarchy to step
back, and has created an unprecedented
revolutionary situation in Nepal. The heroic
Nepalese people, led by the CPN(Maoist), have
recently comeforward inlakhsto taketherevolution
forward, exposing the vacillations of the 7-party
aliance. Nepal hastoday reached acritical juncture;
and a great bright future awaits the people of that
country.

The recent unity of the major Magist partiesin
India has been a path-breaking advance of the
Indian revolutionary movement and has led to an
intensification of the people’s war. Some other
Maoist partiesin Indiaare al so making preparations
in this direction. The CPI(Maoist) and the PLGA
have been ableto successfully beat back the massive
onslaught on them in Chhattisgarh going on in the
name of Salwa Judum. The unification has created
panic in the Indian ruling classes and their
imperialist backers (particularly the US) and today
the Maoists are for the first time being targeted as
the number one internal enemy of these ruling
gangsters. The growing ability of the PLGA to beat
back the state's cruel offensive is creating a new
hope in the people of this vast country.

In Bangladesh inspite of the divisions in the
Maoist ranks and most brutal repression,
particularly by the RAB (Rapid Action Battalion),
M aoi sts have made strenuous efforts to advance the
people’s war in their country. They have also been
making efforts to end their divisions and unite into
astrong Maoist force in the country. In Bhutan the
Maoist sprouts continue to grow notwithstanding
the massive repression of thefeudal State, total lack
of democratic rights, and the presence of the large
Indian forces stationed in that country. All are
mobilised to crush the new sprouts of the Maoist
movement and justice-loving people in Bhutan.

Today, though the worldwide situation is ripe
for a major advance of the genuine revolutionary
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movements of the world the subjective forces are
weak. Though the Maoist forcesare recovering their
strength from the setback in 1976 with China
turning revisionist, and are united more firmly on
MLM, revisionism has eaten into the vitals of many
communists and turned them into a spent force.
Today it is revisionism that is the main danger to
the communist forces throughout the world. It is
impossible to advance the revolution without a
consistent and thoroughgoing struggle against
revisionism, whatever the form it takes. As part of
this, dogmato-sectarianism isal so having anegative
impact on communist movements in the world.
Today, more than ever before, there is urgent need
for all genuine communists to creatively apply
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, including the
experiences of the GPCR, to the concrete conditions
of their country and advance the revolutions for the
seizure of power by armed force towards building
socialism and advancing towards communism. In
this process with the advancement of the revolution
and the class struggle MLM too develops. Along
with major challenges, there are great revol utionary
opportunities in the present world and the Maoists
must dare scale new heights.

There have been vast people’s upsurges
throughout theworld against the aggressive policies
of the US imperialists which have shaken the
imperialists to the core. The massive violent
outbreaks in France have created a panic in entire
Europe. The growing national liberation movements
around the world have created a new fear in the
imperialist minds. And most important the Maoist
People's wars of Nepal, Philippines, India, Turkey
and Peru are the sparks of anew awakening towards
a bright socialist future. A new wave of great
revolutionary struggles are appearing on the
horizon. The principal contradiction in the world
continues to be between imperialism and the
oppressed nations and peoples of the world.

CCOMPOSA, an organization of the Maoists
of South Asia, vows to deepen and extend the links
between the genuine Maoists of the region, help
sharpen the weapon of MLM and increase
coordination to fight back the enemies in their
respective countries, actively being led by their US
imperialist masters. With the ruling classes of most
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countries of South Asia assisting each other in the
region to suppresstherevolutionary and nationality
movements there is ever greater need for the
people’s movements of these countries to draw
closer together and assist their respective struggles.
More particularly it is the Indian expansionist
rulers, backed by the imperiaists, particularly the
USimperialistswho are aggressively supporting the
governments of the respective countriesto suppress
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political manouvering, and blatant and outright
intervention in suppressing the Maoist movements.

CCOMPOSA vows to beat back the attacks of
these reactionary rulers, the Indian Expansionists
and kick the US and all imperialists out of South
Asia. CCOMPOSA vows to deepen and advance
the new democratic revolutions in the different
countries of South Asia as a part of the world
socialist revolution. Let South Asia turn into a
flaming field of peoples' revolutionary upsurgesand

or subvert the movements. In addition it is the US
imperialists that are directly intervening in all the
countries of the region, with military training,

burn to ashes imperialism (particularly US
imperialism), Indian expansionism and all reaction
in the region. O

The Muslims in India

Eventhefew detailsrevea ed by the Rajendra Sachar commission, appointed to gointo the social,
economic and educational statusof Muslimsin Indiademolish the Sangh Parivar lie of Muslims
being pampered at the cost of a‘Hindu’ majority. With a popul ation of 13.4 percent the Muslims
cometoonly 6.4 percent of government employees. Only 7.2 percent compl ete secondary school.
Butin 8 stateswherethey are nearly 15 percent of the population nearly aquarter of prisonersare
Muslims! According to aK erala Shastra Sahitya Parishad study of 2004, evenin Keralam, where
Muslims are better educated, they are behind Dalits and Adivasisin acquiring college education,
are at the bottom in population-wise government employment and rank just above Dalits and
Adivasisin poverty.

The appointment of the Sachar commission emerged from the concern among a section of the
ruling classesthat growing hatred against the discrimination they suffer isattracting wider sections
of Muslim youth to radical 1slamic fundamentalism. That the previous NDA government led by
the BJP had also started thinking along these lines towards the end of it term, shows that thisis
morethan a Congress ploy to rebuild its vote bank. Discrimination against Muslimsisanintrinsic
characteristic of the Indian ruling classes. A few sops here and there is the most that can be
expected even if the Sachar commission recommendations are accepted.

The commission has recorded the wi despread existence of castes and caste di scrimination among
the Muslims. It estimatesthat nearly half the Muslim population are backward castes, one percent
Dalitsand half a percent Adivasis. Since caste certificates are not granted and Muslim Dalitsare
not eligible for reservation they doubly suffer from their social oppression. This exposes the
casteist roots of religiousdiscrimination in India. It also indicts the Brahmanism contained in the
thought and practice of Ilamic revivalistsand fundamentalists, who are vocal about discrimination
towards Muslims but silent about the castei sm existing among them.
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ON DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

Domestic violenceisasymbol of maledomi-
nation cutting across class, caste, religion and
country. Despite the overall demacratisation,
domestic violenceisamajor issue evenin west-
ern countries. Inmost matrimonial relations, vio-
lence on woman isacommon method to * disci-
pline’ the wife or teach her a ‘lesson’. And in
most cases the economic dependency of the
woman on her husband aggravates the situation
further. But every dissent of the tormented
woman issuppressed culturally, emotionally and
physically behind the walls by the husband and
relatives. Prevailing patriarchal values gives
them a customary support to perpetrate such
crimes. Though thereisalaw in the Indian Pe-
nal Code under section 498A to deal with this
cruelty, it has been proved ineffective and inad-
equate long before, as there is no let-up in the
violence against women within the family. The
law provided no emergency relief to thevictim;
the remedies that were available were linked to
matrimonial proceedings; and the court proceed-
ings were always protracted, during which pe-
riod the victim was invariably at the mercy of
the abuser. At the same time relationships out-
side marriagewere out of the purview of thelaw.
This set of circumstances forced a mgjority of
women to suffer in silence.

In thissituation, the recent notification of the
Protection of Women from Domestic Violence
Act 2005, may give some relief to the woman
tormented by domestic violence. Unlike Section
498A of IPC, the provisions in the current Act
are made more stringent through its definition
aswell aswell asremedies. Section 3 of thelaw
saysany act/conduct/omission/commission that
harms or injures or has the potential to harm or
injure will be considered ‘domestic violence'.
Thus the law considers physical, sexual, emo-
tiond, verba, psychological, and economic abuse

or threats as punishable. Coercion for dowry or
other propertiesis also treated similarly. Rela-
tionships outside marriage are also covered.
Women do not haveto suffer aprolonged period
of abuse before taking recourse to the law as
evenasingle act of commission or omission may
constitute domestic violence. Unlike Section
498A this new law provides the abused women
alegal right to continue to stay in the matrimo-
nial home and seek maintenance if thrown out
fromthere.

