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A Note oh Recent Trends 

Tenancy was abolished in Kerals through the Kex%la land Refoms 

Amendment Act (1769). In other Sa tes  similar A c t s ,  concerhed. more 

w i t h  the regdhtion of tawcy than i t s  todl sholition, passed 

during recemt times, have meant tb i r  d s t e n c e  merely on stetute 

books but in, reali ty led to diverse forms of concealed arrangomerrts 

between landlords and tenants, usually enforced by the fomer to 

p r a t e d  their o m  interests which were threatened by tho l a w .  In 

Kerak , hovever, the abolition of tenancy' i s  widely believed t o  be on 

acsmpliahed fact. Effective implementation of the law was possible 

largely due to the organis& strength of the, l e f t  novement and the 

related fact that lanC reforms were' implemented by left-orislted 

Govenrments, unlike in ma& other States wlvere the refo- were sou@ 

t o  bb Mzbduced fmn 'above' bofore the peasant masses were politi- 

cally o r m s e d  to fight for .their rights. An important aspect of 

the Kexala scene in this  context is the conferment of ownershi$ 

rights on hutment ihellers, xl-iich also tni s the outcame of intense 

pollt ical  strugss an8 effective lcg is la t i~n . /  The movement ~rl;ich 

developed since thm'abolition ol" tenancy has three main components: 

a successful stny;& for higher wages (for agricul tual  labourers); 

an espousal of the c i e s d  for ' fa i r '  prices for  fan1 products which 

.does rot, require s t r ~ g l e  (the p s a n t  interes% in this respect being 

sought t o  be protected by all p o l i t i d  parties): a d  the etmggle. 

fo r  land which has not been very succeaeful.\ 



This note is  an attempt to understand these recent-trends 

in the l o f t  movement in ,the l igh t  of long term changes t m t  have 

taken place in the agrarian rslations. Sectior. I deals trith some 

aepects of the class structure a2d Section I1 with t h e  strategies of 

the C o r m m i s t  Party of India (Marxist), the. strongest represer.ta- 

t i v e  of the  Iaft, on agmrian issues. 

The most strc;w feature of agrariw. c!lange in recent t&es 

k ~ ~ l a ,  &I i n  o t l s r  prts of the count'ky, i s  the c&tinuous g&h 

of rural wage labour in its' worl-w population. A sigrificrult pro- 

portion of the  labourers in rura l  brala .are engaged, unU-e in otk er 

region8 of India, in sectors o&e r f;lxm agr ica ture ,  especially in 

the  pri.xmr3i: pmces'sing of agricultural products mch a s  coir  spinning 

and mnufactures. Ilo'zrever, even w i t h i n  the agricultural sector, 

t he  mtio of cultivators to agrinlltmi labouxdv has tended t o  

dedrease continuouely a t  lea& f'rom 1921. Trends i n  the comymition 

of the'workine population show a fa l l  in tb proportion of culti- 

T h i s  i s  no doubt due, in par',, to the disposskssion of Yae 

tine in +,he history of the regions c q r i s k ~  Kerda. But to w!mt 

p. wise d e n t  it is associaSed with t,ha dwelopment of' capi ta l is t  

agriculture is-hard t o  jurlye on the hs i s  of avail.zbSa &ta. 



most recent period, i. e., af ter  h d  refonna (fhe natule' of which 

w F U  be dismaod bebw) have been implemented two counteracthg forces 

h v e  been a t  work. C!n the one b n 3 ,  rights t o  ownership of k d  have 

beern conferred not only on the =~j&amuFars (hutment dwellers) but 

dm; a8 a result of tenancy le&letion, on poor peasants,. who used 

to d t i v a t  e b-dlords' lend ur. kr' various farms of ta?ancy arrangsncnts . 
bn the otiler, the Ecr p o a m t s  !mve nct in genemJ. been able to miso 

the pmductivity of their IrJlde ord  t!lcrir living 8tanc'ards for  obvious 

reasons. The questio~ rah+,in.s ta the extont of proletarianization 

resulting fmm the direct alienation of land f m m  the poor peaeante 

i r  . , 

~ e d  during the period 1556 t o  1 9 1  .Y . Ib understand tho significance 

of the under- &atistics we new3 to, consicbr the. fat. that hut--?, 

d w d l e r s ,  who are now tiowners;' . of land, u e m l l y  pu'J their l i t t l e  b i t s  

of lands to a g r i c d t w a l  w e  (coconut and tapioca being the cammon 

crops) and hence qudWy,for statistid purposes, as 'landed' agri- 

cul tura l  labourers. This cannot, however, whoU? enplain the decline 
\ 

landlesmess for  tohere i s  a distinct possibility of grmth in 
- -. 

nvbers  - . - .. of poor peasants, cultivating b i t s  of land but depending on 

' h i e s ,  within agricultula and oLiwr sedon of ti8 rum1 ecmomy, for 

the major part of their  sdsietence neede. Inded, thme i s  quite 

00-irig evidence +.kt puperimtion of the peasants has .talPsn placo 

on a wide scale and that tb.9 pmcons has been continuous during this 

century. It 13 to tS.9 p x e n s  timt xe now turn. 



Growth in ~ k b e r s  of Poor Peasants 

among the States of India and t.ht it is one of most densely populii- 

ted regions in the wkole worl:;. BB& what is perhaps not so well 
boon 

k n o k  i s  the fact' that it hag/so st l a s t  f r o m  the beginning of - 
this century. The growth i n  arable land has not kept pace with tke 

rapid increases i n  tilt? population; consequently %he ran-land. ratio 

has increased continuouzly fbm 1901 and a t  a ra te  more rapid tlm 

in  other parts of the country. 2( 

Wi;a available fo r  the Travancore region show that  av8n as 

ear ly  as 7 9 1  the avenge aize 0." holding was only 2.6 acres per 

cultivating hbusehold, which declined further to l e s s  than 2 acres 

by 1166-67. tKth the persistence of gross i n q u a l i t i e s  in the  distlS- 

bution of land during this entire pelSod, the proportion of house- 

holds cultivating no more than an acre grew from 38 t o  61 per cent. 

