
tions from the Chinese radio and press on the other, have 
created a complicated situation for our Part'y, leaving it 
with no alternative except to either liquidate its entire 
political line as wrong, accepting their criticism as correct,. 
or join issues publicly and defend the Party and its line 
as basically correct and Marxist-Leninist. But, on the 
ground that such totally divergent views are echoed by 
some comrades or a section of our Party, we cannot any 
more keep things within the confines of inner-party dis
cussion, as it would amount to outright abandonment of 
the open defence of our Party, its Programme and political 
line-the defence of which is the bounden duty of our C.C. 
and the ei:itire Party. 

We appeal to those comrades who find themselves in 
total opposition to the Party's political line, characterising 
it anti-Marxist-Leninist and revisionist, to seriously rethink 
and retrace their criticism and opposition, since it is totally 
wrong, sectarian and subjective. The communist move
ment in India is already disorganised and weakened due 
to right-reformist and revisionist disruption, and is unable 
to cope with the urgent and pressing tasks of the growing 
revolutionary movement today. Any further weakening 
or disogranising of the Party from a sectarian and left
opportunist deviation, we are of opinion, would only result 
in greater harm to the cause of the Indian revolution, 
and would come as a boon to the reactionary ruling classes. 

We appeal to the party membership to unite and stand 
as one man in defence of the Party Programme and its· 
political line and reject the alternative line advanced by 
our critics as completely wrong and totally deviating from 
Marxism-Leninism. 
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Dear Comrades, 
The meeting of the Central Committee, which was held 

at Burdwan, following the conclusion of the debat" on and 
adoption of the ideological draft, reviewed the pu1itical-or
ganisational developm�nts inside the Party and took certain 
decisions. One of these decisions was to address a Party 
Letter to a11 party members in Andhra, and the Polit Bureau 
was directed to draft and forward it to comrades in Andhra. 

What is the nature of the problem that our party unit in 
Andhra Pradesh is faced with and why has it become necessary 
for the C.C. to address such a letter to the entire membership? 

The alternative drafts presented to the Central Plenum by 
some leading comrades of Andhra, the majority decision of the 
Andhra Plenum rejecting the C.C.'s draft and the resolution 
placed before the Central Plenum, the detailed exposition of 
the political views contained in the alternative drafts by one 
of the important spokesmen chosen by their votaries, and a 
series of a'mendments moved and supported by the majority 
of delegates from Andhra, make it abundantly clear that the 
differences with the present political-ideological line of the 
Party do not confine themselves to one or two individual 
issues or propositions in the C.C,'s ideological draft, but 
constitute a fundamental opposition t_o a whole series of basic 
questions concerning the Indian revolutionary movement as 
well as the international communist movement. 

Tlie Central Plenum) after a free, frank and thorough dis
cussion, decisively rejected the alternative drafts and the poli
tical line propounded in them as totally wrong a·nd basically 
departing from the Marxist-Leninist standpoint. It charac
terised it as a fully worked out left-adventurist line which 
stands diametrically opposed to the Party Programme and the 
political line of our Party. 





cance of 1:he new epoch, how under cover of the new epoch 
they seek to negate class contradictions and class s,truggle, how 
they attempt to revise the valid Marxist-Leninist propositions 
applicable to the entire epoch of imperialism and proletarian 
revolution and the epoch of the victory of socialism and 
communism on a world scale, and as to how the bankrupt and 
class-collaborationist thesis of so-called peaceful coexistence, 
peaceful economic competition and peaceful transition is 
sought to be made into a_ general line of the world communist
movement. 

Further, as clearly seen in the case of the Indian revisionists, 
they extended this right-opportunist thesis to a number of 
questions connected with revolutions in colonial and economic
ally dependent and newly liberated countries. The repudiation 
-of the concept of proletarian hegemony in the people's demo-
-era tic revolution, the advocacy of the so-called independent or
non-capitalist path of development under the joint hegemony
,of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, the deceptive picturing
,of the role of socialist aid as though it counteracts the evils of
foreign monopoly capital and paves the way to the country's
industrial revolution, the defining of the present Indian state
.as a 'bourgeois state' and by implication, virtually negating
the anti-feudal and anti-iµiperialist tasks of the revolution, and
,the advocacy of faith in the parliamentary and peaceful path in
_practice, despite certain demagogic slogans to cheat the gullible,
.are some of the crude manifestations of modern revisionism.