Indiahas no dearth of progressive laws. See
thefate of the people even after having lawslike
the Dowry prohibition Act or Prevention of SC/
ST AtrocitiesAct. Thelatest examplein the se-
riesisthe brutal attack and murder of four mem-
bers of a Dalit family in Khairlanji in
Maharashtra, by the upper castes hotwithstand-
ing a powerful Act to prevent atrocities against
Dalits. Considering the prevalence of patriar-
chal values all around, alaw aloneisnot going
to make any drastic change in the subjugated
condition of women with in thefamily or inthe
society. Law enforcing agenciesare patriarchaly
biased. By persuasion, they can prevent awoman
from making a complaint against the abuser
whichthey weredoing all along. So, unlessthere
isachange in the patriarcha norms and values
existing in the society thiskind of lawswill re-
main asineffective progressivelaws.

The demand for such alaw has been raised
by feminist and progressive organisations for
quite awhile. But the present law is not just a
response to it. It is part of a series of Acts
adopted, or in the making, to formally meet the
Indian state's obligations at international fora.
So while such progressive laws are adopted, we
have instances of a registered book publisher
being arrested at abook fair for displaying pro-
gressiveliterature and web sites being closed O
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GANDHIGIRI 's GOONDAGIRI

or the message of ‘L age Raho Munna Bhai’

Gargi

When a Munna meets Gandhi’s ghost
Gandhigiri isborn. This can be the definition of
Gandhigiri after one sees the film ‘Lage Raho
MunnaBhai’. Being adapted to the likings of a
flamboyant but timid young middle class gen-
eration of today, this film got wide acceptance
among them and theword ‘ Gandhigiri’ became
onemoreslang intheir campusvocabulary. Itis
not that Gandhi is being forgotten asthe director
laments through his Munnain the film. Gandhi
is still among us, though rather washed-out by
the turbulent flow of social contradictions, and
people like the producer Vidhu Vinod Chopra
and director Rajkumar Hirani will consistently
try to reinvent hisrubbish. At the sametime one
would doubt whether they arereally portraying
the philosophy of Gandhi, in the name of
‘Gandhigiri’ in the film. Actually Gandhigiri is
nothing but the most reduced form of Gandhi’s
nonsensesto suit the stupidity of Munnaand his
sidekick Circuit.

Munnaand his accomplice Circuit are local
goondas. Munna is fascinated by the voice of
Jhanvi, Radio Jockey (RJ) at an FM Radio in
thecity and dreamsto havealifewith her. Jhanvi
isrunning an old age homein aleased-in bunga-
low named ‘Second Innings House' (SIH).
Munnawinsaradio contest on Gandhi using his
and hissidekick Circuit’s Goondagiri, thereward
of which wasameeting with Jhanvi. Actually, it
was this reward that prompted Munna to par-
ticipatein the contest so that he can meet Jhanvi
in person. He poses as a history Professor and
upon her request agrees to deliver alecture on
Gandhi. So Munna has to read up on Gandhi
and in that process Gandhi’'s ghost appears,
promising to appear whenever heisin need of

getting over adifficult situation. Lucky Singh,
acity businessman, who used the Goondagiri of
Munna and Circuit for his business purposes,
utilises Circuit without informing Munna, to get
the SIH evicted. And it isdonein the absence of
Munnhaand Jhanvi who are sent away on Lucky’s
expenseto Goaaong withthe SIH inmates. This
forces Munnato confront Lucky but he threat-
ens that he will disclose Munna's identity to
Jhanvi. Inthisconfused situation Gandhi’sghost
adviseshimto shed violence and follow hisnon-
violent path. Jhanvi and Munna together start a
radio program called ‘ Gandhigiri’, which gives
peaceful solutions to the distressing personal
problems of the people of Mumbai. The program
becomes popular and people start to send flow-
ersto Lucky along with a message saying ‘ Get
well soon’ since he is sick with greed. In that
process, Munna takes up the Gandhi ghost's
advice and confesses to Jhanvi. Jhanvi, feels
cheated and breaks her relation with Munna.
But he becomes popular among the people
through his radio program. In this situation,
Lucky, in the name of handing over the SIH to
Munna, conducts apress conference and exposes
Munna s delusion of seeing the ghost of Gandhi
with the help of a psychiatrist. Losing heart,
Munna and Circuit plan to go back to the vil-
lage. Meanwhile Munnahappensto savethelife
and marriage of the daughter of Lucky Singh
through his Gandhigiri program and Goondagjiri
at thecost of landing injail along with Circuit.
Jhanvi, realising Munna's goodness, reunites
with him and Lucky also turns up to hand over
the key of SIH and ends everything happily.
Themoviehasall theingredients needed for
a popular film, an entertainer within the wide
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spectrum of massculture. Love, sorrow, violence,
sex, laughter, tragedy and comedy. But the script
is so written that the undertones of sex and vio-
lenceare covered under thetones of laughter and
comedy! Gandhi and his philosophy of non-vio-
lence are selectively applied by the director in
accordance with the need of the comic- tragic-
comic transformation of the storyline.

The manner by which the movie recreates
Gandhian non-violenceisitself contradictory. On
many occasions, Munnacontradictswhat he has
learned from Gandhi’s non-violence. Munna's
dreaming of name and fame inside the lock up;
his Goondagiri towardsAtmaram’ sson, the com-
pany manager, in order to force himto comefor
Atmaram’s birthday; threatening the radio sta-
tion staff with agun in adrunken state in order
to talk to Jhanvi through the radio; threatening
the jyothish Batuk Maharg) with a gun asking
him about his own fate- al of this goes against
the character of Munnawho is already enlight-
ened by Bapu. A similar example is the use of
the popular notion “after you have shown the
other cheek also what next, Bapu didn’t tell about
this’. Though contradicting Gandhi’sviews, the
director hasdeliberately used them because they
are the reflections of common sense in the spe-
cificsituation. In other words, violating hisown
endeavor to reinvent the non-violence of Gandhi,
thedirector isforced to present the commonsense
view onviolence, becausethat isthetruth of life.
Of course, al of this adds to the overall humor
and relievesthe viewer from what would other-
wise have been amonotonousfilm on Gandhi’s
passivity.

Everybody issympathetic to Munnaand Cir-
cuit. All their deeds are justified by the unjust
world around them. Thisactually transformsthe
concept of heroitself. Munnain hisfirst avatar
(in“MunnaBhai MBBS') and in hissecond ava-
tar in this film, does not represent the conven-
tional hero. Basically heisagoonda. But agood
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goonda- a goonda having a heart in a heartless
world. The moral degeneration in socia lifeis
one of the basic reasons for the admiration of a
negative hero. Admiration for Bin Laden or
Saddam Hussein or Verappan demonstrates the
same psychology of populist culture. Jhanvi’'s
radio announcement also speaks about the de-
grading moral status of daily lifein acity like
Mumbai. This degenerated moral life demands
aphilosophical and ideological way out. Either
you break the chains or move along the beaten
tracks after refashioning it in your mind. The
director opts for the second by reinventing
Gandhi.

Filmsof thisgenre are not burdened of being
honest to the historical characters they take up,
like Gandhi or Bhagat Singh, whatever their
viewson theideologiesthey upheld. These his-
torical figures were created by a socia upsurge
and their ideologies related to that. Whereas in
films like ‘Rang De Basanthi’ (where Bhagat
Singh was the ideological hero) or ‘ Lage Raho
MunnaBhai’ (where Gandhi is the ideological
hero) they are ideologically trivialised through
their portrayal by the protagonists. True, the pro-
tagonistsin ‘Rang De Basanti’ end up fighting
against aninjusticeinspired by their role acting
of Bhagat Singh and hiscomrades, not for some
petty cause like Munna turning to Gandhi in
order to win the heart of Jhanvi. But the larger
context of injustice Baghat Singh had seen gets
covered up, and struggles that realy strive to
realise the ideals of martyrs are blacked out.

