
aloofness of the socialists in the oppressed countnes who 
do not want to rise above their national steeple and who 
do not understand the connections between the liberation 
movement in their various countries and the proletarian 
movement in the ruling countries. Without' such a struggle 
it is inconceivable that the proletariat of the oppressed 
nations can maintain an independent policy and its class 
solidarity with the proletariat of the ruling countries in 
the fight for the overthrow of imperialism ; without such 
a struggle internationalism would be impossible." (Pro
blems of Leninism, Moscow, 1947, Page 66). On this point 
Stalin quotes Lenin, "But in all cases he (the Social 
Democrat' of a small nation) must fight against small 
nation narrow-mindedness, insularity and aloofness, he 
must fight for the recognition of the whole and the general, 
for the subordination of the interests of the particular to 
the interests of the general". 

The vital importance of the national liberation struggles 
should not make anyone ignore this warning of Lenin and 
Stalin. The betrayal by the revisionists should not make 
one take a position which divorces the national liberation 
movement from the world proletarian movement. 

THE PATH OF OUR REVOLUTION 

While criticising the C.C. resolution, New Situation and 
Party's Tasks, these comrades raise the question of the. 
path of our revolution. They have used all their originality 
to harangue the C.C. on 'people's war and armed struggle' 
with the choicest pieces of satire, abuse and sarcasm at 
their command. Since they could not find the call for 
armed struggle and people's war in New Situation and 
Party's Tasks, they go at it fretting and fuming and present 
our C.C. and our Party, at last, with "a clear-cut perspec
tive of the path of our revolution towards which all our 
struggles must be directed". A long-felt need of the Indian 
revolution is thus met' indeed ! How does it stand in a 
nutshell? 

1. "We feel that the path of people's war, taking our
own particular objective conditions in our country into 
consideration, is the only path of our revolution". 
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2. "We categorically say that in all backwnnJ ,•01111

tries winning the majority of the people, build1111( 111111111 
organisations and party-building are closely linked wHh 1111 1 

armed struggle". 

They with a stroke of the pen have creatively extcnc.l<•d 
the people's war to 'all backward countries' in tho 
world, and ruled out the prospect of building mtiHH 
movement, mass organisations and Party in all these 
countries without armed struggle ! We are, of course, not 
enlightened as to whether anything like Party, mass move
ment and mass organisation is necessary to start 'an armed 
struggle' or all should start simultaneously. 

3. "Various C.C. documents and recent articles by
Comrade B. T. Ranadive on Naxalbari reveal a quite 
different perspective of the path of our revolution". 

Neither the C.C. documents nor Comrade Ranadive's 
articles were ever aimed at discussing the 'perspective path 
of our revolution', as neither the C.C. nor Comrade Rana
dive had deluded themselves with the foolish idea of 
undertaking such as a task. Hence it is a gross untruth. 
What they were doing was a resolute refutation of the 
infantile slogans of the Naxalbari leaders, in the name of 
the Corrrlnunist Party of India (Marxist), about 'people's 
liberation war' without actually reckoning with either the 
people or liberation or war-only adding grist to the mill 
of our enemies. 

4. "Now, due to Naxalbari, and the Chinese criticism,
the C.C. says that it stands by the 1952 Policy Statement. 
Having sat tight over the line, for the last 15 years, without 
any thorough discussion on the point at any level of our 
Party till this time, the C.C. statement on this question 
merely surprises us." 

Every single syllable of this statement is a real gem ! 
How grateful our C.C. should be to the Naxalbari rebels 
and the massive support they get from the Chinese radio 
and press for waking it from its slumbers and forcing it to 
dig out the hidden Policy Statement of 1952 ! Who sat 
tight over it for the last 15 years ? Evidently according 
to them, it is the present C.C. and neither the opportunist 
policies pursued for long by the Party nor the opportunist 
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leaders, and deals at length with the real class content of 
the so-called centre-state conflicts and contradictions, and 
enjoins on our Party to mobilise the widest possible forces 
to defeat the centre's game and fight for real states' auto
nomy and class and people's unity. 

The sixth point, it makes out, is about th_e deepening 
economic crisis and rising mass discontent, and shows how 
with 'depleted resources and limited powers for the states' 
on the one hand and 'the running of the Kerala and West 
Bengal governments together with several other political 
parties who do not yet see eye to eye with us on several 
pressing issues', these governments will not be able to give 
any substantial relief to the suffering masses, particularly 
when big hopes and expectations of relief are roused among 
them, following the defeat of the Congress and victory 
-of United Fronts.

It is while concluding this long discussion in the resolu
tion, and stating that "our Party is faced with an extremely
difficult and formidable task" that it calls on the Party to
"rise to the occasion and boldly grapple with" the situation
-or "allow itself to be overwhelmed by events and lose
initiative and face all the politically damaging consequences
that follow from it".

It is here that the C.C. resolution appeals to our Party
to realise that its immediate future in no small way depends
on successful discharging of these tasks.

It is again here that the C.C. resolution demands that 
-our Party should treat and understand these two U.F.
governments "as instruments of struggle in the hands of
the people, more than as governments that actually possess
adequate power, that can materially and substantially give
relief to the people".

It is here, while closing the discussion, that' it is stated,
"In clear class terms, our Party's participation in such
governments is one specific form of struggle to win more
and more allies for the proletariat and it's allies in the
struggle for the cause of People's Democracy and at a later
stage for socialism". Can one by any stretch of imagina
tion equate the concept of "one specific form of struggle
to win more and more allies" with that of "strategic
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weapon for the social and political emancipation of the 
Indian masses" ? 