Our Party Programme decisively rejects one and all of these 
:revisionist distortions of· Marxist-Leninist propositions. Our 
ideological resolution adopted at the Burdwan Central Plenum 
,carries forward the correct program ma tic understanding and 
-clarifies the issues connected with. the world communist
movement. This principled and uncompromising fight against
the menace of modern revisionist theories and practice shall
.have to continue and it is our earnest duty as Marxist-Leninists
'to carry it to the end.

But, in the name of carrying on the struggle against modern
xevisionism and the right-opportunist distortion of the meaning
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and significance of the new epoch, certain lcft-scctndrm 111Hl 
infantile trends are raising their head. If they arc not lbnflhl 
aRd eliminated promptly, no effective struggle against rnodm·u 
revisionism or the determined defence of Marxism-Lenini�rn iH 
possible. 

How do they express in our Party as revealed in the innel'
party discussions on our ideological draft ? 

Some comrades object to the very concept of the new epoch 
and maintain that there is nothing new from what Lenin had 
defined in his time, i.e., the epoch of imperialism and pro
letarian revolution, "the era of social revolution is beginning", 
etc. They seem to entertain the wrong idea that this 
whole concept of the new epoch is the 'creation' of the modern 
revisionists in order to push forward their class-collabora
tionist theories under its cover. Thus their entire wrath and 
hatred towards revisionist distortion of the significance of 
the new epoch is allowed to cloud their revolutionary vision 
making it difficult for. them to perceive the real meaning and 
content of the new epoch. 

These comrades are obviously wrong and the new big class 
changes in the post-second war period were being noted by 
Marxfst-Leninists, long before the 20th Congress of the CPSU 
and the 1957 Moscow Declaration and 1960 Moscow State� 
ment. To cite a few : "The end of the second world war 
brought with it big changes in the world situation. The military 
defeat of the bloc of fascist states, the character of the war of 
liberation from fascism and the decisive · role played by the 
Soviet Union in vanquishing the aggressors, sharply altered the

alignment of forces between the two systems-the socialist and 

capitalist-in favour of socialism". (A. Zhdanov, International

Situation, September 1947-Emphasis added) 
"This is the historic epoch in which world capitalism and 

imperialism are going down their doom and world socialism 
and people's democracy are marching to victory". "The

strength of the world anti-imperialist camp has surpassed that of the 

imperialist camp." (Mao Tse-tung, Decemher 25, 1947 
Emphasis added). 
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The same is more positively and clearly asserted thus : 
"It is a great new epoch that we are facing, and its main charac. 
teristic is that the forces of socialism hav� surpassed those of 
imperialism, that the forces of the awakening people of the 
world have surpassed those of reaction." (CPC, Long Live

Leninism, April 16, 1960-Emphasis added) 
Any number of such references to the concept of the new 

epoch can be cited from the speeches and writings of Marxist
Leninists, and it is totally wrong to dismiss it as the 'inven
tion' of the modern revisionists. It is utterly umbecoming of 
a communist to shun the assessment of new alignment of 
class forces, for fear of the revisionists running away with it 
and distorting it. 

There are some other comrades who, too, are victims of a 
left deviation. They formally, no doubt, agree with the 
<:oncept of the new epoch but in practice negate its existence. 

On the one hand, they grossly exaggerate the world 
revolutionary situation depicting world capitalism to be 'on 
the verge of final collapse' and advocate aggressive tactics of 
revolution, and on the other, weave out theories that modern 
revisionism-the outcome of the external pressure of imperial
ism and the internal influence of the bourgeoisie-has more or 
less succeeded in 'peacefully' transforming several socialist states 
including the Soviet Union into allies of U.S. imperialism for 
the division of the world into spheres of influence. 

This sectarian school of thought indulges in the glib talk 
of the existence of a powerful socialist camp, but when defining 
it, all socialist countries including the. USSR which are under 
the leadership of the modern revisionists are virtually dis
•Counted and the People's Republic of China and Albania are 
talked of as the only two states constituting the socialist camp 
at present. 

They talk of U.S. imperialism being isolated and encircled 
hy world people's revolutionary flames and simultaneously 
advance the thesis of U.S.-Soviet axis for the encirclement and 
annihilation of People'-s China, the only remaining ''base of 
world revolution and liberation". 
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If the 1960 Statement of81 Communist Parties maintains 
that "it is the principal characteristic of our time that the world 
socialist system is becoming the decisive factor in the develop
ment of society", the left-sectarians maintain that national 
liberation movements play the decisive role in the destruction 
of imperialism and for the final emancipation of mankind. 

