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‘In this hour, socialism is the only salvation for 

humanity. Above the collapsing walls of 

capitalist society, the words of the Communist 

Manifesto are blazing like a fiery writing on the 

wall: 

Socialism or barbarism!’ 

Thus spoke Rosa Luxemburg.  

 

These words have never been truer than now, 

in the midst of the current Covid pandemic 

which has laid bare the completely disastrous 

and bankrupt character of the private property 

based profit driven capitalism. The Covid-19 

pandemic will further intensify the capitalist 

crisis, intensify cutthroat competition for 

survival among the capitalists, accelerate 

monopolisation in the economy, increase 

proletarianisation of petty bourgeois and elite 

working class, push more working-class people 

into unemployment and abject poverty and 

sharpen class contradictions. Besides, it will 

also sharpen the political contradictions within 

the imperialists-capitalists camp of the world as 

well as within each country, more so in India 

where its impact has been far more severe than 

many countries and, while the rich capitalists 

are taking sanctuary in developed countries, 

the bourgeois state has completely abandoned 

the mass of the people to suffer and die on the 

streets not only from the disease, lack of 

healthcare, shortage of oxygen and necessary 

medicines but also hit by the immense 

economic suffering of unemployment, 

migration and hunger. The only effort the state 

under murderous and rapacious fascists seems 

to be making just now is somehow hiding and 

denying the scale of disease and deaths by 

threatening to imprison the mourning people 

showing their tears in public.  

When Covid virus attacked the humanity, world 

capitalism was already in deep structural crisis, 

lying in ICU on ventilator and steroids. It 

grabbed world capitalism by its neck while it 

was already gasping for life. For the first time in 

its history has the world capitalism found itself 

in such abysmal conditions. The invisible virus 

has made it clearly visible to all that world 

capitalism has outlived itself and is suppurating 

like an old cancerous outgrowth that cannot 

heal and needs to be removed surgically. Covid 

has mercilessly shown with an electrifying 

speed that world capitalism has not much to 

offer or contribute to the well-being of humanity 

in general and the poor toiling masses in 

particular when such a pandemic has hit or hits 

again in future. People of the world have learnt 

during last year that capitalism has little love for 

human beings. It prefers profit to saving human 

beings when the pandemic is on a killing spree. 

Capitalists and their lackeys can still choose to 

rejoice rather than mourn when people are 

dying. They choose the problem if the solution 

of the problem costs them their profit. 

Capitalism is a system that can still opt to 

destroy the means during a most serious health 

crisis if they don't fetch them profit. Covid has 

shown all this in just few months. On the other 
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hand, people are being informed that the 

pandemic will stay, and they will have to learn 

to live with it or even some new virus may attack 

in near future. It automatically stirs everyone's 

mind to think and ask: what would happen to 

humanity, then? What follows is a deep feeling 

of desperation, a sense of unrest and a wave of 

fear that have already taken grip of everyone's 

mind and soul.  

Today capitalism can gift overwhelming 

majority only the indescribable misery of 

unemployment, hunger, death and ever 

widening inequality. But the profits and capital 

wealth of the super-rich has scaled new 

astronomic heights during the cataclysmic 

crisis in the life of most people. It forcibly sends 

a large chunk of population to the gallows of 

hunger and poverty while Ambani, Adani, Tata 

in India to Jeff Bezos, Bill Gates, Warren Buffett 

in US double and triple their profit converting 

the calamity of large scale hunger and death of 

millions into opportunity for themselves. The 

people were never so much frustrated and 

disappointed as they are today after Covid 

outbreak and the trail of death and destruction 

it has brought with itself. As if at the point of a 

death penalty and with a vengeance, Covid has 

proved beyond doubt that capitalism has really 

failed; that capitalist states in general and those 

committed to neoliberal economic policies in 

particular are failed states and it (capitalism) 

can no longer in future be reformed or 

reshaped according to the needs and well-

being of humanity. Its limit stands exposed 

more than ever before. It stands mostly clear 

that decay is beyond repair. Those who didn't 

see it before have been enabled or forced by 

Covid disaster to see it now.  

The crux of the matter at the moment is that 

people are dying more due to hunger, poverty, 

inequality, unemployment, lack of public health 

care, shortage of oxygen, medicines and 

vaccines, all creations of capitalism, than the 

pandemic itself which is again a creation and an 

outcome of the same capitalist greed. This is 

more than a health crisis now. It has grown into 

a general crisis of humanity not manageable by 

world capitalism. It demands the capitalist 

states to act swiftly, on the one hand, to mitigate 

the vulnerability within the health care system 

and, on the other hand, to put in place all the 

fundamental welfare measures in action to meet 

the huge economic challenges posed by 

manifold increase in unemployment affecting 

livelihood of millions of people around the 

world. It is now clear that given its historical 

limit imposed by the social relations within the 

ambit of which it has to operate, capitalism 

cannot cater to such huge basic needs of the 

humanity. Covid has thus helped in exposing 

the limits of capitalism on such a big scale that 

was otherwise not possible in near future. Its 

onslaught has accelerated this much needed 

education of the people on such a gigantic 

scale, otherwise and hitherto impossible. In this 

sense, it is really like a world war that has 

intensified and aggravated all the 

contradictions of world capitalism to their 

utmost. Here in exactly lies the positive role of 

Covid as it has helped the world to nakedly see 

the impossibility of survival of humanity if 

capitalism remains seated in the driver's cabin. 

As it is now in the stage of permanent crisis and 

is bereft of any fresh life, world capitalism is 

unable to confront the pandemic, even though 

the material capacity under its command has 

never been in question. If humanity has to be 

saved, capitalism has to give way to a social 

system that is not driven by profit motive and 

gives priority to the well-being of the whole 

society in general and the workers and toilers 

in particular.  

Neither the rich people nor the rich countries 

have in fact been spared too much. They are 

equally at serious risk so far as chances of 

contracting Covid is concerned and world 

capitalism has not much to save them either. 

The situation in the super rich countries like in 

the US, Britain, Italy, Spain or in France has not 

been in any way better. In the US, the then 

president Trump had said last that there is 

nothing to worry about even if few lakhs of 

people die of pandemic. It will be rather good 

for the economy, he said. The wealth and pomp 

of the rich comes from the labour performed by 

the working class. Hence, the rich and well-off 

people cannot live and survive forever without 

the poor men's services. If the poor are left to 

contract infection by neglecting their 

economic, social and cultural well-being, rich 

and wealthy people will also get infected.  
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It is true that vaccines are now available. But 

except US and to some extent UK even no other 

developed capitalist country has been able to 

do mass vaccination because capitalist greed 

for profit has limited the volume of production 

and there is growing conflict between various 

countries, rich vs rich and rich vs poor, to 

secure vaccine supplies. In India situation is still 

more dire and the Modi government has fully 

abdicated its responsibility to vaccinate the 

people and they have just been thrown under 

the truck for the sake of super monopoly profits. 

Though most of these vaccines were developed 

by publicly funded research institutions or with 

public funds made available to private 

corporations, for example Covishield by 

Oxford University and Indian Covaxin by 

NIV/ICMR, the ownership was handed over to 

private capital which has restricted production 

to keep prices high for the sake of making ultra-

super profits. Although material capacity exists 

for mass production, financial capital led by 

blood sucking sharks like Bill Gates refuses to 

allow sharing of the technical knowhow with 

other producers despite millions dying and 

billions suffering from resulting economic 

deprivation. However, super rich countries 

cannot and will not survive forever in isolation 

with the poor countries that have, suppose for a 

moment, been left to fend for themselves 

against Covid. Many scientists are now warning 

of the virus mutating into new variants not 

protected against by vaccination if it continues 

to infect and replicate in massive population 

deprived of vaccines by the capitalists. Hence, 

restricting vaccination to only the rich will not 

guarantee them safety from infection. Vaccines 

can only help if produced in sufficient numbers 

to inoculate the global population. 

Therefore, the course of Globalization cannot 

be reversed, and countries cannot shrink into 

themselves now. If it was possible, let us 

suppose, then this trend will lead every district, 

every town and every locality to shrink into 

themselves which is impossible. The laws of 

movement and development of capital doesn't 

and will not allow such things to happen. Only 

people like Modi can say such a stupid thing, 

like what he said in his online conversation with 

all the sarpanches of the country, that Covid has 

taught every village a lesson in self-reliance. 

This is clearly stupid to talk like this under 

modern day capitalism. It is probably aimed at 

covering up his own utter failure with such silly 

jargons. This is probably the reason that even a 

good number of hardcore bourgeois 

economists, who till yesterday could be seen 

batting for complete privatization of health care 

services i.e. privatization till the disinvestment 

of whatever public is remaining, are now saying 

that public health care system must be 

revamped and widened. This is for the same 

reason that the imperialist institutions like WHO 

and IMF are saying that government 

expenditure must be increased in empowering 

public health care system, even though it incurs 

huge fiscal deficit. This is how Covid has 

changed the content and direction of discourse 

which otherwise seemed next to impossible. 

From The Hindu and The Guardian to The 

Financial Times, the discussion has moved 

towards a new terrain where it is being 

suggested to go from private control to state 

control, just another holy cow of the same 

capitalism. Is this possible at this stage? 

However, the significance of this is not that 

whether it is possible as an accomplished fact 

or not. The real significance is that the days of 

capitalism are numbered as whatever space 

and scope was left with it for further 

manipulation and manoeuvre has been 

hastened by Covid to expire and exhaust. 

Whether private control or state control, not 

much scope is possible for rejuvenation of 

capitalism. This has certainly paved the way for 

Socialist transformation of society if working 

class revolutionary forces take up the cudgel 

and play their historically determined role in 

time. Very soon, it may start reflecting in 

people's imagination.  

So far world capitalism has only one reliable 

method to fight Corona, lock downs, with which 

it wants to break the chain of its transmission 

and buy time for other preparations to fight the 

Corona pandemic. But what preparations can an 

irreversibly crisis-ridden capitalism 

undertake? In no way is it prepared to treat and 

test all, while on the other hand, Covid has left 

with us only one of the two choices. It we have 

longer spells of lock downs, crisis-ridden 

economy will finally collapse that may claim the 

lives of millions and millions of people because 
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of hunger as the fall out of unemployment 

resulting from the collapse of economy. 

Suicides will take place in great numbers. On 

the other hand, if we get rid of lock downs in 

favour of ailing economy to revive, without 

having completed testing, isolating and 

treating all, the spread of the pandemic will kill 

millions yet again. Thus, we are face to face with 

the Sophie's choice.  

Just look at some figures showing the depth of 

the crisis continuing since long and for more 

than a decade before now. Even before the 

outbreak of Corona pandemic 18 million died 

each year from various poverty related causes 

and problems. Similarly, the total global 

production of all types of grain is so large that it 

can feed 1.8 times the total global population. 

Even then, more than half the global population 

usually go hungry. In crisis periods like the one 

we are facing today hit by the Corona 

pandemic, the number of people going hungry 

are unusually very high, sometimes even more 

than 1.5 times the normal. Some may, however, 

argue that it is so because capitalism has not 

been as much developed in other parts of the 

world as in the advance capitalist countries. 

Even a few 'revolutionaries' argue like this, 

particularly those who assert that the problems 

of poverty, hunger, shelter and unemployment 

etc. are still remaining unmitigated because of 

predominance of pre-capitalist social relations 

and hence cherish the dream that a democratic 

revolution that will establish capitalist relations 

will open the door of prosperity for the people 

at large. But the reality is to the contrary. 

Poverty related problems such as hunger, 

malnutrition, homelessness, and debt in the 

advanced capitalist countries have been on 

sharp rise. A single data related with the US is 

enough to blast this myth. The figures 

constantly pouring in now-a-days from the 

mecca of world capitalism are very staggering. 

For example, there are more than five vacant 

homes for every homeless person in the US, yet 

many millions of Americans including whites do 

not have permanent homes. 77.5 percent of US 

households are in debt and 1 out of 7 American 

residents is pursued by a debt collector, just the 

student debt amounts to 14 trillion dollars which 

can never be repaid in current scenario of 

rising unemployment and falling real wages. 

Millions are now in danger of being evicted 

from their homes for not being able to pay rent 

or loan instalments. These evictions continued 

unabated even at the peak of pandemic.  

There also exists an intimate connection 

between crisis-ridden capitalism and 

ecological crises, too. The current pandemic is 

the latest manifestation of this connection 

which, in its own turn, has summoned a death 

warrant to capitalism. Naturally, the death 

warrant is automatically served upon the whole 

mankind via capitalism as we all live in a social 

system governed by capital. Thus, Corona has 

forced the whole mankind in one way or the 

other to reconsider their faith in capitalism. 

Why can super rich capitalist countries not 

provide free healthcare? Just because the big 

shareholders in the pharmaceutical and 

insurance industries don't want it as they are 

more concerned about their profits. Why can't 

they provide homes to the homeless? Because 

the big financial magnets in finance, insurance, 

and real estate industries (FIRE) are against 

public housing and view it as an impediment to 

their widening share of the market and profit. In 

the US the Federal Reserve Bank didn’t hesitate 

to pump 1.5 trillion dollars into the plunging 

stock market but a not a cent was invested in 

public debt relief, nor any amount was spent on 

a moratorium on evictions and foreclosures, or 

towards the development of medical 

infrastructure to make up for a massive short fall 

in masks, ICU beds and ventilators until 

pressure was mounted. Only then, a 

Congressional bill for Covid relief was 

endorsed and that, too, was provided with a 

corporate friendly loophole. Nearly eighty 

percent of workers were left out of a 14-day 

federally mandated and funded medical leave 

benefit. It is only now when 6 lakhs have 

already died that a substantial financial 

intervention for relief has been done. Many 

would argue that it is just the lack of will, 

otherwise, even the bourgeois system also 

could do a lot of things to contain the virus while 

at the same time take ample care of the masses. 

It prompts us to take up reformist position by 

only calling upon the masses to fight for relief 

instead of giving a call to change the system as 

a whole. The question is whether or not the 

contemporary world capitalism is in a position 
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to demonstrate any such 'will'. Moreover, 'will' is 

not at all an independent actor. From where can 

such a progressive 'will' at all come, if the world 

capitalist order has completely exhausted any 

such progressivism? Isn't it expecting too much 

from a 'hugely centralized' capitalism? Can the 

pace of centralization be ever stopped or 

reversed?  

Yes, it is true that some pro-people cosmetic 

and face-lifting measures may be taken just 

precisely to defer the already summoned death 

warrant to borrow some life till the other 'crisis' 

time, for example the 1,300 dollars cheques 

provided by new US administration under new 

president Biden. Beyond that there can be 

absolutely no such 'will' that may do 'a lot' to 

prevent its demise in near future. However 

strong 'will' it may fetch, but it cannot be long 

lasting. Lastly, capitalism cannot provide even 

a modicum of welfare to its people fighting the 

menace of a pandemic. Rather, it has been in 

perpetual war with the people all the time since 

the recent few decades when it slipped into 

permanent crisis. This cannot be reversed 

unless it is overthrown, and class relations 

changed completely. A crisis like the one in the 

wake of Covid has made imperative to 

completely dismantle the present system and to 

build on its ruins a new society led by the 

modern proletariat, which will abolish private 

property and profit driven production 

replacing it with socialised production under 

social ownership planned with the motive to 

fulfil collective social needs. Only that will give 

free access to healthcare, housing, and all other 

prime necessities of life. The failed capitalism is 

not just incapable of it, but also a drag on 

humanity. Covid has clearly shown all this 

beyond any doubt. 

The capitalist class is also well aware of the 

danger i.e. the danger of growing restlessness 

and desperation among millions of people 

around the world. Capitalists know better than 

anyone else that once such a desperation goes 

out of bound, their days will be numbered and 

will soon come to an end. Yet, it cannot do much 

to stem this or do away with this desperation. 

They themselves are much too desperate, albeit 

for other reasons i.e. for saving their empire 

built up on profit even at the cost of humanity. 

Capitalism and humanity are at loggerheads 

with each other. Here in lies Covid’s 

revolutionary role as it has brought this 

contradiction to the fore and wide in the open. 

That it has brought capitalism quite near to its end 

is a matter of great historical importance. It has 

forced history to move quickly by leaps and 

bounds. It has inspired the historical process of 

revolutionary transformation of the world. In other 

words, it has decreed the demise of capitalism 

sooner than later.  

However, when this historic decree of 

capitalism’s demise will be executed depends 

upon what role the revolutionary forces play in 

this situation. As of now, an un-surmountable 

Chinese wall seems to exist between what they 

are doing and what they ought to be doing. The 

present situation, as we concretely analyse it, 

requires the revolutionary forces to put up such 

immediate demands as those, and in such a 

fashion, that facilitate the widening of the scope of 

class battles i.e. that can be merged with the call 

that may grow and resound in the streets 

demanding to get rid of capitalist system as a 

whole, as and when warranted by the emerging 

situations. It, of course, needs a lot of 'painful' 

patience and careful and correct study of the 

ever-changing situations. To be a Leninist is to 

precisely know how to master this art in the times 

of ever-growing uncertainties of the length and 

breadth of an ongoing crisis. This is the least that 

every practical revolutionary needs to learn.  

Hence, this moment of a growing crisis is not a 

time for the revolutionary forces to think like 

pigmies and put forward just some run of the mill 

economic demands but to aspire to fly like eagles 

and present the agenda of abolition of capitalist 

system itself in front of the proletariat and all the 

exploited working people. That will require to 

create a general headquarter of the working class 

on the basis of this maximum programme, a 

programme which will also dovetail with itself the 

aspirations of all other exploited sections of the 

society for emancipation from the various 

historical injustices meted out to them, which will 

capture their imagination and rouse them all 

under the leadership of the proletariat, the most 

advanced class of the society. Only such a general 

headquarter based on such programmatic unity 

with Leninist principle of freedom to debate and 

unity of action will be capable to unite all the 

forces of the working class to deal a single 

powerful blow on the citadel of capital at the most 

opportune time.   
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Who doesn't know Mr. Abhinav Sinha, the self-

proclaimed Marxist thinker? He requires no 

other introduction. When he discusses ground 

rent, he does it professorially. As a matter of 

fact, he looks promising but only on the face of 

it. When rigorously examined, this self-

proclaimed "Marxist thinker" has been found to 

be culprit of having distorted Marx's theory of 

Market price and ground rent etc. in more than 

one way. He stands accused of leading 

unmindful readers to a muddled understanding 

of Marx's theory of transformation of surplus 

value into ground rent.  

To make our criticism comprehensible to all, we 

have placed Marx's presentation in plenty. We 

have however straight away begun with 

criticism of our self-proclaimed "Marxist 

thinker". Readers will soon find that as he 

cannot precisely explain the conversion of 

individual values of commodities into prices of 

production, he compromises on Marx's rigour 

to anyhow arrive at surplus profit and ground 

rent. In the nutshell, he can't precisely arrive at 

ground rent from surplus profit. Therefore, in 

his 'solicitous' effort to analyse MSP (minimum 

support price) in the light of Marx's theory of 

This article is the third instalment of the reply to a criticism presented in ‘Ahwan’ 

magazine. The first and second instalments of this reply have been published in ‘The 

Truth’, Issue 11-12 which can be read by clicking here (1st) and here (2nd). The Hindi 

versions of these two instalments have been published in ‘Yatharth’, Issue 11-12 which 

can be accessed here (1st) and here (2nd). 

The first, second and third instalment of the criticism by ‘Ahwan’ can be accessed here 

(1st), here (2nd), and here (3rd) respectively. 

The rejoinder to their third instalment will be provided in the next issue of ‘Yatharth’ 

(Issue 13 – May 2021). 

 

https://sarwahara.com/2021/03/12/new-apologists-of-corporates-how-they-fight-revolutionaries-1-prc/
https://sarwahara.com/2021/04/11/apologists-are-just-short-of-saying-red-salute-to-corporates-2nd-instalment/
https://sarwahara.com/2021/03/25/corporate-ke-naye-himayati-kaun-hain/
https://sarwahara.com/2021/04/18/corporate-ko-lal-salam-kahne-ki-betabi-me-shor-machati-marxwadi-mandli/
http://ahwanmag.com/archives/7714
http://ahwanmag.com/archives/7714
http://ahwanmag.com/archives/7719
https://ahwanmag.com/archives/7726
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ground rent he does no other thing than 

theorising surplus profit itself as rent or ground 

rent. The irony of the thing is that he proudly 

labels his own muddled understanding as 

Marx's. This is what we call the burden of being 

satisfied with some headlines bereft of substance 

which has found its way all along from politics 

and history to political-economy i.e., to the 

arena which we all know is known for finer 

theoretical intricacies. To completely refute 

'him', however, one needs to examine his 

writings in totality which is not possible in just 

one stretch. But we are on it. Therefore, in this 

article, we have depended only on and hence 

confined ourselves to criticising as we have 

found 'him' in the article i.e. What is the 

Remunerative Prices or Minimum Support Price 

(MSP)? A Marxist Political-Economic Analysis. 

For the view point of our criticism, we find this 

 
1 Here I am unable to hold back by temptation of quoting Marx in a huge way as they constitute the most important part of 

this chapter.  see these words of Marx–  

"This form of landed property presupposes, as in the earlier older forms, that the rural population greatly predominates 

numerically over the town population, so that, even if the capitalist mode of production otherwise prevails, it is but relatively 

little developed, ... In the nature of things, the greater portion of agricultural produce must be consumed as direct means of 

subsistence by the producers themselves, the peasants, and only the excess above that will find its way as commodities into 

urban commerce. No matter how the average market-price of agricultural products may here be regulated, differential rent, 

an excess portion of commodity-prices from superior or more favourably located land, must evidently exist here much as 

under the capitalist mode of production. …The assumption here is generally to be made that no absolute rent exists, i.e., 

that the worst soil does not pay any rent …precisely under this form where the price of land enters as a factor in the 

peasant’s actual cost of production … because in the course of this form’s further development either the price of land has 

been computed at a certain money-value, in dividing up an inheritance, or, during the constant change in ownership of 

an entire estate, or of its component parts, the land has been bought by the cultivator himself, largely by raising money on 

mortgage; and, therefore, where the price of land, representing nothing more than capitalised rent, is a factor assumed 

in advance, and where rent thus seems to exist independently of any differentiation in fertility and location of the land.” 

(bold ours) [p. 791, MECW Vol. 37, Capital Vol. III, Lawrence & Wishart Electric Book] 

Further 

"For, absolute rent presupposes either realised excess in product value above its price of production, or a monopoly price 

exceeding the value of the product. But since agriculture here is carried on largely as cultivation for direct subsistence, and 

the land exists as an indispensable field of employment for the labour and capital of the majority of the population, the 

regulating market-price of the product will reach its value only under extraordinary circumstances. But this value will, 

generally, be higher than its price of production owing to the preponderant element of living labour, although this excess of 

value over price of production will in turn be limited by the low composition even of non-agricultural capital in countries with 

an economy composed predominantly of land parcels." [p. 791-792, Ibid.] 

