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Our first issue, we are happy to 8aY, arouded a critical respon=
ge from readers. The comments were on the whole favourable, but se-
aknessea in the articles were pointed out. For example, the
feudalism had not mentioned that the Catholic church was
‘Burope and Greek ofthodoxy in the east. This was

i

i on why the agrarian systems in the two parts of
ope were so different. Many readers also felt that Mandel's ar-
le was too abatract and aifficult, but this was balanced by oth-
b 4t was too simplistic and narrow in its focus. But the
t that we cannot go into all the political and so-
1 aspects of the debate. We will 1limit ourselves to essen-
1gating the economic "laws of motion" of the USSR.
rom Kanpur criticised the first two points of our pro-
. He stressed that though India was basically
: of feudalism which we should
purpose of the articles on feu-
1 the pre-capitalist agrar-
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tutionalised corruption mens these norus are con-

4 and structures behave in a correspondingly ar-
s more dangersus for a pesically bourgeois de-
ritarian atate like Chile.

suthority. Instd
s#istently floute
bitrary menner. This i

like India than for am autho

nooratic state
o state {s a superior form of bour=-

Third, 2 brurgeois denocrati
geols rule o authoritarianisn, because it rules not merely thro-
ugh the threat of foree, but through'the partial consent of the op-

pressed sasses who elect particular representatives of the bourgeo-
sie to power. The relationship of exploitation between classes i3
thus magked, Though the Indian masees are cynical about corruption
among politicians, the "Antulay affair" dramatigses the scale of co-
rruption and reminds the people how real it is. Thus their respect
for bourgeois politicians and institutions is further undermined.
This worries those who believe that strengthening the bourgeois de-
mooratic state is the best way to peintain the class rule of the
bourgeoisie. -

o) The split in the CPI and the shift by a majority wing under Raje
~ghwar Rac towards the CFM further consolidates the position of the
CPM as the domimant force on the Indian left. A proper characterisa
-tion of the CPM is one of the most important tasks facing Indian
revolutionaries. It has many thousands of cadres who rightly or weo
-ngly beleive that the party is trying, or can be made, to bring
about revolutiocnsry change. It is not a bourgeois party but a wor-
kers' ome. It has a strongly reformist orientation but account nust
be taken of internsl divisisns. A ~inority section headed by Promoad
Dasguptais oprosed to applying the "left and democratic®ifront stra
-tegy in ¥. Bangal, though it does not clearly oppose this as a na-
tional strategy. The CPM subscribes to 2 programme of revolution by
stages, which is used to justify its present polidies. The leader-
ship of the party says, therefore, that its sctions are im no way

@ deviation from its revilutionary ain. Obviously we have to assess
the character of the CPM's programme and its effects when put into
praotice. This s the subject of our editorial below.
EDITORIAL ,

Since !
o B e e
seabers in Kerale and 43,000 in ¥. e 5150
vl e m: , qu years later the Crll
=9¥s, €rs, w lu.mn!:gemg -!d Wm W.Bengal.

But the CPM 1s still s dasically regional party. It has around 44,000
sesbers in Andhra Pradesh, but is ificent elsewhere. But ov

Kerala, th-
g. (1) ir
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! i ile aining committ-
many activists who have been inithe cru, while remaining coom
solitics, now prefer to remain sutside it.

1emocratic" front ie.

lisas-

ed to revolutionary

¢ Meaft and
The CPM's n¢ £ "left and

nate nag had a

Congress(S) and Ja

a ance with the
g yrted the agitations for

trous political impact. The CPM has suppce : ;
u - P an mmerci- e a -

higher procurement prices for foodgrains and commerci g I )Yg,‘

caugse of its strategy of alliande with kulaké agcinat so-called

; the

feudal landlords and rich peasanis. But such agitations hurt ©
fnterests of the rural po'r and he landless. One¢ cannot cqual}y
or at the same time beneflt thoge wko gell food (kulaks) and those
who have to buy it (poor pessants and 1andless labourers). The wea-
knesses of this strategy will become clearer when we examine the
Left Front's (LT) agrarian programme in W.Bengal. Furthermore, this
nleft and democratic" front strategy
what it wanted--- 2 breakthrough in the Hindi- spe

has failed to give the CPM
aking heartlands

of India,
But in upholding this strategy, the CPK has had

the Janata and Congress(S) represent the "non-monopoiy" and
unlike the Cong.(I).

