HUNGER IN INDIA - WHAT IS THE ISSUE?

Under the presant rule of the landlords
arid the foreign-dependent capitalists of
India, the misery of Indian people is ncreas-
ing daily. It is becoming more and more
difficult for larger and larger fraction of the
population io survive under the extreme
exploitation and plunder of thefr labor and
land. The so called democracy in India is
only 4 fig-leaf to hide this barbaric oppres-
sion. In 1956-57, fully 40% of the Indian
population was below the depressed official
poverty line. (Indian government defines the
poverty-line income as that necessary (o buy
2250 Calories of food per day at jocal prices
with no provision for clothing, housing,
health care etc.) [n February of this year,
Mr. Varma the ‘labor minister’ to Desai
regime confessed in the parliament that the
number has reached 0% and is still increas-
ing daily.

Associated with such wide-spread
misery and poverty, wa find {(lliveracy, negli-
gible public heaith care and housing shor-
tage. People are at the mercy of floods,
cyclones and storms and even drinking
water is not available to a large majority of
the Indian people. Anywhere one goes, one
cannot miss the rampant unemployment
(more than 30%) and starvation.

The imperialists, the reactionary ruling
classes of Indis and their various apologists
and lackeys blame the hard working toiling
masses of India for their misary. This is as
callous as blaming slaves for their slavery.
These fascist lackeys peddle warous
‘theories” of how the [ndian people are
‘inherently lazry’, unproductive, ‘spiritually
oriented”, and how they ‘bresd liks mice’,

Cwerpopulation is  the  favorite
whipping-boy of a lot of thess Tascist theors-
ticians, They rationalize the sxistence of the
poverty of the masses by blaming the people
for overpopulation. Such arguments date
back to Thomas Malthus (1798} who even
wrged that some (the poor) must perish
when population presses beyvond subsisisnce.
Malthus was thoroughly exposed by Marx
and Engels for what be wes - a bumbling
spologist for the landed anstocracy; a reac-

tionary even at that ume! fe.g. ses "Marx
and Engels on the Population Bomb®™, Ram-
parts Press). Since that time despite being
exposed by progressive and democratic peo-
ple, his theory has seen several attempis at
resurreciion by the reactionaries, since they
find chis theory convenient to explan away
the poverty imevitably resulting f{rom the
rule of the reactionary classes.

Meo-malthusians today say that food
production etc. in the colomial and nec-
colonial countries cannot kesp pace with
their growing populations. And therefore
they proclum population-control 1o be the
principal issue facing the people of these
countries. Thus the reality of the imperialist
plunder and beckward semi-feudal mode of
agriculiural production becomes just secon-
dary side issue and sterilization of the peo-
ple (whether by using the priest or the
hangman) is presented as the burning issue.
Mo wonder that neo-malthusian theories are
popular with World Bank, A.LD., the Club
of Rome, various multinationsl foundztions
and reactionary propeganda organs (such as
Universities, TV, media, movies &tc). An
explanation of human misery in terms of an
‘et=rnal law of nature’ has an obvious appeal
for political reactionaries since it diverts
artention from the part played in the cres-
tion of this misery by class expicitation. As
Engels points out * Why is too linle pro-
duced? Not because of limits of production -
even todey and with present day means - are
exhausted. MNo. But because the lmiis of
production =re determined not by the
number of hungry bellies but by the number
of purses able to buy and to pay”. For exam-
ple today the Indian ruling classes sxport
grain to the Soviet imperialists and 1o Viet-
nam and have so much grain on their hands
that they have resorted to storing it on air-
strips and rallway platforms, whils hundreds
of millions of Indian people are dving slowly
of starvation.

Oaly by smashing the stranglehold of
the two ruling classes of India - the
imperialist-dependent capitalists and the feu-
dal landlords - can the problem of hunger in



India be solved. Hunger is not the main
issue in India \oday. Neither is it illiteracy,
‘technology transfer’, or religion or popula-
tion. The main issue is the overthrow of
the two ruling classes of Indiz. The main
issue iz pevalution.

Engels’ comment "why is too littke pro-
duced? was made in 1865. Ler us see how
close we are today to the “absolute physical
limits’ of the population that this planel can
comfortably support.

