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THE BLOODSHED IN KA 3ted debate in India
concerning the causes of and pd S on 21 Octoberin
Delhi organized by the pro-Maoist C8 risoners was
entitled “Azadi (Freedom]—the Only d for “the right to
self-determination,” the keynote sp ati Roy and Syed Ali Shah
Geelani of the Islamist Tehreek-e tion to the dispute in
Kashmir was freedom for Jammu e conference, such as
Varavara Rao, speaking for the C sympathizers,
concurred. But Kashmiri mem ence, staging a
protest and later bringing char ound the same time, a
parliamentary delegation was se ent of three civil
society “interlocutors” by the Indian governmd the opinions of all
sections of the population in Indian-administe
Is “Azadi” indeed the only way to resol
socialists should have a clear position on thj
nationalisms with politics that offer th

ir? It is imperative that
 various contending
0 ent to develop.

Lenin and Luxemburg on the Rig

The debate between Lenin and Luxemburg Y ZE ion erupted in the
first decade of the twentieth century, wi [ usion of point #9 in
the program of the Social Democratic hich granted all nationalities the
right of self-determination, including ada.-s.ng,\ oving of point #7, which granted
full legal equality to all citizens witho , religion, race, or nationality, and
point #8, which granted the various ¥right to schools conducted in their own
languages at state expense and t eir languages at assemblies and in all state
and public functions, she insistg fle of socialists to nationality questions should
depend on the concrete circuny case, which would also change with time. She
pointed out that all ancient ci extremely mixed with respect to nationalities, and
quoted Kautsky to the effect tha¥ Buddhist, Christian, and Muslim cultures were not
national but international; therefore, Stating that all “nationalities” had the right to form their
own states was impractical. Most important, she pointed out that, “In a class society, ‘the
nation” as a homogeneous socio-political entity does not exist. Rather, there exist within each
nation, classes with antagonistic interests and ‘rights’... There can be no talk of a collective
and uniform will, of the self-determination of the ‘nation’ in a society formed in such a
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manner,” and in cases where the interests of the proletariat were directly opposed to those of
the "nation” (for example, Jewish workers versus Zionist nationalists), the formula could
result in imposing on work il of the ruling class.? However, she conceded that
socialists were dut
another.
In 1914, Leni
nationalism in Poland
although it is this nationalis
nationalism that is more feudal th3
to the proletarian struggle.” He cont
form an independent state is a mattg
factors. Without attempting idle ‘g
the right of the Ukraine to form s g conceded to Luxemburg
that, “the important thing for the ent of its class. For the
bourgeoisie it is important to haglo ims of its ‘own’ nation
before those of the proletariat. \ so to speak, to the
negative demand for recognition ut giving guarantees
to any nation, and without undertaking to give another nation.” In
other words, the proletariat recognizes the rig determination, but
does not guarantee to support the exercise of r case, especially if it
happens to be at the expense of another natig rmulation, that the
attitude of socialists to nationality questiong rete circumstances of
each case, is clearer and more sensj
Lenin’s confused (and confu
acceptance of Stalin’s later monocul

“Carried away by the struggle against
Baaabion o] of the Great Russians,

[me. Itis a

le to democracy and

ple, is destined to

a thousanhd unpredictable

ing that is beyond doubt:

is implicit

n is a historically
0 guage, territory,
economic life, and psychological make-up gon Such a formulation
suggests that socialists should support wit ommon language,
territory, economic life, and culture to s parate state. This is the confusion
that led many socialists, including Tro e right of the Liberation Tigers of
Tamil Eelam (LTTE]) to form a separa | Lanka, regardless of the fact that it
led to massacres, the ethnic clean bnd Sinhalese, the murder of socialists, and
tore apart workers who had suc united resistance to a predatory state in
1953.° It is also what prevented sts from mounting a principled campaign
against Partition, as we shall 4

In Lenin’s more mature

the struggle for democracy and 3%

1916, he linked the right of self-determination to
Blonialism and national oppression. He explained,

