DOWN WITH THE FASCIST THEORIES
OF "POPULATION CONTROL"' AND
MASS STERILIZATION IN INDIA !

"The pressure of populétion is not upon the means of wub—
sistence, but upon the means af employment. Mankind is capable of
increasing more rapidly than modeen bourgeois society can stand.

=«::Too ldetle is produced that is the cause of Lhe whole
thing. But why 18 teo little produced? Kot because the limits of
production - even today and with present day means —are exhansg—
ed. Ho but because the limits ef production are determined not by
che nunber of hungry bellies buc by che nuaber of purses able tao
buy and paysss:The moneyless belies, the labor wiich ecannot  be
uvtilised for profic and therefore cannot buy is left co death
rate." == Frederic Enpels.

At the time when French revo-
lution was  sweeping  chrough
Europe, when mew ideas and radi-
cal reform were the order of the
day, Rev. HMr. Malthus fssued posed in his own cime for what
kis infamous law of popula=- he was = an outspoken apologist
tion(1793). e said, "The power for the landed aristocracy, a
of populacion {8 dindefinitely reactionary in his own time! Miis

.Innd.and in fact has no business-
to be where he is."™

Halthus was thoroughly ex-

Afeater than cthe pover in the elaim of arithreietic and
earth to produce subsiscence far geomerric catios was nedither
1T P Fopulation  when un= based on any Factual data nor on
checked increases in a peounetri- any scientifie inveatinarion=
cal ratio, while subsistence Just a  desperate BLEEMpL to
incresses only in an arichmetic rationalize the existencas of
fatio"; and so he concluded, "A povercy and misery of the peo-
man vie {5 born  inte & world ple. The history of development

already possessed, if he ecannat
fef Bubsistence from his parenta
on whom he has a just demand,
dnd 1f the society does pnot want
his  labor,has no clais of rlant
ta the smallest portion of

since Halthus has provided cop=
crete  proof that che productive
inrces developed by leoaps and
bounds and population Browtls
When naterisl conditions of pro=
ple chanped, even Eurmed



* tion = with vooden

=3
nepative. Today there are c¢oun=
tries ldke the U.K., dustria,
Horway and Germany where pet
pepulation dincrease is close to
gere of even slightly negative.

But in the early 195074, once
again when in all the countries
of Asia, Africa and Latin amerli=
ca, the great secial wupheavals
were gErowing when the colonial
enpires were disinteprating and
people were rising in rewvolc
against internal oppressors and
foreign colonizers, this Malthu=—
gian theory was resurrecced in
various forms. Uver the past
several vears various U.5. mono-
poly capitalist=financed organi=
zations such as Zero population
growch, Club of Kome, etc., have
sushroomed with the express pur-
pose of propagating the lie chat
"the serieus over population”
problem 4% rvespansible for all
Che sufferings of
humanity.Hunerous books such as
"Population Bosh™, "uman
Crisis", "The linits to Crowch”
and a large amownt of "“research"

papers have all been repeating
the same lle over and over
Bzain.

This is well knownm to be a

standard tactic of fascist pro-
paganda. AS Hitler himeelf
adnitted , fascist propagamda is
based on lies: Tell a lie, ro—
peat dit, got experts to Tepeat
it, then repear it apain and the
lie will pain currency. Take the
example of che Llie which clafms
that che cauvse of hunger in
India is over populaticn. What
is the reality in India coday?
The reality 1s that even with
such backward method of prodoc—
ploughs, 'no
fervilisers and hardly any {fri-
gation facilities, celling
peasants of India produce LI0 to
120 million tons of pgrain per

year which would ceanslace inLo
S0 pme. of prain per head por
day. Cleoarly cthe reason why

thesa 300 prs. of grain do noe
teach the people, 1s certalnly
not over papulation!

kegarding the potential of
modern apricultore in India, one
estimate is as follows:

Using moderm agriculcural
methods, secientific dreigation -
and fars mechanisation, for the
present average Indian diec of
2150 calories a day, 410008
Calories of fossil furl energy
Per person wil be required’/ each
yeat for food production -
equivalent te 55 kp. of coal
costing (at 1974 prices) 52.50.
That i% about 1/4th. of the per
capita use of fossil fuel eneryy
in India today. For the future
diet of 3700 calories of primary
plant materials and the populua-
tion wof [+2 billion (instead of
the present 600 million) would
be equivalent to 95 kg. of coal
per peérson, or a total of LL4
million tons per yoars. Estimated
reserves of fossdl fuel in India
dre between 100 co 1000 tons per
person. Hence if India relied on
her own Ffuel rteserves, enough
eneTgy would be available for a

modernised agpriculture for
several hundred years. Con-
current social advances will
locrease the energy demamds o

several tines this amount, which
can be handled by new encrgy
téchnologies. Improved matercial
and social conditions will mna=
turally lecad co stabilisation of
population. {Ruger Revel le,
Scientifie Angrican, Sept.-
1974} «Hut this potentrial i% not
used because the Indlan agricul-
ture 15 very backward.

