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Although this is an work on Indian politics, there is hardly any discussion of Indian experiments. Kerala is never
mentioned, and Bengal is a purely negative example. The entire narrative seems stuck on the outside world -- Russia's
October revolution, Cuba's heroic struggle, and Mao's China.

But as a political ideology, it emerged in 19th-century against the capitalist way of life. Socialism is not
against industrialisation, science and modernity but it is against social and economic systems established by
capitalism. Socialist was not satisfied with the progress achieved by capitalists rather want to take human
progress further. Socialism is an ideology of disadvantaged section. In the west, it emerged as an ideology of
working class. Utopia is an ideology of subjugated class. The class that would like the system to be changed.
Utopia is not bad as it inspires people to work to improve their conditions. There are many schools of
socialism. Sometimes completely opposite to each other for ex; Karl Marx calls for a revolution whereas
Fabian socialist calls for peaceful change. Hence, it becomes difficult to understand socialism. Why everyone
wears it? Since the poor got right to vote, socialism has become the politically remunerative ideology. Why
has it lost shape? World of socialism is too confusing. There are endless varieties of socialism. Such as
Revolutionary socialism, evolutionary socialism, Country-specific socialism, Person-specific socialism like
Soviet socialism, Nehruvian socialism, Gandhian socialism. Though socialism is a hat that has lost its shape
yet we can recognise the hat. Features of Socialism Socialism emerged in the modern West as a reaction
against rising inequalities and exploitation because of capitalism. The attraction of socialism has increased
since the poor or working class got rights to vote. Socialism has greater appeal in the 3rd world because of
poverty, history of colonialism, as well as values of socialism, come closer to non-western societies like
importance to society instead of individual General views on Man: They rejects egoist man. No man is an
island. Each man is a part of continent i. Freedom is not a right rather the presence of condition means from
necessities i. Equality of outcomes i. They Consider rights as Bourgeois value. However, later socialist
acknowledged social and economic rights. On the issue of state, socialism differs from each other. Some are
critical towards the state and want to end the state whereas some believe that socialist goals can be achieved
with the positive intervention of state for ex; Nehruvian socialism. It is the equitable distribution of wealth.
For socialists, equality of outcome is important. Democratic solutions of workers problem is possible.
Revisionism â€” Edward Bernstein, Karl Kautsky. Similar to Lassalle, Bernstein also suggested parliamentary
road to socialism. His arguments were based on the following logic â€” Working classes got right to vote
They are in political majority so they can shape the state politics Conditions which will give rise to revolution
are not existing because of colonialism â€” the situation of worker has improved. Fabianism â€” democratic
socialism â€” most liberal of all socialism â€” socialism by the middle class â€” British variety of socialism.
Influenced by Harold Laski Scholar: Nehru, Oliver Webb It is gradual means for spreading socialist principle.
It is based on the idea of Roman Gaural Fabis. Their Policy used to be like Strike when Iron is Hot. It means
that we should wait for the time when socialism can become a reality. There is a role of middle-class
intellectuals to spread awareness about socialism. This socialism is nearest to liberalism. Here middle class are
in partnership with the state. The state will play the prominent role. Hence Fabian socialism view state as an
agency that can support in bringing socialism. Ownership should come in the hands of the community from
the hands of individuals and class. It is opposite to Marxism. According to Cole, the real interest of man is
economic interest. Hence representation should be on economic lines. Different economic groups like farmers,
workers, capitalists, traders, teachers, consumers need to be represented. Territorial representation is not
enough, also there is a need for functional parliament. Workers will be controlling all positions, related to
decision making. Workers are also controlling resources. Ex; doctors and etc. Like Fabianism, Guild socialism
also believes that class conflicts can be reconciled. Like Syndicalism, Guild socialism believes that Economic
interest is the primary interest and society to be organised on economic lines. Do you think that socialism can
emerge in the 21st century in the form of anti-capitalism? Discuss the relevance of socialism? It has become
fashionable to say that socialism is irrelevant and outdated. There is a conspiracy against socialism. Francis
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Fukuyama claimed that liberalism is the end of history which appears to be immature. However, as liberalism
neo-liberalism has progressed, the significance of socialism is being realised. Socialism originated in the west
to expose the inhumane nature of capitalism. Socialist promised a better system of social organisation.
Socialism was once the most influential policy around the Globe. It is said that the western world could get the
real message of Marx and transformed the nature of capitalism by bringing welfare state. The objective of
Marx is served once capitalism is humanized. Socialism, in general, and Marxism has come under criticism
because of the manner in which Lenin and Stalin tried to implement socialism. In recent times, we see the rise
of left movements and left parties around the world, especially after the Global Fiscal Crisis The popularity of
his work shows the continued relevance of socialism. According to Piketty, European society was highly
unequal in 18th and 19th century. The western world becomes more egalitarian. Since the end of WWII, the
world has not witnessed such a type of crisis. Gradually capitalism started developing its earlier character as
the desire for profit is the ultimate engine of the capitalism. The more world changes, the more it remains the
same. Since the introduction of neo-liberal policies, global inequalities have grown too much. According to
Piketty, Wealth grows faster than economic output. This shows the rate at which inequalities are increasing.
According to him, there is no natural force that can take care of on its own. Piketty is fearful that future may
look like past. He also recommends govt. The idea is to expose the contradiction of neo-liberalism and give
voice to the people marginalised as the result of neo-liberal policies. Hence some scholars suggest that
socialism will re-emerge as anti-capitalism. Socialism is requisite to understand and to remove the
contradiction of capitalism. Socialism shaped the principal economic and social policies of the Indian
government after independence until the early s LPG reforms â€” market-based economy. However, it remains
a potent influence on Indian politics, with a large number of national and regional political parties espousing
democratic socialism. Reasons for the rise of Socialism Socialist revolutionary groups: The Communist Party
of India CPI was established in , but socialism as an ideology gained a nationwide appeal after it was endorsed
by nationalist leaders such as Jawaharlal Nehru and Subhas Chandra Bose. Radical socialists were amongst
the first to call for outright Indian independence from Britain. Under Nehru, the INC adopted socialism as an
ideology for socio-economic policies in Radical socialists and communists also engineered the Tebhaga
movement of farmers in Bengal against the landed gentry. The socialist movement began to develop in India
with the Russian Revolution. However, in a group in Calcutta had contacted Karl Marx with the purpose of
organising an Indian section of the First International but could not materialise. Marxism made a major impact
in Indian media at the time of the Russian Revolution particularly the right to self-determination of all nations.