What ever might have been thewishful think-
ing of Gandhi, violenceremainsauniversal law.
Antagonistic contradictions are ultimately re-
solved through violence, without exception. This
is proven by history and that is why Gandhi’s
ahimsawas dumped initsrubbish bin. No doubt,
as said by Gandhi’s ghost in the film, hisideol-
ogy will remainasa‘chemical locha’ (chemical
imbalance) at least in somebody’ s head who will
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again and againtry to reinvent ahimsal But only
afool would think that he can overcome corrup-
tion in our government offices by shedding his
clothes, likethe old maninthefilmtrying to get
hisduly sanctioned pension. Imagineasituation
where the people of Iraq sit in for a Gandhian
style ‘ Sathyagraha in the war fields of Irag
against the US occupation or the people of Pal-
estine or Lebanon sit-in against the I sraeli inva-
sion in their respective countries! Why doesn’t
the Indian government practice ahimsa towards
the Kashmirisor the Manipurisor the struggling
peoplein various States of this country? Every-
where violent suppression of peopleisthe rule
of law while speaking endlessly about peace and
nonviolence. This is the real Goondagiri of
Gandhigiri- ideologically and politically !
When the ruling classes depict Gandhi as a
man of ‘ sathyagraha and ‘ ahimsa’ we can’t for-
get his‘sathyagraha’ against Dr.Ambedkar and
his ‘ahimsatmak’ approach toward the hanging
of Bhagat Singh by the British. The hoax of his
non-violencewas exposed longago by vari-
ous writers on the true history of the freedom
struggle of India. Writes Suniti Kumar Ghosh,
in his classic work ‘ The Indian Big Bourgeoi-
sie’, “The people, left to themselves and unin-
hibited by any respect for ‘non-violence', rose
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nent. Viceroy Linlithgow wired to Churchill that
it was by far the most serious rebellion since
that of 1857, the gravity and extent of which we
have so far concealed from the world for rea-
sonsof military security ”. When Indiawas vio-
lently confronting the British, ... Gandhi wrote
to Linlithgow repudiating all responsibility for
the Quit Indiamovement and assuring himthat |
remain the same friend' you have known me”.
By being abridge between the Indian comprador
bourgeoisie and the British, hewasbetraying the
struggling masseswith hisdouble-dealing. This
was the actual Gandhi and the meaning of his
non-violence. Histheory of non-violenceisnoth-
ing but a mask to cover up the horrors of vio-
lence perpetrated and still being perpetrated over
the masses. Any portrayal of Gandhi as arole
model isnothing but treachery and it amountsto
advising the masses to adjust and live with the
system.

Entertainment isnever purely so. Every piece
of art, as a form of entertainment, is not only
cultural, itisasoideological and political tothe
very core. Thisis equally applicable to the en-
tertainer, the entertained and to the piece of en-
tertainment as well. And if history is also in-
volved, art must be true to it. Otherwiseitisa
fad. So let us send flowers to the director
Rajkumar Hirani with a message, “Get Well

in heroic revolt in many parts of the subconti-  Soon”! ]

The Court as a Weapon of Globalisation

In a spree of anti people verdictsthe Supreme Court has suggested applying the
‘creamy layer’ stranglehold on Dalit and Adivasi reservation, ruled out granting
compensation for workplace death as a matter of natural justice, approved dis-
missal of anyone on probation without the formality of enquiry and pushed its
Tuglakian Delhi beutification programme.The courtshave been hyperactivein over-
turning all precedents of social justice and concern. Money and hereditary merit
are being madethe criteria. Free of any interaction with the masses, unlike politi-
cianswho have to go to them to get elected, the courtsrush in where gover nments
are cautious. They thus become a useful weapon of globalisation. In its haste the
courts are not even concerned with overturning their own precedents. So a five
member bench tinkers with a nine member bench’s decision, while anyone who
guestionsitsverdictsis packed of tojail. Thesejustices are dancing on our backs!
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carried out agai nst those who refused to befooled
by such gesturesand stood firmin struggle. This
was how British imperialism prepared thetrans-
fer of power. The comprador INC leadership,
impatient to get into the seats of power, fully
collaborated with these preparations. It had al-
ways demonstrated its readinessto stand by the
British colonialists against anyone who tried to
raise armsto end itsrule. Nehru and Patel were
firm followers of Gandhi who had supported the
hanging of Baghat Singh and his comrades.
Jinnah of the Muslim League was no better.
When Indian sailors of the British Navy muti-
nied, all of them had rushed to support the bru-
tal suppression carried out by the Britishrulers.
This had taken place just a few months before
Punnapra-Vayalar. So thiswasthe political con-
text of the struggles; asituation where the local
exploiters were zealously collaborating with
British imperialism to drown every sign of re-
sistance in blood baths.

The gravity of this situation must be kept in
mind while eval uating the sudden imposition of
martial law by the Thiruvithamkoor Diwan and
his deployment of a huge army detachment to
slaughter the masses in Punnapra-Vayalar. But
this was beyond the party |eadership blinkered
by collaborationism. It failled to grasp the politi-
cal undercurrents. All it saw was the Diwan's
thirst for power.

The Diwan's proposal on retaining the mo-
narchical form of rule was part of his plan to
make Thiruvithamkoor an independent state af-
ter British colonial rule ended. And, to a great
extent, the demand of the Thiruvithamkoor State
Congress for “Responsible Government” re-
flected the INC'spoalicy of integrating local king-
domslike Thiruvithamkoor into aunitary India.
Hencethe party leadership was acting under the
belief that the contradiction between the Diwan’s
ambitions and the plans of the INC and State
Congress would come in its favour. This is
proved by its later accusation of ‘betrayal’
against State Congressleaders. The State Con-
gressrepresented abroad alliance of the various
classes in Thiruvithamkoor. But it was led by
the interests of the new landlords and local
compradors. The contradictions they had with
the masses far outweighed those they had with
the Diwan. On each occasion when the masses
were aroused by the agitations of the State Con-
gress, rather than intensifying the struggle, its
leadership worked overtimeto compromisewith
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the Diwan. Yet, the party leadership ignored this
recent history and the tensing up of the world,
al-India political situation. It expected State
Congress and INC support for its militant
struggles, or at theleast aneutral approach. This
was animportant reason for itslack of prepared-
ness, even when it became clear that the Diwan
would be deploying thearmy. It chosetoignore
alesson repeatedly given by history —thereisno
limit for the expl oiterswhen they decideto sup-
press the masses.

When seen against the backdrop of that pe-
riod it is quite clear that the Punnapra-Vayalar
struggles were a product of those times. The
unprecedented mobilisation and participation of
the masses were the best proof of this. Contrary
to the verdict of bourgeois historians, the party
leadership’sirresponsibility lay notin calling for
the stru%gle butinitsfailuretolead it properly.
While the masses came forward in their thou-
sandsto lay down their livesin struggle, thetop
leadership, paralysed by seeing its calculations
go awry, took refuge in cowardly flight. This
becomesall the more clear when compared with
the Telenganaleadership. The Telen anastrugbgle
was initiated against the Nizam of Hyderabad
and feudalism. Here too the communist party
didn’t have a conscious plan to develop it asan
armed struggle. It acquired thischaracter through
spontaneous resistance.  But thiswas possible
because of the determination of the Andhraparty
leadership to stand firm against suppression. It
thus succeeded in devel oping armed resistance
to the level of an armed stru%gleto seize politi-
cal power and spreading it. Through these expe-
riencesit arrived at the Chinese path of protracted
people’s war and was able to persist even after
the Indian army entered the fighting. Though it
failed to stand firm on this revolutionary path
and later surrendered to revisionism, the experi-
ences of the Telengana armed struggle show us
what can be achieved by standing firmin class
struggle.

The recent accusation that the communist
party was ‘leading the Dalits to their death’ in
Punnapra-Vayalar is %et another version of the
worn out chant of the bourgeoisie who seethose
struggles as something forced upon the masses
by the communist party and proof of thefutility
of taking up arms. The Dalit landless peasants
of Vayalar had joined the struggle in amassive
way, along with other exploited, with the hope
and determination of uprooting caste-feudalism.

To fulfil that aspiration th((e: Ostmri%%%ldeorrw]agag% 98
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West Asia: Deeper Into the Bog

Bush’'s gloating over the death sentence handed to Saddam Hussein after a stage managed trial
was cut short by his electoral defeat and the exit of Rumsfeld. But recent incidents in West Asia,
such asthe ghastly car bombing in Baghdad taking more than 200 lives and the murder of L ebanese
transport minister Pierre Gemayel in Beirut, show acontinuity in vicioustactics, despite all talk of
achange of course. Or perhaps, they indicate the direction of thingsto come. In Irag, Lebanon and
Palestine, religious and national sectarian contradictions have been purposefully fanned up on every
occasion where the occupiers have faced heightened pressure. The resistanceis kept divided.This
guidesthe various options being explored by USthink tanksand commissionson Irag. They include
the splitting up of the country into Kurd, Shia and Sunni regions, relocating US led occupation
forces to neighbouring countries and initiating a dialogue with Syriaand Iran to contain the resis-
tance.

