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lution was however met with resistance among a section of 
the leadership and this .is perhaps one reason why the party 
there could not adjust to the tasks and responsibilities 
facing it. 

Why this underestimation? It arose primarily from our 
inadequate contacts with the masses and "vith their day-to
day life. Our deficient understanding o:f the crisis in the 
national bourgeoisie was also responsible. vVe overestimat
ed the capacity of the congress leadership. There was ini
tially a tendency to underestimate the great i>0tentialities 
of left unity as the debate in the Party Life would show. 

We took the correct initiative for building a united front 
on a national scale based on a minimum programme. 
Initially, we won a measure of success also in as much a<; 
the meetings of the left parties held in Delhi in 196-5 and 
1966 issued certain positive statements in this regard. But 
we confined our initiative to discussions at the leadership 
level. We should have taken the issue of unity to the masses 
in a nationwide political campaign. The masses should have 
been moved for influencing the lukewarm or disruptive 
leaderships in the left parties in a better direction. Far from 
activising popular opinion in favour of unity and minimum 
programme, we did not take the masses into confidence in 
regard to the problems we were facing over the question 
of such unity. 

OUR ELECTION AIMS IN THE LIGHT OF EXPERIENCE 

Now about our election aims: weaken and break the 
monopoly of power of the Congress; strengthen the party 
and the democratic opposition in legislatures; rout the 
parties of right reaction. 

There can be no disagreement that our aim in regard to 
the Congress was both correct and realistic. There are no 
two opinions about what is said in respect of the demo
cratic opposition and the party. But the electoral slogan 
abo11 t routing the parties of right reaction was in the pre
vailin e: situation unrealistic, however much desirable. It 
amounted to a kind of phrasemongering and provided alibi
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against adjustments. In fact, the strict implementation 
would have meant the party either entering contests 
against the parties of right reaction even where the CPI 
was too weak just to split the anti-congress votes to help 
the defeat of such rightist parties by the Congress. It might 
have also meant support in some special cases to 'progres
sive congressmen' or keeping out of the elections. What 
would have been the result? May be a few odd rightist 
candidates could thereby be defeated. But this would have 
inevitably created the impression in the country that the 
CPI was helping the Congress, especially in the case of 
open support or even neutrality. Our contests just to split 
the anti-congress votes would have locally created that 
impression as happened in Tamilnad bn account of, among 
other things, the 'Invalidate the Votes' call on the eve of the 
general election. The party leadership gave a call in the 
second week of February in ]anasakthi to cancel the votes 
where the DMK, Swatantra and Congress were fighting and 
the party or its allies were not in the field. Two days later a 
correction was made to say that the DMK was not in the 
prohibited list. 

Th� prevailing mood of the masses was not at all for 
routing any opposition party. The mood was for routing the 
Congress and Congress alone. Our party correctly assessed 
the mood of the masses and hence nowhere, barring Tamil
nad, did it work out its tactics on the basis of an unrealistic 
and artificial understanding of this slogan of 'routing'. 
However, from the subjective understanding of the elec
toral strategy came a certain measure of resistance to the 
needed adjustments for defeating the Congress and even for 
gaining seats for the party. Fortunately, this resistance was 
overcome. 

It should at least now be realised that the political 5:itua
tion is too complex and the position of the left and demo
cratic movement too uneven to allow for such a simnie and 
straight course as the three-point formula would ;uggest. 
In several states we are too weak even to win 5 seats and 
in such places any artificial attempt 'to rout the parties of 
right reaction' in the last general election could only lead 
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to the party being ranged against the massive popular antiG 
congress upsurge, if not shown up as pro-congress. Demo
cratic movement and the party have first to gather suffi
cient strength in Rajasthan, MP, UP, Orissa, Gujarat, etc. 
to defeat the rightists while maintaining their position in 
the eyes of the masses as staunch fighters against the Con
gress. That does not imply we should not fight the rightists 
where we can. Nor does it mean that the rightist parties 
should be actively supported against the Congress where 
we are not in a position to contest. 

It w�s not correct at least from the short-term point of 
view, to put the slogan of routing the parties of right re
action and weakening and breaking the monopoly of 
congress power on the same footing. The election has 
shown that the two tasks could not be fulfilled simul
tancousl y. Only one task could be taken in hand and the 
masses did do so. That was the task of defeating and rout
ing the Congress. 

Our theoretical stand sprang from our desire but not 
from the living realities of the given political situation, nor 
from the mood of the masses. It will take new experience 
on the part of the masses in several states before their anti
congress resentment is transformed into radical political 
consciousness-before they come under the influence of the 
left parties. Today their desire for a change of government 
is such that even in Bihar and UP they are not prepared to 
understand if our party keeps out of the non-congress 
governments. And let there be no mistake that should mid
term elections come in any of these states the people would 
want united front of all non-congress parties and any one 
going against the prevailing mass mood would run the risk 
of being completely wiped out. 

The SSP suggested adjustments with the Jana Sangh and 
others. We were right in rejecting any united front includ
ing Jana Sangh or Swatantra Party or both. But our atti'
tude towards adjustments was a bit too rigid and inflexible. 
·we thought that such adjustments would lower our pres
tige in the eyes of the masses. No left party seems to have
suHered in these elections on account of such adjustments.
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Some have definitely gained. We should have taken a 
flexible line and tried for adjustments at least on 'no-contest
and-no-support' basis in a number of places. Of course 
with the 'rout the parties of right reaction' stand in public 
such resilience seemed difficult and, in fact, was for the 
most part ruled out. 

