
with the Congress or entering into a formal alliance with it. 
This would be to overlook the fact that the right reactionary 
enemies of this front are strongly entrenched in the Congress, 
and that the non-monopoly national bourgeoisie is itself a class 
with a dual approach to this front. 

The building of this front has to proceed through struggle 
against the right in the Congress with equal determination as 
against the right outside it. The building of this front has also 
to proceed by taking note of the process of fonnation of pro­
gressive trends in the Congress and by making ceaseless efforts 
to forge unity with all representatives of these trends. Such 
unity has to be built through a direct approach, common mass 
movements and convergent struggles. It has to be built through 
struggles to smash right reaction, bring about a shift to the left 
in government policies as well as for the alternative national­
democratic programme. 

The building of this front has, further, to proceecf 
by isolating the right in the Congress by a policy 
of sharpening the objective differences between the re­
presentatives of the monopoly and non-monopoly sections of 
the national bomgeoisie, i.e., by not only sb:uggling against but 
also uniting with the latter. Its compromises with the right 
and its anti-people policies have to be fought. Its stand against 
imperialism, its opposition to the right attempt to subvert na­
tionally-accepted progressive policies have to be supported. 

Such is the complex, dialectical process by which the na­
tional-democratic front will be built and the national-democra­
tic revolution brought to success. Onesided stressing of any 
particular aspect will only damage this strategic perspective. 

VII. PROGRAMME OF NON-CAPITALIST PATH
The new national-democratic state power, which is the stra­tegic objective of the present stage of our revolution, will im­plement a programme of national regeneration for rapid econo­mic growth, raising living standards of the masses and their
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active participation in production. This is the programme of 
the non-capitalist path. In essence, there is no difference here 
between those who uphold the concept of national democracy and 
those who adhere to the view of people's democracy as the mora 
witab]e state power in India after the success of the national• 
democratic revolution. Why is a non-capitalist path postulated'� 

First, because tl1e present capitalist path pursued by the na­
tional bourgeoisie as a whole has conclusively demonstrated that 
the national regeneration of India, that the carrying out of the 
national-democratic programme, is impossible along it. With­
out the defeat and reversal of the capitalist path, India cannot 
advance as a nation in the direction of complete economic free­
dom and full democracy. Just as the national bourgeois state· 
power has to be overthrown to achieve this end, so also has its 
programme of capitalist development to be reversed and de­
feated. 

Second, to effect the transition to socialism proper materiaI 
and subjective conditions have to be created. This transitional 
stage is the national-democratic state implementing a non­
capitalist path. Just as in this state power the national bour-­
geoisie, shorn of its monopoly e.lements, will be a participant, 
so also the non-capitalist path will not mean the immediate· 
liqufdation of all capitalist relations. The non-monopoly na­
tional bourgeoisie, both urban and rural, will have a definite· 
scope for development and role to play in the accomplishment 
of the task of the national regeneration of India. What is the 
concrete essence of the non-capitalist path in the specific con­
ditions of India? 

(i) Foreign monopoly capital will be completely eliminated.
The economic basis of imperialism in our counh·y will be totally 
shattered. No further entry of private foreign capital will be 
permitted. 

(ii) The state sector will be rapidly strengthened and made
the dominant element in the national economy. This will be 

done by developing key and heavy industries in ·the state sector .. 
In addition, extensive nationalisation of existing units in bank­
ing, general insurance, foreign trade, oil, coal and other mine'> 
as well as plantations will be immediatelv undertaken. Further� 
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out the defeat and reversal of the capitalist path, India cannot 
advance as a nation in the direction of complete economic free·· 
dom and full democracy. Just as the national bourgeois state 
power has to be overthrown to achieve this end, so also has its 
programme of capitalist development to be reversed and de­
feated. 

Second, to effect the transition to socialism proper material' 
and subjective conditions have to be created. This transitional 
stage is the national-democratic state implementing a non­
capitalist path. Just as in this state power the national bour­
geoisie, shorn of its monopoly elements, will be a participant, 
so also the non-capitalist path will not mean the immediate· 
liqu[dation of all capitalist relations. The non-monopoly na­
tional bourgeoisie, both urban and rural, will have a definite 
scope for development and role to play in the accomplishment 
of the task of the national regeneration of India. What is the 
concrete essence of the non-capitalist path in the specific con­
ditions of India? 

