Comrade Nihar Mukherjee

Pinpoints Ten Demands
For Free And
Fair Elections

On 18th January, '77 (at9 PM.) Comrade
Nihar Mukherjee, General Secretary of SUCI
while issuing a statement to the press on the coming
election said :

““We have just come to know from the announce?
ment of the Prime Minister that the present Lok Sabba
is being dissolved, elections are going to be held
sometime in March and some of the restrictions
imposed during the E nergency are going to be relaxed.

We strongly feel that for hclding free and fair
elections whatis of supreme importance that merits
topmost priority along with others is the creation of
congenial democratic atmosphere in the country. And
for this it is incumbent on the part of the government
to take the initiative first. It is our considered opinion
that in order to create a healthy congenial and
democratic atmosphere in the country the following
ten points should be implemented without any further
delay. They are :—

1) Lifting of Emergency ;

2) Inmediate and unconditional release of all
political prisoners without discriminaiion ;

3) Withdrawal of all warrants of arrests and cases
against political woikers ;

4) Withdrawal of all restrictive
imposed on political parties and democratic
mass movements ;

measures

B} Restoraticn of freedom of pressand newspapers -
6) Revocation of pre-censorship ;
7Y Restoration of Civil Liberties ;

8) Restoration of fundamental and democratic
rights of the people ;

9) Providirg same and equal rights and opportun-
ities as enjoyed by the ruling party to all
opoosition partics irrespecrive of recognised or
reg s ered parties and even to independent
candidates in the martter of conducting
ideolcgical cimpaigns, prcpagiting political
views and ideological criucisms as apailn:t
slancer, calumny etc.

10) Guvirg equal scope and oprortupities to

ventilite their point of view in tul through
publicity media like newspapeis, news agency,
radio, television etc.”

Kerala Comrades
Are Subjected
To Regular
Harassment

By The Police

{By a staff reporter)

It is heard that relaxa=
tions of restrictions have
started taking place
since long even before the
decision of holding elections
in the month of March
by the Prime Minister.
But we are constrained to
note that some facts speak
to the contrarye. We are

giving below only a few inci-
dents which will show how
the S U.C.I organisers and
comrades In the state of
Kerala are subjected to
regular and continued hat#
assment by the police.

On 28:h December last
Comrade J. James,
Secretary Kerala  Unit
SUCI was summoned to
Deputy SP's  office and
interrogated for hours
about the organisational
decails of Kerala.

On 3lst December
another Comrade, A
Jalaluddin was summoned
similazrly in the same coffice
and interrogated in the
same tashton.

On 5w January '77
Comrsde: Yesudasan who
came to attend
the AID>0O anniversary
meetit g on 28th December
'76 at Calcucta was
similarly interrogated on
AlD>0 affeirs.

Comrade V. Natarajan
was of course spared
owing 10 his illness.

On 12th J.nuary all the
three above comraaes were
again wanwd by the police

( Contd. to Page 5)
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CENTRAL COMMITTEE’S APPEAL

To All Opposition Parties
To Forge Broadest
Possible Unity
In The Coming Elections
To Restore, Defend and Extend
Democratic Rights and
Civil Liberties of the People

Calcutta 30th January 1977 :

On behalf of the Central Committee of the Sicialist
Unity Centre of India, Comrsde Nihar Mukherjee,
the General S:cretary, in course of issuing a statement
to the press on the coming election has said :—

““The Central Commiitee ot the SUCI notes with
dismay that despit: declaration of holding elections and
assurances to relax certain rules of Emergency,
thousands of opposition leaders and workers including
Comrade Shankir Singh, a member of the Central
Committee, SUCI, Secretary Bihar Scate Commi.tee of
the Party and a prominent mass leader, and a good
number of SUCI leaders, organisers and workers of
different States are stiil inside the jails. Emergency
has not been lifted, warrants of arrests and cases
against many others not withdrawn, Prevention of
Publication ot Objectionable Matters Act still remains
in vogue, or in short tbe entire opposition has still been
deprived of the scope of iree movement indispensibie
for a free and fair election. Never before the Indian
people faced a poll under such a suffscating situation.
So restoration, preservation of civil liberties and demo-
cratic rights of the people have objectively become the
focal point of the coming election.

“The present situation mirked by such unprecens
dented negation of civil liberties and democratic rights
of the common people through curtaillment of funda-
mental rights, imposicion of spate of restric ive
measures and by various other means calls for, in the
interests of tae peuple, the broadest possible unity of
all those forces who tru y and ficmly stand committed
to restore, defend and extend these rights with a view
to creating a congenial democratic atmesphere in the
country. (Contd. to Page 5)

Release All Political Prisoners

And Withdraw All Warrants—
Com. Nihar Mukherjee’s Statement to the Press

Cal:utta 25th January 1977 : Deminding immediate
and uscondiconal release of all political pri-oners
irciuding the leaders and workers of SUC[ in d fF:rent
States as also witbdrawal of all warrants of arrests on
poli.icil ground. Comrcade Nibar Mukherjee, General
Secretary, SUCI while 1ssuing a statement to the press
said :—

“Even after the declaration that the Central
Government hais instructed the state Governments to
release all political prisoners we find to our dismay that
upto this date numters of SUCI leaders and organisers
inciuding Comrade Sonankdr singh, a member of the
Central Conmittee ot our Party and the Secretary,
Bihir Sctate Committee have not yet been released.

**Among the many other SUCI workers who have
still been kept detained 1n jauls specital mentin must
be mcde ¢f Comrades Rimeswar Upadiysy (Bibar),
Dhurjati Dis ard Benudoor Dis (Oriess) and Bilwant
Singh and H ssier Swga (H.iriyana).

“Warrants of arrest against numbersof SUCI
workers in d.fferent States including some State leaders
of Orissa bave not yet been withdrawn.

“We demand immediate and unconditional release
of all political prisoners inclid ng the SUCI leaders
and workers and withdcawal of all warranc on political
ground forthwith"'.
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WHY S UCI
—The Only Genuine

Communist Party On Our Soil

[ Continued from Last Issue dated January 15, 1977 ]

It is the national bourgeoisie that becomes transformed
into monopoly bourgeoisie with the development of capitalism

Naturally the pertinent question that arises now is—who are these
big bourgeoisie leading the bourgeois landlord state ? They said that
the big bourgeoisie was the monopoly capitalist class that collaborated
with imperialism. That is why their fight was against the monopoly
capitalism and feudalism and not against the national bourgeoisie
as such. Thus by characterising the monopoly capitalist class as the
collaborator of imperialism what they attempted was to differentiate
them from the national bourgeoisie. The question that now comes
up, if monopoly capital exists in India, which they too are forced
to admit to-day then where this monopely capital has come from ?
Has it fallen from the heaven ? Lenin has shown clearly in his
“imperialism—the highest stage of capitalism’ that capitalism always
comes with two inherent tendencies. First, Capitalism in its ealier stage

remains national in character and strives bard for the establishment

of a sovereign national state. Secondly, this national capitel in
course of its development gives birth to monopoly and capitalism
becomes cosmopolitan and acquires imperialist character at this
stage of its development. Thus according to Leninism it is the
national bourgeoisie that becomes transformed into monopoly
bourgeoisie in course of development of capitalism. So to admit
that monopoly capitalism has grown in India meaps, according to
Marxism-Leninism, to admit the fact that, however weak and
relatively backward it may be, compared to the affluent and traditional
western imperialist countries, the Indian capitalism has not only
given birth to national capital but in course of devolopment it
has itself, through the formation of monopoly capital, already acquired
imperialist character as well. Naturally, to say that the big bourgeoisie
ie. the monopoly capitalist class is heading the state means
according to Mirxism-Leninism, that it is the national bourgeoisie
which is at the helm of the state. .So, judged in the context of
specific national and international situation obtaining at present,
how can anyone deny the existence of an independent sovereign
national state in Irdia ?