It should have been better realised that in the states 
where the democratic movement and. the party are too 
weak to win election in multiple contests in single-member 
constituencies adjustments were a pressing political and 
practical necessity in the interests of the left and demo• 
cratic movement. We have to pass through that phase so 
long as the vast anti-congress masses remain under the 
influence of the Swatantra Party and Jana Sangh and so 
long as these are the rallying ground for all anti-congress 
masses in some places. The post-election situation has made 
this clear. We had to, for instance, allow the swatantra 
leaders to use our one-man position in the Rajasthan 
Assembly for the purpose of the formation of the swatantra
led non-congress government while the Maharawal Laxman 
Singh had to defy Section 144 along with Comrade H. K. 
Vyas., and taste arrest and detention, if only for a brief few 
hours. 

It must be said here that our assessment of the Jana 
Sangh did not take into account the character of its fast 
growing mass base which included vast sections of the 
disillusioned petty bourgeoisie, students, traders, shop 
keepers, professional classes. This mass base cannot but 
have its impact on the leadership and give rise to differen• 
tiation also within the Jana Sangh, with the RSS as the 
rallying point of the hard-core communal fanatics. Even the 
RSS is feeling the impact. Its paper Organiser, while ex• 
plaining editorially why the Jana Sangh is in ministries 
along with communists had to say that all are after all 'sons 
of Bharat Mata' who want the welfare of the people. Not that 
Jana Sangh has changed its fundamental character. But we 
looked at the Jana Sangh more or less in the same wav as 
we did in 1957. Nor did we fully examine the phenomflnon 
of lakhs of anti-congress masses falling under the influence 
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of that party. Developments in Delhi and UP should be an 
eye-opener. In 1962, we supported the congress candidate 
for Lok Sabha in Delhi to get JS defeated. In 1967 the 
Congress is all but gone and we are also eliminated from 
the new Metropolitan Council. 

We did not naturally see the important basis on which 
the Jana Sangh wins the elections as we did not properly 
grasp the reason for the Swatantra Party's election 
successes. 

Our party took fundamentally a correct stand on unity 
and we directed our efforts to bring this about. But certain 
serious lapses are to be pin nod down in this connection. In 
Andlu-a, and even in West Bengal where on the whole we 
have done wclJ, we went somewhat subjective in the face of 
provocations and disruptive tactics of the CPM. 

In West Bengal there was the redeeming side of our 
growing relations with the Bangla Congress and Forward 
Bloc. In Anclhra we made gross overassessments in respect 
of a large number of constituencies and this is seen in elec
tion results (people will take no other explanation). While 

at the beginning we took a sober attitude in regard to 
seats, we however entered into a kind of cut-throat compe
tition in the later stage with the CPM. The CPM had 
declared a war against tis for wiping us out. But that was 
their line which had to be exposed, put in the wrong and 
finally defeated by our line and our practice, so different 
from theirs. - It was perfectly justified to take steps to 
defend our party's position in the elections. Obviously there' 
could not be any relaxing on that score. 

In escalating our conflicts (to meet their offensive) with 
the CPM our comrades increased the number of assembly 
contests from the original 80 or so to over 100. Even the 
original 80 was not meant to be a firm figure on the sober 
side. We contested at least 10 seats where our poll has been 
below 3,000 (for the party in Andhra this is an extraordi
narily low figure). Our deposit forfeitures again were too 
many, again unusual for Andhra communists. 

U this enlarged area of clashes was meant to prove our

relative slrength in the constituencies concerned, we have 
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not succeeded on that count either. In the 53 total contests 
between the CPI and CPlVI in Anclhra, the latter has proved 
stronger in terms of votes in, as we have noted earlier, 34, 
the CPI fo 19 only. vVe ourselves spoke of strength etc. a.nd 
now people will at. least in this respect judge us by these 
figures. It is understandable jf the. people are accusing both 
the parties for letting them dow11. Their line, their party 
eminently deserve this accusation. For, disruption and anti
CPI posture were fundamental considerations with them, 
Our line is different and we should seriously take it to 
heart when such accusation comes. Even in the 11 Lok 
Sabha constituencies (they contested only 11 as against our 
20) the two parties clashed, in seven the CPM came out
with larger votes and our party only in four. They of course
did not •win any seat but the one that we won was free
from such con test.

It appears that the Anclhra Council is now of the view 
that it should have contested 20 seats less. Even this admis
sion would show that they entered into unjustified contests 
to the extent of 25 per cent, not a small matter. One can 
imagine what a dissipation of the resources of the party 
must.,have taken place as a_result of this.

In view of the CPM's hostile attitude and its rejection 
our proposals for unity, mutual support etc. our party in 
Andhra should have gone all out to seek allies in the SSP, 
RSP, Republicans and Praja Party and progressive indi
viduals. This task was virtually ignored. Even where a kind 
of united front with the SSP and Rerublican Party had 
been worked out it was broken just over two seats which 
we had earlier allowed to them but late1· claimed. 

Such an attitude would seem inexplicable except in terms 
of gross exaggeration of strength on the one hand and the 
under-estimation of the CPM as well as its capacity to 
harm us. Strangely enough we sought confrontation with 
the CPM not by trying to rally other parties and groups 
and individuals around us but by putting up more and 
more candidates. As a result of such an approach we must 
have lost the political edge we had over the CPM. It is 
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