" A BRIEF CRITICAL NOTE ON THE PROGRAMME Dm&m*g
(by E.M.S, Namboodiripad)

1. MY NOTE ON PARTY PROGRAMME was ready im
"December, At the time I wrote it, I had before me only the Programme

Drafts presented at the Vijayawada Congress.

Subsequently, however, the latest drafts—the one adorted in
April at the Delhi Convention of the ““Leftists” and the other adopted
by the “rightist” National Council in June and finalised by the

Secretariat, have come out. Thers was also some discussica at the -

“Tenali Convention on the contents of “‘Leftist” draft and my NOTE.

Added to this discussion at the Convention was the series of
articles and comments which have appearad in the press giving the view
points of the comrades belonging to the “‘rightist” and “‘leftist” politicall
trends. It is therefore mow possible to give a critique of the positions
taken in the “right” and the *“left” Programme Drafts. -

’ 2. Ttis necessary, in this connection to be clear about what the
Programme should contain. For, there is, according to me, a good deal
©of confusion and misunderstanding on this.

Both the “right” and ““left”” appear to take the view that the task
of the Programme is only to (@) describe the economic and politica
changes which have taken place in India since the attainment of Indepen-
dence, and (b)) lay down a series of basic slogans around which the
Party is to unite all the revolutionary forces, They seem to be of the
opinion that the development of capitalism on the world scale, the mam
features of the international situtation. the ideological and political pro-
blems airsing out of it—these having nothing to do with the preparation
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of our Parly Programme. They therefore separate the discussion of whap

are now called ““international ideological questions” from the discussion
of the content of our Party Programme.

Such a separation of the formu'ation of our Parly Programme-

from the appreciation of the international position of capitalism is,

accord ng to me wrong. Afterall, the Indian revoluticn is not taking.

place in the vacuum ; it is taking place against the background of the
eneral Crisis of Capitalism which, besides, has reached its third stage.

The problems to be covered in our Party Programme can therefore be-

understood only if they are seen in the context of the international
seltin?, What is specific to the Indian situation should be seen along
with what India bas in common with the world. It is my claim that my
NOTE ON THE PARTY PROGRAMME tries to do this, while both
the “right” and the ““left” drafts fail to do this.

3. Another task which any draft Programme should do is to

analyse the post-Independence developments in India not only io relation-
to its economy and politics but to its social organisation and culture as.

well.  After all, Indian society of pre-British days had some special
features which did not exist in other countries. What is generally
known as “pre-capitalist” or “feudal” society did undoubtedly prevail in
pre-British India. The Indian variant of this pre-capitalist or feudal
society however differs sharply from its counterparts in other Asian

countries, not to speek of European covuntries with their “classical” type-

cf feudalism. How were the transformations made by the British during
the mearly two centuries of their demination over India ; how the trans-
formations brought about by the British are being carried forward by the
Ccngress rulers ; the specific manner in which the transformations made
during the British regime and in the post-Independence years those and
other questions should be concretely analysed. Only then can the
reality of present-day India be clearly understood. Here again, 1 may
claim 1 have made a humble cffort, whils the other drafis have failed to
o so.

4. The third of a real Party Programme is to lay down the
general lines along which the instrument for carrying out the revolution

—a strong, united and revoluticnary party of the working class—is to be

forged. The concrete background against which the task of building the
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Communist Party of India is to be carried out, the ideological enemies:
to be fought end defeated, the forces to be organised etc., have to be:
laid down. This is all the more important in view of the fact that, even:
since the attainment of Independence, our party has found itself in a
Permanent ieological and organisational deadlook, this deadlook having
now reached the stage of complete division in the Party. Only if we
are able to answer the question why all this has taken place will it be-
possible for us to lay down the line of overcoming the present division:
and build a united Party of the working class, the sure instrument for
carrying out the revolution. In this again, both the “right” and ““left’™
drafts have failed, thovgh I cannot claim that my NOTE is be'ter in this:
Tespect.