Only about 255 of India’s
cultivated land is irrigated. In
limar this fipure Falls to 102
though Bihar lies on an amazinp=

ly rich souree of subrterrumian
water in the Gangetic plain
which 1is recharged by many souw

ted rivers. The irrigation



systens, where they exist at
all, are often old and unkept so
only 20% of Indila’s irrigated

arva pets sown more than once a
year!

What 1s the cause of the
backward state of Indian agri-
culture? We disagree with the
argunent of the advocates of
"Populacion Conttol"™ that “che

high rate of populacion growth
limits che developonent in  the
countries of Asia, Africa, and
Latin Anerica.” There is no his<
torical or contemporary evidonce
te this arbitrary argunenc. The
fact that Africa 1s chree times
as large in area ag Furope and
its population {3 50% smaller,
guggests gquite conclusively thar
the reason for underdevelopment
in Africa 1is not population.
Increased populaclon pgrowth had
been in fact ome of cthe prioe
causes of the rapid econoale
progrees of Europe and Horth
Anerica over the lasc 200 years.
Whicehead  observed Lhat in
Western Europe, "a persisténtly
increasing population has been
aceompanied by an egually per-
" gisrent rise im the general
standards of life". (AH. Whitp=

head, “Adventures of Ideas™, Hew

York Macmillan, p«%94.)

-

that &
and neo-

It is only recently
few of the ceolonial
coloenial counteies  have had
birth rates in excess of 3 per
cent- On the other hand as early
as 1880, England had a birth
rate of 3.4 per cenmt and the
same trend wos present in Jer-
many as Tecently as 1904. Japan
had & birth rate of more tham
3.2 per cent in 193l. Afrter ana-
lysing similar data, J.Pithy
concludes that “there 15 no nis-
torical evidence that a high
density of population was the
foree fnhiblving development”.
(J.Pathy, "Population and
Developnent” Econooie and Polit-
ical Weekly, July 24, 1978} Ic
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is the feudal telations of pro=
duetion in lndian agriculture
the peasants living by sub-
sistence farming  while the

=

paraslele landlords expropriat=.

ing wvhatever meagre surplus chey
produce = that is che root cause

of the backward state of Indian
apriculture.
The Indian peasantry faces

extremely harsh exploitaclon and
feudal oppression by the land-
lord e¢lass. The Indian peasants
live from hand to couth on sub-
sistence agriculture under back-
ward or non-existent infrascruc=
ture (dans, 1irrigaclon, flood=-
control, fertilizers, electrical
pumps for Lift irrigation, efcs)
and are depfived of what lirtle
surplus they produce by the feu=
dal relations of production.

Thus on the ooe hand we do
produce enouph food to feed our
population but this food does
not reach the people; on che
ather hand there is & Cremendous
patential for increased produe=
tion, whieh 1is lefr unutilised
becauge of the feudal Land-lord
system in the agriculture. That
baing the case how can anyona
reasonably claim that the "prob-
lam of population” is the cause
of hunger in India®

Another
faseist

variation of
logic that is commonly
advanced in order to juscify
mass sterilisariom and popula=
tion control im the councries of
fuia, Africa and Latim Anerica
is; "Tne population has excecded
che Limits of che svailable
resources in general({not Jjusc
land)." Again the reality is
that in the colonial aod mneo=-
colonial countrles of Asia,
Afeita and Latin America the
problen {is not ome of scarcity
of ressurces. These countries
ATw bestowed with such rich
natural deposits that the
forelgn powers and super powers

this



vwiciously fight even to the
extent of creating wars to dons=
inate them. ¥For example, Chile,
Peru, Zambia and Zaire have 5035
of world”s copper deposits.
Halaysia and delivia provide FU3
of the world"s tin. India has
very rich and plenty of deposits

of thorium, mica, manganese and
fron ores. AU02 of the world®s
bauxite cooes Erom Surinam,
Jamaica, Cuinea and Australia.
It is the sold out reling

clusses of these countries which
exploit the people at hooe and
sell cthese resources to imperi-
alists and share the loot.

Besides, the problem af
resources is a relative one.
Eesources are never fixed except
in che short vun; over cime chey
expand with soccial development

and development of knowledge.
Resource utilisacion is also a-
social phenonenon. Tt is  tche

social structwre which deter-
mines the importance of the dif-
ferent resources, allocates them
and distribuces them. Regarding
the expansion of resources with
soclal developoeat and develop=
‘met of koowledpe it is enough
to recall that che Bame
resources that supported a popu=
lation ef 1 miilion ac sub=-
sistence level in Borth Anerica
from L1650 to L1750 are today coe-
fortably supporting a population
of 240 million. About 10Z of the
U.5. work force or less chan 10
million werkers in apgriculture
(including chose enpgaped in the
supply of fercilizers, tractors
and so on Lo farpers), supply
enough food for the 250 million

pevple in the U.5. with enouph
left over for substantinl ex-
ports  to other cowntries. In

contrast 703 to 80% of the labor
force iUs engaged in agriculture
in colonial and neg=colonial
countrics. As regards resource
allocations, consider [or exum=-
ple  production of lusuries 1ike
TV or whisky (from  food

arain) for the Indian rullng
classes; or the more tham 5-fold
expansion of the Indian police
budget since "independence |

