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To Comrade D.N. Aidit
I have received your letter of January 13, 1953. I did not intend to reply to you, as I thought that
it was possible to put this off until our next meeting. But later I learnt that your comrades were
expecting an answer. Therefore I have decided to reply without waiting until we meet.
1. The Peasant Question.
It is a welcome fact that there are no longer any disagreement between us on the peasant
question. But I think that there should not only be no disagreement between us, but no
misunderstandings at all on this question. I have in mind one passage in your letter, which says;
“we will make the work among the peasants, that is, the abolishment of feudalism as our main
work.” This sentence may give rise to misunderstanding, since people may think that in
Indonesia there exists full, 100 percent, feudalism; which of course, is incorrect. During our talk,
I already said that there is not, and cannot be, 100 percent feudalism in Indonesia, just as there
was not in Russia before the October Revolution in 1917, just as there was not in China or other
people’s Democracies before the beginning of the anti-feudal revolution.
It may be asked, to what extent did feudalism actually exist then in those countries and what
exists now in Indonesia? There was, of course, not 100 percent feudalism there, but there were
important and onerous survival of feudalism. The Russian Communists spoke of the survivals of
feudalism when they roused the peasants against the landlords in 1917. The survivals of
feudalism were also mentioned during the carrying out of the “agrarian reform”. I think that the
same thing is taking place in Indonesia, therefore, in drafting the programme, the formula about
the abolition of feudalism should be replaced by the formula about the abolition of the survivals
of feudalism, as being more exact.
Of course, in some articles and letters the formula of the abolition of feudalism is sometimes
used and this does not always arouse objection. When, however, it is a question of drafting a
programme, it is necessary to be quite exact and precisely for this reason preference should be
given to the formula about the abolition of the survivals of feudalism.
The question arises: what are these survivals of feudalism, what is their essence?
They are, in the first place, the actually existing right of the big landowners to monopoly
possessions of the land cultivated by the peasants, the majority of the peasants being unable in
view of their poverty – to own land and therefore being compelled to rent land from the
landowners on any terms (“monopoly right” of the landowners to the land under feudalism).
They are, in the second place, payments to the landlords of rent in kind, which constitutes a
considerable proportion of the peasant harvest and which leads to the impoverishment of the
majority of the peasants (“obligation of payment in kind” under feudalism).
They are, in the third place, the system of rent in the form of labour on the landlords’ estates,
carried out with the aid of primitive peasant equipment, which puts the majority of the peasants,
is the position of serfs (Corvee” under feudalism).

They are, finally, a dense network of debts, enmeshing the majority of the peasants, making them
insolvent debtors and putting them in the position of slaves in relation to the land-owners (“debt
slavery” under feudalism).
The consequences of all these survivals of feudalism are well-known: technical backwardness of
agriculture, impoverishment of the majority of the peasants, contraction of the internal market,
impossibility of industrialising the country.
Hence, the immediate task of the Communists is to eliminate the survivals of feudalism, to
develop the anti-feudal agrarian revolution, to transfer without compensation the landowner’s
land to the peasants as their private property.
The question arises: does not temporarily renouncing the nationalisation of the land and the
division of the landowners’ lands among the peasants as their private property mean renouncing
socialist prospects in the development of agriculture? No, it does not.
In Russia it was possible and necessary to proceed to the nationalisation of the land by a direct
route and not through the division of the landowners’ lands, since favourable conditions for this
existed there, viz: a) the principle of private property in land did not obtain due popularity and
was even undermined among the majority of the peasants owing to the presence in Russia of the
peasant commune with its periodical re-division of land; b) the peasant themselves, the majority
of them, considered that “the land belongs to no one, the land belongs to God, but the fruits of
the earth should belong to those who labour on the land”; c) the strongest workers’ party in the
country, the Bolshevik Leninist Party, which enjoyed confidence among the peasants, stood for
nationalisation, conducted propaganda for nationalisation of the land; d) the strongest peasants’
party in the country, the Socialist-Revolutionary Party, in spite of its petty-bourgeois and kulak
nature, also stood for nationalisation, and conducted propaganda for nationalisation of the land.