As such, the rule of the puppet Iragi government is nominal. Actual control is exercised by
local IK dominant armed groups. The puppet forces are severely divided and are controlled by oneor
the other faction. The new constitution has strengthened divisiveness by transferring new oil opera-
tionsto provinces and allowing them to take part in operating existing fields. Thistemptsregional
compradors and feudal chieftains to go along with a division of the country to consolidate their
power. Almost 71 ﬁer cent of reserves and most of the current production arelocated in Shiadomi-
nated provinces.The Kurdish provinces come next. But a division along these lines will intensify
resistance among Sunnis.Sectarian clasheswill increase, inevitably drawing in surrounding coun-
tries.

Relocation of occupation forces to neighbouring countries may help dampen growing public
ogoositi on in the US.But this assumes afairly loyal puppet force when the existing oneis faction
ridden and unreliable. The third option is also of limited value. Iran and Syriamay be roped in to
assist the US. A working deal with the ‘ Satan’ may be acceptable to Ahmadinegjad, particularly
sinceit can now be presented asa‘victory’. But hisability to end the resistancein Iraq is doubtful,
simply becauseit is primarily driven by the deep hatred of the Iragi people against the imperialist
occupiers. A significant rolefor Iran will heighten contradictions among comprador regimesin West
Asiaand trigger off asearch for new relations with other imperialist powers.

Many of the significant armed groups have links with neighbouring comprador regimes. But the
bedrock of the resistancesisthe contradiction of the oppressed peoples and nations with imperial -
ism. Those who dismissitsrole by describing what’s happening in West Asian countries as awar
between two reactionary forces, weaken theworld anti-imperialist struggle. Theroleplayed by this
contradictioninworld politicswill be qualitatively more decisive where the leadership of commu-
nist or revolutionary forcesis present. But to make this the criteria to acknowledge or dismissthe
role played by struggles that reflect this principle contradiction will be sliding into imperialist
economism. It will blunt proletarian internationalism and it will blunt the struggle of the proletariat
inimperialist countries against their own bourgeoisie.

Thedeep wounds US has suffered, thetangleit hastied itself upin West Asiain avery short span
of time, reveals the tremendous revol utionary potential of the world situation. It substantiates the
RIM’sviews on an emerging wave of world revolution. It points out that the world situationismore
favourable for the revolutionary masses than for the imperialists. The US is bogged down in West
Asia. The options being examined by its ideologues are only going to pull it in even more deeply.
Thisisopening up more opportunitiesfor revolution. Itisalso paving theway for new equationsin
inter-imperialist collusion and contention. Thereisyet another signifiant matter. USisbeing blocked
by armed resistance in West Asia, mainly led by Islamic groups. These groups are either revivalist
or fundamentalist in their outlook and not firm in their anti-imperialism. Thisbringsup two things.
First, the intensity of the oppressed people/imperialism contradiction and the real weaknesses of
imperialism that make it possible for even such forcesto tie down a sole super power. Second, the
subjective weakness of the Maoist movement and areminder of the need to overcomeit asoon as

possible.
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extended beyond the savarnalandlordswho were
thelocal oppressors. It had to be directed against
the political power protecting caste-feudalism.
The contradiction the masses, including Dalits,
had with the Diwan’s rule was not something
Separate from their contradiction with caste-feu-
dalism. But thisisignored by those who justify
the struggle against savarna landlords, yet de-
clare that the struggle against the Diwan was
unnecessary and forced onthe Dalitsby asavarna
party leadership. The casteism of this accusa-
tion is evident. But that is not the crux of the
matter. The CPl and CPM |eaderships have
summed up that the mistake made in Telengana
lay in devel oping an anti-feudal strugglefor land
into an armed struggle to seize political power.
For al its wretchedness, this summation is ap-
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parently based on aclass outlook whilethat men-
tioned earlier iscasteist. Yetin essencethey join
each other to spit out a reformism that negates
the struggle for political power. In essence both
serve the protection of the existing political
power, which sustains class exploitation and
caste oppression.

Any liberation struggle to overcome and de-
stroy a powerful enemy inevitably demands a
heavy price. The oppressed and exploited have
never hesitated to pay up. This blood price has
never deterred them from struggle. When joined
with acorrect line capable of transforming their
boundless urgeinto adetermined revol utionary
force, thereisnothing that can stop them. When
that line is absent the revolutionary energy of
the masses is wasted. Thisis the true lesson of

the Punnapra-Vayal ar struggles. O

continued from page 8...
should be hanch) eg remains. Heretoo education and reform should be the general principle. But, in
cases of unrepentant elements involved in conscious acts of sabotage, the principle of “saving a
place even by sacrificing one” will have to be adopted. The former is an instance of an anti-social
criminal’s oppressive act against ajust society. The latter is the oppression carried out by such a
society to secureitsexistence.

This means that an absol utist demand for continuing the death sentence or ending it, separating
this form of punishment and the crime from a specific social context, would be unscientific and
unjust. There can be no doubt that carrying out the death verdict on the accused in the Rajiv Gandhi
murder case will only be acase of exacting revengethrough legal murder... Evenif weassumethat
thereis clinching evidence (whichisfar from true), the existing views of the supreme court itself
demands an annulment of this sentencein view of the political and socia context in which the crime
alleged against them took place, their motivations and age. But what has happened is just the
opposite. Therefore, a powerful expression of mass opinion against the present practice of death

sentencing, easily misused by the ruling classes, should be built up.

continued from page 2...

at various places in the country. The twin SEZs coming up at Navi Mumbai and Maha Mumbai,
with Reliance Industries asthe main partner, will have acombined size of 35,000 acres and another
oneat Jamnagar in Gujarat will be 10,000 acres. Reliance has applied for another SEZ in Haryana
having asize of 25,000 acres. The Adani group is setting up an SEZ at Mundra, covering 30,000-
35,000 acres. DLF plans SEZs at Ambala (2,500 acres) and Gurgaon (19,880 acres) while Unitech
plans one at Sonepat (10,000 acres). Both DLF and Unitech are big real estate developers. Salim
Group of Indonesiais developing a SEZ in West Bengal in an area of 50,000 acres in South 24
Parganas district.

It must be noted here that, by inviting the Salim Group of Indonesiato set up SEZ in the State,
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it was the West Bengal government that first
showed the ‘art of negotiation’ to other chief
ministers. The CPM chief minister, Mr.
Budhadeb Bhattachrjee had openly denounced
theworking class and praised the might of capi-
tal in order to persuade the Salim Co, which has
a hotorious past of assisting the Suharto gov-
ernment of |ndonesiain massacring lakhs of com-
munists, to come and set up the SEZ in West
Bengal. The maneuverability and corporate-
friendliness of the CPM chief minister, whowas
otherwise supposed to be ‘anti-capital’, was a
lesson to other chief ministers in the country.
After that, we see an unprecedented competition
among them offering everything in their posses-
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land and agricultural land will not be used for
that purpose. But the redlity is that in all the
SEZs, more than 90 percent of the land is agri-
cultural land of single to multi-crop variety.
When the affected farmers came out in protest
against SEZsin amost every State, the govern-
ment modified its earlier position and included
single crop farm land also for acquisition, asif
single crop land is not agricultural land. Farm-
ers were aready agitating against the acquisi-
tion of their multi-crop land for Indonesian Salim
SEZ and Tata Co., exposing the anti-peasant and
pro-globalisation attitude of the pseudo-left West
Bengal government. In order to contain these
struggles, justify their own government’smotive

making strikes illegal

tax, electricity duty

basic telephone services in SEZ

e The area in a SEZ to be free from environmental restrictions
¢ West Bengal’s SEZ Bill declares units as public utility services,

e 100%o foriegn direct investment allowed in manufacturing units
* No cap on foriegn investment for items reserved for small industries
* SEZ units exempted from State sales tax, octroi, mandi tax, turnover

e SEZ developers to have full freedom in allocating space and built up
area to units, allowed 10026 FDI for building townships and running

sionin order to bring foreign capital to their re-
spective States. The logic of ‘take me wholly,
but invest in me', iswhat the economics of im-
perialist globalisation demandsfrom every sub-
jugated economy. The SEZ policy isacountry-
wideimplementation of thislogicand all ruling
class parties are integrated with it. If these are
SEZs spread over wide contiguous land above
10,000 acres, there are more than ahundred other
SEZs which are going to come up on land hav-
ing size between the minimum permitted 25 acres
and 10,000 acres, like the Suncity SEZ spread
over 7410 acres in Ambala, POSCO SEZ in
Orissaspread over 4500 acresor Bentex’smulti-
services SEZ spread over 415 acresin Haryana.