Contributed to the emergence of early Indian communism. Many Indian Muslims left India to join the defence
of the Caliphate while several of them became communists whilst visiting Soviet territory. Some Hindus also
joined the Muslim muhajirs in the travels to the Soviet areas.
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A quick look at reality contradicts this completely. How has that happened? If there is an ideology which most
completely dominated the 20th century it is Marxism. There were two paths that socialism took:
Revolutionary Socialism and Evolutionary Socialism. Revolutionary socialism in practice would come to
mean communism and evolutionary socialism would just be called socialism. India was to be affected by both
of these paths deeply. Soviet Union and Revolutionary Socialism Revolutionary Socialism, the path that Lenin
took was more in line with the central idea of Marxism. Marx believed that revolution was inevitable. Like
rain, thunder or any other law of Nature, it was bound to happen. It did not need any external push. Lenin
added that it was impossible for the proletariat to develop revolutionary consciousness on its own. Lenin also
believed that any means, including terror and treason, was justified to achieve this revolutionary goal. This
path came to be popularly known as revolutionary socialism. This was not the only kind of socialist idea, or
the only kind of Marxism to exist in 19th century Europe. But it became the most famous of all because Lenin
became successful in grabbing a state, Russia. The Soviet Union adopted Marxism-Leninism, the Leninist
variant of Marxism, also called colloquially as Revolutionary Socialism, as its official ideology. Though there
are still debates upon the definitions of Marxism, socialism and communism, but to put it simply, while
Marxism was the ideology of the Soviet Union, socialism, was described as the transitional stage to
communism, which was characterized as the perfect society of future where everyone would be equal and
there would be no injustice. The communists seizing power in Russia in November was as significant an event
as was the conversion of Emperor Constantine in 4th century C. Christianity, still a nascent ideology in 4th
century, used the immense power of the Roman State to spread across Europe, Africa and Asia. Similarly,
after the communists seized power in Russia, they used the immense State power of Soviet Union to spread
communism worldwide. For communism would not be satisfied with just one State or one country. According
to Lenin, it was impossible to build true socialism in one country. For establishing a true communist state, a
Heaven on Earth, the entire world had to be converted to communism. The worldview of Marxism was not
very different from the millennial religions of Christianity and Islam. Lenin and his party started upon the goal
of exporting Revolution worldwide almost immediately after seizing power in The Communist International,
the organization for achieving this goal was created in Its intention was to fight: At its height there were
sixteen communist states in the world. But the influence of Marxism was not limited to communist countries.
In their quest for spreading communism worldwide, many communist parties were spawned the world over,
including the Communist Party of India est. Like other communist parties of the world, the Community Party
of India also looked towards Moscow for ideological and financial help functioning as the fifth column of the
Soviet Union. In countries like India, where they never managed to seize power at the Centre they still
remained very powerful in national politics. Learning from their masters in Moscow, communists infiltrated
many mainstream political parties influencing key policy decisions. Though the electoral success of
communists is limited to the three states of West Bengal, Kerala and Tripura, they have been very influential
in national politics by influencing Congress Party and its policy decisions, helping it tilt left of the Centre. The
influence of communism was not just limited to politics. Communist propaganda targeted academic
institutions, media houses and other cultural institutions, influencing the very sources which would mould the
public opinion. Directors made movies based on communist ideas and artists created art which tilted the public
opinion to the Left. It is this communist influenced cultural eco-system which still persists and is hugely
influential in India. Evolutionary Socialism and the West But this was not the only way in which socialism
affected India. There was another direction that socialism took in Europe. While Lenin was uncompromising
in his theory of revolutionary socialism and favored no changes to it, many other Marxists were debating some
doctrinal changes in Marxism. The foremost among them was Eduard Bernstein. He was influenced by British
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Fabian socialism. He claimed that there was another path to socialism, opposed to the revolutionary socialism
of Lenin. Violent revolution was unnecessary. Bernstein was seen as a heretic to his cause by most of his
fellow Marxists. They were certainly angry! Not many young hotheads who called themselves Marxists had
the patience to acquire the path of Bernstein. While the communists grabbed power in Russia, Germany turned
increasingly anti-communist with the rise of Hitler. The Nazis eliminated communists and socialists from
German society, both ideologically and physically. While Russia was won over by revolutionary socialists, the
social democrats or the evolutionary socialists could not take hold in Germany. But in another twist of history,
Hitler got defeated in the Second World War. However the threat of communism was also very real with
Stalin lording over the greatest totalitarian state of history. As a result of successive elimination of both
Nazism and revolutionary socialism from Germany, the only path left for those on the Left in Germany was
that of social democracy or evolutionary socialism. It is this parliamentary and democratic path of socialism
which became popular in Europe after the Second World War. It is strange that people seldom realize that not
just the communist bloc but entire Europe was won over by one or other branch of socialism. The welfare state
is basically socialist in nature. It has to take care of the homeless citizens, abandoned orphans, disabled
persons, women, children, minorities and even the unemployed youth. As welfare state evolved, election after
election, its concerns started becoming bigger. The welfare state in Western Europe has reached a stage where
the State does not just provide necessary food, shelter and clothing to all its citizens, regardless of whether
they work or not, it even takes care of their love lives, providing stipends to disabled person every second
week or so, so that they can visit a brothel and have the services of a legal prostitute! While on one hand these
Western European countries were granting basic minimum income to all of its citizens whether they worked or
not, advances in medical science and better living conditions was ensuring longer average life spans. At the
same time, just like every prosperous society, the fertility rates of all these countries are falling. The result is
an ever thinning earning population and an ever growing dependent population with the burden of a welfare
state. It is unsustainable and country after country, groaning under the weight of a welfare state has given way
and collapsed like a pack of cards. Greece, Italy, Spain are some of the more well-known black holes of EU
economy but other countries are not doing very well either and even economies like Germany, France and
United Kingdom which are doing well at the moment stare at a Greece like fate very soon in history. It is just
a matter of when and not if. Welfare state, with its illogical and unsustainable idea, is meant to collapse. The
idea of the welfare state is basically socialist: This situation is exacerbated with the breakdown of the concepts
of family clan, caste, religion etc. It is these identity groups which in non-welfare state societies take care of
those individuals who are not capable of working. In the absence of all of these, nothing stands between the
individual and the State and all individual responsibilities from physical to emotional, from fiscal to sexual fall
upon the State to fulfill. Quite an absurd and horrible hole to dig oneself in, but that seems to be the way many
countries have gone all over the world, countries which have chosen welfare state. While India crippled itself
with the socialist economy until the s, it then launched itself on the capitalist path under the Narsimha Rao
government. When the Vajpayee led NDA government came to power in it was logical to conclude that the era
of socialist economic policies was at end. Most of their state governments seem to be vying for a welfare state.