5. Iam strongly of cpinion that any Programme which does not.
eover the ground indicated above will fail in its declared purpose of”
showing the correct way to the mass of Party members and aympathisers..
Failure to undertake the jobs involved in the above means failure to
coneretely apply Marxism-Leninism to the problems of Indian revolution.
This being sc, any Progromme which fails in these respects wili fail to-
tzke the Party out of the rut into which it has fallen, The adopticn of
any Programme with these shortcomings will make the Purty as.
“rudderless” as one with no programme,

6. Just as on the question of what the Programme shou'd
coentain, so on the crucial issue involved in the formulati n of the
Programme-—the issue of the class forces ranged against each other— both
the “right” as well as the “left” Programme Drafts have a common.
shorlcoming. Even though drawing different conclusions, the two
drafts make the identical initial assumption with which I am in sharp.
disagreement. That assumption is that tne differentiation within the
bourgeoisie is between the “Big” on the one hand and the “*Medium"
and the ““Small” on the other. The former is, by its very nature,
collaborationist, while the latter is National. This has become such a
widely-held view that the term *““National Bourgeoisie” is always equated
with the ‘‘non-Big” Bourgeoisie. I am of the view that this is a wrong
assumption both in terms of the formulation contained in international
documents as well as in the light of data relating to India’s development,

7. The statement adopted at the 81 Parties’ Conferencs, held in.
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"Moscow in 1960, does not make any such assumption. The distinction
“made in that document is not between the ““Big” and the ‘‘non-Big’.?
‘but between those “‘connected” and ““unconnected” with imperialist
circles. This is in full conformity with the materials of the old Commu-
-nist International,including the Programme adopted at its Sixth Congress.
The major authoritative pronouncements lending support to the distincs
ition between the “Big” and the ‘non-Big’ sections of the Bourgeoisie are,
to the best of my knowledge, Comrade Stalin’s speech to the University
~of the Toilers of the Bast and Comrade Mao’s writtings. Both of them
“«came to the conclusion that the Big Bourgeoisie had in the main, become
«collaborationist, '

8. Coming now to the data relating to economic developments in
Tndia, two facts should be noted: ( a) Economic oollaboration with
foreign monopolics is not confined to the *‘Big Bourgeoisie”. Asa
‘matter of fact, technical and even financial collaboration with foreign
‘monopolies has become the indispensable condition for the starting of
-of any new industry worthwhile importance ; the entire bourgeois class
{big, medium and even small) is obliged to enter into collaboration with
foreign monopolies. (b ) On the other hand, even among the big bour-
‘geoisie, there are individuals and groups who, while on the one hand
-collaborating with, are on the other hand facing serious cut-throat com-
spetition from, foreign monopolies. There are cases of industrialists who
collaborate with foreign monopolies inrelation to one industry, while they
;are up in arms against them in relation to another.

9. On both theoretical as well as practical grounds, therefore,
1 do not see any reason to equate the distinction between the collabo-
ration'st and Nationa! sections of the bourgeoisie with the distinction
between the big and non-big. I certainly agree that the clement
of collaboration is, in practice, much greater in the case the
“big” than in the “nenbig” sections of the bourgeeisie, while
the element of conflict is greater in the mon-big. This, how-
ever, shovld not make us blind to the veality that both the ele-
wments of cenflict and collaboration operate in the case of both
sections. Failing to see this reality would lead us into serious practi-
cal misiakes in policy. Tt wou'd lead to sectarian under-estimation of
the conflict between foreign monopolies and the Indian big bourgeoisie.
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1t-would also lead to tailism in relation to the non-big bourgeoisie even
when its policy is collaborationist.