The Indian National Bourgeoisie is firmly established
in the State Fower and the state is being led by it

Secondly, while cbaracterisigg the Indian ;rate, they hold that
it is the big bourgeoisie, the monopoly capitalist class which is
in the state power and who, according to them, is compradore
bourgeoisie or the stooges of imperialism and not the national
bourgeoisie. But they in the same breath are saying that contradiction
and conflict between the Indian national bourgeoisie and the
imperialist powers in the economic field is being intensified so

- much so and the influence of the national bourgeoisie on the state
and the government has grown to such an extent that these are
finding expressions in the anti-imperialist and pro-peace independent
foreign policy of the Indian state under the leadership of the
Prime Minister Jawharlal Nehru himself. So, if the over-riding
inflience and control of the national bourgeoisie over the state and
the govern nent is admitted and che character of the state is defined
as a ‘“brurgeois-landlord state headed by big bourgeoisie’’ as has
been defined by them, then whom they are calling ‘big bourgeoisie’

canapt be in fact other than the national bourgeoisie, and it is they

who are firmly established in state power to-day.

Indian Monopoly Capitalist Class is a Junior partner
of the International Imperialist Trust and Cartel.

Thirdly, bad they possessed even a rudimentary understanding
about Marxist-Leninist theory of imperialism, they would have easily
understood that if the Indian monopoly capital was a stooge of
imperialism, then such a stooge or satellite of imperialism could not be
a member or partner of the international trust and cartel which are
nothing but international economic organisations of the imperialists.
But fact remains that the Indian monopoly capitalist class is already
a partner of such international trust and cartel, the international
economic organisations of monopoly finance capital—may be a junior

partner but still a partner and a competitor too. So, judged from all
aspects, it is clear that it is this very Indian national bourgeoisie who
has transformed irself into monopoly finance capital in the course of
its devel pment and who being firmly established at the state-power
is standing as ihe main obstacle in the path of emancipation of the
exploited people of -our country. If the national bourgeojsie is
considered as an ally of revolurion, then such a revolution can never
mean the overthrow of the present state structure. Therefore, fight
against the monopcly capitalist class means in reality a fight against
the national bourgeoisie. Naturally, when the national bourgeoisie
is standing as the main enemy of Indian revolution and when the
revolution can only be accomplished by overthrowing this very
national bourgeoisie from state’ power, then, how can this national
bourgeoisie be an ally of the revolution—is a matter which should
better be left to the ‘cheoreticians’ of that party to explain! This is
really beyond the comoprehension of a genuine Marxist-Lepinist!
Oaly one question remains left to be considered here. That is, as to
how best we can handle the contradiction that exists between monopoly
capital and small production in our country and taking advantage of
this contradiction how far we can use small production in favour of
revoluticn which the revolutionaries in all the countries strive to do.
There may be differences as to the tactical aspects of it. But what has
that got to do with the question of considering the national bourgeoisie
asa class. an ally in the strategic alliatnce of revolution when this very
national burgeoisie has already been transformed into monopoly
capitalist class and against whom the revolutionary struggle has to be
directed and - without overthrowing whom revolution cannot be
accompiished ?

Even atter all these, if they still cling to their pet theory that the
national bourg oisie is an aliy of their ‘revclution’ then the very object
of such a revolution can in no way mean the overthrow of the present
capitalist state machine, rather it boils down to nothing else than the
programme of parliamentary electicn battles within the framework of
a nations] bourgeois state and their ideal of ‘revolution’ is thus reduced
to empty talks and meaningless slogans—which their cadres and .
theoreticians have so hoplessly failed to grasp.

It is, therefore, clear that the absurd contradiction between
their theory and practice which became vivid in their political stand
and behaviour since the Madurai Congress, the contradiction which
once became palpable, earlier in 1948 at the time of Ranadive,
when they were to conduct struggles directly against the state,
could not be resolved by them even at the Palghat Congress. This
self-contradiction became more acute when in the Amritswar
Congress after Palghat going a step further they declared that
forming a ‘national front’ in alliance with the national bourgeoisie,
they could achieve People's Democratic Revolution not only peacet
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fully but even by Parliamentary means. Because by this declara-

tion they had openly admitted the independent and active role of
Indian Parliament. But how a parliament can bave such an inde-
pendent role without having a sovereign national bourgeois state
as its base, they did neither care to explain nor did they
accept the Indian state as a sovereign bourgeois national state. In
the Amritswar Congress also their characterisation of the Indian
state remained the same—‘a bourgeois landlord state headed by
big bourgedisie’’—and the stategy of revolution, remained the same
old ‘People’'s Democratic Revolution’.
No fundamental theoretical question was involved in
the formation of CPI(M) after the split with CPl.

Moving with this ‘self-contradiction crisis drveloped within the
party, centering round the Sino-Indian border conflict. Group squables
were all along there inside the party. The so-called ‘‘revolutionary
group” led by Ranadive which was so long subdued during both Ajoy
Ghosh's and after him Daoge's leadership found an opportunity
before them to organise a sepirate party exploiting the sentiment of

proletarian internationalism of a portion of the rank and file members -

of the party which manifested itself centring round the Sino-Indian
border conflict, came out of the old party branding “Dange Clique”
and “Joshi Clique” as revisionists and formed a new party—the
CPLI(M). I hive dealt at length the history of this party before
the formation of CPI{M) and you have seen that all the present
leaders of the CPI(M) were no less committed to the policies and
political star ds of the old party. Be that as it may, let us now examine
whether the basic theoretical differences which the CPI(M) leadership
claimed to have existéed when they came out of the old party
and formed the new party in 1964, really involved any fundamental
theoretical question or whetber these were merely some d fferences
on tactical questions and in vocabularies which they posed as major
theoretical differences.

In the First Congress of the CPI(M) at Calcutta which they de-
clared as the Seventh Congress in continuation to that of the old
Party, and necessarily carrying its heritage there too while
characterising«the Indian state, they echced the same old formulation
of the rivionists ¢ “It is a bourgeois-land lord srare beaded by the
big bourgeoisie’’. The strategy of revrlution adopted at this Party
Congress remained as b fore the same anti-imperislist, anti-feudal
Peoples’ D-mocratic Revolution. Tn the class aligmment of revo-
luticnary forces, they too, considered the national bourgeoi-ie and
the rich peasants i e. the village jotedars as allies of their revolution.
They even went so far as to mention in their political report of the
Congress that they visualised the possibili'y of a peaceful revolution
The d fference boiled dcwa to this
point only—who compoised these national bourgeoisie ? Were
they to be found within the Congress or outside ? The whole
diference between the two parties was over this assessment. CPI
held that the section within the Congress led by Jawharlal was in fact
representing the nation: 1 bourgeoisie. CPIiM), on the conrrary, took
the stand that the Congre:s as a wbele was a stooge of imperialism, a
callaborator, an orgainisation of the monopoly capitalists having no
place for the national bourgeoisie. But if the national bourgeoisie were
not inside the Congress, then, who are these national bourgeoisie and
what is their political organisation question. CPI(M) lerdership
preferred to keep mum on these very pertinent quéstions.

On the other hand, like the CPI, they too recognised in reality the
existence of an independent state in India, although they did not do it
in writing or in any of their public statemenrs. Besides, the national
bourgeoisie whom both the CPI and the CPI{M considered progressive
and deemed as an ally of their ‘“‘revolution’” —whether with them there
should be a “national front” or a “united front” on issue to issue,
such was the point :Jf their much trumpetted “‘fundamental” difference
at the time of the split.