Vasundara Raje Scindia has also started many such schemes. Yogi Adityanath has called off farmer loans. It is
easy to distribute goodies keeping in mind the next elections, but it starts a country on a sure path of collapse.
A population once become habitual of free goodies from the government can seldom be persuaded to give
them up. As the BJP gains state after state in India and as it rules the centre, this slide towards welfare state is
one of the most serious questions, which faces India in near future. Revolutionary or evolutionary, socialism is
unsustainable and increases government control in economy. India will have to decide soon, whether it wants
to retain this evolutionary socialist strain in its policy, or is it willing to forsake it altogether. The opinions
expressed within this article are the personal opinions of the author. IndiaFacts does not assume any
responsibility or liability for the accuracy, completeness, suitability, or validity of any information in this
article. He has visited more than sites of ancient Hindu temples and photographed the evidence. He has been
writing articles, research papers and reviews in various print and online newspapers and magazines. He
currently works as the Asst. He has authored three books so far. He maintains a blog at http:
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Attempts have been made to distort what he really stood for, but what is clear from some of his writings is that
he rejected the idea of two-stage revolution and saw the workers and peasants as the only truly revolutionary
forces upon which the revolution could be based. This is undoubtedly true. But this is only half of the whole
truth. The other half is that the parties of the Stalinist Comintern, and the elements related to them, have also
contributed greatly to this suppression. In both cases the suppression is premeditated and benefits the
perpetrators. While the capitalists project Bhagat Singh and his ideas in the grey shades of nationalist
patriotism, the Stalinist leadership portrays Singh as a revolutionary sympathetic to the "two-stage" revolution,
the Soviet Union, and their caricature of Lenin. Stalinists, and their more recent adherents, the Maoists,
attempt to assimilate the ideas of Bhagat Singh with their own. Bhagat Singh at the age of 21 Did Bhagat
Singh belong to the mainstream socialist movement of his time? If so, what was the need for him to remain
outside the main current of socialism, which embodied itself in the organisation of the Communist Party of
India CPI? Why did this party of the Stalinist Comintern fail to impress one of the most ardent revolutionaries
of its time? Why did the vibrant generation of youth, treading the suicidal path of terrorism and futile political
idealism, reject its appeal? These questions comprise the core of political differences which existed between
revolutionary Marxism on the one hand and its Stalinist degeneration, the reincarnation of Menshevism, on the
other. The thoughts and writings of Bhagat Singh throw sufficient light on the failure of contemporary
communists to influence more of the younger generations. Acting under the pernicious influence of the
Comintern, the CPI leadership utterly failed to put forth a consistent revolutionary policy. Under the direct
command of Stalinists since the mid s, its leadership convinced itself more and more that the liberation
struggle was being fought as part of the bourgeois democratic stage of the revolution. The whole focus thus
remained implemented towards impressing the national bourgeoisie, and pushing them more towards the left,
instead of fighting against them for power. In their view the bourgeoisie was the natural ally and leader of the
revolution. They viewed the Indian National Congress as the real edifice of political purpose between Marxists
and national capitalists. Singh was strongly opposed to this bogus theory propounded by the Stalinists. He did
not have any illusions in the ability of the national capitalists. Singh clearly stated there was no difference
between the rule of local or foreign capitalists. Colonialism and imperialism were not merely the rule of
foreign capitalists to which all social classes of the subjugated nation are equally hostile to, as was preached
by the Stalinists, but were the direct rule of world capitalists as a whole upon the working masses of all
nations. In his writings, Singh was direct in his rejection of class collaboration. He wrote the following in
"Outlines of a Revolutionary Programme: A Letter to Young Political Activists. They will clearly ask you
what your revolution would give them, for which you are demanding sacrifice from them. If in place of Lord
Reeding, Sir Purushottam Dass Thakur becomes the representative of the government, how would people be
affected by this? The appeal to nationalist sentiments is a farce. You can not use them for your work. When
Stalin was telling his followers in India to associate themselves with Gandhi and Congress, Bhagat Singh was
exposing the false preachings of Gandhi through his writings in newspapers and leaflets. We hate this lack of
commitment I said that the present movement will end in some sort of compromise or total failure. I have said
so because in my opinion the real revolutionary forces have not been invited to join the movement. This
movement is being conducted only on the basis of a few middle class shopkeepers and a few capitalists. Both
of these classes, specifically the capitalists, cannot venture to endanger their property. These sleeping tigers,
once they wake up from their slumber, are not going to stop even after the accomplishment of the mission of
our leaders. Amazingly, when Leon Trotsky was offering his severe criticism of Stalinist policy in India,
Singh was making a similar critique of the false leadership of Gandhi and the Indian National Congress. He
refused to collaborate with the Menshevik programme of conciliation with national capitalists and remained
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consistent on this political position his entire life. Rather than follow the CPI, Singh drew his inspiration from
the action and programme of the Gadar party. Bhagat Singh was thoroughly convinced of the complete
reactionary character of the national capitalists. He did not subscribe to the views of the CPI. He had no desire
to fight "alongside the capitalists" in the first stage and "against the capitalists" in the second. To Singh, the
revolution was a socialist revolution in which the power must fall to the hands of the working class, with the
peasantry as its ally. He never dreamt of a bourgeois republic, and never allowed the possibility of sharing
power between the workers and peasants on one side and capitalists on the other. Singh was also a staunch
opponent of the "non-violence" preached by Gandhi. Singh wrote this on Gandhi: He supported, and justified,
the use of revolutionary violence by the revolutionary classes against the reactionary ones. His writings were a
befitting reply to the docile, meek, and virtually servile positions of Gandhi and his followers inside the
Congress. The perspective of Bhagat Singh was, however, limited by various factors, including his very young
age, extremely short life span, the politically undeveloped environment, the destructive anti-revolutionism of
the Stalinist leadership, etc. But even within these limits, his influences were clear. Although Stalinism built a
wall to block the revolutionary wave created by the October Revolution, the lessons of Russia still got to India
and exerted immense influence upon a young Bhagat Singh. Towards the end of his life it is known he was