In the year 1960, when representatives of the world 
Communist Parties met, there were 81 Communist and 
Workers' Parties. Subsequently som� more Communist 
Parties have been formed in the newly liberated countries of 
Africa and other continents. Some left-sectarians argue that 
most of these parties have ceased to be Communist Parties by 
virtue of their being led by the modern revisionists, and 
consequently, the CPO and some other parties it recognises as 
Marxist-Leninist, alone remain as the Communist Parties of 
the world. Thus it is not a powerful world communist 
movement, with whatever revisionist and dogmatist defects 
afflicting it, that exists today, but one or two real Communist 
Parties and some splinter groups in different countries that 
agree to follow them. 

If'a,}l the above-mentioned views are pieced together and 
their class meaning is as8essed concretely, the new alignment 
of class forces that goes into - the making of the new epoch 
simply disappears, and the picture of a totally different align
ment of forces on a world scale emerges. The left-sectarians 
do not realise the line they advocate lands them into such an 
absurd position, and when the C.C. sharply points it out, 
they 'protest' that their viewpoint is distorted. 

This grossly sectarian and clearly subjective )J-nder
standing of the new epoch and the alignment of class forces 
that constitutes it run like a red thread in several propositions 
of theirs on a series of issues connected with the communist 
movement in India and the world as well. Unless these 
comrades rectify their erroneous views on this question, they 
can neither succeed in overcoming the sectarian positions on 
a series of connected issues nor can they fall in line with the 
correct political line of the Party. 
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diction since "at every stage in the development of a process,. 
there is only one principal contradiction which plays the 
leading role". (Mao Tse-tung) 

Our Party Programme describes the nature of our revolu--
tion in the present stage as essentially anti-feudal, anti
imperialist, anti-monopoly and democratic (Para 96). 

Consistent with the stage of the revolution, the principal· 
contradiction is pinpointed as the one between feudal and 
semi-feudal landlordism and the great mass of the peasantry,. 
or in political terms, between the bourgeois-landlord state· 
and government, led by the big bourgeoisie, defending the· 
landlord order and protecting the foreign monopoly interests, 
and the entire people interested in the completion of the· 
people's democratic revolution. 

The revisionists, on the one hand, characterise the present 
Indian state and government as a bourgeois state and govern
ment and, on the other, define the stage of the revolution, 
as democratic or in their terminology national democratic. 
If the state power is in the hands of the bourgeoisie· 
as they assert, then, a revolution against that state power 
cannot but be proletarian, socialist in character. Since they 
have given up Marxism, these contradictory characterisations 
do not worry them. Nor do they bother to define which 
is the principal contradiction in the present stage oi the 
Indian revolutibn. 

The left-sectarians formally accept that the present stage 
of our revolution is people's democratic or agrarian. But 
when the question of defining the principal contradiction of" 
this stage of the revolution is undertaken, they passionately 
argue that the country's sovereignty has been surrendered 
to U. S. imperialism, that the big bourgeoisie has transformed 
itself into- compradors and lackeys of U.S. imperialism, and 
thus the contradiction between the nation as a whole on 
the one hand and the U.S. imperialists and its lackeys on 
the other has been intensified and assumed the character· 
of the principal contradiction. They do not stop for a while 
to think that they are arguing in support of the national 
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liberation stage or the all-in national united front stage of 
the revolution and against the people's democratic or agrarian 
:stage. 

-4. THE INDIAN BIG BOURGEOISIE AND ITS 

CHARACTER 

The right�reformists and rev1S1onists do not lag behind 
-others in formally denouncing the Indian big bo1:rgeoisie
-as monopolists and big business who are reactionary and
counter-revolutionary. They, too, exclude them in words
from the revolutionary front in their class strategy for
-democratic revolution. Then how does their right-
-opportunism express its�lf on the issue ? They deliberately
hide the fact, first, that the big .bourgeoisie is in the
leadership of the present Indian state and government,
-and, second, they deny the fact of their alliance with big
landlordism, i:he alliance for the preservation and perpetuation
·of their class rule and exploitation through compromise and
•collaborati0n with foreign monopoly capital. The revisionists
maintain that it is the non-big national bourgeoisie which, in
,the main, is at the helm of the state and government and its
·only crime is allowing the big bourgeoisie "to hold powerful
fofluence" and "having strong links" with the landlords. From
this opportunist and class-collaborationist thesis comes their
bankrupt policy of support to and unity with the Congress
party and government, in order to rescue it from the pernicious
-clutches of the so-called extreme right reaction, represented by
•the big monopolists and landlords. The latest volte-face of
the revisionists and their loud-mouthed denunciations of the
·Congress government and noisy slogans of anti-Congressism
-do in no way absolve them from this guilt, because their ba�ic
understanding on the class character of the state and govern
ment, as formulated in their programme, remains basically the
same in spite of their latest modifications at the Patna congress
of their party.
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head the task of independent capitalist building ! And the 

