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I AM ne i the r a social scientist nor 
do I have the courage to describe 
m y s e l f a ' r evo lu t i ona ry socialist ' , 
in other words , I be long ne i the r to 
the category in w h i c h Dhanagare 
(December 18, 1982) g a l l a n t l y i n 
cludes B a r r y Pav ie r ( and gets an 
unpleasant rebuke in r e t u r n ) nor 
t o the category i n w h i c h B a r r y 
Pavier makes b o l d t o inc lude h i m 
self. I f , nevertheless, I am chanc
ing m y a r m i n commen t ing upon 
Pavier 's caval ier t rac t on Te lan -
gana ("The Telangana Movement , 
1944-51") and his presumptous 
comments on Dhanagare 's r e v i e w 
of the book ( M a r c h 5) , that is out 
of a fear tha t nobody w i t h better 
credentials is go ing to do so. The 
fear is p rompted by the fact that 
Dhanagare, the acknowledged aca
demic exper t on Telangana, is so 
unsure of h imse l f tha t he manages 
to render ' v e t t i ' as bonded labour 
and suggests w i t h an insufferable 
politeness t ha t perhaps Pavier 
has not g iven enough importance 
to i t i n t r y i n g to unders tand Telan
gana. Such politeness, to paraphrase 
a h i s to r ian of mathemat ics speak
i n g o f Spinoza, w o u l d be engaging 
were i t not exasperat ing. 

I am e n t i r e l y in agreement w i t h 
the second pa rag raph ( a n d per
haps o n l y the second paragraph) 
of Pavier's comments on Dhana-
gare's r e v i e w . To express myse l f 
i n a language tha t w i l l ma tch (bu t 
no t outdo) Pavier ' s o w n , his book 
is ne i the r social science n o r sci
ence of a n y k i n d , b u t a pole
m i c a l b r e w concocted ou t o f 
T r o t s k y i s t theore t i ca l prescr ip t ions 
and p o l i t i c a l proscr ip t ions . L i k e 
a l l bad polemics h i s a rgument 
begins a t the end and runs in re
verse seeking its w a y t h r o u g h his
t o r y by p i c k i n g up convenient facts 
and statistics. Where ne i the r is 
avai lable , the gap i s f i l l e d in w i t h 
a s k i l f u l use of evocat ive and 
suggestive phrases and forceful 
assertion, 

The Telangana peasant u p r i s i n g 
was a f a i l u re . The quest ion is : w h y 
d i d i t fa i l? I t i s w i t h a p r e f a b r i 
cated answer to th i s quest ion tha t 

Pavier starts, and not, as Dhana
gare i nnocen t l y imagines, w i t h a 
desire t o understand w h y Telan
gana happened. There is — and has 
been — a w o r l d capi ta l is t system 
of w h i c h Hyderabad was an inte
g r a l par t . The Hyderabad economy 
was subject to the ebb and f low 
of t he crises of the w o r l d capita
l i s t sys tem and the i r resolut ion. 
The specific l i n k was the expor t 
of g roundnuts and castor f r o m 
Telangana (and cot ton f r o m M a r a -
t h w a d a ) , w h i c h g r e w apace since 
the s tar t o f this century . T h i s l i n k 
i m p o r t e d the Great Depression 
in to H y d e r a b a d and l ed to a severe 
f a l l i n prices, c u l m i n a t i n g i n the 
' f i r s t cr is is ' faced by t h e peasantry 
of Telangana as a resu l t of w h i c h 
the i r indebtedness increased and 
they lost m u c h l and to the Desh-
mukhs . The Deshmukhs themsel 
ves w a n t e d th i s l and to c u l t i v a t e 
g r o u n d n u t and castor w h i c h again 
became remunera t ive after 1934. 
The 'second' crisis came w i t h the 
i n f l a t i o n and food shortage of the 
Second W o r l d W a r pe r iod . I t led 
to f u r t h e r indebtedness on the 
p a r t o f the peasantry and fu r the r 
a l iena t ion o f the i r l and by the 
Deshmukhs w h o used i t t o c u l t i 
vate peanuts and castor w h i c h had 
appreciated t remendous ly in value 
due to the lub r i ca t ion needs ( I sup
pose) of w a r r i n g Europe. T h i s set 
the stage fo r the Telangana pea
sant up r i s ing . 

