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ithat its claim to give the Tndian Communist
Party the true lessons from the Chinese Re-
volution is on a par with Trotsky’s attempt
to give the Communist Party of the Soviet
TUnion and the Communist International the
true legsons from the Russian Revolution.
The overwhelming majority of party members have
already rejected its lead by sitting upon it and suee-
essfully foreing it to concede the demand for a Party
(longress to digeuss out its line beforoe implementing it.

T have no doubt that our brother Parties must have
already informed it to do its thinking all over again
and that they would he diseussing the conerete form-
which their own dirvect intervention should take to help
our. Party out of the mess whieh our old loadership is
only multiplying.

Trom every possible angl
the policy of our leadership 18
gectarianism.

o and on every single eount,
pure and simple

Against Sectarianism

I can find no better words to express the present
attempts of our leadership and to generalise the out-
look of our new Leadership than to recall the words
of Dimitrov at the Seventh Congress of the Communist
Tnternational in which he thus deseribed the period
following the Sixth Congress of the International.

«Tiess successful and frequently entirely lacking,
was the fight against sectarianisnt.

«Qpetarianism manifested itself no longer in pri-
mitive, open forms as in the first years of the exigtence
of the Communist Tnternational, but under cover of a
formal recognition of the Bolshevik thesis, hindered
the development of a Bolghevik mass poliey.

. “In our day this is no longer an infantile disorder
as Lenin wrote, bul a deeply rooted viee, which must
‘be shaken off or it will be impossible to solve the pro-
Dlem of establishing the United Front of the proletar-
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4 or the masses, and divine their sorest needs.”’

iat and of leading the masses f i
ot and _ rom th i i
reformism to the side of revolution. i i

“In the present situation, self-satisfied se e

| 0 sé! 2 ctarianis

e .:@t;;{g {Ei'm,n anything else impedes our struggle :fxtl)llr
mtisﬁcdlsa‘ 1}(;n. of the United Front; sectarianism,
ik e-th Wl‘t its doctringire narrowness, its divoreé‘
S e real life of the masses; satisfied with 'its
§ Enp ified methods of solving the most complex problems
;." the working class movement on the basis of- stereo’—.‘
.,yped schemes; geetarianism which professes to know all
:I}I.ld cqnmders it superflous to learn from the masses
from the lessons of the labour movement. Ili'shcn'tr
seetarinnism, to which as they say, mountains are 4
z.Ir']‘llilllg~Ht0neS.” (United Front, p. 84.) ' e

I'or Bolshevik Mass Poiicy

It behoves us today to rec ths ; oisin
e : _today to recall that great teaching-
: "lthi%ln }C&];hlel(lj Dimitrov made -the basi% of his (E:l(;l:’lilgrgl
«all for the Communi 'ties adopti shevi

masemllor munist Parties adopting a Bolshevik

~ “It is necessary that the Party be able to in

;n its work the greatest adhesions to prineifﬂee(zﬁhzn‘ig
w eonfused with sectarianism!) with a maximum of
(::.ut:z_l.ctﬁla.nd connections with masses (not to be eon-
Mised with stailism’’ !y, without which it is not onl

impossible for the Party to teach the masses and rais{»
(hem 1o the level of the Party but to listen to the voicé
by Dimitrov in United Front, page 86). (it

In‘ the struggle for a new Marxist outlook whicl
mist form the foundation of new Party taecties, one eaxt
(o no hetter than give Dimitrov’s own exp[ax,lation of
Itw ahove Stalin precépt, his own explanation of
[Holshevil mass poliey: e

SWooare l'l_wmies' of all cut and dried schemes. We
winl Lo i.:|lu- into account the concrete situation at each
wioment, in each place, and not act according to a fixed
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stereotyped form anywhere and everywhere; not to
forget that in wvaerying circumstances the position of
the Communists cannot be {dentical,

“We want soberly to take into account all stages in
the development of the class struggle and in the growth
of the class consciousness of the masses themselves, to
be able to locate and solve at each stage the comcretfe

problems of the revolutionary movement correspond-

ing to this stage.

“We want to find a common language with the
broadest masses for the purpose of struggling against
the elass enemy, to {ind ways of finally overeoming the
wsolation of the revolutionary venguaerd from the
masses of proletariat and all toilers, as well as of over-
coming the fatal dsolation of the working class itself
from its natural allies in the struggle against bour-
geoisie, against Fascism,

“We want to draw increasingly wide masses into

the revolutionary elass struggle and lead them to the |

proletarian revolution, proceeding (rom thew vital
interests and needs as the starting point end their own
experience as the basis.

“We want to eradieate from our ranks all self-
satisfied sectarianism, which above all blocks our road
to the masses and impedes the carrying out of a truly
Bolshevik mass policy. We want to intensify in every
way the struggle against all concrete manifestations
of right-opportunism, realising that the danger from
this side will inerease precisely in the practice of
«carrying out our mass policy and struggle.

“We want the Communists of each
promptly to draw and apply all the lessons that can be
drawn from their own experience as the revolutionary
vanguard of the proletariat.
as possible {o learn how to sail on the turbuluni waters
of the class struggle, and not to remain on the.shore
as spectators and registrars of surging waves in the
-eXpectation of fine weather,
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country |

We want them os guickly |

“This is what we want.”

These historic words of Dimitrov should serve as
our guide, help us to guard ageinst making ourselves
political monkeys aping the Chinese Communist Party.
They also give us the positive guiding lines for a
new orientation to our minds,

Break with the Sectarian Undersianding,

We ecannot even start groping our way towards
correet tacties unless wo I'IRST bhreak decisively with
those key postulates which constituted the base of the
Trotekyite poliey of the Ranadive leadership and which
have been bodily taken over by the Rajeshwar Rao
leadership.  They ave the following :

(1) Demagogy about “revolutionary perspective’
in place of an objective estimate of the conerete elass
sifuation in  our country. This eonstituted the
Trotskyite exploitation of the revolutionary subjective
sentiments of our cadres. This damned our leader-
ship of being erndely dogmatist. It came in the way
of the Party learning from practical experience and
listening to the voice of the masses, and learning from
the masses and thus, it beecame an intellectual hindrance
to learning from our own practice, from the decisive
verdiet of the masses against our Trotskyite poliey,
This made us dlindly subjective and paralysed the
mind, -

(2) Counterposing the basic demands of the plat-
form of the democratic revolution to the immediate
demands of the masses. This constituted the mistake
of denying the difference between the general and the
conerete and mixing up the two. Instrategy, our leader-
ship adopted the strategy of the socialist revolution
for our democratic revolution and masked it with the
Titoite phrase “intertwining of the two stages of revo-
lution.”” The lactieal counterpart of the same outlook
was to demagogically assert that all sectors of the
movenent have to fight to realise here and now the basic
demands outlined in the programme of the Democratic
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Iront, and the decisive argument given was that in the
‘existing revolutionary situation’® the difference
between the immediate and the general demands had
disappeared, the general basic demands were themselves
the immediate demands of the people! The conclusion
clinched was that any attemp* to formulate immediate
demands of the masses for their immediate mobilisa-
tion and struggle, if they were any less or different
t]gan the hasic demands to be realised through the
vietory of the Demoecrate Revolution, constituted evi-
dence of “the old reformist outlook®’, which did not
have faith in the present revolutionary poliey of the
Party, lacked faith in the revolutionary power of
the proletariat, which did not learn from its mili-
taney but whieh conld only today compromise the
Party before the struggling masses and lead to the
betrayal of all struggles instead of developing them to!
the highest pitch. '

This mistal_{en outlook eost the Party very dear, and
cnabled reaction to smash up very easily all the mass
bases built up, after years of toil and sacrifice.

Internationally, we were looking forward to “the
world revolution’” sweeping all before it, including the
reformist leaderships of the brother parties that came
in its way! Hence the C.P.I. first did not take the
Peace Movement seriously and later made it so narrow
a8 to make it ineffective, Hence we have not even
popularised the main facts of the liberation struggles®
of the South-Bast Asian peoples and have run no
countrywide campaigns of solidarity with really con-
erete demands, Naturally enough we did not do any-
Ihing conerete to checkmate the Anglo-American moves
in our country, or to popnlarise the achievements of
the anti-Tmperialist democratic camp headed by the
[".S.S.R. The result has been that nothing has been
done to counter the Anglo-American moves in our
country; the imperialists and the Indian reactionaries
hnve had a free run to confuse the people and in-
docfrinate them with Anglo-American propaganda and
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the Indian anti-imperialist democratic elements have
been left to fend for themselves.

Naturally, by the utter failure to concentrate upon
the defence of ecivil liberties, as the supreme political
task of the Party, after the Party Congress, in face of
the provocation and the attacks of the G—overnme_nt,
meant disarming the Party itself instead of its rallying
the people in its own defence and building such a
powerful mass movement in defence of demoecratic
liberties as wonld frustrate the drive of the Govern-
ment towards Fascism and throw hack its altempt to
liquidate the Party through repression. Our leader-
ship counterposed its “revolutionary struggle’’ to
the strnggle for democratic liberties, and damned the
demand for the latter as having legalist illusions,
ete. It talked of suppression of democratic liberties
only as an argument to expose and denounce the
Government and not to build a movement to defend
them against its attack. The Party leadership by in-
dulging in sueh demagogy rendered inestimable service
to Patel’s Home and Information Departments. Patel
had no mneed to brother about the popular opinion
and only asked the police to go ahead and be done with
the G121, This led to the Party losing and Patel
winning a major politieal battle,

On tho Trade Union front, we systematically
connterposed the immediate demands to what we ealled
the ‘basie demands’, which were later formulated in the
Bombay session of the AITUC (May, 1949). Instead
of formulating such immediate demands as the work-
ing elass itself would regard as praetical of realisation,
we exploited their faith in us as their traditional Trade
Union leadership to arbitrarily plant these “basic de-
mands’’ over every strike struggle and generally con-
demned all efforts to settle the strikes for anything less
than these demands, This led to the defeat of all
strikes led by us, smash-up of our Trade Unions, workers
becoming frustrated and a good section looking upon
the Socialist leadership as being “more practical’’
than the Redsg,




On the Kisan Front also, we counterposed the de-
mand of land to the tiller to the immediate necessity
of organising resistance to large-scale evictions and
getting the share-croppers a larger share 'of the erop
and the labourers a better wage. During the 1049.50
agricultural season, our Bengal Party leadership in a
Circular denounced tho Tebhaga demand (1/8 of the
produce for the landlord and 2/3 for the tenant) as
reformism. In every province our line was that the im-
m_e(.imte Jjob was to organise the peasants to seize land,
divide it up and defend it ag in Telengana. Through
such tactics, the slogan of ‘land to the tiller’ was
not realised as promised by our leadership, but the
organised Kisan Sabha movement was suceessfully

%i(]_lliidated under the influence of this Trotskyite onut-
look,

(3) Building the Demoeratic Front was not con-
sidered any diffeult and complicated job mneeding
hard thinking, but “the Party was given the simple
recipe: start strugeles and go on struggling and this is
itself building the Demoeratic Front. Sometimes the
same formula was varied a bit and it was said that the
struggles will ultimately build the Front. This has:
been the traditional Trotskyite outlook against the
Communist United Front tactics the world over. The
only specifie difference is that our leadership used the
phrase ‘Demoecratic Front’ only to cover up such a
really adventurist outlook which could never lead to
building the Demoecratic Front, but only to isolating
the Party itself from the other democratic elements and
helping the enemy to weaken the Party and keep the
anti-imperialist democratie forees divided.

The failure to pick out and concentrate upen those
live issues which wonld give the maximum meass mohi-
lisation on the basis of broadest democratic unity, led
to our ranting about Party leadership’ and never going
anywhere near realising it.

The outlook, that mnever bothered to disenss and
deliberate what forms of organisation svould he most
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helpful in the struggle, and whieh denied that th(fy %a'(l
to conform to the expevience of the masses anﬂi tt%w
proven tempo and be acceptable to them anf 1:(,;-@1 e
largest number of allies, but on the contrary: consi e%i-:
ed that the more revolutionary the forms, tl_]e {neile; ’
will suit the needs of the situa*:’-?u ~-suech an ultra- IE*EI
outlook led to the liguidation of mass ()}‘g-anlsatlonbs lL
by the Party and enabled the _va(:ﬂl?tmg pftfz;‘y;ﬂ 01:11;~
geois leaderships to keep their hold over otiier demo-
eratie organisations and prevent unity of acticn.

In the section on Armed Guerilla Struggle, ”E hmrne
already shown how our Trotskyite outlook led to ter-

rorist tacties. DBut I did nol 'indiv:_ll‘e 1‘]1_(::‘0 that the
mistake of regarding the Armed Guerilla btrugg.le gs
the main form in our present eonditions also led to the

migtake of “anti-parliamentarism’ and that 1t was
writ large over the policy both of our old and new
leaderships,

The struggle to purge our minds of the above Tro%a-
kyito eonceptions is only the negative aspect (I)fdt e
pouitive task to formulate what Dlnn‘.trev called a
Bolghovik mass poliey in consonance with the Lenin-
Htalin  teachings on tacties as applied to our con-
erote conditions. In this part I propose to expr.esﬁ
my own opinion on some of the concrete taetica
problems,

. ANALYSIS OF POST-AUGUST 15 INDIA

(a) There was a distinet revolutionary rise in the
lirst post-war years. The revolt of the Royal Indian
Navy (RIN) and Telengana showed that our national
liberation movement had reached a new stage, the sfage
of armed struggle.

The RIN revolt itself symbolised at onee the
strength and the weakness of the new situation. The
courage of the RIN heroes and the active solidarity of
the Bombay working clasg (through a 3-day' Genv_r-al
Strike) showed the new mood of our people including
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(e nimed werviees; but the aceceptance by the RIN
Stetle Committee of the Gandhi-Jinnah adviee to “sur-
render' fo the British masters and trust the Congress
atd Lieague leaders® word not to let them be vietimised
howed the dominant influence of the compromising
hourpeois leaders over the people.

I'he RIN Mutiny was also the peak point of the first
post-war tide; after that set in the steady ebb with
the arrival of the Cabinet Mission and the decision of
the Congress and the League leaders to go in for nego-
tiations and hold the masses in check against the
British but nse them as pressure against each other
which gave golden opportunities to the imperialist agents
to let loose the orgy of communal riots.

Looking back it should be patent enough to any
serious Communist that fo confuse the revolutionary
rise of the first two post-war years with the entire
period we have passed through and regard it as one of
continuous vise is to be a subjectivist petty-bourgeois
gone mad enough to lose the use of his senses because
of the bourgeois betrayal which he eould not resist, and
who is hugging an ecarly memory to escape thinking
over developments that have taken place despite his
revolutionary desire and for which he was not mentally
prepared,

(b) The period from the arrival of the Cabinet Mis-
sion to the “transfer of power’” on the 15th of August
is one of manoceuvres and counter-manoenvres and ini-
tiative passes back to Imperialism and the reyvolution-
ary rise is partly diverted into communal pogroms
and partly paralysed,

Imperialism puts forward proposals which the Con-
gress leadership daves not rejeet off hand and thus
strengthen the vise of the anti-imperialist npsurge,
These proposals enable imperialism to set the Congress
and the Leagne against each other,

Imperialism is able to uge the Congress leadership
itself to hold in check the rige of the mass movement.
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The aceeptance of the British plan as the basis for
discussion leads to the Congress leadership itself hold-
ing the masses in check. The faith of the mass _oyf the
people in their bourgeois leadership as t_he traditional
national leadership, makes them wait behind the l_eader-
ship to see what follows from negotiations with the
Britigsh Government. ]

This weakening of the mass movement coineides
with the imperialist effort to drive the Congress leader-
ship towards the Right before Hindu communalists and
lean upon Imperialist support against the League.
From one side, the Lieagne leadership is let loose agf‘uns’,f
the Congress objection to the proposal of “grouping
in the Cabinet Mission Plan and to press home the
Palkistan demand and erack-up the Congress leadership’s
objection to Lieague demand. Irom the other side the
Mahasabha, the RSS, and the Akals ave used to pro-
voke and corrupt the mass following of the Congress
with anti-muslim communalist demagogy.

The Party of the proletariat was too weak and im-
mature to play any effective role except {rying to act
the honest broker between the warring Congress and
Licagne leaderships.

