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Oppose the Anti-people Amendment of the CNT and SPT Act

On 30th July 2017, in commemoration of 
the great hool movement, the adivasis in 
Bengal, Jharkhand, Assam and Orissa staged 
a protest against the Jharkhand government 
for the bill proposing amendment in the 
Chotanagpur Tenancy (CNT) Act and 
Santhal Pargana Tenancy (SPT) Act. The 
current proposed amendments to the CNT 
and SPT act are a conspiracy to strip 
adivasis of their remaining rights on their 
homestead and agricultural land.   
 
The CNT and SPT act grants some 
individual and community rights to adivasis 
in Jharkhand over agricultural land, village 
community land and forest land. It provides 
some provisions which regulates sale and 
purchase of tribal land to non tribals. 
Through these acts the govt. for the first 
time had to recognize the traditional and 
customary rights of the adivasis other than 
their codified rights. It was the struggle led 
by Tilka Majhi to Sidhu Kanu and great 
leaders of the adivasis that compelled the 
British to enact such laws.  
 
The BJP Government has amended three 
sections and abolished one sub-section of 
CNT Act, while one section of SPT Act 
(SPT) has been amended. It has been 
amended empowering government to make 
rules for non-agriculture use of the 
agriculture land. The sub-section in SPT Act 
that deals with tribal land transfer after 
compensation has been abolished. Sukhdeo 
Bhagat, a former bureaucrat, points out that 
the tribals of Jharkhand are seeking 
compensation in 64,000 cases and by 

abolishing 71(A) section of SPT Act, these 
claims are likely to be null and void. Section 
13 has been amended to allow the 
government to use the tribal land for 
purposes other than agriculture. Rashmi 
Katyayan, a land rights advocate in Ranchi 
high court, says “The amendment has 
opened doors for land grab and complete 
dilution of tribal land rights.” 
    
According to the Ministry of Rural 
Development’s Annual Report 2004-2005, 
Jharkhand topped the list of adivasi land 
alienation in the country, with 86,291 cases 
involving 10,48,93 acres of land. After 1947 
and up to 1990 over 26 lakh people were 
displaced in Jharkhand due to 
“development” projects such as dams, 
industrial projects, etc. – majority of them 
were tribal people. It has been estimated that 
about 22,00,000 acres of tribal land has been 
lost since 1947. These statistics speak 
clearly that the CNT Act has failed to 
protect the interests of poor tribes. 
 
The ruling class has always violated the 
rights and provisions that they have granted 
in pressure of the peoples’ movement. 
Moreover, The Provisions of the Panchayats 
Act, 1996 (PESA) grants rights to the Gram 
Sabha and the Panchayat for making 
decisions regarding their lands which in turn 
are mostly in control of the feudal ruling 
class of the villages and most of the time 
does not reflect the true will of the people. 
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Why are Our Farmers Distressed? 
 
The recent farmers’ agitations in different 
parts of the country are a grim reminder of 
the distress that India’s farmers are going 
through, especially in the last 25 years. 
According to National Crime Records 
Bureau, the number of farm suicides since 
1995 crossed the 3 lakh mark in 2014. The 
figures for 2013, 2014, and 2015 are 11772, 
12360 and 12602 respectively i.e. almost 1 
suicide in every 40 minutes. Though 
measures like loan waiving and increase in 
minimum support price (MSP) offer a 
temporary soothing balm to few, the distress 
cannot be reversed unless the structural 
problems of this growth paradigm are 
addressed. 
 
The market fundamentalism introduced by 
the LPG (liberalization, privatization and 
globalization) paradigm has resulted in a 
sharp increase in the cost of agricultural 
inputs because of the withdrawal of subsides 
and controlling of prices of agricultural 
produces by big agribusiness companies. 
The poor, emaciated cotton farmer from 
Vidarbha, in absence of much government 
support and limited resources, has to 
compete with the US government subsidized 
global agribusiness company.  
 