Roger Revelle writing in  Scientific
American has estimated the world-wide
potential for food production at the present
level of techoology. Aflter teking into
sccount the uneven distribution of water
available for irrigation and variations in the
climate, he calculates the potential gross
area available for cropping. He concludes
that "If 10% of this polential gross cropped
area were sef aside (o grow fibers and other
nonfood products, and if technology and
purchased Inputs to production (irrigation
water, fertilizer, high-vielding =eeds plant
protection, farm tools, farm machinery and
farm  peactices  based on  scientific
knowledge) equivalent 1o those used in lowa
corn farming wers applied (o the remainder,
a diet based on 4,000 1o 5,000 Calores of
edible plant materiol could be provided for
between 38 and 48 billion peopls, between
10 and 13 times the presenl population of
the earth.” (Scientific American, September
1974),

Table 1 gives the share of different
regions in total world population from 1650
to 1976, As one can see, the share of Asia,
Africa and Latin America in the world popu-
lation has actually dropped by 5% over this
period, And while the population of Asia,
Africa and Latin America grew by o Taclor
of T over this period, that of North America
grew by a factor of 240 and of Europe and
USSR, by a factor of 7,

The Neo-malthusians often talk about
‘densely populated’ backward agriculture
countries. The population densities of
several countries (1972) are shown in Table
2. Except for Bangladesh, all the poor coun-
tries in the table are less densely populated
than many European Imperialist countries in
the table, If one compares number of peo-
ple per tilled acte of land, we get table 3.

The colonial and peo-colonial countries do
not compare badly with Japan, MNetherlands
and the UK. By another estimale, in Japan
there are 9 persons per cultivated acre, in
Britain 5, in India there are 2. (D, Wilson,
‘A quarter of mankind', Penguin, 15968),

It is promoied that people in India are
poor becausz they have large families. The
fact is that people have large families
because they are poor.{see Mamdani, "The
Myth of Population Control®, MR press,
1972), In India the motivation for having
large families arises from definite material
and social conditions faced by the masses of
the people. Im rural India, there is a sea-
sonal labor shortage at times of harvesting
and planting. Al such times a large family is
a great economic assel. Large families do
ceuse land fragmentations. But the problem
of fragmentation of land is the problem of
the nexs gemeration. The peasant’s major
problem is to make & living off the land in
his own lifetime, to meet the cost of pro-
duction in the presemt generation. Poor
peasants stand only a few steps away form
material ruin.  Their land holdings are
already small; their toial concern is with
making ends meet in the present. with
reducing their costs of production as much
15 possible. Given a very small income, to
have 1o hire even one farm-hand can mean
disaster. If such a peasant is merely (o sur-
vive, he must rely on his family for the
neécessary labour power. Per acre of land, it
is the peasant with the least land who neads
the most labour, due to the lack of imple-
ments (ses Mamdani, ibid). Furthermore,
in remote Indian villages, the family pro-
vides almast the only form of physical secu-
rty and old-age insurance. Thus the large
families in rural India are the rational and
intelligent response to the material and
social conditions existing in presenmt day
India. History has shown that when people
want 1o have fewer children because of a
different set of material and socizl condi-
tions, the popiilation growth ‘spontanecusly’
decreases (eg. dunng industmalization of
Europel. Even nec-malthusian authors like
Paul Ehrlich have to admit this {see his
Population Bamb, page B),

As William Rich points out: "There is,
however, striking new evidence that in an
increasing number of poor countrias (as well
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Table3: Number of People
in relation to Tilled Acreage (1958-59)
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Contry Density Japan T4
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Belgium 7 X .
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Bangladesh 425 Norway L7
India 104 Brazil 14
Philippines 123 Tealy 12
Indonesia 81 India 1.1
Pakistan 615 World 0.8
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Ref. I.Puthy *Population and Development”, Nigeria 0.6
Economic and  Political Weekly, July US and USSR 0.38
24,1576, p.1127 : Argenting 0.28
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Ref: G.Borgstrom "The Hungry Planet”,
New York: Macmillan Co.1965,p.5.




65 in some regions within countries), birth
rates have dropped sharply despire relarively
low per capita income and despie the
ghsence or relative newness of family plan-
ning programs. The examination of thess
cages in this monograph reveals a common
factor. The countries in which this has hap-
penad are those in which the broades spec-
trum of the population has shared in the
economic and social benefits of significant
national progress than in most poor coun-
trizs - of in most Western countries during
their comparable periods of development.
Family planning programs generally have
been much mere successful in those coun-
tries where increases in output of goods and
sociel services have been distributed in such
a way that they improved the way of life for
8 substantial majerity of the population
rather than just for a small minority.