going through the works of Lenin and Trotsky. Singh was also no doubt influenced by the sacrifice of Kartar
Singh Sarabha, the organiser of the Gadar Party in the U. Sarabha used political propaganda to penetrate the
armed forces and planned to cause a revolt to uproot the colonial regime, but was imprisoned at the age of 19
on charges of sedition and waging war against the empire. Bhagat Singh in jail at the age of 20 Singh also
spent time in jail. It was during this time, as his life was nearing its end, he made perhaps his greatest
contribution to the revolutionary cause. He smuggled out of his cell a programme for revolution in India. In
this he consciously rejected the path of individual terrorism and vowed for the organisation of a mass uprising
of workers and toilers against imperialism. While acknowledging armed struggle as a valid, legitimate, and
probable possibility in the revolutionary struggle, Singh rejected terrorist methods of struggle as both futile
and harmful. At the young age of 23, Bhagat Singh was hanged by the colonialists. They had the tacit support
of the Gandhi-led bourgeois leadership in Congress. This is evident not only by the mysterious silence of these
leaders on the issue, but also because of the fact that Gandhi categorically refused to make the sentence of
Singh an issue at the round table conference. Although Singh was not aware of the political disputes between
Trotsky and the conservative Stalinist bureaucracy, he deduced the same political conclusions Trotsky arrived
at while fighting for a re-orientation of the world communist movement. This is all the more remarkable
considering he did not live to see the total revolutionary betrayal by the Stalinists when they took sides with
British colonialists and abandoned the freedom struggle completely. In their own way, capitalists and
Stalinists both contributed to obliterating the revolutionary ideas of Bhagat Singh. They purposely have sought
to intermingle his earlier radical reflections, which stand mixed with nationalist prejudices and idealist beliefs
prevalent in his time, with later drawn conclusions. The duty of revolutionaries is to segregate the politically
mature Singh from the earlier more ideal driven one, and to put his works and thoughts in context. Even today
Bhagat Singh can educate and attract people across the world towards a true revolutionary programme.
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Similarity and Dissimilarity between Gandhism and Marxism Article shared by: The similarity and
dissimilarity between Gandhism and Marxism are as under: There is a great similarity between Mahatma
Gandhi and Kart Marx. However, while the final aim of both them it the establishments of a stateless and
classless society, their means for achieving this aim are different. Mahatma Gandhi wanted to achieve this end
through non-violent means but Marx wanted to achieve it through violent means. Though both Mahatma
Gandhi and Karl Marx were opposed to capitalism and exploitation, yet they propagated different means to
remove capitalism not by violent means but through economic decentralization, by encouraging cottage
industries, and by making the capitalist trustees. Karl Marx was also dead against capitalism. He was the
father of socialism. He was not prepared to tolerate capitalism in any form. But for achieving this aim he
believed in employing violent means. During his time the condition in Europe was such that it was not
possible to abolish capitalism by parliamentary or non-violent means. He had no faith in economic
decentralisation. He wanted to remove the government through revolution in order to destroy capitalism root
and branch. On every aspect of his life there was a deep impact of religion. He was saint and a staunch
believer in God. He did not attach any importance to materialism and luxuries of life. He said that man should
have minimum needs. He did not attach any importance to politics devoid of religion. Karl Marx considered
religion as opium for the workers, because in his view religion made man a fatalist and it did not allow
discontentment to arise in the workers against capitalism. The result was that they lacked organisation and
enthusiasm needed for a revolution. Marx did not believe in God. He was a materialist and he gave
materialistic and economic interpretation of history, in which he stressed the importance of economic factors.
In countries, like the U. China and those countries of Eastern Europe on which socialism had been introduced,
religion was discouraged. No one can preach religion there, and religious education was banned in schools and
colleges. Mahatma Gandhi was not in favour of using violent means for achieving a good end. Marxists do not
believe in non-violence. They believe that capitalism cannot be abolished trough parliamentary means and
socialist revolution is not possible without the use of violence. Marxists have a deep faith in class struggle.
Marx said that there had been two classes in each country since the very beginning. One class was of the
exploiters and the other of the exploited. Though these classes had different names in different countries, yet
they were always at logger heads with each other. Today the capitalists are the exploiters and the workers are
the exploited. According to Marx, there can never be compromise between the two and there would be a
continuous conflict between the two. Mahatma Gandhi said that class- struggle brought ruin to the country and
it made the production of goods fall considerably. All propertied persons were not bad. There was an urgent
need to change their minds. The capitalists should fix a nominal profit in consultation with the society. All
classes should co-operate with one another in order to increase production. Gandhiji was not in favour of big
industries. He said that big industries encouraged capitalism. He wanted the people to limit their daily needs
and lead a simple life. With regard to the investment of capital the views of Marx and Gandhiji are different.
Marxists say that there should be socialisation of the means of production. First of all they want to transfer to
it the control of all the industries. Mahatma Gandhi allows the investment of private capital but not
exploitation through it. He wants to make the capitalists trustees of the national wealth. In case the capitalists
do not agree to become the trustees, he is ready to give the power to the state to control the industries of the
capitalists by using minimum force. He is also not in favour of snatching land from the landlords by force. He
is ready to accept their private ownership on land, while Marx is not ready to allow private ownership on land.
Gandhi is also in favour of co-operative farming, while the Marxists are in favour of collective farming, in
which there is a great control of the state. Gandhiji had a firm faith in democracy, but he considered the
Western democracy as incomplete. He said that there should be decentralisation of power. The Panchayats in
the village should be given more powers and the villages should be given complete autonomy. He was the
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supporter of welfare state and hated dictatorship or autocracy. The Marxists believe in the Dictatorship of the
proletariat. They want to give maximum powers to the workers. In the transitory period the Marxists want to
give more powers to the state. In the name of the working class, these powers have been utilised by the
Communist Party in the U. Gandhiji was a staunch supporter of individual liberty. He wanted to win over the
entire humanity with the power of love. Thus we cannot deny that there are certain similarities and
dissimilarities between the two.