All this created a favourable situation for carrying out nationalisation of the land in Russia.
The situation was different in the People’s Democracies. These favourable conditions not
only did not exist there, but, on the contrary, the principle of private property in land became so
rooted in the life of the peasants that they did not conceive of the agrarian revolution in any other
form than that of the division of the landowners’ estates into private property. As regards the
slogan of nationalisation of the land, the peasants’ attitude to it was one either of indifference or
of great distrust, because they believed that nationalisation of the land means an attempt to take
away from the peasant owners the land that they owned. Consequently, it was necessary in those
countries to proceed to the nationalisation of the land and to socialist prospects in the
development of agriculture, not directly but in a round-about way – through the division of the
landowners’ lands.
Seven or eight years have passed since the agrarian revolution in the People’s
Democracies of Europe. What did the division of the landowners’ lands lead to there in this
period, what results did it produce? It should be noted first of all that the agrarian revolution did
not put a stop to the differentiation of the peasantry there, but, on the contrary, has intensified it
recently, by dividing the peasantry into three groups the poor peasants (the majority), middle
peasant (25-30 per cent), kulaks (5-10 per cent). Further, the poor peasants became convinced
that the land alone, which they received as a result of the agrarian revolution, was insufficient for

any considerable improvement of their material position, that for this they needed also livestock
and equipment, sufficient quantities of seeds and agricultural machinery. The peasants, however,
experienced a great lack of all these things. Hence the working peasants came to the conclusion
that it was necessary to combine the small land holdings of the peasants and their equipment in a
single large-scale co-operative farm on a large area of land and to require the assistance of the
state in the form of tractors, combines and other agricultural machinery. In other words, the
working peasants in those countries took the path of collective farms, the path of socialist
development.
As regards nationalisation of the land it is being prepared and beginning to be carried out
in those countries in a rather peculiar way, namely, by promulgating a series of separate laws
restricting the right to private ownership of land and making difficult or even altogether
prohibiting the sale and purchase of land. This is the path towards nationalisation of the land.
Such are the results of the agrarian revolution and the division of the landowners’ lands
in the People’s Democracies of Europe.
It is this path China is taking too.
I think that the same thing will happen in Indonesia after the victory of the agrarian
revolution there.
2. The National Front.
Of course, if the Communist Party is so weak that it is incapable of simultaneously taking
up both the organisation of an alliance of the workers and peasants and of the creation of a
national front then it will have to choose between these two social undertakings and concentrate
its forces on the organisation of an alliance of the workers and peasants as the more important
task. But such a contingency cannot be considered in any way desirable. It would be desirable,
on the contrary, for the Party to gain the possibility of building simultaneously both the alliance
of the workers and peasants and the National Front. In this connection it should be borne in mind
that the National Front is certainly essential and important for a successful struggle not only
against the internal reaction but also against the foreign menace.
Hence my advice is: in organising the alliance of the workers and peasants on the basis of
a revolutionary agrarian programme you should take up at the same time the improvement and
strengthening of the united National Front so that the Communist Party will acquire in time a
leading position within this front.
3. For the rest, your letter does not call for any comment.
With Communist greetings,
J. Stalin
February 16, 1953
Original typed text in English.
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mvgšÍev‡`i Ae‡kl I RvZxq d«›U cÖm‡½ Kg‡iW wW. Gb. AvBw`Z Gi Kv‡Q †jLv Kg‡iW ÷¨vwj‡bi wPwV
(16B †deªæqvix, 1953)
f~wgKv
GB wPwVwU B‡›`v‡bwkqvi KwgDwb÷ cvwU©i Kg©m~Px cybwj©L‡bi mv‡_ m¤úwK©Zfv‡e Kg‡iW ÷¨vwjb Ges Kg‡iW wW. Gb.