to argue that
"non-

authoritarian" sections of the bourgecisie,
Just how ridiculous this analysis is, has been shown by the mass
desertions of Cong.(S) members, MLAs and MPs to the Cong.(I). In
Kerala, where 2 "left and democratic" front (CPM and Cong.(8) are
the biggest partness ia the alliance) holds state power, the Cong.
(8) 4s on the verge of bringing down the government. It could even
join hands with the Cong.(I).

The CPM it seems hag not learnt the lesson of 1970 when the
Bangla Congress brought dowvm the "united front" government in W.
Bengal. The fect is that any strategic alliance or so-called "uni-
ted front" with bourgecis parties puts the workers' parties like
the CPM, CPI, RSP etc. in hostage to bourgeois forces. These forces

can bring down the "left and demecratic" front government whenever
it 1ikes eg. when it thinks the left parties are moving too far to
the left.
Furthermore, 1n}orde: to forge such a front, the workers' parti
-es to compromise over the common programme with the bourgeois
forces, otherwise the latter will not be part of the front. Instead
of being able to use governmental power to promote a systematic shi
=ft to the left, the workers' pa~ties have to sha=e res onsibilit
for maintaining bourgeois policies. Thus in Kerala, the CPM allawed
locpholes inte the Land Ceiling Bill so that landowners could "giftn
surplus lands to whom they liked.
& The LF government in W.Bengal which excludes all bourgeocis par-
t:a lapdistmcuy superior to the "left and democratic!" front stra
Anygz;IO::n:; ::sg:pta and his supporters are right in this respect
¢ Centre to bring down the L¥ \
: ; government in W. -
gal I:net be.oppoeed by all revslutioneries. e
. ? $
¥im, p:g:-.iupﬁ eﬁvemsem has nbt been able to do much for the ur
Tise continuausly, erruption is ram
gooda are unobtainable, public transpors = pesto
sport is chaotic etc.--- g4 hag

s
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cos® in implementing its agrarian programme, This was
ause unlike paat “wdited front" governments in W.
Sut this fact alao allows us

. - e Dod
Seagal, this wos purely a left fromt.
T 1 ¥ the deficiencies in the CPM's prograsme itself
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¢ how extromely cautioésly the leadership behaves
doth with Mspect to what it does and doea pot dol

The dasic flaw in the LP's agrarian programe stems from the
SPl'e delief in & “stages™ theory--- that this is the period of
rlor to carry cut a dourgeals revo
We SO ita strategy for the coufitryside ie stromgly pro-kulak,
ladourers, poor peasants must unite with kulaks against so
fenfal lamdlords and rich peasants. This perspective coaple
1s t© grasp what is happenimg in Indlsn agriculture and di
ppressed raral classes. The major

duiliing “peoples demacracy” in

™

-saras rewlutionaries and the ¢
eXploiting class in the countryside today is the kulaks. But it is
ouly & amall minority secticn within the CPM which is even beginni-
2 to think along such limes.

The CPN's approach is politically very dangercus because it me-
fns the party is trying to strengthen the very class which should b
s weakenod! This is the result of the CPMs support to the Sharad Joshi
' fyPe movements and %o the Lok Dal. Because of this false and dange-
!' Toas eriemtation, the LP government in ¥.Bengal avoids imposing an:
Agricultural tax om the raral rich, It even removed the one tax---
! & Tory moderate paddy levy--- which the previcus Congress adninist-
. ratioms uwsed '» collect!

