Abroad popular ovement of the entire peasantry

and. all democrat c-minded people is rlslng' in Kera!a -

Thls movement ‘cuts’ across poliitcal parties “comn--
munal and ‘regional considerations and is against the
attempts of the Congress Government of Xerila who
- at the ‘behests of the feudal interests. of the State, are..
out to bury the Agrarian Relations ‘Act and brlng in
its’ place a new Bill deslgned to a.dvance the lntetests“
of the Iandlords .
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" The' KeralaKarshaka Sa.ngham, the Kisan- Mazdoor;
Panchayat dnd'the Labour Kisan' Party . of Father Vada-
kkan have.already come out against the.move and:are:
‘considering steps to come ‘together for defending the-
"interests of” ‘the peasantry i

g A delegation is proeeedmg to Delhi ‘on behalf ofA
" ¢the Kerala Karshaks Sangham to meet the Union Gov-
ernment ang the P mmlslon on the issue. -
“The Kisan-Meazdoo chayat has formed an Action”
COuncll with & view: to organlsing & movement. )
" 'The Kisan Labour Party 'of: Father Vadakkan hss’
_ announced the decision’ to organise one day mass satya~:
. grahd -of -the peasants in Trichur -district to protesb
aga.inst the mo' “on _the. Kerala Government
: : “ont th.ls page; EM S Namboodinpad,
.the former ‘Chiéf Ministér of Kerala ‘under whose .ste- -
_wardship the Agra.rla.n ‘Relations Act’ 'was 'passed, dis<
' cusses the ba.ckground ‘of the. nresent move of the ‘Ke~ ¥
rala.Government : ) S
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A Poser To

“exent, (It
-landlord classes “to" regain - all “that

) and certaini othe: : categones of
landlords,mthemﬂtter of ceiling .

and . ‘résuiption; ‘thé new. " and

wxder ‘definition: of  the: term

‘soall; holdet, ‘and above . all; ‘the

mentation, created "so “many loo

2 holes with  which the lapdlords
.-would.be able to défeat the mam_
.,'pu.rposes of land’reform. - a0
The Centré ‘was thus allow-

ing itself to” be used by the

'_ . state government for that -very.
puﬂaoee with “which, .

n_efar{(ms

les &n the tand

e - central government how-

'.ever, was not, af that time, pre-
glared to accede to ‘the réquest of

overnment’ to its full
ad not” allowed " the

e state -

-had lost when the original.

B

ed 'in the Bill, as

! Legxslature remained intact, .

The vested interests,” t.herefore,'

decided to carry ‘the fight ‘into

the Coutts. ‘Theyfled writ peti- *
- tionis - both ih- the High Court of .

the state as ‘Well as in the  Sup-
reme Court of ‘the country. Th

ey
hoped that “what. they ‘would - not"

- change inthe ‘machinery of. mple- -

s

; govérmments - “toere

. had’ ‘been introduced, -Mary. ’
of -the  major provisions . contain-
assed .in- the

_“get * from the State  Legislature. .

and from the- central |
" they could” get {from the Cowrts. -
In' :this again, ‘they bad the
‘indirect and covert support of the
-state government, The conduct’of
the case By ﬁze government was

: Why A New Agrarlan Blll In Kerala ?

Wlll the Central Government allow itself to be used

"in the game, played by the vested interests in. Kerala, of

. utilising certain decisions of the Kerala High Court and
 the Supreme Court of India, to go back on. the great

advance -made by the State in the matter of Agrananf-

'reform7 e

This- quesnon has been sharply . posed by the deve-
- lopments which have taken place dunng the Jast several

~montlis in Kerala.

~'IT should be’ recalled in this
. % connection, that. the Commu-:
‘nist-led government of Kerala had .
drafted in 1957, .an ‘Agrarian Re-
lations * Bill' which was _hailed,

throughout - the . country as an
earnest effort- at making the agra- ..

rian .reforins as beneficial to the
peasants as possible. The merit-of
- that Bill was -that is lug%ed as
“many loopholes-as can be plugged
through eg:slatxon, it made ade-
quate provmons for. rent reduc-
tion, . prevention  of- ethzons,
nght of the. tenants to zgzuire
ht . fixation of ings
ion " of . surplus land,
etc. .

-~ The Planmng Comnusswn itself
had, for some timme, been giving -
expression to its-concemn that-agra-
_rian reformn was being so, imple-
“mented . by - various. State govern-

- ments as to defeat its p
- Apart - from -the various. loop) les
" through: which the landlords could . :
circumvent the provisions  of..the
legislation, . the . machinery. for im-:
plementation. - of . the . legislations,

was inadequate to deal with tbe :

subateurs properly. .