“Thus it is observed that just as the revisionists did at Palghat the
CPI(M) leaders too, differentiated the national bourgecisie from the
monopoly capitalist class by characterising the latter as ‘‘big bourgeo-
isie’’ and stooges of imperialism. But just now I have made it amply
clear that this *'big bourgeoisie’” whom they are branding as ‘monopoly
capitalist class” the ‘‘collaborators’ with imperialism are none else
than the national bourgeoisie who in fact became transformed into
monopoly capitalist class in course of development of the capitalist
economy of our country. Naturally, by holding the national bour-
geoisie as an ally of their revoluticn, thzir revolution too like that of
the CPI was bound to remain a revolution in verbiage- and in reality
they would continue to practise and remain totally engrossed in
parliamentary politics in spite cf mouthing revolutionary slogans at

in the concrete Indian situation.

the sametime—which has been already very much reflected in their
day to day behaviour. But the Congress which they now depict as
totally reactionary and stooge of imperialism, they would discover in
course of time a section of progressive bourgeoisie in it and would
unite with it at times and oppose at others to suit their exigencv.

[ Later on, the CPI{M) leaders at the Burdwan Plenum admitted
that the influence of the national bourgeoisie on the Indian state and
the government was on the increase. When the Congress split into
two—the “Indicate’ and the ““Syndicate’’—the CPI{M) considered the
Indira wing of Congress as relatively progressive compared to the
“Syndicate’” faction. They hailed the Bank Nationalsation by
Indira Gandhi as a ‘“progressive’” measure and “one step forward"
and even went to conclude that it was the ‘“‘anti-monopoly”, “pro-
people democratic forces” within the Indira Congress that were goining
in strength. Moreover, when the Naxalites coming out of the CPI(M)
stated to propagate the theory of People’s Democratic Revolution on
lines similar to those of the document adopted in 1951 at Madurai,
characterising the Indian state as semi-colonial and semi-feudal and
stated thit the independence of India was merely a formal one,
Ranadive, while combating them through one of his writings even went
so far as to declare that the very national bourgeoisie which had led
the freedom movement was now established in the state power in India.
He thereby admitted that the Indian state instead of being a semi.
colonial, semi-feudal one, is an independent pational sovereign state.
Then how can an independent national state be other than on indepen-
dent sovereign bourgeois state ? But even after observing that the
national bourgeoisie was in the state power Mr. Randive said in his
conclusion that : Hower, the object of our revolution remains anti-
imperialist, anti-feudal—as it was in Midurai. To admit that it is the

(X3 4 P . ..
- “national bourgeoisie which s in thestate power' and tocharacterise in

the next breath that thesame national bourgeoisie is anally of revolution
cannot but raise a pertinznt question as to whether their “revolution”
meaning People’s Democratic Revolution at all implies overthrow of
the present state machine ? Otherwise, how the national bourgeoisie.
which according to Rinadive is in state power, and the rural rich
peasants can be deemed as allies of their revolution ? The answer to
this question should better be left to the theoreticians of Ran.cive's
“standing’’ and his revolutionary compatriots! Thus it is proved
that with regard to the fundamental theoretical questions of revolution
i.e- the question of evaluation of the stage of revolution, characrer of
the state and the alignment of revolutionary class forces, the CPI M)
bad no difference with the CPI at the time of their split nor they have
any now—Addel at the time of publication of the speech in Bengali
baok form—E 1. P. Era. ]

Another  “fundamental difference’, which they used to speak
of very loudly, to be responsible for the split of the party was thit the
CPI(M) considered the Soviet Union as out and out revisionist in the
international sphere and it was the Chinese party that was pursuing’ a
correct revolutionary line. Therefore, the CPI(M) at that time took
a pro Chinese position. But they have changed this position since tben.
Toe CPI{M) now holds that the CPC was correct upto 14th June letter
bat has deviated since then. According to CPI(M), CPC is now
suffering from dogmatism and practising the cult of individusl in
Mao Tse-Tung which has nothing to do with Marxism. They are
saying all these practically in the same manner as of the revisionists,
with slight difference here and there. They are, of course, careful in
coining of words so that the rank and file members cannot detect
that their position has become today, identical with the revisionists.
Their present position is that they are neutral—neither pro-Chinese
nor pro-Soviet. But despite all their hue and cry against revisionism
and despite their anti-Dange slogans, they are, as I have already told,
surreptitiously trying to develop friendship and intimacy with the
Soviet Union. -But because of the opposition of the CPI from out-
side and of their rank and file from inside they have not been

auccessfu‘l yet to proceed much in this direction. Mouthing
revolutionary” slogans agiinst revisionism, they are trying to
befriend those Euiropean parties like the Rumanian Parry—a

party that is more rightist than even the CP>U in its revisionist
outlook. Not only they are maintaining liason with such a party
but both ot them dre very much appreciative of each other. And
even then the Dangeites are revisionists in the eyes of the CPI(M) !

It is, therefore, clear that although the CPI(M) leaders formed a
new party on t.he plea of and raising high sounding slogans about
‘fundamental difference” on theoretical questions with the CPI, they
had, in reality, no such difference. It was mainly due to ’groupv
squabbles that they formed this new party which differed only on
minor tactical approach and certain vocabularies. And whatever
litcle difference the CP1(M) had in there tactical approach with the
CPI at the time of the split it is. almost absent today excepting some
local conflicts here and there manifested in day to day movements.

( To Be:Concluded )
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ON THE PRESENT SITUATION

Peace loving people all over the world have been
seriously wanting a just solution to the Palestinian
problem which was created by the imperialists by
brutally driving away and butchering some two millions
Arab inhabitants from their home land of Palestine,
Whatever might be the history behind the creation of
the state of Israel, the existence of the state of [srael
is now a reality which no right-thinking man can deny.
But the solution to the Palestinian question could have

been found out by accepting

this reality if the

imperialists did not intervene to serve their nefarious

ends.

Centering round the Palestinian question the

imperialists again and again launched wars of aggre-
ssion against the countries of the Middle East with a
view to maintaining and strengthening their control
over this oil rich area of immense strategic importance.
At present the imperialists are speaking of peaceful

solution to the Palestinian

question selling the idea of

formation of a Palestinian state comprising of the West

Bank and the Gaza strip,
move of the imperialists is

But this deceptive peace
nothing but a camouflage

1o serve the same imperialist interest of subjugating
the people of Palestine in particular and of the Middle

East in general.

The Palestinians have
bzen resisting all these
attempts of the imperialists
ard fighting against the
conspiracy hatched out by
t h e imperialist through
Israel. Centering round
the liberation strugele of
the Palestinians a militant
pan-Arabism grew up
among the various Arab
states and this pan-Arabism
played an important role
in anti-imperialist and
specially anti-U.S. imperia-
list struggle. Though it is
a fact that the individual
bourgeois states of
the Middle E st
pursued an internal
policy of suppressing the
progressive movement and
forces yet it was
due to this tide of pin
Arabism that these states
had to maintain
anti-imprrialist stand.
The milicant unity of the
Arab peo ple centering
round the question of the
Palestinians was the greatest
stumbling bl oc k to the
imperialists ia their
nefarious game and so the
imperialists devised a grand
plan to break the Arab
unity on one band and to
corner and sub equently
e iminate on the other hand
tle bardliners—rotably
George Haibash's Popular
Front for the liberation of