AvBw`‡Zi g‡a¨ `xN© cÎvjv‡ci GKwU Ask| GB wPwV‡Z ÷¨vwjb AvBw`‡Zi GK wPwVi Rev‡e B‡›`v‡bwkqvq mvgšÍev` we‡ivax
bvwK mvgšÍ Ae‡kl we‡ivax Kg©m~Px MÖnY Kiv cÖ‡qvRb †mB welqwU wb‡q ¸iæZ¡c~Y© Av‡jvPbv K‡i‡Qb| †Kvb cðvrc` †`‡k
mvgšÍev` KZUzKz we`¨gvb _vK‡j †m †`‡ki KwgDwb÷ cvwU©i Kg©m~Px Kxfv‡e wba©viY Kiv cÖ‡qvRb †mB welqwU wZwb GB
wPwV‡Z Zz‡j a‡ib| †mUv Ki‡Z †h‡q wZwb 1917 mv‡ji A‡±vei wecø‡ei Av‡M iæk‡`‡k Ges cieZ© x‡Z c~e© BD‡iv‡ci
†`kmg~n I Px‡b wecø‡ei cÖv°v‡j mvgšÍev‡`i Ae¯’v I K…l‡Ki f~wgKvi Dci cÖvmw½K Av‡jvPbv K‡ib| †mB mv‡_ KwgDwb÷
wecøex‡`i †bZ…‡Z¡ cðvrc` †`‡k mKj mv¤ªvR¨ev`-mvgšÍev` we‡ivax RvZxq MYZvwš¿K kw³i mgš^‡q RvZxq d«›U cÖ‡kœI wZwb
Av‡jvKcvZ K‡ib|
evsjv‡`kmn `wÿY Gwkqvi mKj †`‡k RbMYZvwš¿K wecø‡ei Kg©m~Px, jÿ¨ I †KŠkj wba©vi‡Y GB Av‡jvPbv ¸iæZ¡c~Y© f~wgKv
ivL‡e Ñ †mB we‡ePbv †_‡K Avgiv ms¯‹…wZ-i GB msL¨vq Kg‡iW ÷¨vwj‡bi †mB wPwVi evsjv Abyev` cÖKvk KiwQ|
Kg‡iW wW. Gb. AvBw`Z Gi cÖwZ
Avwg Avcbvi †jLv 13B Rvbyqvix, 1953 Zvwi‡Li cÎLvbv †c‡qwQ| Avgv‡`i cieZ©x mvÿvr ch©šÍ Szwj‡q ivLv †h‡Z cv‡i
†f‡e Avcbvi wPwVi DËi †`Iqvi B”Qv Avgvi wQj bv| wKš‘ c‡i Avwg Rvb‡Z †c‡iwQ †h, Avcbv‡`i Kg‡iWiv GKwU DËi
Avkv KiwQ‡jb| AZGe Avgv‡`i mvÿvr ch©šÍ A‡cÿv bv K‡i Avwg DËi †`Iqvi wm×všÍ wb‡qwQ|
1. K…lK cÖkœ
GUv GKwU ¯^vMZ‡hvM¨ mZ¨ †h K…lK cÖ‡kœ Avgv‡`i g‡a¨ Avi †Kvb gZ‡f` †bB| wKš‘ Avwg g‡b Kwi Avgv‡`i g‡a¨
ïaygvÎ gZ‡f`B †h _vKv DwPr bq, Zv-B bv, GgbwK GB cÖ‡kœ †Kvb fzj †evSveywSI _vKv DwPr bq| Avcbvi wPwVi GKwU