For Xemh a s  a whole conparable data do not *xi& f o r  such a long 

period; estimates available for 1961-62 and 191-72 show, however, 

that househald operational holdings of less than an acre in size 

increased f m m  about 60 per cent of the t o t a l  t o  68 per cent d* 

the  internenin2 decade. The praportion of households c u l t i v a t 5 ~  

l e s s  than I U  an acre i n  1W1-72 is  estimated to be roughly 52 per- 

cent. These data reveta t o  us a source of gro*h of agricultural . 

labour a s  wall as an impork-nt aspect of its n a t u ~ ~  : a vast  mass of 

pauperised p asants, r.ot %tal ly  clispossed of land, constitute a 

significant part of the lzbow5n.g poor in agriculture. 



i s  the gmwth of smal l  fams explained and what, hne i ts 

implications for 'tho clanging a p r i a r i  relatiow? To answer t kds - -. 
question we need t o  consider, f i rs t ly ,  the magnitude of' the tmnsfer 

of Ian6 fmn the poor t o  the rich (which i s  relevant also t o  th 
. - , 

question of diajmssession); secondly, the impact of land r e f o m  

on the t-sfer of land fmm the rich to  the  poor (including the . i 
I 

lan0less) tl~rough the distribution of surplus land (ebwe legally 

stipulated ceilings) as  w a l l .  a s  conferment of ownership rights on 

small tenants following t h e  abolition of tamncy; &.finally, the 

p a r t i t i o w  of land emong family members, which, even in the absence 

of,vigorous mrket transactions in land, would result i n  the gmwth 
8 .  

of &U famers over a long period. A l l  these mad&, and mn-m&et 

It i s  difficult t o  judge their relative importance t o  the pmcess for 

w q t  of the required da ta .  What follows, therefore, i s  soplewhat 

speculative but based on w h a e e r  information is available, 

direct  sale and that a'xut. 47 pr cent of the area invol-~ed i n  these 
those indt:e& 

sales rdLrrtod '& /' by ' ~~lorie~;~try needs' . 
.I 

T i d s  ma? uncritically 

.be interpreted to mean +;1::3t. &i .+oosesoion of the  poor and middle 

sections ol" the peasantr~ hnd t d e n  place to a significant extent - 
it would indeed be so i f  it could be established tha-t +t was nuinly 

the poor who sold the land t o  the rich. However, since the peak 'salea 



took place in 1960 and 1563, the years of %r i t i cn l  imporfxmce t o  

t h e  agrarian relat ions in the Sta+uen (to' be explained la te r ) ,  there 

i s  good reason to bel iwe the.., a great nmber of these tmnsactLons 

were made by the  rich peasants and landlorcis '-a wade in advnnce the 

proposed ceiling me tenancy laws which w e r e  surs to be m c t e d  by 

' conmnulist a h i s t r i e s  a:~paa-ring on :;he horizon, Vievecl i n  t!xis ' 

light, the  reason cited ir- thc at.?vey fo r  the d e s ,  v i a . ,  monetary 

needs, mst be regarded a s  s p d o m ,  :t l c a s t  fn t-le &jori ty of 

To assess the ovemU! impact of 3and r e f o m  on tb redlstr i-  

bution of land' (and agrarian relations in general) we kt&. to conside2 

three aspects of +he refom: provisions relating to (1) hutment 

duellers, ( 2 )  tenancy; cnd (3) land csilinga. Kerala is frequently 

c i tep  a s  an 8~~mple where land reforms k v e  been successfully' imp1e- 

merited. The sudcess refw s more t o  the f i r s t  two of the above 

nentioned aspects of the ref o m  than t o  the ' tilird. A t  my rate,  +he 

effectiveness of land reforma i n  Kerah has been studied by many 

scholars and we n&d only t o  prssmt the consens& in broad outline. Y 

The Kerala Iand Fefonng Act, 1963 ( a s  ahended in 1969 and 

1 9 2 )  gave to b d i k i d a ~ ~ u k a r s  (hutment dwellers, who were essentially 

landless agricultural labonrers litting in huts on pieces of land- 

lord1 s land) r ights  to t h c i r  dwdlinq houses m d  a few cents of 

adjacent' land. Y o s t  I2;i~$ljz~.7ukarg 9ave cbtninod do facto r ights  

of ownership t o  such.lznds a l t 'mu~h in a ~mhcr of cases & jum 

r ights  otill h v c  t c  be secured. 1% is ti12 streqgth of the 



l e f t i s t  m l i t i c a l  forces, rather C,bm the k w ,  which has brough+, 

about th2s c-hmge in th,e status of agrLcultura.1 labourers in +,he 

State.  he rights t o  lc?d, secured and pmtccted by the l e f t  move- 

ment, i n  turn, strengthen the l a t t e r  and give it a special char-cter 

fo r  a wage labourer with wme land is a bet ter  f i g h + ~ r  tlqn one 

without any. We m y  mncluc?e tb5, although quant.i+a?ively the 

gains to  the ap5ctiltml lsboumri: i? terns o f  redistribution of land 

might not have been very inprec.5-,re, qr;al%atively the l e f t  bas 

emerged ag a atronzc+- force ir_ the countryside, especially in the 

s f w g l e  for better  :iorkinlj ccnditionr for  t he  labourers. 

A ssries of legislatitve rnezisaras in the 3k2te cculminatd &.+h 

tho t o t a l  abolition of 'tenancy i n  1967 th roqh  an amendment to  th 

Kerah - b n d  %forms Act of 15-63. The resulting .@ins to t h e  l e f t i s t  

forced are of . a  mixed &are. To an unknown but possibly limited. 

extent,' the l a w  was made ineffective through evasive t rv lsfers  (cf 

poo~3sion) of land resorted t o  by the hndlords. The l a t t e r  aqticl- 

pated what w a s  coming and had time t o  &.e these transfers, for,  in 

the  po l i t i ca l  onvircnrnent of tho l a t e  fifties a,.& sixt ies,  in which 

the Colmrm~list Party was emerging a s  a strong force, the struggle fo r  

land was the mst pmmined aspect of pol i t ics  i n  the State. %en 

t he  first Communist h i s t ry  w a s  fonnd i n  Kenla in 1 9 7 ,  ;'big 

landlords Q h t l y  apprehended tl-~t Sheir feudal interests  on land 

would be a t  stake. Thi:: fear pvcd t; !e way for l~rge-scale land 

tracsfers i n  the State even before the Agrarian Fklations -4ct of 1960 

was adumbrated. it The l a s t  nmtionec! Act and the Kerala Iand Reforms 

A c t  of 1963 prompted sone hectic sales and transfers around those 



years. Over 40 per cent of the disposals of leased G-ut land during 

the  decade 1957-66 too!: place in 1563 alone. This need not, 

however, contradict our tentat ive assessnent tha t  the i p c t  of eva.r?x*e 

transfers on tke effective abolition of  tenancy was Limit&, f o r  

the total land involved i n  trnnsfers ,of possession over the whole 

decade was only about 188 thousand acres (out of a t o t a l  of roughly 

1.9 million acres of leased i n  iand.) 9 

A secone aspect of the abolition of tenancy relates to  tho 

compensation legally stipulated t o  be paid by t b  t m t s ;  While such 

cdmpensation has been coUected in some cases by +he Government, 
. . 

there do exis t  former k n t s  who enjoy rights t o  land without fear 
.s 

of eviction although t!~ey have not yet paid compensation in fu l l .  