Further -- 

"For the peasant owning a parcel, the limit of exploitation is not set by the average profit of capital, in so far as he is a 

small capitalist; nor, on the other hand, by the necessity of rent, in so far as he is a landowner. The absolute limit for him 

as a small capitalist is no more than the wages he pays to himself, after deducting his actual costs. So long as the price 

of the product covers these wages, he will cultivate his land, and often at wages down to a physical minimum. As for his 

capacity as land proprietor, the barrier of ownership is eliminated for him, since it can make itself felt only vis-à-vis a 

capital (including labour) separated from land-ownership, by erecting an obstacle to the investment of capital." [Ibid.] 

"It is true, to be sure, that interest on the price of land – which generally has to be paid to still another individual, the mortgage 

creditor -- is a barrier. But this interest can be paid precisely out of that portion of surplus-labour which would constitute profit 

under capitalist conditions. The rent anticipated in the price of land and in the interest paid for it can therefore be nothing 

but a portion of the peasant’s capitalised surplus-labour over and above the labour indispensable for his subsistence, 

article to be very important as it contains both - 

his deliberation on average profit, surplus 

profit, ground rent and also MSP. At the very 

outset, it can be said that while he looks 

miserable when he discusses formation of 

average profit and market price, he has failed 

altogether in establishing theoretical 

connection of ground rent with MSP. Rather, in 

his anxious attempts to do so he has further 

distorted Marx by treating surplus profit and 

rent as synonyms. The reasons of his failure are 

manifold but the chief reason is that he nowhere 

investigates concrete conditions as existing in 

India (such as predominant existence of small 

landed property, while Marx himself has 

invested a whole sub-chapter on this in capital 

volume III “metayage and peasant  

proprietorship of land parcels” of the chapter 47, 

capital, volume III)1 and shows complete 

https://www.facebook.com/abhinav.disha/posts/3997245660359876
https://www.facebook.com/abhinav.disha/posts/3997245660359876
https://www.facebook.com/abhinav.disha/posts/3997245660359876
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disregard for other developments such as 

overproduction in general and economic crisis 

of permanent nature in particular that has set in 

long back in world capitalism that definitely 

seek to modify i.e. seek to apply in a modified 

manner the general propositions of Marx's 

theory in modified manner   in a m  of Marx's 

basic theory of average profit, surplus profit 

and ground rent, something about which Marx 

himself had written and cautioned his readers.2 

Therefore, on the one hand he is not rigorous, 

while on the other hand he shows he cannot 

discuss application of Marx's theory in changed 

circumstances about which even Marx has 

mentioned.          

EXAMINING HIS PARAGRAPHS LEADING TO MSP  

Here, we'll try to quote him in full length as 

much as possible, and examine him paragraph 

by paragraph to avoid any confusion.  

"The profitable remunerative price or MSP is 

actually a kind of a tribute (an extortion) charged 

by the rich capitalist farmers, kulaks and 

landlords from the society and whose guarantee, 

until now, has been assured by the Indian 

capitalist state."  

After this he discusses average rate of profit, 

market price and surplus profit etc (this we'll 

shall take up later in this piece) and then he 

comes back to ground rent trying to connect it 

with MSP in the following manner.  

 
without this surplus-labour being realised in a part of the commodity-value equal to the entire average profit, and still 

less in an excess above the surplus-labour realised in the average profit, i.e., in a surplus-profit." [Ibid.] 

"For the peasant parcel holder to cultivate his land, or to buy land for cultivation, it is therefore not necessary, as under the 

normal capitalist mode of production, that the market-price of the agricultural products rise high enough to afford him the 

average profit, and still less a fixed excess above this average profit in the form of rent. It is not necessary, therefore, that 

the market-price rise, either up to the value or the price of production of his product. This is one of the reasons why grain 

prices are lower in countries with predominant small peasant land proprietorship than in countries with a capitalist mode of 

production. One portion of the surplus-labour of the peasants, who work under the least favourable conditions, is bestowed 

gratis upon society and does not at all enter into the regulation of price of production or into the creation of value in general. 

This lower price is consequently a result of the producers’ poverty and by no means of their labour productivity." [Ibid.] 

2 See chapter 10, Capital, volume III, Marx writes – “Our analysis has revealed how the market-value (and everything said 

concerning it applies with appropriate modifications to the price of production) embraces a surplus-profit for those who 

produce in any particular sphere of production under the most favourable conditions. With the exception of crises, and of 

overproduction in general, this applies to all market-prices, no matter how much they may deviate from market-values or 

market-prices of production. For the market-price signifies that the same price is paid for commodities of the same kind, 

although they may have been produced under very different individual conditions and hence may have different cost-prices. 

(We do not speak at this point of any surplus-profits due to monopolies in the usual sense of the term, whether natural or 

artificial)". [p. 197, Ibid.] Please see the words, made bold by us. These words of Marx reveal that Marx's analysis needs 

to be modified in the conditions of crises and overproduction and more so when we of late have been in a state of 

permanent economic crisis and overproduction has become an untreatable disease.  

"The process of the averaging of the rate of profit 

in agriculture gets disrupted because of the 

monopoly ownership of land. Marx has treated 

this monopoly ownership of land as distinct from 

the ownership of land by an entrepreneur 

capitalist farmer. This is monopoly ownership of 

land by a class of rentier capitalist landlord 

who himself is not engaged in farming. He 

receives ground-rent by renting the land. 

There are also many capitalist farmers who are 

rentier capitalist landowners as well and in so 

far as they are rentiers enjoying monopoly 

ownership of land, they play the same role of 

obstructing the free flow of capital and, therefore, 

formation of the prices of production. Then there 

is also a class of capitalist tenant farmers who 

take land on rent as an enterprising capitalist, 

invests capital, and out of the surplus-value that is 

generated, pays the rent to the monopoly 

landowner, and keeps the average profit to 

himself… The capitalist landowner extorts from 

the capitalist tenant farmer a part of his profit 

owing to his private monopoly ownership over 

the land. Now that we have understood this much, 

let's move on." (bold ours) 

What exactly is he discussing? Is he discussing 

generalities or some concrete conditions 

existing in India's agriculture? Although there 

seems to be no clarity, yet there is enough of it. 

This is his wily method by which he subtly 

smuggles his own understanding into Marx's, of 

course with a purpose to leading the 
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deliberation to prove his own pre-determined 

thesis. From one angle, it seems as if he is 

discussing some generalities, of course in the 

form of headlines, with regard to monopoly 

ownership of land or types of such land 

ownership and also about those who cultivate 

on rented land etc., while from another angle it 

looks like he is attempting to discuss India's 

concrete conditions. So, an unmindful reader 

would take it both ways and develop an 

understanding which is muddled from the very 

beginning. But please mark that he does 

nowhere in this article openly and explicitly 

discuss India's situation in particular and 

naturally handles no concrete question such as 

this: what type of landownership does 

predominantly exist in India? The above 

presentation also betrays his solicitous attempt 

to portray his own premise as Marx's. On the 

whole, it means the way he presents the 

premise is not theoretically rigorous, nor is it 

consistent with that of Marx. Let us see what 

Marx says when he sets out to explain ground 

rent in capital volume III; let us see what he sets 

as the premise of his whole analysis. He writes:  

"The analysis of landed property in its various 

historical forms is beyond the scope of this work. 

We shall be concerned with it only in so far as a 

portion of the surplus-value produced by capital 

falls to the share of the landowner. We assume, 

then …that agriculture is carried on by capitalists 

…The assumption that the capitalist mode of 

production has encompassed agriculture implies 

that it rules over all spheres of production and 

bourgeois society, i.e., that its prerequisites, such 

as free competition among capitals, the 

possibility of transferring the latter from one 

production sphere to another, and a uniform level 

of the average profit, etc., are fully matured. The 

form of landed property which we shall consider 

here is a specifically historical one, a form 

transformed through the influence of capital and 

of the capitalist mode of production, either of 

feudal landownership, or of small-peasant 

agriculture as a means of livelihood …" [p. 608, 

Ibid.] 

 So, on the one hand, unlike our self-proclaimed 

"Marxist thinker" who discusses landlords, Marx 

 
3 see footnote no. 1. 

discusses landed property; On the other hand, 

unlike those who treated the capitalist mode of 

production in agriculture, and the form of 

landed property corresponding to it, not as 

historical but rather as eternal categories, Marx 

treats capitalist mode of production and landed 

property corresponding to it, both as a 

historical category that grew on the soil of the 

previous mode of production and landed 

property corresponding to that.  

Further, Marx writes in Theory of Surplus Value 

that: 

"From the standpoint of capitalist production, 

capital property does in fact appear as the 

“original” because capitalist production is based 

on this sort of property and it is a factor of and 

fulfils a function in capitalist production; this 

does not hold good of landed property. The 

latter appears as derivative, because modern 

landed property is in fact feudal property, but 

transformed by the action of capital upon it; in 

its form as modern landed property it is 

therefore derived from, and the result of 

capitalist production." [p. 153, Theories of 

Surplus Value (Part II), Capital Vol IV, Progress 

Publishers (Reprinted by From Marx to Mao 

Digital Reprints)] 

That’s why Marx criticises Ricardo as he 

'considers the position as it is and appears in 

modern society to be also the historically original 

situation' where as he criticizes Rodbertus as 

he 'instead of keeping to the modern form, 

cannot rid' of his 'memories of landownership' 

i.e. takes it still as just the old 

untransformed feudal property. He says that 

Ricardo's mistake of taking the present 

transformed landed property as one which is 

natural and original 'is a delusion from which 

the bourgeois economists suffer in respect of all 

bourgeois economic laws' for to them such 

laws all appear as natural laws and a 

historical primary. (ibid, as above)  

We can see Marx taking note of it when he 

discusses small peasant proprietorship of land 

parcels.3 And that's precisely why, when Marx 

examines the impact and influence of capital on 

landed property as derived form of feudal 
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property, he emphatically notes that capital 

"dissolves the connection between 

landownership and the land so thoroughly that 

the landowner may spend his whole life in 

Constantinople, while his estates lie in Scotland." 

[p. 612, MECW Vol. 37, Capital Vol. III, 

Lawrence & Wishart Electric Book] 

So, if we sum up the above short but important 

discussion, then following can be said:  

We must discuss form of landed property as a 

historical form, derived from feudal property 

and ensure that we must not start with 'capitalist 

landlords'. When we discuss the question of 

monopoly ownership of landed property as the 

premise of our discussion on ground rent, then 

we must emphatically note that the form of 

monopoly ownership of landed property that 

obstructs or disrupts the process of averaging 

of rates of profit or hinders the free flow of 

capital from one sphere of production to 

another is not that landed property in which 

bourgeoisie as a class have already got 

'territorialised' themselves; is not the one in 

which 'bourgeoisie as a class has already 

settled ('on the land') ; is not the one in which 

'capitalist mode of production has already 

completely entrenched itself'; is not the one 

with which 'the bourgeoisie as a class has 

already become bound up on a broad, 

predominating scale; is not the one which the 

capital has completely subordinated to itself. If 

such a situation exists, the question of absolute 

ground rent will tend to disappear or will be 

generally assumed to not exist and if such a 

situation exists (India is a country where this 

situation exists) will certainly modify the 

general propositions of Marx's basic theory of 

ground rent. Please note that the word 

'territorialisation' of the bourgeoisie has been 

used by Marx himself in volume 2 of the 

Theories of Surplus Value and explained by 

Lenin in volume 13 of his Collected Works.     

Our self-proclaimed "Marxist thinker" no where 

tries to discuss landed property. He solicitously 

drives in his own peculiar way while discussing 

the premise of the discussion on ground rent. 

Actually, he discusses 'rentier landlords' and 

'capitalist landlords' instead of landed property 

to bring grists to his own mill seeking to smuggle 

his own understanding into Marx's. The motive is 

that he wants to anyhow prove that absolute 

ground rent exists in India and that this is being 

realised through government assured MSP.  

Only this much on this. Let us move come to his 

next paragraph.    

"It is obvious that any capitalist farmer will invest 

in agriculture only if he gets at least the average 

profit or else he will invest in some other sector of 

production where he can get at least the average 

profit on the investment of his capital. However, if 

he gets only average profit on his investments in 

agriculture, then he will have to deduct the rent 

to pay the capitalist landowner from this average 

profit itself. But then he will prefer investing in 

some other sector. Consequently, a capitalist 

tenant farmer will invest capital in agriculture 

only if he receives a surplus-profit over and 

above the average profit. …Likewise, the 

monopoly landowner will not rent out its land if 

he/she does not get rent (which is nothing but the 

transformed form of surplus-profit) because, 

obviously, he is not there to do social service. And 

if the capitalist farmer does not get average 

profit, then he/she will invest their capital 

somewhere else. Therefore, in the capitalist 

system, under the conditions of the monopoly 

ownership of land, the price of agricultural 

produce must be high enough to ensure a 

surplus-profit over and above the average rate of 

profit." 

Does the above 'solicitous' explanation in any 

way reflect situation in India's agriculture?  

We can see that as he deliberately begins with 

setting aside the discussion on landed property 

proper and starts with a faulty (and of course 

wrong) understanding of predominant 

existence of rentier capitalist landlords in India 

as the basic premise of discussion on Marxist 

theory of ground rent, he now cannot keep the 

right track.  

"But then how much should the surplus-profit be? 

Marx says that this surplus profit is possible only 

when the entire value created in the agricultural 

sector remains in the agricultural sector. That 

means that despite the low organic composition 

of capital in the agricultural sector, no part of this 

value is transferred to other sectors. We know 

that the organic composition of capital in 

agriculture is generally lower than the average 

organic composition in the industry and that in 
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the entire economy and consequently the surplus 

value created in this sector, is more than the 

average profit. If this entire surplus-value 

remains in the agricultural sector then this 

will give the agricultural sector a surplus-

profit over and above the average profit. Marx 

points out that under conditions of monopoly 

ownership of land in capitalism, the entire 

value produced in the agricultural sector 

remains in the agricultural sector and this 

ensures surplus profit due to lower organic 

composition of capital. This surplus-profit, 

originating due to monopoly ownership of 

land, is transformed into Absolute Ground 

Rent and goes to the capitalist landlord. Marx 

calls this the transformation of surplus-profit 

into rent.” (bold ours) 

If in countries like India where more than 86% 

peasants belong to small and marginal 

category (poor peasantry category) and the 

rest is also largely and overwhelmingly 

dominated by middle peasants, and the peasant 

economy as a whole is free from any kind of 

bondage, personal dependence or thrall  to the 

landlords4 arising from private monopoly 

ownership of landed property, nor does it carry 

the burden of overlordship or ; therefore, to say 

 
4 1982 NSS data or figure for share cropping say that just 3.99% of the total operational area and 6.21% of total holding is 

under share cropping. If we calculate from this data the figure in percentage of share cropping of landlords' land it will be 

even smaller.  

5 Marx writes that: "it is evident that this rent is always a differential rent, for it does not enter as a determining factor into 

the general production price of commodities, but rather is based on it. It invariably arises from the difference between 

the individual production price of a particular capital having command over the monopolised natural force, on the one hand, 

and the general production price of the total capital invested in the sphere of production concerned, on the other... It would 

not alter matters one bit if the capitalist himself should be the owner… in such a case, (he will#) pocket as before the surplus-

profit in his capacity as (land) owner, and not in his capacity as capitalist ..this does not arise from the absolute increase in the 

productiveness of employed capital, or labour appropriated by it, since this can only reduce the value of commodities; it is 

due to the greater relative fruitfulness of specific separate capitals invested in a certain production sphere, as compared with 

investments of capital which are excluded from these exceptional and natural conditions favouring productiveness. For 

instance, if the use of steam should offer overwhelming advantages not offered by the use of water-power, despite the fact that 

coal has value and the water-power has not, and if these advantages more than compensated for the expense, then, the water-

power would not be used and could not produce any surplus-profit, and therefore could not produce any rent." [p. 640, MECW 

Vol. 37, Capital Vol. III, Lawrence & Wishart Electric Book] 

"the natural force is not the source of (this#) surplus-profit, but only its natural basis, Were it not for the fact that the various 

values are averaged out into prices of production, and the various individual prices of production into a general price of 

production regulating the market, the mere increase in productivity of labour through utilisation of the waterfall would merely 

lower the price of commodities produced with the aid of this waterfall, without increasing the share of profit contained in these 

commodities. Similarly, on the other hand, this increased productivity of labour itself would not be converted into surplus-

value were it not for the fact that capital appropriates the natural and social productivity of the labour used by it as its own… 

the private ownership of the waterfall in itself has nothing to do with the creation of the surplus-value (profit) portion, and 

therefore, of the price of the commodity in general, which is produced by means of the waterfall. This surplus-profit would 

also exist if landed property did not exist"; for instance, if the land on which the waterfall is situated were used by the 

manufacturer as unclaimed land. Hence landed property ...is not the cause of the creation of such surplus-profit, but is the 

that absolute ground rent exists and goes to the 

capitalist landlords who in actuality don’t exist 

as capitalists from whom capitalist farmers rent 

land by paying ground rent, is to do a useless 

job describing something which is non-

existent.  

Secondly, insofar as a landed property gives 

rise to absolute rent or enables his owner to 

appropriate absolute rent as landed property 

acts a barrier to capital, the owner himself is not 

a capitalist or a capitalist farmer, though the 

rent he gets arises due to capitalist mode of 

production. And if capitalist is himself the 

owner of the landed property, it means that the 

capitalists as class has 'territorialised 

themselves' and 'settled on the land' and the 

landed property will now not act as a barrier to 

capital and not hinder the free flow of capital. 

So, in this case absolute rent cannot exists. 

Differential rent though will accrue. But we 

know differential rent is different from absolute 

rent primarily in this sense that it doesn't by 

itself obstruct the conversion of the values of the 

commodities into prices of production of 

commodities i.e., doesn't by itself disrupts the 

process of formation of average profit, is rather 

based on it5. It arises due to difference between 
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less and more fertile land, favourable or 

unfavourable location as well as less and more 

productivity of the additional capital investment 

and doesn't by itself obstruct the formation of 

average profit.  

It means that in case of India, the words like 

"rentier capitalist landlords" or "capitalist 

landlords” accruing rent due to private 

monopoly on land are meaningless and don't 

help rather distort the understanding of Marxist 

conception of a historical form of landed 

property enabling its owner to appropriate rent 

by acting as a barrier to capital. So far as the 

predominant existence of small peasant 

proprietorship is concerned, the form of landed 

property that exists in India on a predominating 

scale, in this case, too, absolute rent stands 

abolished and the differential rent goes to the 

state.6   

Does any category exist in India as capitalist 

landlord accruing absolute rent as our 'great 

Marxist thinker' wants us to believe? Similarly, 

in India does the category of capitalist farmer 

who rents land from rentier landlords to engage 

in capitalist farming? In India, there are 

capitalist landlords who were erstwhile feudal 

landlords and later forced as well as persuaded 

and finally remoulded to cultivate land by 

themselves on capitalist lines. So, there is no 

such category as capitalist landlords who make 

land available to capitalists to rent land for 

working on it on payment of absolute rent. If at 

all such a category exists it must be 

insignificant. So, the question of obstructing or 

hindering the free flow of capital by landed 

property and thus their acting as a barrier to 

 
cause of its transformation into the form of ground-rent, and therefore of the appropriation of this portion of the profit, 

or commodity-price, by the owner of the land or waterfall." [Ibid.] 

6 see footnote no. 1. 

7 Marx writes about it thus: “It is a transitory form from the original form of rent to capitalist rent. Under it, the manager farmer 

furnishes labour (his own or another's) and also a portion of working capital, and the landlord furnishes, aside from land, 

another portion of working capital (e.g., cattle), and the product is divided between tenant and landlord in definite proportions 

which vary from country to country.” [p. 789, Ibid.] 

From Marx's writing, its following features can be discerned 1) Here farmer lacks sufficient capital and hence can't afford 

investment required for complete capitalist management. So, he is not a capitalist farmer. 2) On the other hand, the share 

appropriated by the landlord does not bear the pure form of rent. It may include i) interest on the capital advanced by him 

and an excess rent or ii) it may also absorb practically the entire surplus-labour of the farmer, or leave him a greater or 

smaller portion of this surplus-labour. But, iii) it essentially doesn't include rent that appears as the normal form of surplus-

value in general. 3) the sharecropper, whether he employs his own or another’s labour, lays claim to a portion of the 

product not in his capacity as labourer, but as possessor of part of the instruments of labour, as his own capitalist. 4) the 

landlord claims his share not exclusively as a landowner but also as lender of capital. 

capital doesn't arise. So far as share cropping is 

concerned it is a different category7 and we will 

take it up, if necessary, only later in a separate 

article. 

Similarly, he writes that the surplus profit 

originating due to private monopoly of land is 

transformed into absolute ground rent and goes 

to capitalist landlord. He should have written 

originating solely due to private monopoly of 

land instead of just originating due to private 

monopoly of land. Why? Because, not only 

absolute rent but differential rent also arises 

due to monopoly ownership of land. The 

difference lies in this that the differential rent 

arises from, as Marx himself says, 'the market-

value (and everything said concerning it applies 

with appropriate modifications to the price of 

production)' which 'embraces a surplus-profit for 

those who produce in any particular sphere of 

production under the most favourable conditions' 

[p. 197, Ibid.] and this surplus profit goes to the 

landowner as rent (differential) only because of 

his monopoly of land (also see footnote no.5) 

And lastly, the paragraph begins with a 

question (please see the question: But then 

how much should the surplus-profit be?), 

hence anyone will expect that the answer is 

present in the paragraph. But there is no answer 

as such.  

Let us move to his next paragraph.  

"Therefore, if the monopoly ownership of land 

in agriculture is eliminated through the 

nationalization of land, then the worst land 

will generally receive only the average profit. 

However, the capital invested in production on 
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all lands other than the worst land will fetch a 

surplus-profit too, because the market-prices 

are determined by the cost of production on 

the worst land. This is what Marx calls 

Differential Rent. Differential rent is of two 

types: first, which arises due to natural difference 

and second, which arises from the different 

magnitudes and intensities of capital investment. 

But for our present purpose, we do not need to go 

in elaborations about the two types of Differential 

Rent. Marx had criticized Ricardo for 

understanding only the Differential Rent but not 

the Absolute Rent which arises due to the 

monopoly ownership of land. The total surplus-

profit (Absolute Rent and Differential Rent) that 

the capitalist tenant receives over and above the 

average profit, is transformed into Total Ground 

Rent and goes to the capitalist landlord. Marx had 

termed this the transformation of total surplus-

profit into ground rent." (bold ours)  

Here, he discusses or defines differential rent in 

a peculiar manner. He first of all supposes that 

monopoly ownership of land must be 

eliminated before differential rent arises. It 

means that unless and until private ownership of 

land or monopoly of land is not eliminated 

through nationalisation [he can not think of 

measures (such as socialisation or 

collectivisation of agriculture) other than 

nationalisation which is a bourgeois measure] 

differential rent won't come into being, while 

the fact is that differential rent exists in both the 

conditions whether private monopoly 

ownership of land exists or the private 

ownership in landed property is taken over by 

the state. Rather, the matter of fact is that without 

presupposing a monopoly in land ownership, 

whether private or state monopoly, no rent, 

whether absolute or differential, can ever exists 

even if surplus profit is accrued.  