The record also shows that thoss
coutries which continuwe to sustain high rates
of population growth despite their achisve-
ment of relatively high per capitu income
figures have wide disparities in income and
Hmited access 1o social services. Only o
small group within these countries has
started to practice fertility controf, this
group generally comsists of the favoured
mingrity that has benefited from the modern
social and economic systems. The
remainder of the society - those living at, or
close to, the subsistence level - accounts for
the high average birth rate.” (William Rich,
"Smaller Families through Social and
Economic Progress”, Monograph No. 7,
aDc, 1973).

To the most casual observer of India,
it is clear that thers is no way the "broadest
spectrum of population” can “share in the
economic and social benefits of national pro-
gress” unless the otterly reactionary ruling
classes of India are overthrown by the
masses of the peopla.

Ag for the relationship betwesn birth
rate and development, it is oaly recently
that a few of the colonial and neo-colonial
countries have had birth rates in excess of 3
per cent. On the other hand, as early as
1820, England had a birth rate of 3.4 per
cent, and the same trend wos present in
Germany as recently as 1904, Japan had a
birth rate of more than 3.2 per cent in 1931,
After analyzing similar data, J. Pathy con-

cludes that “there is no historical evidence
that a high density of population was the
force  inhibiting development.” {J.Pathy,
"Population and Developmeni® Economic
and Political Weekly, July 24, 1974)

Much abuse has been heaped on the
Indian peasant for ks supposedly irmational
attitude  toward  cattle  (“cow-worship').
Several detailed studies show that these atti-
tudes are firmly rooted in the economic real-
ities in which the peagant fnds himsell and
that "the religious belief derives power and
sustenance f[rom the material rewards it
confers upom both men and  mnimals®
{quoted in Makhijani, "Energy and Agricul-
tum}ln the Third World" Ballinger, 1973,
p. 74

It is the fendal relations of production
in Indian agriculture - the peasants living by
subsistence farming while the parasitic land-
lords expropriate whatever meagre surplus
they produce - that are the root cause of the
backward state of Indian agriculture, About
140 million hectares of India's area of 3320
million hectares is cultivaled land. Indis
therefore has a cultivated area comparnble o
that of the U.5. or China, although its total
land area is about 40% as large as either
country, Much of the world’s poverty is
concenirated in the rich alluvial plain of the
Ganges river which consists of Bangladesh
and the Indian stmes of U.P., Bihar and
West Bengal. Only about 25% of India's
cultivated land is irrgated. But in Bihar this
figure fulls 1o 10% though Bihar lies on an
amaringly rich source of sublerranian waler
in the Gangstic plain which is recharged by
many snow fad and rain fed rivers. The irmi-
gation systems, whers they exist at all, are
often old and unkept so only 20% of India's
irrigated area gets sown more than once a
year!

The Indian peasamiry faces sxtremely
harsh exploitation and feudsl oppression by
the landlord class, The Indian peasants live
from hand to mouth on subsistance agricul-
ture under backward or pon-existent infras-
tructure (dams, irrigation, flood-control, fer-
tilizers, electrical pumps for lift-irrigation
etc.) and, are deprived of what little surplus
they produce by the fendsl relastions of pro-
duction. As compared 0 more than 6
meiric tonnes of grain per cropped hectars
obtained in high technology farming, the



average Indian peasani produces only about
a tonne,

Regarding the potential of modem
igriculture in India, one estdmate is as fol-
lows:

Using modem agricultural methods,
scientific irrigation and farm mechanization,
for the present aversge [ndian diet of 2150
Calories/day, 410,000 Calories of fassil fuel
energy per person will be required each year
for food production - aguivalant to §5kg of
coal costing (at 1974 prices) 32.50. That is
about 1/4th of the per capita use of fossil
fuel energy in India today, For the future
diet of 3700 Calories of primary plant
maizgrizls and the population of 1.2 Billion
(instead of the present —600 million) would
be equivalent w 95 Kg of coal per person,
or a total of 114 million tonmes/vear
Estimated reserves of fossil fuels in India
are between 100 o 1000 tonnes/psrson.
Hence if India relied on her own fuel
reserves, enough energy would be available
for a modernized agriculture for several
hundred years, Concurrent social advances
will increase the snergy demands to several
times this amount, which can be handled by
new  energy  technologles. Improved
material and social conditions will naturally
lead to stsbilization of population. (Roger
Revelle, Scientific Amarican, Sspt. 1974).