1 . These mistakes in practical "policy—sectarian under-estima--
tion of the conflict and tailist under-estimation of the collaboration—
are according to me, present in the “‘leftist” and “‘rightist” drafts..
These mistakes are concentrated in the two slogans given in the two
drafts—Pcople’s Democratic State directed as much against monopoly
capitalists as against imperialism and feudalism (the leftist draft); and’
National Demacracy so visulised as to make it indistinguishable from
bourgeois democracy (rightist draft). Tam unable to accept either of
these two basic slogans, as understood and explained in these drafts,

I1. What according to me is important is not the particular
term to be used—National Democracy or People’s Democracy ? More:
important is the content to be incorporated. I would therefore indicate.
below what, according to me, are the essentials of that state form which.
would complete the democratic revolution and lay the basis for the
socialist revolution.

Firstly, the new state is the political expression of, the form of
political power created by, the alliance of revolutionary classes.

Secondly, the state therefore will arise out of the revolution:
in which these revolutionary classes participate.

Thirdly, these struggles will, according to circumstances, take:
peaceful or non-peaceful forms. In either case, they are directed against.
the classes which are now dominating the economy and state. The.
new state therefore will be the opposite of the present state in its class.
coatent.

Fourth'y, all the classes and strata which participate in these-
revolutionary sirvggles will therefore find a place in the new State ; the
new State will, in other words, be the dictarorship of ail the
revolutionary classes directed against the classes which are controlling the
present slate machinery.

Fifthly, though thus the political expression of the alliance of
several classes, the leadership in alliance belongs to the working class in
firm alliance with the peasantry.  Such a class alilance alone is.
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~capable of dislodging the present ruling classes and of setting up a new
State of people.

Sixthly, allied firmly with the entire working people, particularly
-with the peasantry. the working class is to unitz all other patriotic and
.democratic classes, strata. groups and individuals, i. e., all thos'e v\.eho
_are interested in eliminating all traces of foreign monopoly c<omination
- of the nation, rooting out feudalism in all its forms, in ,over-coming the
-economic, social and cultural backwardness of the people, in curb-
ing and controlling all forces which perpetrate this backwardness,

-and so on.

Seventhly, no class or stratum as a class or sfratum is kept ouf
-of the front. But all those who depend on foreign monopoly, feudak
lords, social, economic and cultural backwaidness etc. will naturally
take their stand against democracy. They thercfore, will, in fact, keep
themselves out of, and even fight, the democratic forces. This however
happens not beeause they belong to this or that class or stratum but
because they oppose the anti-imperialist, anti-feudal fand democratic
measures. Naturally, therefore, even those whose economicties
are with foreizn manopolists or with feudal lords, but who are patriotic
and democratic enough to support ths democratic programme will
“have a place mn the front. IHence the “Naticnal” character of he

“front.

Eighthly,the front being of a multi-class character,"state form will
inevitably generate the process described as follows in the Moscow
Ttaternent 1 “‘as social contradictions grow, the national bourgeoisie in-
¢lines more and more to compromising with domestic reaction and
imperilaism, The paeple, however, begin to see that the best way to
abolish age-long backwardness and improve their living standard is that.
of noncanitalist development™. The s'ruzgle betwzen the two paths—
the capifélist and the non-capitalist—therefore comes on the agenda.
The leadership of the working class in alliance with the peasentry
alone ensures the victory of the non-capitalist path.

Finally, to sum up, the two essentials of our revolutionary
democracy are, (i) the alliance of the working class with the entire
working people, particularly with the peasantry, under the leadership
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-of the working class, exercised through a well-organised Communisg
Pary based on the principles of Marxism-Leninism. (ii) Unity of al}
‘classes, strata, groups and individua's interested in the successful struggle
-against imperialism, feudalism and economic, social and cultural back.
wardness.

12, As opposed to this revelutionary conception of the new
“State form is the coneeption contained in the rightists’ Draft Programme,
This conception is, according to me, out-and-out revisionist.  Without
going into too many details of scparate formulations contained in the
Draft. attention may be drawn 1o :

(¢) The rejection of the fundamental tenets of Marxism.
-Leninism that any democratic movement or struggie to he
successful in giving real power to the people and in satisfying
the pecples’ aspirations should be under the leaderskip of the
working class, firmiy ailied with the peasantry. As opposed tg
this revolutionary idea is the rightist concept of the democratic Siate in
which the working class not only ailies itself, but shar.s leadership, with
the bourgeoisie.

