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all. In Andhra we polled 7.48 per cent of the assembly votes 
( of course contesting more than . three times the seats we
contested in Tamilnad) but in Tamilnad our poll is barely 
1.68 per cent or 256,140-a most distressing show. We lost 
deposits in 23 out of 32 contests. The reason for our failure· 
is not to be found in any 'operation wipe out' line by the
CPM or any one else. vVe have permitted ourselves to be 
wiped out because of the wrong political understanding, 
wrong electoral tactics, etc. on the part 0£ the state leader
ship. It is shocking that when the Congress has been literally 
trounced in Tamilnad our party should have been reduced 
to such a position. It is our isolation, .complete and aU 
pervasive, that has brought us down in this manner in 
Tamilnad. The error there was more fundamental and grave� 

In WEST BENGAL our party's line has won in the eyes: 
of the masses and this has been a momentous gain not only 
for the future 0£ the broad democratic movement but also, 
for the unity of the communist movement. 

Our performance in the Lok Sabha election has also been 
on the whole good, notwithstanding the loss of what turned' 
out to be prestige fights in Barrackpore and Howrah. But 
our assemblv results have been far from what was even 
modestly ex1;ected. As against 13 seats in the old assembly,. 
our strength is now 16. But the total assembly seats have 
been raised from 252 to 280 and the congress strength 
reduced from over 160 to 127. It has to be further noted 
that we have won seats only in four out of \Vest Bengal's 
sixteen districts (Midnapore 8, Calcutta 4, 24-Parganas 3, 
Nadia 1). In the background of the mass upsurge and falI 
of the Congress, this achievement cannot be considered at 
all adequate. We are now the third party in the united front, 
the CPM with 44 seats being the first and Bangla C_ongress 
second with 34. But the most disturbing aspect of our 
election results is that we have been defeated in most of 
West Bengal's industrial belts, notably in Durgapur, Rani
gunj, Asansol as well as Howrah-Hooghly. Our poll is porw 
and some of the seats have even gone to the Congress. 

We have referred to the above aspects of the results of 
these three states because each has in its own way some
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instructive lessons to offer. Of course, politically the results 
in West Bengal stand on a different footing. Our political' 
achievement in vVest Bengal in the given situation has been. 
magnificent. This cannot be said of what has happened in 
Andhra. 

THE SPLIT AND THE ELECTION 

The fourth general election has been the first one after 
the split of the party in 1964. The election results stand out 
as the completest repudiation of the theory of split. Nothing
has damaged the communist and left movement in the 
country more than the split. The split has helped the 
Congress and other reactionary parties; it has seriously 
limited the gains 0£ the working people and their �ause in 
the election battles; it has made it possible for the Swatantra 
Party to undo the gain of the communist movement in the· 
past three general elections and attain the status of the first 
opposition party in Parliament. All these today are no longer 
a matter of debate. They are writ large on the election score
board. People are rightl_v cursing us-both the communist 
parties-on this score. Their curse, however, is born of 
affecti�n and love. 

The basic negative side of the split was particularly 
aggravated by the election strategy of the CP;'vf in relation 
to the CPI. Instead of trying to minimise the harmful effects 
of split even in relation to the election battles, the CPM 
leadership took the line of bringing down our party in as: 
many places as possible and thus proving to the people here 
and the international communist movement outside that it is 
the CP:\11 and not the CPI which represents the main body 
of Indian communist movement and of what was once 
a united communist party. Except for reasons of local' 
expediency the need for the two communist parties joining 
in the election was not accepted as a question of principle. 
Exaggeration of their own strength beyond all proportions 
was a built-in feature of this disruptive strategv. Without 
exaggerating their strength, seats could not be claimed and 
without entering such claims against us even where our 
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Now coming to the larger question of the impact of the 
split in elec tions the following figu r e s  may first be no ted. In
Lok Sabha:

Party Votes 
Percentage Sea ts

CPI 7,053,21
7

4.85 23
Cl'M 6,502,614 4.47 19
To tal 1 3,555,831 9.32 4 2 

Even after the split of the party the aggregate vote of the 
two parties is the same as that of Swatantra Party (9.33 per 
ce nt) and higher than the Jana Sangh poll (8.59 per cent). 
In seats again the communists are on par wi

th the first 
opposition parties. I t is not necessary t o labour the point 
that but for the split the commu nist poll would have been 
much higher and the CPI easil:' the recognised opposition
in Pa rliament wi th a co mfortable le ad ove r  t he Swatantra
Party. 