Meaning of August 15

T'he gignificance of Angust 15 lies in the following
faclory:

(1) That the basic Imperialist plan to keep India
under its indirveet domination succeeded till the pro-
letariat hecomes wise and influential enough to win the
leadership of the anti-imperialist elements and is able
to liquidate the Imperialist plan,

The acceptance by the Congress and the League of
the British Plan meant that both Pakistan and Indian
Union will be under British influence and the existing
British interests will be safe inside both territories and
ean go on increasing.

The acceptance of the partition by the Congress
meant immense political and cconomie weakening of
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both fhp States On the basis of the mutnal animosity
of Pakistan and India Governments, it meant ereation
of such new problems as Kashmir which implicd that
the British Imperialists ecould not only manoeuvre
better than in the first post-war years but also get the
r.'h:‘w:ee to act as advisers and arbiters in matters per-
taining to Indo-Pakistan relations, '

(%) That the acceptance of the British plan by
the Congress leadership meant that the big bourgeoisie
had b‘etrayed the national caunse in its own narrow
clasy interests and before the threat of the post-war
revolutionary rise of the popular movement. The
traditional national leadership split the old united
national front and went traitor.

(3) The acceptance of the August 15 betrayal
by the people in general as the advent of “Indian
independence’’ showed the extent to which they were
under bourgeois political influence, A people that
hail treachery as liberation ecan only learn through
b}tter cxperience and hard struggles. When the majo-
rity of the people themselves were at this stage of
political development, there could not but ensue a
byeak, hgwever temporary, in the post-war revolu-
tionary rise followed by a period of confusion.

The break in the post-war rise

y The reality of this break in the post-war revolu-
tionary tide expresses itself in the following forms:

. (1) The early rising working class strike wave
itself beging to register a decline. When the working
class could not even ceep its own daily struggles on
the_s:ame level as before, it was far from being in a
position to lead the other classes to a vapid regrouping
of forees and launching a frontal assault against the
treacherous leadership.

(2) All petty-bourgeois left parties recovered from
then: early naive enthusiasm over August 15 and came
out in opposition to the Congress Government but they
are all of the opinion that the people are in the grip:
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-of frustration. Thus, they are primarily expressing

the helplessness of the petty-hourgeoisie, hut at the
same time, they are also reflecting the stage to which
mass discontent has reached: eritical of the old Con-
gregs leadership but not yet indignant enough to rise
in open revolt and lacking faith in an alternative
leadership,

(8) The Congress leadership is of the opinion
that the people have hecome corrupt and passive after
August 15 and expect the Government to spoonfeed

them, The very fact that the top Congress leaders
can aggressively put forward such nonsense in mass

rallies and suffer no greater punishment at the hands
of the masses than a smaller audience in their next
rally, shows that big bourgeois insolence and self-
confidence can not yet be punctured easily and at
one stroke with such low political consciousness among
the people themselves. ‘

Our Party leadership admitted the temporary set-
back in the post-war revolutionary upsurge; but this
ndmission, eontained in the Party Thesis itself was so
tomporary as not to last beyond the session of the
Hocond Congress. There were statements enough in
the same Party Thesis relying on which the Ranadive
leadership eould go on preaching unguestioned its
anti-Lieninist Trotskyist concept of a never-receding,
always-rising revolutionary upsurge, even against the
erowing evidence of political developments and the
reality of working class verdiet against its unrealistice
understanding. Our new Rajeshwar Rao leadership
finds the coneept of revolutionary upsurge inadeguate
and comes to the conclusion (in May-June 1950) that
the “revolution is actually on”’, minus the proletariat,
minws the people, and despite the Trotskyite-Titoite
Ranadive leadership having been at the head of the
C.P. L

Such nonsense, of course, i8 neither common sense,
nor Leninist analysis.
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Reasons of the British Success

It is not enough to admit that the British Plan has
temporarily succeeded, but it is also the task of our
Party to analyse the reasons for this suceess, beeause
without doing so we will understand neither the con-

erete difficulties of the situation, nor the extent of our

own responsibility. :

:(1) Lenin had referred to the traditional cunning
of the British bourgeoisie, we have seen in aection,
in post-war India and especially in its political
nanoeuvres to save itself from the elemental revolu-
tionary rise whieh rvose from within our traditional
united national movement, the maturity, the elastieity
ahd. the adaptability of the British Imperial bout-
geoisie. It putthrough a series of deliberately cal-
eulated moves ‘and saved its biggest colony, our country,
for its future domination when all had thought that
the game was up with the Brifish in India. It Lept
and used its head when faced with death and rescued
itself by exploiting all the weaknesses of our national
situation. ‘ ‘

"'(2) The British Plan could neven have succeeded
without its acceptance by the Congress leadership and
to achieve this became the central British objective.

‘The Congress leadership accepted the British Plan.
because the alternative was to head the rising revolu-
tionary upsurge which it feared more than it hated.
the British Imperialists.

The British Imperialist statesman Mountbatten,
backed by the Liabour Government, was able to convince
the Congress leadership of “British bonafides’’, because
the big bourgeoisie got, in the economic sphere guaran-
toes of its crumbs and of British “aid’’ in the joint.
exploitation of India; and in the political sphere, it
oot the transfer of the administrative apparatus into
ifs--own hands (the age-old dream of the Congress
leadership to which anti-Imperialism and complete:
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Independence were merely slogans to serve as pressure
on the British and necessary to keep the masses under
its political influence). .

1t was compelled to accept partition through . com-
munal riots, with the hope (turned illusory) of achiev-
ing civil peace in the territory of the Indian Union.

In veality, it got the load of millions of refugees,
the acute headache of Kashmir and the problem of loss
of food and raw materials bases of the country, all
of ‘whieh are such new and long-term problems under
which it ig staggering and cannot lockup.

Tt finds itself bound liand and foot, vis-a-vis the
British but completely free to deal with the people
just as the joint counter-revolutionary interests of the
two partners (the Indian big bourgeoisie and the British
Tmperialism) demand,

~(8) The British Plan would have never suceecded
degpite the treachery of the Congress and League lea-
depships, II' the political influence of the Party was
o hundred times more than it was and II' the Party
fendership was unbelievably more mature so as not to
(il behind the bourgeoisie just when it was leading the
people on to the path of compromise, so that it would
nol later only swing over to accepting a Trotskyite
lencorship which gambled with the Red mass bases just
when they could be immensely enlarged and which cor-
rupted the Party with Trotskyism-Titoism just when it
had to be purified of long-standing and aceumulating
voformist mistakes, through Marxist-Leninist edueation
and patient and correct use of the Lenin-Stalin weapon
of criticism and self-eriticism.

The political-ideological weaknesses of the Party
of the proletariat meant not only that the British Plan
conld not be effectively resisted at ihe moment, but
{hat even the exposure of the treachery of the bour-
ceoisie could mot be done in a manner as to re-group
tlie national forces on the initiative of the Party, in
4 manner as to ereate the pre-conditions to realise the
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hegemony of the proletariat through the experience
of the people and by heading their struggles.

To realise the then and subsequent weaknesses of
the Party is to get both, our mistakes of the past
and our present tasks, in the right perspective.

This is not what our Trotskyite leadership did,
Ranadive cashiered Joshi as the arch-criminal but for
whom the Indian Revolution would have succeeded,
despite the cunning of the British Plan, despite the
bourgeois influence. Now Rajeshwar Rao does the
same. He has bundled out Ranadive after tamely sur-
vendering to him when he FIRST placed and pressed
his unalloyed Trotskyism (Report on Strategy and
Taetics) before the PB meeting of September-December,
1948 and promises to make the C.P.I,, under his leader-
ship as successful as the Chinese Communist Party has
beecome in China under Mao leadership,

Tt is not only necessary for our Party to put an end
to self-glorification in our struggle to evolve a correct
policy and keep on checking up and improving our
poliey. It is not only necessary for our Party to give
up all attempts to invent scape-goats to esape serious
self-criticism whenever old mistakes get deeisively
revealed. It is equally necessary to realise that Leninism
.does NOT teach that correct policy by itself can lead to
immediate victory. It is necessary for us to grasp the
full meaning for ourselves, and espeeially in our post-
war period, of the following rich formulation by
Sialin:

«A correet policy must not at all lead always and
necessarily to an immediafe victory over the opponent,

«Immediate victory over the opponents is determin-
ed not only by a correct policy, but above all, andin the
main, by the co-relation of class forces, by the obvious
preponderance of the forces on the side of the revolu-
tion, by the disintegration in the camp of the opponent
and a favourable international situation.

«A gorrect policy of the proletariat can lead to
immediate vietory only under these conditions.
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«But there is another correct demand that a correct
policy must satisfy always and in all conditions. This
demand consists in the fact that the policy of the
Party should raise the fighting capacity of the prole-
tariat, multiply its links with the {foiling masses, raise
the authority of the proletariat among these masses
and convert the proletariat into the leader of the
Revolution.

“(lan one assert that the maximum favourable con-
ditions for #he immediate vietory of the Revolution in
C'hina exist in the present period? Clearly it is impos-
sible to asgert this’’. (Comments on Cugrent Affairs
in China).

One has only to substitute India for China, in the
above paras and get Stalin’s own help to get plenty of
the rubbish preached by the Ranadive and the Rajesh-
war Rao leaderships out of our heads and understand
ilie role of correct policy and need to study the real
possibilities in our given situation and hence our im-
mediate tasks really correctly.

[features of situation after August 15, 1947.

MThe most important single feature of our situa-
tion from which alone can result a correet new orient-
ation, n new policy and new tactiesis the new class align-
ment Lhal came inlo being with the big bourgeoisie
splitling wway from the anti-imperielist national forces
and joining the camp of Imperialism and its traditional
[owdal allics,

The historic prophecy of Lenin-Stalin about the
treacherous role of the compromising section of the
colonial bourgeoisie was, thus, fulfilled in our national
life.

Two different paths of struggle opened up, with the
above new class alignment.

The path of the Indian big hourgeoisie which in the
face of the opening of the new, higher-than-ever, armed
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stage of our natiomal struggle in the post-war inter—

national econtext of the mighty growth of the world
democratic forces under the Soviet leadership, betray-
ed the united national front and the interests of its
people, came to a compromise with Imperialism, and
along with it began fighting the democratic forces and
disrupting the new mnational revolutionary rise. It
accepted the leadership of the Anglo-American Imperia-
list rulers in world affairs and guaranteed it the safety
of the existing stranglehold on our cconomie life. This
is the path of a new period of national slavery, involv-
ing economie disintegration ingtead of development,
ideologieal-moral corruption of the people through the
revival of all that is reactionary and rotten in our cul-
tural pattern and negleet or suppression of all that
was healthy, vigorous and life-giving, This is the path
that leads to the establishment of an Incdian Police
State, in place of the old DBritish Raj, under the
auspices of the National Congress which was once the
main united national organisation of the Indian people.
This is the path which mortgages our vast territories
and immense man-power to the Anglo-American powers
to be used for their imperialist world aims, which makes
India the main Tmperialist colonial hase in the Imper-
ialist world war against the 1.8, 8.1t. and the Pecple’s
China. It is the path of shameless traitors, selfish
exploitors, and servile reactionaries. It is ithe path of
bourgeois- nationalist leaders turned Anglo-American
puppets. :

The second alternative path is the path of the pro-
letariat, pursuing the aim of consolidating its hegemo-
ny, which involved regrouping the national demoeratic
forees in a manner as to bring behind the proletariat
millions of toilers in order to overcome the resistance
of the big bourgeoisie and achieve the victory of the
anti-imperialist, anti-feudal revolution and gradually
lead it on to the path of Socialist Revolution.

The history of post-August 15 India could only be

the unfolding of these two palls, a living demonstra-
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l'ionrt.)f the relative maturity of these two classes,.
standing on two poles of the Indian society and pur--
suing these two different aims.

Regrouping of forees of reaction,

The history af the last three years is the his-
tory of the regrouping of the forces of rection. The
manoeuvres have been complicated but two features.
stand out.

Firstly the opportunist manoeuvres of the national
bourgeois leadership inside the national camp to isolate,.
diseredit and provoke the Commnunist vanguard were
remarkably successful,

Soon after their release and during the General
Blection Campaign, the Congress Right-wing leader-
ship flattered all sections of its own Left-wing (Socia-
lists, Forward Bloeists, “Aungust’’ eadres organised in
various loeal groups) and used them and their slogan
ol “betrayal of the August Revolution’” to smear our-
’arty on a national seale. Tt suecessfully exploited the
political jealousy of these Lieft-wing groups, their panie

nt the growth of the C. P, T. despite all their theories.
that 1t would be politically sinking itself by oppos-
ing the “August Rovolution®’, The Right-wing glovified

these “Teft’ groups for their “heroism?’ during and
“eonlribution’ (o the August Revolution, designated
liom as their natural heirs to Congress and national
londership, and made anti-Communist struggle (ideolo-
pleal and practical) their specific “revolutionary’’
aggignment during the first post-war years. The Left-
wing fell into the Right-wing trap because as colonial
petly-bourgeois elements, they were incapable of seeing
through, on their own, the political bankruptey of their
war-time policy, and saw in the C., P. I. nothing more
than their main rival, when they found on their release
that the C. P. I. during the war-years had emerged as
the main Left Party while their August Revolution had
not only failed but left them high and dry, themselves.
'[iru.st}‘ated, their cadres scattered, with no independent.
political influence except as Coneress Liefts,
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Asreal negotiations began with the Britsh and the
Congress leaders gotinto the Ministries in the Provinces,
‘they on the one hand, began the use of police measures
-against the C. P. I. and on the other, initiated the plan
to split the Trade Union movement through the I. N. T.

U. C. and pressed all Congress Lefts and “Congresy |

Labour workers®’ to leave the A. I. T. U. C. and come
into the I. N. T. U. C. It did not stop here. Within
the Congress, it exploited the Jealousy between the
Socialists and the Forward Blockists and panicked the

former with the strength of the latter if they kept up -

‘their grip over the I. N. A. men and their organisation.
The Right-wing alse tried to split the professional
L N. A. leaders from the IForward Block and corrupt
them with jobs while dallying with the demands of the
rank and file soldiers.

After using the Socialists against the C.P.T. to
ereate a splitin the AITUC, and also to isolate the
Forward Block when the Soecialist rank
successfully pressed its leadership to sanetion the line
-of starting and leading strupgles to defend the daily
interests of the toilers (and mnot leave the “strugole
line” as the monopoly of the (1.1}, the Right-wing
suceessfully manoeuvred the Socialists themselves out
-0f the Congress.

Simultaneously with its efforts to divide the Teft
and isolate and suppress the C.P.1. went its efforts to
reorganise the Congress, make it the doeile hand-maid
.of the Central and Provineial Governments, on the
‘bagis of a new anti-democratic, authoritarian constitu-
tion and through factional consolidation of the Right-
wing leadership and liberal doses of administrative
nepotism and financial eorruption.

One cannot objectively review the Iast post-war
years of the Indian national liberation movement and
fail to characterise the Congress leadership as the most
mature and swccessful bourgeois leadership of any
-eolony in the post-war world, while fulfilling its trea-
«cherous disruptive role. ;
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and file |

Secondly, it shall be noted that if the Congress
leadership had very easy sailing controlling,
disrupting, and repressing the national democratic
forces, in the manoeuvres inside the imperialist-
fendal-big-bourgeois combine, it did mnot act the
“leader”’ as our Ranadive leadership alleged (4Stra-
gegy and Tacties’) but its position of a subordinate
ally of Imperialism stood confirmed and revealed for
all those who had eyes to see.

The manoauvres inside the camp of reaction have
been favr less simple. A continuous push and pull has.
gone on all the while but their net outcome has been
that the British Imperialism which was completely
thrown on the defensive in the carly post-war years has
gained such mastery of the situation by successfully
using the Congress leadership as its Indian ageney that
world reactionaries consider India as relatively the most
stihile spot in a world full of trouble-spots for them.
I'he Indian bourgeois leadership had bargained haid
for terms, all along the line, but ultimately it is the
British Imperialist terms that have been accepted and
([ iw the Dritish Imperialist proposals for India’s future,
hoth infernational and strategie as well as internal
political and economie that have on the whole prevailed.