(b) The virtual rejection also of the idea that the new
Btate comes into existence out of Ffarious political battles bet-
ween the Working people and their democratic allies on the one
hand and the vested interests who are entrenched in the present
state-appartus on the other. The real class character of the present
state apparatus (dictatorship of reactionary exploiting classes camouflag~
d by parliamentary democratic forms) is not exposed ; there is, cn the
other hand, fulsome praise for the virtues of parliamentary democracy.
There is not even a mention of the fact that, on the one cccasion when
the working people made effective use of the parliamentary democratic
institutions against the vested interests, i.e., when the Communist-led
Ministry was formed in Kerala, the bourgeoisic came out in its true
colours.

(C) The deliberate effort to comceal the fact that the
Ppresent State is the organ of the richest and most powerful sege
tions of the maling classes, It may be noted that, while describing
the consequences of the economic policies of the Government even the
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vightist Programme has tfo admit (i)‘ {hat monopoly capitalists a}‘&-
déveloping in India on a big scale ; (i) that they are deve'oping not im
collaboration with foreign monopolists ; (fii) That capitalism is develop-
ing not in uncompromisirg struggle against feudal lords but by trans-

forming them into capitalist landlords and maintaining many forms of”

semi-feudal exploitation, But all this is forgotien when it comes o the
characterisation of the State which is supposed to be ““influenced”, but
not *‘led” by the big monopolists and landlords.

(D) The certificate of good conduct given to the rulin:g_
Congress Party by blaming all anti-people and undemocratic
policies and measures of the government on the rightists in the
ruling Party rather than on the Government and the ruling
Party as a whole.

The total effect of all these separate aspects of the strategic con-
cept contained in the rightist Programme Draftis the negation of the:
Political line of revoluticnary struggles, to be waged by the working class.
and its allics against the vested interests and their State machinery; the:
adoption in its place of the reformist and revisionist line of the gradual
going over of the bourgeois parliamentary democratic State into a new
State jointly led by the bourgeoisic and the proletariat. It is therefore.
totally unaceptable to marxism-Leninism.

13. Behind this revisiomist strategic concept lics the failure to-
make a concrete analysis of the stage of development of capitalism in the
world as a whole, and in India in particular.

A whole chapter of the rightist Draft Programme is devoted to the
description of the **contradictions of the path of capitalist developrent.”™
However, the “‘contradictions” described there in are not the manifestaa
tions of the crisis in the world system of capitalism which has now
yeached the third stage of its general crisis. On the other hand, the
Lraft Programme speaks of ““all inherent and inevitable contradictions.
and crises of the capitalist system and its basic laws”.

Such ““contradictions and crises”, it may be noted, could be spos
ken of in relation to capitalism at any stage of its develomeut and to any
gountry. They were worked out, in generalised form, over a ceatury
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ago by the founders of Scientific Socialism in the Communist Manifesto
brought out in 1848, It does not require any deep analysis of presents
lay data for one to say that these laws of development of capitalism
and its crises apply to Indian capitalism as well. What is required
is to examine the specific features of capitalist dsvelopmznt in India
which were given in general from by me in my NOTE ON PARTY
PROGRAMME.

Indian capitalism has had the misfortune”, T pointed out, “of
having been born and developing in an epoch when world capitalism
entercd the last stage in its history—its General Crisis affecting all
aspects of social life. It can not therefore expand itself to other countries
and turn them into suppliers of cheap raw materials and markets for its
-own products. Even in the internal market, it has to facs serious competi-
tion from the powerfully—entrenched foreign monopolies. Added to
these difficulties of production and marketing is the difficulty in relation
ito raising capital internally : the adoption of those methods of “primitive
accumulation’ which enabled the bourgeoisie in capitalist countries fo raise
capital internally is made much more difficult here since the masses
subjected to those methods are in a much better position to offer resis-
tance. These specific features of capitalist develnpment in India have
given rise toa large number of coniralictions which can not bs resolved
within the frome-work of the capitalist system” (Pp. 46—47),