Al these had been kept in view
by the ~ Commimist-led’ govern-
ment of -Kerala when- it" ‘drafted -
the Bill. Naturally, therefore,  the
vested interests’ opposed it tobth
and nail, The ‘amendments’ and ~

‘improvements’ suggested by them -

were " ‘all ineant’ . to create’ those’’
“very léopholes . which : . -existed in-
the other State legxslahons

" which  were’ ed agamst in .
the Kerala Bi :
"Thé then opposrtxon fn -the"

State legislature,’ mcludmg the
'Congress which claims to be the”
“father. of
: posals” made by the - Planning
Commxsm bemme e -cham-
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“the ‘Tand reform pro- -,

piois of these vésted interests.
Their - opposition,” however,  “was
defeated not- only because the
then - government. of Kerala had
behind it the support of the mass
of peasantry in- KeraIa, But als*o

. with . the ideas elaborated by the
Planning Commission.
Opposition . to the Bill,
ever, did not end with.the efforts
" made in the legislature. Its repre-
sentatives

Indian .. Union = with .
- ‘request : -that the . Presidential
assent should ‘be withheld from
the- Bill. . They - were optimistic
about. = this because the central
government
ministry which piloted the Bill;

- mid-term election. was being held; -

“if the Communists were defeated
in. the election, -the new govern—
:ment . could . be

. advise the centre tb:?t the old Bxll

~should be - scra and a .new
CBill ml:mducet'l.PWd

Their - mid-term elechon Te-
“sulted ‘in the ‘way in which they’
had - hoped.. The" central govern-
“ment - too,was_ anxious that:_the:
gesa\e goven:]ment'nzshould not - be

ointe e

tbergg)re . refrain
“assent to. “the Bill as it was passed
in the Legislature. He-sent it back
to _the new: Legislature. with . cer-
-tain Suggestions all of which were
“meant to sahsfy the vested .in-
,terests : g

As-a matfer of fact, some of the
- ameridments _ like valxdahng the

several _thousands of ‘land . trans- -

- fers that bad taken place’ since

the introduction’ of -the Apgrarian
Relations Bill;..the elbow room . -

-.given - to - the- "plantation - owners .

N

PT
in the Bill were in  conformity-
how,-‘

went to the central

‘!glovemment and the President of -
the.

had  dismissed the -

President, -
ed from - giving

" fixakion,

nothing but formal. It failed to
arpue the  case :with the  zeal
which is ted of a govern-
ment against whom  the- landlords
are fighting in the Courts. . This
was ‘clear from the fact that the
Supreme . Court: itself in its. judie
ment ‘made the following rémar
“There is no reason to put
_tea, coffee, rubber and carda-
*'mom plantahons in a class" as

* . distinguished from” similar sizes

of plantations as_of arecca and
pepper. None: at Jeast has been

shown by the State of ;Kerala .

.. to -exst.. The  only pround

shown in the -affidavit of the-

State of Kerala seeking and
justifying . - the- classification of
coffee, rubber ‘and carda-

. mom in one class is that arecca '

and -pepper are not _ generally

overnment -

lanmng Commlssmn*

- grown on, a plantation scale. 1

am unable to think that  these
afford sufficient justification for
msking . 'a  discrimination in
- favour  of tea, coffee, etc.”
(Kunhikoman - Vs~ State of

ment — ALR. 196, PP 741)

Keralag — St;preme Court Judge-
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ACT OF 1959 "
- ¥ INCLUDE IT IN, THE

BILL

"‘.‘HANDS OFF THE AGRARIANl' ELATIONS

THE CONSTITUTION = -
' PASS L‘THE OONSTITUTION AMENDMENT

% NO NEED. FORANEWBILL RN -

NINTH SCHEDULE O'F

ceiling’ on land - holdmgs, it
wm:;f have taken the advice
of .the central government and -

‘the Planning Commission as to
- what should be done to meet.

the new situation.  Instead of

doing either of these two things,
however, the state government
took “advantage of the Court's
decision to suspend the whole

Act. . -

The calculations of -the state
government_ and of the .landlord
classes, * however, were not ful:
flled. - The - central government:
saw  that .the decisions of the
Courtin’ relation to the Kerala
Act would not affect Kerala
alone; ceiling legislations in rela-
Hon to all the ryotwari areas in
the country would be - declared °
unconstitutional - if the interpre- .
tation of the Court on the consti-
tutional point is allowed to stand.
Here, erefore, 'was a situation
ana]ogous to what had -arisen,
over a decade 30, -in relation to -

- the work, . which

" (Amendmient) Bill: Landlotd in.. -

terests . from the  various States;

have been demanding’ that thw :
. amendment should “be,  with-.