Palestine from the
Pailestinian Liberation
Organisation. With this
objective in view the

imperialists pursued the
parrot and stick policy.
lu 1967, the imperialists-
backed Israel badly mauled

the Arab states to which
the Syviet Union fiiled to
supply the necessary
strategic weapons. In’'73
war also Esypt was forced
to accept a most humiliat-
ing ceasefire resoluiion
sponsored by thz USA and
the USSR at the United
Nitions Organisations. In
every succeeding war in the
Muddle E st the role of the
Siviet Union became

gradually clear to the
Arab states and
the Arab states realised

that the Soviet Union was
not ready to help them to
the extent necessary to
force a Cdefeat militarily
on JIsriel. They also
realised that military
involvement brought only
defeat in its trail much to
the di-comfiture of their
o wn 1internal economies.
The above together with the
fsc- that the bourgecis
leadership of these resurgent
nationalist’ countries can-
not play a ¢onsistent anti-
imp:rualist role bzcause of
their cl a ss character in
this epoch, they sought the
help of the U3 imperialists
who could alone control
Israel and thus was in a
position to help the Arab
states in getting bick their
lost territory. With this
aim in view, Mr. Anwar
Sadat of Egypt signed the
Sinai Accord with Israel
at the mediation of the US

imperialists. This wuni-
lateral act of Egypt was
sharply cricicisea by some
ot the Arab states buc it
was the first victory ot the

“step by step”’ policy of the
US  imperialists.  The

imperialists were also
attempting to contain the
Palestinians as unless these
Palestinians are contained
the imperialist policy of
ruling over the Middle Eist
will bz jeopardised. The
different Arab states were
alsorealisin gthat the
Palestinian question could
not be solved militarily
in absence of direct Soviet

backing. So these Arcab
states started thinking
the Palestinian

problem as a thorn in their
way and so they became
eager to somehow solve
this question. The
Palestinians wer e first
driven off from Jardan and
then from Eiypt and then
from Syria and these hap-
less Palestinians were tak-
ing their last refuge in
Lebanon. The imperialists
started their game in
Lebanon to drastically
curtail che fighting power
of the Palestinians. At
first the christian
community was incited to
crack down on the
Palestinians but the toiling

people of Lebanon sided
with the Palestinians and
a bloody civil war ensued.
In this civil war the
toiling people of Lebanon
along with the Pale:stinians
were on the verge of victory
when Syria militarily
intervened to tilt the
military balance in favour
of the phalangist, the
imperialist backed fascist
orginisation. Toe Syrian
atmy butchered the
Palestinians by machine-
gunning the innocent people
and atter )8 months of
cirnage in Lebanon with
69,000 deiths and more
than 50 tatled ceasefire, the
56:h truce agreement was
stgned by the d.ff.rent
Arab States and the
Palestinian representatives
at an Arab summit at
Riyadh. The latest cease-
fire worked 1a the northern
area ot L:binon put in the
southern seccor the
chiristian forces attacked
Muillm towns in the
border area long known as
“Fata lana"”. Under the
terms of t he agreement
signedat Riyadh, the
Palestintan guerillas must
withdraw from the Beirut
area and naturally many
would have to go to
Southern Lebanon. But

the lsraelis are helping the
phalangists of Lebinon
to keep the southern part
of Lebansn free from the
Palestinians. Israel which
has already given arms and
even tanks—38 US built
Shermans and 33 captured
SovietT-545—to the
phalangists, moved serval
steps further. Israeli
helicopters flew ammuni=
tion to christians attacking
the town of Marjiyoun
and ferried out casualties
to lsraeli hospitals.
Israeli paratroops took up
cross roads positions
around Marj.youn to block
off Palestinian reinforce-
ment and lsraelt along the
border provided fire
support to the phalangist
attackers. Icis also
reported that the Israelis
have also provided them
with a navy to
intercept ships heading for
Sidon, the rematning pirt
under the coatrol of the
Palestinians.

The Riyadh Agreement
is a bitter defeat of the
Plestinians. Tne Palesti-
nians suffered losszs on the
battlefie d as well as on the
diplomatic front. The
grand plan to brezak the
Arab unity and to isolate
the hard liners within the
PLO worked well and with
this latter objective the
Sytian Presidznt, Mr. Assad
and the moderite le.der
of the Palestinians Mre.
Arafat sat togzther in the
Syriaa capical and agreed
that the hard line ‘rej.c-
tionist” elemen's in the
Palestiniinmovement
under the leadership of
Hibish were to bz elimi-
nited to ensure prace. To
eliminate the hardliners
from the P.lestinian move-
ment, the moderate lea fer-
ship must be wooed andin
course of his press inter-
view Mr. Aawar Sidit,
the Egyptian President,
disclosed the plan. H:
said that it was important
to cffer the Pulestinians
something that their
moderate leaders could sell
to their own pcople, likea
West Bank-Guzi state. So

small

it Is clear that the idea of

the fractured state of
Palestine is being mooted in
order to blunt the militant
liberation struggle of the
Palestinians by wedzing a
rifc within the PLO and

IN WEST-ASIA

this is being accomplished
by the imperialists with
the help of the leaders of
those very Arab countries
wbich once forged a
militant unity against the
imperialists at the call of
the Palestinian liberation
movement. What a great
set back to the cause of
the Palestinian liberation
struggle | All the peace
loving people of the world
desired that the solution to
the Palestinian question 1is
to he achieved by giving
defeat to the imperialists
through forging militant
anti-imperialist unity of
the Arab people. But this
desire of the peace loving

people of the world is
going to be belied. The
Palestinian  question is

going to be solved through
the mediation of the U.S.

imperialists who have
mooted the idza of the
West Bank-Gaza state.

While commenting on the
civil war in Lebanon in a
previous issue of the Prole-
tariin Era, we apprehended
such a fractured state of
Palestine for the contain®
ment of the Palestinians
and that is perhaps going
to happen now.

Previously on many
occasions we discussed how
the policy of the Sowiet
revisionistleadear hip
helped the imperialist in
giaining coatrol over the
Middle Eist sffuirs. The
milicant  anti-imperialist
tone as refl:cted in the
Su.z episode of the early
fifcies disappeared com-
pletely as the revisionists
usurped the leadership of
Soviet ¢onmuaist party.
Theoush the successive wars
in the Middle Eist, 1t has
been clear that the Soviet
revisioaist leadership does
not want to coafront the
U.S. imperialist in the
Mi1ddle East. In Arab-
Israel war ot ‘67 the deteat
of the Arab countries was
due to the failure on the
part of the Soviet Union
to supply the necessary
strategic arms to them to
combat Israel backed by
the US imperialists with all
the Jacest wespons. The US
impcrialists currectly
sensed the nature ot S.viet
response prior to the
attack and it there was any

{Contd. to Page 5
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NOW

‘“{t's not material
whether the left
defeats the Congress
or the non-lefts’’
—Mrt. Jyoti Basu

“According to informa?
tion received in Cailcu-ta,
the CPIM) leader, Mr.
Jyoti Basu, had a meeting
in D:lhi with some promi-
nent leaders of the West
Bengal Janata Party.
Both Mrc. Bisu and the

Marxist Party's West Bengal
Committee Secretary Mr.
Promode Daisgupta, are
now in Delhi in connection
with the Politburo and
central committee meetings
of the CPI(M).

“Mr. Bisu reportedly
told the West Bangil Janata
feaders that there was
“perfect unanimity” of

views between them as to
the importance of defeating
the Congress. It was
learnt that Mr. Bisu
maintained that “it is not
material whether the left
defeats the Congress or the
non-lefts.

““Mr. Bisu was further
told (by Jinata Party
leaders) that if a poll
alliance was not possible in
West Bengal between
CPI(M) and the Janata
Party there would surely
be an adjustment......Care
would be taken to see that
a Janata candidate does not

contest a Marxist candidate
inany of the 42 West

Bengal seats'.

HindusthanStandard,
27.°1. 77.

