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BASIC QUESTIO�S OF CONTROVERSY OVER 
PARTY PROGRAMME AT VIJAYA\i\TADA 

NATIONAL DElvlOCRACY AND NOK-CAPITALIST PATH 

Comrade E. M. S. Narnboodiripad submitted a document 
-entitle� Revisionism and Dogrnatism in the CPI to the
National Council in February 1963. The National Council,
while referring this document to a commission for detailed
discussion and stud); along with other documents on the
ideological and programmatic questions before the Party,
passed a resolution repudiating certain unfounded and un
warranted charges which the author had made against the
majority of the National Council. In June 1963 this docu
ment of Comrade E. M. S. was published for inner-party
drculati6n. The commission appointed hardly met or func
l:ioned for the purposes of discussing this document.

Later in December 1963, in the context of our discu�sions 
regarding the preparation of documents for our forth
coming Party Congress, Comrade E. M. S. Namboodiripad 
submitted another document which is in the nature of a 
report on the programmatic and ideological questions before 
the Party. He held the view that instead of preparing three 
separate documents for the Party Congress, viz., a Party 
Programme, a Document on Ideological Question and a 
Political Resolution, we should prepare one omnibus report 
on all these three questions which should be the only docu
ment before the Congress. This report-document has been 
resubmitted by Comrade E. M. S. to the Secretariat, with 
some amendments, as his draft document for the Congress. 
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of building 1ndependeht economy heaps economic burdens
on them; does not raise but rather lowers their standard of
living. They see that with the growth of capitali sm and 
with the growth of monopoly and conce ntration of capital, 
the soil for reactionary forces grows and these forces begin 
pressurising the government to turn to pro-impe rialist and
a

nti-democratic polic ies. 
The bankruptcy of the capitalist path to secure economic

indep endence for the country and a better standard of liv ing for the people becomes m ore and m ore app ar en t  to
t

he patriotic peopl e and masses. 
Is it possible for countries like In d ia, Indonesia, etc., toreach economic independence, that is, the stage of mature 

industrialisation and develo ped a gri cult ure in 
the ca pita

li
s t

way? 
This possibility cannot be excluded in the context of the

new world s i tuation (new epoch and the third sta ge ofthe general crisis of capitalism) and also because of the 
possibilities it opens up for the nationa

l 
bourgeoisie as a whole to pursue its class aim of buildin g an independenteco

n
omy in the capitalist way. Of course, such a develop

ment w oul d be a protracte
d 

path, heaping burdens and sufferi ng on the masse s and involving dange rs for the
nation. 

But to recognise the possibility soberly, is n either to hav e il1usions about capitalism nor t o  und
eres timate the impact

of the ne w epo ch. 
On the other hand, to keep this possibility sober

ly inview is to recognise the middle-of-the-road character of 
such governments, their dual role, their alte rnate swings
in th e  p rogressive and reactionary directions. 

But this middle-of-the-road capitalist way of b u ildin
g indepen dent national econo my, which is glorifie

d by the 
i
deologues of the bourgeoisie as "mixed economy" and as
the "democratic way of achiev ing socialistic pattern" in 

prac
t ice l

ead
s to the u

nf
o

lding 
of the we

ll-known contra-

2 0

dictions of cap
i

t alist dev e
l o

p
me nt, c oncentration of capi•

tal, growt
h 

of mo n opoly on 
the one hand and the growing

disparities of in come a nd 
a t

o
tally insufficient g rowth of

the standard of 
livin

g o f th
e masses on the other. This is 

taking place w
h
en 

th
e e co n o

my 
of the country is yet with

in the sphere of influ ence of wor
ld cap italist economy, when

the grip of i
m

pe
ri

a
li

s
t

s on cer
ta in sec tors o

f 
our economy 

still c ontin
ues.