drawn.””
Government - of Kerala

support: it told the _central :
government that what is qirred..
to meet the situation is ‘only: to’

amend ' the -particular: Article+in; *
it-T was .:niot;-
necessary-.to - include. the- Kerala® .

the - Constitution;.
A Relations . Act, in the!
schedule. It also proceeded™ with:
it had been.
carrying “on, in’ connection’ ‘with’
the. preparations- of the Almend-
ments to the Act. L=

It is obvious that this . attxtude
to the Constitutional amendment’
is only a continuation and “ -
ing forward of the line adopted’
by © the Congress - Leg)slaiure

.Party in Kerala, when it was in

opposmon rand when it stoutly:
1|l>osed the Agranan “Relations
originally. “drafted . by Lbe

led ‘government. * -

by
E M S Namboodmpad

. Both the ngh ‘Court and the
Supreme "Court, therefore gave
verdicts -against the A¢t in. cer-
tain ' material . respects. ‘This gave
the landlords their long awaited
‘opportunity, - ‘

If the state’ government were
sincere in. the acceptance of the
main’ purpose "and- content of the
Act, it ‘would - have continued’ to
implement those parts of the Act
which had not_ been_struck- down
by the Courts. This itself would

.have been " a- matter -.of - great
relief to the peasants’ because the.

iprov:swns in the -Act relating to
ténancy ' —- secunty of tenure, rent
right “of° purchasing
‘ownership, ‘etc.. — remamed mbaet
‘even after the decision.

fent were sincere in its

to}we‘oftheneedforpumﬂgq¢

NEW AGE

‘Furthermore, if the’ gooem-v'

Jands  in ‘all: states: ‘were . thus.
vahdated mcludmg the Kerala :
Act. i

the Zammdan lands. It came to
the conclusion ‘that, just as in the
case of the Zamindari lands then;
so in the case -of ryotw: lands
now, “the Constitution o
change whenever there is a ¢on
flict ~ between" correct. public
policy “and the formal - provisions
of the Constitution”.

They, tberefore, framed a. new
Constitution’ - (Amendmient)  Bill
extending

to. Zamindari lands. All reform .
leglslatxons in relation to ryotwari.

.

Tlm naturally rou.red the -
-~ indi the “vested in-
terests. throug the country.

© . The Swatantra Party raised its:

coice. against the - Constitution

to ryotwari lands ‘what -
_had éarlier- been. done in relation .

For, all questions of policy as
well ‘as of constitutionality wlnch
had. been raised against “it have.

. been fully “solved .— the former:

’ gave g
them not only indirect,, but diréet:

when the Bill ‘was - subjected to:_

- close scrutiny by the centre which.
. proposed. certain  ‘amendments: to.

it, and finally gave sanction 'to the-

form in which it was - ultimately: -

passed; and the latter by the new.-

amendment to the Consfitution.

The - govemment, however,. '_

- still -irisists on further amending.
the Act;. it. still insists that the
Kérala ‘Act should be included:
.in the Schedule of .the Consti-;
‘tution, only after it is amend-'
ed along the lines in whwh
they want it to be amendéd.
‘Already, by “their ‘suspension’ of:
the Act, the state government did

have been lost, precxous

. months _in which " important” pro

visions of the Act (which have not
been. struck down by, the Courts).

could have -been lmplemented

."senous damage . to _the' cause < of : -
- tg;easantry in Kerala, Several’
mon!
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" The . present effort at still further
. amenging'-the legislation: will lead
to still further loss of time. -
- As if ‘this is not enough, the
- content - of ‘the ~ amendments  is
-such tha  the main
the legislation
- watered down.

“Thé new basis on u;h'ich ceil-

ing.is to be fixed, the still further .

widening  of exemption from ceil-
- ing, the’
- the

sonal’ cultivation, ‘the new terms

on whick . the tenants -are -io_phg. -

chase ownership rights -~ all-these-
: furth

lexr - concessions to . the-

‘are .
landlord: classes - and: put- heavier

purpose of
will be “still further ;
R :’Santry, - further. difficulties in the

greater ‘latitude given to
to' resume’ for per- . A i
.the * Planning. Commission . wi

‘this ﬁurpoqe.',; e

“on. thie. peasantry: 'In
other * words, they are creating
further loapholes: in' the frame-
work of tge agraﬁan' leglslahon,.
iving wider opportunities .to the
dlords to defea¢-the purpose of
land legislation. .

All " this is bound to - create
acute discontent among the pea-

implementation - of: ‘those. plans of
a Rcultuial “production . about
which’ the Jeaders 'of the govem-
ment * are . speaking from the
house-tops. - T;zpe" question is wh‘;
ther -the  central gopemiment an

allow themselves -to- be used for

T (Augst 9)
. AUGUST 18, 1965
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