Page 8

MARXISM, SOCIALISM, INDIAN POLITICS pdf
5: What the Indian rebels taught Karl Marx | www.enganchecubano.com
Socialism in India is a political movement founded early in the 20th century, as a part of the broader Indian
independence movement against the colonial British www.enganchecubano.com grew quickly in popularity as it
espoused the causes of India's farmers and labourers against the zamindars, princely class and landed gentry.

In the opening chapter, written in after the collapse of the Soviet Union , Singh adopts a tragic tone, seeing a
lifetime of socialist commitment defeated. He talks of the "present ignoble denouement" of socialism, where
The deluge of disenchantment has in fact put a question mark not only on the possibility of any escape from
capitalism but on the validity of Marxism itself as the theory and practice The October Revolution, a truly
electrifying moment in history, heralded the necessary beginning of the new epoch of transition from
capitalism to communism -- a fact fully vindicated by the historical experience since then Kerala is never
mentioned, and Bengal is a purely negative example. The only Indian whom he cites seems to be Bhagat
Singh. He does cite one Amit Bhaduri, but the point made is banal. Singh seems sadly stuck in a half-century
time-warp. While there is detailed analysis of communism in Chile and Argentina and the October uprising,
there is nary a mention of the debates within the Communist Party of India in the s; I found no mention of
Ranadive in the entire book, and no mention of the split that resulted in birthing the CPM. Why should all our
theoretical lessons be from events abroad? Are there no analysis we can perform of our own histories? Poor
editing and organization In places, the articles seem more like a ramble; some are "hurriedly written" chapter 7
, others are lectures at somewhat remote gatherings. Some spelling errors "opption", p. Grammar issues
abound "The project having collapse, onwards". Sometimes entire passages are repeated - a self-citation in p.
Five chapters are excerpted from an earlier book, most of the others are articles from the leftist magazine,
Mainstream. The preface quotes from Gunter Grass: In politics you have to repeat and repeat, like a parrot,
ideas you know to be correct and proven as such, which is exhausting -- you constantly hear the echo of your
own voice and end up sounding like a parrot even to yourself. But this is evidently part of the job. Elsewhere
RS has Goethe saying a rather similar thing: Beyond the fall of the Soviets and the "pragmatic" capitalistic
turn in China, socialist progress is also under challenge in the high-taxation North European nations that have
integrated socialistic measures within captialism. Here there is increasing unrest about it as their citizens spend
their lives as lotus-eaters, contributing nothing to society. What this volume highlights is how we are yet to
find the right balance between individual incentive and the egalitarian impetus. Excerpts These are tragic,
indeed traumatic times for those who still take their socialism seriously. The deluge of disenchantment has in
fact put a question mark not only on the possibility of any escape from capitalism but on the validity of
Marxism itself as the theory and practice And we noticed that within two years they had withdrawn the
interrogation mark they had put against the title in the first edition, published in What is more, he simply
abandoned socialism [ Inevitably, once again, the logic of the economic structure asserted itself. What got
built in India was not socialism but capitalism, a state-supported capitalism. History is indeed a very cruel
mistress. The historical experience in India and elsewhere in the third world makes it abundantly clear that so
far as the common people are concerned, there is no answer to their problems in capitalism An uncharted
territory, we can still enter it with confidence. The rift between reality and dreams causes no harm if only the
person dreaming believes seriously in his dream, if he attentively observes life, compares his observations
with his castles in the air If there is some connection between dreams and life then all is well. To which Lenin
added: Of this kind of dreaming there is unfortunately too little in our movement. And the people most
responsible for this are those who boast of their sober senses, their" closeness" to the" concrete". In the same
text, Lenin had insisted: We have to change, we have to reform. He likes and learns from China and Vietnam,
but does not mention Cuba. And all this while: This was a necessary, through not sufficient, condition to be
able to build a better life for our people. The new strategic option, therefore, can be viewed as a natural
progress for the Indian bourgeoisie. To reject such violence and uphold non-violence on principle has no
justification, rational or moral, in the light of the historical experience of the struggles of the oppressed the
world over. What social science needs is less use of elaborate techniques and more courage to tackle, rather
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than dodge, the central issues. As the French philosopher Maurice Merleau-Ponty once put it, to teach
nonviolence is to strengthen established violence, that is to say, a system of production which makes misery
and war inevitable. New restrictions have come to be imposed on the life and liberties of the people in
violation of old and established Constitutional safeguards. In lieu of a biodata [] 9 1. The collapse of Soviet
socialism: The Return of Karl Marx [Mainstream, ] 6. Talking of a few or forbidden things [Lecture , printed
in Mainstream ] 7. A Note on the current political situation in India [Mainstream, Sep. Future of Socialism
[lecture, Allahabad, ] Of Parliamentary Politics [excerpts from "Crisis of Socialism", ] Of Globalisation
[excerpts from "Crisis of Socialism", ] Crisis of Socialism Today [final chapter from "Crisis of Socialism", ]
bookexcerptise is maintained by a small group of editors.
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6: Difference between Socialism and Marxism | Difference Between
The influence of evolutionary socialism in the cultural sphere has been so great that even the so called 'rightist' and
'conservative' governments like the BJP have repeatedly espoused socialist ideas and implemented socialist schemes.

I was first introduced to Marx in a serious way, not just as a punching bag, in when I was a graduate student. I
flipped back and forth about what I thought of him, especially with regard to his writings on racism and
colonialism--questions that mattered to me very much even in my pre-activist, pre-socialist days. Because one
thing was clear to me as a person of color from an immigrant community: If Marx had nothing good to say
about racism and colonialism, all his alleged radicalism was of little to no use. In the early part of the year,
Marx was a hero to me. A professor introduced me to what Marx had said and written about slavery,
colonialism and capitalism. Explicitly describing the barbarism of the slave trade, Marx wrote that the
capitalism system was born into the world "dripping from head to foot, from every pore, with blood and dirt.