Marx says: 

"But differential rent presupposes the existence 

of a monopoly in land ownership, landed 

property as a limitation to capital', for without it 

surplus-profit would not be transformed into 

ground-rent nor fall to the share of the 

landlord instead of the farmer. And landed 

property as a limitation continues to exist even 

when rent in the form of differential rent 

disappears on soil A (on the worst soil -added by 

the present author). If we consider the cases in a 

country with capitalist production, where the 

investment of capital in the land can take 

place without payment of rent, we shall find 

that they are all based on a de facto abolition 

of landed property, if not also the legal 

abolition; this, however, can only take place 

under very specific circumstances which are by 

their very nature accidental." (bold ours) [p. 737, 

Ibid.]  

Marx further writes, explaining such cases: 

"When the landlord is himself a capitalist, or the 

capitalist is himself a landlord… In this case he 

may himself manage his land as soon as market-

price has risen sufficiently to enable him to get, 

from what is now soil A, the price of production, 

that is, replacement of capital plus average profit. 

But why? Because for him landed property does 

not constitute an obstacle to the investment of 

capital. He can treat his land simply as an element 

of Nature and therefore be guided solely by 

considerations of expansion of his capital, by 

capitalist considerations." [p. 738, Ibid.] 

Marx treats such cases as exception because of 

the premise he took in the beginning according 

to which 'capitalist cultivation of the soil 

presupposes the separation of functioning 

capital from landed property.'  

Marx writes that:  

"Such cases occur in practice, but only as 

exceptions. Just as capitalist cultivation of the soil 

presupposes the separation of functioning capital 

from landed property, so does it as a rule exclude 

self-management of landed property." [Ibid.] 

 We shall see that in India this exception is the 

reality due to 1) territorialisation of the 

bourgeoisie in the land even when private 

ownership of land exists due to which landed 

property acting as a limitation or barrier to 

capital stand abolished, and 2) the 

predominance of existence (or presence) of 

small peasant proprietorship.  

The incidence of this reality in India i.e. both the 

above cases, the main role has been played by 

the capitalist-landlord path of capitalist 

development in agriculture which took place 

from above i.e. by the Indian state. It slowly but 

steadily changed the old face of Indian 

agriculture by introducing a many-pronged 
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policy of land reform (that also included 

tenancy and ownership rights reforms) tailored 

on the whole to mainly suit the future interests 

of erstwhile feudal landlords who were 

pressurised as well as persuaded to themselves 

become capitalist landlords and become the 

main agent of capitalist farming.  

Let us now move to the next relevant paragraph. 

"Thus, what is the basis of creation of surplus-

profit in this way? It is the private monopoly 

ownership of a limited, natural resource of 

production (land) that can hinder the free flow of 

capital, disrupt the process of averaging of rates 

of profit and formation of the prices of 

production, and thus, gives rise to surplus-profit. 

This surplus-profit gets converted into rent due to 

the monopoly ownership. This is what we call 

Absolute Rent." 

So according to him, it is the private monopoly 

ownership of land that gives rise to surplus 

profit. We have seen that surplus profit arises 

even without it i.e. without private monopoly 

ownership of land. So, according to him, 

whenever there is a surplus profit, there is a 

ground rent.  

Having so proved, he goes to say that as MSP is 

a government assured price above market 

price, so it is a surplus profit and as we have 

discussed just above, according to his own 

understanding of surplus profit, it 

automatically becomes ground rent.  

"Now we can understand what is the system of 

profitable remunerative prices or MSP. …The 

MSP is nothing but a surplus-profit, which is 

created by the determination of prices by the 

government at a level that which ensures a 

surplus-profit over and above the average rate of 

profit, in order to serve the class interests of rich 

farmers and kulaks. The remunerative price or 

MSP is nothing but a surplus-profit or 

monopoly-rent imposed by the capitalist 

landowners, capitalist farmers, and capitalist 

tenant farmers on the entire society including the 

working masses and it originates due to the 

government's monopoly over determination of 

prices. It is a type of a tribute extorted from the 

society and, therefore, is outright anti-people." 

(bold ours) 

See the word made bold by us. He just equates 

surplus profit with monopoly rent without any 

other consideration.  

We know surplus profit is realised depending 

on how is the market value realised in normal 

circumstances so that it embraces surplus 

profit. Here normal circumstances are 

presupposed. Having this in mind if we say that 

MSP is surplus profit, an examination of its 

history and also a study of exceptional 

situations arising due to permanent situations of 

crisis and overproduction must be done to see 

if the Marx's analysis needs to be applied with 

certain modification or not for it will affect the 

formation of average profit in the way Marx 

explains. We needn't repeat that in the present 

day situation where monopoly has become the 

financial oligopoly and taken over the whole 

society, it is not average profit but maximum 

profit which is the law of modern day 

capitalism.    

Marx himself wrote about it: 

"Our analysis has revealed how the market-value 

(and everything said concerning it applies with 

appropriate modifications to the price of 

production) embraces a surplus-profit for those 

who produce in any particular sphere of 

production under the most favourable conditions. 

With the exception of crises, and of 

overproduction in general, this applies to all 

market-prices, no matter how much they may 

deviate from market-values or market-prices 

of production. For the market-price signifies that 

the same price is paid for commodities of the 

same kind, although they may have been 

produced under very different individual 

conditions and hence may have different cost-

prices. (We do not speak at this point of any 

surplus-profits due to monopolies in the usual 

sense of the term, whether natural or artificial.)” 

(bold ours) [p. 197, Ibid.]  

So, we have seen how he arrives at MSP. 

HIS UNDERSTANDING OF THE FORMATION OF 

MARKET PRICE 

To say that 'the market price deviates from the 

value of the commodity' (this is so written by 
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Abhinav in his abovementioned article8) is 

based on "the assumption that the commodities 

of the various spheres of production are sold at 

their value" as only on the basis of this 

assumption it implies that “their value is the 

centre of gravity around which their prices 

fluctuate, and their continual rises and drops 

tend to equalise." [p. 176-177, Ibid.]  

Later, on the question of how "the prices of 

production" are determined, Abhinav Sinha 

writes, 'and the prices of production themselves 

are determined from the social value produced in 

different sectors of production and its 

redistribution among them due to competition 

and the averaging of the rates of profit.' If we try 

to understand this, this is what we can mean 

from this: According to him, the prices of 

production are determined from the 

redistribution of social value produced in 

different sectors of production among them and 

this redistribution take place by competition 

and the averaging of the rates of profit.  

Can it be called consistent with Marx's analysis 

of determination of the prices of production? 

No, it is at best Ricardian presentation, modified 

by Marx to show that his assumption that 

commodities are sold at their values when 

correctly modified can be shown to have truths 

in the last [p. 183-184, Theories of Surplus Value 

(Part II), Capital Vol IV, Progress Publishers 

(Reprinted by From Marx to Mao Digital 

Reprints)] through other way round. But it is 

nonetheless Ricardian not a Marxian way of 

presenting or explaining the formation of 

market price. Like Ricardo, our 'thinker' also 

presupposes average rate of profit though he 

incessantly talks of redistribution of social value 

among spheres of production.  

In the first place, Marx has nowhere concluded 

that competition compels to bring among the 

capitalists averaging of rate of profit and then 

this averaging of rates of profits leads to the 

determination of price of production. Marx has 

this to say about averaging of the rates of profit 

and how this is achieved. 

 
8 He writes that "the market-price deviates from the value of the commodity because of the different conditions of production 

prevailing in various sectors and regions and due to the competition among different capitals." Just a paragraph later, he 

writes that "the market-price keeps fluctuating around the centre of gravity of the prices of production, due to the changing 

equations of demand and supply." So, in a way he confuses value with the centre of gravity of the prices of production.  

"Competition of capitals can therefore only 

equalise the rates of profit" and "Competition 

achieves this equalisation by regulating 

average prices." [p. 29-30, Ibid] 

And Marx continues:  

"Competition achieves this equalisation by 

regulating average prices. These average prices 

themselves, however, are either above or below 

the value of the commodity so that no commodity 

yields a higher rate of profit than any other." 

[Ibid] 

I hope that our Marxist thinker understand what 

'average prices, mean here. It is the market 

value of the commodity. 

For Marx, how the conversion of this 

equalization of profits into a general rate of 

profit is brought about is important as for 

Marx it is the result and not the point of 

departer.  

Marx thus writes this –  

"On the other hand, it may be said that wherever 

an average profit, and therefore a general rate of 

profit, are produced -- no matter by what means 

-- such an average profit cannot be anything but 

the profit on the average social capital, whose 

sum is equal to the sum of surplus-value. 

Moreover, the prices obtained by adding this 

average profit to the cost-prices cannot be 

anything but the values transmuted into prices of 

production. Nothing would be altered if 

capitals in certain spheres of production 

would not, for some reason, be subject to the 

process of equalization. The average profit 

would then be computed on that portion of the 

social capital which enters the equalization 

process. it is evident that the average profit can 

be nothing but the total mass of surplus-values 

allotted to the various quantities of capital 

proportionally to their magnitudes in their 

different spheres of production. It is the total 

realized unpaid labour, and this total mass, like 

the paid, congealed or living, labour, obtains in 

the total mass of commodities and money that 

falls to the capitalists." [p. 172-173, MECW Vol. 
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37, Capital Vol. III, Lawrence & Wishart Electric 

Book] 

So, further   

"the really difficult question is this: how is this 

equalization of profits into a general rate of profit 

brought about, since it is obviously a result rather 

than a point of departure?" [Ibid.] 

Therefore  

“the average profit determining the prices of 

production must always be approximately 

equal to that quantity of surplus-value which 

falls to the share of individual capital in its 

capacity of an aliquot part of the total social 

capital.” [p. 178, Ibid.] 

And further  

"What competition, first in a single sphere, 

achieves is a single market-value and market-

price derived from the various individual values 

of commodities. And it is competition of capitals 

in different spheres, which first brings out the 

price of production equalizing the rates of profit 

in the different spheres. The latter process 

requires a higher development of capitalist 

production that the previous one." [p. 179, Ibid.] 

If we take Mr Sinha’s explanation to be true, 

then it will mean that the average prices that will 

be calculated on the basis of so-called 

averaging of the rates of profit will be equal to 

the value of the commodity. This is what Marx 

refutes throughout. He writes this:  

"Thus, if the commodities were sold at their 

values or if the average prices of the commodities 

were equal to their values, then the rate of profit 

in the various spheres would have to vary a great 

deal. In one case it would be 50, in others 40, 30, 

20, 10, etc. Taking the total volume of 

commodities for a year in sphere A, for instance, 

their value would be equal to the capital 

advanced in them plus the unremunerated labour 

they contain. Ditto in spheres B and C. But since 

A, B and C contain different amounts of unpaid 

labour, for instance, A more than B and B more 

than C, the commodities A might perhaps yield 3 

S (S=surplus-value) to their producers, B=2 S and 

C=S. Since the rate of profit is determined by the 

ratio of surplus-value to capital advanced, and as 

on our assumption this is the same in A, B, C, etc., 

then ||451| if C is the capital advanced, the 

various rates of profit will be 3S/C, 2S/C, S/C. 

Competition of capitals can therefore only 

equalise the rates of profit, for instance in our 

example, by making the rates of profit, equal to 

2S/C , 2S/C , 2S/C , in the spheres A, B, C. A 

would sell his commodity at 1 S less and C at 1 S 

more than its value. The average price in sphere 

A would be below, and in sphere C would be 

above, the value of the commodities A and C.” [p. 

28, Theories of Surplus Value (Part II), Capital 

Vol IV, Progress Publishers (Reprinted by From 

Marx to Mao Digital Reprints)] 

Here let us try to understand what does it mean 

by “regulating average prices" and how does it 

occur.  

Marx writes this:  

"... the capital of the capitalist class, is regarded 

as one magnitude on which the whole of surplus-

value [is] calculated, irrespective of the sphere in 

which it has been created. In this aggregate 

capital the periods of turnover, etc. are 

equalised; In that case every section of the 

aggregate capital would in accordance with its 

magnitude participate in the aggregate surplus-

value and draw a corresponding part of it. And 

since every individual capital is to be regarded 

as shareholder in this aggregate capital, it would 

be correct to say first that its rate of profit is the 

same as that of all the others [because] capitals of 

the same size yield the same amount of profit; 

secondly, and this arises automatically from the 

first point, that the volume of profit depends on 

the size of the capital, on the number of shares the 

capitalist owns in that aggregate capital. 

Competition among capitals thus seeks to 

treat every capital as a share of the aggregate 

capital and correspondingly to regulate its 

participation in surplus-value and hence also 

in profit. Competition more or less succeeds 

in this by means of its equalisations (we shall 

not examine here the reason why it encounters 

particular obstacles in certain spheres). But in 

plain language this just means that the capitalists 

strive (and this striving is competition) to divide 

among themselves the quantity of unpaid 

labour—or the products of this quantity of 

labour—which they squeeze out of the working 

class, not according to the surplus-labour 

produced directly by a particular capital, but 

corresponding firstly to the relative portion of the 
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aggregate capital which a particular capital 

represents and secondly according to the amount 

of surplus-labour produced by the aggregate 

capital. The capitalists, like hostile brothers, 

divide among themselves the loot of other 

people’s labour which they have appropriated so 

that on an average one receives the same amount 

of unpaid labour as another.” [p. 29, Ibid.] 

Thus, “competition achieves this equalisation by 

regulating average prices. These average prices 

themselves, however, are either above or below 

the value of the commodity so that no commodity 

yields a higher rate of profit than any other. It is 

therefore wrong to say that competition among 

capitals brings about a general rate of profit by 

equalising the prices of commodities to their 

values. On the contrary it does so by converting 

the values of the commodities into average 

prices, in which a part of surplus-value is 

transferred from one commodity to another, etc. 

The value of a commodity equals the quantity of 

paid and unpaid labour contained in it. The 

average price of a commodity equals the quantity 

of paid labour it contains (materialised or living) 

plus an average quota of unpaid labour. The 

latter does not depend on whether this amount 

was contained in the commodity itself or on 

whether more or less of it was embodied in the 

value of the commodity.” [p. 29-30, Ibid.] 

This is how matter stands in Marx's analysis. The 

last line is very important and we must properly 

understand it and hence will take it up and its 

significance once again later. As for now, I can 

say only this that unless we understand that the 

quota of unpaid labour that every capitalist 

receives (under the regime of market price or 

average price as such), needn't necessarily be 

embodied in the commodity itself and that it can 

be embodied also in the value of the 

commodity, it will be difficult for us to grasp the 

basic understanding of formation of Market 

Price, and its role in formation of surplus profit 

and of course finally in understanding the 

ground rent.       

Therefore, we see that he looks very promising 

and correct, in line with Marx's, but the moment 

one goes deeper and tries to see him in finer 

details, most of the time an inconsistency will 

immediately appear whose overall impact is 

that Marxism is robbed of its main substance as 

a science of dialectics.  

Marx wrote about A. Smith like this: Adam 

Smith, as we saw above, first correctly interprets 

value and the relation existing between profit, 

wages, etc. as component parts of this value, and 

then he proceeds the other way round, regards 

the prices of wages, profit and rent as antecedent 

factors and seeks to determine them 

independently, in order then to compose the 

price of the commodity out of them. The meaning 

of this change of approach is that first he grasps 

the problem in its inner relationships, and then in 

the reverse form, as it appears in competition. [p. 

106, Ibid.] 

The same applies to our self-proclaimed 

Marxist thinker Abhinav Sinha who understands 

the formation of market price not from what 

happens in the core of Marxist analysis, but 

from what it appears in competition, otherwise 

he wouldn’t have said that the averaging of the 

rates of profit brings about the existence of the 

market price.    

On the whole we can see that Mr. Abhinav 

Sinha, our self-proclaimed "Marxist thinker", 

just keeps repeating that the price of 

production determines the market price, but 

nowhere explains, not even in the remotest 

sense, how does it precisely determine the 

market price, except reproducing some 

headlines many of which are of course correct. 

He doesn't precisely understand the role of 

competition in the determination of market 

price in the way Marx does. He never mentions 

average prices or market value of commodities 

whose regulating effect or result is averaging of 

the rates of profit. He doesn't not do it even 

once, let alone explaining it. So, if he doesn't 

understand the true process of formation of 

market price, his understanding about ground 

rent automatically becomes doubtful.       

When Marx deals with the Problem in 

ascertaining rent, he puts it even more 

succinctly like this:  

"If we start from the correct principle that the 

value of commodities is determined by the 

labour-time necessary for their production (and 

that value in general is nothing other than 

materialised social labour-time) then it follows 

that the average price of commodities is 
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determined by the labour-time required for their 

production. This conclusion would be the right 

only if it had been proved that average price 

equals value. But I showed that just because the 

value of the commodity is determined by labour-

time, the average price of the commodities 

(except in the unique case in which the so-called 

individual rate of profit in a particular sphere of 

production, i.e., the profit determined by the 

surplus-value yielded in this sphere of 

production itself, [is] equal to the average rate of 

profit on total capital) can never be equal to their 

value although this determination of the average 

price is only derived from the value which is 

based on labour-time." [p. 34, Ibid.] 

SOME MORE DISCUSSION OF MARXIST WAY OF 

DEFINING PREMISES OF DISCUSSION ON GROUND 

RENT 

Marx in his introduction to the chapter 

"Transformation Of Surplus Value Into Ground 

Rent" [p. 608, MECW Vol. 37, Capital Vol. III, 

Lawrence & Wishart Electric Book] clearly says 

that while explaining this transformation he will 

consider only the specific historical form of 

landed estate, the one which is transformed 

according to need and through the influence of 

capital, where in a portion of surplus value 

produced by capital falls to the share of the 

landowner. So, Marx sets outs with this 

assumption that that like in manufacture the 

capitalist mode of production also dominates in 

agriculture i.e. agriculture is carried on by 

capitalists who differ from manufacturing 

capitalists only in the manner capital and wage 

labour set in motion by this capital are invested. 

So, he presupposes three things 1) a class of 

landowners having monopoly over land and 

appropriating rent by virtue of having this 

monopoly 2) land is available for those class of 

capitalists or farmers who want to invest capital 

and wage labour for working the land 3) the 

capitalist production is so much developed and 

matured that capital whether employed in 

agriculture or Industry draws average profit for 

without having attained this level ground rent as 

discussed by Marx which is nothing but the 

excess over this average profit i.e. surplus 

profit (the part of the surplus value produced by 

capital that is in excess over average profit) 

can't be realised.    

In Marx analysis of ground rent a correct 

understanding of landed property is very 

necessary. So, Marx defines it as this: It is a 

property based on the monopoly by certain 

persons over definite portions of the globe, as 

exclusive spheres of their private will to the 

exclusion of all others. And accordingly, Marx 

defines his task. He says, - With this in mind, the 

problem is to ascertain the economic value, that 

is, the realisation of this monopoly on the basis of 

capitalist production. [p. 609-610, Ibid.] 

Private monopoly over land has a legal basis, 

too. It comes in the form of legal power of those 

having this monopoly. There are two questions 

here. First, how does this legal power per se 

help in economic realisation of this monopoly? 

Secondly, how did this legal power originate or 

arise? With regard to the first question, Marx 

says, "With the legal power of these persons to 

use or misuse certain portions of the globe, 

nothing is decided. The use of this power (with a 

purpose of realising economic value of this 

monopoly over land) depends wholly upon 

economic conditions, which are independent of 

their will. The legal view itself only means that 

the landowner can do with the land what every 

owner of commodities can do with his 

commodities." With regard to the second 

question Marx says that in the ancient world this 

legal view of free private ownership of land arose 

with/after the dissolution of the then organic 

order (an order characterised by a harmonious 

relationship between or among the people with 

their whole - by the present author) of society 

and in the modern times/world it arose when 

capitalist production came in existence and 

developed. Marx also says that in Asia, this legal 

view of free private ownership of land was 

imported by Europeans. [see p. 610, Ibid.] 

Now, what happens to the existing juridical 

forms of landed property with the introduction 

of capitalist production or capitalist mode of 

production? Marx examined this, too in great 

detail. Inasmuch as the capitalist mode of 

production presupposes the separation of the 

direct producers from their position as mere 

accessories to the land (in the form of vassals, 

serfs, slaves, etc.), and, on the other hand, the 

expropriation of the mass of the people from the 

land, the monopoly of landed property, as a 

historical premise, poses no difficulty in 
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continuing as ever before as the basis of the 

capitalist mode of production. This is just as in 

all previous modes of production which were 

based on the exploitation of the masses in one 

form or another. The problem arose in another 

sense. The old existing form of landed property 

didn't suit the incipient capitalist mode of 

production. So, capital when it penetrates in 

agriculture, it first of all creates and secures for 

itself a suitable form of landed property. This is 

achieved, as Marx says, by subordinating 

agriculture to capital, by transforming feudal 

landed property, clan property or small peasant 

property in mark communes etc. into the 

economic form corresponding to the 

requirements of this mode of production, no 

matter in how many divergent juristic forms the 

landed property previously expressed itself. [see 

p. 611, Ibid.] 

What were the results of this transformation? 

There were obviously many results, minor as 

well as major. Marx says that 1) capital 

"transforms agriculture from a mere empirical 

and mechanical self-perpetuating process 

employed by the least developed part of society 

into the conscious scientific application of 

agronomy, in so far as this is at all feasible 

under conditions of private property". Here the 

sentence which has been made bold by me 

clearly says that the existence of private 

ownership of land in particular and also 

existence of private property in general poses 

difficulties in the fullest capitalist development9 

The extraction of monopoly rent is one such 

problem  2) capital "divorces landed property 

from the relations of dominion and servitude, on 

the one hand, and, on the other, totally separates 

land as an instrument of production from landed 

property and landowner -- for whom the land 

 
9 This is one reason that the theorists of capitalism or capitalist production at least theoretically advocate abolition of free 

private ownership in landed property and opt for handing it over to its own capitalist state i.e. nationalization of landed 

property as opposed to private ownership which abolishes the absolute ground rent as we shall see it later.     