The split and the strategv of the CPM are again respon-
sible for the stagnation of the commun ist poll (in percentage 
it has fallen) comp ared to 1962 election. T he g reatest damage 
has been done in Andhra Pradesh where the party used to 
be lhe strongest of �11 opposition parties even in terms of

sea ts. With 1,5 5 1,2 23 vo tes the C PI has w
on only one Lok
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'Sabha seat which is perhaps rare in India's parliamentary 
election. And for its 1 ,003,485 votes, the CPM has won no 
:Seat at all. Andhra's commu!1ist movement still gave us 2.5 
million votes but only one seat. With 2.5 million votes the 
CPI won 7 Lok Sabha seats in 1962. For 1,027,643 votes the 
CPI has won only 10 seats in the assembly and CPM 9 seats 
for 1,071 ,252 votes. More than 70 deposits have been for
feited by the two parties together. There has been a decline 
in the percentage of the communist poll by 4.26 per cent. 

In West Bengal 21 seats have been lost to the Congress 
·by the CPI and the CPM simply because of their mutual
contests. But that is not the only negative side. In the third
-general election, the CPI (symbol) woo 49 seats with 24.96
per cent votes. This time, the poll is as follows:

P1rty 

CPI 
CPM 

Votes 

1,039,790 
2,351,732 

Percentage 

8.05 
18.20 

Seats 

16 
43 

The increase · in percentage and in seats is negligible 
-despite definite rise in votes. If the two parties had come
together in the election, there would have come into exis
tence an overall united front. 

It will 'be seen from the results that the gains of both the 
'CPI and the CPM have been relatively small compared to

that of some other opposition parties. The responsibility for 
·limiting these gains rests with the CPM which openly put
their objective (of thriving on the defeats of our party) above
the interests of the communist movement.

The split and disunity cost the communist movement 
-several seats in Bihar, UP and other places. Andhra and
\Vest Bengal alone accounted for more than one-half of the
total assembly seats we held before the split. The losses
there, therefore, are not easy to make up elsewhere.

The CPM leaders are trying to put the blame on our
party by citing comparative figures for the two parties where
they have done better. It is not our contention that we did
not overestimate our strength or contest where we should
not have. But the difference between them and us did not
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1ie in the assessment of strength. The difference lay in 
political approach, in the attitude towards each other. 

Even in their public utterances, the CPM leaders from 
-its general secretary downward left it in no doubt that the
one objective of the CPM in the elections was to defeat the
·'revisionists' and it is no secret now that some of their top
"leaders attached more importance to defeating the CPI than
,defeating the Congress. In West Bengal, Andhra and some
-0ther places, the entire propaganda was carried in thi_s spirit.
It is not accidental either that they did not accept the
'sitting principle', but on the. contrary demanded, for exarn
·ple, all our sitting Lok Sabha seats in West Bengal and, !n
fact, contested them. That was their guiding line in Andhra
.also.

It is not necessary to go into individual cases. In rnanv 
-cases we were up against this line of hostility towards us and
,of disruption of the united election fight. But the evil effects
-of this line were not confined merely to our mutual relations
or claims. They affected adversely the entire left and demo
•cratic camp.