¯ÍeK Avgvi g‡b †ek `vM †K‡U‡Q, †hLv‡b ejv Av‡Q; “K…lK‡`i g‡a¨ Avgiv KvR Kie, A_©vr, Avgv‡`i cÖavb KvR wn‡m‡e
mvgšÍev‡`i Aemvb NUv‡bvi KvRwU Avgiv Kie|” GB evK¨wU fzj †evSveywSi Rb¥ w`‡Z cv‡i, †h‡nZz †jv‡K g‡b Ki‡Z cv‡i
†h B‡›`v‡bwkqvq kZKiv 100 fvM mvgšÍev` we`¨gvb, hv Avm‡jB mwVK bq| Avgv‡`i g‡a¨ Avjvc Av‡jvPbvi mgq Avwg
GiB g‡a¨ e‡jwQ †h B‡›`v‡bwkqvq kZKiv 100 fvM mvgšÍev` †bB Ges †mUv _vK‡ZI cv‡i bv, †hgb 1917 mv‡j ivwkqvq
A‡±vei wecø‡ei Av‡M wQj bv, †hgb Pxb Ges Ab¨vb¨ RbMYZvwš¿K †`‡kI mvgšÍev` we‡ivax wecøe ïiæ nIqvi Av‡M Zv wQj
bv|
cÖkœ Kiv †h‡Z cv‡i Ime †`‡k †m mg‡q mvgšÍev` cÖK…Zc‡ÿ Kx gvÎvq weivRgvb wQj Ges eZ©gvb ch©v‡q
B‡›`v‡bwkqvq Zv Kx gvÎvq weivRgvb Av‡Q? †mLv‡b kZKiv 100 fvM mvgšÍev` Aek¨B wQj bv, wKš‘ †mLv‡b mvgšÍev‡`i
¸iæZ¡c~Y© Ges RwUj Ae‡kl wQj| 1917 mv‡j iæk KwgDwb÷iv hLb f~¯^vgx‡`i weiæ‡× K…lK‡`i Av‡›`vwjZ KiwQ‡jb ZLb
Zuviv mvgšÍev‡`i Ae‡kl m¤ú‡K© K_v e‡j‡Qb| “K…wl ms¯‹vi” mvab Kivi mgqI mvgšÍev‡`i Ae‡k‡li welqwU D‡jøL Kiv
n‡qwQj| Avgvi g‡b nq †h B‡›`v‡bwkqv‡ZI GKB e¨vcvi NU‡Q| ZvB welqwU‡K AviI mywbw`©ó Kivi Rb¨ Kg©m~Pxi Lmov
iPbvi mgq mvgšÍev` D‡”Q‡`i dg©~jvi RvqMvq mvgšÍev‡`i Ae‡kl D‡”Q‡`i dg©~jv Øviv Zv cÖwZ¯’vwcZ Kiv `iKvi|
Aek¨ †Kvb †Kvb cÖeÜ Ges wPwV‡Z mvgšÍev` D‡”Q‡`i dg©~jv KL‡bv KL‡bv e¨envi Kiv n‡q‡Q Ges me mg‡q Gi
Kvi‡Y †Kvb AvcwËI DÌvwcZ nqwb| GLb †h‡nZz GUv GKUv Lmov Kg©m~Px iPbvi cÖkœ, ZvB G Kvi‡Y mvgšÍev‡`i Ae‡k‡li
dg©~jv D‡”Q‡`i welqwU‡K ¸iæZ¡ †`IqvUv LyeB h_v_© I mywbw`©ó nIqv cÖ‡qvRb|
cÖkœ Av‡m: mvgšÍev‡`i GB Ae‡kl¸‡jv Kx, Zv‡`i cÖK…Z A_©B ev Kx?