Onr Party leadership never related the British Im-
poerialist utilisation of early Princely reecaleitrance, and
laler on the murderous game of the Razakars and the
Nizam in Hyderabad, of the Palistan created deadlook
over Kashmir and of the communal reactionaries and
Ihieir organisations, ete., to the attempts of imperialism
lo drvive the Indian Government to a closer identification
with its ideological-political line in the international
sirugele  between the two camps, and to make it
practically agree to plan Indian defence and “develop’”
communications ete., as part of the Imperialist world
wlrategic plan for the third world war, _

Our Party leadership has exposed the Congress deal
with the Princes as “surrender’” which does not strike
(he common man as even formally true and is a erude
and involved formulation. The answer to Patel’s clainy
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that he has achieved “national unifieation’ and liqui-
dated British-ereated Princely independence is not fo
create the impression as if nothing has changed but
to indieate eclearly what the change is and what it
implies, Patel’s Indian unification is feudal unifica-
tion (“New Times’’ formulation) and not democratic
unification. Patel’s “lignidation’’ of British puppets
is in the form of their assimilation as important ele-
ments in the Indian state structure, af all its levels,
and in all branches of the administration (diplomatie,
military and ecivil services). This is real integration
with Indian fendalism and not its liquidation. Tt
means not only the strengthening of reaction as against
the democratic elements but also the strengthening of
the pro-Imperialist as against the anti-Imperialist ele-
ments in our national political life, as it is sought to be
patterned under the new constitution, under Congress
Ieadership and with Anglo-American blessings.

The more the Congress leadership has stalled in
-carrying out its pledged agrarian reforms and bungled
in food policy, the more the landlord elements have
gone on the offensive both on the eoonomie and politieal
fronts. Iiconomically, through mass evietions of ten-
ants and successfully pressing in a more reactionary
-direction the agrarian policy of the Congress Minis-
tries, and through large-scale hoarding of food, disrup-
ting even the very unsatisfactory food plans of the
‘Governments and pushing up food prices. The landlords
are influencing procurement te shove its main burden
on the peasantry and are themselves retaining their
‘maximum produee for the hlaeckmarket. The more
economic concessions they secured from the Congress
leadership, the more courage they got to go on the
-offensive in the political sphere. They are the main
support of the R.S.8. in the northern, the central and
the western Provinces and all their social influence in
the countryside has gone to building up semi-seeret
R.S.S. organisation. They are also backing the re!
emergence of the Mahasabha as a political Party and
‘their efforts are to see that it becomes organised and
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miluential enough to beecome the main opposition to
the Congress through the next Elections, A section
of them have entered the Congress to influence it from
within and openly keep their econtacts with their anti-
Uongress Communalist class brothers, Both are opera-
ting together to start local daily and weekly papers
and to influence traditional social, eultural and literary
organisations and also starting new ones,

The compromising policy of the Congress leadership
bred this new aggressiveness of feudal reaction and
it has no other policy except to practically appease
them and take over their ideologieal-political slogans.
It is distinetly disturbed over their new consolidation
and well-planned activities but is relying upon the
traditional loyalty of the people to the Congress to
see it through the next elections.

The economie policy of the Government has been
e long and unending tale of growing concessions to
the Indian big eapitalists till there is not one item of
the time-honoured and oft-repeated Congress pledges
o the people that has not been betrayed. The Govern-
ment has even gone back on its own poliey announce-
ments made after it “got into power”’. .

The Indian big capitalists have not only made the
Lidian Government act like their obliging and obedient
political tool, but they have themselves become the
miin protagonists of getting foreign eapital into India
nnd they are pressing it hard to meet the demands of
loreign Imperialist capital, not only accepting enthral-
ling economie terms, but also lining up India more
fhoroughly and openly with the Anglo-Ameriean camp
Ihan it alveady is.

The eeonomic collaboration of the Indian big hour-
reoisie with the British capitalists and the American
contact with the top Indian capitalists have meant that
(o Anglo-American Imperialists have no need to deci-
ively exereise their power of economic sabotage beyond
fatressing the fact that the power exists in their hands
and will be used in “self-defence’’, if the Indian
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Government attacked their privileged position. The-
Imperialists .get more than half their job done through
their Indian class brothers and let them convinee the
Indian Government how Anglo-American demands are
“fair’’ and not against India’s “national interests’,
and that quickly accepting foreign capitalists’ demands
is the only way to face the present economie erisis and
build up the tottering economy of India.

Slowly but steadily the post-war pattern of Indian
economy is being revealed. Tt is going the Chinese
way. There are some speeifie features of our own but
the general line of development is the same:in the

countryside, the stremgthening of the feudal elements.

and rapid disintegration of agrarian economy; OVETr
the country as a whole the growing arip of a handful
of Indian big capitalists Dbeeoming very infinential
with the India Government, getting in-chavge of allits
development projects, and functioning in cloge alliance-
with and as junior partners of Tmperialist Capital, ie.
in brief all round intensification of the eolonial features
of our national economy.

Thus, in the camp of reaction, the post-August 15
record of the Indian bourgeois leadership is one of com-
promise with the feudalists at the cost of its pledges
and risking its old influencc over the people, espeeially
the peasantry, and growing subservience to Imperialist
demands at the cost of national sovereignty and of the
very stability of Indian economy, 1t is happily and
willingly agreeing to act as the native agency of Im-
perialism. The Imperialists have on the whole every
reason and arve in fact satisfied with their own perfor-
manee and their present prospects in India, and to this-
position they have come to from a point from where they
appeared to be on the run in the first post-war years.

The Regrouping of the Democratic Forces.

As against the above regrouping of the forces of |

reaction to disrupt and forestall the forees of Revelu-
tion and keep India in their grip, how did the Party
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regroup the forees of democracy torally the people
lo continue the anti-imperialist struggle? This alone
could disrupt the Imperialist plans, avenge hourgeois-
hetrayal and pave the path to vietory.

The historic turning point in our national libera-
{ion movement symbolised by the bourgeois treachery
of August 15, 1947, brought the Party face to face
with 1be task of realising the hegemony of the
proletariat. Already in 1920, Lenin had pointed
out that “in the initial stages the revolution in the
colonies will not be Communist, but if from the very
beginning a Communist vanguard stands at its head,
then the revolutiondry Masses will be brought on the
correct path towards the achicvement of the set aim
by the gradual acquisition of revolutionary expert-
enee”’

o Lusks of the Indian Communists, sketehed out by
Hinlin, as early as 1925, in his speech to the students
of the University of the Toilers of the East, Lad acquir-
od for us now a new urgeney.

«l'he fundamental and new feature in the condi-
(lons of existence of such colonies as India is not only
il the national bourgeoisie has split into a revolu-
lionary party and a compromising party, but primarily
(lial the compromising section of this bourgeoisie hag
already managed in the main to come to an agreement
with Tmperialism. Dreading revolution more than
| mperialism, eoncerned more about its money-bags:
[lian about the interests of its own eountry, this section
of 1he Dourgeoisie, the wealthiest and most influential
seetion, is completely going over to the camp of the-
irreconcilable enemies of the revolution, having entered
into a bloe with Imperialism against the workers and
peasants of its own country.

“The vietory of the revolution cannot be achieved
nnless this bloc is broken.

“But in order to break this Dbloc fire must be con-
contrated on the compromising national bourgeoisie,
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its treachery must be exposed, the toiling masses must
be emancipated from its influence, and the conditions
necessary for the hegemony of the nroletariat must be
systematically prepared,

“In other words, it is a question of preparing
proletariat of such colomies as India for the role of
leader in the Uberation movement and of dislodging,
step by step, the bourgeoisic and its spokemen from
“this honourable posttion. '

“TIHE TASK I8 TO CREATE A REVOLUTIONARY ANTI-
TMPERIALIST BLOC AND TO ENSURE THE IIEGEMONY OF THE
.PROLETARIAT WITHIN THE BLOC’’

(“Marwism and the National and Colonial question,’’
Lawrence and Wishart Edn., p. 217).

Any job that means going “step by step’’, was
-clagsed as impermissible reformist tactics by owr
leadership. There was no question of “preparing the
proletariat’’ for the role of the leadeyr, it was taken for
granted that it was already prepared just beeause it
was the proletariat. The role of consciounsess, organisa-
tion and even the need of tacties and sense of time and
-any neeessity for the masses to go through practical
-experience to live down their illusions, all were denied,

Naturally enough, our Party leadership did not
prepare the proletariat to hecome the leader of the
national liberation movement in its new phase, but
only liquidated whatever organised strength it had,
.and by exploiting its faith in the Party and making
it follow adventurist tacties, made it, at the most cri-
tical time, lose faith in itself.

This is how our Party has not been building an
“anti-imperialist bloc”’, but finds itself utterly isolated
from the anti-imperialist elements.

The hegemony of the proletariat remains a phrase
dinstead of being transformed into a reality, as was
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of the proletariat having smoked itself out. And this
smoking out was done in the name of realising the
hegemony of the proletariat!

Having missed the opportunities that were ours,
and after creating new difficulties, the results of pur-
suing a Trotskyite liguidationist poliey, the historic
task of creating the pre-conditions for realising the
hegemony of the proletariat, preparing the proletariat
for the leadership of the national movement, by cxpos-
ing the ecollaborationist bourgeoisie as traitor to the
national cause, by rallying the people through ‘the
gradual aecquisition of revolutionary experience’, by~
building the anti-imperialist bloc and breaking the pro-
Imperialist bloe, remains the too long-neglected task of
the Party and becomes its ONLY AND MOST
TRGENT TASK.

New opportunities before the Party,

Against the regrouping of the forces of reaction, the-
regrouping of the forces of Revolution has yet to be-
worked for from deep down the "precipice where Rana-
dive’s Trotskyism hurled the Party and where Rajesh-
war Rao’s semi-Trotskyism keeps it pinned. It is an
arduous climb, in conditions when not many comrades.
have the strengih left to carry on and fewer still the
conviction that they will reach the summit, with the
people organised in battle array, under the leadership
of our own purified and rejuvenated Party.

2

Tn such a moment of black depression strong-wille
eadres can derive added confidence by a correet appre-
ciation of the inercasing weaknesses of the bourgeoiss
leadership and the live opportunitics before the Party.

The long aceumulated national-political infinence of
the bourgoois loadership is rapidly diminishing.

(a) Under the fraditional influenee of Gandhism,.
it could wmawl ils treachery of August 15 as “indepen-
dence through mulual settlement’’ between the Britisk
Government and (he Congress. But with time, the
evidence of itw aubmervience to the Anglo-Ameriean

(3]
s

Imperialist bloe in the world struggle is being revealed
more and more, as also the true colour of the “indepen-
denee  from the British’’, which means within the
country the same Police Raj as before,

(b) Asthe traditional leadership it could in the
beginning plead for time to carry out its pledges. Over
Ilree years are gone by, but the conditions of life of
Ihe people have only worsened and through their own
slomach they can see who has gone thinner and who
lins become fatter, within the Indian Society,

(¢) The Congress in opposition kept together as a
loose but very broad organisation. The Congress in
power is being tightened up from top, demoeratie erities
ol the Government silenced and purged, top leaders
loging patience in patehing up quarrels between their
liontenants, The universally respected national organi-
wlion is being generally sneered at for it own inner
[ile, ag exposed through its own factional squabbles and
o revealed through the corruption of its own leaders.

I"he results of the national treachery and the bet-
‘nyal of people’s trust are bearing fruit and people
chnnot but see them and ponder over them beeanse they
constitute the very problems of their daily lives and
coneern the destiny of our country.

) memories are still alive,

The opportunities before the proletariat come not
anly from the above new and inevitable weaknesses of
(he Congress leadership, but the historic record of the
I'nty of the Red Flag has left an indelible impression
on the mind of our nation and the advanced sections of
ilie people recall it more poignantly after witnessing
[he recent havoe under the Trotskyite-Titoite policies.

(1) During three decades of the modern Indian

working class movement ocur Party showed by organi-
sing Trade Unions and teaching the working class the
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use of the weapon of organised strikes how to defend
the daily interests of the toilers against seeming odds,.
and rally them effectively in the caunse of national
strugele, Despite mistakes of the “Lieft’’ or the Right
and periodic ups and downs, our Party had a record of
all-round growth, having achieved more sucecesses than
suffered losses. In today’s economic political condi-
tions every section of the democratic people, peasants,.
students, petty-bourgeois employees, town poor and
above all the working class recalls the best days of the
Red Flag, awaiting its leadership for their own mass:
unionisation, for initiating united actions, and for
planning concerted solidarity moves that will put the
peoples’ enemies on the defensive and enable the people
to rise on their feet.

(2) The more the inner corruption of the Congress
machine gets revealed, the more the tall talk but prae-
tical impotence of the petty-hbourgeois parties demon-
strates itself, the more the forward elements from all
sections of the people ask: when will the self-sacrificing,
hard working, disciplined cadres of the C. . I. see
better sense, adopt a policy that will be at once practi-
cal and effective and emerge into the political field and
make the country pulsate with new hope, and get the
needed faith against the darkening gloom of spiritual
frustration and material miseries.

(3) The strength of Soviet diplomacy in the inter-
national sphere and the miracle of the Soviets changing
nature for the greater happiness of their people and
advancing the bounds of human knowledge, coupled
with the victory of the Chinese Revolution and the

daily news from China showing to all patriotic Indians

how a fellow Asian nation is rapidly reaching the goal
that was our own dream, while we ourselves are help-
lessly going down-hill,—these have made Communism
widely popular on an unprecedented scale and these
events have also helped to lessen to a considerable
extent the results of our own Trotgkyite erimes.
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The objective conditions for the hegemoney of the -

proletariat were created through the new class alignment
Ihat followed the August 15 set-up and the subjective
conditions too have matured through the people having
lusted the fruits of Nehru-Mountbatten brand of “free-
lom”” and become sick to death of them, and through
(he achievements of the U, S.S.R., the People’s China,
nid Communism the world over.
capitalise the situation and supply the needed spark is
correet leadership by our own Party, and that we adopt
nnd pursue “a definite, active, Bolshevik policy on all
imternal and foreign political questions, on all urgent
problems that effeet the vital interests of the working
vlinn ol our own nation and the international labour
movenent.,””  (Dimitrov, “United Front,”” pp. 137).

IIX. WORKING CLASS UNITY

Lienin and Stalin in all their writings have made
vorling class unity the bedrock of proletarian hege-
oy, After the Ditter experience of the rise of
the world labour movement learnt its value
the Seventh Congress -of the Communist
Lidornationnl  brought  abont o mew  tactical re-
and Lawght the Communist vanguard how
b apply (he toeties of United Ifront so as to unify
0l corlebng elnes and be able to achieve the unity of
(he popttdnr Toreow under its leadership. TFollowing
Fess e the various turns and twists of subsequent
during the Peace Iront days, throughout the
World War LI, and the following post-war period,
(hemujor Communist Parties of the world rose to fame
il eminence within their countries and all grew to
mnnly  height and made World Communism  the
(locinive foree against the Ameriean Imperialist drive
[0 World War ITT and for world domination. All this
v aichieved by the eomsistent and successful applica-
(ion ol the taetics of united front in varying cireum-
lanees and at different stages of the movement. The

{HEINDND,
niew  nnd

cinlnbion

(AN}

Il.'u.ml.(liye leadership taught the Party to consider the -
line of the Seventh Congress a deviation from pure -
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The greatest need to -



Marxism-Leninism! And the subsequent activities of
the Communist Parties as thelr inereasingly going
veformist and social-democratie!!

.

Naturally enough the Ranadive leadership paid no
‘theed to the gemeral Trade Union unity line of the
W.F.T.U., did not even bother to study, concretis
and implement the decigions of the Milan Worl
(Clongress,

Hungarian Conference of the In
formation Bureau was held and it adopted decision:
hased on the urgent need of forging working clas
unity to defend the interests of the working elass, 0
the people against the Ameriean Tmperialists and their
native agents, to broaden the peace movement to cope
with ihe tasks of the eoming eritical phase and thu
fulfil  its leading role, what was the attitude of ou
loadership? Tt suppressed Togliatti’s and Suslov’s
reports and did not print them in the Party Press!

And when the

Results of the Ranadive policy.