10 Here Marx portrays the most radical role of capital, depict what capital can do to old form of landed property in pursuit 

of the form of landed property most suitable to itself. It however doesn't mean that capital can perform such a role 

anywhere and anytime in an unrestricted manner. After what happened in French Revolution of 1848 in particular and all 

revolutions and revolts of that period in general and especially after Paris Commune and Russian Revolution, the 

bourgeoisie of the world nowhere show any such radical behaviour, let alone performing their radical role. However, they 

are true to their historical mission of transforming the whole world in their own image by adopting compromising methods 

vis-à-vis feudal and landed gentry i.e. retaining most of the old form as far as possible while resorting to slow and steady, 

reformist rather than revolutionary way of capitalist development, adopting the method of state reforms from above rather 

than letting it be effected from below by the masses.   

merely represents a certain money assessment 

which he collects by virtue of his monopoly from 

the industrial capitalist, the capitalist farmer". It 

means that capital, by divorcing landed 

property from the relation of dominion and 

servitude and thus separating the land and the 

landowner, makes the land able to realise its 

existence as an instrument of production. In this 

form land merely represents a sum of money 

which the landowner collects from those who 

invest capital in land. 3) capital "dissolves the 

connection between landownership and the land 

so thoroughly that the landowner may spend his 

whole life in Constantinople, while his estates lie 

in Scotland." it means that the connection 

between landownership and the land is 

thoroughly shaken and the presence of 

landowner near his own landed property even 

for merely collecting the rent is not at all 

required 4) capital thus help landed property 

receive "its purely economic form by discarding 

all its former political and social embellishments 

and associations, in brief all those traditional 

accessories, which are denounced, as we shall 

see later, as useless and absurd superfluities by 

the industrial capitalists themselves, as well as 

their theoretical spokesmen, in the heat of their 

struggle with landed property." It means that 

landed property is freed from all its earlier 

forms in which it maintained its relations with 

the realm of dominion and servitude by 

carrying with itself a bunch of traditional 

accessories such as serfs, vassals and slaves 

who are now freed and realise their existence 

as direct producers.10 5) capital leads to 

"rationalising of agriculture, on the one hand, 

which makes it for the first time capable of 

operating on a social scale, and the reduction ad 

absurdum of property in land, on the other, are 

the great achievements of the capitalist mode of 



THE TRUTH | Year 2 | Issue 1 | May 2021                                                                                                                               22 

production. Like all of its other historical 

advances, it also attained these by first 

completely impoverishing the direct producers." 

[p. 611-612, Ibid.] Here, it means capital's 

penetration leads to socialised operation 

(operation on a social basis) of agriculture as 

opposed to its old form of empirical and self-

perpetuating form. It, on the other hand leads to 

reduction ad absurdum of property in land. It 

means that in its earlier forms landed property 

had turned useless to the point of absurdity 

which capital by rationalising agriculture does 

away and thus as a result brings the landed 

property to social use.11  

How does capitalist farming enrich the 

landowner? It enriches him in two ways, not in 

just one way. It is not just only the ground rent 

and its general movement which enriches him. 

Apart from this, the interest on the capital 

investments made by the capitalist in the land 

also enriches him. How? We know that when a 

capitalist or a capitalist farmer rents a land, he 

fixes or incorporates capital in it to make it a 

perfect instrument of production i.e. he 

transforms it from a mere piece of land into 

land-capital. Capital so incorporated in land 

may be 1) of transient nature, the one that is 

used to improve the fertility and chemical 

composition of the land etc. It naturally goes 

with the ordinary production processes in 

agriculture and hence is exclusively invested 

by the capitalist or capitalist farmer, or 2) of a 

more permanent nature, the one that is used to 

build drainage canals and farm buildings or for 

levelling of land etc. It is also in the main and in 

some spheres of production exclusively 

invested by the capitalist or capitalist farmer. 

By its very nature, such capitals, either of 

transient nature or of more permanent nature, 

belong to the category of fixed capitals, are 

invested by the capitalist and together with the 

interests on such capitals, they are finally 

pocketed by the landowner. Marx writes – 

"These investments improve the land, increase its 

 
11 In this process, however, while capital frees the serfs, slaves and vassals to become able to exist as direct producers by 

shedding off their old status and this shows the radical role of capital, nevertheless capital impoverishes them again to the 

point of absurdity so much so that it finally goes against the expansion of capital itself and in this sense the landed property 

transformed by the influence and need of capital into the form most suitable to capitalist production finally turns into a 

property ad absurdum which now can only be done away with by a proletarian revolution which will socialise the whole 

agriculture which is otherwise already operated on social scale but for the benefit of capital through private appropriation 

of the fruits of socially operated agriculture.  

output, and transform the land from mere 

material into land-capital when the cultivation is 

carried on more or less rationally. A cultivated 

field is worth more than an uncultivated one of the 

same natural quality…As soon as the time 

stipulated by contract has expired the 

improvements incorporated in the soil become 

the property of the landowner as an inseparable 

feature of the land. In the new contract made by 

the landowner he adds the interest for capital 

incorporated in the land to the ground-rent itself. 

And he does this whether he now leases the land 

to the capitalist farmer who made these 

improvements or to some other farmer. His rent 

is thus inflated; and should he wish to sell his land 

its value is now higher. He sells not merely the 

land but the improved land, the capital 

incorporated in the land for which he paid 

nothing. Quite aside from the movements of 

ground-rent itself, here lies one of the secrets of 

the increasing enrichment of landowners, the 

continuous inflation of their rents, and the 

constantly growing money-value of their estates 

along with progress in economic development. 

Thus, they pocket a product of social 

development." [p. 613-614, Ibid.] 

Can we say from the above description that the 

interest on such capital as incorporated in the 

land, either in the transient manner or more 

permanently, by the capitalist constitute an 

addition to ground rent? Yes, it does but 

through the next contract where in the 

landowner makes new contract after the expiry 

of the existing one. But it certainly does not 

constitute the actual ground-rent which is paid 

to the landowner solely for his permission of use 

of the land as such for the actual source of 

ground rent lies with landowner's monopoly 

over that piece of land, be it in a natural or 

cultivated state. So, ground rent and the 

interest on the fixed capital incorporated in 

the land are two separate things. This interest 

however may constitute an addition to the 

ground rent but only when the existing contract 
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expires and a new contract is made. So long as 

the contract or lease lasts, this interest falls into 

the hands of the capitalists and nothing of it 

goes to add the landowner’s ground rent which 

is slated to be paid annually or otherwise as per 

the contract. Thus, it only ultimately passes 

into the pocket of the landowner i.e., after the 

expiry of the existing contract.     

Later, while differentiating between ground 

rent and interests on capital invested in land 

Marx writes that landed property differs from 

other kinds of property in that it appears 

superfluous and harmful at a certain stage of 

development, even from the point of view of 

capitalist mode of production.  

What is ground rent? It is the manner in which 

landed property expresses itself in the 

capitalist mode of production.   

Now, what will happen to ground rent if the 

tenant himself is not an industrial capitalist? 

Marx writes – "We are not speaking now of 

conditions in which ground-rent, the manner of 

expressing landed property in the capitalist 

mode of production, formally exists without the 

existence of the capitalist mode of production 

itself, i.e., without the tenant himself being an 

industrial capitalist, nor the type of his 

management being a capitalist one." [p. 619, 

Ibid.] So, ground rent can't appear as ground 

rent as such if the tenant is not an industrial 

capitalist or if his management is not on 

capitalist line. In other words, we can interpret 

from this that the tenant must be placed in a 

position that enables him to draw average profit 

from his capital investment. 

This is how Marx himself places the historical 

view of the premises in which ground rent must 

be discussed. In the light of above discussion, 

let's discuss a few situations: 

1. When the tenant is a small farmer who 

doesn't invest in wage labour, nor does he 

invest much in constant capital and work 

mainly with his own hands and instruments 

of labour. He thus in paying ground rent will 

face the danger of losing not only a part of 

his profit i.e., his own surplus labour (to 

which he is entitled as the owner of his own 

instruments of labour), but also a part of his 

wages or his necessary labour which he 

would have otherwise received for the same 

amount of labour. Not only that, he also faces 

the danger of losing his small capital which 

he for the most part incorporate in the land 

through his own labour or his own 

instruments of labour. But such a situation 

doesn't exist today. Now a days when 

capitalist mode of production has a 

complete sway over all spheres of 

production including agriculture, one will 

seldom find even a small peasant engaged 

in agriculture only on the basis of his own 

instruments of labour. He is but forced to use 

machinery that is in use in his time for 

different activities involved in agriculture 

from tilling to harvesting and even after that, 

for which he can't do without some capital 

investment. And if he can't manage, he will 

have to leave his position of being a farmer. 

2. If the tenant is a simple peasant capitalist 

who hires wage workers to work his rented 

land but his management can be hardly said 

to be precisely running on capitalist lines 

and hence only occasionally draws average 

profit due to tough competition and 

manipulation of market by big industrial 

monopoly capitalists who often force the 

peasant capitalist to draw a profit lower than 

average profit or force them to sell without 

any profit and sometimes even below the 

cost of production, even forced to dispense 

with a part of the value of fixed capital that 

he invests for the improvement of the land. 

The result is that such a peasant capitalist 

who is not cushioned by other means (such 

as profit coming from his investment in other 

spheres of production as is the case with the 

industrial capitalists who have also invested 

in agriculture) against this eventuality is 

ruined after a few more chances that he 

takes in pursuit of a better result next time. 

His economic position is such he also can't 

switch over to investments in spheres of 

production because of so many reasons 

ranging from lack of sufficient capital which 

stands already depleted due to above 

discussed situations as also the lack of cushion 

if an extremely odd situation arrives to lack of 

overall expertise to tackle risks in capital 

investment. Even if he happens to be the 

owner of land, happens to have a monopoly 

of the land that he works, even in this 

favourable situation, he won't survive for 
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umpteen years or any period of time. The 

deepest ever economic crisis in particular 

and conditions of overproduction in 

agriculture general won't let him draw 

average profit. At most he can draw for some 

time some profit from his investment in the 

land which will be often equal to or even less 

than the rent he would have to otherwise pay 

to the landowner. In India, many strata of 

upper middle and rich peasants except for 

those who have grown into and established 

themselves as industrial capitalists make 

this description a quite living experience 

before our eyes. 

3. When the tenant is the monopoly capitalist 

as is going to be the case if the new farm 

laws are successfully implemented in India. 

In such a case the whole thing will turn 

upside down. The landowner whether small, 

medium or big, will be dethroned from the 

position of being the free landowners and 

the tenant (the monopolists) will take 

possession of their land in the end utilising 

the favourable forces and powers that the 

laws provide them with. We know the 

provisions of the new farm laws of India are 

such that establish supremacy of the 

monopolists over the landowner whose land 

will be under a contract favourable to 

monopolists and not to the landowner. It will 

not only hinder the peasant capitalists from 

taking advantage of the monopoly over his 

land in the end but instead will lead to 

establishment of the biggest monopoly who 

will i) expropriate and dispossess the 

landowners themselves utilizing the various 

provisions of the laws as also by other laws 

that are in the pipeline having the same 

teeth and intent in the favour of the 

 
12 which together with simple peasant bourgeoisie constitute what we call rich peasants or kulaks. So naturally, in India, 

our observation is that what we call the class of rich peasant comprises both peasant bourgeoise as well as rural 

bourgeoisie i.e. industrial-commercial bourgeoisie having large modern farms as well as other business all well run on 

developed capitalist lines. Com. Mukesh Aseem has well described this as: "A thin uppermost stratum of rich farmers 

has now metamorphosed into small-medium capitalists passing through the stages of being agri-entrepreneurs 

dabbling into agro-processing industries, seed-fertiliser-pesticide sellers, petrol-diesel dealers, brick kiln owners, 

tractor-bike-agricultural implements dealers, etc to commission agents and directors of cooperative sugar mills and 

cooperative banks. Their interests are now completely aligned to corporate capitalist class. The farmer producer 

companies being newly formed now are also controlled by this stratum. This section cannot remain stuck with the 

demand for purchase guarantee at assured remunerative prices since the agriculture produce is raw material for them 

and lower prices of these are in their own interest. They only need some protection from big capital which the 

government is ready to offer them. Hence they are bound to break away from this movement at some stage but after 

creating some panic in the ranks.” (see TT, No. 12, Postscript II. Bold by the present author) 

monopolists ii) also monopolize the whole 

market of agriculture sector and produce, 

given their giant size and strength. Thus, in 

this situation the monopoly capitalist as the 

tenant presents altogether a different 

scenario. This situation Marx couldn't have 

visualised in his time. Even in Russia at the 

time of October Revolution, such a situation 

didn't exist.  

4. It is only when the tenant is an industrial-

commercial capitalist whose management of 

farm and other business is run well on 

capitalist lines with requisite expertise, it 

makes an altogether a different case. This is 

the most suitable case according to Marx's 

analysis. But today it can't go alone because 

of involvement of corporates (big monopoly 

capital) in agriculture who are pressurising 

the state to go for laws that allows their take 

over of agriculture. Such super rich thin 

section12 also faces a tough competition but 

he is well supported and cushioned by 

profits being accrued by them from other 

spheres, by their connection with the 

monopolists and is not likely to be ruined 

and so can persist in the race. He can also 

change the destination of his capital 

investment quite easily and frequently due 

to his having acquired an expertise in this 

field which the peasants bourgeoisie with 

lesser fortunes don't have.  

In India, such capitalist farmers that engage in 

capital on the basis of payment of rent are in 

fact not present. The fact is that here in India 

peasants have their own land and are free from 

any type of bondages arising from the landed 

property. In India there are rich and big 

peasants but overwhelming majority is that of 

the small, poor and marginal peasants. The 
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overwhelming part of the rest between the poor 

and the rich peasants is dominated by middle 

peasants, lower middle and upper middle. In 

India, even the small, marginal or poor 

peasants are now free from embellishments of 

landed property. If they want to invest capital in 

their plots no one is going to hinder it. Similarly 

middle and rich peasants are also free to invest 

capital whenever they want to expand their 

capital. There is no hinderance other than the 

lack of capital and misfortune unleashed upon 

them by the unfaithful market.  

So, in totality, the case as exists in India is 

such that on the one hand the capitalist mode 

of production has already been 

"territorialised" and on the other hand the 

predominant land ownership is small 

peasant proprietorship already having 

experienced the ruin of capitalist farming. 

India is at a stage where the bourgeois mode 

of production has already entrenched itself 

in landed property and has a complete sway 

over the over agriculture from top to bottom 

(and now its second phase i.e. corporate 

phase if we at call it by a such name)... when 

the private property has become far more 

bourgeois than feudal, …when the 

bourgeoisie as class has already become 

bound up with landed property on a broad, 

predominating scale, has already been 

territorialised itself, settled on the land, 

fully subordinated landed property to itself, 

then land is like any other capital, an 

instrument of production, a condition of 

production as in Industry.  

So, in India, landed property cannot draw 

absolute rent as the existing land ownership 

doesn't appear or act as a barrier to capital. 

So far as the differential rent is concerned in 

this condition it goes to state. But this sphere 

of production can still draw surplus profit in 

the same manner as in industry 

establishment of monopoly draws surplus 

profit. For example, C2 plus 50% is a surplus 

profit itself. But now if corporate takes over 

agriculture, and a monopoly of big finance 

capital in agriculture is established, then we 

know that the surplus profit accruing to rich 

peasants will not be abolished as our self-

proclaimed "Marxist thinker" want to have 

us believe; it will rather be taken over and 

made to give way to maximum profit 

accruing to these financial monopolies that 

by then would have monopolised the 

agriculture. We know monopoly strives for 

maximum profit, not just profit, super profit 

or surplus profit. So here the surplus profit 

will take the form of maximum profit in case 

if monopolisation of agriculture is 

completed. And we know if proletarian 

revolution doesn't occur, the new farm laws, 

that are intended towards it, will certainly 

lead to its establishment. It is even a bigger, 

a much bigger tribute. But it is not absolute 

rent. It is outrightly a burden on people and 

there is no doubt about this. Surplus profit, 

whoever accrues it, must not be supported.  

So, to conclude, we can say: 

1. India, with the territorialisation of 

bourgeoisie as class in land having been 

completed, the basis of absolute rent has 

vanished and hence urge for 

nationalisation is also gone among 

peasants. However, the proletariat if it 

comes to power may resort to it, but only 

as a measure just equivalent to a socialist 

measure, just for creating a ground for 

collectivisation of agriculture, as 

something that would instantly take us to 

go for full steam socialisation of 

agriculture,  

2. Mere nationalisation of land has obvious 

limitations. Even if landed property is 

taken over by the state along with 

retention of capitalist mode of 

production, the landed property goes to 

become the property of the whole 

capitalist class that owns the land though 

the bourgeois state, and then differential 

rent would still remain but will go to 

state. This in essence is the condition 

already existing in India. 

3. If, however the landed property becomes 

socialised i.e., becomes the property of 

the whole working people, then the whole 

basis of rent, whether absolute or 

differential, will be abolished.  

Marx dealing with an example writes: "With 

the abolition of landed property and the retention 

of capitalist production, this excess profit arising 

from the difference in fertility would remain. If the 
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state appropriated the land and capitalist 

production continued, then rent from II, III, IV 

would be paid to the state, but rent as such would 

remain. If landed property became people’s 

property, then the whole basis of capitalist 

production would go, the foundation on which 

rests the confrontation of the worker by the 

conditions of labour as an independent force" [p. 

103-104, Theories of Surplus Value (Part II), 

Capital Vol. IV, Progress Publishers (Reprinted 

by From Marx to Mao Digital Reprints)] 

Further 

“...differential rent is linked with the regulation of 

the market-price and therefore disappears 

along with the price and with capitalist 

production. There would remain only the fact 

that land of varying fertility is cultivated by social 

labour and, despite the difference in the amount 

of labour employed, labour can become more 

productive on all types of land. But the amount of 

labour used on the worse land would by no 

means result in more labour being paid for [the 

product] of the better land as now with the 

bourgeois. Rather would the labour saved on IV 

be used for the improvement of III and that saved 

from III for the improvement of II and finally that 

saved on II would be used to improve I. Thus, the 

whole of the capital eaten up by the landowners 

would serve to equalise the labour used for the 

cultivation of the soil and to reduce the amount of 

labour in agriculture as a whole.” [p. 105-106, 

Ibid.]  

This is what will be achieved with the 

socialisation of agriculture under the 

proletarian state.  

It also means that if tribute or surplus profit 

is to be abolished in totality, it can be done 

only under the proletarian state or 

Socialism. If someone is happy that the 

financial monopoly will do away with this, 

he is not only ignorant, but also a traitor.    

Absolute rent is surplus profit over and above 

the market price, where as differential rent is 

the difference between Market price and the 

value of the produce grown on favoured land. 

So, price rise above the market price is due to 

absolute rent and not due to differential rent. 

Marx clearly writes that “the view that rent (as a 

surcharge over the Market Price) arises from the 

monopoly price of agricultural products, the 

monopoly price being solely due to the 

landowners possessing the monopoly of the land. 

According to this concept, the price of the 

agricultural product is constantly above its value. 

There is a surcharge of price and the law of the 

value of commodities is breached by the 

monopoly of landed property." [p. 162, Ibid.] 

(bracket ours) 

But why does it arise from the monopoly of 

landed property? Marx writes that "Rent arises 

out of the monopoly price of agricultural 

products, because supply is constantly below the 

level of demand or demand is constantly above 

the level of supply." [Ibid.] But why does supply 

not rise to the level of demand? And what will 

happen if the supply surpasses demand? Here 

comes into it the role of exceptions like 

overproduction and economic crisis. In 

capitalism it will work with different and 

opposite results. Under capitalism in crisis and 

burdened with overproduction, the market 

price will have lesser average profit. It may 

sometimes fall below value (cost of production) 

and sometimes even below cost-price of 

commodities. Although it doesn't exclude 

occasional rise in prices to earlier usual level 

i.e. one that used to ensure average profit. It 

means under a capitalist regime that is too much 

afflicted with overproduction and economic 

crisis, the market prices will keep very low for 

the farmers, while on the other hand it will at 

the same act as a lever for the monopolists 

and financial speculators  who control and 

manipulate the market to go for extract 

maximum profit by establishing monopoly 

price regimes once after the produce of the 

farmers are bought at the cheapest rate at the 

time of harvest, using their mechanism of 

control over the state.   

In case of India, where the bourgeoisie are 

already 'territorialised' in landed property 

exclusively subordinating it, the question of 

absolute rent has vanished long back. In India, 

capitalist relation of production in agriculture 

didn't come as the complete destruction of old 

feudal relations but in the form of remoulding of 

the old relations on new bourgeois lines. So, as 

mass confiscation of the feudal landed 

properties didn't occur, the question of lack of 

sufficient capital was always haunting, and it 

was solved by raising indirect taxes, taking 
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loans from within or from abroad, through 

extreme exploitation of labour and poor 

peasants' property. This whole process took not 

much time and we see that around 1980s and 

onwards Indian capital grows big both in 

agriculture and industry.  

In this whole period as mentioned just above, 

before the acute crisis in agriculture surfaced, 

MSP rose only occasionally above the market 

price of agriculture produce.13 So, we can 

conclude that 1) average rate of profit was 

being realised 2) MSP was not a surplus profit 

except for a few occasions when the market 

price plummeted. The capital formation in 

agriculture was thus brought not by assuring 

surplus profit but through average profit. What 

we see after this is that agrarian crisis surfaces 

in the 1990s and poor marginal peasants 

followed by lower middle peasants in some 

cases started committing suicides. Before it 

could be handled, the crisis started affecting 

well off peasants too. Then came the 

recommendation of Swaminathan Commission 

in 2007-08 that gave a new meaning and 

dimension to MSP (C2 + 50%) which guarantees 

a surplus profit over and above the market 

price which has been regularly plummeting 

since long. MSP in this new form is certainly a 

surplus profit, a tribute. But in 2004 itself the 

government intention was to do away with it 

while bringing new corporate tools like forward 

trading, futures and contract farming in place so 

as to assure the rich peasants high market 

prices by stabilising the market price. Even in 

2021, this demand hasn't been met and as Modi 

government has inaugurated the second phase 

of capitalist farming with the introduction of new 

farm laws opening the gate for corporate to take 

control of it, there is no chance of allowing the 

rich peasants to enjoy surplus profit anymore 

and in its place corporate monopoly pricing will 

be established.   

 
13 This has been well explained by comrade Mukesh Aseem in his article From MSP To Purchase Guarantee". He writes: "As 

the name itself denotes about the history of its genesis, Minimum Support Price (MSP) was a measure of support to ensure 

minimum price to farmer producers in case the market prices went below the level of MSP. That implies an assumption at that 

time that the prices usually remain above this level. However, if the prices in the open market went below this level owing to 

increased supply, MSP would act as an emergency insurance policy for the farmers enabling them to avoid losses by selling 

to government at this price so that farmers will not be discouraged from growing cereals like wheat, paddy, etc. It was never 

a guarantee of buying whole produce by the government and the government procurement mechanism was initially designed 

only to cater to the needs of the Public Distribution System (PDS) and later also the Buffer Stocks. Such is the initial history of 

MSP."(refer to TT 12) I would ask readers to go through this article once again.    