cÖ_gZt †mme n‡”Q K…lK KZ©„K Avev`K…Z f~wgi Dci eo f~¯^vgx‡`i we`¨gvb GK‡PwUqv gvwjKvbvi cÖK…Z AwaKvi,
`vwi‡`ªi Kvi‡Y AwaKvsk K…l‡Ki Rwgi gvwjK n‡Z Aÿg nIqv Ges †m Kvi‡Y †h †Kvb k‡Z© f~¯^vgxi KvQ †_‡K Rwg eM©v
wb‡Z eva¨ nIqv (mvgšÍev‡`i Aax‡b Rwgi Dci f~¯^vgxi “GK‡PwUqv AwaKvi”)|
wØZxqZt f~¯^vgx‡K dm‡j LvRbv †kva Ki‡Z nq, hv K…l‡Ki Drcv`‡bi GKwU eo Ask Øviv MwVZ Ges hv AwaKvsk
K…lK‡K `vwi‡`ªi w`‡K †V‡j †`q| (mvgšÍev‡`i Aax‡b “dm‡j LvRbv cwi‡kv‡ai eva¨evaKZv”)|

Z…ZxqZt f~¯^vgxi Rwg‡Z cÖvPxb hš¿cvwZi mvnv‡h¨ kÖg`vb wn‡m‡e LvRbv cÖ_v AwaKvsk K…lK‡K f~wg`v‡mi ch©v‡q
†eu‡a iv‡L (mvgšÍev‡`i Aax‡b “Corvee”)|
P~ovšÍ wePv‡i, Gme wKQz AwaKvsk K…lK‡K †eu‡a †djvi GK Nb F‡Yi we¯Í…Z Rvj Qvov Avi wKQzB bq, hv Zv‡`i‡K
A¯^”Qj GK FYMÖ¯’ Rx‡e cwiYZ K‡i iv‡L Ges f~wg gvwjKvbvi KvVv‡gvi g‡a¨ Zv‡`i‡K `vm K‡i iv‡L (mvgšÍev‡`i Aax‡b
“FY `vmZ¡”)|
mvgšÍev‡`i GB mKj Ae‡k‡li djvdj LyeB Rvbv e¨vcvi: K…wli cÖhyw³MZ cðvrc`Zv, AwaKvsk K…l‡Ki `vwi`ª ,
Avf¨šÍixY evRv‡ii ms‡KvPb, Avi †`‡ki wkívqb Am¤¢e nIqv|
AZGe KwgDwb÷‡`i Riæix KZ©e¨ n‡jv mvgšÍev‡`i Ae‡kl mg~n wbg©~j Kiv, mvgšÍ-we‡ivax K…wl wecø‡ei weKvk
mvab, f~¯^vgxi Rwg webv ÿwZc~i‡Y e¨w³ gvwjKvbvaxb m¤úwË wn‡m‡e K…l‡Ki Kv‡Q n¯ÍvšÍi|
cÖkœ I‡V: mvgwqKfv‡e Rwgi RvZxqKiY evwZj Kiv Ges e¨w³ gvwjKvbvaxb m¤úwË wn‡m‡e K…l‡Ki g‡a¨ f~¯^vgxi
Rwg e›Ub K…wli AMÖMwZi †ÿ‡Î mgvRZvwš¿K `„wó‡KvY‡K cwiZ¨vM Kiv bq? bv, †mUv Ki‡j KwgDwb÷ `„wó‡KvY cwiZ¨vM Kiv
nq bv|
†h‡nZz †mLv‡b AbyK~j cwiw¯’wZ weivR KiwQj, ZvB iæk‡`‡k Rwgi RvZxqKiY Kiv mivmwi c‡_ m¤¢e Ges cÖ‡qvRb
wQj Ges f~¯^vgxi Rwg e›U‡bi gva¨‡g bq, †hgb: K) ivwkqv‡Z ch©vqµwgK Rwgi cybe©›Ub cÖ_vmn K…lK KwgDb Dcw¯’Z _vKvi
Kvi‡Y Rwgi †ÿ‡Î e¨w³ gvwjKvbvaxb m¤úwË bxwZ cÖ‡qvRbxq RbwcÖqZv AR©b K‡iwb Ges AwaKvsk K…l‡Ki g‡a¨ G e¨vcv‡i
AbvMÖn wQj; L) K…lKiv wb‡RivB, Zv‡`i †ekxi fvM AskB g‡b KiZ Rwg KviI bv, Rwgi gvwjK Avjøvn&, wKš‘ †h gvbylwU