Such was the general attitnde of_the Rauadiv
Jeadership. What is the legacy left behind by it:

(a) By counter-posing the basic c\em,_auds to th
partial, 1t oreatly damaged the reputation of 1?[11
Party as the most effective leadership of the working
_class, The situation was vividly deseribed by &
Tirozabad worker-leader, one of the foundersof the
pamous Glass Workers Tnion: “The mazdoor was
strong enough to carry oneé maund, but the ']?&1'ty put
upon him a 4 maunds load, and the inevitable has
_happened. Our Mazdoor Sabha got finished and worker
does not think he can today carry even a few seers!
Banish all tall talk, lead us back to Trade Tnionism
and tell us how to face up to the new type of repres-
¢jon??, Under the influence of such Trostskyite insanity:
-the mass of the workers stopped for the time being
‘looking to our Party for “practical lead’” in defence of
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their day to day interests and a good seetion went
under the Socialist influence. We have lost day to day
contact with the working elass and our Trade Unicn
leadership over it, and the Socialists have entered the
voenum created by our Trotskyite mistakes on the
one hand and the Government repression on the other.

(b) Our strike strategy and tactics were alien fo
all conceptions of Trade Union democracy and to the
proletarian traditions. They were those of petty-
hourgeois revolutionists and political adventurers.

Adyenturist strike tactics

The ouistanding features of adventurist strike
[neties were the following:

Strike-deeision was taken by one or more under-
cround leaders (blindly loyal agents of the Trotskyite
wadership) even without consulting the Executive of
o Trade Union concerned, leave aside having a strike
hillot where it was possible, or at least freely debating
he issue in secret or semi-secret meetings of militants.
liven all the known experienced and trusted, employed
and loyal worker-leaders were not drawn into consulta-
lion. Only such “worker-leaders’  were consulted
who, the leadership knew, would support its decisions
(o give the eall for strike. A

It shows the great fidelity of the rank and file
militant workers to the Red Flag and the Party that
when handbills giving the eall to go on strike were
issned 1n the name of their Union and the deeision for
the same taken in the above arbitrary manner. they
Aid not come out publicly denouncing the misues of
their Union's name and authority and did nothing
more than express their bewilderment at such calls
and either quietly went to work with heads down or
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waited at home a shift, ora day or two, to see if the
strike at all took plaece.

The mandatory directives to all Trade Union cadres.
and worker Party members and all cadres from
outside the industry or locality thrown in to bring
about the strike, were:

—to develop every strike into a general strike of
the industry and the locality (spread every strike the
widest you can and the fastest too), and to overcome
all reformist resistance (i. e., to report back for discie
plinary measures the names of cadres who raised
objections against such mad gambling with their own
Trade Union.

—to take the offensive the moment the police foree
is sighted and not wait for it to start lathi-charge or
firing (7. e., the moment the police squad is sighted
throw stones, brick-bats and crackers if any have been
made available).

—the only way to make the strike successful in the
present situation was to strike terror into the heart
of ‘dalals’ (bosses’ agents). This became in practice
regarding every important worker who objected to
such strike-calls and provocative methods, as a ‘dalal”
and in Caleutta alone I have met quite a number of
old worker Party members and experienced militants
who were thus denounced as ‘dalals’ and who became:
terribly demoralised over it, went inaetive and are
waiting for better days to come when they will again
be summoned by the Party for duty and given com-
prehensible directions which carry convietion and
which will move their class.

Quite a large number of such “dalals’’ were brutal-
ly beaten up producing very bad reaction in the mass
of the workers,

When the majority of the workers began going
baek to work, crackers were used against the mass of
them, the majority, to ecreate panic and thus keep up
the appearance of the workers being on strike. (I

34

know of this, for certain, about Caleutta Tram and can
prove it in any Party investigation).
The results of such strike-tactics were:

(@) All known worker-leaders who could be got
at by the police were arrested and locked up
in jails and the remaining few beecame de-
moralised and inactive,

(b) All the known militants (cadres below the
leaders inside the factory) were victimised
and those who managed to retain their jobs:
became inactive and demoralised.

(¢) .Among the non-Party militants-workers, the
old experienced Union activists were denounc-
ed as “dalals” or as gone demoralised, and
young, raw, inexperienced worker-youth
pushed up to leadership and glorified, but soon
the number of these worker-youths too began
dwindling and they also were not available
to carry out suicidal tactics,

In short, the result of such strike-tacties was to
hehead the Trade Union leadership, demoralise the
worker-aetivists of the Union and uproot the Party
nmong the working class.

T'votskyite attitude towards Trade Union Unity

As in other aspeets of the Trade Union policy so on
Iho issue of Trade Union unity the outlook and practice
ul our leadership was typically Trotskyite.

The necessity for Trade Union unity wasnot only
ignored but plainly denied. The “theory’, system-
mitically preached in oral propaganda, was that the
more sbrike-struggles the Party can launch and the
more militant forms are adopted, the sooner we will
succeed in liguidating all shades of reformists from the
T'rade Union movement. The “theory’’ on paper was
that struggles itself will unite, workers are boiling
over for action, the Party (after getting rid of refor-
mists within) has only to give the lead for action angd
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o wonrlcorg will gwea :
10 workers will sweep all before them and ecast aside

olormists of all shades and hueg.

Alter the Milan W.I°.T.U. Session and -tl’le silent

trinnbling from the rank rear

i g,"“ 0‘. t%e rank and Aile, a_year after the
| | ¥ Uongress 1n the second half of 1949, it was con-
silore Ay q5] D a6 . 1 1 1

I e! (.‘L pet mls,!m‘ble W{to __111?«3\@ appeals from below to the
anic and file of the Socialists.

‘ Ihe nearver a particular “reformist’” had Dbeen to
the A.I.T.‘D.C., the more he was denounced and attack-
od.  And in general all the reformists were lumped
together, N, M. Joshi, Mrinal Kanti Bose, the Socialists
ind the eritical Communists, all were indiseriminately
¢alled “traitors’, “cowards’” and “agents of the bonr~
geoisie’,  There was no attempt at diffeventiated

a}aproaeh even in denuneiatory exposure, nor any |
attempt at being econcrete and factual. ;
We went on agserting that the ALT.U.C. was the |

only represez}tatiw central Trade Union organisation
;1‘11(1 the ILN.T.U.€. and the Socialist Hind Mazdoor
?p'aI_Jha (II.}\I.S.) are hogus organisations and the Trade
Union affiliated to them are mere paper unions &espite
the growing evidence of events that proved us to be
wrong. They had begun as top organisations no daunbt

}_nut soon they succeeded in building up a mass. ﬁhase"
for themselves, mostly as a-result of 0111"mistakes, ‘but
p_:u'tly as a result of relying upon more backward sec.
tions orgoing to areas where there were no old unions

or where the Red Flag tradition was weak.

; .[r&‘J"tf1 the Second Party .Oongrgss,.in face of the
: 'N',‘]" .l‘T.OA and the Socialist offensive against.the
AT .G, instead of beecoming more anxious to retain
the 11:)11.-00111111unist Trade Unionists inside the latter

and using them as a bridge to built nnity of action *
with the Socialists through healthier elements in local |
and provinelal Socialist Trade Union leadership, we !
hegan flaunting our new-found “revolutionariness’’

af them and moved by the outlook that “days of eon- |
cossion to reformists must go with our own reformism’’.

36

Wo made it known to the “reformists that they were
f1oe to walk out of the United organization if they
ohjected to our leading the working elass through
lhe A. L T, U.C. and demanding due share
in AILT.U.C. representation. The Socialists were
already in toueh with the opportunist elements like
Ruiker inside the A.LT.U.C. and we did everything
in our power to drive the rest of the non-Communist
Unionists into his arms. The result was the split in
the AJLT.U.C. and our leadership defended it before
the Party cadres with the slanderous lic that N, M.
Joshi and Mrinal Kanti Bose ete., were all cowards and
they split because Nehru had warned N. M. Joshi that
the Government was going to ban the ALT.U.C. and
go all-out against the C. P. I. and the non-Communists
will not be spared if they stuck to their association
with the Communists. So N.M. Joshi and Co. have
quit betimes! Such was our “gxplanation’ ol the split
in the A.LT.U.C.

After this split the ALT.U.C. ceased being a broad
organisation at top, and at its bottom, the affiliated
unions were knocked out one by one by the Trotskyite
Tprade Union policy thrust on them in the name of
Party leadership. - The vietims of purges were now 1o
more non-Party Unionists (for nome were left) but
Party Trade Union cadres themselves and it must be
said to their credit that not one Party Trade Union
leader of Provincial or district status ever tried to use
his old eontacts or personal influence and rally the
local Trade Union against the Party and its policy.
Queh was their sense of loyalty and disc¢ipline. The
nemesis however came when Comrade Ranadive mef
his own mateh in Comrade Dange who had no seruples
recarding sticking to Party ways and had struggled to
leep intact and strengthen his hold over the Girmi
Kumgar Union (G.K.T.). When Com. Ranadive
iricd to grab the G U, after expellihg Com., Dange’s
licutenants, he got the famous G.K.U, its‘olf.opeaﬂy
defy the Party and after the T.L.P.P.D. Editorial the
(1. K.T". leadership came out with a handbill with the
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heading ; “Down with the Trotskyite Ranadive & Co.”’
and expelled G.K.U. Executive Commitiee members
who remained loyal to the Party (ie., to the Ranadive
group) directions,

Such have been the slogang, the practice and the
results of the Ranadive Trotskyism in our Trade Union
movement—it has been liquidated,

The Rajeshwar Rao Policy

Has the Rajeshwar Rao leadrship taken it as its
FIRST task to give the Party a Trade Union poliey
that will lead to the revival of the Trade Union move-
ment and the activisation of our Trade Unions? No!
On the other hand its Trade Union policy stabilises
the present situation and seeks to make it worse through
its slogans of action and hides the fact that it is only
rationalising and carrying forward the Ranadive heri-
tage by use of new revolutionary jargon borrowed from
the Chinese Communist Party literature.

(1) In its Lietter to Ranks of June 1, 1950, it pro-
mised among various doecuments, one on “Tacties and
Tasks on the Trade Union Front’’, It has not yet
published it. That is, the Party is without any Trade
Union tactics, ten months after the F.L.P,P.D. Editorial
after five months of discussion between our old and new
leadership, and after five months of our new leadership
at the head of the Party. Is itonly a case of unbelievable
irresponsibility or; itself the evidence of there being
really no difference between the old and the new leader-
ship on Trade Union policy? If the new leadership
felt very strongly against the mistakes of the past and
had a new policy to correct them, its first job was to
give the Party of the proletariat its Trade Union policy.
The Party is, therefore, left “leadless’’ so far as the
working class front is concerned. Is this the way to
rebuild Party links with working class or on the con-
trary the way to stabilise the situation as left by the
Ranadive leadership ?

(2) Under the false analysis that asituation of “white
terror’’ prevails in all our industrial cities, just as it
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did in the Chinese towns under the Kuomintang regime,
the Rajeshwar Rac leadership rationalises out what
Ranadive’s Trotskyism produced, and more, helps ta
hide the damage done by the Ranadive poliey.

Under its adventurist slogan  that “armed
guerilla struggle in rural areas is the main form of
struggle,’’ and villages are the main centres of intense
and widespread activities of the Party, the Rejeshwar
Rao leadership demands that militant workers (who
are themgelves the cadres to keep functioning the Trade
Unions themseclves) and revolutionary intellectuals
(non-proletarian Trade Union organisers in new areas
and industries in association with newly rising mili-
tants) be sent as volunteers, organisers and educators
to the rural areas to strengthen armed guerilla struggle.
The armed guerilla struggle itself is such an unreal
slogan of action that we shall not see the birth of any
guerilla areas because the peasants themselves will
NOT respond, but to the extent Party discipline is used
or Party loyalty exploited by the new leadership and
these worker militants and revolutionary intelleetuals
taken away from the towns, to that extent the Trade
Union front will be weakened and these valuable cadres
sent to jail or got shot at trying to organise armed
guerilla struggle. This is certainly NOT liguidating
Ranadive’s liguidationism on the Trade Union front
but objectively having a new plan to carry it forward,
in the only practical from that is left possible.

The Rajeshwar Rao leadership’s analysis of “white
lerror in towns,’” its insistence on completely illegal
organisations in towns despite the phrase about using
both legal and illegal forms, its appeal for “worker-
volunteers” for armed guerilla struggle in rural areas,
when all these things are borne in mind and the only
npocifie document it has produced for the towns (the
relevant seetions inthe Andhra Party Letter of February
1050, “Present Revolutionary Situation and New Forms
of Hiruggle’’) is studied, then its own policy for working
aliws appears in its true menacing significance. Then
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it becomes crystal clear that the only lead the Rajeswar

Rao leadership has to give to the worker eadres who do

not offer themselves as volunteers to go to villages
for armed guerilla struggle, is to get organised as nrban
armed guerilla units and go all out to deal with “the
local appressors’ in record quick time. How is this
any different than realising the unvealised dream of
Comrade Ranadive, exeept giving it a new organisa-
tional form and making individual terrorism regular
Party aectivity? Comrade Ranadive and his trusted
followers used to ery themselves hoarse, only during
the strikes, to finish off the dalals(bossess’ agents)by all
means.  Comrade Rajeswar Rao wants to organise
mdividual terrorism as regular Party activity and he
wants it done on a systematic and planned - basis
while Comrade Ranadive’s were amateurish efforts,
casual, unplanned and unco-ordinated. This is not
Trade Unionism, ecither legal or illegal, nor a combina-
tion ol the legal and illegal, hut pure and simple
terrorism being thrust on the working class. Ranadive
Liquidated our mass Trade Union bases, Rejeshwar Rao
wants our individual militants to hecome terrorists and
thus earry forward the liquidationist role. The first
had mass Trade Union hases to gamble with, the second
has only individual militants left and he plays with
them. The slogans of aetion of both are Trotskyite
liguidationist, the difference lies in just what is possible
in the two stages of the movement to play the role of
the disorganiser and liquidator of the Trade Union
movement,

(8) Comrade Ranadive justified his Trotskyite-liqui-

dationist tacties exploiting the indignation of the
cadres against the {reachery of the bourgecisie and
turning their revolutionary ardour into adventurist
taeties in the name of establishing the hegemony of the
proletariat.

If Comrade Rajeshwar Rao’s documents are care-
fully studied, and especially his defence- of armed
guerilla struggle asg the main form of struggle and the
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place he has assigned to the \\'(}}*];ing class .in hif,
composite “Chinese’” plan of action are comsidered,
il will be seen that he exploits the adventurist mistakes
of our Ranadive leadership which liquidated the mass
''rade Union movement, only to suggest a tactical plan
ol action which denies the leading role of the working
class in our national liberation struggle and thus
repudiates one of the essential prineiples of Leninism.