The LP alsc does not take “p 83 a patter of policy the fssue of
2ARImm wages for the landless labourers. The Centre fixed a statu-
tory sinisum wage of Rs. 8.10 per day in 1975, which allowing for
subsequent inflation should now be Bs. 12 per day. There are few vi
~llages in W.Bengal where the rate is adove Rs. 8 per day. Usually
it £3 less.In those villages where there has been at least some wage
Tise, CPN calres have often played the major role in bringing this
about. But this has been done through medjation, through persuading
the rich raral eaployers to concede Some small rise. Class struggle
2ethods have been deliberately avoided. The fact is that not anml
so-ocalled landlords on rich peasants, dut the niddle-size kulak :nr
S@ers are extremely hostile to raising labourer's wages to even th
::::u:or:;nlniaun level. Thus in the CPM's "united front® for the ;
M"?b;e;n:::f::::-rens of the mOSt oppressed rural classes .. .
1‘.‘l::d:et us look at what the LP governnent has tried to do---

Stridution, provision of credit to the rural poor, food

' &Cres are stil) available for distribution. Thus we can
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see both how limited the whole progranme of land redistribution
13 in India, and the relatively better | »f W.Bengal co-
spared ¢t the ther states.

But the experience of all land redistributicn
without institutionalising credit and other forms of
new owners, the lands quickly rewvert b
other. But the LF government h
poor. Only 5 percent

erformance

schemes is that
help to the

f the rural
1is failed ¢
f bar-

k to control
rich in one way ot the
institutdonalise credit to the rural
gndars and the new owners of jistributed land have been brought

under such oredit schemes. Usury and merchent capital still reign

CoO=-

gsupreme in the countryside and thrive on the fact that land hold-

{ngs are small and acattered. Thus land consolidation through

sperative forms of ownership forn poor peasants and landless would
solving this problem of credit. These
ss labourers

have to be a pre-condition t«
develop-

co-operative forms would express the alliance of landle
and poor farmers. But the CPM does not try to promote the
ment of such lower forms of collective property ownership as co-oj
-eratives now. It overestimates the degree of so-called feudal ex-
ploitation and underestimates the degree to which money capital in
the hands of the merchants/rural rich has penetraged into the coun
-tryside. Because it clings to the"stages" theory, it also clings
to the vision of small property ownership as the path of salvation
for the rural poor. The one positive sign is thot there ars people
within the CPM who are beginning to rethink about these issues,
their influence is marginal.
In *the various food for work programmes set up by the LF go-
vernment, each participant is given Rs. 1 perday plus 2 kg. of
grain. 5.3 crore mandays extra were generated in 1978-79 and 5.4
crore mandays extra in 1979-80. If we assume that 2ll the landless
labourers (25 # of the rural population or 33 lakhs) had particips
=ted then each ._household would have had ten extra days of work a
year. Since not all the unemployed took part, in actual fact each
household member involved in the Progrannes gained considerably mo
Tre days of work, Again, Wwe see that the LF government has carr-
:;: :::e:h:::t:r:S::::::n::chBizr:hsincerely and.effectivoly than
. €@ programme is now faltering ba
-dly. The CPM says this is because the Centre is not giving it eno
ugh foodgrains from its surplus gtocks. But this excuse, though c;:
rrect, is itself very revealing! The LF government fn effect wants
:::irlzh ::rplus-praducing farmers in the other states to give more
R to the bourgeois centre so A ‘
it to & grateful LF regime so tha:h::e;hza;a:zzZOE:ntzge:uizingfgi-
But there ig nothing to stop the LP gevernment fron imposing a e :
on the rich farmers in W.Bengal and from this accunulated g—: hevy
=Ty on the food for work progranmes efrectively regardle o ? i
r0sity from the Bentre. The CEM does not even thini of f8§ gfigene;
-+ a00 4 i
be“:::a::;:::;l::yt:: :uanco with the kulakg, i
ch acclained "Operation Barga". OB ena-

bl -
ed 5 of th on ba!g.d.t #ister ed tene.ncy
d ()‘ the 2 ﬂilu is to secure re, 3
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St A
-tually gave rise to feudaliam.