Earlier onthe Central Government said that
SEZ will be developed only in waste or barren

and hijack the political advantage of thefarmers
agitations going onin other States, CPM |eader
Mr. SitaramYechuri came out saying ‘ multi-crop
land should be used only if it wasessential’. So,
theWB government isacquiring multi-crop land
becauseit isessential! Wah! Mr. Yechuri.

It is reported that by the end of October,
about 405 SEZs have been approved by the
Board of Approval in the Commerce Ministry.
Also, itisreported that another 200 applications
are pending expecting approval from the Board.
Out of the 405 SEZs that are approved so far,
218 areInformation Technology (IT) SEZs. That
is more than 50 percent of the approvals. This
proves the general assumption that SEZ Act
would be giving chanceto many I T companies,
which arealready in operation, to migrateto the
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SEZs in order to take advantage of the tax and
duty exemptions and other benefits. Thiswould
definitely lead to revenue loss as observed by
the Finance Ministry and RBI. Not only that,
the employment that might be created by these
companies set up in SEZs cannot be accounted
as additional employment, as the same amount
of employment might have been thereevenwhen
they were operating outside the SEZ. So ho more
jobsbut definitely morerevenueloss! Yet al are
happy with thisinvestment!

Development by itself greatly increasesland
value. That is one of the reasons behind the en-
thusiasm of big real estate companieslike DLF
and Unitech jumping in as devel opers of SEZs.
But the aim here is supposedly to promote ex-
ports, not real estate. What isthe guarantee that
enough export unitswill flock to these new SEZs,
especially tothosein Statesfar away from good
ports, since alarge part of export usually takes
placethrough ports? Thoughthereisamad rush
to set up new SEZs, real exporters are not seen
among them. SEZ developers say they cannot
give guarantees of entry from export unitsat the
very outset; they hope such units may come up
over aperiod of 7-10years. But that is also not
guarantied. Ultimately what will happen to the
land? Policy makers are keeping quite on this
issue. If theland istaken on lease, then for how
many years; and after that who will have the
right?

Definitely, SEZ is going to displace alarge
number of peasants from the countryside once
their land is acquired forcefully or otherwise.
Whatever compensation they may get for their
land will be used upin notime, asthereremains
no other source of incomefor surviva. Ultimately
they will land up in the urban slums and toil the
rest of the life there. You may see the farmers
wholost their land for projectslike Dhabol Power
Plant in Ratnagiri and Ispat Denro Plant in
Raigad in the slums of Mumbai, engaged in
menia jobs. While acquiring their land many of
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them were even offered jobs in the industry
that was coming up, but they never got the ap-
pointment! Thisisthe story of every project of
‘development’ — the story of the oustees of de-
velopment.

It isreported that the total amount of arable
land in the country hasbeen considerably reduced
over theyearsdueto theviolence of the so-called
Green Revolution, desertification and other ‘ de-
velopmenta’ projects. When agricultureremains
the basic means of survival for morethan 70 per
cent of the popul ation of this country, snatching
away their only means of survival, under what-
ever pretext of development, means throwing
them to the mouth of death for the sake of the
growth of bureaucrat capital of Tatas and
Ambanisand others. An agrarian crisisisalready
looming over the country and huge numbers of
agrarian masses are in distress due to the agri-
cultural policiesof thegovernment over theyears,
forcing more than 1,00,000 indebted farmersto
commit suicide in the last 6 years. The current
SEZ policy isgoing to worsen thissituation fur-
ther.

It may be argued that, development always
takes place at the cost of agricultural land. This
is not completely true. We have the example of
the Taching ail fieldsin erstwhile socialist China,
whereindustrial development was carried out at
aminimal loss of agricultural land and amodel
of combining industry and agriculture was de-
veloped. But that was possible because of the
Maoist vision of development containing the prin-
ciple of working towards narrowing the differ-
ence between town and countryside and making
agriculturethe base with industry astheleading
factor. The question here is, development for
whom and what kind of development. Whenthe
so called ‘development’ is amounting to be di-
sastrous for the majority and profitable only for
afew, how can we cal it development? Who-
ever raises voice for such development is actu-
ally echoing the imperialist interest. This

Manmohan-Rajnath-Yechury axisof develoment
must berejected in totality.
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all directions; only inthe community, therefore,
is personal freedom possible. In the previous
substitutes for the community, in the state, etc.,
personal freedom has existed only for the
individuals who developed within the
relationships of theruling classand only insofar
asthey wereindividuals of thisclass.”®

What Marx means here by ‘ community’ isa
society that has abolished class distinctions and
the division of labour it is based on. He points
out that in all the substitutesfor thiscommunity
(including the illusory community imposed by
an exploiting class in the form of its state) per-
sonal freedomisnot really freedom. It isasim-
possible asacommunity of interests between all
peoplelivinginaclassdivided society. Individua
members of the ruling class certainly enjoy the
‘freedom’ to sharein the spoils of exploitation.
But they do this not as an expression of indi-
vidual choice. They do it asmembersof therul-
ing classand they candoit only thus. Obviously,
even theseindividualsdo not enjoy thisfreedom
because they are human beings endowed with
individuality. It dependson theaccident or chance
event of their membershipintheexploiting class.
They obtain it irrespective of their individual
inclinations. Their individuality does not count
in this, though they may display such inclina-
tions in exercising this freedom. In essence, in
relation to this freedom, they are not even con-
sidered asreal individuals. As Marx goes on to
point out, they are only ‘average individuals
measured by the common yardstick of belong-
ing to the exploiting class.

The historical significance of bourgeois so-
ciety liesinthefact that all of thisisclearly ex-
posed. And the conditions are created to go be-
yond it to asociety wheretheindividual can cul-
tivate his or her giftsin all directions. In pre-
capitalist societies, social/class position was pri-
marily determined by birth. For example, in a
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caste-feudal society one is born into a caste.
One's position in the social hierarchy depends
on the position of one's caste, which is predes-
tined. Individuals cannot change their position
in this hierarchy, because they cannot change
their caste. Hence the accidental, and therefore
fraudulent, nature of personal freedom enjoyed
by a member of the exploiting classis not evi-
dent. But, in bourgeois society, it is possible
(though rarely achievable) for individual work-
ers to elevate themselves into the ranks of the
bourgeoisie. The oppositeisalso possible. Inthis
society, what mattersis capital not birth. Thus,
the accidental, chance, nature of freedom anin-
dividual gains by being born into a bourgeois
family is exposed under the omnipotent rule of
capital itself. A poor Brahminisstill aBrahmin
and arich Ddlit still bears some of the burdens
of caste. But thereis no such thing as a capital -
ist without capital. If one loses all capital (and
failsto regain some) oneisno longer a capital-
ist.

The capitalist system establishes and sancti-
fiesthe‘averageindividua’ who enjoysfreedom
by accident or fortune. Itsideologues are satis-
fied with thisand extol it asthefullest blossom-
ing of individuality. Thisistheideological basis
of its formal declaration of equality. Thus, it
clearsthe ground for surpassing not only itspre-

“The proletariat took the bourgeoisie at its
word: equality must not only be apparent, must
not only apply merely to the sphere of the state,
but must also be real, must also be extended to
the social and economic spheres.

“The demand for equality inthe mouth of the
proletariat hastherefore adouble meaning... ei-
ther spontaneous reaction against the crying so-
ciad inequalities... or... reaction against the bour-
geoisdemand for equality, drawing moreor less
correct and far reaching demands from the lat-
ter. In both cases, the real content of the prole-
tarian demand for equality isthe demand for the
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abolition of classes.””