Underestimation of the role of working class

In Comrade Rajeshwar Rao’s plan of :u:linn the
working elass has to play the subsidiary role of serving
as o renervoir of volunteers for armed guerilla strugel
in virnl areas where the main body of the Liberation
Arpy @6 to be formed and it will come and liberate the
cunloved proletariat and the vest of the population
i towns, The class whose role in Marxist-Leninist
lonchings isto act the liberator of the other oppressed
clugacs is reduced to the class that will itscll De
liberated.

i1 his plan of action the working elass has on the
whole to play a passive role, remain mostly lying lmy.}
Hometimes it ean also organise Trade Union actions, if
il thinks them possible under conditions of IFascist
white terror; it should, however, see that its militants
are organised  for individual terrorism against indivi-
dual enemy agents. And this is supposed to be thelesson
for the Indian working clasg from the history of the
(‘hinese Communist Party! The three former members
of the C.C. (A, K. Ghosh, 8.V. Ghate and 8. A,
Dange) in their thesis correctly point out thisisa
denial of the lessons of the history of the Indian work-
ing class, that its anti-imperialist protest actions, its
solidarity actions with other sections fighting for their
day to day demands have played the role of rousing
other sections of the people and have served as a model
of organisation and action for the peasantry, students,
employees ete,, and have helped to galvanise and raise
to a higher level the national liberation movement.
itself.
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Lenin’s eagle eye spotted the significance of the
first known anti-imperialist political action of the work-
ing class against Tilak’s arrest. Lenin hailed the
strike and action of the working class during the first
non-cocperation movement of 1919-20. During 1926-27,
even during the infaney of the Party, the rallying by
the Party of the working class against Simon Commis-
sion and the radicalising effect it had on the entire
national movement and especially, on the student youth
and the Congress rank and file, together with the
systematie campaign for the adoption of a plat-
form of clear-cut anti-imperialist struggle, complete
independence, working class and peasant demands,
allying with the USSR and revolutionary labour move-
ment as Indian Freedom movement’s anti-imperialist
allies, all this made British Tory Government and the
Indian bureauecracy shake in their boots and the Meerut
Conspiracy Case was their vindietive answer. The Lieft-
sectarian mistakes of the Party during the 1930 Civil
Disobedience Campaign which ultimately resulted in
splitting the Party were openly and publicly eriticised
in the Three Parties’ Letter (of the Parties of China,
Britain and Germany) to the Indian Communists,
followed a year later by another open Letter of the
Chinese Party. After the Seventh Congress, in the
“Dutt-Bradley Thesis’’ our Party was directed to make
the start with achieving Trade Union unity to he able
to make a success of the United National Front (UNF)
suggested therein. The suecesses of the Party in
carrying out the poliey of the UNF (1935-39) were
internationally acclaimed and enabled the Party not
only to re-unite the AITUC but win back and expand
its Trade TUnion base, penetrate the peasantry and
start their independent class organisations, organise
the All India Students’ Federation as a mass students’
movement and win its leadership, and win over the
vast majority of Congress Soecialist Party Units and
eadres, and a good section of Congress workers and
middle leaders in the most advanced districtsin almost
‘@Very province, .
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During the war days it was the reliance upon and‘
the Succegésful mobilisation of the working class that
enabled the Party to stand firm against 9th Augusdt{
provocation and save the country, at least Hastern an
Southern India, from the horrors of Japanese aggresmmi
In different ways this was realised and admitted bof
by the British Government and the Congressleadership.
T'his was the FIRST time when th_e Pal_'ty‘ and the
working class stood between two fires, imperialist terro%’
let loose from ome side to provoke and smash the
popular forces, and from the nﬂm}' side tEc‘ gongi
ress frantically calling for such a form of 1'11‘1 f{ona]
struggle’’  whiech  would have meant 7 11.11;101.1&
suicide and invitation to Japs to walk in. ‘We and the
working class successfully stood our own ground and
liept our flag flying. It was a negative epntr}butmn to
(ho anti-Iaseist war but a historie contribution never-
Iheless,

'he country-wide Bengal Famine Relief Campaign
ind the Food Campaign of 1943-45, despite utopian-
reformist mistakes, helped to revive the political life
in the country after the terror-regime that followed the
(042 struggle and which seemed to have smashe&i 1}11p
overy thing. This contribution of the Party a% t (;
working class was publicly reeognised by all ones;
oloments of various political trends till the slogan§
of anti-Communism were brandished for the purpose of

Jdnming eneral Flections. o
“'“Kll.'lzérﬂ}s%f war, the rapid Trade Unionisation of
pelty-bourgeois employees, both c_ommerclal angﬁlln
({overnment Departments, was the direct result of the
war-time Trade Union expansion and post-war strike
londership by the Party. The solidarity campalgn for
Knghmir in 1946-47 gave courage to local fighters to
enrry on despite the severe repression and at ‘a tlmg
when Congress pressure on them to  “stop struggle an
slart negotiations’’ had been keyed up. The Worknlllg
olugs rally for the release of the IN'A men and_t e
Bombay worker’s General Strike and sohda1’11;37T actions
in other industrial Centres in support of the RIN mutiny
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wiped out the effeet of anti-Communism widely and
intensively preached by the Congress Right and Left
wings under the slogan that the CPI had betrayed the
Avpgust Revolution, the smear that it was a traitor
Party, pro-imperialist and unreliable in the national
cause. Advanced elements of all anti-imperialist classes
began seeing that when the Congress has taken to the
path of negotiations and compromise and will soon be
forming Governments, the CPI will form the much
needed opposition; it will effectively lead struggles
and supply the needed pressure upon the Congress to
implement its pledges or alternatively lead “another
round of national struggle’’ if and when it becomes
ngeessary. This was common talk in students’ hostels,
Commerecial and Government offices, and the advanced
villages during their “political discussion.’’

- All this is the living history of our clags till the
Banadive leadership came in, and temporarily liquida-
ted its organized strength. However, to the Rajeshwar
Rao leadership our working elass seems to be without
a past from which we might draw lessons for our own
and our liberation movement’s future, In its policy,
our working eclass has only the task to patiently wait
Il 1f is liberated by Rajeshwar Rao’s armed guerillas
from rural arveas and go on supplyving volunteers to his
High Command in the meanwhile.

Teachings of Masters ignored

. Lenin never seems to have written “What s to be |

done?’’ on the demoecratic tasks to be actively fulfilled
by the working class in defence of its own daily life and
of the interests of all other oppressed classes to enable
it to become the leader in the democratic revolution.

Lenin and Stalin seem to have no teachings for us

on-the role of the colonial working class in the anti-
imperialist revolution. The Rajeshwar Rao .leadershlp
hag deliberately ignored the following teachings of the
masters: ¢
(1) that the colonial working class can play the
most consistent anti-imperialist role; and to win the
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leadership of the national liberation movement from
the eompromising hourgeoisiec it must appear before ail
anti-imperialist classes as their tireless mobaliser on all
anti-imperialist issuwes and thus rally them to resist the
Imperialist plans at all stages and go on gathering
strength to liquidate the imperialist hold over the
country;

(2) that the colonial working elass, as the most
advanced and organised detachment of the Indian
movement, has not only to fight in defence of its owh
interests, but also for the daily interests of other toiling
people and thus it has to help to heighten not only its
own democratic conselousness but alse build democratic
unity from the bottom, through the experience of the
nasses themselves, and build a solid popular foundation
for the anti-imperialist struggle under its leadership.

I'rom the Rajeashwar Rao leadership, however
we pot: !

No speeifie issues for the working class to initiste
nation-wide anti-imperialist camp aigning;

No Trade TTnion platform through whieh the Payty
iy unite the working elass and help it to fight for
i dnily interosts;

No oplan of campaigning over vital issues (food,

clothy wages, employment, housing, education ete.) to
tmprove the datly life of the eommon people and get
[heoworking olown to take the initiative and move other
appromsed wlratas in their own self-defence and in

olidnrity with the rest of fellow-sufferers against theip.
COMIION ONenes. £y

Who would call such a leat1e1:ship a Communist
leadership? Ilow can such leadership ever repair the
liquidationist damage done by the Ranadive leadership

and put the working elass on its feet, on the path of

winning leadership of the people?
In the meanwhile the situation has not stood still
The cost of living has been constantly rising. The
hosses arerefusing wage-increases and eutting down evefi!
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G A ¥ L hment,
sarlier bonuses. Under the threat of retrenc
ipr?:;‘exllsle speed-up and rationalisation 18 being put
through. Retrenchment is a daily and growing pheno-
menon both in the factories and the offices.

- our Trotskyite leadership, the best and the
mo.‘gn}(:iueﬁitant Trade '}Unions have been 1}q}11da1_:ed gn{{
exist only as names, e.g., S.L.R. Labour Union, the ’a d
cutta Tram and Port Unions, the Bombay Gru‘nl.Kamg,a‘J
Union, the Kanpur Mazdoor Sabha, the 0_01]1{!)?1:01:
'Pextile Workers’ Union, ete. The A.LT.U.C. is without
its organised base of local Unions.

The bosses are driving home the advantage, not onlly
turning a deaf ear to working class demands, but 1at ‘so
imposing worsened conditions on the working class.
The Government and the Congress boast of ha{l?ng
broken the back of the Communists in the wor mtg
clags and are openly eontemptuous of us, its represent-
atives do not even agree (o meet our Trade Union
representatives.

Qoeialists are reaping a rich harvest over the
ash;rshgf our old mass TUs, e. g., they have successfully
penetrated our one-time strongholds, the Caleutta Tram,
the Bombay Textiles, the Kanpur Textiles, the Hyder-
abad labour, ete. .

The only, but very important, ray qf hope is that the
mass of Red Flag militants have remained loyal to the
Tlag though they have lost conﬁdeI%ce in t‘hemse%\_res-
after getting demoralised under the ’lrotsk,gflte po }eﬂ
and are patiently waiting “for better days’’, by ;E‘rhu'}i
they mean a practical policy for day to day lria,( e
Union work and unity inside the Party. They have
hemrd with dismay and deep sorrow the news of the in-
ner-Party mess, want the leaders to make up and'o?ﬁe-
again come before them as a united team. They a‘slid de
gimple question: if the Party itself is a house divided,
how will they get any lead?

igti i1 ting is find-
nother distinet sign that the working elass 18 :
ing%ts worsening conditions unbearable and is eager to-
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aet, is visible in the 1950 strikes. These strikes took
place over our heads and despite us, mostly in new
places but also in plaees where Red 1'lag Unions existed.
A new strike mood is not only vising but a new
strike wave is rumbling deep and far and wide (Bombay
Textile General Strike, the Socialists and other Railway-
men’s Federation leaders being foreed to talk of strike
ballot, the Bengal I.N.T.U.C. giving notice of province-
wide General Strike against retrenchment and for wage-
inerease ete.) With a lead based on Trade Union unity
und conerete demands to meet the worsening situation
and united and vigorous initiative and campaigning
lrom the Party, the rumbling strike-wave will burst
forth into a new rise of working elass and popular
npsurge.

T'vade Union Tasks of the Party

In sguch a situation, in my opinion, the concrete
Tde Unions tasks of the Party ave the following:

(1) Formulating ¢ Trade Union platform,

1"hore are two main trends on the subject:

(it) The old Trotskyite trend which related the
funie domands of the working elass to realising the pro-
grnmmo  of and  strugeling for the victory of the
I'oople’s Demoeratie Revolution here and now and
[he tmmediate establishment of the People’s Demoeratic
(lovernment when alone these demands would be realised.
1"he nnalysis was that capitalism was in its last diteh
and could not afford to make any concessions and
would go on attacking the working class more ang
more, while the situation was so revolutionary that if
ulrnpeles on any immediate demands started they could
o casily and spontaneously raised to the highest stage
nid no the task was to educate the working class on its
own hasiec demands as a part of the Programme of
I'oople’s Democratie Revolution and inspire it to fight
e their realisation right away.
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This outlook and these tacties have not been speci-
fically denounced as Trotskyism on the Trade Union
front in the Self-Critical Report of the old or in the line
of the new leadership. On the other hand, this very
outlook has been carried forward by our new leadership
in a slightly new form, magked in new phrases from the
literature of the Chinese Party. The new leadership
states that there can be no fundamental improvement
in the life of the working eclass unless the agrarian
revolution is completed and hence argues that if fhe
working class wants to improve its lot, it must promptly
and actively aid the armed guerilla struggle in ruval
areas and send its Dbest sons to villages as gueril-
las, ete.!!

Both our old and new leaderships denied that curs
was a transitional phase and needed transitional tactiey
and transitional slogans, Henece there was the denial
of the main Trade Union tash itself, the necessity to
formulate immediate demands that will rally the werl-
ing class as @ whole against the offensive of the bosses
and the policy of the Nehrn Government and create the
pre-conditions (strengthen the working class and
wealken the bosses, ete.) for going over to the offensive.
The difference between the immediate and the basic
demands was eleminated, in place of “defensive-offen-
sive’? tactics provecative-liguidationist taeties were
adopted. The result was, instead of advancing towards
realising the hegemony of the proletariat the existing
Trade Union movement itself was split and the militant
Trade Unions suffered the most in the bargain.

{b) There has been the invisible reeoil from such
an outlook, after the I.L.P.P.D. Editorial and because
the new leadership has offered no suitable Trade
Union tacties except a rehash of the old Ranadive
tactics, the dominant trend among our Trade Union
eadres is towards “economism’’ pure and simple,
Trade .Unionism in procfice and revolutionary de-
magogy  words. Their real views are:
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The Trade Union organisation has been liquidated.
I'herefore, we have to begin all afresh from the very
heginning with the A.B.C, of elementary trade unionism
on the basis of factory grievances and huild up groups
of militants and try to re-start our Trade Union offices,

Generally they take an opportunist stand on the
question of guerilla struggle, do not directly oppose if
as inapplicable and harmful, but state that theiv area
is not ready for it and it will take time,

Comrade Dange represented and echocd (lix vory
outlook after his release. The opportunist demagogy
is present in his press statements and the damnahle
reformist practice in his “lead’” in the Bombay Tox(ile
(leneral Strike. '

So great is the ideological backwardness of our
Party and so wide-spread the opportunist corruption
of our cadres by the unprincipled ways of our leador-
ship, and equally unprineipled ways of thoge leaders
who seek to replace them, that I do not know of any
Trade Union leading cadre of the Party, except Com rado
Jyoti Basu, who has produced a self-critical document
reeounting his experience under Trotskyism and whal
it cost the Trade Union movement. Everybody is now
as loudly denouncing in words and in general tering
the Trotskyism of the past, but NOT sitting down {0
write out what it cost our hig Trade Unions or industrial
centres, After the exposure of petty-bourgeois revolu-
tionism our Trade Union cadres are slowly sinking
into Economism in their outlook and veformist tactics
in practice, They do mnot see how the worsening
vonditions are already leading towards a new striloe-
wave. They forget that the Trade Union organisations
may be hquidate_d by adventurism Dbut the Red I'lag
tradition, the desire for mass organisation and Trade
Union unity not only lives but has got strenglhoned
and their need is being more acutely foll by n work-
ing class that knew them and had built them hecanse
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of the very fact that the average militant finds today
that his trade union is not there to defend him when: |
he needs it most.

Both the above wrong trends have yet to be admitt- |
ed by our Party to be wrong, as hindering the discus-
sion and the adoption of a Platform of Immediate-
Economiec Demands by the working class.

In my opinion the wmain ideas behind such a plat-
form should be the following:

It is an interim platform for the present critical
transitional phase of the movement. It is NOT the
full programme of the People’s Democratic Revolution
nor is it a catalogue of some of the urgent demands of
the working class as a whole.

Tt should embody all the main immediate demands
of the working class as a whole that will suecessfully

stop the present trend of its worsening conditions of
life and labour and mean all round improvement in its
condition.

The demands should be no more radical than what
appear as urgent and praectical to the mass of working
class, capable of immediate realisation through the
united strength of the working eclass to be rallied in
manner as appears the only way out of the situation
to the aclive militants of varicus political trends,
nnder all the three Trade Union eentres, i.e., they shoul
he demands which will lead to maximum mass mobilisa
tion through maximum united efforts of the besti
the working elass,

It should be frankly based on turning the presen
offensive of the hosses against themselves. The bosse
are making {he working clags and the people (as con-
sumers) pay for the economie crigis of their own crea
tion and are morigaging national economy more an
more to Anglo-American imperialist capitalists. The
working elass through its platform or demands seeks t
protect itself as the most advanced and produectives
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class and makes parasitic profit-gorged capitalists them--
selves pay for the ecrisis and thus helps to save the
tn]f,tmnal e(iogomy from worsening further and disrupt
e consolidation of Imperialist grip over
eCconomy. % il i

Such a platform seeks to resist and reverse the-
present labour and industrial policy of the Nehru
Government, force it to malke concessions in the opposite
direetion which is, however, the same as going some
way to implement the traditional pledges of the Con-
%'lll'ess to the working class and about National Plann-

.
] Suc}}a programme must be based on an all-round
industrial expansion, with a view to making the eoun-
try economically independent of the Anglo-American
uuperlalism, through the instrument x:'of economic
alliance with the USSR and the Peoples Demoeracies
[t must popularise the Sino-Soviet Beonomie Pact as
the model of economic alliance between two anti-
imperialist and democralic counfries in their mutual
interests, and contrast (he wamo with our present
plight, our dependence on Anglo-Amorican lnnp('ri;i.]-
i, and the terms which (ho impoerialist loreign
Capital is demanding. ‘ i

Huch a platform should ho modelled on the approach
ele, ol the Memorandum of thoe WII'U {o (he United
Nations Ildeonomic  Council, Hueh  (ransitional pro-
pramme have also been formulatod by the Italian and
(he reneh Trade Union  organisntions and ;u"t; b(;inr-‘
pressed by them on (heir Govornments and made th:

basis of forging broadest working elagy unity of aetion
Such a platform musl embody specific demands on

the Indian "Government for lewislat; imi
| an Government, ‘wislative and admimistra-
tive action. i

The sanction behind such a platform mus
, _ sieh o ple st be clearl
recognised to be the united strength of the Workinsgr-




<lags in aetion. This is necessary to escape the refor-
mist mistakes which were rightly associated with my
name and which embodied the mistake of a utopian
.outlook with regard to the concept of National Plan-
ning. It led to the danger of elass-collaborationist
-tactics, when reliance was placed on the sanity of ourn
arguments and practieability of our proposals to win
us the intermediate stratas as allies and convinee the
“]iberal elements’’ in the CGovernment to get us our
.demands, and the working class was assured that the
more it held on to its crganised strength and did not
get provoked into premature actions, the soomer the
.acceptance of our plan, from above, will come to its
regene! This bankruptey today is embodied in the
:Socialist leadership. There must be no reformist illusions,
but living faith that the working class can turn the
scales through its own united aections, which will win
it democratic allies and isolate its enemies and put
them on the defensive,

The initiative for formulating such a platform must
.come from an urgently summoned Emergency Session
.of the General Council of the All India Trade Union
Congress (AITUC) to which representatives of the
Chinese Federation of Liabour and the World Federation
of Trade Unions should be particularly invited.