In; Feudalism )
The first Indian Marxist to clearly refer to the growth o

feudalism in India was B.N.Datta.But it was only after independen-
ce that the discussin gsined mougentum. Kosambé then introduced the
idea of the two stages of Indian feudalism---- feom 'above' and 'be~
low'. According to him, around 1 A.D. the simple structure of the
closed peasant economy was disturbed. The kings began to tr-
ansfer their revenue collection and administrative ri-hts over land
to subordinate chiefs who were in direct contact with the peasantry.
This is what Kosambi calls 'fuedaliem from above'. It reached an ad
-vanced stage during the period of the Guptas and King Harsha.

At a later stage, & class of landowners developed from within
the village. This strata gradually began to weild armed power over
the local population. This Kosambi calls 'feudalism from below'. In
this definition of feudalism great weight was given to the existence
of a class of landed intermediaries between the state and the pea-
santry. We have shown earlier how such a definition is inadequate
‘because it can apply to all pre-capitalist agrarian societies.

R.S. Sharma has produced evidence to contradict this two-stage
fhopr_g of feudalism. The crucial premise in xhis chain of arguments

is that around 1 A.D. a decline in Indian commodity producticn and
ign trade took place. This led to the growth of a self-suffici-

forei,

ent economy, in which - . metallic currency became relatively sc
-arce, and all payments had to be made through 2ssignments of land
or through the revenues from it. Unlike in Europe, these land gra-
were made to Brahmanas, to temples and monastries. Bater what
s abandoned by the priestly class was taken over by the warrior
class. Therefore the growth of feudal property was directly linked

W'O;-scheme of things, to the decline in commercial activity.

Kosambi, he too share’ the conception that feudalism meant lan
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“ lhicb P could not freely buy land on & parket. There were important legal

B -differences as well, Kovalevsky himgelf had pointed out that Mu-
uld not be divided between sons

ghal law whereby political power co
was very different from Buropean law. Furthermore,

_valeveky's claim that the Muslim conquest of India.h
: y the Islamic land tax or sgharaj® on the peasantry, ther
oo ted the peasants into owners of lan’. Under the muslims, all land
wag owned outright by the Bapercr end no private proverty existed
as it 4id in feudal Burcpe. These critical passages show very clea=
B ~ —— 2 A rly that Marx was aware of the dangers of an extension of the theo-
- — ‘the diff nt ways in which ry of feudalisn beyond Burope and he refused to accept that the Ind
-ia of the Delhi sultanate, or the Mughal Empire, was & feudal 80~
cial formation. However, his characterisation of India eas belonging
feudal na- e
to the Asiatic mode of production was also inadequate.
de o oduction or "Oriental Des otism"
The Asiatic stetes of the past were supposed to be vdegpotic”.
The characteristic features of this despotism were supposed to bes
1. State ownership of land je. no private property and therefore no
ard areasg
B bour- pereditary nobility. :
2. The existence of public irrigation works, controlled an
- tained by the central authority.
d areas 3. The existence of village communities iso
and from the central authority. -
4. Extremely servile behaviour by the oppressed classes.

5. The long-term stagnation of the society, and low levels of urban

~ culture and economy.

,iﬁk;ﬁe absence of legal restraints on the central power, hence ar-

. bitrary and tyrannical rule. .

Writing to Engels in June 1853, Marx recommended Bernier's
ount of Oriental cities and endorsed the major thesis that the
ral aspects of Oriental gocial formetions wzs the state owner-

f lan¢ and the absence of private property. Marx's notions we
based on the writings of British historians such as Campbell,.
Richard Jones, Thomas Roe, the Frenchman Rrancois
‘_otl_;gjra who kept harping on the primitiveness of Indian
f these »Matorians: had been to India during the Mu-
rivate property in land wes abolished. Marx sim-
[ndia this l%:lnya ‘been the cose.