But by the end of , I was livid: Regarding the colonial exploitation and oppression of India, Marx wrote in one
article for the New York Daily Tribune: Marx, I felt, was just another false god, another fickle ally who was
using anti-colonialism as a way to justify a different, European agenda. His true target seemed to be the
weakening of the British ruling class, not the liberation of the colonized. Not to change my mind, but to make
me consider the entire field of study. In his book Orientalism, the great left-wing author Edward Said accuses
Marx of being a Eurocentric, Romantic thinker who sees the destruction of pre-capitalist societies in India as
tragically necessary. In much of postcolonial studies, my area of research, Marxism is dismissed as holding
onto a mechanistic "mode of production narrative. Most scholarship on colonialism that is critical of Marxism
takes no account of the sharp debates and twists and turns among Marxists who came after Marx, as they
grappled with the unevenness and complexity of capitalism and oppression, and of resistance to it in various
places. Concepts like "Asiatic mode of production" and "oriental despotism," lifted from the writing of Hegel,
wither away in the face of a mass rebellion that covered northern and central India and took the British 18
months to subdue. In defending rebellious Indians and challenging British brutality, Marx stood out in stark
opposition to the utterly racist, pro-imperialist garbage being spewed in the British press and by writers like
Charles Dickens. That may seem like a low standard, but if Marx is to be blamed for accepting the prejudices
of his time--as he undoubtedly did in some cases--he should also be acknowledged for having confronted
them, too. Moreover, as I later wrote in one article: Not because Marx got everything right but because the
approach of acknowledging struggle from below, learning from it and allowing it to shape and change your
understanding helps me as a scholar and as an activist. Marx is hugely important for understanding capitalism
as a system rooted in slavery, colonialism and racism. This requires work and study and conversation and
debate. This kind of secular, critical Marxism means challenging anti-Marxist critics and Stalinist
hagiographers alike who want to paint a simplistic, homogenous picture of Marxism--as Eurocentric on the
one hand, and a perfect revolutionary doctrine on the other. And we absolutely must reject any "Marxist"
defense of post-independence, capitalist and oppressive states in Asia, Africa and Latin America in the name
of anti-imperialism. Our allegiances must always be with the struggle of working classes, the peasants and the
poor, not their ruling classes. So please read my work and that of Marxists of color before launching or
spreading the easy criticism.
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Applying Marxism to Indian conditions today is an exciting and challenging endeavour. At the beginning of the 21 st
century, if we look around, it is true that socialism has suffered setbacks both at the ideological and material levels.

In the first place, they at best examined only the ideological motives of the historical activity of human beings,
without grasping the objective laws governing the development of the system of social relations All
constituent features of a society social classes, political pyramid, ideologies are assumed to stem from
economic activity, an idea often portrayed with the metaphor of the base and superstructure. The base and
superstructure metaphor describes the totality of social relations by which humans produce and re-produce
their social existence. The base includes the material forces of production, that is the labour and material
means of production and relations of production, i. Conflicts between the development of material productive
forces and the relations of production provokes social revolutions and thus the resultant changes to the
economic base will lead to the transformation of the superstructure. Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian,
lord and serf, guild-master and journeyman, in a word, oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant opposition
to one another, carried on uninterrupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, either in a
revolutionary reconstitution of society at large, or in the common ruin of the contending classes". Accordingly,
Marx designated human history as encompassing four stages of development in relations of production:
Criticism of capitalism Further information: Exploitation has been a socioeconomic feature of every class
society and is one of the principal features distinguishing the social classes. The power of one social class to
control the means of production enables its exploitation of the other classes. In capitalism, the labour theory of
value is the operative concern; the value of a commodity equals the socially necessary labour time required to
produce it. Under that condition, surplus value the difference between the value produced and the value
received by a labourer is synonymous with the term "surplus labour", thus capitalist exploitation is realised as
deriving surplus value from the worker. In pre-capitalist economies, exploitation of the worker was achieved
via physical coercion. In the capitalist mode of production, that result is more subtly achieved and because
workers do not own the means of production, they must voluntarily enter into an exploitive work relationship
with a capitalist in order to earn the necessities of life. However, the worker must work or starve, thus
exploitation is inevitable and the "voluntary" nature of a worker participating in a capitalist society is illusory.
Alienation is the estrangement of people from their humanity German: Gattungswesen, "species-essence",
"species-being" , which is a systematic result of capitalism. Under capitalism, the fruits of production belong
to the employers, who expropriate the surplus created by others and so generate alienated labourers. Social
classes See also: Social class , Class conflict , Classless society , and Three-component theory of stratification
Marx distinguishes social classes on the basis of two criteria: Following this criterion of class based on
property relations, Marx identified the social stratification of the capitalist mode of production with the
following social groups: They subdivide as bourgeoisie and the petite bourgeoisie. Petite bourgeoisie are those
who work and can afford to buy little labour power i. Marxism predicts that the continual reinvention of the
means of production eventually would destroy the petite bourgeoisie, degrading them from the middle class to
the proletariat. Having no interest in international or national economics affairs, Marx claimed that this
specific sub-division of the proletariat would play no part in the eventual social revolution. Class
consciousness denotes the awarenessâ€”of itself and the social worldâ€”that a social class possesses and its
capacity to rationally act in their best interests, hence class consciousness is required before they can effect a
successful revolution and thus the dictatorship of the proletariat. Without defining ideology , [23] Marx used
the term to describe the production of images of social reality. According to Engels, "ideology is a process
accomplished by the so-called thinker consciously, it is true, but with a false consciousness. The real motive
forces impelling him remain unknown to him; otherwise it simply would not be an ideological process. Hence
he imagines false or seeming motive forces". In The German Ideology, he says "[t]he ideas of the ruling class
are in every epoch the ruling ideas, i. In Marxism, political economy is the study of the means of production,
specifically of capital and how that manifests as economic activity. Marxism taught me what society was.
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Through working class revolution, the state which Marxists see as a weapon for the subjugation of one class
by another is seized and used to suppress the hitherto ruling class of capitalists and by implementing a
commonly-owned, democratically controlled workplace create the society of communism, which Marxists see
as true democracy. An economy based on co-operation on human need and social betterment, rather than
competition for profit of many independently acting profit seekers, would also be the end of class society,
which Marx saw as the fundamental division of all hitherto existing history. Marx saw work, the effort by
humans to transform the environment for their needs, as a fundamental feature of human kind. Additionally,
the worker is compelled by various means some nicer than others to work harder, faster and for longer hours.
While this is happening, the employer is constantly trying to save on labor costs: This allows the employer to
extract the largest mount of work and therefore potential wealth from their workers. The fundamental nature of
capitalist society is no different from that of slave society: Through common ownership of the means of
production , the profit motive is eliminated and the motive of furthering human flourishing is introduced.
