
pendence Party history. vVe tried to show that only in thecontext of a correct understanding of the democratic (i.e.national in the progressive sense) nature of the task whichfaced us in this stage of the revolution, could we work outthe correct Marxist-Leninist policy of building the nationalfront and striving for proletarian hegemony in the sameand thus fight both the deviations. vVe further tried to show that historically, there wereshortcomings in such a correct understanding, which affected our work and growth in the pre-independence days andthat those shortcomings were not liquidated because wefailed to make a thorough study of the concrete problemsof our revolution in the light of our experience and thegeneral Leninist theory of national and colonial revolution,and by creating the theoretical · and ideological groundwork for charting the specific political and tactical line ofour national revolution. This has to be borne in mind inreviewing our post-independence policy shifts and Partyhistory. The author's methodology of mechanically andequally fighting both the deviations and of restoring the class approach in that context proves inadequate and leadsto wrong results just because this historical background ismissed arid- ignored. 
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LEFT-SECTARIANISM IN THE POST
INDEPENDENCE PERIOD OF 1947-1952 

NATIONAL BOURGEOISIE AND WORKI:\"G CLASS IN THE 

STRUGGLE FOR HEGEMONY IN THE COMPLETION OF 

THE NATIONAL-DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION 

As in the case of the pre-independence period, so also 
in the post-independence period, the analysis of the 
policy shifts and deviations have to be made in the context 
of the national task that faced the Party after the transfer 
of power. In fact, from the so-called Mountbatten resolu
tion of June 1947, right up to the present time, the differ
ences and deviations that arose in our Party hinged on the 
key questions: What is the significance of the transfer of 
power to the bourgeois leadership? How does the prole
tariat carry forward the remaining part of the unfinished 
national-liberation revolution? Once again the question 
arose: What is the role of the national leadership and the 
class it represents-the bourgeoisie-now that it has secur
ed state power, in the remaining part of the revolution? 
Where does the main line of class contradiction lie in the 
social upheaval that is taking place? How is the united 
front of national-liberation forces to be reconstructed for 
carrying the bourgeois-democratic revolution to comple
tion and how is the struggle to achieve proletarian hege
mony in the same to be carried forward? And how is the 
transition to socialism to be prepared for? Such were the 
questions which arose. 

' ' 

THE MOUNTBATTEN RESOLUTION 

The author says our initial stand on the eve of transfer 
of power-on its very eve-was Right-opportunist and 

87 









The resolution was also wrong when it stated that the 
big bourgeoisie had compromised, while . nothing was saicl 
about the national leadership. Actually, the national leader
s11ip as a· whole representing the whole national bourgeoisie 
was responsible for the compromise. At the same time, the 
national bourgeoisie as a whole was also trying to use the 
state power for consolidating independence. 

Thus the national bourgeoisie and the national leadership 
were playing a dual role in a new situation in a new way. 
It required of the proletariat and its Party that they too 
formulate a new policy of uniting with and struggling 
against the national bourgeoisie for consolidating national 
political independence and for achieving economic indepen
dence, i.e., for completing the anti-imperialist anti-feudal 
revolution. 

THE RE-APPRAISAL 

In a most difficult situation, when a basic turning point 
was reached in the situation of the national-liberation revo
lution, when it was difficult to foresee the future develop
ments-at such a time the resolution made a careful analysis 
which correctly grasped the dual aspect of a situation, which 
was of a half-finished national revolution. It was a step in 
the right direction-to go forward to work out a new policy 
for the new period that was opening. Its main-shortcoming
its main deviation, was in the reformist direction. It under
played the compromise and ignored the need to struggle 
against the new government for defending democratic 
rights and people's living conditions. 

The resolution was not Right-reformist but correct when 
it implied that the main direction of the struggles was still 
against imperialism and feudalism and not against the. 
national bourgeoisie and the · national leadership, was for 
the consolidation of political independence, for the accession 
of the princely states and their merger with independent 
India. In this struggle, the national leadership and the na-

9! 

tional bourgeois state, which had emerged, were not on the 
other side, with imperialism, but on this side, with the peo
ple-a weapon to be sharpened to smash the imperialist 
conspiracy. This was not Right-reformism of the resolution 
but a correct approach. 

But it was also true that the national leadership and the 
national government were unleashing repression against 
working-class and peasant struggles for democratic rights 
and for improving living standards. It was also discouraging 
struggles of the states' people wherever they were rising 
in revolutionary tempo. It was necessary to fight this ten
,dency and develop these struggles within the framework of 
the united front in which the national bourgeoisie had yet 
a place. The resolution was defective here. It missed 
:this task. 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE MASS UPSURGE AFTER AUGUST 15 

A cursory look at the struggles which were proceeding in 
1947-48 is necessary to make this point clearer. Soon after the 
.transfer of power, communal holocaust started in . the north 
and east,, leading to huge exodus of population from both 
Pakistan and India. This was the conspiracy of British imperial
ists. The situation was particularly critical in the north. 
Imperialism wanted to divert and disrupt the anti-imperialist 
mass upsurge and weaken the new government. Allay the 
communal tension, protect the minority; maintain national 
unity and rehabilitate the refugees- such were the tasks. 
And they had to be discharged in cooperation with the gov
•ernment-lending support to government measures. Our 
Party, especially in the north, played a creditable role in 
this and wrote a glorious page of heroic self-sacrifice. 