This i s  a reflection, as i.? the case of K&wida~~uk(trs, of the orga- 

nised s+,rmth of the peasants. 

IIowever, some fmner tenerrt .. cultivated f a i r l y  big lmldings 

..and have now acqdred ownership rights t o  these k d s .  The 

reforms thus paved the way fo r  the emergence of a new class of ca2ita- 

Mdabar, where not only the hciciencc of t e r ~ n c y  was hieh but also 

tenants cultivatinc (bcforo the reform) lend leased in from Jenmies 

i n  big holdings exrirted i n  large rwibers. In other regions of 

Kerala , i . e . , Trnvar~co~e *a tl Cocllin , wh.ere 'he -4. system disappeared 

long xgo a d  s m U  +.enant:! :;ere preponderant, the confement of owner- 

ship r ights  on temqt s is u ~ U : e l y  +A hmre contributed to %he em q e x e  

of capi ta l is t  fanners f r o m  t h e  class oi" Conrrzr tmants  on the  sane 

scale a s  i n  Elahbar. . Apzrt from big tenarrts, new recruits t o - t h e  



class of capitalist farners have corne a h  f r& the  Itinks of the 

old landed gentry who now employ wage labour on lands (hitherto 

given out on lease) which they have tresumedt for  self cultivation. 
. , 

A notable aspect of tileso chnges, crucial t o  the developing 

agrarian relatior&, is  the unity among landless agricultuial workers, 

+or peasants and big tenants which the c o d s t s  could, bring about 

in the st~?.~@e again& "land-lordismw in the Malabar re&on. New 
. . 

a s s  divisions - and contrs~ictions depending on them - '-erne- 

af ter  the abolition of tenancy have weakened t h e  objective forces for  

such a mty?J M shall deal with t h i s  subject later. 

Let US now turn to  the third aspec* of land m f o m ,  v iz .  

ceilings. Unliko the provisions relati& t o  hutment. &tellers and 

t-cy a d l i t i o n ,  those concerned with land ceilings.have not 

yielded substantial gains to the M .  Wsion of 3nnd ceilings . 

fonned en essential par t  of the boLps transfers t(t hich w e  l w 6  already 

discussed. Noreover, i n  spite of mq- legislative exercises t o  

' NUg the loopholes' i n  t ke  l m ,  dficierit scope 

emasion tyrough means other than direct t-sfer of 
\ 

result  was t h a t  nct much suplus l d  was available 

was loft for 

G u i .  h e ' f i d .  

for redistribution. 

Stat is t ics  presmt a truly revealing picture of this phenomenon. 

ds on liar& 31, 1 m ,  the area (of surplus land above legally sti- 

pulated ceilings ) order& for a k e d n e r  was only about. 173 thou- 

sand ncno,  out of, which about 67 thousand acres have been 1 taken 

overt and only 3 3 thousand acres distributed (to about 62 thousand 

beneficiaries including 27 thousand belonging to  the Scheduled 

Castes and Tribes.) & KO pecise estimates of hw much of the 



4.5 ndllion acres of cultivated land would be available a s  swplug, 

a u l d  the ceUng  law' h b l m e n t e d  e f f ~ c t i v e l ~ ,  aFe available. . 

Before we erxlamine the implications of t,b c.bnges discussed 

thus. far to ag~arian relations l e t  us reconsider the phenomaon of 

the growth of small f m s  from a Eiff c ? n t  point of view. (~ar-bitioning 

of land am,% membars of a h o u s h l d  crcates newly f o m d  households 

cultivating m l e r  pieces of lands, and i n  periods cl?ar&terized by 

a high ra te  of partitioning, a very siLgnifi '~muth in smll hold- 

ings can result. Zn Tm@ncore, the decade preceding 1 9 1  i s  

important f- thls standpint. D m h g  this  period, following the 

passing of r&lations for  the partition of tarawad (i,e., joint 

family.) propertiee of cex'tain commulities, over 4.00 thousand acres of 

land otmed by these c o d t i e s  alone was partitioned, Ln respect 

of the k y a r  c-ty (which accounted for  83 per cent of the land 

paltitioned), over 70 per cent of the partition deed8 c ra ted  shares 

of l e s s  thanan acre each. A nsuMision of t M s  magnitude must 

have corrtributecl significantly t o  t he  emsgmce of peasants 

a s  the most numemus category in the countrysido, 

A s  we havo seen, the digpro~ortiomtely largo gmwth of 

.am11 farms has continued during recent t ines .' A p r t  from the 

process of pauperization, it i s  likely that tho partitioning of 

land k s  also con43ibutcd t o  this trend. Moreover, tho ates of 

partitioning a p ~  c?r t o  b o .%;%1: in the s..lall iholtkirgs tfinn in  the 

bigger haldiqs: this i s  p2rtI.y reflected in data wkzich show that 

as  land size increases not only t h s  faxily size but also the  



pmportion of joint families tends t o  increase. %I 

PRrtitianing of lend can thus be seen t o  have reinforced tho 

trend towards the growth in numbers of p o r  peasants. A t  any rate 

the  forces slter;Jg tAe s:m?o of the distribution ofland have bmught 

about, by the beginhi% of the ~evont,ies a vast mass of landless 

agricultural  workers and pauperized S W L ~ .  s . 
To discuss the mt1r.2 OZ relations bet;.~cen t!xm end the other 

agrarian classes, it ia a e c c s ~ c q  b M r ~ e  T ~ E  pattern of utiliza- 

t i o n  of land and i ts  changes ovcr time. 

Cromiw Pattern and Family F Q e  

In other regions of India, comnercial- crops are, grown f o r  sale  

on the markat mainly by the big fanners. But i n  Kerala, such cmps 

are grown even in the very ~ ~ R I J .  holdings. Coconut i s  the most. 

important of these crops v.hich include rubber and different kinds of 

spicba. The cmpping pattern i n  Kersla is  thus dist inct ly dif f e r m t  

f mm tha t  of India as a whole : Foodgrains (including tapioca, an 

in fe r io r  cereal substitute) account fo r  mughly 40 per cent of the 

cultivated area i n  Kerala but over 75 per cent in the country as a 

whole. 

The cultivation of  cclmmexittl crops has a long history in 

Kerala and has p,cm furtl~er in inpartame in recent times. The 

main change vhich hi: 3 corm nbotit i n  the c roppw pattern i s the 

r i s e  i n  +,he ralative inport.zmr..e of coconut mbbsr cultimtion.' 