·«nationa l proletariat" under revisionist leadership has to ally
wi,th this ''national bourgeoisie" to transform it into a 'non
•capitalist path' ! 

The right revisionists assert that "the public sector becomes 
an instrument of building an independent national economy, 
-of weakening the grip of foreign monopoly capital and, to
a certain extent, of Indian monopolies" and the same "public 

sector goes a long way towards eliminating the legacy of
our colonial past." ( Aspects of CPI Programme, Pages 8-9 ) 

The revisionist programme also views "socialist aid as 
-essential for independent anti-imperialist economic growth, as
a crucial force aiding the completion of the national demo
·cratic revolution." (Ajpects of CPI Programme, Pages 9-10
-Emphasis added)

Our Party Programme has resolutely rejected this line
-as crassest revisionism and also corrected the left-sectarian
and dogmatic approach that was current in the early period 

of 1948-55. Clear, correct and unequivocal formulations are
made on one and all the topics connected with the capitalist
path of the Indian ruling class.

However, once again, a left-sectarian and dogmatic trend 

is now raising its head, and is openly challenging the line 

of the Party Programme on the issue of the capitalist path 

and its political and economic imp�ications.
The fundamental critique of the capitalist path from the

Marxist-Leninist angle is being erroneously understood and
interpreted as though no industrial development of any 
significance is possible or has taken place, that the develop• 
ment of capitalism and capitali�t relations in any degree 

is completely ruled out, and that all that bas taken place 

under the capitalist path is only the increasing dominance 
of foreign monopoly capital and the strengthening and 

further consolidation of feudal and semi-feudal land relations. 
Thus the strategical despising of the capitalist path is being 
mechanically and dogmatically projected into its tactical 
evaluation , refusing to take into account the development 
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of capitalism and capitalist relations under the bourgeois
landlor� government. 

If the right,opportunists and revisionists grossly exaggerate 
the potentialities of the capitalist path of development and 
then proceed to weave out theories of so-called 'independent 

development' and 'industrial revolution' led by the bourgeoisie, 
the sectarians seek to discover only increasing dependence 

on imperialism in every new step in the direction of setting 
up industries, and the strengthening of feudal and semi
feudal land relations, in every step of agrarian reform or 
in every new technique in the field of agriculture. 

If the revisionists indulge in the impermissible talk of 
"socialist aid as the crucial force aiding the completion of the 
national democratic revolution", the left-sectarians look upon 

socialist aid as the main lever through which U. S. capital 

penetrates into, and dominates over, our national economy. 
'l hey characterise Soviet, aid as aid intended to buttress 

the reactionary governments in order to gang them up against 
the People's Republic of China. 

If revisionists sing panegyrics to the public . sector in ind us-
tries and depict it as an instrument to liquidate the grip 
of foreign ,.capital and to curb native monopoly capital, the 
sectarians describe the public sector as an instrument to 
develop subservience to the imperialists as well as native big 
capital. 

The fundamental truth that there is no capitalist path 

opened before our bourgeoisie under the present epoch is 

being extende� to its absurd limits of negating the actual 
extent of development of capitalism and capitalist relations 
.in the country ; and finally, this sectarian trend seeks to 
drag the Party back to the mistaken positions of 1948-55, which 
the Party has corrected. 

6. ON THE ISSUE OF FOREIGN POLICY

The govern1:1ent of India, soon after it took over the 

reins of the newly liberated state, declared that it would 
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Our Party Programme, after a thorough description of the 
:tlifferent phases and facets of the non-alignment policy of the 
government, correctly concludes "that neither the policy of 

· non-alignment nor its genuine implementation can be taken
for granted with the big bourgeoisie leading the state and
.pursuing anti-people policies."