This crea tes the so
i

l on 
which re a ctionary forces grow, 

and taking advantage of the discon
ten t of the masses, seek 

to subvert even th
is m iddl

e-o
f-the

-road path in the 
pro

impe
rialist and ant

i-dem ocra tic dir ections . 

This path of 
d

ev e
lo

pment 
the refor e  leads to (1) growing

burdens, suf
f
ering on the masses ; (2

) 
growi n g influence o

f

the monopolies o n  the s
t

a
t

e 
mac hin e and 

consequent 

g
rowth of corrup

t
i
on

; (3) grow th of reactionar y forces and 
dan

g
e
r o

f 
subve rs

i

on
, 

o
f slippin g ba c k into imperialis t gri p . 

At the sam e  time, as a res ul t of thi s develo pment, there 

is the growt
h 

and expans i on of democra ti c classes, in the 

first place, there is th e gro wth of the wo rking clas s due to 

indu�trialisatio n. The n 
th

ere is the g rowth of peasant far•

mers, with land or 
with t

ena
ncy ri

g
h

t
s becaus e o f some land 

reform. There is the grow t h o
f the intelligentsi a engage d in 

the growing in
d

u st rie s and cons tru ctio n works. Ther e is

also the expansion of the na
tional bo urgeois

i
e 

i
n the low er 

strata. These classes, 
together with the masse s o f common 

people, constitute t
h e 

p
e

op
le o

f India. Th
e

y constitu
t

e the

nat i on. 

If the prole tariat and i
t
s Par ty hav e to come forwar d to

unite the people in a nationa
l d e

mocratic front and to make

a bid for hegemony in the strugg le for the social develo
p
• 

ment that is ta
kin

g p
l
a

ce in the cou ntr y, it is not enou
gh 

at this stage 
to 

put fo
rwa rd jus

t a n anti-imperialis t, anti-

feudal programm e. 

T
he na tiona

l bour
geo

i
si

e h
a vin g 

t
o a limit

e
d exten t

2
1



carried out anti-imperialist and anti-feudal tasks, have 
begun building independent national economy though in 
the capitalist way. 

THE ALTERNATIVE PA TH 

The masses and the people being faced with the burdens, 
the sufferings and the dangers of this way, are seeking an 
alternative path, are asking the question: Must India build 
the capitalist way? Is there no other path? Capitalist path 
stands discredited in the ey<'s of the masses and that is 
why the pre'sent ruling class proclaims socialism as it� 
objective . The principles of their development planning, 
whose objective is independent self-reliant naticnal eco
nomy, raising the standard of living of the masses and 
doing away with economic inequalities, are heavy industry 
in the public sector, agrarian reform and democracy. These 
are progressive principles. But the manner in which they 
are implemented in the actual plan, leads to the burdens on 
and sufferings of the people and to the endangering of 
independent development itself. 

In this context the working class and its Party come 
forward with an alternative path of building independent 
national economy-the path of non-capitalist development. 
This programme is well known. It is not necessary to repeat 

it here. 
Can such a programme unite all sections of the peasants 

and the exploited masses? of course, such unity or united 
front based on it will not come as soon as you put forward 
the programme. It will require a long, arduous and many
sided struggle . As a result of this struggle, a change in the 
relation of class forces has to be brought about. The balance 
of class foi·ces must shift in favour of the leadership of the 
working class, in favour of the worker-peasant alliance. It · 
must result in the isolation of the reactionary sections of 
the bourgeoisie . Only when such a shift in the relations of 
class fo1:ces- is brought about can national democracy and 
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its government come into existence and the implemen

tation of the programme of non-capitalist path begin. 