T h i s  i s  partly due t o  ~ ~ ) I ) o ~ X I $ &  d IBP,SOR~. Paddy (the only cereal 

grown i n  brala) can be cropped only i.n the $alley ldnd while a 



variety of commercial cmps can be gxwn on the' slopy land. Additionel 

land suitable for  paddy a r l t im t ion  hae bccome unavailable f o r  a long 

time. Thus extensions t o  the area under cultivation has favoured the 

growth of commercial farncing. LZ( 

B u t  w h a t  i s  m o r e  si-fimnt for  our plrrpases here i s  the h5.gh in- 

cicience of commercial crap25.q in very small hodlirgs. Both poor 

and ni6d7.c peasants a re  involved t o  a g rmt  &ent in the c-iItiva.tion 

of coconut, pepper and othm comorch l  crops. About 55 per cent of 

t he  area undcr coconut, 'and 4 @ p  r cent of the a r m  under pepper, 

i s  in holdings beld by households cultivating in a l l  no mo 113 than 2.5 

acres eech. Rubborisgenerallycultivatdinlargeestatesbutit  

i s  believed that  in recent timos midc2e p e a m t s  have tabn t o  rub'.ar 

cul%i.~ation on =I s i w i c a n t  smle. The poor and middle peat3mt.s in 

Kdrala a'rc thus involved in the mrkot as sclle rs of t he i r  f a n  pmcluci..~ 

t o  a great extent; t h i s  is i n  sharp contrast t o  the o t b r  prts of the 

country where such involvement i s  m i n h d .  This poses sow pmblems 

to  the l e f t ,  a s  we. slmU. see. 

Corn Rial. fa* 'is ~ o t ,  Ilr,vwe r, co t e ~ o u s  v i  t h  capi-ist 

fa*-. In the holdings of thc poor *md middle peasants work i s  done 

la r se ly  (but not necessarily w k d l y )  by family menbcrs. It i s  only 

i n  tho vsry l a f g o  holdings, o f  over 10 acres (roughly 4 hectares), 

tha t  o.ar,loyrmnt of wage lebaur  i s  %he predominant mode. gowevcr, 

as we & .  see l a te r ,  mp i t a l i s t  farning ex is ts  on a s imi f ican t  

scale (though not con&,i+utiR- the predominant mde)evon in holdings 

of 5 acres ( p 0 ~ . y  2 hoctare~)~m6. belcrw i n  size. !Chm 



comnercial cmpping, notwithstanding its long history, has not led  

t o  a sharp polarisation of t h e  ma1 population into t h o  classes of 

cap i ta l i s t  farmers on the  one hand and wage laboumrs with ;hothing 

but t h e i r  labour power to sellv on the other. This i s  not t o  deny 

tha t  a pmcess of di?t?crentia tion i s  a t  .work : indeed, the poor and - 
middle  peasants do not enjoy the advantages of the richer peasants 

i n  the m&ets either o s  sel lers  of farm products o r  'mrrarers of 

credit.  But the p i n t  is that the sale of farm prcducts by the middle 

poasnnts gives them a Toator  "staying powern, especicluy in an era 

of ri3i.n~~ farm pricor, :a* slowa d m  the p~ocoss  of polarisation. 

11. SlW'iTEGIES OF T-YE CPI (M) 

The &India Cont& 

To undo:-stand +,he stmtogy G * t h e  Cornmist Party of India 

(Marxi=%) - CPI (ti) - in Koraln it is necessary t o  begin with t he  

stnnll of the =rty on n g m r i m  issues in an ell-India context. 

A very clear  s'mJ;mtmt of i2le p k i c i e s  of y le  Party, formulated on 

a ?~untr\J'~ricie rather t k n  a regioral basis, appears in a Central 

Commit'me (CC)  reaolut-ion adoptod a t  i t s  meeting in Parch 19'73 at 

Muzaffarpur. This resolution i s  the  r e su l t  of an a s s e s m a t  of the 

experience of the Party with mfr3rence t o  the p r o p u r n  of walk s e t  

out i n  ar! enrl ier  resolution p ~ s s e d  in  1966' m d  takes into accounf 

t h e  di13ferencos w h i c h  heve croppec'. up within the party in the i n t e w  

vening period. ~hare'is an explanatory noto by ~.&rayya added to 

the resolution. ly 



The resolution says that the central slogan of the agrarian 

mvenent must be: 'kboliahhndlordism, both feulal  and capi ta l ls t ,  

without compmsation and d i g t r i h t i o n  of land of landlords t o  the 

a@cultur.?l h b u r e r s  and tho poor peasants free. nW Cementing 

on t h e  legisla+Ave measures cf thc Congross. Govemmnts, the reso- 

l ~ t i o n  says t!i.zt while the party should oxtract the :'na=dnm possible 

concessions from t ! ~  rnlix.~ chsses ,  i n  the  concrete r d t y  of the I&- 

s la t ive  strength ol" the demoerntic OpyasitLon a s  v r d l  ,as +he maas 

novemnts outside, "0 1yi dat ion ,  Imw~ver limit&, under t he  present 

ruling clr. sscs and co m p t  bureaucmtic set-ups , p t s  implemented . . . . 
unless powerful 335s movamnf.3 a re  devdoped. &Y 

v 7  lhe cancrctc: p rogram fo r  s t r q & 3 ,  l a i d  down in t h i s  context, 

i s  based on a five-fold classification of t h e  agrarien population: 

and h e h r c l s  (bo-kh capi5aliat 'mi. feudal). The distinction batwem 

a rich peasant and capi-talist landlord i a  th$ +,b fomar (or  mom- 

lo r& p n e r s l  cmbinc in tharuelvss f m t u i ~ s  of cn?itnlism and 
w e  

fmdalism anGlefined iF. terms of an upper ceil ing to the sizo of 

laq?, which c m  very f r o m  mgion t o  region depeslding on f e r t i l i t y  

replies t o  certain criticisms of t h i s  f~nrmlnt ior~,  the  definitions 

w b t  i s  mre impoht i s  timat lnndlords, so defhed,  constittrt.e the 



CC Reaolut5on n c c o ~ ~ y  tmns l~ . t c s  th elogcln for aboli&ng land- 

lordim i n b  n pmgrariie o f  nction by rdafinin? !:? ceilhgs (.for 

purposes of l o  , i o h t i o n >  so to onSl;rc tht all InndloMs (cepitdist  

for f%dng up land ceilings, the only paint v i t h  which we a m  concmed 

i e  w h a t  i s  thc d-.rcnti.ng l ine b&wom a h r t l o ~ .  md R x5ch 

paaant. Ceilin& dcfincd in toms of th l  ms&t.ion w-y thus 

l imi t  d e w  hrXorc?s) but n o t  ric!: perioants as 2 class. Thus 

rich pesrults nro ou';sida the target of attr,ck so faras  tho struggle 

for  land i s  concamd. 