Diversion of agricultural credit is a painful 
reality. The NABARD, which is the apex 
financial institution for agricultural credit, is 
supposed to play a vital role in this arena. In 
the 2016-2017 credit plan of NABARD for 
Maharashtra, 53% of the outlay was 
allocated for the city of Mumbai and its 
suburbs which hardly have any agricultural 
land. Each of the finance ministers 
belonging to successive governments have 
claimed to have doubled or trebled 
agricultural credit. However, the money has 
not gone to the farmers. Between 2005 and 
2013, the loan composition of less than 

Rs25000 almost collapsed which basically 
includes the loans taken by marginal and 
small farmers. What increased was the 
percentage of loans above Rs 1 crore. In 
absence of institutional credit, the farmer 
has to borrow from the moneylender, who 
charges an exorbitant rate of interest, to buy 
non-subsidized agricultural inputs from the 
‘free market’. The farmer fails to get a 
proper price for his produce because of 
factors such as poorly designed MSP, apathy 
from state controlled procurement agencies, 
lack of access to mandis by small farmers, 
etc. This often leads to loss of land rights of 
the farmer to the moneylender. The next 
season the farmer has to again borrow from 
the moneylender and follow the same 
vicious cycle, ultimately leading him to 
suicide under the burden of burgeoning debt. 
Even in case of a good agricultural season 
the farmer ends up being poor. The prices of 
the agricultural produce drop drastically as 
the supply exceeds demand. The Indian 
farmer is forced to realize that agricultural is 
unviable; often he is compelled to leave 
agriculture as a whole and convert himself 
into a casual worker in the construction 
industry or in one of the city mills. 
 
Government policies are gradually moving 
towards an insurance based system (serving 
the corporate) as compensation for crop 
failures. In this process the farmer who is 
distressed due to a crop failure gets hardly 
any direct support from the government and 
is almost impossible for them to access the 
claim. The condemnable act of killing 5 
protesting farmers in Mandsaur in 2017 is 
only a reflection of the attitude of the 
government towards our farmers who had 
been agitating for their just demands. We 
need to give a serious thought whether the 
attitude can at all change, without a change 
in the power structure in our society.
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Why is Darjeeling Burning? 
 
It can be observed that the demand for 
autonomy of the Gorkhahas developed 
historically. Indian Government also knows 
that the demand is justified as Sikkim, which 
is smaller in size than Darjeeling. 
The history of Darjeeling has remained 
linked with Nepal, Sikkim, Bhutan and the 
British India. Until the early 19th century, 
Darjeeling was under the control of the 
Kingdom of Sikkim. At that time, this place 
was called ‘Dorje-ling’ which means the 
land of the God of thunderbolt. Some 
Lepcha and Kirati tribes used to stay here. 
From 1780, the monarchs of Nepal 
attempted to capture this place. At the 
beginning of the 19th century, the Nepalese 
army captured the area starting from the 
eastern part of the river Teesta and up to the 
Terai area. The British tried to stop the 
Nepalese army and attacked them in 1814. 
The Nepalese were defeated and the Sugauli 
Treaty was made in 1815. They gave back 
the areas which they had captured from the 
Kingdom of Sikkim to the East India 
Company. This area was in between the 
Mechiriver in the west and the Teesta river 
in the east. The British made the Treaty of 
Titalia in 1817 with the Kingdom of Sikkim 
and gave this area back to them. In 1828, 
two officers of the British East India 
Company stayed for some days in 
Darjeeling and the British took this area in 
lease from Sikkim in 1835. Arthur 
Campbell, the director of the East India 
Company, and Joseph Dalton Hooker, a 
botanist, visited this place in 1849 and was 
arrested by the Sikkim troops. The British 
army then attacked and freed them. 
However, the friction continued and the 
British captured about 640 sq km area along 
with Darjeeling in 1850. Also, the British 
made the Sinchula Treaty with the monarchs 
of Bhutan in 1864 and took Kalimpong 
under their control. The British had a fight 