[Jlust as socialism cannot be victorious unless it introduces complete

democracy, so the proletariat will be unable to prepare for victory over the
bourgeoisie unless it wages a many-sided, consistent and revolutionary
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struggle for democracy.... The proletariat of the oppressing nations... must
demand the right of political secession for the colonies and for the nations
that “its owp patigggppresses.... The Socialists of the oppressed nations,
on thg icularly fight for and maintain complete,
absol 2al) between the workers of the oppressed
essing nation....[And in the case of ] the
semi-co(® ' e aggd all the colonies...
the bourgeois= ‘ gun, or are far
from having been co
unconditional and imm
compensation—and thj ession signifies
nothing more nor lesg
determination—but
revolutionary eleme
national liberationg
need be, their re
oppress them.®

ements for
lion—and if
bwers that

ocratic revolutions in
on of one nation by

in oppressing
Supporting reactionary,
ceded that unity
hined.

2 There are still
countries like Iraqg, Afghanistan, and Palesti : and immediate and

Luxemburg did not realize the importance of s
the colonies, but she did agree it was necessa
another. Lenin, initially preoccupied only wit
countries, eventually took on board Luxem}
anti-socialist, and anti-democratic fgg [

unconditional liberation, but even in thesg en only to the “more
revolutionary elements in the bourgeoi nt f lonal liberation.” As for
secession from a bourgeois-democrati ( culate that where a community is

being persecuted in such a state, the pj ocialists would be to wage a united
struggle against the political forces g ersecution, supported by socialists
internationally; only where such a g Esible might it be necessary to support the
right to secede, and even then, s given only to a group that stands for
democracy. Both Luxemburg aj ave been aghast at the thought of socialists
supporting the nationalism of ke the LTTE. Let us not forget that both were
opposed to all forms of nationd Osit a false unity of interest between workers and
capitalists, while inducing worke and die fighting workers of other nations in the
interests of their own ruling class. Nationalism that is linked to a particular ethnic, linguistic,
or religious group is even more reactionary, because it destroys solidarity between workers
within a country as well. Its forcible homogenization of those within the group and “othering”
of those who are different make it a fertile breeding-ground for fascism.
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The most important conclusion is that interpreting “the right to self-determination” as
the right to form a separate nation-state, and then converting support for it into a timeless
imperative, valid for all tipe i all circumstances, is completely un-Marxist. At a certain
point in history, arg o, it was proclaimed—and challenged—as a way of
combating nationa oppressor nations. The common ground shared
by Lenin and Luxe il stand on today, comprises opposition to
nationalism and oppre gablag for democracy and workers’
solidarity.

Independence and Partition

The Kashmir issue cannot be adeq
history, since at critical junctures
demand for partition of British Ina
Pakistan and Bangladesh), and jjs
analysis of the causes of Partit
can be made. Initially, leaders o
National Congress, allowed dual membershig
Only in December 1938 did it reverse itself ang
“communal.”” Both the Hindu Mahasabha and
Muslims constitute separate nations, and eve
preceded Partition. While Congress ideolog
did enough to combat it. Indeed, Ga
politics might have contributed to i
during the reign of the Hindu god/kin
Khilafat (a movement led by reactionary cle
Caliph following Turkey’s defeat in World [ ht have reinforced
the fascistic forces that still plague Indi fIch politics conspired with
the British attempts at encouraging co
What about the Communist Par
ideology, but got fatally confused by
by its Central Committee in Septeng

g with the Left's own
ely supported the
(later divided into
ives. A detailed
some observations
ion, the Indian

g or Muslim League.
izations as

that Hindus and

ize the bloodbath that
ognized the danger nor
hxing religion and
ythical golden age
' gnd support for

ctermination.” In the resolution passed
ared that:

Every section of tj
homeland, com

hich has a contiguous territory as its

adition, common language, culture,
psychological ma3 mon economic life would be recognized as a
distinct nationality ™ ght to exist as an autonomous state within the free
Indian union or federation and will have the right to secede from it if it may so
desire.... Thus, free India would be a federation or union of autonomous states of
the various nationalities such as the Pathans, Western Punjabis (dominantly
Muslims), Sikhs, Sindhis, Hindustanis, Rajasthanis, Gujaratis, Bengalis,
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Assamese, Biharis, Oriyas, Andhras, Tamils, Karnatakis, Maharashtrians,

Malayalees, etc....