Party on 15ch mc! fTLiddI.8 p P snnt~s. In the case of tihe middb peaem- 

t r y  it is best :'LUlustratca Sy tha follo\iing sen+,snce in t!m 1966 

roaalutlon: *'dcing class i l e p ~ n y  over the Kimn ~memmt 

nomont, rxglectirq or i,anorinr? tho ,icldl.a mi 15~11 poasar?ts but c1m.w- 

course, not an onoy ono; indmd, the party reco,&sos th;rt ~evisio- 



inside the Indian C o m d s t  movemmt w i l l  ~l.,i$hcr be f n ~ t f u l  

nor effective unless d i m  class oreintation .md worlc among the 

peasantry are conpletely discarded. 1?0 doubt t h i s  is not an wsy 

task, since it i s  d~ep -motd  ar,u lone-accunilat& and also 

becam the bulk of our lead* fiean a c t i v i s t a  cone from rich and 

middle ~ e a s a n t  o r ia i r .x ther  than f r o m  a r i c u l t a r a l  3abourem a ~ l d  

poor masants.  'Ihe ir claea orrigin, social l inks  and tho long 

training @ven t,o them give a refoxmist ir?eological wliticd orien- 

ta t ion which i s  die?? to the proletar5.m class point m d  prenrent 

them fmn zctively wor- amng agricultu=.l l a b a r e r s ,  poor clnd 

2 2  &mntmistsn ( emphasis ours. ) 

Fbw such a crusading ~ p i r i t  w i U  emerge and how, in the long 

run, the composition of ,zct;ivists and h i d e r s  i s  t o  be changed in 

favour of those with proletstrim origin, are  questions relnting to 

the  o r p i s a t i o n  of the Party and need not  detain us hero. The concrete 

propmmo i n  relation to r ich and middle peasants, w h i c h  in tsres ts  

us mro, appears to be ciic+~ted, however, mope by the necessity of 

not alienating t h a i  than by fmrs  of i.~ht osmpmmises with them w i l l  

entail. The ~ t e h  peasants ware not .Lo be touc!i& by land ceilings 

and while land %&ll be clistritutec; t o  the landless agr icd tura l  
Poor 

labour and thdpe..-sants", at  the same time, ';for devolopinq tho 

united struggle fo r  land it k y  be necessary to give a naU portion 

of the  land t o  tho 1rri2c?le 2easantqr. $?A! 



The stmggle for  wages and t h e  demand f o r  fair prices lk wise 

entail contradictions which cannot be easily resolved, It i s  not 

only "capitalist  l d o r d s W  wfio employ wage labouxers. Pdch and 

middle peasants also do so, the f c m r  to a significant and the l a t t e r  

t o  a limited extent. ' Warayya notes tht "partial s truggle8~for 

wages can be mccessful-only i f  the  movonent ,can'wbiLis&'tbe support 

of the poor and middle pmsants and other democmtic forces to back 

them. Here, tho underlyine unity of classes i s  9bvibualy t o  be 

secured t lmugh other means since- in . stmgglo rich and middle 

peasants w i U  be on tAhe other side of the fence. As, a l m d y  noted, 

a factor  which 0ffmt3 t h i s  contradiction and works in favour of 

unity, i s  the a s s u m m e t k t  r ich  peasants' h d a  belaw the ceilings 

would bo l e f t  untouched during the  course of tb stryggle fo r  land; 

the  reco,rr,ition o f  the necessity too distriburte n portion of the surplus 

land to the  middle peasaits also works in the  same way. 

Howaver, a stronger binding force i s  the  btru~le  fo r  "fair 

pricesJ3 f o r  the fam pmchce of the poor and middle peasants. On 

how fair p r i c ~ s  ,arc to be de;';vi:ib~od hdaragya. quotes tho CC ms& 

lut ion:  "fair p2lces should be fixed . .. taking rlnfo occ-y 

the in teres t  of the mass of tho peasantry and they be such as to. 

assum o decent lim /for - t h e g  . . . . . a Stadarayya anphsises 

t h e  f ac t  +,hat fair prices a r e  thus defined i n  terms of a 'tdecanf 

livingr3 f o r  . . t h e  masses and %ot just some reasonable return, o r  some 

pmfit."g It i s  t m e  tha t  the d e d  f o r  such prices w i l l  bring 

together all sections of the  p&santry fo r  united ~ t i o n ,  buf the 

benefits from *fair pricesf' a c c m  mainly t o  the capi ta l is t  farmers 



and make t h & n  eccnonically and pol i t ica l ly  stronger. Sundarzyya 

solves the  problem i n  the following my: "When we d m d  f a i r  prices 

tha t  vrould assure decent livelihood fo r  a middle peasant . . . it does 

not m e a n  tha t  these mininwn prices should be assured men -to . . . 
landlords. We can cer-kinlj. raise t ! ~  desnand thqt  the w!mle of the 

the  produce of these hndlords be compulsorily procured by the Govern- 

ment for  meeting the needs of t l m  people.. . . & . Tho stom of 

support prices - and the role they !~.ve played i n  the Indian Economy 

a f t e r  the advent of tk* Cre& hvolution - i s  too w e l l  known t o  be 

retold here. It r~AU s l f f i ce  to note that  i n  the present political. 

and economic situatior, o f  the country there do not ex is t  m y  m e a n s  - 
pol i t i ca l  o r  c t%en~ise  - fo r  curbirg. the ability of the big landowners 

t o .  secure f o r  thei r  pm&ce high prices independently of mrket  f omes ; 

nor do means &st for  effectively taxing the r ich  fanners for ensur-. 

ing tha t  t h e  benefits of fair prices accrue only t o  the poorer 

sections of the peasantry. The pursuit of the gaal of lunityt through 

 he d a d  f o r  fair prices thus works against the interests  of the  

to i l ing poor. 

CPI (MI in Elerala 

A s  alread,, explained', it was the strength and militancy of the ' 

. '  
l e f t  movement which was ~~esponsible fo r  the successruL irnplenentation 

of the provisions of h.nd reforms relating to  t h  conferment of 

ownership 15.ghts t o  land on hutrnent dwellers and tenants. In 

contrast, the xovernegt he3 not. bee? able t o  prevent big landowners 

from successfully evadinc -t;Em ceiling laws. The Perty  i s  aware of 

this, and in'accordmce v i t h  its slxcii on the issue i n  the allulndia 



context, has i n  recent times made these evaders the primary target 

for  attack .h the struggle for.larad. The implicit understanding of 

the Party is  t h a t  i f  the ceiling of 10 standard acres (fixed by the 

1969 Amendnent ) i s  rnccessfu3ly implemented, then all landlords - 
mainly capitalist ,. sjnce feudal types have practically ceased to 

exist af ter  tenancy abolition - will be virtually eliminated. 