For example, the CPM first underestimated and then
,de1ided the role of the Bangla Congress. It offered the latter
-only '34 seats, while claiming for itself over four times as
many. The CPM's attitude created difficulties for building
;an overall left unity in West Bengal and other places and
-encouraged the anti-unity elements in other parties who took
advantage of the split in the communist movement. Thus the
-communist movement and th1:ough it the working class could
not play its full part in bringin� about the left and oerno
•Cratic unity as a result of the CPM' s special line in relation
to the CPI. It damped the enthusiasm of the masses in rnanv
places. Some working class constituencies were lost to the
Congress because of the mutual contests between the two
·parties

It is not surprising that the congress people are saying 
that their party has been saved in Andhra because of the 
split of the CPI and mutual contests between the CPI and 
the CPM. It should be a matter of concern for all that when 
the whole country rose against the Congress in the election, 
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one of its strongest left and communist bases so miserably 
failed· mainly due to the line and behaviour of those who
are supposed to be 'true Marxist-Leninists'. 

A�TI-CPI ELECTORAL AIMS OF CPM MEET WITH FIASCO 

Whether the CPM leadership recognises it or not, the 
fact remains that its electoral objective vis-a-vis CPI has. 
met with a fiasco in every respect : ideological, political andl 
organisational. Judged even by the pre-election statements,. 
it can be saftly stated that if the CPM had done better, 
especially in AndJu-a and West Bengal, to say nothing of 
repeating the Kerala mid-term show, that would have only 
strengthened further the dogmatic and disruptionist trends,. 
already dominant, within their party. After all, their Kerala 
success in 1965, notwithstanding, the subsequent dissolution 
of the assembly, had not brought them sobriety but 
only made them so dizzy that wherever they felt they were 
strong, they dreamed of repeating Kerala. This was a line 
for them-the line of 'eliminating the revisionists' by which, 
they meant the CPI. Their declared line of defeating the 
Congress and the CPI has been shown up, in effect, as a line 
of facilitating congress victories. There is every reason to be

sorry because the left and democratic movement has suf
fered on account of the split and everything possible must 
be done to overcome the rift. But equally there is every 
reason for satisfaction that the elections have been a smash
ing blow to the ·repeat Kerala' line and to ideological ancY. 
deepru· political inspirations behind it. The interest of the 
communist movement in the situation prevailing needed this 
experience. 

It is not accidental that after this ideological and politicaY 
debacle, too difficult to cover up by phrases, there is some 
heart-searching among sections of the CPM leaders and' 
ranks-some seeming and partial attempts to make self
criticism. It will be, however, an illusion to think that radicaf 
changes in that party would come without certain basic 
corrections. So long as they nurse the thesis that the split 
was in the interests of the cause of India's communist 

40 

I 

l 

movement, they can nevei' fully r�cover from their malady 
.and make the needed turn. 

To sum up, the political battle of the fourth general 
,election and its aftermath are a clear rejection of the outlook, 
understanding and line that seeks to justify and foster split 
and disunity in the ranks of the communist movement. It is 
the positions of unity that have been enormously strength
ened and offered new potentialities in the struggle for unity 
of all communists and the communist movement. Election 
11as thus strengthened the forces of unity . 

OUR LINE AND STAND VINDICATED 

The election provided a test for our party's basic line, as 
well as its approach to the pressing problems of the demo
cratic movement. And it is over these that a bitter clash 
of id�as with the CPM developed. The latter denounced 
our line and tactics as 'revisionism' and even publicly 
Tcjected our bona fides as fighters against the congress mis
rule. Let us now examine our basic positions in the light of 
the experience of the greatest political battle of the recent 
time that the fourth general election was. 

In 
I 

the programmatic sphere, we hold that in order to 
,complete the tasks of national democratic revolution all 
democratic classes, including sections -o£ national bourgeoisie 
can and must be united in a common front-National 
Democratic Front. Our conception of national democracy., 
which is always distorted and misrepresented by the CPM 
leadership, provides the theoretical basis for building up 
such a front and for seeking socio-economic transformations. 
Our Programme stresses the non-capitalist path and rejects 
the present capitalist path. 

We stress the unitv of left and democratic forces. But 
we have laid-and stiil lay-great emphasis on the need for 
uniting the masses that follow the democratic opposition and 
that follow the Congress, basing ourselves on the growing 
popular disillusionment as well as differentiation among the 
national bourgeoisie. 

Our Programme stresses the possibility of peaceful transi-
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