SOPHIE SCHOLL 

REMEMBERING THE ANTI-FASCIST 

STUDENT ACTIVIST AND MARTYR 

ON HER  100TH BIRTHDAY 

Sophie Scholl was born in Forchtenberg, 

Germany on this day and became an anti-

Nazi political activist at a young age. She, 

along with her brother Hans Scholl, was 

active in the anti-Nazi student group 

‘White Rose’. In 1943, Sophie, along with 

Hans and other White Rose members, was 

arrested and tried for distributing anti-war 

leaflets and subsequently executed by the 

guillotine at the age of 21. 

“How can we expect a righteousness to 

prevail when there is hardly anyone who will 

give himself up undividedly to a righteous 

cause?” 

Her last words were: “Such a fine sunny day, 

and I have to go. But how many have to die 

on the battlefield in these days, how many 

young, promising lives... What does my 

death matter if by our acts thousands are 

awakened and stirred to action.” 

 
9th May 1921 – 22nd February 1943 
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The origin of May Day is indissolubly bound up 

with the struggle for the shorter workday – a 

demand of major political significance for the 

working class, as Alexander Trachtenberg 

wrote in 1932 as the first lines of his important 

pamphlet titled The History of May Day. Hence, 

it becomes crucial for the working class as well 

as proletarian revolutionaries to keep in mind 

the history and significance of May Day. The 

struggle for better and humane working 

conditions and particularly shorter work hours 

commenced in the 18th and 19th century, with 

the commencement of the factory system in the 

United States where work hours of 14 to 18 or 

even 20 hours per day was commonplace, and 

later spread to different parts of the world. The 

demand of 10-hour workday was formulated 

first which was manifest in the working class 

struggles of the 19th century which later took the 

shape of an 8-hour workday. However, the 8-

hour day movement which gave birth to May 

Day finds its roots in the United States’ workers’ 

movement of 1884 when the working class 

garnered enough strength to declare that eight 

hours shall constitute a legal day's labour from 

and after May 1, 1886 at the national convention 

of ‘Federation of Organized Trades and Labour 

Unions’ in Chicago held on 7 October 1884. 

Subsequently, May Day became an 

international movement when the Second 

International (an international working-class 

organization), in its Paris Congress on 14 July 

1889, adopted a resolution to organize a great 

international demonstration (to demand) legal 

reduction of the working day to eight hours on 

May 1.  

However, as is expected, this great political 

struggle of the working-class was met with 

vehement repression and bloodshed by the 

capitalist state and many among the ranks of the 

workers were locked up and even killed. On the 

first May Day demonstrations on May 1, 1886, 

lakhs of workers in the United States walked off 

their jobs and participated despite threat of 

violence and oppression by the police and 

thugs. Only two days later, on May 3, the police 

opened fire on a group of striking workers 

killing 6 workers and wounding many. To 

protest these killings, the workers called for a 

meeting at the Haymarket Square in Chicago in 

the US State of Illinois on the following day, 

which continued peacefully until being 

violently disrupted by the police following 

which a bomb was thrown at the crowd. The 

incident resulted in the death of 4 workers and 

7 policemen, which gave the capitalists a 

golden opportunity to crush the May Day 

movement. 8 working-class leaders, out of 

which only 3 were present at the Haymarket 

Square during the time of the incident, were 

immediately arrested following the Haymarket 

affair and convicted of murder by a jury 

comprising capitalists’ agents and business 

leaders. Subsequently, 4 workers, Albert 

Parsons, August Spies, George Engel, Adolph 

Fischer, were hanged to death, for daring to 

proclaim that even workers deserve humane 
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working and living conditions, to ensure that 

‘justice’ prevails above all. 

Workers organizing a public meeting against the murder of 

6 striking workers by the police as part of the first organized 

May Day movement as police arrives to disrupt the meeting: 

Haymarket Square, Chicago (US) on 4 May 1886. 

The significance of the May Day struggle, by the 

workers of the United States and across the 

world, remains as it was two centuries ago, if not 

more, since it evokes the historical 

revolutionary struggles of the working class 

against the capitalist class and manifests the 

importance of the slogan workers of the world, 

unite! However, as the working-class 

movement across the world faced relentless 

attacks and got weakened, boosted by the 

capitalist restoration of the working-class State 

of the Soviet Union in the 1950s, the hard-

earned rights for the workers were gradually 

dismantled by the ruling capitalist regimes 

which saw unprecedented acceleration in the 

last four decades through rampant 

implementation of neo-liberal policies across 

countries. The 8-hour workday got reduced to a 

mere writing on paper and even 12 to 14-hour 

workdays became commonplace. Security of 

tenure, social security, safe and humane work 

environment became luxuries available only to 

the few in place of basic rights for all. Minimum 

wages stagnated while prices skyrocketed. 

Even the right to organize and agitate was 

virtually dismantled as the working-class 

became more and more disorganized and the 

ground became fertile for the ruling class to 

launch scathing and relentless attacks on the 

working class of the world.  

Today, at a time when the world capitalist order 

finds itself stuck in a permanent and structural 

crisis, we witness an even more authoritarian 

and fascist shift in the regimes all across the 

world. The prime agenda of these regimes have 

been the implementation of anti-worker 

policies and dismantling of the existing hard-

earned labour legislations to protect the profits 

of their masters, particularly in times of crisis, at 

the cost of the workers. In India, particularly, we 

witness the rise of a fascist power which 

assumed State power in 2014 and again in 2019 

and has since then launched a campaign against 

the working class of the country. Apart from 

several anti-worker labour reforms, breaking 

the back of the unorganized sector, which 

employs 94% of India’s workforce, through 

policies like Demonetization and GST, and 

heavy expedition of the process of 

centralization of capital, it has aimed to launch 

the fiercest attack on the working class of India 

till date by dismantling the whole apparatus of 

44 labour laws and replacing them with just 4 

labour codes having anti-worker orientations 

that will virtually dismantle the safeguards of 

minimum wages, maximum working hours, 

social security, security of tenure, forming 

unions, safe working conditions among others. 

Along with this, a parallel and more visible 

campaign of crushing civil liberties, democratic 

rights and its movements, along with any form 

of dissent has also been launched by the state 

to further its anti-worker agenda. Both 

campaigns are bound to be extensively 

expanded with each passing day.  

A significant development since the last year 

has been the outbreak of the Covid pandemic 

which forced the world to go in a state of 

lockdown that has further intensified the 

existing crisis of world capitalism to 

unprecedented levels. All sectors of the 

economy and all production activities were shut 

down for quite long and have not fully resumed 

till now. Now a second and more deadly 2nd 

wave has again stopped much of economic 

activity. Naturally, as is the case with all crises, 

the brunt is being faced by the workers across 

the globe, who have been laid off, facing a 

dearth of essentials, poverty, starvation and 

unemployment at unparalleled levels at the 

same time. While on the other hand, the 

governments have been eager to heed to the 

demands of their masters, the big capitalist 

class, of providing them with multiple stimulus 

packages to allow them and their profits to 
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come out of this crisis unscathed. Naturally, 

again, these packages are being paid for by the 

people’s money, at a time when people are 

dying on the streets owing to an acute shortage 

of medicines, oxygen, ventilators, test kits, 

hospital and isolation beds, other healthcare 

facilities on one hand, and of food, shelter and 

funds for the masses, on the other. The crisis has 

led to even further centralization of capital and 

further proletarianization of the masses on an 

enormous scale.  

The greed of the big capitalist class, even in 

times of an epidemic of such scale, leads 

capitalism to its worst ever crisis, the worst 

effects of which are yet to unfold. Even after a 

plethora of resources at its disposal (grains for 

food, factories for production of essentials, 

vacant buildings for housing and quarantining, 

hospitals and resources for free healthcare, 

labs for free testing, and enormous amounts of 

capital) and more than sufficient capacity to 

utilize them and provide essentials and 

healthcare facilities for free to all the people as 

well as fighting the pandemic way more 

effectively, the system of capitalism has chosen 

to focus on its main agenda of capitalist 

accumulation and generation of profits at the 

cost of the survival of humanity. The 

bloodsucking big capitalist class has 

proclaimed that it does not want to shed even a 

single penny even in such times when the 

question of survival of humanity is at stake. 

Rather, it has decided to crush the working-

class masses and extract even the last drop of 

blood and sweat from them to maintain its rule. 

The proclamation of 12-hour workday by 

various state governments in India, namely of 

Rajasthan, Gujarat, Punjab and Himachal 

Pradesh, and the talks of implementing the 

remaining three labour codes through an 

ordinance or an executive order, along with 

mass layoffs are indicators of this. Hence, it 

would only be suitable to say that Capitalism 

has now made itself stand in the way of, not only 

progress, but survival of humanity. In such 

precarious situations, the migrant workers in 

various industrial states of India, have been the 

most hit and have been uprooted twice in a 

period of one year to migrate back from these 

industrial states to their rural homes where 

further agony, poverty, and hunger await them 

in the coming days.  

On the occasion of May Day in these extremely 

tough and unparalleled times, the working-

class must identify the root cause, not only of its 

suffering, and but of the danger posed to the 

survival and progress of humanity. The root to 

both the phenomena will direct them to 

Capitalism, which, even though has outlived 

itself and is bound to become anachronistic, 

since crisis-ridden, becomes more ferocious in 

its attacks on the working class with each 

passing day. To ensure the emancipation of the 

working class and thereby, the survival and 

progress of humanity, the society must be freed 

from the clutches of Capitalism and capitalist 

greed. Without this, not only will humanity pay 

a huge cost in the fight against Covid pandemic 

but will pave way for barbarism and its own 

destruction, creating a man-made disaster for 

itself in the near future. The working class today 

must flip the pages of the history of May Day and 

take inspiration from their fellow comrades, in 

order to unitedly gird themselves up in the 

struggle for the overthrow of a system based on 

exploitation and inequality for one devoid of 

these.  

Long Live May Day!  

Working-class heroes of the May Day Movement of Chicago  
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Everyone alive in our country today, this writer 

included, is because the virus has spared him/ 

her. We are all at the mercy of Covid 19. This is 

virus transmission explosion getting 

apocalyptic due to monumental callousness, 

gross irresponsibility and unpardonable 

criminal apathy by the Modi government. 

Infection is spreading at blazing speed and the 

experts say that it will peak around mid- May 

and entire population may get engulfed by the 

end of May. Everyone seems to be heading for 

the ‘final call’. Anyone may be recorded in past 

tense anytime. Over 75% of the population of 

the ‘other India’ keeps dying due to one or the 

other reason round the year as usually, without 

making any news, this ghastly reality, however, 

is about the 25% ‘real India’, the news making 

class, the disposable income group, the market 

of the capital. Death is looming large on the 

nation which is about one fifth of the humanity. 

Whole of India seems to have been turned into 

a big funeral pyre. The shameless Modi 

government, claiming to be ‘vishwaguru’, 

masquerading as ‘superman saviors’ of the 

nation when virus’s original variant proved 

comparatively less devastating are finding no 

place to hide. The real bloody face of this fascist 

government stands exposed to even the 

hardcore bhakts. “Friends, it was not advisable 

to judge India’s success with that of another 

country. In a country which is home to 18% of the 

world population, that country has saved 

humanity from a big disaster by containing 

corona effectively.” Look how ironic, 

embarrassing and shameless these words 

uttered by our PM in the World Economic 

Forum in January this year, sound today!! ‘And 

this feat is achieved by banging the utensils’, he 

seems to have forgotten to add!! Most of the 

nations have closed their boundaries for 

Indians. But, if a person feels even a little 

apologetic, slight remorseful, he can’t be a 

fascist!! System has comprehensively collapsed 

in case a system worth name was left in this 

country. This nation is failed and shamed by 

fascist Modi government. Figures of infection 

and casualties are rising exponentially, heart 

wrenching screams of innocent people are 

getting unbearable and ‘no beds available’, ‘no 

ventilators available’, ‘left with no oxygen’ 

boards are appearing at the gate of all the 

hospitals, sending chilling sensation down the 

spine.    

SMELL OF DEATH, DESPAIR & BURNING BODIES 

IS IN THE AIR, COMING DAYS ARE EVEN MORE 

DREADFUL!!!  

THESE ARE DEATHS OR INSTITUTIONAL 

MURDERS? 

 There is no count possible of how many people 

died grasping for breath at different hospitals 

across the country as the government is 

pressurizing states not to let the dreadful reality 
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reach the people. This is the situation at private 

hospitals meant for the so- called elite, one can 

imagine the situation at government hospitals in 

the countryside. Mortuaries are full, dead 

bodies are lying scattered all around in 

hospitals, roads, e rikshaws, buses, houses, 

cars, funeral pyres are lit at foot paths and 

parking places. Cremation/ burial places are 

unable to cope with the ‘rush’, people have to 

wait up to 12 hours, have to pay many times for 

funerals, trees in the city are allowed to be cut 

for fire wood. Hapless people have to pay 

bribes not only to get their family members 

cremated but also to have a last look of their 

dear ones. 4.08 lakh cases of new infections and 

over 3400 death are being reported daily (1st 

May) and the coming days are more 

frightening. The only job that Modi government 

seems to be doing is to suppress the figures. 

Under reporting and suppression of facts will 

serve no purpose, this government refuses to 

learn. It is a self -defeating act. The Hindu dated 

April 25, 2020 published an interview with Ms. 

Bharmar Mukherjee, Professor of 

Epidemiology, University of Michigan, USA. 

Last para of the interview deserves to be quoted 

in full in order to put the real cruel facts in 

correct perspective, even though it sends 

numbing sensation in our heart. “All models are 

projecting a peak of infections in May right now. 

Deaths will be lagged indicator by 7-10 days. The 

IHME is projecting mid-May for infections to 

peak. We are projecting reported cases at 8-10 

lakhs a day with 4500 deaths around May 23 when 

deaths peak. IHME (Institute of Health Metrics 

and Evaluation) predicts about 50 lakhs 

infections (reported plus unreported) and 5500 

deaths at the peak of the two curves.” One has to 

completely de-humanized to comment, “Don’t 

be a cry baby” as Tushar Mehta, Solicitor 

General had gall to say in Delhi High Court.     

MODI GOVERNMENT IS ACCOUNTABLE FOR THIS 

CATACLYSM, WHY? 

• Government misled the people that 

transmission can be curbed by banging 

utensils, lighting the mobile torch and all 

that non sense. 

• Vaccination of people up to maximum 

number possible was never a priority when 

Covid-19 was at its nadir. Vaccines, being 

the only prevention and already inadequate 

for 139 crore people, continued to be 

exported till March end. About half of the 

production was exported. 

• False sense of triumphalism and hubris, 

characteristic to this fascist regime proved 

fatal. Modi-Shah leading the masses by 

example for non- observance of Corona 

compliant behavior proved disastrous. 

Wearing a mask while addressing the nation 

sitting inside cozy, secured premises and 

throwing away the same in huge crowd led 

to complacency across the board and this 

extravaganza proved to be very costly. 

People are paying with their lives quite 

literally. 

• Super spreader no 1: It is beyond 

calculation and comprehension, how much 

did the Kumbh Mela at Haridwar contribute 

exactly to the gory details of the ‘dance of 

death’ all around? Can any sane government 

allow congruence of a crore of people at one 

place without any precaution for over a 

week? The infamous episode of Tabligi 

Jamaat at Delhi last year is in vivid memory 

of everybody. What a sinister venomous 

propaganda of hate was orchestrated 

against a community as a whole!! What about 

Kumbh Mela, Sir? Was the ‘Shahi Snaan’ 

more valuable than the lives of thousands of 

people. If Jamaat was a corona bomb, wasn’t 

Kumbh Mela, a corona atom bomb?   

• Super spreader no 2: This apocalyptic 

explosion of virus infection is not without 

reason. Covid-19 virus would nowhere in 

world had such a feast as in rallies and 

roadshows in West Bengal assembly 

elections spearheaded by Modi and Shah. 

The conduct of these ‘almighty rulers’ 

boosted the morale of the covid protocol 

violators as they themselves did not care to 

wear mask or keep distance. This was a 

ghastly spectacle throughout the unending 

elections in WB even when all other parties 

decided to hold no more rallies. WB 

Assembly results have proved that 

gatherings in rallies, these days, signify 

nothing as this has become an event 

management commercial venture that has 

been completely monetized. Money 

https://www.thehindu.com/sci-tech/science/coronavirus-india-may-have-8-to-10-lakh-cases-a-day-in-mid-may-says-michigan-university-epidemiologist-bhramar-mukherjee/article34402300.ece
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matters!! Such callousness on the part of the 

top ‘leaders’ is unpardonable.  

• Super spreader no 3: Not only the assembly 

elections in 5 states led to this genocide type 

of situation in the country for which Madras 

High court has rightly held Election 

Commission responsible, bye elections to 5 

wards in Delhi and Panchayat Elections in UP 

are no less a super spreader of this calamity. 

Elections of gram pradhans involve more 

grass root people than the assembly or 

parliament elections. Over 700 teachers are 

reported to have died while on election duty 

in UP, one can imagine its impact on the 

20.42 crore population of the state. 

Reporting of oxygen shortage in UP will land 

you in jail without bail. ‘Vibrant- democracy’ 

too is on oxygen today in UP!!  

• Even under such an alarming situation, when 

danger of even darker days of death is 

looming large, no emergency measures like 

taking over all health facilities, oxygen 

plants in private sector in the country are, 

unfortunately, on government agenda. 

When will this government be alarmed if at 

all?   

• The capital outlay of budget for medical and 

public health was falling continuously for 

last 3 years, viz. ₹3048 crore in 2017-18, 

₹2341 crore in 2018-19, ₹1640 crore in 2019-

20. This year due to Corona pandemic, 

although, it was orchestrated to have been 

increased by 137% but it was a data jugglery 

by adding several unrelated items to the 

pool of health budget. As per Telegraph 

report, “for the year 2021-22, the overall 

health budget of the department of health and 

family welfare (including AYUSH-Indian 

systems of medicine and health research) has 

been decreased in absolute terms by nearly 

₹8349 crore from last year (from ₹85,251 

crore in 2020-21 (revised estimate) to ₹76902 

crore in 2021-22”. No structural addition to 

health infrastructure will, naturally, be 

added in case the budgetary allocations are 

not provided.  

• Even under these horrible times when smell 

of death and burning bodies is in air 

everywhere, Modi government did not miss 

the ‘opportunity in calamity’ by bringing in 

the vaccination policy that provides window 

to the vaccine manufacturers to mint money 

out of the piling dead bodies. Vaccine was 

being procured by the central government 

from both the vaccine manufacturers, viz. 

Serum Institute of India, Pune for Covishield 

and Bharat Biotech for Covaxin. Modi 

government has not only abdicated its 

responsibility at a time when everyone is 

desperately gasping for breath but also 

allowed the vaccine manufacturers to sell 

50% of their produce at exorbitant price to 

state governments and private hospitals and 

this is done when everyone is to be 

vaccinated. Companies, just like vultures 

grabbed the opportunity with both hands. 

SII declared that it will sell vaccine to state 

governments @₹300 per dose and for 

private hospitals @₹600 per dose. Bharat 

Biotech went a step ahead and decided to 

make money @₹400 per dose from state 

government and @₹1200 from private 

hospitals. ‘We the people’ know what it 

actually means. Vaccine prices will go 

beyond capacity of at least half of the 

population. This liberty to industrialists to 

loot to is given by ‘nationalist’ Modi 

government besides providing them grant 

of ₹4500 crore to expand production 

capacities. Look, how much does the 

patriotic Modi government care for the poor 

of India!! This is in spite of the fact that 

₹35000 were allocated in this year’s budget 

for vaccination and ₹10000 crore only have 

been spent so far. No details of funds 

collected and spent in ‘PM Cares Fund’ are 

provided even under RTI.  

• People are dying as if strangulated in all the 

hospitals as there is no oxygen available. 

How did this government respond to the 

manufacture of oxygen? Scroll.in story 

reveals the level of insensitivity and 

irresponsibility of this government. Strict 

countrywide lockdown was imposed on 

March 24th last year that led to humongous 

exodus of humanity, so many lives and 

employment perished in the process. 

Augmenting the health infrastructure was 

one of the purposes. It took the Central 

Medical Services Society 7 months to float 

tender on October 21, 2020 for installation of 

https://www.telegraphindia.com/opinion/an-unhealthy-health-union-budget-2021-22/cid/1807531
https://scroll.in/article/993309/fact-check-did-states-fail-to-use-pm-cares-funds-allocated-by-the-centre-to-build-oxygen-plants
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162 PSA (Pressure Swing Absorption 

technology) oxygen plants across 14 states. 

Funds were available in P.M. Cares Fund 

since March 2020 itself. Award process went 

on as usually and so far, only 33 plants have 

been installed. Nation has to hold breath till 

these plants are installed, begin production 

and oxygen reaches in pipes in the hospital!!       

• According to an Indian Express report dated 

27.10.2020, about half of the total posts of 

doctors, nurses and paramedical staff are 

lying vacant in different states and in the 

hospitals run by union government. Those 

hired during earlier attack of the pandemic 

have mostly been relieved and many of 

them have not received their dues as 

reported in media. 

• Insensitivity and irresponsibility of 

Health Ministry is appalling and 

unforgivable. Right from beginning, the 

people are groping in dark regarding 

treatment and use of drugs. Last year, may 

be some vested interest lobbyists 

suggested use of Hydroxychloroquine and 

immediately afterwards, people went mad 

in search of Hydroxychloroquine at any cost. 

Price soared through the sky. Similarly, 

Remdesivir is selling hundred times of its 

cost now whereas several experts opine that 

it’s of no use. In both the cases, 

manufacturers and black marketeers minted 

money. It did not occur to health minister 

commanding so many resources and 

experts that despairing people are to be 

educated and guided correctly and 

scientifically. Not only that, health minister 

himself took part in advertising a 

nonsensical drug manufactured by the 

hardcore thug, Ramdev!!  

‘WEALTH CREATOR PATRIOTS’ HAVE FLED THE 

COUNTRY!! 

Rich have always been very close to the heart of 

every government but are more nakedly so for 

the Modi government. “If India is to serve 

humanity it’s also due to the role of private 

sector…. Wealth creators are important. If 

they don’t create wealth, how will it get 

distributed among the poor, provide jobs.” 

These are the words of the PM while defending 

the black agri laws in parliament where he 

called protesting farmers as ‘Andolanjeevis’. 

These very wealth creators cried and sent text 

messages “GET ME OUT” to Charles 

Robinson, owner of the private jet charter 

company ‘Just Jet’ when the real wealth creators 

were dying on the roads, desperately travelling 

from one hospital to another in search of a bed. 

So keen are these ‘patriotic wealth creators’ to 

serve humanity!!!! They were crying to get out 

quickly to any country before they are refused 

entry. All the countries have actually stopped 

entry of Indians. Can it get more shameful and 

embarrassing than this, Modi ji!!! 