Accorctingly, the 'land grab' moment of 1572,vrMch was launched 

b y  the CPI ( M )  i n  the mke of the fierce hutmenf dwellerst struggle 

in 1970, was concerned more ~ 5 t h  marthing mrplus land (above the 

cej-ling) and bringing i t  'a t11e mtic.; of the Govoment t b  i t s  

occupation, althoxh in a mm.ber of cases. agitators feslteredl such 

land. T h e  struggle lasted 80 d q j s  and about 175 thousand acres t camo 

to light' in the procoss. It dit! not, however, yield any land t o  the 

agitators. E.M.S. Nanboodiripad ( W) denies tht tb mvemmt was 

, a  failure. Wot that agitators  st get land, but that the Cwernaent 

must take it over to distributo it m n g  the deserving, was the 

slogan of t h  s struggle, 'I he 3ap. ENS regads the unearthing of 

so much sumlus land as no man ~chievement . But t o  him, what was a 

greater achievement b r a s  the fact that *. . . . two iakh volunteers 

participated i n  the s t~x~gg la  . . .. People donated lakhs of rupees fa 
. r ,  
c6ver the expenses of the struggle. k s s e s  of a l l  parts and oqp- 

nisations gave m o r a l  support %o the struggle. ? To those who asked 

how many cents of lgayl were secured through the movement he replies: 

".. . . let me m i n d  them of another question, which the logal adhe- 

rents of th'e British o a k d .  Gandhi and Congress soon after  the s a l t  

Satya& 'How many tons of sa l t  did you get* ? IncSan people 



went ahead ignofing these questions. The British had to  leave 

India. a 

The g i n s  would of course have boen m r e  substantial if there 

the  ?ove?rrnent could be establis!led a s  such and distzibuted, Many 

legal  obstacles stand in tho way, and, as we noted earl ier ,  only a 

small pmt oi' it has be& actually fistribute.?. One can only spectilate 

what would have :mppencc? if a CPI (M) lec! ministr~ was fornod k t e r .  

N o t  much ius hap~msd, hot,rcvcr, on tho land-struggla -front a f t e r  the 

1972 movement un t i l  sexy rocontly (Jnnuery, 1979) when a secord 'land- 

grab' mvemslt WRS hunched by the CPI (1.:). It is  too early to  assess 

the  results  but newsmper reports mke it ~ p p a r  to be a s t l y a p &  

rather thkn a n i l i t an t  movcmcnt': theso reports describe how hundreds 

of workers 'courtt ar res t  every Gay in different parts of the State. 

The Party ccn' thus ba seen to lmve avoit!& violent oonfmnta- 

t ions  d u r i q ~  the course of the struggle for land in  recent times. 

But w!mt stands out rorc z l e r l y  is  t h e  failure of the CPI (M)  to 

avo1v.e a satisfastory foyr?.uk f o r  d~tsrrrrinine; t h e  coi- in  Y ~ r a L a  

i n  conibm5t:;vith the yz%y lim. lM3 failum ar ises  pow 

f r o m  l+e conf'usion presert tlie CC resolution, but partly also,  

as we shall argue, fmn noli-tical expediency. As  nlrrsady noted, 

the  CC resolution lays d m  42 ie principle tbt tlw Party should 

agi ta te  f o r  a land ceiling w!iich woulc? ensure that  a11 l a d  belonging 



t o  the landlords woulci be confbcated when the  ceilings a r e  enforced; 

it fwlthm gives detailed guide l ines  fo r  fi- such ceilings taking 

i n t o  account regional m&tims. It is 'doubtful i f  a ceFling of 10 

s b d a r d  acres wouid sc.tisfy this criterion i n  the case of Kerala. 

It i s  w d l  known,in any case, that  land size is  a poor c r i t edon  f o r  

judging the class-atatus of tine owner. This i s  sspecinlly true i n  

t he  caae of Kernla. 'here ore s o m e  data which show t h a t ' i n  Ikrala 

evsn among households opemting a r m s  be-tween 1 t o  2 hectams (roughly 

2.5 t o  5 acres)  about 39 per cent re ly  on the wage labour. Wen mdre 

str iking i s  the datun for  the size class inmrediafely below which 

ref  ors  t o  households ope~t3n.g between 0.5 tb 1 hectares (1.25 t o  2.5 

a c m  ) : i n  about. 30 per cent of these households work is done 

largely by wage ~ S O U T .  Aqy vork done by the =embers of t h e  

family of the owner i* these cases must be more supenrisory than 

manual. nature. bgic,dly, therefore, the Kerala Pam should 

ag i ta te  for  lo tmrhg the  ceiling kt it is  not easy t o  determine the 

*!if, my, 90 percent of tho bl:lers of a particular s ize of holding, 

say, ten ta twelve and M f  ncros vet,  or 20-25 acres of dry - /:and7 - 
do not physically c u l t i n t e  +;hejz I.Lw.da, it F n  be assumed tk.t 

holders over ton  acma i r s t  o r  20 ncres dry - / k d J m a r e  - bzbadly, 

for  land c e i l i ' ~ g  ! , eg i i k50ns ,  l ~ n d l o r 2 ~ .  I f  a Tho data required 

fo r  dote- tho ceilirig i n  the dwve manner, viz., the 6iotri- 

bui;ion of land in stanhlr l  acres do not wist and hence some arbi- 

t r a r h e s s  i s  mevoidabls. But t h e  pint i s  t h u t  the mi &once of 

capi ta l is t  farmers opem.khg land below the cSren t  ceiling size 

cannot be denied. 



It may be argued in this context that  t h e  CPI ( M )  in  Kenah 

i s  reluctant to a t h  ck  onal all holders.tt The CC dafines this atti- 

tude i n  two clamas : ( 7  ) "Iands of saall holders owning l e s s  than 

half the  ceiling, but eking out t he i r  livelihood ir, factories, 

small shops, schools, mall govemm&t jobs o r  as ordinary soldiers 

and junior army officers,  o r  in other profession, even if they 

a r e  not cultivating their lands, shall not be taken . . .'. it and (2) 