2eation of rights in as much as it concedes to every nationality

Are, to nationalities having Muslim faith, the right of

of secession, can form the basis for unity

d the League. For this would give to the
g0 0Lty in @ contiguous territory

: states and even to

5 of the Eastern and

g majority, they

A the state of Bengal or may

gncedes the just essence of

e separatist theory of

which is their e
separate if they so d®
Northern districts of Bé
may form themselves |
form a separate statg
the Pakistan deman
dividing India into t

Thus a dogmatic application of
determination combined with St3
essence of the Pakistan demand” instead of r
the basis of religion.

e right to self-
praise the “just
ation of a nation on

The Kashmir Dispute

At Independence, there were hundr
either India or Pakistan. Jammu an
them. Soon after the formal declarat in
invaded and started looting and killing non-}
Muslim, it was expected to join Pakistan,
instrument of accession to India. This a
the invaders. In 1948, the UN called for
auspices to allow the people of Jamm
wanted to be part of India or Pakista
Pakistani forces did not withdraw,
So hostile military forces of the t
Control [LoC], and the state of
blatant violations of the demo

the option of joining
both, was one of

, 1947, tribesmen
its population was
i Singh, signed an

/ to r the state to chase out
re and a plebiscite under its own

fver took place, at first because
tedly—because India refused to cooperate.
ained facing each other across the Line of
mir has remained occupied and divided, with
s people by both occupying powers. From the
late 1980s, the security forces nistered Kashmir have had a shameful record of
rape, torture, and murder. The i parted by laws like the Armed Forces Special
Powers Act, the Jammu & Kashmir Public Safety Act and the Disturbed Areas Act has
encouraged such criminality by making it all but impossible to prosecute security force
personnel who commit these crimes, while the high density of these forces on the ground also
increases the likelihood of human rights violations.
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One response by Kashmiris has been to fight for a separate state, independent from
both India and Pakistan; for example, the Jammu Kashmir Liberation Front was formed in
1977, with the agenda of ' cular, democratic, federal, independent state of Jammu
and Kashmir.” But l, and the JKLF in particular, are badly divided,
with allegations th kh or even controlled by the intelligence agencies
of Pakistan and Indi

Indian nationall
present among sections w
problem.™ Their assertion that
boundaries are god-given and any q
view the horrific atrocities committe
allegation of sedition against spea
their hysterical outburst against t
any solution to the problem requi
clear that they are not open to a
and simply breathing fire and
manifest, if semi-conscious, str

The Pakistani nationalist stance mirro
separatists of Pakistan-administered Azad Ka
elections by a stipulation of Act 74, which stat
AK without taking oath of allegiance to Kash
clause nationalists of Azad Kashmir were k
a strong pro Pakistan structure whi
walks of life.”"™ As in the case of th
the democratic rights of Kashmiris.

ajor part of the
ugh India’s national
es to mask from
dian security forces. Their
tioning this dogma, and
ors for suggesting that
t of Pakistan, make it
ot disputed territory
e conflictis a

t conflict.