There is no attempt to make such a concrete analysis of the
-conditions in which capitalism is developing in India. Hence the conclue
sion drawn by one of the co-authors of the rightist Draft Pragramme,
Dr, Adhikari, that ““the possibility of reaching the stage of mature
industrialisation and developed agriculture in the capitalist way can not
be excluded.” Althought not putting it in so many words, the
Draft Programme too is based on this understanding. For, it fails to
bring out the fact thet the 13 year of capitalist planning in India has
taken the national economy toa blind alley. The econousic analysis
contained in the Draft Programme shows only that the fruits of deviep-
mant are appropriated by the monopoly and other sections of vested
interests. It conceals the fact that the entire economy is showing unmiss
takable signs of cracking up and that the “‘crisis of foreign exchange™,
the accentuation of the crisis of internal finance act., are the manifesta~
dions of this over-all crisis,
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14. The Draft Programme prepared by the rightists completely
fails also in the analysis of political developments in post-independence:
India.

As early as in 1952, our Party had pointed out the great singnifi-
vance of the defeat suffered by the ruling Congress Party which, in the:
words of the then Central Committee, ‘‘created a qualitatively new:
situation in Indian politics, a serious crisis for the ruling class”, and so
on. Tt was also pointed out that one of the main factors which helped to-
create this ““qualitatively new sitvation” was the fact that “‘inside the-
camp of the democratic masses, the Communist Party has become the
strongest single factor, the most powerful challenge to the Congress.”

This sitvation developed futher in 1957 when the ““crisis of the
vuling classes” got further deepened by the coming into existence of the:
Communist-led Government in Karala.

How were these developments mede possible ? Have the trends.
indicated by these developments continued to grow; or, have they received
a setback in the post— 1957 period ? If so, what are the reasons for the
setback ? These are the questions for which answers have to be found if
the correct revolutionary strategy is to be evolved.,

15, The rightist Draft does not even raise these questions, not.
to speak of answering them. The only explanations they give to the incre«
asingly critical political situation in the country are :

(a) the conflicts between the top monopolists and the other
sections of the bourgeoisie;

(b) the influence of foreign monopoly interests who support
the monopolist groups and princely feudal circles; and

(¢) the failure of the ruling party to solve the problems of
building a demccratic State.

In this description, they miss the most important key factor in
the national political sitvation—the growing contradiction between the
interests of the overwhelming majority of people on the one
hand and the policies pursued by the ruling party on the other, a
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conflict which is deepened by the existence of the conscious socialist
forces led by the Communist Party.

Tt is true that the factors mentioned in the rightist Draft operate-
in Yndian politics, It is, however, not true that any of them singly or alk
of them together, operate in isolation, or that they created the ““quali«
fatively nmew situation” in the post—independence years. The “new
situation” was created because all these factors were operating against.
the background of the mental conflict between the new ruling
glasses and the people in firee India,

16.- Failure to note this as the most important key factor im
the situation gives rise to the strategic concept of sucha ¢Nationak
Dlemocratic Front” in which the bourgeoisie and the proletariat share
the leadership of the democratic masses. The two together constitute
the rejection of the basic Marxist standpoint according to which the-
confilict between the ruling classes and the people is the main motive-
force of development in any capitalist country.

17. While thus rejecting the basic approach taken in the right=
ist Draft Programme, I find myself in disagreement with the positiom
adopted in the leftist Draft Programme as well,