"land Aholders, who are owning on the  day of lc@.slation less than 

the pmposed co- but nore thzn ; n l f  the ceiling, but dm a re  

not cultivaA&~g their  lands by %?dr physical labour 3ut getting thorn 

cultivated. by agricuIturo.1 >-bur, i f  they have othor professions 

o r  mcans of inccmc, tAev will ~ a l l o w d  t o  r&dn 9xit.y that  mount 

of bnt3 t h a t  would bo e n o d  to makc %!leir total income eawd that 

derived fron tho land c d l i n ~ . "  (emphasis ours). W 1 t i s n o t  

known whether any atrugglo for  lard h s  t a h n  place in - accordance with 

tho second clause nentioned above. But ~Jhat  is  more relevant t o  the 

chamcter of the m x a e n t  i s  the f i r s t  clause which lets out of tho 

n e t  rwlwrousnon-cultimtin,~ m e r s  of highly remo~tnomtive piaces 

of land below half tho coiling (say, two t o  thred acres of garden 

land) who derive t k  m jor p rb ion  of t hc i r  incone f m  sources other 

CPI ( M )  led kft Front %vernmr: has a clause which ensums that 

such absentoe ovwrs 2orefict the i r  r i g s s  t o  land. 3 3  

In qxite of tho lack of conclusive. data (apart fron those refe- 

r red t o  ear l ier  vYnich show a high percentage of srnall fanns culti-mted 



who- by wage labour) it f s gmorally beliwed that  there a re  

numerous ' nmnlf-holdersB who Berivo a mjor  part of the i r  incomes 

f m m  not only .salaried employment buf also trado, transport and 0th nr 

remunerative- activit ies . Thug cre, mreover , organicclly linked to 

manbars of the Wban mid18 classes. It is  a ttre-way W ,  for  i n  

Kmh, th3 extent of intorest i n  l a d  wwch members of the bureau- 

cracy - and sclary w..mers in general - have is probably far greator 

than what it is anywilczo d s e  in  tkc  country. Ths CPI (M)  is either 

un- to recoqniso tho ds tcmcc  of t!ds class or not yet propa- 

red to fight it. Thc attitude of the Party in this respect i s  partly 

dus b l t s  middle clnae oilontation sprin,,.ring fmn the clas&rigin 

of the activists and partly arises out of its concern for  preserving 

i ts  electoral base. 22/ 

It is not our purpose here t o  d y s e  the elect0181 fortunes of 

the CPI (I;) i n  Kerals but only to  attempt pt understand bow they are 

related to the character of the erne* left movement. ;kt us look 

a t  the struggle for  wages and the fo r  f a i r  prices fmm this 

point of view. In wag? s t r u g ~ l e  %ham are no upparent elaitents of 

c o n p d s e  but view& i n  combination w i t h  the nahre of the land 

struggle, which we h v e  discussed a t  length; not only do we see such 

elements cloarly kt it is also easy b understand why in the CPI(N) 

v iew unity of tho peasmt chsses  is a necessary confition fo r  success- 

ful wago sf ruegle . Thore i s  .,a trade-of r" hem between high wage 

ratas and the assurance cf the Rrty that cmtein classes of tho 

peasantry would be le f t  mtouched in  tho dmg:le fo r  land. Even so, 



some obsemers attribute the recent electoral reverses suffered by 

the CPI (c) t o  tho a l i k t i o n  of tho middle an? rich peasrnts result- 

ing f'ma fights relating to wages. Nono o C t h i  s, however, b e l i t t l c s  

the achiwements of the CPI ( l i )  in mising this l e v d  of &ti c a l  

consciausness of a g r i c u l t m l  iabourors and poor peaaants. 

Eht, a s  wo have a r p d  xrLier ,  th.j demand for  f a i r  prices is  a 

strwlger force for securing peasant unity. The CPI (M) treads e caw 

fiouB course in th i s  respoct howaver. It is  c?ther p r t i e s  - w i t h  a 

clearly dominant 'landlord1 interest - which clanour for  h55h prices 

and the C P I  (M), on occcssion, accords supprt. !!"he most roc& 

oxample of this i s  i n  relation t o  the k t r a L  hernnent l  s decision 

to import rubber. Tho move, which threatend tim interests of rubber 

growers, was opposed through a resolution passed unanimously i n  tho 

Grab Assembly. Other emamplea, concoming coconut prices, of 

occasions when the CPI(M) stood dong sido the other partios for pro- 

tecting the peamnt interest i n  gmoral can be given. Hare the 

CPI (M) is  cawM in the  horn. of a dil- with l i t t l g  prospect for  

escape : Coqonuts am cmppmi on a wids scale by poor f a rm rs. It 

i s  posaible tkt rubber is also cultivated by some poor and rkldle 

peasants. How cnn 'the party protect their intcro&s and prevmt 

the Irudlords' from rap* p ~ ~ o f i t s .  A solution of this problem 

w o U  renuire a gre&er confrontation of class forces tllan wlmt the 

CPI(M) is  prcpareci to  face today. 

The priuacy which the Party accords to the unity of t h e  pasant  

classes pays dividends but it, also s tul t i f ies  the mvem&. l'b 

dividends, apart from those already iliscussd, also l i o  in the e s e  



with which .dliancos can be yt/ruck and electoral adjustments mde 

between polikical parties in Kcrala. The CPI ( M )  has a largo and 

f a i r l y  stable dec to ra l  fo l lowiq i n  the state.  Given tbe f ac t  that 

e l e c k r r l  v i a t b : 5 ~ s  i n  ~ e k l r r  doped m r ~  on who i s  withwhom(among 

the p r t i e s )  tlx n on %ha proportfon of total votes tht individml 

parties can pcl l  (this wp.8 s!nrply brought to home in  tho l a s t  qeneral 

election in 1977), the CPI ( M )  cannot ignore kLectoral calculations 

in formulating its stmtegies.  To do so and l i f t  the movement t o  a 
. 

h i g h ?  stage, :.:kt i s  required is e radical re-orientation i n  tho 

overall  strategy of the  B r t y .  

Obg&ive forces fo r  .promoting such a r e d r i e t i o n  a re  present 

i n  the chonging apnr ian  structure, doscdbsd earl ier ,  tk min feature 

of which i s  the continuous pmcosa of p q e & d x k m .  IN-e lilbourcrs 

and poor pazsants c0ndAtu-k the vast majority of the ~ r a l  population 

and the  mvernent w-n acquire a nora pronoun&d pmleterian charactor 

i f  i t s  focus s h i f t s  mrc sharply i n  their favnur. / But the diff icul-  

t i e s  also arise fron the forces which shape the  distribution of land 

and thc pattern cf ?ti? ?$ilj.se.;ion. I I ~ I  to p mtect poor peasants 
! 

without enablins the rich t~ reap the pmfi t s  , i s  a question fo r  which. 

no ready-mdc hns!,rers ccm b2 :$vcn. Rut nbwe a l l ,  it i s  +he ctti- 

movment and i f  unchmsed c a n  m&e the movement progressively l e s s  and 

l e s s  y roh te r ian  in character. 



Lack cf c o ~ p a m b i l i t y  o:f d.n.ta over .K2e l m g  peeod makes precise 
estht ion of t h  2 umier ly iq  ~~~~~~cs d i f f i c u l t  . T?I-e conclusion 
holds broadly, Ilowever . ?or .a discunsion see, P. G. K .P3nibr ,  
T .N .k;rishnan and ?7 .Txishmf i., E ~ p d a t i o n  a p w t h  a n d  ApricUltu-W. 
Developmat - A Case StuJ.y of Kerala, Food and ilgricultul-al 
Organisation, Bone, 1 9'78, Chapt 2r IV. 