. Thus Kashmiri

m the process of
ections of any kind in
"... Because of this
and Pakistan has built
ationalists in all

e little concern for

Kashmir and the Indian Left

s became clear in the course of
te speaker invited to represent the
ani, whose politics has all the

er Sikand points out in a recent article on
ani "Muslims are a community/nation (quam)
ues,

The Left itself in India has no unified po
the debate that followed the meeting o
Kashmiri people at this meeting was
elements of ethno-religious nation
Geelani's book, Kashmir: Nava-e
wholly separate from the Hind

[Geelani] equate dus, overlooking the fact that India’s Muslim
population outnum of Pakistan. He projects Muslims (as he does
Hindus) as a monolithic, homogeneous community, defined by a singular
interpretation of religion, and bereft of cultural, ethnic and other divisions. He
depicts Muslims as radically different from Hindus, and as allegedly having
nothing at all in common with them.™

www.platypus1917.org



This is an extreme right-wing ideology, which, as Geelani himself recognizes, shares the "two-
nation” theory with Hind
This reactiog
this tendency, Asi
thrown acid and pai
separatist leader Abd
to stay out of Kashmir, and™® ) hen Lone was
murdered by Pakistan-backed mi ajjad blamed the
ISI'” and Geelani was chased away fr tist leaders were
terrorized into silence. Only very rec open admissions
that separatist leaders who were e d by the Indian state were
actually murdered by militants."”
How could anyone on the L
agenda as Geelani’s (a mirror irg
Arundhati Roy has done? Why ¢

underlined by the activities of another member of
ation Dukhteran-e-Millat, members of which have
arce them to wear the veil. Andrabi warned

h such a reactionary

m with him as
hshmiri independence
ng Kashmir, given
Pakistani state?

ere is not even an

for freedom from
kistani socialists
fighting against Islamism. This is what alloy gan of “Azadi” with
someone like Geelani, who, from th oC, stands for their
continued enslavement.? Roy, que fomeone implicated
even Nelson Mandela,

Indeed, in the statements of the pro-Maoist se
acknowledgement of the Kashmiris on the oth

who was serving a 27-year jail sentence imp hen in 1977 that
same state murdered Steve Biko, was soj ' ‘s death!?' It did not
occur to her that silencing by murder a i are differentis the

hallmark of authoritarian politics. Nor g
killing leaders protesting against foreig
determination.”

The premise of the section g
unconditional support for all parjg
the sense of secession, regard
nation: “The root of the Kash

t that associates itself with Geelani is

e right of nations to self-determination in
cs, and acceptance of Stalin’s definition of a
oppression but identity. Kashmiris don’t see
themselves as Indian.”? Thus ned in terms of “identity,” presumably
encompassing a common languay ory, economy, culture, and history, as in Stalin’s
definition. According to this view, the people of Kashmir constitute a nation, and are therefore
entitled to self-determination, defined as the right to form their own nation-state. The desire
and right to fight for a separate nation-state are given in their feeling that they are different
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from Indians, and this would be so even if they were not oppressed by the Indian state and
enjoyed all democratic rights (which, of course, is not the case at present).

However, even in tecmaegfa dogmatic application of Lenin’s formula, there is a problem
here. Minority comg snistered Jammu and Kashmir, who constitute
around one third o 2ain with India,” and some of these, like the
Ladakhis, would th€ L according to Stalin’s definition. So Kashmiri
“self-determination” W e aiation. or entail further partitions
on ethnic lines. It is revealing gven ask themselves
why Ladakhis—who belong to an % and cannot therefore
be accused of Hindu majoritarianis om India. This
suggests that these communities feg hey wolld in a separate
Kashmir that they fear would be Is tion the monolithic
Kashmiri “identity,” as a result of ves as Indian”?