Such a platform must be offered by the AITUC to
“the United Trade Union Congress(UTUCQC), the Socialist
Hind Mazdoor ¢« Sabha (HMS) and the Indian
National Trade Union Congress (INTUC) as the basis
for joint front in action, for joint campaigning among
the working class from below and for exerting joint
pressure on the Government from above.

The AITUC must demand that all democratie orga-
nisations and individuals declare their support for its
Platform of Self-defence of the Working Class and for
for saving national economy from worsening catast-
rophe, as embodying a sound solution of the most pres-
sing problems of the economie crisis and opening the
round to national economic development for people’s
-welfare,
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The AITUC must declare that it will advise the
working eclass to cast its vote in the next general elee-
tions only for such parties and dcmoeratic leaders as
pledge active support to its platform now and agree
to work for its implementation by the Government in
power,.

Such a platform alone can re-link the Party with
mass of old Red I'lag militants and enable the Party
to unleash the widest and most intensive working class
campaign of its life.

Besides a general Platform for the whole working
class, we need to formulate separate industrial platforms
of Immediate Demands and Action for the workers of
individunal industries beginning with the major indus-
tries where the Trade Unions have been a force, e. g,
Railways, Post and Telegraph, Cotton Textiles, Jute,
ete. This will mean paying speeific attention to the
specific problems of these industries and giving our
efforts at Trade Union revival and a start from the
living concrete situation, with the most advanced
section as the first detachment.

Such speeialised industrial efforts should lead to:

—unifying the Railway Unions inside the All India
Railwaymen’s Federation (A.LR.F.);

—unifying the Postal and Telegraph Unions inside
one Hederation s !

nelivising the All India Textile Workers’ Federa-
Lion §

weioeliing eo-ordination of all Jute Unions; and

wegroing towards one All India Union for each in-
dustry oither conlbralised ov federated as per cireum-
gtance,
The problem of forging Trade Union Unity
Formulating such a platform is the first essential

condition of Trade Union unity.

_And such a platform will remain a paper platform.
without Trade Union unity.
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_ Before the Party can undertake the struggle for
Trade Union unity, it must correctly and clearly under-
-stand the following: .

—wherein lay the Trotskyism of the Ranadive lea-
-dership on this question ?

~—How serious is the correction made by the Rajesh-
“war Rao leadership ?

—What is the scope of Trade Union unity.
—What should be its terms?

. —Where to start to get going on the job of build-
ing it in practice?

(a) The Trotskyism of the Randaive leadership con-
:sisted in its disruptive practice that considered every-
-one in the Trade Union movement except itself and
its trusted lieutenants as “enemy agents’’. The INTUC
-and Socialist Trade Union organisations were lumped
together as bourgeois agencies trying to disrupt the
working class Trade Union organisation from without,
non-communist elements inside the AITUC were treated
as enemy within, Party members who objected in
various ways to this and similar nonsense were con-
centrated upon as the worst enemies because they were
inside the highest organisation of the working class,
the Party.

No attempt was made to differentiate between the
INTUC, the Socialists who were outside and the none
communist elements who were inside the ATTUC, nor
between the leaders and their rank and file. None

except ourselves were supposed to have any rank and
file.

During 1948 and the first half of 1949, the theory
was that the AITUC represented the real unity of the
‘working class; let our Unions unleash struggles and
the non-Unionised workers will follow and come into
-our Union and greater class unity wil follow. Struggle
itself would lead t6 unity; the slogan of unity for
:struggles was reformist, because others are anti-struggle
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tions,
Jbaged and stable Trade Unionsg; we can have only mili-

reformists and their organisations are paper organisae
In colomnial conditions we can not have hroad

tant Trade Unions based on the advanced elentents in the
class. If these Red I'lag Unions fight, the rest of the
workers will follow and come inside the Unions. Such
an outlook could mnever lead to the huilding of Trade
Union unity but only to playing into the hands of its
opponents.

Later during the second half of 1949, after the
Milan Session of the WEFTU, and pressing demands
(though in confused terms) for Trade Union unity
from our cadres, (after their own experience of miser-

-able failures of the sirikes conducted according to the

Ranadive tactics), it was stated (without any justifica-
tion) that our leadership had always stood for unity,
but it must be unity for struggle. Approach for unity
from below to the Socialist workers was permitted
but only from below and from a distance. The ap-
proach and arguments permitted were such as to repel
the Socialist-minded workers. The INTUC was, of
.course, to be considered as the worst enemy organisa-
tion. We, thus, not only isolated ourselves from the
INTUC following, but left our own militants to be
jeered at by the INTUC leaders and cadres over failure
of our poliey as revealed in strike after strike. Such
tactics in real life did not put us on the offensive, but
-on the defensive vis-a-vis the INTUC.

The net result of such anti-working eclass unity
-stand was that we corrupted our own militants to sueh
an extent that they did not think it a crime to suggest
that strikes launched by the Socialists or threatened
by the INTUC should not be supported by us. The
agrument was that they cannot do without us, they
have abused us in the past and hetrayed us when
+we went on strike; let them try without us, they would
come to their senses and let the workers see that
their strike turns out to he a worse fiaseo when led
by them. Calecutta Engineering Strike of 1948 on a call

!
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by the Soecialists is i
; 8 1s one speeific case I know 1
ﬁgllfsfrgamplses wzll. be available from other place{;f ggg
e 016?1. I_uch Is the familiar vesult of the Trots:
utlook on Trade Unjon unity. It makes the

most advanced section i i
; 100 isolate i .
rest of its own class! © Hself and sncers at the

The Party needs to
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1on the bureaueratic demand that no political or

strike resolution wo i
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g 0 19 vaclllating elements at the top to.
sabotage the growth of any movement from bpelov?
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and inspire confidence

done |

by depriving it of a central lead and the aid of the
AITUC,

The only United Front approach “from above’’ that
has been made is to respond to the UTUC and do noth-
ing more, exeept a few joint mass meetings in Bengal
which have been held on local initiative, There has been
no serious attempt to contaet other Trade Union or-
oanisations or individual Trade Union leaders.

Failure of the AITUC to adopt a Trade Union
Platform of Demands to serve as basis for the T_Ini"ced
Front, has meant that there is no mass campalghing
by us, no pressure from below.

In practice ‘at the bottom’ the situation remains as
it was left by Comrade Ranadive and is allowed to
worsen, while at the top opportunist concessions are
readily made. This is the familiar feature of Tr_ot—
skyism, revoluntionary words and reformist practice,
in the present and different (than Ranadive’s tm?e)
phase when adventurist actions cannot just be carried
out. The liguidationist role of Trotskyism remains
intact; formerly it was done the Left way, vow f 18
being tried the Right way.

(c) Scope of Trade Union Unity—The interests of
working eclass unity demand today that the banner 015
Trade Union unity must be all-embracing. The AITUC
must raise the slogan that it seeks to unite with all
Trade Union organisations: the UTUC, the Socialist
HMS, the Congress INTUC; and that will tlreles_sly
explore all possibilities of uniting the Indian working
class into one Trade Union Centre in place of the pre-
sent four Centres.

To make the scope of Trade Union unity broad and
its appeal all-embracing is not the.same thing as to
congider them all on par. In faet, acorrgct m‘1d0_r-
standing of the specific features of these various Trade

Union organisations will enable the Party to adopt a
correctly differentiated approach (eliminating th.e old
mistake of lumping them all together) and base itself
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-on the relative importance of these
aisations in working clags life.

‘The United Trade Union Congress-—Tts leadership
is of traditionally important non-Party individuals who
may be ecalled honest liberal trade unionists, whose
links with the Congress leadership were always weak
or non-exXistent and who had great respeet for the de-
voted .work of onr Party cadres in the Trade Union
movement. They stuck by the ATTUC in the diffieult
-days following Aungust, 1942 campaign when utmeost
Dbressure was exerted om them to split with the Com-
munists. Then again after the War, they suecessfully
resisted Congress and Socialist pressure to line up
‘with them on the anti-Communist platform, and split
tye.AITUC or capture it, squeezing out the Communist
Unionists. They are typical centrists. Their outlook
1s expressed in N, M. Joshi’s words in 1947-48: “The
‘Communists are going too Left and Soeialists too
Right and we neutrals are helpless, and so the split
of AITUC may become inevitable. Tt the two ex-
tremes get their experience and when they have learnt
the lesson of Trade Union unity the hard way, we can
Play some useful role as unifiers of the two groups in-
side one TUC.”?

Their individual names matter on an All-Tndia scale,
even in Bombay where they are weaker, but more so in
Bengal where they have real influence over the em-
ployees and also over some industrial workers,

This group is nearest the AITUC and our FIRST
endeavour should be to get it inside the AITUC as soon
as possible and use the contacts of leaders like N, 1M,
Joshi and M. K. Bose to make United Front approaches

to. Socialist HMS on specifie igsues, both on loeal and
national scale.

Socialist Hind Muzdoor Sebha—It demarcates
itself from the INTUC by claiming to be Left, eritical
of the Government and ag being pro-strike whenever
mecessary, It also demarcates itself from ihe AITUC
on the typical platform of anti-Communism, being

Trade Union orga-

58

truly national and not alien and :L\Ios_cow—ur,)11tr(i)1_1-ed‘;
bheine democratic and not authoritarian, supp }:‘ﬂc
heing . _ sy g
responsible strike leadership and not indnlging in ter
rorist adventurisn.

ases its appeal not only on national dem:w;'ugy
Ii.keIttlljlzspIqN}Ii‘:% C,p I;)ut, to stand its ground agams‘; th‘e
Csmmunists it claims to be truly Socialist and dl_én.l(“z:"—
ratic and for a poliey of responsibly conducted .stln.n—
gles, It thus makes a Left and pro-struggle appeal.

dres of the INTUC are like paid employees
of 'f]iag teoap leaders who mechanically carry out 'ﬂ]-elllé
individual routine duties. The Tr.’:}de BllIO:‘ll e;gcl_lesllor
the Socialists are just like our_s—elther sncel.s.zl}stlcai }:
minded young intellectuals going to the workmg elaq:,
at the call of the Party, or Le_ft-mmded young wor ;e‘\lii
awakened to politieal life during war days anti e?}lg 1t
by the Socialists through 1:_]153 “Aungust 'Rex- c')iu 101}.S
demagogy, Its cadres and 111111'tants function li \.? ou_jt h,
from day to day, and keep fairly eclose contact wi
the working class.

Its leadership is skilful and very eunning. S‘hejr
Ashok Mehta did outmanoeuvre our veteran S.A, Dange
during the recent Bombay Textile Strike.

i nd, the dis-

They have exploited, on the one hand, '
contenty of the mass of workers with Congress Govern-
ment policies and, on the other, they have c&plta,hs.ed
on the adventurist mistakes of our Party leadership.

' During the last 3 years their influence and organisa-

] "owi Today if the

i have been constantly growing. Today if tl M
J{E}lg:]llsinunist Party’s Trade Union influence is at 3t;
nadir the Socialist Party’s influence is at its zemj:]%. 0
all the Trade Union Centres the socialist HMS is the
strongest today. . od aikar
The problem of Trade Union Unity with HMS is
difficult and complicated. e Sac
Top approach to its leadership is necessary to ex-
press pourm;arnest desire for Trade Union unity, but
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the anti-Communist leadership of the Socialist HMS-

will mnever agree to organisational unity with the

AITUC and will even resist joint action aslong as.

it can,

With our proposals for joint actions leading to the
tormation of one Trade Union Centre we have to tire-
lessly and systematically campaign among the mass
of workers and run an intensive explanatory campaign

among its militants and hold serious discussions with

its ecadres and middle leaders. In face of the recal-
citrance of the bosses and the Government and growing
repression against the Socialist Trade Union cadres,
whenever. they go in for strikes, the desire for joint
action is arising among its worker-militants and its
cadres would be willing to talk over their differences
with us. Our negative attitude has been so far en-
abling the anti-communist leadership to ideqiogically
poison its rank and file against the Communist Party

and our practical mistakes have strengthened its grip- |
But the healthy elements among

over its own cadres. }
its own following have begun to see through the anti-
Communism of their leaders.

In such a set up we must

—begin by immediate appeal and campaign for
joint aetion for democratic :
defence of workers’ standard of living.

—go on preaching the need for organisational

Trade Union unity.

Joint action in loealities is immediately possible-

after initial prejudices are wiped out by our correet

campaigning and it will pave the path for Trade Union:

unity which is not possible without completely isolat-
ing the Socialist leaders from their followers.

Our Unity Campaign must help the growth of a

pro-Unity trend inside the Socialist Party. We bave to-

clearly realise that the Socialist worker is our class
brother and there can be no successful defence of the
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liberties and' |

interests of our class without class unity, and we can
never achieve really broad-based Trade Union Unity
unless we help the Socialist workers to see, from his
own experience, that his leaders are the enemies of
class unity, foul slanderers of his own class brothers,
the Communists and of the mighty USSR ete., that
their poliey is anti-working class and pro-Imperialist
and must be changed.

Trade Union Unity with the Socialist HMS will
talke as muech time as it takes its following to see
through the disruptive and treacherous character
of its own leadership and the measure in which we, as
the most advanced elements in the working class, can
make this knowledge, the living experience of the class
and real to the Socialist rank and file.

The Indian National Trade Union Congress—Its
appeal is mostly based on mnational demagogy and its
activities are directed towards the backward sections
of the working class who go to its office with their
individual and sectional grievances because Congress
leaders head the Government and are most likely to
to listen to INTUC representation.

From day to day, it funetions as a Company Union.
In times of strikes, it funetions in co-operation with
the police against the reds and all militants. DBut to
state only this would be to suppress a part of the
reality. Its leaders are clever demagogues and rea-
lise the growing discontent of the working class and
are not averse to threateming working ‘class action to
Dress the bosses and get part of the demands fulfilled
or seize the initiative from Socialists and Com-
munists,

It would be completely wrong to think that it is
only a top paper organisation, It has a mass following,
though dwindling and discontented, and it algo has
worker-militants who however funection through reliance
on existing traditional agencies, caste organisations,
‘Akhadas’ (physical culture clubs), through foremen
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in shops and jobbers in mills, clerks in head offices,
eta. :

A really broad working class mobilisation is not

possible without moving into joint action the section
of the backward working class loosely associated with
the INTUC and living in isolation both from the
AITUC Unions and the IMS.

We have to make formal approach for joint
action and Trade Union unity to INTUC too as an
organisation, but we have to realise that to the extent
the demoeratic Trade Unionists stand united, to that
extent will it be possible to stir the backward strata
under the INTUC. The leadership of INTUC will
resist both joint action and TU Unity to the last but
the unity campaign ean and must successfully wean
away from it its entire mass following and the best of
its militants, especially the cadres drawn from the
working class itself.

T we visit the sing of INTUC leaders on their rank
and file, we would be only playing into their own hands
and isolating ourselves from the backward elements
and fail to build broad working clags unity for action
over day to day issues, the greatest need of to-day.