U p t o th i s po in t the re i s n o t h i n g 
u n i q u e l y T ro t sky i s t about i t , since 
capi ta l - fe t i sh ism is a disease com
m o n to a w i d e spec t rum of rad ica l 
in te l lec tuals . B u t a t th i s po in t 
T r o t s k y i s m enters Pavier ' s a rgu
ment in a predic table manner . The 
capi ta l i s t Deshmukhs had the i r 
counterpar ts in the r i c h peasants 
w h o resented the w a y the Desh
mukhs cornered a l l the develop
m e n t a l in f ras t ruc tu re p r o v i d e d b y 
the Nizam's government . T h e y also 
resented the fact that t hey alone 
had to con t r ibu te to the g r a i n l e v y 
col lected by the state in t he 40s, 
whereas the Deshmukhs escaped 
the bu rden using the i r inf luence. 

They were , therefore, r a r i n g to 
f igh t the Deshmukhs, and a long 
came the communis ts to he lp t h e m . 
A r m e d w i t h the class-collabora
t ionis t S ta l in -Mao t h e o r y o f Popu
lar F r o n t (genera l ly r e f e r r ed to as 
U n i t e d F r o n t these days) t h e y i n 
c luded this r u r a l bourgeoisie in the 
F ron t , w h i c h i n e v i t a b l y l e d t o i ts 
f a i lu re . N o w one o n l y needs to 
w o r k this logic backwards to rea
lise h o w the p o i n t of depar ture — 
peanuts and castor - is necessitat
ed by the pre-conceived explana
t ion . 

Land-Grabbing 

U n t i l the A d m i n i s t r a t i v e r e 
fo rma of Salar J u n g I ( i n i t i a t e d in 
the 1870s) the Deshmukhs appear 
to. have been revenue farmers . The 
reforms consisted in g i v i n g pattas 
on l a n d to ind iv idua l s (not neces 
sar i ly cu l t iva to r s ) and se t t l ing land 
revenue w i t h them. T h e Desh
mukhs w e r e g iven 'vatans' of a 
few vi l lages in p ropo r t i on to the 
revenue they had earl ier collected. 
But , n o t satisfied w i t h tha t , the 
Deshmukhs used the i r inf luence to 
grab large chunks of l a n d d u r i n g 
the survey set t lement. T h i s s tar ted 
the process o f land-grab in Te l an 
gana, m u c h before t he c u l t i v a t i o n 
of expor tab le crops. T h e f i r s t 
round of the set t lement came to 
an end by the t u r n of t he cen tury , 
and b y tha t t i m e m u c h o f the 
monopol i sa t ion o f l a n d w a s com
plete . A l o n g w i t h th is t he state 
s tar ted co l lec t ing l and revenue in 
cash, w h i c h in t roduced indeb ted
ness of the peasantry and probab
ly f u r t h e r increased l a n d aliena
t ion . I say ' p robab ly ' because it is 
d o u b t f u l i n the ex t reme tha t l a n d 
a l iena t ion t h r o u g h f o r m a l debt 
was an i m p o r t a n t m e d i u m o f l a n d -
g rabb ing b y the landlords . M a n i 
p u l a t i n g l a n d records, fo rc ib le 
occupation on var ious pretexts , 
a l legat ion of t ax defaul t and such 
l i k e misdemeanours — these are 
general ly h e l d to have been the 
most i m p o r t a n t means used by the 
landlords . (Us ing the t e r m Desh-
m u k h i n d i s c r i m i n a t e l y i s mis lead
ing. T h o u g h the biggest landlords 
were Deshmukhs, there we re 
others, b o t h revenue-sharers l i k e 
makhtedars , and those w h o w e r e 
not shares of revenue b u t owed 
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t h e i r d o m i n a t i o n to occupat ion of 
huge quant i t ies o f l and . ) A m o n g 
the var ious pretexts used, one 
could be non-payment of some 
p e t t y loan, b u t even tha t was no t 
a f o r m a l cash loan on l and secur i ty 
o f the k i n d tha t gets recorded in 
government reports . Bas ing h imse l f 
on Kesava Iyengar ' s r epor t o l 
1929-30,1 Pavier h imse l f comments 
tha t in the 12 vi l lages surveyed in 
Waranga l d is t r ic t , on ly 9 per cent 
of the l and had changed hands 
d u r i n g t he prev ious 25 years, and 
(as a look at the r epor t reveals) 
o n l y 2 per cent was a l ienated 
against debt. Secondly, the Desh-
m u k h s a n d o ther l and lords were 
not the most i m p o r t a n t money
lenders. The repor t shows tha t out 
of the 48 cases of debt on l and 
securi ty, by far the most f requent 
ly inc iden t class of money- lender 
was K o m t i (bania) shahukar (10 
cases), and w h a t is described as a 
T e l a n g a r a i y a t ' (24 cases). Reddy 
ra iyats and shahukars occur in 
o n l y 5 cases. (Since Reddys are 
ment ioned separately, t he Te langa 
raiyats ' , whoeve r t h e y m a y be 
could not have been landlords , 
almost a l l o f w h o m were Reddys.) 
I f i t i s thought t ha t even i f the 