AND THEN

<At best (it is) an elec-

tion manoeuvre that

would bring no good
to the people’’

—CPI(M) Polit Bureau

“Tne Polit Bureau of the
CPI(M) notes that the
efforts at forming what is
called a single viable
opposition party have
reached an advarced stage.
“The Congress (O), the
Bharatiya Lok Dil, the
Jana Singh and the Socialist
Party together with a
section of the ‘“Left
Congressmen'' who were
receatly expelled from the
ruling Congress Party......
are reported to have
decided in favour of mersg-
ing thetr respective parties
and groups into a single
political pirty.

“The CPI(M) has never
gub:crib.d and does not
subscribz todiy, to the
formation of a single party
by the amalgamation of
disparate parties, groups
and elements differing in
politics, programme and
outlook in order to con-
front the ruling Congress.
It is neither principled nor
will ic be eaduring, such a
party cannot provide the
.alternative, needed by the
people. At best an election
.manoeuvre that would

bring no good to the
people.
...That was why the

party had refused to have
anything to do wich the

so-called Grand Alliance
formed in the year 197071

and descr.b:d it as another
reactionary combination'’.

[CPI(M) Polit Bareau on
the proposed merger of
four parties—People's
D:mocracy Nov. 7, 1976 ]

“Unable to participate
due to inclusion of
reactionary parties’’

—Central Committee of
CPI(M)

“The C. C. while
according full supporc to
the popular demands and
the movement in Bihar, is
unable to participate in the
Bihar Jina Sangharsh
Saimici or in the All India
Csordmation Conmitree
due to cthe inclu:ion and
active pirtcipation of
avowedly reacionary
parcies Lke the Jina
Sangh, B L. D., Coagress
(O), the policies and
programmes of which are
agalnst the interests of the
people.

“Unfcrtunately, neither
J.P. nor the other left
parties could yet be con-
vinced by our party about
the dangers of associating
with the parties of reac-
tionary opposition and the
need to ex:lude them and
to baild upa left and
democratic alcernative.”

[Rzsolution adopted on
December—4.9.74.  Qa
Bihar Movement ( People’s
Democracy, December
15, 1974 ).

(Contd. from Page 4)
chance of stiff soviet atti-
tude, the US imprialists
would not have dared to
take recourse to such an
adventurous course. But
the UsS imperialists
correctly understood that
the revisionist leadership
of the Soviet Union would
not take any such action
which would bring them in
direct confrontation with
the US imperialists in the
Middle East. The result
was the humiliation of the
Arab world. During the
'73 war also the Soviet re¢
visionist leadership coe*
sronsored with the US
imperialists a most humi+
liating ceasefire resolution
at UN and this was thrust
upcn Egypt at her most
disadvantageous moment.
What will the Soviet re-
visionist leadership answer
if they are charged that
they did it with a view to
give concession to Israel?
Is it not due to their global
policy of hegemonism ?
The policy of thz Soviet
revisionist leadership ulti4

mately bzcime instrumental

in breaking the Arab unity.
Not only that. Progressive
people all over the world
saw with wonder that the
Syrians -were using the
S,viet arms with impunity
against the Palestinians in
Lebanon, whose cause the
Soviet Union was committed
to support. Inscead  of
restraining Syria against
the use of Soviet arms, Mr,
K sygin, the Sovier Premier
was proasing concinued
military aid to Syria at
D.muscus on the day
follow,n2 Syrian invasion
over Lebinon. The Soviet
revistontst leadership failed
to realise where they bad
linded themselves
by pursuing the policy of
hegewoutsm. H:d the Pales-
tinlan liberacwon struggle
been correctdy handied,
a firm unuy of the
Arab people against im-
perialism would have been
torged on the basts of pan-
Arabism and the liberation
struggle of not only the
Palestinians but the people
ot the whole of Miidle East
would have been accelera*
ted also. Itis due to this
week-kneed policy of the
Soviec revistonist leader ship,
that the unity of the Arab
states against imperialism

was shattered and even the
imperialist game of creating
a rift within the PLO by

seggregating the hardliners

and wocung the moderate

leadership, succeeded to

the glee of the imperialists.

The shameless policy of
hegemonism pursued by the

Soviet revisionist leader-

ship turned this excellent

situation pregnant with

immense possibilities into a

victory, albeit temporary,

of the US imperialists.

The anti- imperialist
liberation struggle of the
people of the Middle East
has received a serious

On The Present Situation In West Asia

set back. The dangerous
role played by the Soviet
revisionist leadership isa
lesson not only to the peo-
ple of the West Asia, but
to the oppressed people of
the whole of the world also
who are fighting against
imperialism-capitalism and
all sorts of exploitation
for the liberation of their
respective countries. So
defeat of all trends and
varieties of modern revi-

sionism is an essential
precondition for the
success of liberation

struggle in any country at
the present time.

UTUC (Lenin Sarani) On Recent
Amendment To Bonus Act

Comrade Fatick Ghosh,
General S:cretary, UTUC
( Lenin Sarani) West
Bengal State Committee,
has stated the following on
the recent amendment to
Bonus Act :

“The Bonus ordinance
( subsequently the Act)
that came close on the hue
of the proclamation of
Internal Emergency took
away the hard-earned
rights of the workers to
the minimum rate of bonus
of 84%. Bonus, which had

for decades, been held by
the highest judicial body
in the country, as deferred
wages, was tagged by the
said Act, with productiv.ty
and profi: declared by the
capitalists.  The recent
amendment that comes on
the eve of snap poll, can-

not in our opinion, deceive
the working people as it
does not restore the rightful
had
enjoying fos

claim, the workers
been
decades".

CENTRAL COMMITTE’S APPEAL

( Contd. from Page 1)

“In order to present such a united face of all such
opposttion parcies and forces to meet the actacks on the
democracic r1ghts, values and the peopie by the ruling

pirty, it is incumbent, not

oaly to have an adjustment

ot seats tor deteacing the ruling Congress at the Pools,
buc 1n order to make this defeat purposetul, to adips
also such progranme which would ensure restoracon

and preservauon of civil
rights ot the people.

liberties and democracie

“This necessitates immediate sitting of all such
opposition partes and adopcion ot such prcgramme

the
of

crilcteria
seats

and aso
allotment

that cin genuinely

of
:ch

on the quesuon

r:ﬂ

the present orginisation strengch of diffcrent paircies
necessary to ensure deteat of the ruitng Congress and
also seiecting such cindidates who are genut-e.y honese,
sincere and Jdependable detenders of civil hibercies and

democratic rigats of the

people, upiolding a high

stsndard of democracic values and nocms.

*S,, the Central Committee directs all the state
Committees to explore all avenues to achicve the above

objective’’.

RELEASE ALL POLITICAL PRISONERS

(Contd. from Page 1)
authorities for another
round of interrogation.

Comrades, J- James, V.
Natarajan and Jailaluddin
have been asked not to
leave station without
intimating the local police
authorities.

Qver and above, it is
to be mentioneld chat in
the District of Quilon all

public collections have
been banned. In fact
public collections has
recently been  banned
throughout the entire state
of Kerala. It may be
recalled that in our issue
dated 1st October 1976 we
had referred to the treat-
ment which was meted
out to our party by the
Kerala Government.
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Neo-Malthusian Bogey—
A Sign Of Decay Of Capitalism

The world capitalist order has been in the vortex
of very many problems generated by the very exploita-
tive system, the symptoms of which are manifesting
in mounting unemployment, fast growing poverty of

the masses, food crisis etc.

These are in fact the signs

of decay of capitalism which is moribund and has been
passing through third phase of intense crisis which is

overall crisis.