But, from this, to conclude, as our sectarians do, that the
entire p9licy of non-alignment is given up, that the relations
with the rest of the socialist camp have come under complete
rupture, and that the Indian government has aligned itself
with the imperialist camp and become a subservient tool of
U. S. imperialism, is obvioµsly wrong and factually incorrect.

If, sometimes, the Government of Pakistan takes an
independent stand, then it is considered as a measure of its
national independence and its assertion !

But, if "sometimes the Indian Government appears to take
.an independent position, different from that of America," then
'"such efforts are becoming more and more efforts to cover up
·its surrender to U, S. imperialism."

With India "surrender to U. S. imperialism is becoming 
more and more real, while independence of the country is 
·getting more and more formal" !

With Pakistan, the assertion of national independence is
becoming more and more real while its alignment with military
-blocs is simply formal !

The sectarian school of thought, which correctly notes that 
1the bourgeois.landlord government of Pakistan that is formally 
aligned with the imperialist war blocs is able, in the recent 
period, to take steps in the direction of non-ali�nment, arrives 
at a totally incorrect conclusion that the non-alignment policy 
of the Indian government is given up for good, substituting 
it with a policy of total surrender and subservience to imper. 
:ialists. 

They do not ask themselves the question as to what are 
·the new changes in the alignment of class forces, both nation
.ally and internationally, that enable the government of

20 

Pakistan to move in the �Erection of 'non-alignment' from

•alignment' and prevent the Indian government pursuing a

policy of non-alignment and take it to alignment with, the U. S.

war blocs ? They tacitly admit that the correlation of world

forces, today, offer enough possibilities for the week and

economically backward states to assert independence, in a

measure, and be non-aligned. The main reason the left

sectarians ascribe to the said total 'surrender' of the Indian

government is that internal class contradictions in India are

extremely accentuated to the point of a threatening class revo

lution, and it is this that compels the government to completely

abandon non-alignment and totally surrender to the imper-

ialists.
This, obviously, is a grossly subJective and sectarian

estimation of the situation, which we propose· to deal with

next. 

7. THE CURRENT SITUATION AND ITS ESTIMATION

A correct estimation of the situation alone can enable a

Communist Party to evolve a correct tactical line-this, of

course, is a� established Marxist-Leninist dictum. Lenin

emphasised in his own time that "Tactics· must be based on

sober and strictly objective estimation of all the class forces

in a given state-and in neighbouring states, and in all states

of the world over-as well as of the experiences of the

revolutionary movements" (''Left"-Wing Communism). This

truth is repeated over and over again by several Marxist

Leninist leaders, and history shows us that whichever revolut

ionary party ignored or neglected taking this truth into serious

account had come to grief. Our own experience in the

long past convincingly confirms the complete truth of this

statement. 
What was one of the main mistakes that cost us dearly

21 



during the period 1948-51 ? Besides a number of theoretical 
and ideological errors with regard to the stage and class 
strategy of revolution, they were the mistakes of overestimating 
the depth of the economic cr1Sis, overestimating the 
political awakening of the classes and masses, the undue 
reliance on the spontaneous mass upsurge aud the evolving 
of a political-tactical line on that basis-all this did prove 
immensely harmful to building and advancing the revolu
tionary movement. 

Hardly two years after this, and even before the ink was 
dry on our 1948-51 lessons, our Party repeated another such 
serious mistake. Basing on the electoral defeats of the Congress 
in 1952 and events following immediately and citing certain 
data that strengthened our pre-conceived conclusion, the 
Political Resolution, at Madurai, in 1954, declared : "All 
these make it unmistakably clear that what we are witnessing 
today is not merely the maturing of the economic crisis but, 
along with it, the initial stages of the development of a 
political crisis" (Madurai Resolution, Page 28). But life and 

events proved that it was a gross overestimation of the 
situation. 

On the basis of such an estimation of the situation and 

in the background of that political understanding, our Party 
had gone into the mid-term election battle of Andhra in 1955. 
Again, how did yve estimate the level of political and class 
consciousness of the people and the state of their class and 

mass orga11isations in Andhra ? Life and history proved

that we suffered from the mistake of a sectarian overestimation 
of the situation. 

Let us take the latest example of the 1967 general elections. 
Does not our election review sharply bring out that in a 
number of states our committees had overestimated the mass 
strength of the Party, overestimated the degree of revisionist 
isolation and. also grossly overestimated the degree of political 
consciousness of the people ? 