Basis of Trade Union Unity

As T have said earlier, by sleeping over the issue the
Party lost initiative to the UTUC whose Platform holds
the field (See Cross-Roads of October 6, 1950, p. 1 and
p.3). It is a platform that puts the non-Communist
minority in a strategic place, and gives it almogt the
right of veto inside the united working class organisa-
tion, the AITUC, with the aid of the elanse that sug-
gests that 3/4 majority would be needed for political
and strike resolutions, This is eclearly making the
ATITUC constitution bureaucratic and:ineapable of
giving centralised lead to the elass over vital issues.

T think the only practical way to work for Trade
Union unity and evolve suitable terms is the following ¢
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We propose (as outlined above) a Trade Union
Platform of Demands as basis for Joint action, to pave
the way for Trade Union Unity.

We express to all Trade Union organisations.
our earnest desire to enter into diseussion with them to
thrash out the terms for Trade TUnion unity congistent
with the principles of Trade Unionism and the role of
the working class in the struggle for democracy and
independence.

As a preparation for such a Conference, we must
get to know the mind of Trade Union leaders and
cadres of various trends and define our attitude to the
same,

‘We should be prepared to give all moral guarantees
(and not constitutional vetoes demanded by TUTUC)
that we will abide by democratic discipline and never
exploit our majority in any narrow interest.

‘We should frankly admit before the working eclass
our mistakes of the past.

‘We should never sacrifice our right to strike-leader-
ship or compromise the prineiples of 'T'rade Unionism
in the supposed interest of Trade Union unity. If any
group makes unreasonable demand, it will only mean
that joint action of the elass and our own explanatory
campaign needs more time.

We can take UTUC terms as basis but must resist
its bureancratic clauses,

We should demand that the AITUC, as the origi-
nal united organisation should form the basis of the
united Trade Union organisation.

Joint Action

Joint action by varicus sections of the working elass
over vital economie, political and international issues
is the only path to build Trade Union unity on any
serious and abiding basis.

But this is just what has not been attempted by any
section of our Party leaders, whether those ‘in leader--
ship?? or those “in opposition.”’
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Our new C.C. has done nothing more than state in

‘the C.C. Letter that it is permissible to make approaches
for Trade Union unity both from below and from
above.

Camrade S. A. Dange on hehalf of the AITUC has
accepted the platform of the UTUC and asked for
some “liaison machinery’’ to be established (Cross
Roads, October 6, 1950—Appendix I).

Neither the C.C., nor the AITUC has offered any
platform of Trade Union Unity, nort has our Party or
TU leadership given any lead for joint action on any
single issne, whether economic or political or inter-
national,

In plain words, we have become the tail of the
UTUC leadership and do not even think in terms of
moving the working eclass into action over day to day
issues and of fraternising with the cadres of different
political beliefs.

From going ultra-left under the Ranadive leader-
ship, we are either lying low under the Rajeswar Rao
leadership, or under Dange leadership doing nothing
more than waiting to be received in audience by M.K.
Bose ete. There is no mass campaigning for joint
action over issues that are of immediate concern to the
working class.

The problem of Trade Union unity is not being
seriously and squarely faced and hence the Party is
unable to move its own elass. This means izolation of
the Party from the working class, instead of supplying
it the needed leadership.

The shift in the position of our leadership is from
the petty-bourgeois revolutionism (under Ranadive) to
petty-bourgeois reformism (Trade Union bureancratism
under 8. A. Dange), from sectarian adventurism to
servile passivity.

The Party of the Indian working class has yet to
evolve the lead for building working class unity and
give its own cadres the right start for the job.
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APPENDIX 1
ON TRADE UNION UNITY

(From Cross-Reads Vol 2, No. 23, Ocioher 6, 1959.)

AITUC AND UTUC FOR UNITED FRONT

The first step toward working class ity i 1i
hlns heen taken with the AITUéC"s acceg?zﬁfeemog ntc-l};g
I:T_UC formula for “United Front and "T'rade Union
I:-n}ty.” ﬁThg formula was suggested rocently f)v Coms
I‘\rlgmal Ixant} Bose and R. S. Ruikar for UTUC andl
st e Dropoiing ATTG0, "hane in, the
llind Mazdoor Sabha, ki % R gl g

Comrade 8. A. Dange on behalf of the AITUC has

sent a reply which says: “The formnla that you pro-

osed is generally aceeptable to us, Tt ean well Serve
1s a basis of understanding to establish joint m.-:.(-‘lli.nbr‘..-
0 give shape to our day to day work in (o trade
mion movement without permitting  diflorencoy o
| olitical matters to intervene,

{ “I do not not know if you have reeeived any po Py
{rom the Hind Mazdoor Sabha.,.... ITowever, onr iwo
'eanisations can take steps to establish some liaison
lachinery to begin work on the lines suggested, '

UNITY FORMULA

Following is the formula sye B Mri
. : ggested by Co Irins
anti Bose and R. S. Ruikar . e

(@) All the constituent Central Trade Union Or-
inisations which desire to work in the United Front
Imuld agree to work in spirit of goodwill and cooper-
1011,

(0) There should be no malicions and unfair eriti-
[ .of each _other, on the part of the constituent
wuisations in the United IFronf. Honest and fair
licism and expression of views on the Party line
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will be permitted, however, to all eonstituent organi-
sations.

(¢) It should be free and frankly reeognised that
Trade Union work should be apart and distinet from
political work of each Party; nor should there be any
desive or attempt on the part of amy party to make
Tralde Unions an instrument or forum for Party
WOork.

(d) Every attempt should be made to arrive atb
decigions by common agreement; and only as a last
resort, deeision on major political question or in
respect of strike should be taken by three-fourth
majority.

(e} If the United ¥ront works satisfactorily fer
the next six months, then the question of organisational
unity should be taken up in hand.

(f) At present the United Front should be restricted
to oppose the Blaek Bills, or such other important
Trade Union guestions.

(¢) A joint machinery should be evolved,

1IV. TELENGANA

The claim of the Andhra Members of the Central
Committee to Party leadership is based on their |

leadership of the Telengana gtruggle. They elaimi)’

that on their own they led the Telengana strug-
cle, by-passing the Trotskyite Ranadive line and,
correetly applying the Chinese experience. If
this claim were true then Indian Communists have
every reason to get the mecessary gelf-confidence forr
having evolved a Bolshevik leadership. The fact, how-
ever, is that the claim is false and very dishonestly
made,

Ranadive leadership also tried to build its revolu-
tionary prestige by exploiting the name of Telengana.
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The documents of the Ranadive and Rajeshwar Rao
leaderships on Telengana are themselves the best ex-
posures of their claims. They ave the following:

(1) Strategy and Taectics:

Tt is Gleneral Secretary Ranadive’s Report, made to-
the P.B., Session held from September to December,
1948 and hasa whole section devoted to Telengana.
It proves the following:

—The new leadership that talked so much and so-
loudly about Telengana at and after the Party Congress.
did not move its little finger to help Telengana, kept
no contact with the movement, did not even seriously
diseuss the reports reeeived, sent no directions and ran
no solidavity eampaign in the rest of the country. It
was a case of eriminal political irresponsibility and in
the true tradition of a Trotskyite bureaucratic leader-
ship that does not go to the field of revolutionary action
to guide the Party, but lives by exploiting the martyr-
dom of its cadres whom it does nothing to help.

— The necessary result was great deal of discontent
and confusion, Important eomrades of Telengana saw

not only the people in general, but a part of the people:

under our own leadership, weleoming the Indian Army.
They suggested a change of poliey.

—_The first and the longest P.B. Session, held while

the Indian Army marched in, took no note of the change
in situation and ealled upon the Party to carry on in
the old unchanged form the policy of armed struggle,
as we were doing before. If the P.B. was so far only
ouilty of irresponsibily neglecting Telengana, it now
made itself responsible for its gradual liquidation,

(2) What is Happening in Hyderabad (A P.P. H.
Publication)

This econtains two reports from Hyderabad which
give to some extent the situation as it prevailed a few

months after the march of the Indjan Army, the P.B’s.
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own characterisation and foreeast of Congress Govern-
ment policy and the Party line for advancing 1ihe
struggle.

A glance at this pamphlet will show how incorrect
were its forecasts and how stupid our line.

—In our anaiysis the main purpose of the march of
the Indian Army was the destruction of the Telengana
struggle which the poor Nizam himself was unable to
tackle. Hence we took it for granted that Patel’s
States Ministry will try to combine ALL against us,
set up a Congress Ministry, convene a Constituent
Assembly and hold eleetions ete.

Nothing of the sort happened.

Patel put Major General Chowdhury as the Military
Governor in-charge of IIyderabad and after about a
year, an ICS top bureaucrat Vellodi was made the
Chief Minister. No Congress Ministry was set up.

General clections for a Constituent Assembly were
wressed by democratic Congressmen but the demand
was ignored by the Congress Government,

What does our being false prophets prove? That
in the name of giving a revolutionary lead we were only
‘mouthing sectarian “anti-parliamentarism,”’

—In our amalysis we bunched up all the Congress
oroups together as one solid reactionary mass, when we
had the least justification for doing so.

Lieft Congress leaders who conducted the struggle
under the “Counecil of Action’’ had maintained infor-
mal United Front relations with us during 1947 and
who used to be denounced by the Right-wing for being
pro-Communist,

Swami Ramanand, the President, had demanded
after his release and the entry of the Indian Army the
deposition of the Nizam, the establishment of Respon-
sible Government, a Constituent Assembly to decide
regarding the Union® of different national regions of
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Hyderabad with their corresponding eontiguous lin.
guistic regions in the Indian Union.

The extreme Right-wing was for retaining Hydera-
bad as a separate State and the Nizam as a Rajpra-
mukh and forming a Ministry in alliance with pro-
Nizam Jagirdars. We took no note of these differences
and 8o rushed headlong into the blind alley.

Our purblind outlook left the field clear for Sardar
Patel to operate,

What was his line?

Sardar Patel called upon Swamiji to get his Lieft
keep off the Communists and he insisted that Swaimniji
unite with his extreme Right-wing rivals againgt the
advice and pressure of his Leftist licutenants. Patel’s
line was that as long as Hyderabad Congress leaders
do not unite (7, e., Swamiji and the Lefts, the official
majority of State Congress), with the treacherous
minority, already out of State Congress under pro-
Nizam Ramchandra Rao, no Congress Ministry will
be ci%t up and the Military Governor will rule Hydera-
bad.

Swamiji and the Lefts refused to go that far, the
deadlock continued and we just played no role inm
shaping events,

Our vigorous attempts to denounce all Congress
groups in the same breath together with the pressure
from Patel led Swamiji to come out more and more
against us and the Congress Lefts also began taking
particular care to demarcate themselves from us. The
Congress Centre and Left thus made themselves im-
potant against their own Right, and we successfully
isolated ourselves.

The more Left we went, the more we isolated our-
selves and paved the way for the Socialists to emerge ag
the sensible “Lefts’” on the Hyderabad scene, During
1949 they penetrated our urban bases and emerged ag
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Trade Union leaders of Hyderabad workers, who used
to be under our leadership hefore,

The Ranadive leadership and the Andhra members
of the C.C. were together responsible for a political line
by which we helped Patel to realise his tactical
alns, L.e.,

—Using the
ieadership; ‘

—Using the Centre (Swamiji) to detach the Cong-
ress Left from United Front with the Communist
Party; and,

—Helping the Socialists to penetrate the urban and
Trade Union bases of the Communist Party.

How was this a revolutionary policy instead of being
the line that aids counter-revolution from within the
revolutionary Party ¢

(3) The next lot of Party documents are:

(@) “Telengana Documents’, a booklet printed by
the new (.C.in August, 1950 containing the following
documents. 5

—In Part I, “Critical Problems Facing the Heroic
Telengana RBesistance Movement: The Way to Solve
Them’?, Feb., 1950. _

" _In Part II, “Criticism of the Andhra Provincial
Sectt. on the Deviations regarding Armed Resistance
in Telengana’’ Sept,, 1949.

(b) Andhra Party Letter dated Feb., 1950, entitled
“Ppesent Revolutionary Situation and New Forms of
Struggle,”’ cireulated by the new C.C. in August 1950,
as explanation for and in defence of its slogan of armed
guerilla struggle for our country as a whole.

The importance of these documents is:

() That they have been drafted by the Andhra
CCMs and endorsed by the Andhra PC which they
personally and direetly led, These constitute the model
of the line which they, as the new leadership of the
Party, want the entire Party to follow.

Congress Right against the Centre-Left
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(b) that they were drafted during 1949 and even
as late as Feb., 1930, 4. e., they should reveal whether
the Andhra CCMs faithfully ecarvied out the Ranadive’s
Strategy and Tactics which they had willingly aceepted
or did they on their own, through their own experience,
ceome to adopt a line more in tume with the Chinese
experience. Their last documents were written as late
as Feb., 1950, with plenty of material of the Chines
Party available in “China Digest’’ and “Peoplc’s
Ching.”’

The contents of these documents themselves conclu-
sively prove the following :—

(1) That the claim of the Andhra CCMs (in the
Letter to Ranks, June, 1950)that they by-passed the old
TRanadive line, groped their way towards correctly
applying the lessons of the Chinese Revolution and
hence suceessfully developed the Telengana strngale
and expanded, eonsolidated, and raised it to a higher
level, is literally a BOGUS CLAIM. These documents,
themselves, show that these comrades faithfully stuek
to and ruthlessly carried out the Ranadive line in
Telengana, and that therefore, they arve unprineipled
liars.

(2) That the Andhra CCMs not only applied the
Rana dive line to Telengana but: more, they applied
the Ranadive line in Ranadive’s own typical Titoite
manner. One has to recall the Belf-critical Report
of the Bengal Provineial Committee and the Reports
of major Bengal Distriect Commitices to realise how
the Trotskyite line was enforeced through the Party
despite the objections of experienced and responsible
(Comrades. After that if one reads these Andhra and Te-
lengana documents, he will immedialely realise that
the Andhra CCMs carried out the Ranadive line just
as ruthlessly, bureaucratically and blindly inside Te-
lengana, as Bhowani Sen and Sommnath ILahiri, ete.,
«fdid inside Bengal. '

The opinion of two major Distriet Committees—
Kristna and Guniur was ignored. It is like the CC of
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pre-revolutionary
despite the objection of Moscow and Petrogard Party
Committees.

The opinion of individual leading comrades both
of Telengana and Union Andhra was ignored.

All Comrades who raised objection were denounced
as reformists, cowards and traitors,

—Loyalty and faith of the ranks was exploited
to push through from the top a line to which a majority
of the responsible Party Committees had objection.

And these Comrades, who practised such Titoite
ways inside the Party organisation they themselves
led, claim to be anti-Titoite just because they want
to exploit the inner-Party crigis against their old Tito-
ite Chief, in a factional manner.

(3) That the struggle in Telengana was growing
with elemental forece as long as it was directed against
the Nizam alone and all the democratic forces were in
opposition to his autocratic rule, but this earlier spont-
aneous rise was split with the march of the Indian
Army and Hyderabad’s aceesssion to India and after
that our slogan that we must earry on as before, made
us sense to a large number of our own cadres and
supporters,

These documents give mo evidence whatsoever of
continued, leave aside increasing, mass activity, after
the entry of the Indian Army, 4.6, of any large-seale
popular support to the guerilla struggle,

These documents, on the other hand, themselves,
give evidence that it needed a lot of explanation,
‘appealing to Party loyalty ete., for these Party leaders
to get guerilla bands reorganised and those too in
fewer numbers, and that these guerilla bands had no
policy of rousing, organising and activising the masses
for their own day to day demands but they were or-
ganised as small armed units for terrorist aetivities,
glorified ag dispensing popular justice to cnemies of
the people.

Russia enforecing a practieal line

In isolation from the masses, all the pre-conditions

of their degenerating into dacoit and murder gangs

were created. And this is the final stage of Trotskyism

in practice,
Coneclusion
In any serious inner-party self-eriticism, the Andhra-
~ . . . A\ |
CCMs in particular, and the entire old and new C(
m general, has to be charged of the following crimes;

(1) Failure to submit any objective Report of
Telengana to the people and the Party.

The Ranadive leadership lied when it talked of the -
area of struggle continning to grow despite the entry
of the Indian army, when the struggle gentiment was
actually cooling off,

The Rajeswar Rao leadership Llied when it preached
the myth that it has made Telengana struggle grow by
by-passing the Ranadive line and by correetly applying
the Chinese experience. It went on applying Rana
dive’s line and in Ranadive’s way.