( i) Foreign monopoly capital will be completely eliminated.
The economic basis of imperialism in our counh·y will be totally 
shattered. No further entry of private foreign capital will bet 

permitted. 
(ii) The state sector will be rapidly strengthened and made

the dominant element in the national economy. This will be· 
done by developing key and heavy industries in ·the state sector. 
In addition, extensive nationalisation of existing units in bank­
ing, general insurance, foreign trade, oil, coal and other mine'> 
as well as plantations will be immediately undertaken. Further, 
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all such units and enterprises where control measures have
proved inadequate to check corruption, profiteering and mis­
management will be taken over in the interests of the natiou.
State trading will be greatly extended in the sphere of comrnc­
dities essential for the people's livelihood. This vast state sec­
t·or will run on democratic lines, with full workers' participation
.and democratic control and freed from the bureaucratic and
monopolist influences. 

(iii) The existing concentration of economic power in a few
Indian monopoly groups v1ill be totally broken and no further
tendency towards such concentration allowed to develop. The
non-capitalist path, as the programme of the national-democratic
state in India, has a clear and sharp anti-monopoly edge. At
the same time facilities will be provided to all non-monopoly
national bourgeois enterprises in the sphere of raw materials,
credit, marketing and reasonable pro.fits. This section of the
national bourgeoisie will be helped to conh'ibute fully towards
rapidly increasing the national wealth of India. It will be
freed from the grip and the opposition of both foreign and
Indian monopolies. 

(iv) All forms of landlordism will be abolished, the grip of
usurers and wholesale traders ( parasitic, semi-feudal, commer­
dal capitalism) will be broken. Land will be distributed free
to the tillers and the agricultural labourers. All possible help
will be extended to helping individual peasant economy and
:attempts made to gradually draw them into cooperatives on a
voluntary basis. More state farms will be set up. While pro­
tecting the interests of the agricultural labourers and preventing
.any tendency to concentration of land ownership, the rich pea­
-sant economy will also be helped to contribute to raising agri-
-cultural production.

( v) Through a proper wage policy, social security and wel­
fare measures, growth of employment opportunities, ceilings on
income and profits, graded tax on agricultural and industrial
and other income, the livelihood of the overwhelming majority
will be rapidly raised together with a sharp reduction in existing
,disparities. 

These features in their interconnected totality give us the
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essence of the non-capitalist path of transition to socialism. 
While capitalist relations of production and the objective eco­
nomic laws of capitalism are not totally eliminated; they are­
sharply restricted. Non-monopoly national bourgeois indus­
trialists as well as the rich peasants are given facilities and are 
permitted to make reasonable profits. At the same time, the 
laws of relative improvement, the cenh·alisation and concenb.·a­
tion of capital, as well as the inherent tendency towards abso­
lute impoverishment of the masses, are not allowed free play. 
Capitalism is restricted. 

Simultaneously, other objective economic laws come into the 
picture. These are the laws of socialist economy-the dominant 
position of the state sector under a national-democratic state 
and on a democratic basis, the gradual cooperativisation of petty 
commodity production, especially in the field of agriculture. 
The inherent tendency of the non-capitalist path, based on these 
new relations of production, is in the direction of socialism. 

The national-democratic state and the non-capitalist path 
should not be viewed as monolithic, as free from shaip struggfo 
and conflict between its constituent elements, even though there 
is unity on a broad programme of anti-imperialist, anti-feudal 
and anti-monopoly national regeneration. Through the struggle 
c1s ¾ell as the unity in the implementation of this programme, 
the working class increasingly comes to occupy the leading role 
and the socialist laws of development the dominant position, 
bringing India to socialism. 

Doubts about the possibility of the non-capitalist path arise, 
partly, because its sharp break from the present capitalist path 
and its transitional character are sometimes not sharply enough 
stressed. It is caricatured as more or less the same as the capi­
talist path with some patch up here and there. The right devia­
tion on the non-capitalist path blurs its revolutionaiy meaning 
and edge. 