Because the surplus produced by the workers is property of the society as whole, there are no classes of
producers and appropriators. Additionally, the state, which has its origins in the bands of retainers hired by the
first ruling classes to protect their economic privilege, will disappear as its conditions of existence have
disappeared. According to orthodox Marxist theory , the overthrow of capitalism by a socialist revolution in
contemporary society is inevitable. While the inevitability of an eventual socialist revolution is a controversial
debate among many different Marxist schools of thought, all Marxists believe socialism is a necessity, if not
inevitable. Marxists believe that a socialist society is far better for the majority of the populace than its
capitalist counterpart. Prior to the Russian revolution of , Lenin wrote: This conversion will directly result in
an immense increase in productivity of labour, a reduction of working hours, and the replacement of the
remnants, the ruins of small-scale, primitive, disunited production by collective and improved labour".
Classical Marxism "Classical Marxism" denotes the collection of socio-eco-political theories expounded by
Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. The Great Misunderstanding argues that the source of such
misrepresentations lies in ignoring the philosophy of Marxism, which is dialectical materialism. In large, this
was due to the fact that The German Ideology , in which Marx and Engels developed this philosophy, did not
find a publisher for almost one hundred years. Gordon Childe Marxism has been adopted by a large number of
academics and other scholars working in various disciplines. The theoretical development of Marxist
archaeology was first developed in the Soviet Union in , when a young archaeologist named Vladislav I.
Ravdonikas â€” published a report entitled "For a Soviet history of material culture". Within this work, the
very discipline of archaeology as it then stood was criticised as being inherently bourgeois, therefore
anti-socialist and so, as a part of the academic reforms instituted in the Soviet Union under the administration
of Premier Joseph Stalin , a great emphasis was placed on the adoption of Marxist archaeology throughout the
country. Gordon Childe â€” , who used Marxist theory in his understandings of the development of human
society. During the s, the Western Marxist school became accepted within Western academia, subsequently
fracturing into several different perspectives such as the Frankfurt School or critical theory. Due to its former
state-supported position, there has been a backlash against Marxist thought in post-communist states see
sociology in Poland but it remains dominant in the sociological research sanctioned and supported by those
communist states that remain see sociology in China. Marxian economics refers to a school of economic
thought tracing its foundations to the critique of classical political economy first expounded upon by Karl
Marx and Friedrich Engels. Although the Marxian school is considered heterodox , ideas that have come out
of Marxian economics have contributed to mainstream understanding of the global economy. Certain concepts
of Marxian economics, especially those related to capital accumulation and the business cycle , such as
creative destruction , have been fitted for use in capitalist systems. Marxist historiography is a school of
historiography influenced by Marxism. The chief tenets of Marxist historiography are the centrality of social
class and economic constraints in determining historical outcomes. Marxist historiography has made
contributions to the history of the working class , oppressed nationalities, and the methodology of history from
below. Marxist historiography suffered in the Soviet Union , as the government requested overdetermined
historical writing. While some members of the group most notably Christopher Hill and E. Kosambi are
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considered the founding fathers of Marxist historiography. Today, the senior-most scholars of Marxist
historiography are R. Panikkar , most of whom are now over 75 years old. Marxist criticism views literary
works as reflections of the social institutions from which they originate. According to Marxists, even literature
itself is a social institution and has a specific ideological function, based on the background and ideology of
the author. Marxist aesthetics is a theory of aesthetics based on, or derived from, the theories of Karl Marx. It
involves a dialectical and materialist , or dialectical materialist , approach to the application of Marxism to the
cultural sphere, specifically areas related to taste such as art, beauty, etc.

Page 14

MARXISM, SOCIALISM, INDIAN POLITICS pdf
8: Book Excerptise: Marxism, Socialism, Indian Politics: A View from the Left by Randhir Singh
Marx's writings on India were sometimes allowing capitalism to develop--on the basis of which the struggle for socialism
could take place. but are skeptical about Marxism's politics on.

Socialism opposes the capitalist perspective: The dichotomy between capitalism and socialism is an
opposition between different and contrasting values: Private ownership vs collective ownership; Individual
rights vs collective rights; and Free market vs State involvement. Today, the capitalist perspective has taken
over the socialist paradigm. In fact, the unstoppable process of globalization has allowed the capitalist model
to spread all over the world. Yet, supporters of the socialist ideals can still be found in all societies. In addition
to the contrasts between socialism and capitalism, we can find an opposition between utopian socialism and
Marxian socialism. While both perspectives strive for an egalitarian society, there are several differences
between the utopian and the Marxist approach. Utopian socialism finds its roots in the works of the Greek
philosophers Plato and Aristotle who described idyllic models of perfect societies. Their ideals were later
re-elaborated by philosophers and thinkers in the post-industrial revolution following the increasing pressure
on the working force caused by the capitalist system. In the context of the post-industrial revolution period,
utopian socialists advocated for a just and equal society, dominated by strong moral values, hope, faith and
happiness. Utopian socialism strived for: Elimination of inequalities; Balance between work, education and
private life; Elimination of selfish and despotic rulers; Common ownership; Elimination of the struggle
between classes; Just and fair governance; Primacy of collective rights over individual rights; Equal
opportunities for all men; and Equal enjoyment of and redistribution of wealth and resources. Although the
just mentioned ideals were adopted by the entire socialist movement, utopian and Marxist socialism believed
in different means of social transformation. In fact, utopian socialists had the idealistic belief that societies
could organize themselves through a better use of public debate and consensus while Marxism was based on a
scientific approach. In fact, factory-owner Robert Owen implemented the utopian model to improve the
conditions of work and life of his employees. With the help and support of Bentham, Owen introduced a new
system of work, which included distributed work, fewer work hours and increased benefits. Although the
project collapsed few years later, the model created by Owen and Bentham paved the way for future utopian
socialist movements. Marxism [3] Marxism was developed in the 19th century by Karl Marx and Friederich
Engels and forms the basis of communism. According to the Marxist perspective, capitalism was the root of
all injustices and of class struggle. As such, the existing class structure had to be overthrown with force â€” or
with what he called the revolution of the proletariat â€” and had to be replaced with an improved social
structure. Marx based his ideology and analysis of the reality on three main theories: The theory of alienation;
The materialist view of history; and The labor theory of value. In his perspective, the capitalist system
alienates workers and creates the pre-conditions for unhappiness and inequality. In a capitalist society,
workers are owned by the capital and the capitalist while they do not own the means nor the result of their
work. Consequently, workers are alienated from: Their productive activity â€” they do not decide what to do
and how to do it; The product of their work; Other human beings other workers ; and The potential for
creativity and community. As, according to Marx, every class is defined by its relation to the process of
production, the only way to change the social structure is a revolution initiated by the workers the proletariat.