One of the sources of the rise and spurt of both the 
right-opportunist and left-sectarian deviations inside the 
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communist movement is this monstrous mistake of over

estimation of a given situation, leading to political debacles

and consequent frustration among the party ranks.

Taking all this into serious account the C. C., in its

resolution on "New Situation and Party's Tasks" adopted 

immediately after the 1967 general elect�ons, attempted to

soberly assess and estimate the then-prevailing economic

political situation in the country.

It notes the deepening economic crisis, as an integral part 

of the world capitalist crisis, and also points out how the 

capitalist path of development, embarked upon by the big

bourgeoisie to extricate the national economy from the

chronic crisis it was thrown into by the British colonialists,

has itself got into a crisis. 

Secondly, it notes the post-election political developments in

the country and comes to the conclusion that a political crisis

too has set in, and is in its initial stages.

Thirdly, it takes stock of the degree of political conscious

ness and the state of organisation of the masses and classes, in

particular, the working class and the peasantry, and notes:

tp.e proletariat "as a class is very poorly organised, and to the 

extent it"is organised in trade unions; the movement suffers

from crude economism. Only a very small part of the organi

sed trade . union movement in the country is led by the

Communist Party while the rest is under the leadership of

several petty-bourgeois and bourgeois parties. Its class consci

ousness is at a pitiably low level and its Communist Party is

extremely weak and confronted with the menace of revisionism

organised in the shape of the right Communist Party. Living

and functioning in a country as ours, with a predominantly

agrarian population, its unity with the toiling masses, particu

larly with the peasantry, is not yet forged even in its rudimen

tary form. We as Marxist-Leninists are quite aware that the

entire course of progress and the outcome of the struggle

ultimately depends upon the degree of the development of the

class consciousness and organisation of the proletariat as a class

and its firm alliance with the peasantry. Our Central Commi-
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ruled out since the former is headed by rev1S1onist leaders, is-, 
extended and projected into the sphere of building united 
class and mass movements in India. It is opposed to any> 
united· work and action with trade union and kisan organisa
tions which are under the leadership of the revisionists ; anci 
it is also opposed to the forging of any electoral fronts with 
the revisionist party as well as other non-Congress democratic. 
parties. Thus, the most elementary Marxist-Leninist tactical 
principles of building class and mass unity in struggle are 
being discarded under the pseudo-radical slogan of "fighting 
an uncompromising struggle against the revisionists". This, 
left trend erroneously projects the correet Marxist.Leninist 
position that there can be no unprincipled unity with revi
sionism inside the same party to the question of united fronts 
and united actions with the revisionists to reject these correct 
Marxist-Leninist tactics. 

Thus, the left-opportunist estimation of the current situa-
tion and the corresponding tactical line it advocates has noth• 
ing in common with Marxism-Leninism. This grave error
of our sectarians, if not immediately corrected, would prove 
doubly disastrous to the cause of our revolution and, in a. 
sense, more damaging than their equally mistaken views on: 
the programmatic issues, which we pointed out earlier. 

8, OPPORTUNIST ERRORS AND THEIR IDEOLOGICAL. 

ROOTS 

We have so far examined how on a series of issues. 
connected with the programme, strategy -and tactics of the· 
Indian revolution, right-revisionist and left-opportW1ist 
mistakes express themselves. As far as the question of right
reformist mistakes, their origin, evolution- and culmination 
in the Indian communist movement are concerned, it is dealt 
with in detail in the seventh congre8s report, published under 

28 

' 

�he title Fight Against Revisionism. Further, the resolution on 
-the ideological questions in the international communist
movement, adopted at the extended plenary session of the
-C.C. at Burdwan between April 6 and 12, 1968, _makes it
-abundantly clear as to how the standpoint of the Indian
.revisionists finds itself in complete agreement with the positions
-0f modern revisionism led by the leadership of the CPSU.
Hence, it needs no more elaboration in this letter. But the
.manner in which the left-sectarian trend manifests today
needs examination.

It is quite interesting to note that the Programme and 
1:he general political line of our Party, as evolved and adopted 
,at the seventh party congress and pursued since then, did 
not encounter any opposition from any party unit or any 
.leading comrade at different levels, till the time of releasing 
the C.C.'s ideological draft for discussion in the middle .of 
August 1967. Not merely there was no opposition, but the 
Programme and the political line were generally acclaimed 
by the entire Party as basically correct and resting on 
-sound Marxist-Leninist foundations, steering clear of both right 
.and left mistakes. 