Faced with this crisis and mounting discontent of
the people, the bourgeois politicians ar2 digging up
all sorts of obscurantist and obsolete ideas, old and
discarded theories of the past in their bid to conceal
the basic failure of the capitalist system which they

are defending.

Otherwise, how can the neo-Malthusian School stage
a come-back to-day with all the air of solemnity in the
bourgeocis world and more particularly in the so-called
developing countries, with the bogey that ‘population

explosion’

is standing as
fighting the chronic ills of unemployment,
problems and poverty of the masses etc.

the main hindrance in
food
Who does

not know that the theory of Malthus in regard to
growth of population ‘was proved wrong in as inuch
as it failed to establish validity of its contention that
effective demand of the population (return of nature
on productive labour of man) does not increase in
proportion to the increase of population? - It is a
contention that has been falsified by concrete ex-
perience of history, discarded once even by the bour-
geois economists apart from the severe lashings it

received from Karl Marx, the great teacher

proletariat.

It may appear some?
what perplexing as to why
the bourgeoisie of the
present era are to fall back
on this di:carded theory
but the reason for it is not
far off to sezk. As we
know, in the changed
condition in the era of
moribund capitalism, the
bourgeoisie are adopting
such methods with the sole
motive of protecting the
crisis-ridden ca.pita list
economy and the state by
concealing trom the people
the root cause of such
chronic problems as those
of unemployment and food
etc. obtaining 1n varying
degreesin bourgeois
countcries.

What is
argament of
Malthusian

the so-called

the  neo-
lobby  now
active in tue bourgeois
worid ? Taough nothing
new, it chews the cud that
a rapid rise in popuiation
growth is the villain of
the piece so much so that
all the developments, said
to bhave been made, have
been more than offset by
this single factor.

In order to show the
‘fallacy and utter hollowness
of the contention, in our
opiaon, n.t much serious

of the

discourse. is needed but
some concrete facts will be
enough.

Just take the eximple
of our country. Hecre as
one journal comm-:nets :
“The government continues
to be baffled by the
problem of plenty in food-
grains. Surely, this is an
advancement tor a country
wich at least some 250
millions people subsisting
at varying levels of
starvatton.”

{Economic & Political
Weekly December 11, '76.)

So, cin it be validly
argued that because of the
high populatton ngure of
the councry, the people
are not getting adequate
food ? This type ot argu-
ment one could hear be-
tore. Bat 1n the context
of bare tacts that on the
one hand there is huge
accumulation ot food
stocks and on the other the
peopie have NO means to
have adequate quantity
ot tood, thuse who repeated
this so-called loglic now
teel sLy tO repeat 1t any

more. This smgle tact
speaks more than one
thing. It shows that

whether there 15 good stock
position of foad or not,

this has no relevance to
the common people as they
have no means to purchase
the most essential thing
like food. It means that
the people are in a social
system which fails to ensure
either adequate purchasing
power or an essential
article like food. It is,
therefore, the absence of a
social means which ensures

distribution of essential
articles to the people
through a  widespread

public distribution system
and a productive system
that ensures employment
of full human resources that
are responsible for the
paradox of plenty amidst
yawning poverty. Has' it
got anything to do with
the rate of population
growth ? Why this paradox
of plenty of food when’
millions go hungry? Do
the neo-Malcthusians dare
face this question? We
are afraid they would
rather avoid meeting this
question straighte Why?
Because, to face the ques-
tion they will have to be
confronted with the insolu-
ble buc 1inherent contradic-
tion of a capitalist eco-
nomy. What 1s that?
Thoe bourgeois politicians
and their real masters, the
monopolists exhort - the
working people for increa-
sing the producction but
when there 1s even meagre
increise in production, the
selt- contradiction - of the
bourgeols productive
system becomes ali the
more appatent. The
workers facein larger
number, loss of employ-
mentc due 'to lay-off, lock-
out, closure of facrories.
The bourgeoisie call it
‘over production’, the
actual meaning of which
is not that the pro-
duction has been far more

than cthe social requirement

but that the market or the
purchasing power of the
masses has becn proved too
inagequate to absorb even
that meagre increase of
production. The problem
is che same—glut ot pro-
ductsbutnosuflicient
buyers in the counters.
The same picture—may it
in the case of the agricul.
tural products or industrial
goods,. But the irony is

famished nation ?

that the working people
are to hear almost daily
the very many virtues of
production increases
whereasin bourgeois
society it brings no boon
to them, rather it accen-
tuates their miseries. So
the villain of the piece is
not the rate of population
growth but the very capi-
talist productive system.
This plain and simple
truth, the defenders of
capitalism want to conceal
from the masses.

That is why, Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh, our great
departed leader and teacher
and an outstanding Marxist
phiiosopher and thinker of
the era counterposed the
nec-Malthusian hacks by
pointedly showing that :

What these gentlemen
contend can at all deserve
any consideration, if and
when they give satisfactory
explanations as to why, in
any bourgeois country, it
has not been possible to
modernise and mechanise
fully with -most advanced
technique the agricultural
operations in order to
c_onstamly uplift the
standard of living of the
masses as also to meet the
growing needs of industry ;'
not only this, how is it
that the bourgeoisie 1is
resorting  to obsolete
techniques and smali-tarm-
ing? As to why it has
not been possibie to stop
corruption 1n administra-
tion as also wasteful ex-
penditure on military
budget or big shows that
Neltuer give prestige nor
any proper defence to any
As to
why it has not been pcssi-
ble to put to entire use,
the full productive capacity
of the industry ? As to
why 1n a bourgeois country
like ours, it has not yet
been possible to nationilise
the foodgrains trade so as
t0 ensure minimum re-
quirement ot this e:sential
item to all, free trom
speculative profit ? Does
population factor stand in
any way In meeting all
these? Certainly not.
But on the other hand they
are the symptoms of the
very limitations and con-
tradiccions ot the caplaa-
list syscem ¥%hich has tailed
historically to solve and
moresolnits present
moribund scage. That 1is
the reason for which the

neo-Malthusians dread
these very pertinent ques-
tions to face and answer
squarely. ‘

Now, take another
instance. Anybody con-
versant with facts are well
aware that a leading bour«
gecis  country like the
Great Britain where the
rate of population, of late,
has touched zero, faces also:
a glaring paradox, much
to the chagrin of the
neo- Malthusians. The peo-
ple of this land witness.
that at a time of zero rate
of population growth not
only that the rate of un+
employment has touched
the highest ever figure but.
that the trend shows no
sign of abatement, rather
shows farther. drift. What.
is the answer to this phe-
nomenon ? The answer
lies in the historic reasons.
Capitalism is in decay, it
is outliving and that it is
failing historically to meet
the growing needs of social
development. This failure
of the system is appearing
intheparadoxes. A
paradox also for a system.
which had at one time the
sky as the limit for
expansion or growth with
all the dynamics ot life but
to-day is afraid of expan-
sior, afraid of growth
other than maximum
profits.

As against all these
sordid experiences of a
sick bourgeois world, let
us now have a new exper-
ience from socialist China
—a country of 800 million
people, the most populous.
country in the world that
started . its journey of
emancipation of the masses
from poverty, hunger and
degradationallaround,
with the burdens of
centuries at its back. But
within so short a span of
time, this country has
freed itself from famine,
unemployment, inflition
and foreign debt. Haive
they ever posed that the
population factor is the
most serious hindrance to
their advancement ? No,
never they have made the
population question as the
focal point. They have
however, rightly sorted
out their problem which
is the removal of the
exploitative rroductive
system and Teconstruction
of their economy on the

(Contd. to Page 7)
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PROMISE OF WELFARE AND THEN

It is only four years
back that people heard the
Prime Minister exhorting
the business community of
adopting a ‘new
economics’. She was
telling : ‘“‘development
goals should not aim at
proliferation of consumer
gocds or services which
benefit only a certain
section but must be—
defined in terms of pro-
gressive reduction and
eventual elimination of
squalor and inequality, of
malnutritions and disease,
of illiteracy and unemploy-
ment. We must think
in terms of minimum goods
and services which areto
be provided to the common
man. In order to eliminate
the worst manifestations
of poverty.”