Why does Marxism link up real equality to
the abolition of classes? We can understand this
by probing the concept of ‘equal right’. Marx
wrote,

“Right by itsvery nature can consist only in
the application of an equal standard...”®

For example, the equal rights declared by
bourgeois democracy are based on the applica-
tion of an equal standard, the standard of citi-
zenship. Intheideal case, al thosewho areciti-
zens of the republic can have these rights. But,
to make this measurement by a single yardstick
possible, al theindividualsin that society must
be considered from one definite side only, only
ascitizens. The common standard of citizenship
considers all as equals. Thus, it also covers up
class, gender and other social relations (or physi-
cal qualities) that enable or disable individuals
and makethemtruly unequal . True, theindividual
isgiven due place by hisor her rightsitself. But
thiselevationispossible only through anew deg-
radation of theindividual. Bourgeois demaocracy
can giveindividualsdue place only as* average
individuals’ and condemn them to this status.
The formal equality of bourgeois democracy’s
equality essentially rests on the inevitable for-
mal nature of any equal right.

This helps us to pinpoint a basic contradic-
tionin TNCA. Itisindignant with Marxism for
not having a‘theory of individual’. It claimsthat
bourgeois democracy is the best form of state
sinceit acceptsthe ‘ non-class aspect’ and deals
with theindividual-society contradiction. Infact,
the bourgeois ‘theory of individual’ it slavishly
follows forces the * TNCA individual’ into the
prison of ‘average individuals'. What may be
considered as the ‘ non-class aspect’ of an indi-
vidual, the* personal individual”, remains|ocked
within class.

As opposed to this, Marxism refuses to be
satisfied with the ghost of individual. It refuses
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torest with adeclaration of equality or evenreal
equality itself. It presentsthe need to thoroughly
eliminatethis heritage of classexploitation.

Marx pointed out,

“It follows from all we have been saying up
till now that the communal relationship into
which the individuals of a class entered, and
which was determined by their common inter-
estsover and against athird party, wasawaysa
community into which theindividuals belonged
only as average individuals. With the commu-
nity of revolutionary proletarianswho take their
conditions of existence and those of al members
of society under their control, it is just the re-
verse. It is as individuals that the individuals
participate in it. It is just this combination of
individuals (assuming the advanced stage of
modern productiveforces, of course) which puts
the conditionsof thefree devel opment and move-
ment of individualsunder their control...”°

The ‘community of revolutionary proletar-
ians means communist society. Later, asMarx-
ism developed, it gained a better grasp of the
leap from capitalism to communism. Marx and
Engels pointed out that there hasto be atransi-
tional stage of socialism between class society
and classless society. Marx further developed
the analyses of individual and society and of
equality. Hewrote,

“Here... [intheprinciple‘ each according to
his ability, to each according to his work’ fol-
lowed in socialism]... the same principle pre-
vails as that which regulates the exchange of
commodities, as far as this is the exchange of
equal values.

“...(E)qud right hereisstill in principle bour-
geoisright.

“Thisequal right isan unequal right for un-
equal labour. It recognises no class differences
because everyoneisonly aworker like everyone
else; but it tacitly recognisesunequal individual
endowment and thus productive capacity asnatu-
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ral privileges. Itis, therefore aright of inequal-
ity, in its content, like every right... (U)nequal
individual s (and they would not be different in-
dividualsif they were not unequal) are measur-
able only by an equal standard in so far asthey
are brought under an equal point of view, are
taken from onedefinitesideonly... areregarded
only as workers... To avoid al these defects,
right instead of being equal would have to be
unequal...

“In ... communist society, after the enslav-
ing subordination of the individual to the divi-
sion of labour and therewith al so the anti-thesis
between mental and manual |abour has vanished,
after labour has become not only ameans of life
but life’'s primewant; after the productive forces
have also increased with the all round develop-
ment of theindividual, and all the springs of co-
operative wealth flow more abundantly — only
then can the narrow horizon of bourgeois right
be crossed in itsentirety.” 1

Thisoverview of the arguments of the
founders of Marxism shows ushow they demol-
ished the advocates of bourgeois democracy,
precisely by contesting their strong points. They
effectively exposed the limits of bourgeois de-
mocracy, itshistorical relevance aswell astran-
sience. And they went on to point out the path to
surpass it. All of this was done from a consis-
tent proletarian class stand and application of
dialectical materialism. In the context of the
present debate on the socialist state system it
will be useful to examine the extent to which
their conception of communism, as a society
whereindividuals participate asindividual s, had
been integrated with the socialist transition of
the past.

The matter of individual, of human,
rights must be subsumed within class, within the
rights of the masses. But it cannot be pushed
aside by either. The powerful arguments of
Marxisminthisregard, linked to its communist
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vision, need to be further elaborated. The cur-
rent wave of globalisation is on the one hand
enforcing standardisation, the facel ess masses;
even while it promotes the worst type of indi-
vidualism of the ‘me only’ brand. The reaction
tothisisdtill to alarge extent influenced by post-
modernist illusionson freeing theindividual by
getting freed of ideology. We need to demolish
this. And it must be accompanied with avigor-
ous re-statement of Marxism'’s visionary com-
munist concept on the flowering of individual
capabilities in union with society, a goal that
can only be achieved through class struggle and
ascientific ideology to guideit.
Sickingtofundamentalsand developingide-
ology

An important lesson of the struggle against
the CRC, CPI(M-L)’s liquidationist positions
was the forceful reminder of Mao’swords, “ ...
the basic principles of Marxism must never be
violated, otherwise mistakeswill be made.”

This also gives an orientation to the task of
developing Marxismin order to tackle new chal-
lenges posed by practice and theory. Aswe saw
inthe preceding sections, one of the cornerstones
of the CRC’s deviation was its departure from
proletarian class stand. The philosophy and
method it applied for analysing categories such
asindividual or democracy, itsidealism, meta-
physics and ahistorical treatment of the issue,
was aconseguence. Thiswasthen put to service
to deny the applicability of class stand in the
analysis of various social categories. K.Venu
later explicitly formulated this, after the liqui-
dation of the CRC, CPI(M-L), through his at-
tack on so-called ‘Marxist fundamentalism’.
Thiswas how he chose to characterise a stead-
fast defence of the basic principles of Marxism.
Venu tried to present his attack as a legitimate
struggle against dogmatism.

Leaps in the history of the development of
proletarian ideology are marked both by rup-
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ture and continuity. One seesadialectical inter-
action between the two. Continuity through rup-
ture, and rupture made possible by continuity.
In terms of what was discussed above, this can
be described as standing firm on the basic prin-
ciples (or fundamentals) of Marxism by devel-
oping them through creative application to cor-
respond to contemporary socid reality and tasks.
In contrast to this, the history of the communist
movement al so has numerous examples of revi-
sionist deviations. All of them were sought to be
justified by appealing to contemporary tasks, by
calling to break away from ‘outmoded’ prin-
ciples. Diametrically opposed, in appearance,
wasthe dogmatist trend. It sinsistence on stick-
ing to the letter was an appeal to ignore the es-
sence of Marxist principles and their applica-
tion in given conditions. Both revisionism and
dogmatism deny the dialectics of rupture and
continuity. But what is it that enables one to
grasp this dialectics? The universal truth of
Marxism, itsclass stand, method and, aboveall,
its revolutionary mission. If thisis called into
guestion, then we loose our mooring. That was
what happened to K.Venu. Today when ques-
tions are being raised about ‘ re-examining the
fundamentals of Marxism’ it would be worth-
whileto remind ourselves of theseABCs. More-
over, the very vagueness of talk on ‘ re-examin-
ing the fundamentalsof Marxism’ without elabo-
rating on what exactly they are, carriesthe seeds
of reducing Marxism to a methodology cut off
from its proletarian stand and partisanship. Itis
very important to stressthistoday when the old
charge of class reductionism is being pressed
against Marxism by the influential post-mod-
ernist trend.

To givean example, during the past 50 years
or so the Marxist grasp of gender, caste, and
similar issues has deepened. This has come out
of struggle to break away from dogmatist, re-
ductionist thinking that blocked grappling with
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the pressing questions thrown up by various so-
cial movements. But does this mean a negation
of the central role of classin understanding so-
cia reality (a Marxist fundamental)? Or is it
progress towards a deeper grasp of this role?
The political manifestation of reductionism has
aways been economism (whether right or * left’

inform). So what isnow achieved isnot only a
deeper grasp but aretrieval of therevolutionary
essenceof proletarian classstand. Itisastrength-
ening of the fundamentals.