The story of one ‘wealth creator’ Adar 

Poonawala of SII, however, is getting curious 

and suspicious by each passing day. This 

vulgarly rich vaccine manufacturer has rented a 

villa in London at @ $69000 per week and says 

there is danger to his life in India, reports The 

Mint. He is granted ‘Y’ category of security by 

Modi government in absentia. As the story is 

getting murkier, this needs to be investigated to 

let the truth come out in public domain as it also 

concerns manufacturing and pricing of life 

saving Covishield vaccine.  

‘NO ONE IS SAFE UNLESS EVERYONE IS SAFE’.  

IS IT POSSIBLE IN CAPITALISM? 

Cuba’s constitution adopted in 1976 has 

following rights of its citizens enshrined therein 

as National Policy Goals: 

• Health care is a right, available to all equally 

and free of charge. 

• Health care is a responsibility of the state. 

• Preventive and curative services are 

integrated. 

• The public participates in the health 

system’s development and functioning. 

• Health care activities are integrated with 

economic and social development. 

• Global health cooperation is a fundamental 

obligation of the health system and its 

professionals. 

Comparison between India and Cuba in vital 

health parameters  

https://www.newindianexpress.com/nation/2020/oct/27/doctors-nurses-posts-lie-vacant-in-states-even-as-covid-19rages-across-india-2215480.html
https://www.telegraphindia.com/india/in-farm-law-fight-modi-backs-big-business/cid/1806294
https://www.forbes.com/sites/oliverwilliams1/2021/04/27/get-me-out-wealthy-flee-indias-covid-crises-by-any-means/?sh=5d7ed1468e10
https://www.livemint.com/companies/news/adar-poonawalla-rents-london-mansion-for-69-000-a-week-in-mayfair-record-11616640567551.html
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VITAL HEALTH 

PARAMETER 

INDIA CUBA 

Doctor Patient Ratio 

(persons per doctor) as 

per UN charter this ratio 

should never by above 

1:1000 

1:1456 1:150 

Number of hospital beds 

per 10000 population 

(Although requirement 

of hospital beds in Cuba 

is far less as they have a 

very strong preventive 

medical system) 

5:10000 55:10000 

 

Infant Mortality Rate 

(number of infants die 

per 1000 births) 

32 4 

Malnutrition among 

children that suffer from 

malnutrition/ stunted 

growth 

46.6% NIL 

Endorsed 

by 

UNICEF 

Percentage of GDP spent 

on public health 

1.5% 8.2% 

 

Why is the difference so stark, as if there is no 

comparison? Our constitution is said to be great. 

Why then it doesn’t include these extremely 

essential measures for the health of people at 

large so that these are available to all as a matter 

of right? The answer is that our constitution is 

written to establish and run bourgeois democracy 

in the best possible way. On the other hand, Cuba 

established a socialist society after overthrowing 

exploiter bandits by revolution led by Comrade 

Fidel Castro in 1959. In a capitalist society, be it 

India or USA/UK, no planning is made, no 

production takes place, no services provided, 

keeping needs of whole of the population in view. 

The only driving force in a capitalist economy, be 

it private sector or public sector, is profit. That is 

why, it is not only in India that maximum number 

of deaths occurred, people are dying gasping for 

breath in absence of oxygen, not getting ICU 

beds, ventilators, vaccines, it happened in USA, 

UK too. In a socialist society, on the other hand, no 

means of production remain in private hands but 

are owned by society. The only motive of any 

production or development is social needs. India 

is ruled by the most anti-human, insensitive, 

fascist regime at present. Any pretension of 

public health is thrown away. Concept of social 

responsibility has been abandoned by 

government. Every bit of health sector is 

privatized. All are declared atmanirbhar (self- 

dependent) to die!!      

How it actually happened in India: A Health 

Survey and Development committee was set up 

under colonial rule in 1943 under Sir Joseph Bhore 

which submitted its report in 1946 after 

deliberations with health pioneers of the country. 

Its recommendations were as follows: 

Short Term Program 

• Primary Health Centre for every 40000 

population 

• Staff pattern at PHC: 2 medical officers, 1 

nurse, 4 public health nurses, 4 midwives, 4 

trained dais, 2 sanitary inspectors, 2 health 

assistants, 1 pharmacist, 15 other class IV 

employees  

Long Term Program  

• One 75 bedded PHC for catering to 12-20 

thousand population  

• Secondary health center with 650 beds 

• District hospitals with 2500 beds  

Honestly speaking, even these goals are yet to be 

achieved and these will never be achieved as 

long as the present politico-economic system is in 

place. So robust has been the growth during first 

67 years of independence during Pre-Modi times 

and now 7 years of unprecedented VIKAAS under 

Gujrat Model of Modi regime!! Ironically, this 

doesn’t mean that no development has taken 

place. Development has, indeed, remained 

robust otherwise how could a few industrialists 

have amassed mountains of wealth which are 

getting bigger and bigger even during lockdown 

when no production is actually taking place. How 

could Mukesh Ambani reach at 10th position 

among world’s richest in Forbes list. Not only that, 

India is at 3rd position in the world from where 

maximum number of billionaires figure in that 

infamous list. Adani, the second richest who was 

nowhere before Modi took over reins of this 

country, now stands 24th. “India is amongst the 

world’s fastest-growing large economies and is an 

important player in global economic governance. 

India is an important trade and investment partner 

for the EU”, read first two sentences of the latest 

report of European Commission. UK may have 

ruled us for 200 years but now the Indian 

industrialists can teach lessons to even English 

https://pgblazer.com/bhore-committee-1946/
https://indianexpress.com/article/business/india-top-richest-billionaires-mukesh-ambani-gautam-adani-shiv-nadar-radhakishan-damani-uday-kotak-7264167/
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and European industrialists how to keep the 

government in their pocket and fleece the 

people!!  

INDIA IS A WORLD HEALTH HUB, PROMINENT 

CENTER OF MEDICAL TOURISM!! 

India boasts of having world class medical shops 

which too is true. Medical Tourism is one of the 

fastest growing sectors in India. In mid-2020, that 

is into the thick of Corona period, India’s medical 

tourism sector was estimated to be worth US $ 5-6 

billion. It is not possible unless we have world 

class health facilities at competitive rates. To 

encourage applications and ease the travel 

process for medical tourists, the government has 

expanded its e-tourism VISA regime on Feb 2019, 

to include medical visas. All glittering five- star 

type hospitals have their representatives in every 

country more particularly in Arabian countries 

and have their permanent counters at every 

international airport as they keep sizable number 

of beds reserved for the foreigners.  

This confirms that not only there has been 

exponential development in industrial 

production, service sector but in the medical 

facilities and medical infrastructure also. Why, 

then, the Primary Health Centers spread across 

the country are only a miniscule of the actual 

needs? Why are these lying abandoned, devoid 

of any staff, equipment or medicines, being used 

by stray dogs as their rest houses and breeding 

centers?  The answer is simple and 

uncomplicated. These health centers do not 

generate profit. They earn nothing and incur 

recurring expenses. Why and where from, should 

the government spend on these health facilities? 

Government has no money to ‘squander’ over 

public health facilities. Simultaneously, 

government has no dearth of money to help 

corporates to enable and facilitate them with ₹20 

lakh crore worth package!! We have seen 

hereabove, that vaccine manufacturers were 

expecting a financial grant of ₹34 billion but Modi 

government extended grant of ₹45 billion to 

augment production with liberty to increase price 

of their vaccines and make money. Even when 

Adar Poonawala of SII, manufacturer of 

Covishield, stated on record that they are earning 

profit by selling @ ₹150 to central government, 

Modi government was not happy that under their 

regime, industrialists earn just a normal profit, 

they allowed them to sell @₹600 per dose and 

₹1200 to enable them to make maximum profit!!  

MASSES HAVE TO MUSTER COURAGE AND RISE 

UNITEDLY 

Whatever pretensions of social responsibility, the 

bourgeois Indian state was having are thrown 

away in 1991 when the capitalist crisis turned 

terminal and ‘economic experts’ on its roll gave 

up any hope of recovery. Even than it afforded 

sober looking Manmohan government for a while 

but the crisis went on aggravating. This led to 

tearing away the farce of ‘social responsibility’ 

and ‘monopoly capital turned finance capital’ 

resorted to naked fascism as a last resort for 

survival. Modi-Shah appeared on the scene amid 

drum beatings of jingoistic hysteria. In his first 

term in 2014, Modi made a number of 

unachievable tall promises deliberately but can 

anyone imagine that Modi made no such promise 

in 2019. Only Pulwama and Balakot happened and 

Modi in his typical fascist rodomontade style 

announced, ‘I shall chase him till his house to 

kill (Ghar mein ghuskar marunga)’ and nation 

went berserk, Modi returned with even higher 

mandate!!  We are into the thick of fascism. 

Fascists remain unmoved even when lakhs die. It 

is their ‘daily business’. Wailing alone will serve 

no purpose. We have to rise to the occasion now 

to unleash massive wave of countrywide 

united democratic mass movements on 

immediate demands-- take over all private 

health, testing facilities, oxygen plants, 

banquet halls and stadiums, free vaccination 

and treatment to all, free quality food in 

adequate quantity for next 6 months to needy 

and monetary help to unemployed; long-term 

demands—increase health budget to 8% of 

GDP, nationalization of health sector, filling of 

all vacant posts and recruitment of medical 

and other medical staff and strengthening of 

primary health sector, free medicine and 

health insurance to all as in England. Clarion 

call has to be to remove Modi’s fascist regime and 

also the yoke of this exploitative, inhuman, anti- 

people, pro- corporate, bloody capitalist system 

along with it. We may not get multiple 

opportunities and we all may be found dead of 

asphyxia. Our brothers and sisters are dying as if 

this inhuman system is strangulating them and if 

even this remains business as usual and we are 

again prepared to be swayed by those cruel juicy 

jumlas, then we shall be condemned by history 

and our coming generations will be ashamed of 

us.  
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Researchers some time back found a unique 

combination of three mutations in the state 

of West Bengal and later in some other 

states that suggest the SARS-CoV-2, the 

virus causing the present pandemic is 

continually changing that may lead to evade 

the human immune response. The newly 

identified variant (some people call it only a 

lineage) — named B.1.618 (Often called 

Bengal variant) — seems to grow in number. 

In the last 60 days, the variant was found in 

8 percent of the samples sequenced. The 

B.1.168 variant is characterised by the 

deletion of two amino acids in the spike 

protein, described as H146del and Y145del. 

Along with this, the variant also has the 

mutations E484K and D618G. 

Before that, several new variants have been 

reported from the United Kingdom, South 

Africa, and Brazil in the second half of 2020, 

which seem to be more contagious than the 

original strain. In the last 60 days, the 

B.1.617 variant of the SARS-CoV-2, 

otherwise called Indian variant has spread 

ahead in India, leaving behind almost all 

other variants circulating in India. As much 

as 29 percent of the samples sequenced 

were of the B.1.617. 

However, the Bengal variety is expected to 

be more infectious than the earlier variants. 

Reports suggest that while this variant is 

predominantly circulating in West Bengal, it 

has also been detected in samples from 

Delhi and Maharashtra. The appearance of 

new variants in this manner and their 

continuous monitoring is important in 

managing public health response in a 

country. 

This is to be seen in the backdrop of the total 

unpreparedness on the part of the central 

government and different state 

governments to manage the second wave of 

covid-19 in India. The country is now 

running short of basic infrastructure 

including oxygen tanks, ventilators, 

antiviral medication and hospital beds, with 

hundreds of thousands of new infections 

being recorded every day. In the recent 

past Modi Government has only 

encouraged the growth of private hospitals 

by providing them with land and tax 

exemptions, creating a healthcare market. 

Even the public funds he channelized to the 

private thereby destroying even the 

remnants of health infrastructure from the 

congress era. For that reason, most Indians 

now depend on private sector medical 
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facilities. This is to be seen in the backdrop 

of the fact that India’s economy is already in 

an intense crisis and hundreds of millions of 

people who were already living precarious 

lives have been pushed into miserable 

poverty. They are not in a position to 

purchase any health care facilities. In the 

last three decades, the Congress and later 

the BJP has dismantled even the available 

medical infrastructure that was there. Now 

India spends about 1.25% of its gross 

domestic product on health, far lower than 

most countries in the world, even the 

poorest ones. 

THE 'TRIPLE MUTANT VARIANT' 

The 'triple mutant variant' is formed when 

three mutations of a virus combine to form a 

new variant. In this case, the three mutations 

are: 

1. A deletion and two changes in spike 

protein 

2. Deletion of H146 and Y145 

3. Mutation in E484K and D614G in spike 

protein 

The spike proteins attach to the cells of our 

body whereby the viruses are able to enter 

inside the cells. Many commonly used 

vaccines will create antibodies only against 

the spike proteins. Naturally, any mutation 

to the spike proteins of the virus can have 

very disastrous effects. 

Viruses mutate all the time, as part of the 

evolutionary process. When a virus 

replicates or makes copies of itself, it 

sometimes changes a little bit, which is 

usual for a virus. These changes are called 

“mutations”. Some mutations weaken the 

virus while others may make it stronger, 

enabling it to proliferate faster or cause 

more infections. A virus with one or more 

new mutations is referred to as a “variant” 

of the original virus when it has some 

characteristic features. 

The 'triple mutant variant' is the second 

variant of SARS-CoV-2 virus identified in 

India. It is being called 'B.1.618'. Earlier, a 

'double mutant variant' of the virus was 

detected in India. It was officially named as 

'B.1.617'. The proportion of the 'triple mutant 

variant' is "growing significantly" in recent 

months in West Bengal. 

Experts fear that the new variant may have 

an impact on vaccine efficacy because the 

new variant has a major mutation, called 

E484K that helps it to escape the human 

immune system. Immune escape occurs 

when the immune system of a host is unable 

to respond to an infectious agent, or in other 

words that the host's immune system is no 

longer competent enough to recognize and 

eradicate a pathogen such as a virus. This 

process can occur in a number of ways of 

both a genetic and an environmental nature. 

This means antibodies created after 

vaccination or prior infection may not 

protect a person from being infected. This 

can possibly compromise vaccine efficacy. 

The problem of antigenic escape has 

greatly prevented the process of creating 

new vaccines. Because vaccines generally 

cover a small ratio of strains of one virus, the 

recombination of antigenic DNA that lead to 

different pathogens permits these 

organisms to resist even freshly established 

vaccines. Some antigens may even target 

paths altered than those the vaccine had 

initially envisioned to aim. 

More research is needed on this specific 

variant 'B.1.618', to say anything 

conclusively on its strength, its impact on 

vaccine efficacy, whether it can result in re-

infection etc. Still the continuous variation in 

the virus structure is very important 

because the continuous evading of the 

immune system by the virus demands a 

vigilant approach from the government to 

tackle the emerging situation that is totally 

absent in India. 

When a virus is widely circulating in a 

population and causing many infections, the 

likelihood of the virus mutating increases. 
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The more it replicates, the more 

opportunities it has to undergo changes. 

Stopping the spread by reducing the 

amount of viral transmission and therefore 

reducing opportunities for the virus to 

mutate at the source remains the key in 

prevention. Scaling up vaccine 

manufacturing and rolling out vaccines as 

quickly and widely as possible will also be 

critical ways of protecting people before 

they are exposed to the virus and the risk of 

new variants. As more people are 

vaccinated, virus circulation decreases, 

which will decrease the possibility of 

mutations. 

Therefore, how a society responds to an 

epidemic of viral nature is of critical 

importance. However, the hitherto 

implemented COVID-19 policy in India by 

the central government is a disaster. India’s 

health ministry first acknowledged the 

presence of a “double mutant" at the end of 

March, but has downplayed it since then. In 

some districts in Maharashtra state, the 

prevalence of this variant was more than 

60%. Nevertheless, the government failed 

to take any action for that. The government 

had a year to prepare for the wave of the 

epidemic. However, when 2021 began, it 

became complacent, dismantling 

temporary COVID-19 isolation centers, 

easing social distancing and lockdown 

measures, despite warning signs of a next 

wave and new variants in other countries. 

Nothing was done to arrange ventilators, 

oxygen supply, etc. The central government 

was overconfident that Hinduism, temples 

and a toothless defiance of COVID-19 would 

eventually "kick" the virus out of the 

country.  Further, they did not declare any 

plans for an immediate increase in 

investment in healthcare. 

Now with the uncontrolled second wave 

India, the country has put the entire world 

into danger. This is the direction in which 

the false optimism by Modi based on 

absolutely unscientific beliefs can lead to. 

Now the world is in a two-sided problem. 

The huge spread of the virus in India creates 

favorable conditions for further mutations 

and new variants to emerge and endanger 

the whole world population.  On the other 

side, India is called as the pharmacy of the 

world. Why because medicines are 

prepared relatively cheaper for the entire 

world from India including vaccines.  Due to 

the outbreak in India, now the entire world 

is in problem that they are not getting 

adequate medicines at cheaper cost. This 

may lead to the whole world losing the 

confidence in India as the pharmacy of the 

world. This may push them to develop 

similar production capacity.  This can add to 

the collapse of the pharma industry and add 

to the tremendous unemployment problem 

in our country. Therefore, the false 

optimism of the Modi government has put 

the entire world into the threshold of a new 

outbreak other than putting the country into 

danger. 

Further, the probability of a third wave is 

also emerging. It appears that in the 

absence of a powerful mass protest, an 

insensitive government may not do 

anything in a proper direction to prepare in 

advance.  
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It has not been more than a week since W. 

Bengal elections and merely two days have 

passed since the declaration of results and the 

situation in Bengal has already turned 

reactionary. It is difficult to comment whether 

the incidents taking place are under the direct 

orders of TMC’s central leadership or not, but 

TMC cadre gangs are roaming the streets and 

beating not only BJP and CPM cadres but 

people from revolutionary parties as well; and 

ruling parties like TMC has always lacked the 

moral strength or the political will to stop such 

attacks. It is a matter of great shame that the 

people and organisations involved in the “No 

vote to BJP” movement have also been 

attacked. Mostly, all those who opposed BJP but 

didn’t support TMC entirely or directly are 

being targeted. 

Where on one hand, we appeal to the comrades 

of PRC, CPI (ML) and other truly revolutionary 

organisations to unitedly and courageously 

fight these forces of darkness, at the same time, 

we would like to warn TMC that the masses who 

didn’t allow BJP to take the throne are capable 

enough to fight these kinds of atrocities meted 

out by you. The masses have become more 

enlightened regarding the dangers 

surrounding their lives and livelihood and this 

is also true that a large section of the masses 

who stopped BJP in Bengal were and are still 

also furious at TMC, even though they had to 

choose TMC in order to keep BJP out. These 

atrocities are further educating the masses and 

they’ve already started to understand in the 

past two days that the way TMC is taking the 

road of semi-fascist oppression, it will 

eventually benefit fascist BJP and hence it is 

extremely dangerous. It is perfectly clear to 

anyone that the state government is duping, 

cheating and betraying the people of Bengal. 

We also tried to warn the masses in the 

pamphlet issued by PRC’s Bengal State 

Committee during the elections that the 

decision to choose TMC over BJP can only be 

the result of dire circumstances otherwise the 

only real contender for BJP is the working class 

and its forces giving the clarion call for a 

revolutionary movement, when we know that 

TMC was not and is still not far behind when it 

comes to stifling the working class and its 

forces. Therefore the power to break the wheel 

of oppression of both fascist BJP and semi-

fascist TMC and to push them back together lies 

within the united action of the working-toiling 

masses. Only a new uprising of the 

revolutionary movement of the workers and 

toilers can turn today’s delicate situation (for us) 

which is getting more and more dangerous 

everyday. Therefore the Central Committee 

calls upon the comrades of Bengal to increase 

political activities among the masses, 

especially the working and toiling masses at 

any cost. 

This is possible that soon attacks may start on all 

revolutionary organisations or individuals, 

because TMC knows that the problems faced by 

the working class and toiling youth cannot be 

solved by just another party of the capitalist 

class like TMC. Thus the worsening economic 

conditions will lead to rise in revolutionary 

struggles as well as strengthening of the 

revolutionary forces and only this will give rise 

to a true alternative or create a fertile ground 

for one. The increasing attacks of TMC on anti-

BJP forces tells us that in Bengal something 

positive is going on in its inner layers which 

needs to be understood in its entirety and then, 
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based on this, concrete tasks need to be 

fulfilled. 

We call for our comrades in Bengal to be ready 

to face the newly developing situations as 

quickly as possible and use all the democratic 

and revolutionary tactics at their disposal. We 

believe that in the coming years a new path for 

the rise in revolutionary struggles will open and 

a positive polarization will take place. We 

would also like to address the revolutionary 

forces of Bengal with the message that the way 

we targeted our strengths at BJP and came out 

victorious, similarly we need to start working 

against TMC’s semi-fascist rule with all our 

strength, the time and opportunity for which is 

inching closer and closer. And for this the most 

important thing is to unite the forces of the 

masses in a revolutionary front. 

With Revolutionary Greetings, 

Ajay Sinha 

General Secretary, 

Proletarian Reorganizing Committee, CPI (ML) 

3rd May 2021 

CPM Offices vandalized in North & South 24 Parganas, WB  

KARL MARX 

REMEMBERING THE GREATEST 

TEACHER OF WORLD 

PROLETARIAT AND OUR 

BELOVED COMRADE ON HIS 

203RD BIRTHDAY 

“Philosophers have hitherto only 

interpreted the world in various 

ways; the point, however, is to 

change it.” 

- Marx (Theses on Feuerbach, 1845) 

On Comrade Marx’s birthday, we 

present the last section of Lenin’s 

important work ‘Karl Marx’ titled 

‘Tactics Of The Class Struggle Of 

The Proletariat’ published in 1914. 

 
5th May 1818 – 14th March 1883 
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After examining, as early as 1844-45, one of the 

main shortcomings in the earlier materialism—

namely, its inability to understand the 

conditions or appreciate the importance of 

practical revolutionary activity—Marx, along 

with his theoretical work, devoted unremitting 

attention, throughout his lifetime, to the tactical 

problems of the proletariat’s class struggle. An 

immense amount of material bearing on this is 

contained in all the works of Marx, particularly 

in the four volumes of his correspondence with 

Engels, published in 1913. This material is still 

far from having been brought together, 

collected, examined and studied. We shall 

therefore have to confine ourselves here to the 

most general and brief remarks, emphasizing 

that Marx justly considered that, without this 

aspect, materialism is incomplete, onesided, 

and lifeless. The fundamental task of proletarian 

tactics was defined by Marx in strict conformity 

with all the postulates of his materialist-

dialectical Weltanschauung [“world-view”]. 