The A ~ r i c u l t u s d  h?xmr Bi@l%s show t ha t  while the  . t o t a l  
number nf a g r i . c u ~ t ~ u ~ 1  .labour households increased f r o m  50OfKN 
to 7 1 m  du-ring, l9.5&,57 tc l46~!-65, those without land decreased 
fn>m2@,000to210,000; sompt r r~~ leda tg fo r1971-72showa  
fur ther  decline in the la t - tor  a - ' ; e ~ o r y  to  100,000. 
See P.G.K.Pdnr &.a,, o_~.c i t .  p.54. 

Ibid, Chapter I.. - 
The 1731 data ere based on census of India, 1 9 1 ,  Vol. XX?rIII, 
TravaEcore, Par t  I - Paport, and. those f o r  1966-67 on land Refoms 
&vev i n  Keralp, 1966-67, ?eport, Bureau of aondmics and Stat i -  
s t i c s ,  Trivmdnn,  1968. 

These a re  baaed on the  IJationd &rrrple Survey, F4ports Nos.744. 
and215. B r a  discussion see, P.G.IC.Panikar, et .a. ,~p.ci-t . ,  
pp . 39-47 

& g d  Reforms Sumev, 02 .e .  Table 10.3, p.93. 

The Land Reforms S u e  cone s t o  similar conclusions; S ae 
Chapt c r  X of th5, Report, . 
For a rccont survcy sec, &erty. Unem~loment end Dmelopment 
P o l i c ~ ,  A Case Study of Sdc&&. Issues with ~%forcnce t o  Xemla, 
United lbtions,  1 9 5 ,  Chapter V. 

The f igures arc fro22 the Land Refoms Survey. For a discussion 
ske Ckaptor X of t h o  R2port. 



Tho Malabar movemmt is well .  docwnanted. Among tho recent 3tu- 
dies re leqnt  for our purpose here are': Joan P. &~ichV, &xz.rian 
Relations in Two Mcc Regions of .%rak, =mic mcl Pol i t ica l  
Weekl~, Vol.XII1, i3nnuzl Number 1 9 8 ,  pp.349-366, 2nd k.V.Joee, 
Origin of Trnde Wonism am* Agricultural k'bourc:-s i n  Kcmla, 
Sock1 Scientist July 1 w .  In this context,si;.~ also, E.K.S. 
GOO-i) A dew Aprmiich Nccdd i n  t i l e  i gn r i an  - b ~ t ,  
Chin%, S c p t d e r  17, 1 9 1  mcl (b) Streq$:Ilen t he  i ~ ~ r i c 1 2 t u M  
Workers 14orement _Thrr,wh Unite& Stru~~lps, Kcrala hrsW.a . ISRqham, 
January 19'74 (both i? l ' a l ~ , ~ h r n  ). .. In tlm ref erance lnst cited, 
PIS says : It.. . the antifcurlnl. slogan of the orL,pnis *. p snsant 
mqvment attrected ths a@.cul-Fural v&rs R ~ S C  Qltllough the &VQ- 
merit included. rich peamts. bro  rights 3f tine landlords to mid. 
the . t m t s ,  incresc th mrrt 4: o of.FLm exacticm an< tho 
accomr,myine sopial  reprosdon disturbed t h c  agricul%uml brorks Z'S 

as wel l  as the peasants. ?n S ~ O Y ? ,  the s l o w  of 'Ehd Prs dnlisn 
and %he distr;,butc thc lard to t h s  peasant,'. c r m b d  n c o m n  
target  fo r  agric tilturd work r s  ks.well as thr pcnscntet (~rans- 
lated from ~ ~ ~ y a l a m ) .  21 practice the stnzg&o for.land to %lie 
tmt \.!as cotfibined with the stIVg.yl .~ for  hutment land. 

The data arc f ran tlro Zkmort of +,he Task &me on Land IEsfo~& 
V I  f ive  Y c a r  FLm, Sovernmmt of Kerala, 1978, p.7. 

23( Census of In- 1931, *.cite 

ibid, &pters 11, I11 aid IV 



Percentake M s t r i h t i o n  of Holdinns Within. Ebch Simfisg 
rkcordiw t o  the Nature of L?bour ~10md:Kera la .  1570-71 

Statistics, Karala . 

ibid, p.3 of the; CC :i.esolution. 

4 - iSlc: , .  I;, f 6 . : .  l o .  P~glyFv  to  the criticism 
th?t Lcnin did fict dafina landlords in  terns of the size of 
Iculdholding, Sund~rayya add. : "Conrade kmin, in gtudying 
the ngmri3J? st-xture 03 vo-rious countzies, analyaed the 
5owrgcois &ti .&ics anrl ospocially, the landholdings of 
various sizes as given in the s t z t i s t i c s  of the bourgeois 
Cmvcmment and tli~pl- his b m d  c r i t e l i a  based. cm prod=- 
c t i m  rdations,  hns drawn certain relevant conclusions f o r  
praclxicjl ac t iv i t ies .  Far a b m d  understending and broad 
propagan& and Is&shtive slogcsns, w e  k v o  t o  follow the 
sene prnc,7duro, 

ibid , p .2 of S u a h r a ~ f  s note. 



ib id ,  Paragraph 19 of the  CC Resolution of 1 m ,  p.7. 

ibid. 3undarayya1 s note, 9.39. 

ibid, p p . 0  and 44.. 

The data and the  quofxtio?is are f m a  E.M.S.kmbaodiripad, 
Replies fi6 Qmstions, ChintaJ October 13, 1972 (translated 
from Malqalarn). 

See the  data reproduced in the tab le  i n  footnote 17 obove. 

Central Committee Resolution, OD. c i t  . paqraph 12, .p .5 

For a discussion see, ~.~.Chndm, Major h a@bst Somi-Fcmkl 
Tenancy, Economic and Poli t ical  Weekly, Vol .MI, lio .48, Aovwcber -26 
19'77. 

For similar observ8tion3 soe, J .M., The Lsn in Kerala, 
Frontisr, Vol.11, Nos.+ll, 3eptaber 30, 7 9 7 8 .  J .li.says : 
"It is t?ie strong irtpression of this author t l a t  one of the 
major reasons why the & d o t s  are in tmvbla in Kerala i s  
.that m y  of t h e  local-lwol leaders are n w  lcndowners . 
h d  thore i s  PL real cantradiction here, Those who am 
leaders of t h e  labourers a m  also employers df labour. few 
'of the f o m r  leadors and sone fofm r work rs k v e  also dosarted 
tho party, now that they have t%ir own land . . . The leaders. 
come fron a hizh social atnltum, the  agriculkqnl labouX'Gr=' ' 

fron the  lowest stmtum. Today thoro i s  pmcti&y rio loadorim 
ship fro- the bottom.it i.3 we have alroady noted the CC reso- 
lu t ion of 1973 implicitly recogniaes these facts.  
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