In order to give effect
to this line - of thinking, in
the drafec Fitth Plan there
was a ‘‘national programme
of minimum needs”. The
PROGRAMME declared
asits objective: *a
minimum level of social
consumption for different
areas and sections of the

community", covering
elementary education,
rural health, nutrition,

rural water supply, rural
roads, house-sites for land+<
less, s ] u m improvement,
rural electrification etc.
The importance of this
prcgramme was highlighted
in the Plan dccument in a
seperate chapter,
“Objectives and Policy-
frame for the Fifth Plan’.

It was stated there:
“‘one of the basic objectives
of the Plan is to raise the
consumption levels of the
lowest 30 percent of our
population.”

Now although three of the
fifith Five-year Plan years
have run, the final version
that has only very recently
been given to it, has left
the high objective i.e. the
national programme of
minimum needs as well as
the chapter on objectives
on policy-frame mentioned
above.

The size of the plan has
been pruned to a consider-
able extent in so far as
outlays on the welfare
measures are concerned.
The total outlay amounts
to Rs. 39,303 crores ie.
only 5% higher than the
dratt plan figure which
hardly compensates the
inflicion rate. However,

let us see how the final
allocations are made. -

The outlay on education
has suffered reduction as
much as by Rs. 441 crores,
from Rs 1,726 crores in the
draft-plan to Rs 1,285 cr.
i.e. by over one-fourth.
The outlay on elementary
educatisn has got the slash.
ing most in as much as the
outlay has come down from
Rs 743 cr. to Rs 410 cr. or
by 45%. It will be interest-
ing to note in this connec.
tion the importance that
was once placed on it in
the draft plan :

“Apart from being a
constitutional obligation,
the provision of universal
elementary education is
crucial for spreading mass
literacy, which is basic
requirement for economic
development, modernisation
of the social structure and
the effective functioning of
democratic institutions. It
also represents an indis-
pensable first step towards
the provision ot equality of
opportunity to all citizens.
Elementary education has
therefore, been given a
high priority in the Fifth
Plan”. But this is no
longer.

The same position is
with the health programme.
The outlay on it has been
reduced from Rs 796 crores
to 682 crores i.e. a reduc-
tion by 14%. Drastic
curtailment has been made
in the nutrition programme
in as much as while the
draft programme provided
Rs 400 crores it has been
reduced to Rs 116 crores
in the final plan-outlay.
It may be of interest to
note what the draft plan
had to say on this
programme : ‘‘In order to
attack the problem of
malnutrition at its root it
will be necessary to take
care of pregnant women,
lactating mothers and pre-
school children of the
weaker sections."’

The ‘drafc-plan there-
fore proposed: ‘“‘to extend
the nutrition programme
substantially during the
Fifth Plan period so as to
create Dbetter nutriticn
facility for pregnant women,
lactating mother, and pre-
school children of weaker
sections.’”’

Similarly, the allocation
on social welfare
covering programmes of

family and child welfare of
the handicapped, bas been
reduced to Rs 86 crores
from Rs 229 crores,
origi_nally proposed. The
outlay on urban develop-
ment has been reduced
from Rs. 4716 crores to
Rs. 3458 crores or by well-
over one fourth. In the
draft, these programmes
constituted 126%  but
have now been reduced to
only 8.8%. Perhaps this
is in consonance with the
spirit of the government's
recent pronouncements
and declarations. And
after all consistency is a
rare commodity in bour-
geois politics and it is
becoming rarer nowadays.

It is in this background,
BLITZ comments: “We
find it hard to believe that
Rs. 50 crores has been
allocated in order to
modernise the police force
in the country, whilst only

Rs. been
prgvided in the Fifth Plan

8 crores has

for rehabilitation of
destifute children whose
number runs into several
thousands.”"—Decem b e r,

11, '76.

WHO PROFITS BY PRICE HIKE

The economy of our
country guided by the law
of monopoly capitalism

has been plagued by inflas
tionary trend tor a decade,
more virulancz of which
was witnessed in later

Neo-MaIthusian four or five years. In order

Bogey

(Contd. from Page 6)

basis of socialist law of
production. What is of
cardinal difference, there-
fore, is the basic superiority
of the sccialist system. It
is the scientfic socialism
that alone has provided
the historic answer to all
the paradoxes and contr-
adictions, the bourgeois
world suffers from.

That is why, when
stagnancy becom es the
very order ot the day in
the bourgeois sy s tem,
socialist system, in the true
sense of the term, shows
its vitality and dynamism
by actually calling the
bluff to the neo-Malthusians
and all other variants of
prophets of decay and
gloom in the bourgeois
world.

to conatn inflition, the
government adopted a
packageof programme
said to be antr-u.flitionary
some eighteen monchs back.
One ot the claims of
success 1n support ot emer-
gency measures that un-
like other capitalist coun-
trtes, we have been able
to contain iuflition. But
this ciaim no longer sounds
weli because there has been
a continuous rise In Index
numbers and the wholesale
price 1udex algne has regis.
tered a sharp increase by
11 percent. This develop-
ment has put even those
to a somewhat embarassing
situition who clamoured
most about the succe:s or
the talisman ot the pacak-
age programme Wwhich
however, not very long,
remained  package. For
while curbs on the wages
and incomes of low-paid

wage earners and salaried
employees remained that
on the industrialists and
businessmen were lifted.
Hwever that is a separate
Story.

But fact remains that
private corporate sector
has been reaping fabulous
rate of profit at the cost
‘of poor wage earners. A
recent study of the Reserve
Bank of India (BANK's

Bulletin— Jully '76) covering
1,650 companies (wich paid
up ceapital of Rs. 5 lakhs
and more) shows that
while the value of produc-
tion rose by 28.9%, profits
after tax rose by 35.1%
in 1974 75. In the previous
year also the rate ot profit
after tax was 21.19% where
as the value of output
being 11.2%

In both the years, how-
ever, the prosperity of the
private sector was not be.
cause of any appreciable
increase of output or other
efficiency but due to
pricing policy which caused
high inflationary trend in

the economy. The Reserve
Bank study shows :

First, the inflationary
conditions in 1973-74 and
74-75 were as much as the
index number of wholesale
prices rose by 22 7% in the
latter year over the rise of
23.1% in the previous year.
The index of manu-
facture groups rose 16.4%
and 23.8% respectively.

Secondly, the beneficial
impact of the rise of prices
were reaped by the indus-
trialists-monopolists.  So,
while the value of produc-
tion of the 1,650 companies
studied by the R.B.I. rose
by 28.6 percent or by Rs.
2,757 crores, their profit
before tax rose by 36.8%
or Rs. 273 crores and their
after tax profit rose by Rs.
135 crores or by 35.1%.
One point comes out
unmistakably from this
study that the private cor-
porate sector deliberately
pushed up price by with-
holding supplies fcom the
market. This is evident
from the fact that some of

the companies or groups
of companies pushed up
inventory accumulation of
finished goods although
they reaped high margin
of profis. Take for
example the companies of
chemicals and products
group. They  increased
their profits before tax by
54.1% and after tax by
52.4% at the same time
their inventory of finished
goods went up by 61.5%.