Only an objective consideration of the sum total 

of the relations between absolutely all the 

classes in a given society, and consequently a 

consideration of the objective stage of 

development reached by that society and of the 

relations between it and other societies, can 

serve as a basis for the correct tactics of an 

advanced class. At the same time, all classes 

and all countries are regarded, not statically, 

but dynamically —i.e., not in a state of 

immobility—but in motion (whose laws are 

determined by the economic conditions of 

 
14 See Marx’s letter to Engels of April 9, 1863. 

existence of each class). Motion, in its turn, is 

regarded from the standpoint, not only of the 

past, but also of the future, and that not in the 

vulgar sense it is understood in by the 

“evolutionists”, who see only slow changes, but 

dialectically: “...in developments of such 

magnitude 20 years are no more than a day,“ 

Marx wrote to Engels, “thought later on there 

may come days in which 20 years are 

embodied” (Briefwechsel, Vol. 3, p. 127).14  

At each stage of development, at each moment, 

proletarian tactics must take account of this 

objectively inevitable dialectics of human 

history, on the one hand, utilizing the periods of 

political stagnation or of sluggish, so-called 

“peaceful” development in order to develop 

the class-consciousness, strength and militancy 

of the advanced class, and, on the other hand, 

directing all the work of this utilization towards 

the “ultimate aim” of that class’s advance, 

towards creating in it the ability to find practical 

solutions for great tasks in the great days, in 

which “20 years are embodied”. Two of Marx’s 

arguments are of special importance in this 

connection: one of these is contained in The 

Poverty of Philosophy, and concerns the 

economic struggle and economic organizations 

of the proletariat; the other is contained in the 

Communist Manifesto and concerns the asks of 

the proletariat. The former runs as follows: 

“Large-scale industry concentrates in one place 

a crowd of people unknown to one another. 

Competition divides their interests. But the 

https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1847/poverty-philosophy/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1847/poverty-philosophy/index.htm
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maintenance of wages, this common interest 

which they have against their boss, unites them 

in a common thought of resistance—

combination.... Combinations, at first isolated, 

constitute themselves into groups ... and in face 

of always united capital, the maintenance of the 

association becomes more necessary to them 

[i.e., the workers] than that of wages.... In this 

struggle—a veritable civil war—all the 

elements necessary for coming battle unite and 

develop. Once it has reached this point, 

association takes on a political character. 

(Marx, The Poverty of Philosophy, 1847) 

Here we have the programme and tactics of the 

economic struggle and of the trade union 

movement for several decades to come, for all 

the lengthy period in which the proletariat will 

prepare its forces for the “coming battle.” All 

this should be compared with numerous 

references by Marx and Engels to the example 

of the British labor movement, showing how 

industrial “property” leads to attempts “to buy 

the proletariat” (Briefwechsel, Vol. 1, p. 136).15 

to divert them from the struggle; how this 

prosperity in general “demoralizes the 

workers” (Vol. 2, p. 218); how the British 

proletariat becomes “bourgeoisified”—“this 

most bourgeois of all nations is apparently 

aiming ultimately at the possession of a 

bourgeois aristocracy and a bourgeois 

proletariat alongside the bourgeoisie” (Vol. 2, 

p. 290)16; how its “revolutionary energy” oozes 

away (Vol. 3, p. 124); how it will be necessary to 

wait a more or less lengthy space of time before 

“the British workers will free themselves from 

their apparent bourgeois infection” (Vol. 3, p. 

127); how the British labour movement “lacks 

the mettle of the Chartists” (1866; Vol. 3, p. 

305)17; how the British workers’ leaders are 

becoming a type midway between “a radical 

bourgeois and a worker” (in reference to 

Holyoak, Vol. 4, p. 209); how, owning to 

Britain’s monopoly, and as long as that 

monopoly lasts, “the British workingman will 

not budge” (Vol. 4, p. 433).18 The tactics of the 

economic struggle, in connection with the 

 
15 See Engels’s letter to Marx of February 5, 1851. 
16 See Engels’s letters to Marx of December 17, 1857, and October 7, 1858. 
17 See Engels’s letter to Marx of April 8, 1863, and Marx’s letters to Engels of April 9, 1863 and April 2, 1866. 
18 See Engels’s letters to Marx of November 19, 1869 and August 11, 1881. 
19 See Marx and Engels, Selected Works, Moscow, 1962, Vol. 1, p. 69. 

general course (and outcome) of the working-

class movement, are considered here from a 

remarkably broad, comprehensive, dialectical, 

and genuinely revolutionary standpoint. 

The Communist Manifesto advanced a 

fundamental Marxist principle on the tactics of 

the political struggle: 

“The Communists fight for the attainment of the 

immediate aims, for the enforcement of the 

momentary interests of the working class; but in 

the movement of the present, they also 

represent and take care of the future of that 

movement.” That was why, in 1848, Marx 

supported the party of the “agrarian 

revolution” in Poland, “that party which 

brought about the Krakow insurrection in 

1846.”  

In Germany, Marx, in 1848 and 1849, supported 

the extreme revolutionary democrats, and 

subsequently never retracted what he had then 

said about tactics. He regarded the German 

bourgeoisie as an element which was “inclined 

from the very beginning to betray the people” 

(only an alliance with the peasantry could have 

enabled the bourgeoisie to completely achieve 

its aims) “and compromise with the crowned 

representatives of the old society.” Here is 

Marx’s summing-up of the German bourgeois-

democratic revolution—an analysis which, 

incidentally, is a sample of a materialism that 

examines society in motion, and, moreover, not 

only from the aspect of a motion that is 

backward: 

“Without faith in itself, without faith in the 

people, grumbling at those above, trembling 

before those below ... intimidated by the world 

storm ... no energy in any respect, plagiarism in 

every respect ... without initiative ... an 

execrable old man who saw himself doomed to 

guide and deflect the first youthful impulses of 

a robust people in his own senile interests....” 

(Neue Rheinische Zeitung, 1848; see 

Literarischer Nachlass, Vol. 3, p. 212.)19  

https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1847/poverty-philosophy/index.htm
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About 20 years later, Marx declared, in a letter 

to Engels (Briefwechsel, Vol. 3, p.224), that the 

Revolution of 1848 had failed because the 

bourgeoisie had preferred peace with slavery 

to the mere prospect of a fight for freedom. 

When the revolutionary period of 1848-49 

ended, Marx opposed any attempt to play at 

revolution (his struggle against Schapper and 

Willich), and insisted on the ability to work in a 

new phase, which in a quasi-“peaceful” way 

was preparing new revolutions. The spirit in 

which Marx wanted this work to be conducted 

is to be seen in his appraisal of the situation in 

Germany in 1856, the darkest period of 

reaction: “The whole thing in Germany will 

depend on the possibility of backing the 

proletarian revolution by some second edition 

of the Peasant War” (Briefwechsel, Vol. 2, p. 

108).20 While the democratic (bourgeois) 

revolution in Germany was uncompleted, Marx 

focused every attention, in the tactics of the 

socialist proletariat, on developing the 

democratic energy of the peasantry. He held 

that Lassalle’s attitude was “objectively... a 

betrayal of the whole workers’ movement to 

Prussia” (Vol. 3, p.210), incidentally because 

Lassalle was tolerant of the Junkers and Prussian 

nationalism. 

“In a predominantly agricultural country,” 

Engels wrote in 1865, in exchanging views with 

Marx on their forthcoming joint declaration in 

the press, “...it is dastardly to make an 

exclusive attack on the bourgeoisie in the name 

of the industrial proletariat but never to devote 

a word to the patriarchal exploitation of the 

rural proletariat under the lash of the great 

feudal aristocracy” (Vol. 3, p. 217).21  

From 1864 to 1870, when the period of the 

consummation of the bourgeois-democratic 

revolution in Germany was coming to an end, a 

period in which the Prussian and Austrian 

exploiting classes were struggling to complete 

that revolution in one way or another from 

above, Marx not only rebuked Lassalle, who 

 
20 See Marx’s letter to Engels of April 16, 1856. 
21 See Engels’s letters to Marx of January 27 and February 5, 1865. 
22 The Anti-Socialist Law was passed by the Bismarck government in 1878 to check the working-class and socialist 

movement. It banned all Social-Democratic and mass working-class organisations, and the workers’ press; socialist 

literature was confiscated and Social-Democrats were persecuted and exiled. The law was repealed in 1890 under 

pressure from the mounting working-class movement. 

was coquetting with Bismarck, but also 

corrected Liebknecht, who had “lapsed into 

Austrophilism” and a defense of particularism; 

Marx demanded revolutionary tactics which 

would combat with equal ruthlessness both 

Bismarck and the Austrophiles, tactics which 

would not be adapted to the “victor”—the 

Prussian Junkers—but would immediately 

renew the revolutionary struggle against him 

despite the conditions created by the Prussian 

military victories (Briefwechsel, Vol. 3, pp. 134, 

136, 147, 179, 204, 210, 215, 418, 437, 440-41). 

In the celebrated Address of the International of 

September 9 1870, Marx warned the French 

proletariat against an untimely uprising, but 

when an uprising nevertheless took place 

(1871), Marx enthusiastically hailed the 

revolutionary initiative of the masses, who were 

“storming heaven” (Marx’s letter to 

Kugelmann). 

From the standpoint of Marx’s dialectical 

materialism, the defeat of revolutionary action 

in that situation, as in many other, was a lesser 

evil, in the general course and outcome of the 

proletarian struggle, than the abandonment of a 

position already occupied, than surrender 

without battle. Such a surrender would have 

demoralised the proletariat and weakened its 

militancy. While fully appreciating the use of 

legal means of struggle during periods of 

political stagnation and the domination of 

bourgeois legality, Marx, in 1877 and 1878, 

following the passage of the Anti-Socialist 

Law,22 sharply condemned Most’s 

“revolutionary phrases”; no less sharply, if not 

more so, did he attack the opportunism that had 

for a time come over the official Social-

Democratic Party, which did not at once display 

resoluteness, firmness, revolutionary spirit and 

the readiness to resort to an illegal struggle in 

response to the Anti-Socialist Law (Briefwechsel, 

Vol. 4, pp. 397, 404, 418, 422, 424; cf. also letters 

to Sorge).   
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In the middle of the wildest orgies of 

imperialism, the world holiday of the proletariat 

is repeating itself for the twenty-fourth time. 

What has taken place in the quarter of a century 

since the epoch-making decision to celebrate 

May Day is an immense part of the historical 

path. When the May demonstration made its 

debut, the vanguard of the International, the 

German working class, was breaking the chains 

of a shameful law of exception and setting out 

on the path of a free, legal development. The 

period of the long depression on the world 

market since the crash of the 1870s had been 

overcome, and the capitalist economy had just 

begun a phase of splendid growth which would 

last nearly a decade. At the same time, after 

twenty years of unbroken peace, the world 

breathed a sigh of relief, remembering the 

period of war in which the modern European 

state system had received its bloody baptism. 

The path seemed free for a peaceful cultural 

development; illusions, hopes of a reasonable, 

pacific discussion between labor and capital 

grew abundantly like green corn in the ranks of 

socialism. Propositions like “to hold out the 

open hand to the good will” marked the 

beginning of the 1890s; promises of an 

imperceptible “gradual move into socialism” 

marked its end. Crises, wars, and revolution 

were supposed to have been things of the past, 

the baby shoes of modern society; 

parliamentarism and unions, democracy in the 

state and democracy in the factory were 

supposed to open the doors of a new, better 

order. 

The course of events has submitted all of these 

illusions to a fearful test. At the end of the 1890s, 

in place of the promised, smooth, social-

reforming cultural development, began a 

period of the most violent and acute sharpening 

of the capitalistic contradictions – a storm and 

stress, a crashing and colliding, a wavering and 

quaking in the foundations of the society. In the 

following decade, the ten-year period of 

economic prosperity was paid for by two 

violent world crises. After two decades of world 

peace, in the last decade of the past century 

followed six bloody wars, and in the first 

decade of the new century four bloody 

revolutions. Instead of the social reforms – 

conspiracy laws, penal laws, and penal praxis; 

instead of industrial democracy – the powerful 

concentration of capital in cartels and business 

associations, and the international practice of 

gigantic lock-outs. And instead of the new 

growth of democracy in the state – a miserable 

breakdown of the last remnants of bourgeois 

liberalism and bourgeois democracy. 

Specifically in the case of Germany the fate of 

the bourgeois parties since the 1890s has 

brought: the rise and immediate, hopeless 

dissolution of the National Socialists; the split of 

the “radical” opposition and the reunification of 

its splinters in the morass of the reaction; and 

finally the transformation of the “center” from a 

radical peoples’ party to a conservative 

governmental party. The shifting in the 

development of the parties was similar in other 

capitalist countries. In general, the 

revolutionary working class sees itself today 

standing alone, opposed to a closed, hostile 

reaction of the ruling classes and their 

malicious tricks. 

The sign under which this whole development, 

both economic and political, has been 

consummated, the formula back to which its 

results point, is imperialism. This is no new 

element, no unexpected turn in the general 

historical path of the capitalist society. 

Armaments and wars, international 

contradictions and colonial politics accompany 

the history of capitalism from its cradle. It is the 

most extreme intensification of these elements, 

a drawing together, a gigantic storming of these 

contradictions which has produced a new 

epoch in the course of modern society. In a 
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dialectical interaction, both cause and effect of 

the immense accumulation of capital and the 

heightening and sharpening of the 

contradictions which go with it internally, 

between capital and labor; externally, between 

the capitalist states – imperialism has opened 

the final phase, the division of the world by the 

assault of capital. A chain of unending, 

exorbitant armaments on land and on sea in all 

capitalist countries because of rivalries; a chain 

of bloody wars which have spread from Africa 

to Europe and which at any moment could light 

the spark which would become a world fire; 

moreover, for years the uncheckable specter of 

inflation, of mass hunger in the whole capitalist 

world – all of these are the signs under which 

the world holiday of labor, after nearly a quarter 

of a century, approaches. And each of these 

signs is a flaming testimony of the living truth 

and the power of the idea of May Day. 

A May Day Rally in New York City, 1909 

The brilliant basic idea of May Day is the 

autonomous, immediate stepping forward of 

the proletarian masses, the political mass action 

of the millions of workers who otherwise are 

atomized by the barriers of the state in the day-

to-day parliamentary affairs, who mostly can 

give expression to their own will only through 

the ballot, through the election of their 

representatives. The excellent proposal of the 

Frenchman Lavigne at the Paris Congress of the 

International added to this parliamentary, 

indirect manifestation of the will of the 

proletariat a direct, international mass 

manifestation: the strike as a demonstration and 

means of struggle for the eight-hour day, world 

peace, and socialism. 

And in effect what an upswing this idea, this new 

form of struggle has taken on in the last decade! 

The mass strike has become an internationally 

recognized, indispensable weapon of the 

political struggle. As a demonstration, as a 

weapon in the struggle, it returns again in 

innumerable forms and gradations in all 

countries for nearly fifteen years. As a sign of 

the revolutionary reanimation of the proletariat 

in Russia, as a tenacious means of struggle in the 

hands of the Belgian proletariat, it has just now 

proved its living power. And the next, most 

burning question in Germany – the Prussian 

voting rights – obviously, because of its 

previous slipshod treatment, points to a rising 

mass action of the Prussian proletariat up to the 

mass strike as the only possible solution. 

No wonder! The whole development, the whole 

tendency of imperialism in the last decade 

leads the international working class to see 

more clearly and more tangibly that only the 

personal stepping forward of the broadest 

masses, their personal political action, mass 

demonstrations, and mass strikes which must 

sooner or later open into a period of 

revolutionary struggles for the power in the 

state, can give the correct answer of the 

proletariat to the immense oppression of 

imperialistic policy. In this moment of 

armament lunacy and war orgies, only the 

resolute will to struggle of the working masses, 

their capacity and readiness for powerful mass 

actions, can maintain world peace and push 

away the menacing world conflagration. And 

the more the idea of May Day, the idea of 

resolute mass actions as a manifestation of 

international unity, and as a means of struggle 

for peace and for socialism, takes root in the 

strongest troops of the International, the 

German working class, the greater is our 

guarantee that out of the world war which, 

sooner or later, is unavoidable, will come forth 

a definite and victorious struggle between the 

world of labor and that of capital.  
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RECENT EVENTS, PARTICULARLY THE 

CONGRESS RESOLUTION ON the attempt to 

blow up the Viceregal Special on the 23 

December, 1929, and Gandhi's subsequent 

writings in Young India, clearly show that the 

Indian National Congress, in conjunction with 

Gandhi, has launched a crusade against the 

revolutionaries. A great amount of public 

criticism, both from the press and the platform, 

has been made against them. It is a pity that they 

have all along been, either deliberately or due 

to sheer ignorance, misrepresented and 

misunderstood. The revolutionaries do not shun 

criticism and public scrutiny of their ideals or 

actions. They rather welcome these as chances 

of making those understand, who have a 

genuine desire to do so, the basic principles of 

the revolutionary movement and the high and 

noble ideals that are a perennial source of 

inspiration and strength to it. It is hoped that this 

article will help the general public to know the 

revolutionaries as they are and will prevent it 

from taking them for what interested and 

ignorant persons would have it believe them to 

be. 

VIOLENCE OR NON-VIOLENCE  

LET US, first of all, take up the question of 

violence and non-violence. We think that the 

use of these terms in itself, is a grave injustice 

to either party, for they express the ideals of 

neither of them correctly. Violence is physical 

force applied for committing injustice, and that 

is certainly not what the revolutionaries stand 

for. On the other hand, what generally goes by 

the name of non-violence is in reality the theory 

of soul force, as applied to the attainment of 

personal and national rights through courting, 

suffering and hoping thus to finally convert your 

opponent to your point of view. When a 

revolutionary believes certain things to be his 

right he asks for them, pleads for them, argues 

for them, wills to attain them with all the soul-

BHAGWATI CHARAN 

VOHRA 

REMEMBERING THE 

REVOLUTIONARY ON HIS 91ST 

MARTYRDOM DAY 
Bhagwati Charan Vohra was an Indian 

revolutionary who along with his comrade-

in-arms Bhagat Singh was an important 

member of the ‘Hindustan Socialist 

Republican Association’ and the 

‘Naujawan Bharat Sabha’. 

On this day in 1930, aged just 26, he was 

martyred on the banks of River Ravi while 

testing a bomb which unexpectedly 

exploded. 

On his martyrdom day, we present his 

important essay titled ‘The Philosophy of 

the Bomb’ written with Chandrashekhar 

Azad and Yashpal in 1930 which was a 

reply to Gandhi’s critique of Indian 

revolutionaries titled ‘The Cult of Bomb’. 

 
15th November 1903 – 28th May 1930 
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force at his command, stands the greatest 

amount of suffering for them, is always 

prepared to make the highest sacrifice for their 

attainment, and also back his efforts with all the 

physical force he is capable of. You may coin 

what other word you like to describe his 

methods but you cannot call it violence, 

because that would constitute an outrage on the 

dictionary meaning of that word. Satyagraha is 

insistence upon truth. Why press, for the 

acceptance of truth, by soul-force alone? Why 

not add physical force also to it? While the 

revolutionaries stand for winning 

independence by all the forces, physical as-

well as moral, at their command, the advocates 

of soul-force would like to ban the use of 

physical force. The question really, therefore, is 

not whether you will have violence, but whether 

you will have soul-force plus physical force or 

soul-force alone. 

OUR IDEAL  

THE REVOLUTIONARIES believe that the 

deliverance of their country will come through 

revolution. The revolution, they are constantly 

working and hoping for, will not only express 

itself in the form of an armed conflict between 

the foreign government and its supporters and 

the people, it will also usher in a new social 

order. The revolution will ring the death knell of 

capitalism and class distinctions and privileges. 

It will bring joy and prosperity to the starving 

millions who are seething today under the 

terrible yoke of both foreign and Indian 

exploitation. It will bring the nation into its own. 

It will give birth to a new state – a new social 

order. Above all, it will establish the 

dictatorship of the proletariat and will for ever 

banish social parasites from the seat of political 

power.  

TERRORISM  

THE REVOLUTIONARIES already see the advent 

of the revolution in the restlessness of youth, in 

its desire to break free from the mental 

bondage and religious superstitions that hold 

them. As the youth will get more and more 

saturated with the psychology of revolution, it 

will come to have a clearer realization of 

national bondage and a growing, intense, 

unquenchable thirst for freedom. It will grow, 

this feeling of bondage, this insatiable desire 

for freedom, till, in their righteous anger, the 

infuriated youth will begin to kill the 

oppressors. Thus has terrorism been born in the 

country. It is a phase, a necessary, an inevitable 

phase of the revolution. Terrorism is not the 

complete revolution and the revolution is not 

complete without terrorism. This thesis can be 

supported by an analysis of any and every 

revolution in history. Terrorism instills fear in 

the hearts of the oppressors, it brings hopes of 

revenge and redemption to the oppressed 

masses, it gives courage and self-confidence to 

the wavering, it shatters the spell of the 

superiority of the ruling class and raises the 

status of the subject race in the eyes of the 

world, because it is the most convincing proof 

of a nation’s hunger for freedom. Here in India, 

as in other countries in the past, terrorism will 

develop into the revolution and the revolution 

into independence, social, political and 

economic.  

REVOLUTIONARY METHODS  

THIS THEN is what the revolutionaries believe 

in, that is what they hope to accomplish for their 

country. They are doing it both openly and 

secretly, and in their won way. The experience 

of a century long and world-wide struggle, 

between the masses and the governing class, is 

their guide to their goal, and the methods they 

are following have never been known to have 

failed.  

THE CONGRESS AND THE 

REVOLUTIONARIES  

MEANWHILE, WHAT has the Congress being 

doing? It has changed its creed from Swaraj to 

Complete Independence. As a logical 

sequence to this, one would expect it to declare 

a war on the British government. Instead, we 

find, it has declared war against the 

revolutionaries. The first offensive of the 

Congress came in the form of a resolution 

deploring the attempt made on the 23 

December, 1929, to blow up the Viceroy’s 

Special. It was drafted by Gandhi and he fought 

tooth and nail for it, with the result that was 

passed by a trifling majority of 81 in a house of 

1,713. Was even this bare majority a result of 

honest political convictions? Let us quote the 
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opinion of Sarla Devi Chaudharani who has 

been a devotee of the Congress all her life, in 

reply. She says: ‘I discovered in the course of 

my conversation with a good many of the 

Mahatma’s followers that it was only their sense 

of personal loyalty to him that was keeping 

them back from an expression of the 

independence views and preventing them from 

voting against nay resolution whatsoever that 

was fathered by Mahatmaji.’ As to Gandhi’s 

arguments in favour of his proposition, we will 

deal with them later, when we discuss his article 

The Cult of the Bomb which is more or less an 

amplification of his speech in the Congress. 

There is one fact about this deplorable 

resolution which we must not lose sight of, and 

that is this. In spite of the fact, that the Congress 

is pledged to non-violence and has been 

actively engaged in carrying on propaganda in 

its favour for the last ten years, and in spite of 

the fact also that the supporters of the resolution 

indulged in abuse, called the revolutionaries 

‘cowards’ and described their actions as 

‘dastardly’ – and one of them even 

threateningly remarked that if they wanted to 

be led by Gandhi, they should pass this 

resolution without any opposition – in spite of all 

this, the resolution could only be adopted by a 

dangerously narrow majority. That 

demonstrates, beyond the shadow of a doubt, 

how solidly the country is backing the 

revolutionaries. In a way Gandhi deserved our 

thanks for having brought the question up for 

discussion and thus having shown to the world 

at large that even the Congress – that 

stronghold of non-violence – is at least as much, 

if not more, with the revolutionaries as with him.  