Rwg‡Z kÖg`vb Ki‡e dmj †m-B †fvM Ki‡e; M) †`‡k kÖwgK‡`i me †_‡K kw³kvjx cvwU©, ej‡kwfK †jwbbxq cvwU©, †h cvwU©
K…lK‡`i Av¯’v AR©b K‡i‡Q ZvivI RvZxqKi‡Yi c‡ÿ `uvwo‡q‡Q, Rwgi RvZxqKi‡Yi c‡ÿ cÖPvi cÖPviYv Pvwj‡q‡Q; N)
Zv‡`i †cwU-ey‡R©vqv I KzjvK PwiÎ m‡Ë¡I †`‡ki K…lK‡`i me †_‡K kw³kvjx cvwU©, †mvk¨vj †ifwjDkbvix cvwU©I
RvZxqKi‡Yi c‡ÿ `uvwo‡q wQj, Ges Rwgi RvZxqKi‡Yi Rb¨ cÖPvi cÖPviYv Pvwj‡q wQj| GmeB iæk‡`‡k Rwgi
RvZxqKi‡Yi c‡ÿ GKwU AbyK~j cwiw¯’wZ m„wó K‡iwQj|
RbMYZvwš¿K †`kmg~‡n cwiw¯’wZ wQj wfbœ| GB AbyK~j cwiw¯’wZ †h †mLv‡b weivRgvb wQj bv, ïay ZvB bv, eis
D‡ëvw`‡K Rwgi e¨w³MZ gvwjKvbvi bxwZ K…lK‡`i Rxe‡b Ggb Mfxifv‡e MÖw_Z wQj hvi Kvi‡Y f~¯^vgx‡`i Rwg e¨w³MZ
gvwjKvbvq e›Ub Kiv Qvov K…wl wecø‡ei gZ GKwU wel‡qi †Kvb ai‡bi iƒc‡K Zviv Dcjwä Ki‡Z cv‡iwb| Rwgi
RvZxqKi‡Yi †¯øvMv‡bi cÖwZ K…l‡Ki g‡bvfve nq wQj D`vmxb A_ev weivU Awek¦v‡m fiv, KviY Zviv wek¦vm KiZ Rwgi
RvZxqKi‡Yi A_© n‡”Q K…l‡Ki gvwjKvbvq †h RwgUzKz Av‡Q Zv Zv‡`i KvQ †_‡K †K‡o †bIqv| Gi d‡j †mme †`‡k Rwg
RvZxqKiY Ges K…wli Dbœq‡bi †ÿ‡Î mgvRZvwš¿K avivq AMÖmi nIqvi cÖ‡qvRb wQj, mivmwi bq, eis Nywi‡q, f~¯^vgx‡`i
Rwg e›U‡bi gva¨‡g|
BD‡iv‡ci RbMYZvwš¿K †`kmg~‡n K…wl wecøe m¤úbœ n‡q‡Q mvZ ev AvU eQi Av‡M| GB mg‡qi g‡a¨ f~¯^vgx‡`i
Rwgi e›Ub †mLv‡b Zv †Kv_vq wb‡q †M‡Q, Zv Kx dj cÖme K‡i‡Q? me‡P‡q cÖ_‡g GUv jÿ¨ Ki‡Z n‡e †h, K…wl wecøe †mme
†`‡k K…lK‡`i †f`v‡f` cÖwµqv‡K eÜ K‡iwb, eis D‡ëvw`‡K mv¤úªwZK Kv‡j Zv K…lK m¤úª`vq‡K wZbwU fv‡M, `wi`ª K…lK
(msL¨v¸iæ), ga¨ K…lK (25-30%), KzjvK (5-10%) wefvR‡bi ga¨ w`‡q Zv evwo‡q Zz‡j‡Q| Z`ycwi `wi`ª K…lK G
e¨vcviUv a‡i wb‡qwQj †h, ïay RwgB, †hUv Zviv K…wl wecø‡ei dj wn‡m‡e †c‡q‡Q Zv Zv‡`i ev¯Íe Ae¯’vi †Kvb D‡jøL‡hvM¨
DbœwZi Rb¨ wQj Ach©vß, Gi Rb¨ Zv‡`i cÖ‡qvRb n‡qwQj Mevw` cï Avi hš¿cvwZi, h‡_ó cwigv‡Y exR Ges K…wl hš¿cvwZi|