‘ that time, and in his reply to Marx
his was the aridity of the
g I8 ireigation, and
works by

Marx rejects Ko
by impesing -
eby conver-

4 main-

1ated from each other

“=chenging t
al conditiong ha
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saintain lew end order in particdler. Texes were pail mat 23 ’:”"

o en4 stabilizy. Lend
to the king but in return for protectiss e M
grants were made to Bransins ¢roo 1 A.D. onwards, rasically
ing the structare of land relatioms amd conssclifating private p==-
perty. Later irrigaticn technigues improves. ‘ )
Archaelogocisl evidence has &lsc clearly refatel the view

t¢hnt arban centres 214 not exist in spcient India or thas tralis w2
of & very low crier. Iz the coastal states anl sose parts of tos
{ntericr the revenuve from trale was fmportant 2s revemus froo lasi.
The economies of arben centres sash 2s Earrapia was essemtially b=-
ge? on trade with Sumer and perts of the Persias Gulf. szrivise
technology improved consideratbly ower the years. Trafers and thelr
goods covere! the sub-continent on the network of reeds built By
the Mauryan sdministrztion, There sas comsiferatle cireslati-z of
meney 2uring this perio’, Pliny, the Bosan Eistoriazm, ecomplzized of
the luzury trade with Iniiz because it was depleting the Eoman tre=
-gury. Indian traders went to the east Meliterremesn, Afsmemistam,
Iran, centrel Asiz, Chinz and scathezst Asiz. Trafe relatfoms wita

\”f Africa created coptacts with the Arabs. The prosperity I-'=

trede that followed z2llowed mseprchemts amd guilis go Secmme Ja-
ef art and religiom.

In exploring wkhat other socleties cutaide feudel western Zo-
were like, it i3 necesszry to avoid p=iing simplistic or geme-

e to develop new tools znd categsries whics wfll restect ths
8t agrarian societies. | 2

last part of this carris: in the mext Sssse, we will




gement
ent will

incivi-

ng which ig
laws. Byt
don-state

e hardly
bigger thap
: eh can se¢

e One would,
) $0 be chaotic,

[digitised by sacw.net archive]
13

mic of capitelism which mekes it'a unigue system. But the galehgi
and its laws must be distinguished from the players who have t f
own reasons for obsyiny the rules of the game. These reasox‘xa -a.ri :
the social and psychological mechenisms which make the ruling .c a2ss
act the way it does. The existence of such mechanisas, althoush
fhey take different forms, is common to 2l1 cle=ss societies.

Mandel neither understends nor makes this vital distinctim.
So sometimes he saye the"accumulation of capitnl® is the great
Ariving force of capitelist society. Sometimes it is the "capita-
1ists' thirst for profit"., On yet another occassion he says, =oney
is ‘the initial and final form of capital towards which the whole

of econpmic activity is ‘1rected"’.

2. The Essentis] Model

The primacy of growth is esgential to Marx's model of the ca
-pitalist system at work. Bach individual capital tries to improve
ite competitive positisn by holding down the wages of its workforce
an® by introducing better machinery toincrease productivity. This
" rationalisation has two effects. As costlier but better machi-
nery (constant capital) is introduce , labour power (variable ocapi

) becomes a smaller part of totel capital. Thus the “organic
position of capital” rises. The.other effect of "rationalisation"
&Lﬁt less workers are employed » a@s the "reserve army of laboar®

ses. This helps to raise the "rate of exploitation” of emp-

workers. As a consequence of both these effects, the "average
' 0f profit" in the economy falls, booms become shorter, slumps
and more severe, and stagnation threatens the system.
it this is a model of how a cloged capitalist economy would