l a n d l o r d h imse l f i s no t t h e money
lender, the l and m a y be al ienated 
to h i m in order to ob ta in cash for 
paymen t of the debt , the repor t 
negates such a supposit ion, since 
i t shows that by far the largest 
recepients of al ienated l a n d are 
i n d i v i d u a l s be long ing to w h a t are 
called ' c u l t i v a t i n g classes'. Once 
again, whoever these persons 
m i g h t have been, they cou ld no t 
have i nc luded among themselves 
the landlords , w h o were n o n - c u l t i 
v a t i n g i f n o t h i n g else. 

A c t u a l l y , t he most i m p o r t a n t 
mechanism of Jand-grab by the 
l and lo rds was the per iodic survey 
set t lements d u r i n g w h i c h land 
f reshly b rough t under c u l t i v a t i o n 
by the peasantry as w e l l as u n 
cu l t i va t ed l and was grabbed us ing 
t h e i r in f luence w i t h the o f f i c i a l 
dom. A d d e d to th is was the f o r c i 
ble seizure of peasants' l and , for 
w h i c h non-payment of tax, refusal 
to do v e t t i , defaul t on loan, or 
i n a b i l i t y to pay the f ine imposed 
by the l a n d l o r d ( i n his capaci ty as 
a rb i t e r of v i l l age disputes) , or any 
such al leged 'misdemeanour ' could 
be used as an excuse. I doub t tha t 
Pavier is unaware of th is , b u t his 
who le thesis is so t i ed up w i t h the 

cash c rops - in te rna t iona l capi ta l i s t 
cr is is- indebtedness-al ienat ion syn
d r o m e t h a t he cannot a f ford to 
note i t . B u t let us pursue Pavier ' s 
a rgumen t fu r the r . 