ZeyI K…lK‡`i Gme e¯‘i GK eo ai‡bi NvUwZi AwfÁZv n‡q‡Q| †m Kvi‡Y kÖgRxex K…lKiv GB wm×v‡šÍ DcbxZ n‡qwQj
†h, K…lK‡`i mKj †QvU Rwg I hš¿cvwZ GKwÎZ K‡i Ges ivóªxq mnvqZvq Uªv±i Ges Ab¨vb¨ K…wl hš¿cvwZi gva¨‡g wekvj
GjvKv e¨vcx f~LÊ wb‡q GK GKwU GKK e„n`vKvi mgevq Lvgvi M‡o †Zvjv cÖ‡qvRb| Ab¨fv‡e ej‡Z †M‡j ejv hvq †mme
†`‡k kÖgRxex K…lK †hŠ_ Lvgvi, Z_v mgvRZvwš¿K Dbœq‡bi c_ Aej¤^b K‡iwQj|
†mme †`‡k Rwgi RvZxqKi‡Yi cÖ¯‘wZ Pj‡Q Ges Zv Kvh©Ki Kiv ïiæ n‡Z hv‡”Q wKQzUv A™¢~Zfv‡e, †hgb Rwgi
e¨w³ gvwjKvbvi AwaKvi ms‡KvPb I RwUj K‡i Ges GgbwK Rwgi †Kbv-†ePv G‡Kev‡i wbwl× K‡i avivevwnKfv‡e Avjv`v
AvBb Rvixi gva¨‡g| GB c_B n‡”Q Rwgi RvZxqKi‡Yi c_|
BD‡iv‡ci RbMYZvwš¿K †`kmg~‡n K…wl wecøe I f~¯^vgx‡`i Rwgi wefvR‡bi GB n‡”Q djvdj|
PxbI GB c_B Aej¤^b Ki‡Q|
Avgvi g‡b nq K…wl wecø‡ei weR‡qi ci B‡›`v‡bwkqv‡ZI GKB NUbv NU‡e|
2. RvZxq d«›U

Aek¨, KwgDwb÷ cvwU© hw` GZB `~e©j nq, hw` GKB mv‡_ Dfq kÖwgK Ges K…lK‡K HK¨e× Kivi gZ GKwU
msMVb Ges GKwU RvZxq d«›U M‡o Zzj‡Z Amg_© nq Zvn‡j Zv‡K GB `yB mvgvwRK Kg©avivi g‡a¨ †_‡K GKwU‡K †e‡Q
wb‡Z n‡e Ges AviI ¸iæZ¡c~Y© KvR wn‡m‡e Zvi mKj kw³ kÖwgK I K…l‡Ki GKwU HK¨e× msMVb M‡o †Zvjvi Kv‡R
AvZ¥wb‡qvM Ki‡Z n‡e| wKš‘ Ggb GKwU Abwf‡cÖZ NUbv †Kvbfv‡eB Kvg¨ we‡ewPZ n‡Z cv‡i bv| Gi D‡ëvw`‡K GKB
mv‡_ Dfq kÖwgK-K…lK HK¨ Ges RvZxq d«›U M‡o †Zvjvi m¤¢ve¨Zv AR©b KivB cvwU©i Rb¨ Kvg¨| G wel‡q GUv g‡b ivLv
`iKvi †h RvZxq d«›U ïaygvÎ Avf¨šÍixY cÖwZwµqvi kw³B bq, eis ˆe‡`wkK Avc‡`i weiæ‡×I GKwU mdj msMÖv‡gi Rb¨
Aek¨ cÖ‡qvRbxq Ges ¸iæZ¡c~Y©|
G Kvi‡Y Avgvi civgk© n‡”Q: GKwU wecøex K…wl Kg©m~Pxi wfwË‡Z kÖwgK Ges K…l‡Ki HK¨ msMwVZ Kivi Rb¨
Avcbv‡`i DwPr GKB mg‡q HK¨e× RvZxq d«›U‡K DbœZZi I kw³kvjx Kiv hv‡Z KwgDwb÷ cvwU© mgq gZ GB d«‡›Ui
KvVv‡gvi g‡a¨ GKwU †bZ…Z¡`vbKvix Ae¯’v AR©b Ki‡Z cv‡i|
3. me †k‡l, Avcbvi cÎwUi Dci †Kvb gšÍe¨ Kivi cÖ‡qvRb †`wL bv|
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