The author is right when he says that fight for the non

capitalist path begins as soon as the newly-independent 

national bourgeois government, having stabilised itself

begins the task of constructing independent national

economy. 
· He is right in this, that the fight for non-capitalist path

and for national democracy go hand in hand and cannot

be separated. 
He is also right when he says that the minority draft

believes that the realisation of the non-capitalist path is

only possible under the sole leadership of the working class,

under a people's democracy, it attaches no importance to

national democracy. 
But having set himself the task of artificially demarcat-

ing himself from both the majority and minority, he says

the majority draft over-estimates national democracy, i.e .,

only kowtows to the bourgeoisie and does not work out

the class policy of uniting and struggling against the bour

geoisie., His claim is that he himself has succeeded in

giving a concrete application of the struggle for non-capi

talist path and national democracy to Indian conditions.

He does not see how this struggle has a dual aspect- it

is both patriotic as well as anti-mass-exploitation. Let us 

examine his claim. 
He does not concretely formulate· what shifts in the

relations of class forces and class alignment have to be 

brought about by this struggle to achieve national demo-

cr�� 

He does not show concretely how far in an underdeve-

loped country like India, which has launched on the path 

of building independent national economy in the capitalist 

way, national democracy is an achievable objective, both

because of favourable internal conditions and favourable·
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It is the most effective way of achieving t he n
a

ti
ona

l 

objective today-building independent national economy,
. without heaping burdens and suffering on the masses but

by ensuring a steady and continuous rise in th e ir standard
of living; without e xposin

g 
the country to reactionary ant i

national subversion and
by stren g

th
e ni ng po

li

t
ica

l an d 

e
conomic independence. 

This is a consistently anti-imperialist, de moc ra
ti

c pa t
h 

of building the nation's econo my. 

In fighting to mobilise the masse s for it, we must c om
bine the patriotic approach towards building independent
national economy with unwavering struggle for be t te ring
the living standards of the masses ; we must con

centrate 

fire on the reactionary anti- d emocra t
ic

for
c e

s
; 

w
e mus t

see
k 

to unite all the patrio tic se cti ons.
If the struggle is developed along these lines, it will 

gather mass and momen tum; it wil l suc ceed in iso
l

ati ng
the reactionary pro-imper

ia list sectio ns of the bourgeois
i

e;
it will shift the bala nce of clas s forces i n  favour of working 
class leadership and of worker-pe asa nt alliance a nd thus
create conditions for uniting with th e patrio ti c n at

i
on al 

bourgeoisie and for the formatio n of national demo cr a tic
fron t p owe rfu l  eno

u
gh to take the s t rin gs o

f govern men
t 

in

hand. 

Building independent n ational eco nom y, along the non
capitalist path under such a national democracy creates the
materia l an

d cla ss pre-re
quis

ites for
th

e t
ra nsi

t
i
on 

to

socialism. 
All this is possible in the new epoch and in 

th
e 

thir
d 

stage of the general crisis of capitalism, not only beca us e
capitalism is discredi ted b ut also be cause the socia

li
st 

system has become a decisive f orce, capable of crushing
imperialist aggression, capable of giving economic ai

d 

to
underdeveloped coun

tries enabl ing them to build t
h

eir
independent nationa

l eco
nomies, avoi

din

g 
dangers of 

c api talist deve
l

op ment.
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H
a

s the author .worked out such an integrated conception 

of n on -capitalis t path and national democracy and its ap

pli

ca
tion to India? He has not. He is so absorbed in fighting 

the a ll eg ed revis ionism of the majority draft that he re

m
a

ins som ewhere in the middle - but nearer to the mino

r ity dra
ft . 

If you do not see that possibility of national democracy 

in th
e p rese nt wo rld situation means the possibility of the 

wor ki ng clas
s 

and worker-peasant alliance sharing leader

s
hip w ith patriotic sections of the national bourgeoisie to 

impleme nt the non-capitalisf path of building national 

eco n
o

my, you do not understand the conception at all. But 

su
c

h a pos
s

ibility can be realised only if the working-class 

Party co mbine

s 
the patriotic and class approach correctly 

a nd struggles 
to e stablish the initiative of the working-class 

lea
d
ership a nd of worker-peasant alliance in the national 

d
e

m ocra tic front. 

,

2
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