Regard ing the Depression of 
1930, Pav ie r notes t ha t be tween 
1930 and 1939, indebtedness i n 
creased by 89 per cent in Te l an -
gana, He has no est imate of the 
l and ( i f any) a l ienated against i t . 
On the other hand, speaking of the 
same crisis, Sunda rayya - says tha t 
the l and lords d i d g rab peasants' 
l a n d d u r i n g t h e per iod , bu t m e n 
tions as the most i m p o r t a n t cause 
the peasants' i n a b i l i t y to pay the 
revenue demand. As a supplemen
t a r y cause he adds the g r a i n loans 
g i v e n by the l and lords against 
w h i c h t h e y grabbed l a rge chunks 
o f l a n d . A b o u t the second W o r l d 
W a r crisis, Pavier 's i n f o r m a t i o n is 
t ha t indebtedness increased by 120 
per cent i n Telangana; th is t i m e 
he is able to g ive an est imate of 
l a n d al ienated against th i s debt, 
bu t t h e figure he quotes is disas
t rous fo r his a rgument . F o r on ly 7 
per cent of the l and changed hands 
d u r i n g 1934-49, and o n l y 1 per cent 
due to indebtedness. B u t w h a t 
happened t o the d e b t ? I f i t was 
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no t redeemed w i t h l and , w h a t d i d 
the peasants pay against i t ? T h e 
answer is, any th ing , i n c l u d i n g 
t h e i r f reedom. T h e m a n t l e o f cash-
crop ent repreneurs t h a t Pav ie r 
hangs on the Deshmukhs makes 
h i m search for l and a l iena t ion , bu t 
the Deshmukhs themselves grabbed 
a l l manner of objects — g r a i n , 
cat t le , gold , ornaments , usable 
goods o f any k i n d . I f n o t h i n g was 
ava i lab le t h e peasant w o u l d sell 
his freedom and become a bonded 
labourer (bhagela, jee tagadu) . I n 
deed, the r epor t of Kesava I y e n 
gar quoted above shows tha t whene-
as debt on l a n d secur i ty amoumti-
ed to ju s t 12,000 rupees, debt on 
non- land secur i ty amoun ted to 
m o r e t h a n Rs 2 l a k h . Of t h i s the 
most f requent is personal secur i ty 
(about 50 per cent of the cases), 
a n d the nex t is crop secur i ty (25 
per cen t ) . 

Le t me no t be mis taken . I t i s 
far f r o m being my content ion tha t 
the landlords d id not grab land . 
T h e y c e r t a i n l y d i d . B u t the con
nec t ion tha t B a r r y Pav ie r seeks 
to establish be tween land-grab, 
cash crops, i n t e rna t iona l capi ta l is t 
crises, and indebtedness (some
t imes e x p l i c i t l y , sometimes by 
suggestion, and genera l ly by t rea t 
i n g these fou r aspects to the ex
c lus ion of every t h i n g else t h a t is 
r e l evan t to the unders tand ing of 
Telangana) needs something more 
c red ib le than a r e v o l u t i o n a r y so
cial ist 's say-so if i t is to be con
v i n c i n g . The landlords .started 
g r a b b i n g l a n d in the 1870s and 
kep t g r a b b i n g l a n d r i g h t t h r o u g h 
to the 1940s, crisis or no crisis, 
castor or no castor. Crises m i g h t 
have increased the phenomenon, 
b u t to t rea t t hem as the genesis 
is mis leading. Economic crises, 
l e a d i n g to a greater i n a b i l i t y to pay 
taxes, t o pay the fines i m 
posed by t he landlords , to bear 
one's share of the cost of ceremo
n i a l celebrat ions i n the l and lo rds ' 
household, a n d so on, w o u l d make 
the peasantry vu lne rab l e to dis
possession f r o m , l and on var ious 
counts. B u t they were ne i the r the 
o r i g i n o f t h e phenomenon, no r 
even demons t rab ly the 'last s t r a w ' ; 
t h e y mere ly con t r i bu t ed to a pro
cess Inhe ren t in the s t r u c t u r e of 
f euda l Telangana. Nor d i d t he p ro
cess have a n y v is ib le connection 
w i t h cash crops. The l and lords 