Thus the advocates of "popu-
lation control"  and "maus
sterilisation" are fundamentally
incorrect in their assusprlon
that tha Indian populacion ia
the cause of the 1lla of the
Indian society and hence thar it
should be “controlled". 3ut even
if we pardon this fundemental
blunder, these advecates . of
"population control"  Furthor
fumble miserably 1in wview of
their totally idealistic under=
standing of hoev human beings
maka deeciszions on  the size of
their families. These “scien-
tists" E .
utter the nonsense that the
Indian peasants have large fami-
lies because of "flliteracy” and
"iznorance” and hence they mose
be educated or forced to thave'
small families. This argunent is
Ggain vithout any basis whatso-
EVET «

In India the metivation For
having large families arises
from definite material and
cial eonditions Faced by the
masees of the people. In rural
India there {5 a secasonal labos
shortage ot tines of haevesting
&nd  plenting. At such cimes, a
large family is & preat asset.
Large families do cause laud
Erapwontation. Bur the problem
of fragmentation of land i a
problem of the next generation.
The peasant”s major problem {s

Bd=

Lo make a living of the land in
hiz own lifetime. to oceet the
cost of productiom  in the
FRESENT geéneration. Pour
peasants stand only a few sSteps

away from material rule. There
Land holdings are already saall:
their total concers is with oak-
ing ends meet in  che PIREORE
with reducing thelr cost of pro-
duction as =ueh as possihle.
Glven & wvery small income, to
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have to hire even one farm hand™
can mean disaster. If sueh a
peasant is mercly to survive, he
must have to rely on his family
for the necessary labor power.
Par sere of laml, it 1is the
peasant with the least land who
needs the most labor, due to the
lack of implesments. Furthermore,
in rtemore Indian villages, the
family provides almost the only
form of physical security and
old=age dnsurance. Thus the
large families in rural Indias
are the ratlonil and intellipent
responseé Lo the materisl aod
social conditions existing in
present day Indila. History has
shown that sien people wane o
have fewer ehildren because of
different set of material and
social conditdons, the popula=
tion  growth “spontanvously®
dectuwases (eg. during imdustri=-
alisation of Europe}. Even neo=
Halthusian authors ldike Paul
Ehrilch have to admic this (see
his "Population Zamp™, papa &).

The next question that we
would like to ralse is: what
critecia and standards are used
to conclede that Iadla is over
populated? 1t could not be popu-
lation densicy; as the teble
illustrates, so mnany LBuropean
tountries are more “over popu-
lated" than Imdia, 4f that ecri-
terion iz used. If alternacive-
ly, one compares the mnunber of
people per tilled acre of land,
we see thar the eoleafal and
neo=colonial countries do  noL
compare badly wich Japan, Heth-
erlands and Ehe Usk. One esti-
mate for Instance, ‘_-:'I'..l.h-.a that
in Japan there are 9 persons per
cultivated acee, in Beleain 5
and in Ixdia anly 2. (2« Uilsan,
"A gquarter of mankind™, Penguin
19684}

In the face of such drrefut=
able Facts, any scientifle fn-
vestigation which econcerns lro-
self with the problen of popula-—
tiow in India, ought to conclil
that the canse of misery .ol

poverty in India 18 oot “overpo=
pulation.” Uhy then do  sone
"scientiscs" concluwde that Cche
hard working people of Indla
bhave only two options left -
either keep en Living in such
miserable cond Etions and
tolerate the barbarie regime
existing in India or be castrac—
ed and srerilised to solve the
"problem of over population”?
Perhapa, because "population
control™ cones as a  wvery con-
venient “polution™ to the vari-
cus  faseist theoreticians Lo
vxplaln  away the poverty and
misery of the Imdian people,
through blaming e sulfering
people themselves? !

The dssue faciay the Indian
people 12 oot “swerpopulation”
but  the backward method of pro=
duction i{n the Indian SConony ;
this backvardness is the inevic=
agble feature of rhe rotting
soclal system in Imdia vhich is
naintained by the biy landlords
and the foreign depondent Capi=
talists, as well as the fareizn
povers  headed by the US and che
U55H.  Population control and
ness  sterilisation have nothing
to do with solving these prob=
lems. The real solurics iz to
Fight the Indian ruling classes
and thair dimperialist masters
and establish a geamine People®s
Democratic India = g necessary
pre=cequisite for development La
Bervice of the Indian peoplel

Table  Population Density per 5g. Km. {1972)
Country Densily
England & Wales 24
Netherlands a9
Belgium ki)
Japan 280
Federal Republic of Gexmmany | 240
Ttaly 178
Bangladesh 42%
India 104
Philippines 123
Indonesia gl
Pakistan 67,5
SuppaiErs of
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