Both our old and new leaderships are equally guilty
of sabotaging the most significant struggle of our poeple
through exaggeration and lies, a typical Trotskyite
trick.

(2) Both the Ranadive and the Rajeshwar RBao lea-
derships are guilty of failing to mobilise the entire
Party to run o solidarity campaign for Telengana.
They talked big about Teclengana, to exploit the mar-
tyrdom of our comrades there to buttress their own
bankrupt leadership, but they did not move their little
finger to get the rest of the Party move patriotic and
democratic opinion in the rest of the eountry in defence
of Telengana. The result is patent today. There is
more campaign abroad for vietims of terror in Telen-
gana than ingide our country.

The new CC in its resolution of greetings to Telen-
wana and Hajangs passed as late as June, 1950, does
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not call upon the Parfy to run a solidarity campalign,
but pledges to the fighting warriors there that soon
enough the rest of the country will rige behind them
and follow their example of armed guerilla struggle.
This again is another Trotskyite trick: indulge in revo-
lutionary demagogy to keep aective revolutionary seetors
isolated and fail to rally the rest of the people in their
support. In the estimate of our leadership, a solidarity
campaign wonld be a reformist diversion from the im-
mediate implementation of the line of Armed Guerilla
Struggle. No armed guerilla struggle has begun in the
rest of the country but the comrades of Telengana are
left all alone to face all the odds, suffer and sacrifice
all in utter isolation.

(3) Both the Ranadive and the Rajeshwar Rao
leaderships had ample opportunities to review the re-
sulls of their Trotskyite policy in Telengane and adopt
@ Leninist policy. They failed to correct themselves.

The old (Ranadive) PB met for the FIRST time
AFTER the march of the Indian troops and it refused
to change that line. It knew I that was talking in in-
formal discussions with the leading comrades in terms
of a Coalition Government. It held my views (based
on Lenin’s own slogan from “Two Tactics’’) as the
evidence of my incorrigible reformism and one of the
grounds for my suspension. It knew that the mags of
the peasants and a large number of our cadres thought
that the new situation demanded a new line. By stick-
ing to the policy in a new situation, it aided.. the
counter-revolutionary design of Patel. :

. Under the Ranadive leadership, the Party took an
efuivocal if not a hostile stand on the question of
Hyderabad’s accession to India. Tt stood for the free
verdict of the people, after the realisation of People’s
Democracy. In praetice in meant that there was no
practical difference hetween our stand and the Razakar
“Azad Hyderabad’’ slogan. The Congress leaders ex-
ploited this position to slander us as Nizam’s men and
thus prejudiced the patriotie people against the armed
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Under Ranadive, the failure to adopt the slogan of

Coalition Government could be ealled a mistale, very

hard to justify but understandable. After the FLPPD
Kiditorial and after the inner-Party discussion, for the
Rajeshwar Rao leadership to reject the slogan of Coali-

tion Government meant carrying the old Trotskyite

policy and delibetately refusing to change it.

The Ranadive and the Rajeshwar Rao leaderships
will have to be charged before the Party Court as
Trotskyite LIQUID ATORS of Telengana struggle.

Let them not supply any reports from Telengana.
The very fact, that Ranadive talked of Liberated
Zones, while, after a year the Rajeshwar Rao leadership
talks of the lower stage of “guerilla zones’’ and the
“guerilla areas’” whose population is told to us, by
Just counting up the relevant fisures from the Govern-
ment Gazeteers, this is itself, the most devasting
evidence of the fact that “Telengana guerilla struggle’”
ig as mueh the 1950 myth manufaetured by the Rajesh-
war Rao leadership as “Bengal’s Revolutionary up-
surge’’ was Ranadive’s myth in 1949,

- These criminal misleaders of the Party have to be
faced with the concrete evidence of their having
liquidated Telengana.

One of the most urgent tasks of the Party today is
for the Provincial Committees and District Committees
to take initiative that a delegation of 6 to 8 HONEST,
responsible and experienced comrades go to Telengana
to bring back an objective report of the situation and
publish it for the information of the entire Party. I
have no doubt that such a report will deal the last
and decisive blow to the Trotskyite tactics of the
Rajeshwar Rao leadership and release the entire Party
from the grip of revolutionary demagogy which has
been systematically inculeated these last there vears.

: (4) Both the Ranadive and the Rajeshwar Rao
leaderships are guilty of conductiug Telengana struggle
on ths basis of the tactical line personally given by the
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Tdtoite Yugoslav delegates to our Party Congress.- I
Jhave already given the details in my note on “Titoism
an India,”’

The Ranadive leadership did not check upon its

‘Telengana line even after the Information Bureau’s

Resolution on the Yugoslav Party, i.e., it went in for
no serions self-eritieism, did not discard Titoite liquida-

. tionist line for the major popular struggle the Party

‘Congress.,

was leading.
Our General Secretary in his statement expressed

agreement with the Resolution of Information Bureau,

but he did not call a P. B. or C. C. meeling and get it
to change the line for Telengana given by Tito agents
to our Party leadership at the time of our Party
The ITistory of CPSU (B) teaches us that
Trotskyites always sweared in words, loyalty to the
dlecisions of the International, but in practice carried
out Trotskyite-liquidationist line, The Ranadive lea-

-dership functioned in the traditional Trotskyite ways.

The Andhra CCMs (P. Sundarayya, at least, was
present in the talk with Tito delegates over Telengana)

«did not pull up the P. B. when it failed to change the

Information Bureau
So blindly sectarian were these Andhra

Telengana line even after the
Resolution.

Comrades and they had the highest reputation for

honesty, loyalty and nearness to the people. They were
guilty not only of acquiescing in Ranadive carrying on
the Titoite line on Telengana, but were themselves the
leading local agents for carrying it out.

In the May, 1950, meeting of the CC held to discuss
the FLPPD Editorial and change the Party policy, the
Andhra COMs led the attack on the Ranadive leader-
ship and characterised it as a Trotskyite-Titoite leader-
ship.

How amazing is it that even in this meeting they

-did not recall the Titoite delegate’s advice regarding

Telengana, did not call upon Comrade Ranadive to

-explain why he had failed to take initiative to change
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the Telengana line and they themselves also did not
vive an- honest explanation how they themselves had
tailed to get the Telengana line changed, for it was
nothing more nor less than the Titoite tactical line.
This is the least that was expected of them, IF their
eritioism about Ranadive’s Trotskyism-Titoism was at
2!l honest.

How amazing is it that even in this meeting the
Andhra CCMs give an exaggerated, distorted, and
lving picture of the Telengana struggle, tried to hide
the Fact that our armed bands had become isolated from
the people, and instead of suggesting a new policy for
Telengana, stood for the practieal intensification of’
Ranadive’s old Telengana line which was nothing else
than the line personally suggested by Tito’s agents.

The Ranadive leadership disowned and denounced
Tito when the Information Bureau spoke against his
leadership of the CPY but carried out the Titoite policy
in praetice in our country and on all fronts.

The Rajeshwar Rao leadership disowned the Rana-
dive leadership after the Information Bureau Organ
had indicated that its policy was wrong. It charac-
terised the Ranadive leadership as Trotskyite and
Titoile, but hid from the rest of the Party the specifie
advice given by Tito agents for the conduct of Telen-
oana struggle. Move, it is oul to apply the old advice-
of Tito agents, that has suceessfully liquidated our once

fighting Telengana base, to the rest of the country also.

What else is this but denouncing Trotskyism-Titoism
in words, but consistently carrying it out in practice
and with real vengeance? ITow is this not following
Ranadive’s own ways and the traditional methods of-
Trotskyite the world over ?

Hiding the Titoite hand in glorious Telegana’s
bloody liguidation and trying to repeat the foul game
in our remaining rural bases and trying to mobilise-
ihe Party for this nefarious task is the charge against
which the Rajeshwar Rao leadership has to be made to-
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defend itself if it can. I do not see how it ean eseape
the wrath of the rank and file onee all the faets get
known to it and real self-eriticism starts.

V. DEMOCRATIC LIBERTIES _

Situation Afier the Party Congress

The situation after the Party Congress was very
critical.

The reactionary press and the Patel-Nehru Govern-
ment took the opportunity to exploit the change of
Party policy and of Party leadership to bait the Party.
A compaign to cloud the public mind was undertaken
with the propaganda that the Party under “Cominform
ouidance’” had adopted a policy of ceconomic sabotage
and political tervorism, This was part of a general
shift towards poliey of avmed overthrow of nationalist
regimes in India, Pakistan, Burma and China, beeause
they were friendly with the “democvatic West™ and
were not willing to become satellites of USSR “after
winning their independence.”’

This constituted only psychological preparations to:
justify the use of Government terror against the Party
and its activities which soon unfolded itself.

—The Party was banned in West Bengal, Madras,
and Travancore-Cochin,

~he Party press was suppressed in the above and
other places,

—Tiarge seale detentions took place.

—Ban on meetingsand demonstrationg was ruthlessly
enforced.

—The functioning of mass organisations was ren-
dered very difficult,

The Government aim was to behead the vanguard
before the popular movement became strong and uni-
fied enough to menace the Government, ie., break the
links of the Party with the people and try to smash it
as an organisation,
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“In such eircumstances, a dogged defence of demo-
-cratie liberties became the supreme political task of the
Party for the following reasons:

It meant defending the political existence of the
Party, its right to function openly as a normal political
party. '

It meant resisting the drive towards a Police State
in our country.

It meant defending the elementary political rights
of the Indian people and fighting to preserve and create
such conditions in which a wide popular movement
could most easily grow,

Our Party leadership clected at the Party Congress
instead of foiling the reactionary game, played into the
hands of reaction.

"The Policy of Ranadive Leadership

What was the attitude of the Ranadive leadership
on the issue of defending demoeratic liberties?

It declared that the situation was so ripe that the
Party- had to work for last diteh revolutionary aetion,
that we had to lead the people straight to the Vietory
of People’s Democratic Revolution and not think of
democrafic liberties. ’

It declared that the Government was in utter panie
~and completely isolated, and that all we needed to do
was to go over to the final offensive and it will collapse.

It declared that in sueh a situation to talk of
~democratic liberties was to express constitutional illu-
sions and divert the revolutionary movement to minor
-demands, that it was evidence of having faith in the
treacherous bourgeoisie instead of 'confidence in the
strength of the people, that it was a refusal to go
militant and insist on remaining reformist.

An active campaign with a view to beating back the
reactionary offensive and pressure and enlarge demoe-.
ratic liberties was ruled out of serious consideration.

80

L

mocratic liberties could be voiced!
¢ Nehru Government and rouse
le so that they see the necessity

The demand for de
but only to expose th
the hatred of the peop
of overthrowing it.
The Civil Liberties Union (CLU) was allo\yed tg o
defunct and its mnon-Iarty leaders were slandered as-
etty-bourgeois vacillators, reformist cowards, u_n;
1:Varftecl brakes on the Party, relies of old reformis
days. A% _ )
-ade Ranadive’s “Open Letter to ongressmen
(A;gllnllaf)4?8 )m is the PIRST example of the abovie out-
look aﬁd o classie example of how 'Itel.].ow. dentoerats w}i(ci ‘
differ from us and are under reformist influence shou
NOT be talked to. - .
All this constituted Trotskyite poliey and practice:
on the issue of demoecratie liberties,
s adhered to despite the absolutely
different treatment of the same issue in the I.nternatlgi]_il-‘
al Communist Press in general and despite spec e
.olicy statements of CPGB and WFTU on suppres.&ﬁoxéll-
E'E democratic liberties in India, which also clearly calle
upon the C.P.I. to fight for dcmuprth liberties 1m:
aljliance with all democratic and patriotic elements.

What was the result of this Trotskyite mistake?
revolutionary demagogy was:
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as being «ynfortunately neeessary to d? end India
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regime in the top and middle Party leadership are band-
ing themselves into mutually inter-linked factions to
oive it a dose of its own medicine,

It is noteworthy that the “Veterans'’ of the “anti-
CC opposition’” do not see the urgent necessity of doing
what they can, to start a campaign of demoeratic liber«
ties despite the failure of the new CC to give any
conerete lead on the subject. The major provineial
unit of the Party,the Bengal Provineial Organizing
Cemmittee, which has rejected the new CC’s political
policy (embodied in Letter to Ranks) has not 1‘fse1:f
done anything to' initiate a campaign for demoeratie
liberties.

The basis for a broad based campaign

Such a basis not only exists, but has grown during
the last 8 years the Party has been sinking deeper and
deeper into the pit of Trotskyism. K

Cleneral discontent against the Congress Government
has grown amoeng all demoeratie classes.

Terrorist measures that were fivst used against the
Party ave now used against all Left elements who came
out to defend the struggling masses. During the last
one year or more, police measures have been used
against all strikes, all peasant and student agitation
and actions irrespective of the Party or group that led
them. Thus, in the experience of the people themselves,
the Government is out not only to suppress the Com-
munist Party but any organisation that dares defend the
people and resist the reactionary policies of the Govern-
ment,

Anti-Communist panic-mongering has failed. People
see that the Communist Party ecannot lead an armed
insurrection, but has been sueccesstully snppressed. The
more advanced elements see that it got provoked, others
say that it tried to organize an insurrection but failed.
All democratic elements consider us stupid and not
dangerous as the Government propaganda points. They
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" '1';@&11 our old good mass record and the fine qualities
:) our cadres and want us to get legality so that the
camp of anti-Congress Government democratic opposi-

. tion may get strengthened.

Hence with a correct approach and bold initiativ
-2 really profmd-bg_tsed and powerful mass movemelfifﬂj;n%
*dqmocr_atre liberties can be suecessfully launched which
1:&{111 win Iegal}ty for the Party, restore clementary
.11ght.s of holding meetings, ete., and help to galvanise
the political sitnation in favour of the people.

Immediate Tasgks

) .It 1s not enough to agitate for democratic liberties
in general terms, but speeifie demands must be formula-
ted as the basis of a most intensive mass campaign after
& preliminary round of fraternal explanatory ea?mpaign
-among the demoeratic organisations and leading indivi-
-duals, e,g., -

(@) Legalise the Communist Party.

defffé)t) ;ﬁgtl{draw'tpan ofnsmass meetings. . Pledgs to
gy imposition of Section 144 i o
rural areas. ction 144 in any town or

(¢) Restore the security of all C i

et ommunist ang
-(}emoeljatm Journals and newspapers and make theit}‘
restarting possible. Remove from the Statute Bonlk the
Patelite measures against the press.

(d) Release all detenus, The ad i

all ; oo vantage ga
under recent High Court decisions under whi%h a 1?355
hnumber of detenus have been released, must be preus&l
‘home to win the release of ATT, detenus. -

(e) Release all political prisoners.

(f) Repeal the Central and Provinei
i J : rovineial Security
-Acts and withdraw the proposed Labour Black B?ilz ki

(9) End the Terror regimein T ana : i
full demoeratic liberties, p e iand s
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5-0!’ art,

We must work for sending a representative and
influential delegation to Telengana to bring hack an
objective report to serve as an effective Dbasis for
nation-wide solidarity campaign to end the police-
military torture of the best sons and danghters of our

people.
Broaden the Civil Liberties Union

The campaion for demoeratic liberties must be ini-
tiated and led by the Civil Liberties Union (CLU).
Tt is not only necessary to vestart it but leaders of all

\democratic Congressmen, eminent en from the world
qeience, and the liberal professions must be
seriongly contacted and invited into its leadership.

The orpanisation of CLU must be broadened. 1t
must not only remain a top committee, issuing Press
statements and sometimes holding small, symbolie
mass protest meetings, but its branches should be
formed every where and activised and made to lead a
nation-wide growing mass campaign.

Form Ioeal United Front

Simultancously with the efforts to organise the CLU,
the Party dirvectly and through proper contacts must
“talke the initiative to form local United I'ront with all
demoexatic oreanisations and individuals and thus pave
the way for a really representative CLU in localities
where there are diffienlties over old misunderstandings,
local faetionalism, cte.

Every day’s delay counts. The longer Party leaders
_drift over this issue, the more they expose themselves
as being incorrigibly corrupted by Trotskyism. The
longer Party cadres acquiesce in this negleet of demo-
cratic liberfies campaign, the more helpless they will
feel and get more demoralised and depoliticalised and

factionalism will disintegrate whatever remains of the

Party.
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