Quite often, creative application of Marxism
isblocked by dogmatism. It resistseventhevery
idea of re-examining our positions in the light
of current reality or specificities. How do we
struggle against thiswithout loosing grip of our
basic principles? An advancein grasp, morecre-
ative application, which developsMarxism, also
involves breaking away from some of the ac-
cepted models. But models are not fundamen-
tals. And advance in Marxism is only possible
when its basic principles are applied. Though
such new advancesin Marxism arise from con-
crete application and verification through prac-
ticein aparticular country they contain univer-
sality precisely because they are guided by the
fundamentals. And what isuniversal isjust that.
To talk of grading universality as quantitative
or qualitativeinthe context of ideology ismean-
ingless. But, despite containing universality, such
advances need not amount to a leap justifying
the qualification of ‘Thought’ or ‘Path’. And
there cannot be an ideological advance that is
relevant for aparticular country only, for apar-
ticular contingent of the proletariat.®

Thereisalso amatter of method involvedin
thiswholeissue. Marxismisalso ascience. So
the comparison is being made with natural sci-
ences, where new discoveries have lead to re-
examination of fundamental concepts. Thiscom-
parison overlooksthe qualitative distinction be-
tween the natural and socia sciences. The dis-
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tinct character of the latter is their class parti-
sanship. While social factsare part of objective
reality, the process of identifying them and seek-
ing out truth, aswell asthe extent to which truth
can be synthesised, areintimately bound up with
class stand. Whether something claimed as new
isreally new isitself amatter of classstruggle,
in theory aswell asin practice. All of thisrules
out asimple extension of the methods of natural
sciencesinto the re-examining of Marxist posi-
tions.

Socialist democracy and the threat of capi-
talist restoration

The poalitical horizon of CRC, CPI(M-L)'s

liquidationism waslimited to theformal institu-
tionsof democracy — representativeinstitutions
and the elective principle. But, the builders of
socialism kept their sights firmly on going be-
yondthe‘right of inequality’, which still existed
in proletarian democracy and the distribution
principle of socialism. Lenin was proud, and
rightly so, that the new Soviet state was a mil-
lion times more democratic and qualitatively
better than bourgeois democracy. He was aso
quiteclear that it wasstill a“ ... bourgeois state,
without the bourgeoisie! "2, since bourgeoisright
till existed inthe form of equality.

Bourgeois right itself is one of the most
important barriers to the final elimination of
classes. And without the elimination of classes
there can never bethe* combination of individu-
als with the fullest participation of individuals
asindividualsin socid life. In socialism, bour-
geoaisright existsin the economic baseaswell as
in the superstructure. (In the superstructureit is
present in the contradictions between the leaders
and theled and between the state and the masses).
New bourgeois elementsare mainly engendered
by these material relations. Thetest of sociaism
or capitalism is answered by those who stand
for restricting and abolishing bourgeoisright and
those who stand for preserving, expanding and
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consolidating it. Bourgeoisright itself becomes
an issue of class struggle.

Summing up the experiences of the Soviet
Union, Mao Tsetung brilliantly developed the
Marxist concept of party and the theory of con-
tinuing the class struggle under the dictatorship
of the proletariat. His criticism on the ‘mono-
lithic party’ concept and development of twoline
struggle arewell known. They had adirect bear-
ing on defending the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat and developing socialist democracy. The
GPCR both validated and developed all of this.
It wasthe cruciblein which Marxism-Leninism
took the leap and Marxism-Leninism-Maoism
fully emerged. It conclusively proved that the
communists can unleash the revolutionary ini-
tiative of themassesin al itsdazzling diversity,
tothe extent they perseverein classstruggle and
forge ahead in restricting bourgeois right. The
masseswere not only involved in state affairson
a scale never seen before. The struggle to re-
strict bourgeoisright was also deepened in theory
and practice. New and rich forms of mass su-
pervision and participation in running the state
and party such asthe*big character posters' and
recruitment of new party membersthrough mass
meetings emerged and were institutionalised.
These, including the right to strike, were later
enshrined inthe new Congtitution of the Peopl€’s
Republic of China. They were won through bit-
ter class struggle against the capitalist roaders
and could only beretained and devel oped through
thisstruggle. All of thiscalled for strengthening
the all-round dictatorship over the bourgeoisie.
As Mao pointed out, “Lack of clarity on this
question will lead to revisionism”. 7

The restoration of capitalism in China defi-
nitely calls on the Maoists to further build on
this high pinnacle achieved by the proletariat,
both in theory as well asin practice. But they
can do thisonly if they guard against the perils
of anidealist vision (in both of its meanings) of
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socialist democracy that ignores the threat of
capitalist restoration. We must remind ourselves
of thematerial constraintsfaced by thevanguard
during the socialist transition. Apart from that,
we must also keep in mind the particular prob-
lems posed by the state as such.

Any state represents the political power of
the ruling class; its means of imposing its class
interests. Precisely for this reason, we cannot
extend the criticism on monolithic concept of
party to the state. It is by its very nature mono-
lithic. State power cannot be decentralised. In
fact, this argument on ‘decentralising power’,
picked up by Venu from Gandhi, was a sharp
example of idealist viewson the state. The state,
by its nature, also necessitates some institution
that guaranteesthe continuation of thisclassin-
terest. Theinstitution of monarchy infeudalism
and permanent bureaucracy and army in capi-
talism are examples. But such institutions,
‘standing above' society as an alienated force,
are not acceptable to the proletarian state since
it hasthetask of giving back thisalienated power
to society. Yet, being astate, it can't avoid hav-
ing an ingtitution that guarantees (or strives to
guarantee) the continuation of the proletariat’s
classinterest. The solution necessitated by cir-
cumstances, and later on theorised, hasbeen the
overall commanding position of the party within
the state systemin socialism; theingtitutionalised
leading role of the party in the dictatorship of
the proletariat. Thereisno point inwishing away
thislesson of history.

Recently, views have been advanced on in-
corporating the principle of allowing dissent, of
alowing positions advocated from non-commu-
nist positions, in socialist society. They call for
theactiveinvolvement and initiative of wide sec-
tions of the masses and intermediate strata, even
if they don’t adhere to the communist ideol ogy,
or may even object to aspects of the party’sline
and policy. Thisiscorrect. But, for al theclaims
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being made, there isreally nothing new in this.
Similar ideas on allowing opposing ideasto con-
tend are already well contained in Mao’ work
pioneering work ‘On Handling Contradictions
AmongtheMasses', where the philosophical and
political basisisargued out. It laid the basis for
hisfamouscall “Let aHundred Flowers Bloom,
Let a Hundred Thoughts Contend.” The limits
in actually implementing these policiesare also
apart of the historical experiences of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat. They have to be ad-
dressed concretely. That is, not just at the level
of approach and method but also in terms of the
state system. I deological struggle was not suffi-
cient to drive back the Rightist offensive that
opened up during thelate 1950'sin Chinawhile
letting ahundred flowers bloom. They had to be
backed up by exercising proletarian dictatorship.®
This was facilitated by the leading position of
the party in the state system.

Let us recollect Rosa Luxembourg's criti-
cism against the Bolsheviksfor suppressing dis-
sent. Shecertainly had apoint in drawing atten-
tion to the stifling of poalitical life under condi-
tionswhere oppositionissuppressed. But, inthe
given conditions, sticking to this as a matter of
principle would have led to the destruction of
the new born proletarian state. Lenin’s position
on exercising the dictatorship of the proletariat
through the party was a shift from his earlier
position that acceded to the possibility of the
opposition coming to government by winning a
majority inthe Soviet. It wasforced by thefierce
struggle against the danger of counter-revolu-
tion. In adifferent context and in relation to the
question of involving the massesin running the
state, Mao too had to rule out the Commune.
Yet, the elective principle of the Paris Commune
informing new organs of power had been one of
the cardinal pointsof the‘16 point Circular’ that
guided the GPCR. Thisindicatesareal contra-
diction acommunist party in power will haveto
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face, the contradiction between its orientation and
its concrete application in different circum-
stances. It emerges from the contradiction be-
tween the unique task the proletarian state has
of creating conditionsfor itsown extinction and
what it has in common with all statesasan in-
strument of coercion. Both these aspects must
be addressed.