with Sikkim in 1865 and captured the area 
towards the east of the river Teesta. The 
shape of Darjeeling that we see today was 
actually decided in 1866.In 1907, when the 
British delegates came to India for the 
Morley Minto Reform, the Hillmen’s 
Association of Darjeeling demanded a 
separate administrative setup for Darjeeling. 
They again put similar demand to the Chief 
Secretary, Governor of Bengal in 1917. 
They also submitted their demand on this 
issue to the Simon Commission in 1929. In 
1930, they submitted their demand for a 
separate state to Samuel Hoare, the 
Secretary of the State of India. Similar 
demand was also submitted in 1941 to Lord 
Pethick Lawrence.  
In 1947, the undivided Communist Party of 
India (CPI) put their demand for 
Gorkhasthan to Jawaharlal Nehru, Liaquat 
Ali Khan and the Constituent Assembly. 
The Akhil Bharatiya Gorkha League, under 
the presidency of N.B. Gurung, met Nehru 
and put the demand again in 1952. In 1975, 
Sikkim came under India and the Nepali 
language got recognition. The people of 
Darjeeling then hoped for getting their own 
state. Movements erupted in 1986 for the 
demand of Gorkhaland by the Gorkha 
National Liberation Front. At that time, Jyoti 
Basu, the then Chief Minister of Bengal, 
tried to curb the movement and around 1200 
Nepalese people were killed during 1986-
1988. In 1988, the Darjeeling Gorkha Hill 
Council was formed. However, the Gorkha 
Janmukti Morcha was formed in 2007 and 
the demand for separate state was again 
raised. A treaty was signed in 2011 to form 
the Gorkhaland Territorial Administration 
(GTA). However, like the Left Front, the 
Trinamool government considers Darjeeling 
as their colony and follows the British 
tradition of considering Darjeeling as their 
ancestral property and place of enjoyment. 
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Oppose GST and Demand Abolition of Indirect Taxes 

To increase the tax burden on the people, to 
favor the corporate big capital over the small 
entrepreneurs and to undermine whatever 
fiscal rights are granted to the states in the 
Indian Constitution, RSS-BJP Govt. has 
launched Good & Services Tax (GST) from 
July 1, 2017. Touted as the reform of 
indirect taxation in the country, GST has 
three types and several slabs. Besides 
several items like petroleum products and 
alcohol have been kept out of the purview of 
GST so that high taxes on them do not 
figure in the GST tax rates.  
 
GST would greatly increase the burden of 
indirect taxes which are paid by the common 
people. Already Indian Govt. receives two 
third of its tax revenue through indirect 
taxes while indirect taxes constitute only a 
third of tax revenues of the governments of 
developed capitalist countries. Tax GDP 
ratio in India compares favorably with these 
countries largely due to expenditure on 
social sectors in those countries while this is 
almost nominal in India. Expenditure on 
education, health and other social sectors is 
almost a pittance in comparison. Despite 
already heavy burden of indirect taxes on 
the people, GST would mean further 
addition to this burden. Experience of 
countries that have implemented GST points 
to sharp rise in prices of goods and services 
in those countries. Tax rates have been hiked 
on services and most of the goods. Even the 
items which have been exempted from taxes 
or have been kept in lower tax slabs will 
suffer due to the increase in prices due to 
higher taxes on different services and items 
which are involved in their production, 
transport and sale.  
 
GST represents a very sharp attack on small 
businesses. These have been brought under 
the tax net by decreasing the limit of 
exemption. Not only they will have to 

submit their papers three times a month, 
many of the items produced mostly by small 
and medium enterprises have been brought 
under the higher tax slabs. It is pertinent to 
note that it is these enterprises which 
employ most of the industrial workers in the 
country. GST is being touted as “avoiding 
tax on tax” something that was propagated 
about VAT which has now been assimilated 
into the new GST regime. This avoidance 
entails large amount of account keeping, 
sale and purchase through select channels 
and this makes products of the large 
production chains taking their inputs from 
other sources relatively cheaper. Large 
numbers of small enterprises get their inputs 
from informal sector and hence would end 
up paying higher taxes on their products. A 
number of industries which employ a large 
number of workers are facing closure due to 
high tax burden being proposed under the 
GST. Obviously along with small 
entrepreneurs, workers too would suffer 
being rendered unemployed and unable to 
find alternate employment. Workers of these 
enterprises would face more hardships as the 
owners would transfer the entire new burden 
of GST onto the shoulders of workers 
through further depressing their wages and 
depriving them of other benefits.  
 
GST also represents a very serious and 
crude blow on the federal structure, even to 
the extent it is embodied in the Indian 
Constitution. Foreign companies have long 
been demanding that Indian Govt. abolish 
different tax rates and all enterprises should 
be brought under the same tax regime for 
providing “level playing field”. Indian Govt. 
has taken this step also to attract further FDI 
which the Govt. is projecting panacea for all 
the ills plaguing the economy and 
hampering economic growth.   