Like the rightist, the Ieftist Draft fails to make a concrete
analysis of Indian capitalism as it develops against the background
of the General Crisis of world capitalism which, as is known, has
now reached in third stage. It is not scen that all the economic
difficulties faced by the Indian planning authorities and the ruling party
arise from the fact that India is developing capifalistically in the
particular world context in which (a) the sphere of operation for
capitalism is continually shrinking ; (b) the capitalistic groups who:
compete among themseclves for domination in this ever shrinking
area of operation for capitalism are growing in number, with the
result that their mutual competition and struggle become more and
more fierce ; (¢) the working people everywhere are becoming s> class.
conscious that they would not allow those forms of primitive accumu-
lation which was possible in the early days of capitalism. If these
realities had been seen, the conflict between forcign monopolists
and India’s top monopolists would have been assessed in a more
balanced way.
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18, Let me make clear that the most important key factor in the
situation, according to me, is the conflict between the ruling classes
and the mass of the people. The recogaition of this reality is the line
.of demarcation between the ‘right’ on the one hand and the ‘left’ and
“centre’ on the other. I am therefore in full agreement with the
idea that the new State which will arise out of the revolutionary
democratic struggles will be based on the ‘‘coalition of all genuine
-anti-feudal and anti-imperialist forces headed by the working class.®
But, having made the conflict between the ruling classes and the mass
of the working people the most important and decisive force on which
to depend for Success in the revolutionary democratic struggles, we have
to take full account of; and skillfully utilise, other conflicts as well. This
‘too is accepted by the authors of the leftist Draft. There is therzfore agree=
‘ment between them and me on this point as well. I am, however, in
-disagreement with them on the question of what these other conflicts
are. According to me, they are (a) between the Indian ruling classes
as a whole (which may include even the topmost monopolists and
landlords) and foreign monopolies, (b) between the monopolists and
the rest of the Indian bourgeoise, (c) between the bourgeoisie as a
whole and feudal and semi-feudal classes and (d) between the urban
monopolists and the rural people, the latter include even the feudal
elements in the rural areas and so on.

The authors of the left Draft appear to dismiss (a) and (d) above.
“They appear to hold that, apart from certain individuals and certain
extraordinary situations, the entire strata of the ruling classes-landlords
and monopoly bourgeoisie are irrevocably in the enemy camp. There-
fore, according to them. thereis no question of these strata having
any place in the democratic front.

19. The real question is not whether, in actual reality, these two
-sections will or will not be in the democratic front. That depends om
@ variety of circumstances most of which can not be foreseen now.
“The real question is what approach to take : should the party of the
‘proletariat consider the landlords and monopolists to be enemies of
the revolutionary democratic movement in the same way in which
imperialism ‘and feudalism are ; or would they be welcomed into the
front provided they join the rest of the nation in the struggle for
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¢eliminating all remnants of feudalism and all traces of imperialist:
domination ?

The essentials of a correct strategic approach, according to me,.
are,

with the entire nation against foreign monopolists;

with the rest of the Indian bourgeoisie against the Indian mono--
polists ;

with the bourgeoisie against feudal and semi-feudal classes;
with the rural people against the urban monopolists;
and above all, with the peasantry and other sections of the working:
People against the ruling classes as a whole.

20. The above being the strategic concept, I am convinced that
the fidea of National |Democracy as a form of non-capitalist path,
envisaged in the Moscow Statement, applies to India. The two essential
factors of that concept are (a) the democratic forces which bring the:
the new State into existence are essentially National, i, e., no class
Stratum is excluded; only those individuals and groups who actually
oppose the programmg of national regeneration are excluded (b) though
thus excluding no class or stratum. the front has a definite class

content; it is based on worker-peasant alliance and is led by the
working class.

The concept of People’s Democracy contained in the lefiist draft
zejects the above, I therefore can not accept it,

As for the concept of National Democracy as envisaged in the
rightist Draft, it rejects the above from the opposite end. Its concept
of class relations has nothing to do with Marxism-Leninism. I am
further of opinion that the rightist Draft distorts the idea of National
Democracy as envisaged in the Moscow Statement. For, the esssentialg
of the slogan of Naticnal Democracy, according to Com. Khrushchov,
“‘comsists precisely in taking note of the peculiarities of the sconomic,
political and cultural life of the peoples and in seeking forms in
wniting all the sound forces of the nation ensuring the leading
role of the working class in the natiomal front, in the
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:struggle for the final eradication of the roots of imperialism
-and remmnants of feudalism, paving the way for the ultimate
advance te Socialism.” (“The National Liberation Movement page 31,

-emphasis added.)