The commanding position of the communist
party isindeed a decisive control over palitical
power, inthe sensethat other partiesare excluded
from control over decisive instruments of the
state. Thisistrue even when power is exercised
by drawing more and more of the masses into
running the state and conditionsfor itsfinal with-
ering away are being promoted. The attendant
dangers are also apparent. Apart from the new
and old bourgeois elementsthat will maketheir
way into the ruling communist party, the rotten
baggage and bureaucratism inevitably engen-
dered by any institutionalised rolewill also push
away fromthegoal of advancing to communism.
Both Leninand Mao were aware of thisand tried
to develop structures and methods to tackle it.
We must make further advancein thisdirection
for two reasons. One of them isto limit thein-
evitablerigidity and bureaucrati sation caused by
the institutionalised role of the party. The other
isto prepare the most favourable conditions for
the communists and the revol utionary massesto
struggle for the restoration of socialism in the
event of capitalist roaders seizing power.

In this regard, some positions put forward
on arming the masses are a correct and sound
step forward, even if it won't be the only solu-
tion. Inthe given world situation the prol etarian
state cannot do without a standing army. But
experiences up till now have shown us the im-
portance of creating the best conditionsto resist
or wage afresh armed revol ution against a capi-
talist takeover. Similarly, devel oping better meth-
odstoretainthe Red colour of the People’ sArmy,
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such as keeping it among the masses, is another
important lesson. It is not without reason that
such steps were bitterly opposed by the capital -
ist roaders in China. The contrast between the
Soviet Red Army, particularly after the 1930s,
and the model Mao was trying to develop by
drawing onthe Yenan experienceisal so known.
This warns us against depreciating the impor-
tance of such policies by overemphasising the
necessity of perfecting the professionalism of a
standing army.

On the other hand, proposals on alowing
other political partiesto compete with the com-
munist party for government power do not square
with the bitter lessons of history. Capitalist
roaders, inevitably linked to imperialism, will
never respect the socialist constitution oncethey
get to power. Similarly, rotating sections of the
party allowsfor checking bureaucratisation. But
what about the line of those exercising power or
those duefor their turn? Should those with abad
line also get their turn, as amatter of principle?
And who getsto control the army? With regard
tothe socialist state system the crux of the mat-
ter istheingtitutionalised leading rol e of the com-
munist party. As mentioned earlier, this was a
product of circumstances. There is nothing in
Marxism which says that this is the only solu-
tion. But, so long as those circumstances con-
tinueto exist, Marxism must insist on one thing
- the new alternative must be capable of dealing
with the compulsions that made such arole for
the communist party inthe socialist state system
necessary.

The Commune was defeated because of its
weak centralisation. While this was addressed
by the Russian revolution, it's ultimate defeat
|eft thelesson that centralisation through the party
is not the whole answer. This was something
Mao tried to deal with throughout the building
of socialismin China- intherunning of the state,
planning, preventing capitalist restoration. We
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have to advance from this. But we must do so
without forgetting thelessons of history and with-
out ignoring the need to concretise the correct
approach by seeking out better, more suitable,
structuresfor the proletarian state. All theforms
of proletarian ruleknowntill now, the Commune,
Soviets and Revolutionary Committees, were
thrown up by the tumultuous advance of therevo-
lutionary masses making history. Thiswill betrue
of the future also. The defeats suffered by so-
cialism have inspired Maoists to scale new
heights. The new wave of revolution will cer-
tainly throw up newer and better forms of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, more advanced
than the Soviets and the Revol utionary Commit-
tees. It will create new forms better ableto exer-
cisetheall-round dictatorship over the bourgeoi-
sie by drawing in the masses into running the
state and arming them to create a sea of armed
Masses. O
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Around this period, Kanshi Ram, then employed in a public sector company in Pune, also started his
political activities. For the Dalit Panthers, the RPI experience was the inevitable failure of any attempt to
emancipate the oppressed through the Indian parliament. What Kanshi Ram learned was its failure in
pursuing vote bank politics. From the BAMCEF in 1973 to the DS-4 in 1981 and then to the Bahujan
Samgj Party (BSP) in 1984, throughout this systematic organisational building under different slogans
and work styles, Kanshi Ram firmly stuck to vote bank palitics as his directing principle. One must
credit him his wholehearted, systematic and untiring effort to realise this aim, finally succeeding in
building up a Dalit vote bank, mainly in Uttar Pradesh (UP). What the Dalits gained by this success,
attained at the cost of abandoning Ambedkar’s caste annihilation politics, is of course a different matter.
All the so-called secular parliamentary parties and media have attacked Kanshi Ram over the opportunis-
tic alliances he made to get Mayavati into the UP chief minister’s seat. Given that there is no parliamen-
tary party that does not build and rely on caste, religion based vote banks, their criticismis certainly more
obscene in its opportunism than that of the BSP. Though Kanshi Ram had always claimed to be a
follower of Phule and Ambedkar the fact remains that he was never loyal to them. The opportunism seen
in the BSP's switching from an anti-BJP alliance, built up in the name of opposing savarna domination,
to allying with the BJP to get the chief minister post, is far surpassed by the opportunism it has shown in
shifting its political stances. This party, which started out with the strident slogan of “Tilak Taraju Aur
Talwar, Maro Inko Jhoote Char” (beat up the Brahmins, Kshatriyas and Vaisyas with chappals), has now
got its ranks to chant “Hathi Nahin Ganesh Hai, Brahma Vishnu Mahesh Hai” (Not an elephant but
Ganesh, its Brahma, Vishnu and Mahesh. The BSP's election symbol is elephant is equated to the Brah-
manic trinity) Those who had called on the Dalits to vote for them to destroy the Manuvadis' monopoly
over political power are now embracing Manuvad (Brahmanism) with all vigour!

By the 1980s the Congress party’s vote bank maintained by mobilising Dalits, Backward castes and
Muslims under its overriding savarna domination began to fracture. There was the growing hatred of
these social sections to the Congress. There was the shift of the Congress from Gandhi’s moderate Brah-
manism to an open and rigid Brahmanism. The corresponding re-formation of vote banks took place
through the controversy, agitations and riots surrounding the implementation of the Mandal report and
the demolishment of the Babri Masjid. This churning up created the context for Knshi Ram’s succes in
vote bank politics. The growth of the Samajwad party (led by Mulayam Singh) and Rashtriya Lok Dal
(led by Lalu Prasad Yadav) drew strength from a similar dynamics. The growth of each one of them was
also a conclusive proof that Phule’s vision of Bahujan as a unity of all the oppressed against savarna
domination, could never be realised through the Indian parliamentary system. These parties had claimed
that they would ensure the presence of oppressed castes and religious minoritiesin political power. What
they did was the improvement of the status and wealth of the neo-rich within these social sections. Just
like the Congress and other parliamentary parties, they too utilise the oppressed as vote banks to advance
their exploitative interests. Yes, we can certainly say this much — al of them have indeed added to the
stink of Indian parliamentary politics.
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Suspecting the fervour of my ideas
inmy shadow

Policemen follow behind me

To obliterate it

They gauge the heights and depths
Of my looks

If I look at the sky unwittingly, innocently.
Preserving the soil in my footprints
They send it for analysis

To plumb the strategies of the feet

of revolutionary songs.

They seek to put out

The lights of universal humanity

The hearts that give food to you and me.
Without removing the rot my eyes hate
They pluck out the very eye

They erase with swords

The wetness on the children’s cheeks
When | kiss them.

That | should have voice is a crime
That | should think is anarchy

Even if | have them

They should not be mine.

This is because | do not become

A\ refrain of their song

Because | do not turninto

The carrier of their palanquin.

They have but one measuring rod

T o call me a traitor,

Or a conspirator

It is their constitution,

Their scripture-to-be-read-day-after-day.
As there is but one quintessential folly
For all the creeds that be,

There is one ‘sacred task of protecting their
class’

For all the exploitative constitutions.
Mine is the song

Of the beauty of the life of labour

I refuse to be a refrain of the song

Of any religion or the path of exploitation.
| will sprinkle my blood drop by drop

As the seed for the liberation of this land.
Though I am in prison, | am not a slave

If 1 am shaken or slashed

I will rise like a wave again and again
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