What conclusions are drawn by our wise critics from 
this entire chapter ? 

(a) They ridicule the C.C. and exclaim, "U.F. govern
ments of Bengal and Kerala-leading to People's Demo
-cracy and socialism-could anything beat this" ? 

Yes, none can beat them in distortion and perversion r 
{b) They sarcastically state that if Lenin and Mao res

pectively gave the proletariat the 'strategic slogans of 
general strike and people's war', 'our C.C. is giving its 
creative contribution-U.F. government's of Kerala and 
Bengal-strategic weapons for the social and political eman
cipation of the Indian masses' ! 

It is a downright lie to say that' the C.C. resolution 
treats them as a 'strategic weapon', and in fact it does not 
indulge in that sort of cheap prattle about 'strategic 
weapons'. Nor does it intend to raise the infantile slogan 
of armed struggle, without which, the critics "categorically 
say", taJk of mass movement', organisation and Party build
ing is an empty prattle. 

(c) The critics assert that according to the C.C., the
"successft.il running of Bengal and Kerala U.F. governments 
has come to occupy a central place in the programme of the
whole Party". 

Probably they do not understand even the meaning of 
the terms "central place" and "the programme of the whole 
Party". Otherwise how do they import these things into 
a Party resolution on the current situation and attempt 
to discover in the resolution what is not, and cannot be 
there. 

{d) The critics state, "the C.C. resolution describes these 
two governments as instrument's of struggle in the hands 
of the people'. 

Our critics are so much upset and rattled when the C.C. 
resolution says that the Party's immediate future depends 
upon the manner and method our Party functions in these 
coalitions. But, how are they justified in concluding that 
our Party joining and working in these two "hodge-podge 
coalition governments" has destroyed everything of Mar-' 
xism-Leninism, entire present and fut'ure of the Party, and 
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They probably think that in the present situation of the 
international communist movement it will be tactically 
more advantageous to declare for "armed struggle" and 
"people's war." 

(iv) Our Party's desire for peaceful transition should
not be interpreted in such a way as solely or mainly to 
mean the winning of a parliamentary majority. We must 
fully utilise the parliamentary majority. We must fully 
utilise the parliamentary form of struggle while not for a 
moment forgetting the limited role it plays and the utmost 
need to proceed with the hard work or accumulating 
revolutionary strength. 

Our critics are dead set against it, and maintain that 
parliamentary work breeds illusions, that it has become 
obsolete, that assemblies and parliament are nothing but 
"talking shops and brothels" of bourgeois deception, and 
that we should not attach any importance to this work. 
Our cont'esting elections, joining electoral fronts, partici
pating in the anti-Congress democratic state governments, 
etc., according to them, is the crassest form of revisionism 
and parliamentary 9retinism. 

Such in brief are the fundamental divergencies between 
us and our critics who denounce us for lack of "perspec
tive", and present this "perspective" of "people's war". It 
is for the Party comrades to judge whether there is any
thing common between the Marxist-Leninist standpoint on 
the issue and the one advocated by them describing it as 
"Mao's thought, as the Marxism-Leninism of the present 
era". 

Do our comrades care to understand the meaning ancl 
significance of the following statements by Comrade Mao. 
Speaking at the CPC's National Conference in May 1937, 
Comrade Mao said, "A bloodless transition is what we would 
like and we should strive for it, but what will happen will 
depend on the strength of the masses" (Selected Works, 

Vol. I, Page 290). Similarly, in August 1945, right in the 
midst of the revolution and in the face of the impending 
civil war, he assert's, "The Communist Party of China is 
firmly opposed to civil war" and, "The problem now is that 
this enemy of the people wants to start a civil war" 
(Selected Works, Vol. IV, pages 42 and 44). We hope our 
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comrades will not smell rev1s10nism in these statements, 
but will understand them as correct Marxist-Leninist 
revolutionary tactics. 

PARTY PROGRAMME 

Now we come to the criticism of the Party Programme 
made by our comrades. 

The Party Programme, a product of twenty years of 
struggle for a correct analysis of the national and inter
national situation and concrete application of Marxism
Leni!}'ism to Indian conditions, a product which strove to 
steer clear of both rightist and leftist errors, to draw the 
lessons from our past mist'akes and achievements, is based 
c•n firm Marxist-Leninist ideological foundations, contrary 
to the critics who challenge its sound ideological basis. 

To cite the main points : 
(a) New epoch: The right-reformist and revisionist

interpretation of it as an epoch of peaceful competition 
between socialism and imperialism, peaceful coexistence of 
states as a general line of foreign policy of socialist revolu
tion is decisively rejected. The gross underestimation of 
imperialism and the deliberate underplaying of the role of 
foreign c!apital and, consequently, ignoring the dangers it 
poses to the political independence of the newly liberated 
countries, etc., is sharply exposed and pinned down. 

While doing so, the Programme has guarded against 
the danger of int'erpreting events in the old framework, 
the framework of international correlation of class forces 
as it existed prior to the victory in the anti-fascist war, 
the emergence of east European People's Democracies and 
the great Chinese revolution, and viewing developments in 
that framework. Some of the grave mistakes in the Poli

tical Thesis of our Second Party Congreess and the 1951 
Programme can be traced to this defect. The Programme 
corrects both these errors. 

(b) On national independence : Moving in the old
framework our Party was, for long, interpreting it as formal 
independence and was dogmat'ically maintaining that ·there 
can be no political and national independence without 
economic independence. Thereby, while correctly uphold-
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