grabbed cu l t ivab le l and to ex t rac t 
r en t (cash, k i n d , and l abou r r en t ) 
f r o m the peasantry; they grabbed 
forest and bush l and to extract 
graz ing ren t ( p u l l a r i i n T e l u g u ) ; 
and they grabbed m a r g i n a l l y c u l 
t ivab le l and to prevent t he land
less f r o m acqu i r ing land — a pre
requis i te f o r feudal social domina
t i o n . I t ce r t a in ly takes a r e m a r k 
able capiitsal-fetishiim. to believe 
that l and is grabbed on ly to g r o w 
crops. Th i s unstated assumption is 
so s t r o n g in cer ta in rad ica l aca
demic circles tha t they w i l l no 
doubt soon enshrine it as a dogma 
(to replace 'S ta l in is t ' dogmas, of 
course) t h a t peasants cannot rebel 
i f t he re are n o expor t ab l e cash 
crops around. R S Rao is quoted 
by a f r i e n d as hav ing said tha t 
our academics have gone where-
ever cap i ta l has gone. N o t only 
that , whe reve r they have gone 
they have hun ted out capi ta l , 
we ighed i t , measured i t , label led 
i t , and a l l b u t c u l t u r e d i t , and 
convinced themselves a n d each 
other t h a t they have unders tood 
the w o r l d . M u c h of the confusion 
arises f r o m the i m p l i c i t bel ief 
tha t pre-capi ta l i s t societies and 
social re la t ions have no i n t e r n a l 
dynamics capable of lead ing to a 
rup tu re , but o n l y the pene t ra t ion 
of cap i ta l can achieve change. 

B u t let us t ake a more deta i led 
look at the connection between 
cash crops and land-grab . 3 Pavier 
gives detai ls s h o w i n g tine increase 
of .acreage under g r o u n d n u t bet
ween 1939 and 1945 (page 35 of his 
book ) . A c t u a l l y , t h e increase was 
m u c h m o r e r ad i ca l be tween 1935 and 
1939, and affected not c n l y g round
nut , bu t also castor, bu t Pavier 
i s in teres ted on ly in the increase in 
the la ter per iod since that appears 
to have been at least p a r t l y at the 
expense of foodgrains thereby t y i n g 
in w i t h h i s thesis of indJebtendness 
and l a n d al ienat ion. B u t between 
1935 and 1939 acreage unde r g ro
undnu t increased near ly th ree- fo ld , 
by 1,27,000 acres in Waraga l , and 
by 1,42,000 acres in Nalgonda. In 
contrast, the increase was on ly 
30,000 acres in W a r a n g a l and 
90,000 in Nalgonda, be tween 1939 
and 1945. Where d id th is increase 
come f rom? D i d the l and lords 
b r i n g i n t o c u l t i v a t i o n l a n d classi
f ied as ' cu l t ivab le waste' b u t actu
a l l y under the c u l t i v a t i o n of the 