Then, how is it that the majority of leading comrades 
in .Andhra Pradesh and a few others from different states 
.now come to consider that our Party Programme is wrong 
on several crucial questions, that our political line is essentially 
revisionist and that our resolution on the ideological questions 
-concentrates its main fire against the alleged left-sectarianism
,instead of right-revisionism, and directs its edge on the left
•errors of Chinese leaders instead of the modern revisionism
,of the CPSU leaders.

Evidently there is a big shift in the political-ideological 
-position of these left critics, and it is a shift, sudden, patent 
.and to the extreme left from that of the till-now-accepted 
.standpoint of the Party Programme and the Party's political 
;line. They cannot deny it . 

·How do they explain the reasons for this shift ? They
;admit that it is principally due to their rethinking which has 
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begun after the campaign of open denunciation of our Party 
and its political line as neo-revisionist was let loose by the 
Chinese press and radio since the middle of the year 1967. 

Yes ! Rethinking, and rectifying the mistakes if and 
when any are found, and learning from the fraternal criticism 
of any brother party is always necessary and welcome. But is. 
it permissible under the plea of rethinking to follow uncritically, 

the denunciatory critique of the Chinese Communist press 
and radio ? Have they, also, not to rethink for themselves 
as to how a political line they were accepting as basically 
correct for three years till the middle of the year 1967 is. 
suddenly transformed into a totally wrong one subsequently� 
and whether they are not now as uncritically and as blindly 
accepting the Chinese critique as correct as they seem to 
have done in the case of accepting the Party Programme 
and its political line till recently ? It is for these comrades 
to seriously ponder over these questions and objectively and 
self-critically review their stand. 

As far as these comrades are concerned they cannot plead 
that they arc kept in darkness regarding our differences with 
the CPC on specific. questions dealing with our Programme 
and political line. As early as the first quarter of 1964, when 
the present Programme was in its drafting stage, it was. 
clearly and openly stated in one of our printed and widely 
circulated documents thus : 

"We would also like to bring to your notice that on some 
of the concrete questions such as the characterisation of the 
present Indian state, the nature of the present government. 
and its leadership we have some differences and serious. 
reservations with the positions taken oy the CPC as well as. 
the CPSU in some of their documents. In drafting our 
Programme we tried to incorporate our ·understanding on 

· these questions and excluded all this from this ideological
document. It has been our endeavour to be as· objective
as possible without the fear of being dubbed pro- or anti
CPSU or CPC as our enemies often try to do." (Introduction
to A Contribution to Ideological Debate, Page 2)
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The attention of the comrades was drawn to the same 
point, during the pre-congress and seventh congress discuss
ions. And yet, none objected to it and every comrade 
present had accepted it. The easy acceptance of political 
positions and still more easy rejection of the same on no su,;e 
and tested a ground, we have to observe, does not behove of 
any serious Communist, let alone leading party cadres. 

Coming to the point of our attitude towards the leadership

of the CPSU and that of the CPC, contrary to the allegations. 
and accusations of our left critics, our C. C. and Party have 
made. their position absolutely clear. 

We hold the leaders of the CPSU responsible for the
opening of the flood-gates of modern revisionism in the world 
communist movement with many of their discredited theories. 
and practices, on a series of issues. We also have announced 
publicly, that they are responsible for the prevailing disunity 
and division in the socialist camp and world communist 
movement. 

We are equally clear and categorical about the ideological
political stand of the CPC in this controversy. On all the 
issues of jdeological debate-such as war. and peace, peaceful 
coexistence, peaceful economic competition, peaceful transition, 
the issue of Stalin, the so-called party of the people and state 
of the people concepts, and the principle of independence of· 
Communist Parties and non-interference, the critque of the 
Chinese Communist Party is essentially correct, and based on 
the unassailable standpoint of Marxism-Leninism. Further,_ 
the CPC, by boldly taking up this fight �gainst modern 
revisionism, led by the leaders of the CPSU, has rendered 
great service to the cause of Marxism-Leninism, and our Party 
and its C.C. gratefully acknowledge it and hail it. 

However, we cannot accept certain positions of the CPC on 
some vital issues connected with the world communist 
movement as well as on the Indian question as either correct 
or conforming to the Marxist-Leninist standpoint. The. 
outright rejection of the principle of unity in action, between 
different socialist states and the world Communist Parties, .. 
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