Doubts also arise because of the relatively greater degree of 
capitalist development in India compared to other newly-inde­
pendent states. The non-capitalist path is equated with deve­
lopments in Mongolia, Soviet Central Asia and some African 
states. The non-capitalist p.ath is depicted as entirely skipping 
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the capitalist stage of development. Such skipping is, however, 
-only one of the possible forms of the non-capitalist path. The
UAR and to a lesser extent, Burma, have given us other examples
,of the same path. In the former, for instance, capitalism had
developed to the stage of monopoly.

Specific features apart, the non-capitalist path is perfectly 
feasible for all countries facing the task of completing the na­
,tional-democratic revolution and where mature, fully developed 
capitalism has not yet come into being as the basis of the entire 
:national economy. 

The relevant question here is: can the non-monopoly nationt'.l 
·.bourgeoisie, both urban and rural, still play a role in the com ..
pletion of the national-democratic revolution? Or has it exhaus­
ted all its progressive potential? If it can no longer play any
role, the stage of the revolution is that of socialism. Neither
people's democracy nor national democracy will then be appro­
priate. What will then be required is one or another form oi
proletarian statehood to carry through a socialist programme.

This would be skipping a necessary stage L'l the revolutionary 
process. TI1is would be ignoring a necessary transitional period 
through over-anxiety to at once rush to socialism. This would 
lose the working class important allies, would split the revo­
lutionary ranks and isolate the working class and its party. This 
would be a familiar enough 'left' deviation, characteristic of the 
ideology of Trotskyism. For all those who agree that the na­
tional-democratic revolution is yet to be completed in India, the 
·non-capitalist path is an inevitable corollary.

VIII. PEACEFUL TRANSITION AS A FORM OF
REVOLUTION 

Having outlined the strategy and tactics of the national­
,democratic stage of the revolution, the CPI Programme takes 
up for discussion the problem of the possible form of the revo­
lution i.e., the concrete new opportunities that have opened up 
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for the national-democratic forces in their bid for revolutionary 
seizure of power. This is the problem of peaceful transition. 

The working class and its allies have always favoured the 
possibility of peaceful transition. Contrary to the slanders of 
:the enemy, the revolutionary class is always the most humane 
class, the standard bearer of humanism and the rightful inheritor 
of all that humanity has created in its millennia of endeavour. 
Marx, Engels and Lenin always insisted that peaceful transition 
best suited the interests of the working c1ass, entailing the least 
possible sacrifice and loss of life of the revolutionaries. 

Marxists-Leninists have never made a cult of violence, unlike 
-some anarchists and terrorists. The classical teachings of scienti­
fic socialism never contain a hidebound formula that violence
and bloodshed alone are the hallmarks of 'true' revolution. His­
tory does not provide just one single and simple lesson, i.e., that
'political power always comes from the barrel of a gun'.

At the same time Marxism-Leninism has always insisted that
the reactionmy rn1ing class would never 'surrender' its power,
that it would not shrink from the most vile of stratagems to
attempt to remain tho masters of social wealth. Hitherto, the
reactiona1y ruling class has been able to fi:ustrnte the desire of
the working class and its aJlies to make the peaceful transition
ta' socialism. 1110 best examples of this are the October 1917
Revolution and the Chinese Revolution. If the Bolsheviks and
the Chinese Communists bad been able to effect a peaceful
transition, they would have done so gladly.

We know how Lenin envisaged the possibility of a peaceful 
transition to socialism after the February 1917 Revolution and 
till about July when it was counter-revolution that put the bayo­
net on the agenda. Mao Tse-tung also in his report on coalition 
government to the Seventh Congress of the Communist Party 
,of China in 1945 stressed the need to strive to the utmost fo: 
negotiations with Chiang Kai-shek and the Kuomintang in order 
to effect a peaceful transition to people's democracy. 

Thus, contrary to the prejudiced view of some inveterate 
slanderers of the CPI, peaceful transition is as revolutionary a 
path as anned struggle. To strive for peaceful transition is as 
revolutionaiy as to take up arms when counter-revolution forces 
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