poor, thereby d e p r i v i n g t h e m of 
l a n d ? Or d i d they g r ab the pa t l a 
land of peasants ? Before we come 
to e i t h e r conclusion, le t us note 
that compared to the 1 l a k h and 
odd increase in acreage under 
g roundnut , f a l l ow l a n d ( m u c h o f 
i t l andlords ' l and) r anged f r o m 3 
to 6 l a k h acres in W a r a n g a l and 4 
to 8 l a k h acres in Nalgonda . I n 
deed, consistently d u r i n g the th ree 
years 1935, 1939 and 1945, f a l l o w 
lands were larger in acreage t h a n 
c u l t u r a b l e wastes, on occasion even 
up to 4 t imes in magni tude . In N a l 
gonda b o t h cu l turab le wastes and 
f a l l o w l and , increased be tween 1935 
and 1939. Consequently, w i t h such 
amounts o f f a l low land on hand 
( r a n g i n g f r o m 7 to 20 per cent of 
to ta l su rveyed l and) i t i s d i f f i c u l t 
t o bel ieve t h a t t h e increase i n acre
age under g r o u n d n u t (2.5 per cent 
of surveyed land in W a r a n g a l and 
3.5 per cent in Nalgonda) must 
have enta i led aggressive a l ienat ion 
of peasants' land. The lands mono
polised by the Deshmukhs and 
other l and lo rds i n c l u d e d rocks, 
stones, bushes, forests, sandy was
tes, t ank beds, s t r eam beds, and 
o f course d r y l a n d a n d m a r g i n a l l y 
c u l t i v a b l e l and . M u c h o f i t was 
never cu l t iva ted . Speaking o f A d i -
labad, the anthropologis t H e i m e n -
dor f f ment ions t ha t t h e n o n - t r i b a l 
l and lords w h o grabbed thousands 
of acres of l and kep t n e a r l y 70 per 
cent of i t uncu l t i va t ed . The l and
lords o f Waranga l a n d Nalgonda 
were no d i f fe ren t . I f they w a n t e d 
to g r o w peanuts they cou ld have 
f o u n d p l e n t y o f sui table l a n d i n 
t he i r o w n possession. C o n t r a r y to 
Dhanagare 's assertion (apparen t ly 
his o w n inference f r o m Pavier ' s 
thesis), the l and lords never b r o 
ught ' ' a l l the f e l low l a n d under 
castor and g roundnut c u l t i v a t i o n " , 
nor even m u c h of i t . The landlords 
o f Telangana were p lundere r s i n 
w h o m i t i s d i f f i c u l t t o recognise 
the anesthetised capi ta l is t vers ion 
manufac tured b y B a r r y Pavier . 
T h e y l i v e d , not on p r o f i t , b u t on 
rent on monopolised land, and a 
v a r i e t y of feudal exactions, the 
most characterist ic of w h i c h is 
v e t t i , the bane of feuda l Te lan
gana. 

V e t t i 

V e t t i i s not bonded labour; i t s 
sanction l ies not in usur ious debt, 
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as in the case of debt-bondage, b u t 
i n cus tom a n d b r u t e force . I t i s 
not even corvee as unders tood in 
European feuda l i sm, w h e r e t h e 
peasant had to p e r f o r m l a b o u r 
service on the l and lo rd ' s f i e lds . 
V e t t i i nc luded that , but wen t w e l l 
beyond i t , A l l the t o i l i n g castes o f 
the v i l l age had to supp ly free of 
charge to the l a n d l o r d wha t eve r 
products o r services t h e y p r o d u 
ced. I w i l l no t describe i t i n de
t a i l since there is a good descr ip
t i o n i n Sundarayya 'a book. I n ad 
d i t i o n the l a n d l o r d w o u l d s i t i n 
j udgemen t over v i l l a g e disputes 
and col lect fines f r o m the offend
ing p a r t y (o f ten f r o m b o t h p a r 
t ies) . H e w o u l d d e m a n d gif ts f r o m 
the v i l l age r s on special occasions, 
and con t r i bu t i ons to the coat o f 
ce remonia l funct ions i n h i s f a m i l y . 
M o r e genera l ly , a n y t h i n g i n the 
v i l l a g e tha t a t t rac ted t h e l a n d 
lord 's eyes had to be handed over 
t o h i m . F r o m a l l these t h e r i c h 
peasants w e r e no m o r e exempt 
t h a n anybody else. Those w h o r e 
ca l l those days say tha t i t w a s 
not t he Deshmukh ' s m o n o p o l y o f 
the cap i ta l p r o v i d e d b y t he N i z a m 
tha t angered the r i c h peasants, 
b u t the fact that they, m o r e t h a n 
a n y b o d y else, we re l i k e l y to pos
sess th ings w h i c h t h e l a n d l o r d 
w o u l d grab . T h e y d i d n o t dare t o 
b u y a s t u r d y p a i r of bu l locks , 
b u i l d a good house, or even g r o w 
a l u s h c rop . P lunder , a n d no t p r o 
f i t , was the w a t c h w o r d o f t h e 
feudals of Telengana. borne est i 
ma te o f i ts m a g n i t u d e can be h a d 
f r o m recent experience. A f t e r t he 
s ta r t o f the K a r i m n a g a r peasant 
s t rugg le in the last decade, the 
people of some v i l l ages computed 
the amounts t h e i r l a n d l o r d h a d 
p lunde red f r o m t h e m i n th i s 
fashion, and c a m e u p w i t h totals 
l i k e Rs 2 to 3 l a k h ! Cons ide r ing 
t h a t K a r i m n a g a r ' s l and lo rds o f 
yester-years w o u l d l o o k p e t t y 
compared t o the l a n d l o r d s o f t h e 
for t ies , the amoun t s t he l a t t e r 
p l u n d e r e d can o n l y be guessed 
at. A l l the debts r eco rded i n K e -
sava Iyengar ' s repor ts w o u l d no t 
add u p t o a f r a c t i o n o f i t A n d 
w h a t connect ion t h i s l o o t ( e i t he r 
i n i t s magn i tude o r v a r i a t i o n ) h a d 
w i t h the i n t e r n a t i o n a l cap i ta l i s t 
crises i s ye t to be demonstra ted . 