Left supporters of Kashmi ably shift over to
support for an independent Kasj conceivable. What is
not conceivable, however, is th Nisxe R r Kashmir, which is
shared by many others, as the s chant st.? But he is only one
current out of many, the answer goes: “Let a He what the people
want!"? This is dangerously naive, not least bé elieve in constituent
assemblies. When the Left in Iran (the largest ed on Khomeini's
bandwagon, they no doubt had the same illusy broad-based popular
movement against the Shah to come to pow ecimate the Left. As
Maziar Behrooz, the author of Rebel 41 Iran, points out, the
loss of women'’s rights was the mo Revolution.” A

similar outcome in Kashmir cannot b /IN India insists on
jumping on the Islamist bandwagon by invitig rson of “Azadi” and
describing him as “the tallest, most respg ash pendence
struggle.”?” If this is true, what does it s e

for secession and sees

e first tendency, which provides

he right to national self-

hat is highly conditional and selective.

s demanded by the vast majority of the
romise that it will result in less oppression and
nd democracy. Selective in the sense that even
where the vast majority want t eign occupation, as in Afghanistan, reactionary,
authoritarian groups like the Tal™ d not be supported. “Self-determination” should
mean the right of people to determine their own lives, and the Taliban most emphatically does
not stand for that. There are groups in Afghanistan like the Revolutionary Association of the
Women of Afghanistan, which have chosen the courageous option of fighting against both the
U.S./NATO occupation and the Taliban, and it is such groups that should receive support. Tamil

Another position on the Left reje
democracy as the only justification for
unconditional support to any group ¢
determination, the second group pg
Conditional on the premise that 3
population in the territory clairg
bloodshed, and in greater free
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democracy activists decided they had to oppose both the Sri Lankan state and the LTTE: a
difficult and dangerous option, but the only one that allowed them to fight for democracy and
workers’ solidarity.

The requirery
between organizat
complied with by h
Centre, which is affilia
federation with its headqua
workers.”

Re oppressed country maintain complete unity

e oppressed and oppressing “nations” has been

ers in the Jammu and Kashmir Trade Union
Baabaaai 0 dependent Left trade union

emands of Kashmiri

Moving Forward

Kashmiri “self-

ary meaning of “azadi”
eports from Kashmir—
bound to support this
b for barbarism.” The
s killed by Indian
hd-based campaign
bmmit human rights

b for the punishment of
gose with command

the presence of

2nt and trade across

While Indian socialists are under |
determination” based on appeals
expressed in numerous fact-fingd
namely, freedom from oppres
demand. One atrocity after anot hout 3
heart-rending appeal to the people of India b
security forces recently—"Please feel our pai
demanding the repeal of legislation that allow
abuses with impunity. The Left should spear
security force personnel who have committ
responsibility. Such a campaign mu
security forces, the release of polit
the LoC.

The campaign should include the derg
sides of the LoC. Demanding demilitarizay
even desirable, if it facilitates the activitj
a campaign would require working wit
Pakistan itself as demanded by the prigss
military and militants on both sides g
would have the space and opportu
see if they can agree on a vision g

To sum up: The section g
of the Kashmiri “nation” to se

f Kashmir on both
ither realistic nor

B Li ose who killed Lone. Such
-administered Kashmir and

he people of Jammu and Kashmir
ebate, and negotiate among themselves to

E accepted by the overwhelming majority.
demanding unconditional support for the right
in the sense of secession from India, remains
narrowly India-centric (althoud ot pro), and fails even to acknowledge that
Kashmir will not be “free” if Indi3 Ws because it is also occupied by Pakistan. Moreover,
such unconditional support requires that Islamist elements also be seen as worthy of support,
ignoring their extreme right-wing character, or the fact that they stand for a Kashmir as
oppressive as the present dispensation.
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By contrast, a more internationalist section of the Left sees that the imbroglio in
Kashmir is part of the tragic Legacy of Partition, and cannot be resolved unless that whole
legacy is addressed. It rej " as the basis for state-formation, and insists that a
viable Kashmiri st porities in advance that they will enjoy security,
equality, and dem ocracy to "self-determination” is surely a
contradiction in ter by Partltlon would involve a sustained drive
to eradicate Hindutva, ] and Kashmir; it would
include the difficult and da ratic state in
Pakistan. In addition it would req m throughout the
subcontinent. A South Asian Union d democracy both
within and between its constituent s more conducive to the
resolution of the Kashmir dispute | is a goal that socialists
throughout the region can work t
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