GANDHI ON WAR PATH  

HAVING ACHIEVED a victory which cost him 

more than a defeat, Gandhi has returned to the 

attack in his article The Cult of the Bomb. We 

will give it our closest attention before 

proceeding further. That article consists of 

three things – his faith, his opinion and his 

arguments. We will not discuss what is a matter 

of faith with him because reason has little in 

common with faith. Let us then take such of his 

opinion as are backed by arguments and his 

arguments proper, against what he calls 

violence and discuss them one by one.  

DO THE MASSES BELIEVE IN NON-

VIOLENCE  

HE THINKS that on the basis of his experience 

during his latest tour in the country, he is right 

in believing that the large masses of Indian 

humanity are yet untouched by the spirit of 

violence and that non-violence has come to stay 

as a political weapon. Let him not delude 

himself on the experiences of his latest tour in 

the country. Though it is true that the average 

leader confines his tours to places where only 

the mail train can conveniently land him while 

Gandhi has extended his tour limit to where a 

motorcar can take him, the practice of staying 

only with the richest people in the places 

visited, of spending most of his time on being 

complimented by his devotees in private and 

public, and of granting Darshan now and then to 

the illiterate masses whom he claims to 

understand so well, disqualifies him from 

claiming to know the mind of the masses. No 

man can claim to know a people’s mind by 

seeing them from the public platform and 

giving them Darshan and Updesh. He can at the 

most claim to have told the masses what he 

thinks about things. Has Gandhi, during recent 

years, mixed in the social life of the masses? Has 

he sat with the peasant round the evening fire 

and tried to know what he things? Has he passed 

a single evening in the company of a factory 

labourer and shared with him his vowes? (sic). 

We have, and therefore we claim to know what 

the masses think. We assure Gandhi that the 

average Indian, like the average human being, 

understands little of the fine theological niceties 

about Ahimsa and loving one’s enemy. The way 

of the world is like this. You have a friend: you 

love him, sometimes so much that you even die 

for him. You have an enemy: you shun him, you 

fight against him and, if possible, kill him. The 

gospel of the revolutionaries is simple and 

straight. It is what has been since the days of 

Adam and Eve, and no man has any difficulty 

about understanding it. We affirm that the 

masses of India are solidly with us because we 

know it from personal experience. The day is 

not far off when they will flock in their thousands 

to work the will of the Revolution.  
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THE GOSPEL OF LOVE  

GANDHI DECLARES that his faith in the efficacy of 

non-violence has increased. That is to say, he 

believes more and more, that through his gospel 

of love and self-imposed suffering, he hopes 

someday to convert the foreign rulers to his way 

of thinking. Now, he has devoted his whole life to 

the preaching of his wonderful gospel and has 

practiced it with unwavering constance, (sic) as 

few others have done. Will he let the world know 

how many enemies of India he has been able to 

turn into friends? How many O’Dwyers, Readings 

and Irwins has he been able to convert into 

friends of India? If none, how can India be 

expected to share his ‘growing faith’ that he will 

be able to persuade or compel England to agree 

to Indian Independence through the practice of 

non-violence?  

WHAT WOULD HAVE HAPPENED  

IF THE bomb, that burst under the Viceroy’s 

Special, had exploded properly, one of the two 

things suggested by Gandhi would have surely 

happened. The viceroy would have either been 

badly injured or killed. Under such circumstances 

there certainly would have been no meeting 

between the leaders of political parties and the 

viceroy. The uncalled for and undignified attempt 

on the part of these individuals, to lower the 

national prestige by knocking at the gates of the 

government house with the beggar’s bowl in their 

hands and dominion status on their lips, in spite of 

the clear terms of the Culcutta Ultimatum, would 

have been checkmated and the nation would have 

been the better off for that. If, fortunately, the 

explosion had been powerful enough to kill the 

viceroy, one more enemy of India would have met 

a well deserved doom. The author of the Meerut 

prosecutions and the Lahore and Bhusawal 

persecutions can appear a friend of India only to 

the enemies of her freedom. In spite of Gandhi 

and Nehru and their claims to political sagacity 

and statesmanship, Irwin has succeeded in 

shattering the unity between different political 

parties in the country, that had resulted from the 

boycott of the Simon Commission. Even the 

Congress today is a house divided against itself. 

Who else, except the viceroy and his olive 

tongue, have we to thank for our grave 

misfortunes? And yet, there exist people in our 

country who proclaim him a Friend of India.  

THE FUTURE OF THE CONGRESS  

THERE MIGHT be those who have no regard for 

the Congress and hope nothing from it. If Gandhi 

thinks that the revolutionaries belong to the 

category, he wrongs them grievously. They fully 

realize the part played by the Congress in 

awakening among the ignorant masses a keen 

desire for freedom. They expect great things of it 

in the future. Though they hold firmly to their 

opinion, that so long as persons like Sen Gupta 

whose wonderful intelligence compels him to 

discern the hand of the CID in the late attempt to 

blow up the Viceroy’s Special, and persons like 

Ansari, who think abuse the better part of 

argument and know so little of politics as to make 

the ridiculous and fallacious assertion that no 

nation had achieved freedom by the bomb, have 

a determining voice in the affairs of the Congress, 

the country can hope little from it; they are 

hopefully looking forward to the day, when the 

mania of non-violence would have passed away 

from the Congress, and it would march arm in 

arm-with the revolutionaries to their common 

goal of complete Independence. This year, it has 

accepted the ideal which the revolutionaries have 

preached and live upto more than a quarter of a 

century. Let us hope the next year will see it 

endorse their methods also.  

VIOLENCE AND MILITARY EXPENDITURE  

GANDHI IS OF opinion that as violence has been 

practiced in the country it has resulted in an 

increase of military expenditure. If his reference 

is to revolutionary activities during the last 

twenty-five years we dispute the accuracy of his 

statement and challenge him to prove his 

statement with facts and figures. If, on the other 

hand, he had the wars that have taken place in 

India since the British came here in mind, our 

reply is that even his modest experiment in 

Ahimsa and Satyagraha which had little to 

compare in it with the wars for independence 

produced its effect on the finances of the 

bureaucracy. Mass action, whether violent or non-

violent, whether successful or unsuccessful, is 

bound to produce the same kind of repercussion 

on the finances of a state.  

THE REFORMS  

WHY SHOULD Gandhi mix up the revolutionaries 

with the various constitutional reforms granted by 

the government? They never cared or worked for 

the Morely-Minto Reforms, Montague Reforms 
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and the like. These the British government threw 

before the constitutionalist agitators to lure them 

away from the right path. This was the bribe paid 

to them for their support to the government in its 

policy of crushing and uprooting the 

revolutionaries. These toys – as Gandhi calls them 

– were sent to India for the benefit of those, who, 

from time to time, raised the cry of ‘Home Rule’, 

‘Self Government’, ‘Responsible’, ‘Full 

Responsible Government’, ‘Dominion Status’ and 

such other constitutional names for slavery. The 

revolutionaries never claim the Reforms as their 

achievements. They raised the standard of 

independence long ago. They have lived for it. 

They have ungrudgingly laid their lives down for 

the sake of this ideal. They claim that their 

sacrifices have produced a tremendous change in 

the mentality of the people. That their efforts have 

advanced the country a long way on the road to 

independence, is granted by even those who do 

not see eye to eye with them in politics.  

THE WAY OF PROGRESS  

AS TO Gandhi’s contention that violence impedes 

the march of progress and thus directly postpones 

the day of freedom, we can refer him to so many 

contemporary instances where violence has led 

to the social progress and political freedom of the 

people who practiced it. Take the case of Russia 

and Turkey for example. In both countries the 

party for progress took over the state organization 

through an armed revolution. Yet social progress 

and political freedom have not been impeded. 

Legislation, backed by force, has made the 

masses go ‘double march’ on the road of 

progress. The solitary example of Afghanistan 

cannot establish a political formal. It is rather the 

exception that proves the rule.  

FAILURE OF NON-COOPERATION  

GANDHI IS of opinion that the great awakening in 

the people, during the days of non-cooperation, 

was a result of the preaching of non-violence. It is 

wrong to assign to non-violence the widespread 

awakening of the masses which, in fact, is 

manifested wherever a programme of direct 

action is adopted. In Russia, for instance, there 

came about widespread awakening in the 

peasants and workers when the communists 

launched forth their great programme of Militant 

Mass Action, though nobody preached non-

violence to them. We will even go further and 

state that it was mainly the mania for non-violence 

and Gandhi’s compromise mentality that brought 

about the disruption of the forces that had come 

together at the call of Mass Action. It is claimed 

that non-violence can be used as a weapon for 

righting political wrongs. To say the least, it is a 

novel idea, yet untried. It failed to achieve what 

were considered to be the just rights of Indians in 

south Africa. It failed to bring ‘Swaraj within a 

year’ to the Indian masses in spite of the untiring 

labours of an army of national workers and one 

and a quarter crores of rupees. More recently, it 

failed to win for the Bardoli peasants what the 

leaders of the Satyagraha movement had 

promised them – the famous irreducible minimum 

of Gandhi and Patel. We know of no other trials 

non-violence has had on a country-wide scale. Up 

to this time non-violence has been blessed with 

one result – Failure. Little wonder, then, that the 

country refuses to give it another trial. In fact 

Satyagraha as preached by Gandhi is a form of 

agitation – a protest, leading up invariably, as has 

already been seen, to a compromise. It can hardly 

be of any use to a nation striving for national 

independence which can never come as the result 

of a compromise. The sooner we recognize that 

there can be no compromise between 

independence and slavery, the better.  

IS IT A NEW ERA  

‘WE ARE entering upon a new era’, thinks Gandhi. 

The mere act of defining Swaraj as Complete 

Independence, this technical change in the 

Congress constitution, can hardly constitute a 

new era. It will be a great day indeed when 

Congress will decide upon a country-wide 

programme of Mass Action, based on well 

recognized revolutionary principles. Till then the 

unfurling of the flag of Independence is a 

mockery and we concur with the following 

remarks of Sarla Devi Chaudharani which she 

recently made in a press interview.  

 ‘The unfurling of the Flag of 

Independence’, she says, ‘at just one minute after 

midnight of the 31 December, 1929, was too stagy 

for words – just as the GOC and the assistant GOC 

and others in gaudy uniforms were card board 

Grand Officers Commanding. 

 ‘The fact that the unfurling of the flag of 

Independence lay hanging in the balance till 

midnight of that date, and that the scales might 

have been turned at even the eleventh hour fifty-

ninth minute had a message from the viceroy or 
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the secretary of state come to the Congress 

granting Dominion Status, proves that 

Independence is not a heart hunger (sic) of the 

leaders but that the declaration of it is only like a 

petulant child’s retort. It would have been a 

worthy action of the Indian National Congress if 

Independence was achieved first and declared 

afterwards.’ It is true that the Congress orators 

will henceforth harangue the masses on Complete 

Independence instead of Dominion Status. They 

will call upon the people to prepare for a struggle 

in which one party is to deliver blows and the 

other is simply to receive them, till beaten and 

demoralized beyond hope of recovery. Can such 

a thing be named a struggle and can it ever lead 

the country to Complete Independence? It is all 

very well to hold fast to the highest ideal worthy 

of a nation, but it is nonetheless necessary, to 

adopt the best, the most efficacious and tried 

means to achieve it, are you became the laughing 

stock of the whole world.  

NO BULLYING PLEASE  

GANDHI HAS called upon all those who are not 

past reason to withdraw their support from the 

revolutionaries and condemn their actions so that 

‘our deluded patriots may, for want of 

nourishment to their violent spirit, realize the 

futility of violence and the great harm that violent 

activities have every time done’. How easy and 

convenient it is to call people deluded, to declare 

them to be past reason, to call upon the public to 

withdraw its support and condemn them so that 

they may get isolated and be forced to suspend 

their activities, specially when a man hold the 

confidence of an influential section of the public. 

It is a pity that Gandhi does not and will not 

understand revolutionary psychology in spite of 

the life-long experience of public life. Life is a 

precious thing. It is clear to everyone. If a man 

becomes a revolutionary, if he goes about with his 

life in the hollow ‘of his hand ready to sacrifice it 

at any moment, he does not do so merely for the 

fun of it. He does not risk his life merely because 

sometimes, when the crowd is in a sympathetic 

mood, it cries ‘Bravo’ in appreciation. He does it 

because his reason forces him to take that course, 

because his conscience dictates it. A 

revolutionary believes in reason more than 

anything. It is to reason, and reason alone, that he 

bows. No amount of abuse and condemnation, 

even if it emanates from the highest of the high 

can turn him from his set purpose. To think that a 

revolutionary will give up his ideas if public 

support and appreciation is withdrawn from him, 

is the highest folly. Many a revolutionary has, ere 

now, stepped on the scaffold and laid his life down 

for the cause, regardless of the curses that the 

constitutionalist agitators rained plentifully upon 

him. If you will have the revolutionaries suspend 

their activities, reason with them squarely. That is 

the one and the only way. For the rest let there be 

no doubt in anybody’s mind. A revolutionary is 

the last person on earth to submit to bullying.  

AN APPEAL  

WE TAKE this opportunity to appeal to our 

countrymen – to the youth, to the workers and 

peasants, to the revolutionary intelligentsia – to 

come forward and join us in carrying a loft the 

banner of freedom. Let us establish a new order 

of society in which political and economic 

exploitation will be an impossibility. In the name 

of those gallant men and women who willingly 

accepted death so that we, their descendants, 

may lead a happier life, who toiled ceaselessly 

and perished for the poor, the famished, and 

exploited millions of India, we call upon every 

patriot to take up the fight in all seriousness. Let 

nobody toy with the nation’s freedom which is her 

very life, by making psychological experiments 

in non-violence and such other novelties. Our 

slavery is our shame. When shall we have 

courage and wisdom enough to be able to shake 

ourselves free of it? What is our great heritage of 

civilization and culture worth if we have not 

enough self-respect left in us to prevent us from 

bowing surveillance to the commands of 

foreigners and paying homage to their flag and 

kind? 

VICTORY OR DEATH  

THERE IS no crime that Britain has not committed 

in India. Deliberate misrule has reduced us to 

paupers, has ‘bled us white’. As a race and a 

people we stand dishonoured and outraged. Do 

people still expect us to forget and to forgive? We 

shall have our revenge – a people’s righteous 

revenge on the tyrant. Let cowards fall back and 

cringe for compromise and peace. We ask not for 

mercy and we give no quarter. Ours is a war to the 

end – to Victory or Death. 

LONG LIVE REVOLUTION 

President,  

Hindustan Socialist Republican Association   
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Indian Federation of Trade Unions 

(Sarwahara) organized its central plenum 

through online mode on Google Meet on 

28th April 2021, Wednesday. 

Although originally planned to be held 

physically in Paschim Bardhaman district of 

West Bengal with tickets of delegates having 

been booked and preparations already 

underway, the plan had to be postponed due 

to the worsening Covid situation throughout 

the country. However, after a review, it was 

decided that the plenum should be held on 

the pre-decided atleast in online format in 

order to give effect to the important proposals 

at hand, and a physical IFTUS Conference 

would be organized as soon as situations 

become compatible in which all decisions of 

the online Plenum would be ratified. 

The Plenum began with the welcome speech 

presented by comrade Radheshyam. The 

Presidium comprised comrades Siddhant, 

Vidushi and Akanksha, while the Steering 

Committee consisted of comrades Brij 

Kishore Tiwari, Kanhai Barnwal, 

Abdullah, Ramdayal, Saujany. It was 

attended by around 30 delegates along with 

some invitees, while the number was 

supposed to be almost double had the 

original plan been followed. 

On behalf of the Presidium, comrade Siddhant 

set out the agenda of the Plenum after giving 

a brief introduction and explaining the 

circumstances in which the plenum was being 

held. The agenda of the meeting were: 

• Report of the General Secretary 

• Election of IFTU(S) Central Committee 

• Future tasks 

Comrade Vidushi, on behalf of Presidium, 

then asked the comrades invited to this 

Plenum to present their views first. The 

invited comrades were: Satya Veer Singh 

(Editorial Board member of ‘The Truth’ 

and ‘Yatharth’ magazines), Ajay Sinha (GS, 

Proletarian Reorganizing Committee, CPI 

ML), Kanchan (Bihar Secretary, PRC CPI 

ML), Nemai Dhibar (WB Committee 

Member, PRC CPI ML). Although comrade 

Mukesh Aseem (Editorial Board member of 

'Yatharth' and 'The Truth' monthly magazines) 

was also invited, he could not be a part of the 

Plenum but sent a message wishing its 

success and welcoming the initiative, which 

was read out. 

Following this, the Plenum moved forward 

towards its first agendum which was 

presentation of and debate over GS's report. 

Comrade Kanhai Barnwal (GS, IFTUS) was 

invited to present his report, which he did. 

He also proposed that this report would be 

brought out in written form soon after this 

Plenum. After the report was presented, the 

Presidium invited the delegates to present 

their views on it. Comrades BKT, Abdullah, 

Mantu, Saujany, and Ramdayal spoke on 

the GS's report, after which it was passed 

unanimously. 

The Plenum then moved towards its second 

agenda which was the election of the Central 

Committee of IFTUS. Comrade Siddhant, on 

behalf of the Presidium, presented the CC 

panel proposed by the Steering Committee 

before the Plenum for voting. The proposed 

panel consisted of: 

CENTRAL EXECUTIVE: 

• BRIJ KISHORE TIWARI - President 
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• KANHAI BARNWAL - General Secretary 

• SIDDHANT RAJ - Vice President 

• RAM CHARITRA MAHATO - Vice President 

• KAZI ABDULLAH - Joint Secretary 

• AWADHESH BHUIYA - Joint Secretary 

• AKANKSHA PRIYA - Treasurer 

CENTRAL COMMITTEE MEMBERS: 

• SAUJANY UPADHYAY 

• RADHESHYAM MISHRA 

• MANTU KUMAR 

• RAMDAYAL PASWAN 

• VIDUSHI PRAJAPATI 

• ARJUN HARIJAN 

PERMANENT INVITEES TO CC: 

• SANJAY KUMAR 

• DHARMA BHUIYA 

• MOHAN DHOBI 

• BIJOY YADAV 

• KOUSHIK BARNWAL 

The proposed panel was passed 

unanimously with thunderous clapping, thus 

forming the Central Committee of IFTU 

(Sarwahara). But since the formation was 

carried out in an online format with 

limitations, it was decided that this CC would 

be provisional in nature until ratified by the 

upcoming physical IFTUS Central 

Conference. 

Due to limitations of online format (internet 

data limits and network issues), it was finally 

agreed upon that the Plenum could not be 

extended further in a democratic and 

systematic manner. Hence, it was proposed 

by the Presidium and agreed upon that the 

last agendum i.e. finalizing the future tasks of 

the CC, would be discussed and the tasks 

would be charted out in written form in the 

next meeting of the CC, which then would be 

circulated both internally as well as among 

fraternal individuals and groups following 

which an extended plenum or meeting would 

be convened soon in the coming weeks in 

order to finalize the tasks. The Plenum was 

then concluded with a Vote of Thanks 

presented by comrade Satya Veer Singh. 

Source: IFTU(S) Facebook Page   

HO CHI MINH 

REMEMBERING THE 

VIETNAMESE REVOLUTIONARY 

ON HIS 131ST BIRTHDAY 

Ho Chi Minh was a revolutionary 

leader, born on this day, who led the 

liberation of Vietnam, first from 

France and then the USA. 

Unfortunately, he died shortly before 

the end of the US-Vietnam War and 

didn’t live to see the victory of 

Vietnam over US. 

“In a war, to win a victory or suffer a 

defeat are common things. The essential 

is that we must win final victory.” 

- Ho Chi Minh, 1950 

 
19th May 1890 – 2nd September 1969 

https://www.facebook.com/sarwaharaiftu
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1st May 2021: On the occasion of May 

Day, an online class on the topic ‘May 

Day: History And Its Message In Today's 

Times’ was organized by IFTU 

(Sarwahara) from 11 am to 2:30 pm 

through Google Meet. 

The main speakers of the class were the 

Editorial Board members of ‘The Truth’ 

& ‘Yatharth’ monthly magazines, 

Comrades Mukesh Aseem and Satya 

Veer Singh, along with IFTU(S) Vice 

President, Comrade Siddhant. It was 

moderated by Comrade Akanksha 

(Treasurer, IFTU(S)). The class was 

divided into two sessions, the first of 

which saw the three speakers speak on 

the following topics: 

• History of May Day - Satya Veer Singh 

• Message of May Day in Today's Times 

- Mukesh Aseem 

• Effect of Covid Pandemic on Working-

class Forces - Siddhant 

Screenshot of the online class 
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Along with this, Comrade Ajay Sinha (GS, 

Proletarian Reorganizing Committee, 

CPI ML) was invited to present his views on 

the topic which was done by him briefly. 

Comrade Rakesh Bhadauria (IPSEF - 

Indian Public Service Employees' 

Federation) was also invited to speak who 

could not due to network issues but sent in a 

message welcoming IFTU(S)'s initiative of 

this class, which was read out. 

The speakers primarily and collectively 

focused on the urgent need for the unity of 

working-class forces today based on a 

revolutionary programme charting out 

their tasks in light of existing concrete 

situations, for moving towards the formation 

of a countrywide Leninist vanguard party of 

the working class in order to achieve its 

historical aim. 

Workers listening to the class in Patna 

The second session was a question-

answer session in which the listeners and 

particularly the connected workers asked 

their questions to the speakers who 

answered them. There was also a detailed 

discussion on the limitations of trade 

unionism as a weapon of the working 

class in today's conditions of extreme 

crisis, rise of fascism, and unprecedented 

attacks on the working class, in light of its 

form which divides the working class as well 

as character which cannot escape the 

factors of legality and compromise. 

Comrade Kanhai Barnwal (GS, IFTU(S)) 

presented his views and the experience of 

IFTU(S) on this aspect. Comrade Prem 

Chand (GS, IPSEF) also presented his 

views on trade union work in the public 

sector and role of TUs in the face of 

increasing contractualization and 

informalization of workforce. 

Workers listening in Delhi 

Although close to 60 devices were 

connected throughout the class, the 

number of listeners were more than 80 as 

many devices were connected from our 

various union offices where multiple 

workers were present at one place 

collectively for the class. The class ended 

with a vote of thanks by the moderator. 

Source: IFTU(S)’s Facebook Page 

Discussion among youth after the class, Patna 

https://www.facebook.com/sarwaharaiftu/posts/884795592103893