These feudal exact ions and the 
f e u d a l t e n u r i a l re la t ions ( together 
w i t h bonded l abour , o r t h e bha-
gela sys tem) cons t i tu ted t h e t w i n 

oppressions t ha t c rushed the peo
p l e o f Te langana f o r about seven
t y years. W i t h o u t unders tand ing 
the na tu re , the cont radic t ions , a n d 
the dynamics o f t h i s oppression 
w e cannot under s t and t h e i m p a c t 
(however m u c h o r l i t t l e ) t ha t t he 
so-called i n t e r n a t i o n a l capi ta l i s t 
sys tem h a d on the economy o f 
Telangana. To take i t as a dogma 
tha t the o n l y dynamics i t c o u l d 
have i s w h a t the i n t e r n a t i o n a l sys
t e m i m p a r t e d i s o f l i t t l e use i n 
unde r s t and ing w h y Telangana 
happened.4 

I do n o t w i s h to comment on 
B a r r y Pavier ' s conclusions regard
i n g the f a i l u r e o f t h e m o v e m e n t 
The conclusions a re i n h e r e n t i n 
his premise since the premise is 
a c tua l l y deduced f r o m the conclu
sions. Perhaps the s i g n a l v i r t u e of 
Pavier ' s n o n - c o n t r i b u t i o n i s t o r e 
m i n d us tha t the j o b of under
s t and ing Telangana s t i l l r emains 
u n f i n i s h e d A l l t he books t h a t 
have appeared t i l l n o w are p a r t l y 
descr ip t ive a n d p a r t l y po lemica l , 
Pavier ' s i s no except ion , t h o u g h 
his po lemics i s d i f f e r en t f r o m 
those of the c o m m u n i s t leaders 
w h o preceded h i m , a n d t h e des
c r i p t i o n i s o f the k i n d t h a t w i l l 
impress u n i v e r s i t y - t r a i n e d i n t e l 
lectuals w h o are t augh t to bel ieve 
that o n l y those social r e l a t ions 
can change the w o r l d w h i c h are 
capable o f b e i n g t a b u l a t e d and 
s t a t i s t i ca l ly analysed. I n p re 
capi ta l is t societies, t he "relat ions 
tha t m e n enter i n t o in the social 
p r o d u c t i o n o f t h e i r l i f e " are i m 
mensely v a r i e d . M u c h o f i t r e 
mains in the m e m o r y o f those 
w h o l i v e d t h r o u g h those days, 
m a n y o f w h o m a r e s t i l l a round . 
We s h o u l d perhaps be g r a t e f u l to 
B a r r y Pav ie r fo r r e m i n d i n g us tha t 
they w i l l n o t b e a r o u n d f o r ever 
and at least n o w a serious a t t empt 
shou ld be made to unders tand 
Telangana. 

Notes 
[I am g ra t e fu l to A B o b b i l i f o r 
he lp fu l discussions.] 
1 ' 'Economic Inves t iga t ions in the 

H y d e r a b a d State, 1929-30". 
2 P Sundarayya , "Te langana 

People's S t rugg l e a n d I t s 
Lessons". 