Thirdly, in this inven-
tory build-up of these
companies reaping super
profits, the commercial
banks including the
nationalised banks played
the prominent role in pro-
viding funds, to these
companies. The 1650 com-
panies under the study,
got the total borrowings
jacked up by 21.4% and
their short term borrows
ings by 24%. Thus even
after nacionalisation of
banks the private corporate
sector has no difficulty in

(Contd. to Page 8)
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cornering bank finance as
in the past.

Fourthly, inflation has
further shifted the distri-
bution of the earnings

from the poor and fixed

income earners to the
capitalists. While there
has been ercsion of real
purchasing power of the
former, their share over
value of production has
been on the decline.
D:acline in the share of
remuneration paid to the
‘employees in the value of
production has been to
14.8 p.c. in 1374.75 from
155 p.c. in 1977-74. By
contrast, operating profits
as a percentage of value
of production rose during
the same period, from
§.7% to 6.2%. Employees'
remuneration for the 1650
campanies under the study
of RBI rose by 23.2%
whereas operating profits
rose by 349%, profits
before tax by 36.8%, and
profits after tax by 35.1%
in the same period ie.
during 1974 75. The wor-
king class index registered
a sharp rise by 268% in
1074 75. This was the
posiction before the internal
emcrgency was considered
to have arisen. However
the fact comes out in bold
relief that however much
the trade union movement
be accused or for that
matter the workers are
point:d out for their
unjustified demands that
is said to have been res-
ponsible for the state of
economy, concrete facts
show otherwise. As the
RBI study sh ows that
declining trend of worker’s
share in the value of
product is not a new
ptenomenon in as much as
it was only 17.8% 1n 1960-
61 and 17.9% 1. 1C€5-66.

The position of the
working people can easily
be 1magined. The measures
said to have been taken
to contain ipfl tion are
directed against rise in
mcney wages as also the
provision of bonus the

workers have been enjoying
for more than two decades,
as partial comrensation of

Ban On Students’ Union Election

According to a recent
directive issued by the
Central Government the
students will no longer be
able to elect their student
unions in the context of
Emer gency. This will
remain effective till the
Central Government
receives a communication
from the State Govern-
ments concerned.

The rights to elect
students unions and con-
duct student movements
on the basis of democratic
student organisations have
become part of our
educational life since the
days of British Rule when
this right was attained by
the student community
through arduous struggles.
Student Unions are suppo-
sed to stand for just
demands of the students,
like resisting increase of
tuition fees, fighting
against various corruptions
in the educational insti-
tutions and high-handed
attitude of the authorities
affecting the students.
These are essential for
creating proper academic
atmosphere. This is the
minimum that the students'
unions should do.

Despite the fact that
the students’ unions have
recently become the play-
ground of the ruling party
more or less everywhere,
the creative role of the
students with their bright
mental faculties open to
newer and newer higher
thoughts is fast finding
recognition in the society
at large and itis for this
reason that participation
of studznts in the acade-
mic and administritive
affiirs of educational
institution has become
an accepted democratic

erosion in real wages The
wcrkers are divested of
any means to resist ons-
laughts against their
standard of living by the
exploiting capitalist class.
The resulc is obvious
enough. The inexorable
law of capitalism is asser-
ting from the reverse
direction ard finding its
expression in over-deepe-
nirg recessionary trend
in the economy.

principle in our country
as also elsewhere. But for
many years we can observe
how in s>me capitalist
countries, as the capitalist
productive system becomes
enmeshed in even deepen-
ing and acute crisis the
same bourgeoisie who once
upheld democratic norms
and principles are bringing
in all out fascisation cu-
rtailing the freedom and
right of the people and
trampling urder foot all
democratic norms. The
same holds true for the
educational spheres;
educational institutions
are fast losing their
autonomy while wvarious
restrictions are imposed
and students have less
and less say in any matter.
Besides, these countries
being class divided, mani+
festation of antagonistic
class contradiction are
found even in this field of
people’s life. The more the
ruling bourgeoisie is
facing crisis after crisis
the more they are taking

resorttopatronising

organisations of
own choice to
protect their interest
even through coercive
suppresion of democratic
rights of the students.
Tais has been a pet
pattern in mcst of the
capitalist countries——deve-
loped or underdeveloped.

studants’
their

At the time of freedom
movement it was our
experience that the
students and youths played
great part  in the
struggle against foreign
oppression and exploita-
tion in this country.
Being imb/bed with newer
ideals and newer meaning
of life they came out
of the ¢ducational insti-
tute leaving th:ir career
and played a most glorious
part in these struggles.
Thais parucipation of
stucents in the pational
liveration movement and
their political rights were
then upheld by the
naticnal bourgeoisie who
inspite of many weaknesses
and compromises had at
that time progressive
aspiration for national
independence. But cnce
inderendence was won

th ey had established their

sway by snatching
away those democratic
rights which they once
stood for. This bas be-
come necessary to guard
and defend the very
exploitative capitalist
system from the
wrath of the exploited
masses. The problem is
now, therefore of doing
away the capitalist system
of production and establi-
shing the socialist system.

This brings us to the
question of organising
students' movement. in the
perspective. of correct
base political line of anti-
capitalist socialist revolu-
tion buillt up on the
edifice of higher cultural
and moral standard. But
it is our sad experience
that leaving aside this
great task set before those
student organisations who
claimthemselves as
communists, the students'
orgarisations  of our
country led by the so-called
big lefc parties did not
even feel the minimum
necessity of building up
students’ movements on
sound democratic basis
and to inculcace
among the students a high
cultural standard even
during their hay day.
Raiher what they pracused
was just the ocher way
round. In facc the pro-
gressive and revolutlonary
students’ organisations of
our country today are
paymng for the past
misdecd ot such big lett
organtsatlons. Judged 1n
this coniext it can be
ciearly uncerstood why
they have noc been able
to come torward to buwid
any «ffcctive procest up on
leslstance aga.nst such
undemocrdtic aecision of
the power that be.

Comrade Chhaya
‘Mukherjee, General Sec-
retary, AIDSO strongly
protested agalnst  this
immediately  after tais
decision was made known
and urged upon ali con-
cerned to build up a
mighty and united student
movement to deterd and
guard the hard won demo-
cratic rights of the
students.

Statement of
UTUC
(Lenin Sarani)

Calcutta 19th January
1977: In a statement
issued tothe Press,
Comrade Sudhindra Kumar
Pramanik, President, All
India Committee UTUC
(Lenin Sarani) said:
“Parliamentary democracy,
in which the Prime
Minister, Mrs. Gandhi has
reiterated her firm faith
in her broadcast announc#
ing General Election in
March, demands immediate
withdrawal of the long
continued Emergency and
undemocratic restrictions
on democratic freedom of
press, speech and asso-
ciation ard release of
political prisoners of all
political parties, Trade
Union Bodies and other
mass organisations at least,
inorderto promote a
democraticandnon-
repressive atmosphere
suitable for any such
parliamentaryiree
election”'.

PRESS
CLIPPING

Prime [linister holds

Bonus system “i.logical™

Mrs. Indira Garcdhi,
while inauguraung a
natonal convention 1n New
Delni, on producuvity
orginised by the National
Proguctuvity Council, asked
industry to think 1a terms
of having “long term
productivity agreements'
g1ving 1ncentive to labour
and siald some eariier
deci:ions which had been
bampering efficiency, had
now been currecied. It
needed, tfor Instance,
courage to change the basis
ot bunus and to 1ink 1c wich
producuviy. She said,
“we know that miny sec-
tions of workers will not
like this decision and that
toere wili be no shortage
ot peopie to provoke them.
However, we also realised
that it we do not change a
basically 1llogical sicuation,
we will only create more
trouble for the tucture.”

—Statesman 11. 11. 76.
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