-
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But Mandel will have none f this. He does not explain that
ot ¥ a .',‘* SAEA - . A5 5
A . - 4 : " ‘
Marx's 1 is highly abstract or that {t holds true only under
N € = . Y 5 Lay LR -
ict assumptions. Enstead we are 14 that the average rate of pr
:"r S ASSWNLV S 4 8 | e .

fal) sunnogedly fell by two-fifths between
-afit has sctually fallen. It su gedly fell by tw

T i [ ecap e irastica-
1889 and 1919; and that the mcoumulati n of capital fell xrh o3
- - : " » P o P § - &5 4‘ ? " 3
lly between the 1860s and the 1930g. But strtistics yftexr ths

1+ mot sustain Mandel's thesis. Nevertheless, we are told the ?iq
* ‘ .r' :1thousgh even N can't dispute that the most remar-
[ o B8 o A . O . -

st-war period is the mildnegs of the rccwssxgns
Mandel tries explain this, but he

"4 3 " deep mp and the
n regularly announcing the vinevitable" deep slumg

~n
-

-

~n

rjnevitable" trend towards stamation.

) e oha Rakrasnna of fresh fields of in-
’1‘.&1-2"1*.' we are t 1 f t¢he “adsiénce I iresi fiel
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U1 1\ Mandel ddyeeyourtexty that workd production in ZLRo
. T
1uts term will tual fal < ) 4 y :'l } 4 ridd 1] 18,
. 4 1 v
8t : ys that production in t! vanc ntri v
¢ .
! : ~ - d L18S1Y) 11 Lru 1 !:t] 1. winlCl ] [ % i
o ’ ~ 1 non=
ving stagnation is inevitable., What ther we 1
‘ nation ! nation, impl L u ! iimil Man Lanini
. otate Capitalism
Itl\ 'i i ¥ t! uring ' 4 Y > 1 in!? Lime ' » ]‘ ’
in Marxist fashion. In Russia there is @ single nationol CADAR l.
3 : '
The state bureaucracy is busy pumpir u arplus from t

¢ producers. This process is vulnerable to ths apetition of other
r

capitals as any oth single capital elgewhere. The Russian DUuresaus=
eracy is under the same pressures as the ruling claass e¢lsowhere, ¢

ensure ranid economic growth., Their motives (incent {ves) may be dif
~-ferent from those of western capltalists and thelr eriteria of suc

-cess (volume of gross cutput instead of money pr fitas) may also b
i{fferent. But this is not whet is important.

Even Mandel has to concede the force f this international
sreasure 0 the Soviet allocation of resources. As he puts 1i-=--
"International competition with the capitalist economy requlr:
greater shift in emphasis towerds improving the quality of products;
towards increasing the productivity of labour; and towards rationa-
lising investment. Even the high volume of current investment can
mly be maintained if the guantitative rate of gr wth is consistent-
ly high ".

He even admits that with an "excessive rats f nccunmulati

the bureaucracy becomes the regulator and chief (sic) director of

sccumulation®, That the "central,political, economic and military

administration® haas exclusive "contrulling power over the gocial

surplus product". And that the "Soviet leaders deliberately
3

chone t

-

T8IL

themselves on the interests of. privileged minorities ra

.tnl»r
than those of the mass of workers, in order to give the necessary

impetus t: industrialisation®.
Typically, this has no sigmificant impact on Mandel's overall

analysis. At one point he says "international competitin®

lt\to -

mines the "emphasis..... on quality.....productivity, raticonalisation

+e... high rate of growth," in other words, the very cc..tent of the
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fie latter comes only from the existence of capitalis®
gion? There may be some rogp for "transitional® forms iR
bureay sibution, but not at the level of control over productisn.
ation", fhe transition must be a suidfn, revolutionary one!l
s key Y
Michael Kidron wrote this critique before the end of the
Jong boon" in the west became self-evident. In recemt yE&Is
‘he has himself rejected the thesis of state capitalism 28
peing an appropriate characterisation of the Soviet Union.)

;’g'onfusi n
'rom his
neither
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