Besides land, there is the question of
mineral and other resources, The problem
of resources is a relative one. Resources are
never fxed, except in the short run; aver
time they expand with social development
and development of knowledge, Resource
utilization is also a social phenomenon. It is
the social structure which determines the
importance of the different resources, allo-
cates them and distributes them. Regarding
the expansion of resources with socfal
development  and  development  of
knowledge, it s emough to recall that the
"same” resources that supported a population
of 1 million at subsistsnce level in North
America from 1650 to 1750 are today com-
fortably supporting a population of 240 mil-
lion. About 10% of the U.S. work forcs, or
less than 10 million worksrs in agricuiture
(including those engaged In the supply of
fertilizers, tractors and so on 1o farmers),
supply enough food for the 240 million peo-
ple in the U5 with enough laft over for

substantial exports to other countries. In
contrast 70% - 80% of the laber force is
engaged in agriculiure in colonial and neo-
colonizl coumries.  As regards resource-
allocztions, consider for example production
of luxuries like TV's or whisky (from food
grain!) for the Indian roling classes: or the
mors than 3-fold expansion of the Indian
police-budget since “independenca™!

The central issus regarding hunger in
India is not the problem of land or populs-
tion. It is the problem of social relations or
production. Indian agrieuliure is backward
and semi-feudal in charaster. This is what
holds back productivity, impedes the utiliza-
tion of resources and an equitable distribu-
tion of social product, The imperiaiists and
their Indian lackeys have a vested interest in
maintaining the landlords as the social bass
of reaction in the Indian countryside.

History teaches us and life confirms
that no ruling class has ever relingoished
power even when faced with destruction,
The Indian ruling classes are no exception,
The grip of the landlords and the comprador
bursaucrat capitalisis on the Indian people
cannot be loosened by petitions, exhorts-
tions for reforms, sapagroha or participar-
ifg in the hoax of elections. The Indian rul-
ing classes maintain their barbarlc rule
through reactionary viclemce (via the
machinery of the polics, para-military
forces, jails ete.). This reactionary violence
canoot be combatted by the peopls except
through revelutionary violence - through
irmed struggle.

The principal contradiction in India
today is that between feudalism [n the coun-
tryzide and masses of the Indian people.
This feudalism is in collusion with the
comprador bureaucrat capitalism (by this we
mean the imperialist-dependent complex of
private and public sector capitalism) in
India. That is why the Indian revelution is
anti-feudal and anti-imperialist in characier:.
The working people of India, under the
leadership of Indian proletarisc shall smash
the shackies of feudalism, compradar
bureaucrat capitalism and imperialism (led
by US. and Soviet imperislism), through
revolutionary violence., This revaolution will
bring genuine democracy for the vast major-
ity (95%) of the Indian people and establish
their dictatorship over a handful of enemies.




That is why it is People’s Democritic Reva-
lution.

Through smashing semi-feudal rels-
tions of production in the countryside this
revolution will usher in socialist relations of
production in the I[ndian agriculiure. For
the first time in the written history of India,
the limits of agriculiural production will be
determined not by the purses able o buy
and pay but by the needs of the people.

The Indian Revolution i not just a
distant prospect or aspiration. It is a practi-
cal problem taken up for solution. The
party of the Indian profetariat, the Com-
munist Party of India (Marxist -Leninist) is
leading the Indian people on the path of
Maxalbari, on the path of Armed Agrarian
Revolution.

A genuine concern for hunger in India
necessarily means full support for the
People’s Democratic Revolution in India.
The propaganda that American working peo-
ple should fesl ‘guilty’ or “barbaric’ because
"by our actions we deprive two-thirds of the
world's population of enough food to sur-
vive and function normally”, is completely
baseless. It is the 115, monopoly capitalist
class (the 105, imperialists), and their vari-
ous lackeys who are the assassing and hang-
men of the freedom-loving peoples of the
world

It Is true that propping up reactionary
regimes such as Shah of Iram, Pinochet in
Chile o Desal regime in India directly
serves the needs of U.S. and other imperial-
ists. Bul there is nothing common in the
interests of the working people of America
and the interests of the U.S. monopoly capd-
talists. It is poison-mongering to blame the
American working-people for the poverty,
misery &nd oppression inflicted upon
humanity by LS. imperialism and its vari-
ous local running dogs.

The greatest support that American
people can give o the just siruggle of Indlan
pecple s by orgamizing for revolution in
their own country and dealing o deathblow
to the monster of L5, imperialism.

DEATH TO US. IMPERIALISM,
SOVIET SOCIAL IMPERIALISM AND
ALL REACTION!

LONG LIVE THE INDIAN REVOLU-
TION!

supporiers of

Hindustani Ghadar Party - Organization of

Indian Marxist - Leninisis Abroad
PO Box 7192, Berkeley, California 94707,