3 The i n f o r m a t i o n g i v e n be low is 
t a k e n f r o m the Sta t i s t ica l Y e a r -
Books o f t h e H y d e r a b a d g o v e r n 
m e n t f o r t h e years F a s l i 1344, 
1348 a n d 1354 ( A D 1935, 1939 
a n d 1945). 

4 For example , t a k e t h e sharp i n 
crease in the acreage under 

cash crops be tween 1935 and 
1939. T h e ' o b v i o u s c a u s e i s t h e 
r e v i v a l o f w e i n t e r n a t i o n a l m a r -
k e t a f te r t h e depress ion o f t he 
ear ly t h i r t i e s . B u t a second l o o k 
a t t h e Yea r -Books r e f e r r ed to ear
ne r shows tha t t h e same per iod 
witnessed another r e m a r k a b l e 
change' Bertween 1935 a n d 1939 
the re was a massive r e sumpt ion 
of inams by the Nizam's gove
r n m e n t The area resumed was 
6,15,000 (abou t 80 per cent) in 
Warangal i and 6,75,000 acres 
about 84 per cent) in Nalgoncta, 

T h i s w a s o b v i o u s l y p r o m o t e d b y 
a desire to augment t he t rea
sury. N o w since the inams 
w e r e m a i n l y h e l d b y b i g l and
lords w h o k e p t m u c h o f their 
l a n d f a l l o w . the r e suc rp t ion i t 

f o l l o w e d B y g i v e n pattas t o pea
sants, w o u l d n a t u r a l l y g i v e r i se 
t o a n increase i n d r y - l a n d c u l t i 
v a t i o n . O f course, i t i s n o t m y 
con ten t ion t h a t t h i s i s w h a t r e a l 
t y happened. T h e r e i s n o t enough 
assertions. 

France's Austerity Measures 

F R A N C E has i n t r o d u c e d a broad 
range of aus t e r i ty measures to 
accompany the deva lua t ion of the 
F r e n c h f r a n c e i n connect ion w i t h 
t h e European M o n e t a r y Sys tem 
r e a l i g n m e n t of M a r c h 21 , 1983. 
T h e measures are expected to re 
duce domestic d e m a n d by some 
b i l l i o n francs a n d t o a lmos t ha lve 
t h e t r ade de f i c i t i n 1983, w h i l e 
b r i n g i n g i t i n t o balance b y the 
e n d o f 1984. The p r o g r a m m e also 
foresees a r e d u c t i o n in t h e Cen t r a l 
government ' s budget def ic i t , o r i -
ginailuy p u t at F 118 b i l l i o n for 
1983, by about F 20 b i l l i o n t h r o u g h 
a c o m b i n a t i o n of spending cubs 
a n d n e w taxes, i n c l u d i n g , i n par 
t i cu l a r , a n increase i n the d u t y o n 
gasol ine i n l i n e w i t h the decl ine 
i n o i l pr ices . I n a d d i t i o n , t h e d e f i 
c i t s o f p u b l i c enterpr ises a n d loca l 
au thor i t i e s are to be r educed by 
abou t F 11 b i l l i o n t h r o u g h i n 
creases in e l ec t r i c i t y , gas, te le 
phone, a n d r a i l ra tes o f an avera
ge of 8 per cent, and t h r o u g h s low
downs i n i nves tmen t a n d stock-
b u i l d i n g i n these sectors. T o h e l p 
f inance t h e socia l secur i ty system, 
the p l a n also p rov ides f o r the i n 
t r o d u c t i o n of a n e w l e v y of 1 per 
cen t on t a x a b l e incomes a n d for 
increases i n t h e duties o n alcoho
l i c beverages a n d tobacco. I n add i 
t i o n , the g o v e r n m e n t i s i n t r o d u c 
i n g a n u m b e r of measures i n t e n 
d e d to Increase savings, v o l u n t a r y 
a n d enforced. 
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