21. 1would therefore plead for rejection of both the drafis .and
.and for the setting up of mechanism for the discussion of all questions
.connected with the further development of India’s revolution:a_ry demo-
cratic movement against the background of the growing crisis of the
.economy, politics and ideology of capitalism in India and the world.

22. Before I conclude, I should also refer to the question of
inner-party struggle which has now reached the stage o.f an open split.
1t is unfortunate that neither the righust nor the lefiist D}*aft mak?s
-any reference to its existance, not to sp:ak of giving cxplanau.ons for:n:.
Their failure in this respect makes the two drafts completely meifectnfe
"in fighting the twin dangers of Revisionism ani Dogmatis.m. It is
necessary, to me, for our Party Programme to draw atlention to the

following ¢

( A ) The origin and development of inner-Party differences, w!.lich_
have led to split in the Party, should be traced not to the evil intentions
or misdeeds of cerfain individual leaders, but to certain objective

* factors j

(B) The most important of these objective factors is the fact
.of capitalist development which is creating new strata of entre-
-preneurs and prosperous capitalist farmaers;, however mnarrow
{he circle of these strata, they hoid key places in the social and cuitural
‘life of the nation, and are therefore able to create among .tha broa_ci.
mass of people the illusion of all-round mational prosperity. This
illusion is shared by section of the working people as well. Further-
more, the agitations and actions led ,by the trade unions have led to
some improvement in the living and workiny conditioas of at lzast a
.section of the class.

(C) The above-mentioned objective factors are strength-

ened by the failure of our party leadership to make a suficiently
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concrete exposure of the class essence of capitalist developmant,
Our party leadership did,in its analysis of capitalist planning in the
country, shift itself from the initially negative assumption of no develop=
ment to the subsequent lailure to bring out the contradictions inherent
in the capitalist planning as practised in India. The party has developed
a particular approach according to which the only shortcoming in India’s
capitalist planning is that the fruits of development are appropriated by
the exploiting classes ; the contradictions of planning and its consequ-
ences for the nation as a whole are not seen and exposed.

(D) Addedto the above is the fact that within the party
and its leadership are emerging elements who, unless effectively
checked by a sufficiently vigilant party, will become purveyors
of bourgeois ideology into the working class, . g., those who have
become, or can legitimately aspire to become, members of Parliament
and state Legislatures, members and Presidents of co-operative societies
and so on. The development of trade unions has also resulted in the
emergence of a whole-time cadre who. if not checked by a vigilant
party, will play the same role in India as the *‘labour aristocracy” does
in the advanced capitalist countries.

(£) Asopposed tothe above-mentioned objective and subjeca
tive factors which lie behind the emergence and strengthening of revisio-
nism within the party is the objective reality that national development
and consequent prosperity embrace only a narrow upper stratum of the
Indian society. The living and working conditions of the mass of the:
people arcin fact, deplorable; their misery is ever-growing,
This naturally leads to the growth of acute mass discontent which
breaks out in various forms. Given correct leadership. this can build
the unity of the people against the policies and practices of the ruling
classes ; and , their party. Inthe absence of correct leadership,
however, this discontent is likely to lead to chaotic and fatile
forms eof agitation and straggle, Herein lies the so5il fox
Dogmatism and Sectarianisna,

(F) Itshould therefore be the endeavour of the conscious
vanguard of the working class to keep bafore itself the nead For educating
the whole working class and other se:tions of tha toilinz p3aple on tha
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correct rtevolutionary strategy and tactics. In doing this, it should
direct the main fire against revisionmism (since the objective
hasis for it is stromger than for Dogmatism), while giving no
guarter to sectarianism and Dogmatism in any form, Only
such a party as carries on the simultaneous struggle against both will be
able to organise and lead India’s working people against imperialism
feudalism and its allies.