The result of the revolution would be a socialist society based on democratic planning where production
would be aimed at serving social needs rather than at maximizing individual profit. The final goal would be
the complete abolition of alienation â€” in other words, communism. Yet, utopian socialism and Marxism
believe in the use of different means to achieve the common goal. Conversely, class struggle and revolutions
were the trigger for change in the vision of scientific socialists. Marxism is based on a materialistic vision of
history whereas utopian socialism proposed unrealistic and impractical ways to create a socialist society;
Marxism believed that revolution was necessary to achieve a structural change whereas utopian socialism â€”
under the influence of French materialist ideas â€” believed that the society could be changed through the
re-education of its members; The main problem of the utopian perspective is the fact that utopian thinkers
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believed that capitalism was the root of the corruption and the misery of the society but they did not propose
any feasible way out. In their view, men were the product of the environment and the conditions where they
were raised and where they lived. In a capitalist society, men were exposed to greed, avarice and arrogance
â€” conditions that did not conform to the human nature. These conditions could only be changed if all
members of the society realized that they were being corrupted. However, the re-education of citizens was
only possible if conditions changed, as they were the determinants of the character and the moral values of
people. In other words, in order to change moral values, conditions had to be changed. Yet, at the same time,
to change conditions, moral values had to be changed. Utopian socialists were trapped in a vicious cycle.
Therefore, the main difference between Marxism and utopian socialism is that the first theory was rooted in a
materialist understanding of history, which argued revolution and communism to be the inevitable
consequence and progression of capitalist societies while the second advocated for an egalitarian and just
society but did not provide any roadmap on how to achieve it. Summary Socialism is a political, economic and
social theory that promotes collective ownership of wealth and good and collective rights over individual
profit and ownership and individual rights. Within the socialist perspective, we can distinguish between
utopian socialism and scientific socialism or Marxism. While both believe that capitalism is corrupting society
and individuals, they propose different means to change the social structure and to achieve a socialist society.
If you like this article or our site. Please spread the word.
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Is Marxism popular in India? As already explained in the two existing answers, if you think of Marxism as represented by
some political parties like the many Communist variants of India, then it is not popular or at least as fashionable as it
once.

The party was founded on 19 March and has its roots in the Bengali liberation movement Anushilan Samiti
and the Hindustan Socialist Republican Army. The party got around 0. It is part of the state government in
Tripura as of June History Development of Anushilan Marxism A major section of the Anushilan movement
had been attracted to Marxism during the s, many of them studying Marxistâ€”Leninist literature whilst
serving long jail sentences. A minority section broke away from the Anushilan movement and joined the
Communist Consolidation , and later the Communist Party of India. The majority of the Anushilan Marxists
did however, whilst having adopted Marxistâ€”Leninist thinking, feel hesitant over joining the Communist
Party. However, although sharing some critiques against the leadership of Joseph Stalin and the Comintern,
the Anushilan Marxists did not embrace Trotskyism. This document was then distributed amongst the
Anushilan Marxists at other jails throughout the country. What Revolutionary Socialism Stands for, as their
political programme in September that year. Either they would continue as a separate political entity or they
would join an existing political platform. They felt that they lacked the resources to build a separate political
party. Joining the CPI was out of the question, due to sharp differences in political analysis. Neither could they
reconcile their differences with the Royists. In the end, the Congress Socialist Party, appeared to be the sole
platform acceptable for the Anushilan Marxists. The CSP had adopted Marxism in and their third conference
in Faizpur they had formulated a thesis that directed the party to work to transform the Indian National
Congress into an anti-imperialist front. The non-Marxists who constituted about a half of the membership of
the Samiti , although not ideologically attracted to the CSP, felt loyalty towards the Marxist sector. This group
was led by Jogesh Chandra Chatterji. The editor of the journal was Satish Sarkar. Although the editorial board
included several senior CSP leaders like Acharya Narendra Deva, it was essentially an organ of the Anushilan
Marxist tendency. Only a handful issues were published. The party, at that the time Anushilan Marxists had
joined it, was not a homogenous entity. There was the Marxist trend led by J. To the Anushilan Marxists
differences emerged between the ideological stands of the party and its politics in practice. These differences
surfaced at the annual session of the Indian National Congress at Tripuri. Ahead of the session there were
fierce political differences between the leftwing Congress president, Subhas Chandra Bose , and the section
led by Gandhi. As the risk of world war loomed, Bose wanted to utilise the weaking of the British empire for
the sake of Indian independence. Bose was re-elected as the Congress president, defeating the Gandhian
candidate. But at the same session a proposal was brought forward by Govind Ballabh Pant , through which
gave Gandhi veto over the formation of the Congress Working Committee. But when the resolution was
brought ahead of the open session of the Congress, the CSP leaders remained neutral. Jogesh Chandra
Chatterji renounced his CSP membership in protest against the action by the party leadership. The Forward
Bloc was intended to function as a unifying force for all leftwing elements. Bose wanted the Anushilan
Marxists to join his Forward Bloc. At this moment, in October , J. Narayan tried to stretch out an olive branch
to the Anushilan Marxists. Narayan and the other CSP leaders pledged not to start any other movements
parallel to those initiated by Gandhi. The conference spelled out that no compromise towards the Britain
should be made on behalf of the Indian independence movement. The first general secretary of the party was
Jogesh Chandra Chatterji. But after the attack by Germany on the Soviet Union , the line of the party was
clarified. RSP meant that the socialist Soviet Union had to be defended, but that the best way for Indian
revolutionaries to do that was to overthrow the colonial rule in their own country. A section of its cadres, like
N. Sreekandan Nair, Baby John and K. Balakrishnan, joined RSP and built a branch of the party in Kerala.
RSP declined, but a partial electoral agreement was made.
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