In 1947, the unprecedented strike-wave which began in . 
1946 continued; as reflected in the following eloquent 
statistics : 
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the anti-imperialist national front laid down in the 7th 
Congress of the CI was being replaced by a new general 
line of "class against class." The general line of action put

forward there, in the context of countering the US anti
democratic world drive, could be construt:d at best as the 
application of the line of the anti-fascist united front in a 
new way and in the new situation. As for the countries 
fighting for national liberation from colonial rule, no new 
line of action was formulated. 

NEW FEATURES OF POST-WAR SITUATION 

The governments which had emerged in the countries 
of Eastern and Central Europe after the defeat of the 
fascist governments there by the Red Army were called 
people's democracies. They began as anti-fascist people's 
front governments, in which the Communist Parties played 
a prominent role. They developed as people's democracies 
under working-class leadership and were recognised later

as a form of the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
This development was accompanied by the completion 

of the anti-fascist democratic revolution , by the abolition 
of landlordism and by distribution of land to the peasants, 
by the nationalisation of banks, factories and mines, so as 
to prepare the ground for the building of socialism. This 
development was not marked by the formation of S(?viets 
but the transformation took place on the basis of the parlia
mentary form. In the special conditions obtaining in these 
-countries, with the Communist and Workers' Parties play
ing a decisive role in the anti-fascist liberation struggle
and under the influence of the liberating forces of the Red
Army, the possibility of effecting a transformation from
capitalism to socialism in a new way had arisen. The
governments of. people's democracy and their consolida
tion later as working-class governments had made that
·possibility a reality. It was a new phenomenon. The pro
·cess was yet taking place. It had yet to · be studied. The
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question of generalising from it had not yet arisen. People's 
democracy was not considered as a new slogan of power 
for all capitalist countries though nailing it to the mast
head of the organ of the Comii1form, as For a Lasting 
Peace, For a People's Democracy! could give that impres
sion. Two leaders of the world communist movement 
(Thorez and Gottwald) had stated in those days that the 
transition from capitalism to socialism may take new and 
varied forms in the new situation but the question was 
not yet concretely worked out. 

All this is explained at some length only to show that 
the Cominform documents could not or did not offer us 
any direct help to· evolve our analysis given in the Political 
Thesis of the 2nd Party Congress. 

OUR 2ND PARTY CONGRESS THESIS 

In the Political Thesis, we dared to make a sweeping

formulation about "a new constellation of class forces" on

a world plane, and stated:

The old combination in. which certain sections of the

bourgeoisie and their reformist hangers-on were found

in, the people's camp in the common battle against

fascism, is replaced by one in which the entire bour

geoisie, ranged · together witl� its reformist hangers-on 

and reactionary supporters, is attempting to blend itself

together to stem the tide of revolution and oppose the

working class, the people, the socialist Soviet Union, the

eastern democracies and the colonial peoples.

This was our own original contribution to the under

standing of the new world situation. We were projecting

our distorted and wrong understanding of the "new class

constellation" which we imagined to have emerged in

India after the transfer of power, on to the world plane. 

This 'new class alignment' in India after the transfer of

power on August 15, 1947 is described in the Political

Thesis thus : 

103 











the Party (cf. Chen Po-ta's Mao Tse-tung on Chinese Revo� 
lution, 1954; Liu Shao-chi The Victory of Marxism-Lenin
ism in China, 1959). The reason for this is perhaps that 
neither of these documents gave a correct lead on the· 
three key problems of the Chinese revolution. 

For instance, the Sixth World Congress thesis had not 
foreseen that despite betrayal by important sections of the 
national bourgeoisie, the question of uniting with the 
national bourgeoisie, while fighting against its compromis
ing tendency, would still arise-and had not worked out 
tactics of unity and struggle vis-a-vis national bourgeoisie. 
We have referred to this shortcoming of the thesis in rela
tion to India earlier. 

Wang Ming's report which was made in 1935 by which 
time the specific path of establishing proletarian hegemony 
vis-a-vis the national bourgeoisie by developing the anti
feudal peasant revolution in the countryside and establish
ing democratic liberated bases was clear enough. But 
Wang Ming's report does not reflect this characteristic 
feature at all. 

Both in the 6th World Congress thesis and in Wang· 
Ming's report to the 7th Congress the slogan of power put 
forward for the Chinese national revolution was that 
of Workers' and Peasants' Soviet Republic, But C014rade 
Mao Tse-tung and the Chinese Communist Party, correctly 
appraising the experience of the course of the Chinese· 
revolution both before and after Japanese aggression, and· 
fighting both the deviations had come to the conclusion 
that the correct slogan of power for the democratic stage· 
of the revolution in which national bourgeoisie can parti- · 
cipate in the democratic republic of a new type, i.e., New 
Democracy-not the Soviet Republic. This. was put for
ward in New Democracy. 

There are three major teachings which are emphasised 
in New Democracy of Mao Tse-tung, which can be said to 
be creative application of the Marxist-Leninist theory of· 
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colonial and national revolutions to the concrete realities of 
China. 

1. The Chinese revolution consists of two stages-demo
cratic and socialist : "We can give correct leadership to the 
Chinese revolution only on the basis of a clear understand
ing of both the difference between the two and their inter
connection." (Mao Tse-tung) 

2. For achieving proletarian hegemony and victmy in
democratic revolution-developing revolutionary anti-land
lord peasant struggle for land-setting up liberated bases. 

3. On the basis of building closest alliance between
proletariat and peasant masses solve the question of forg
ing united revolutionary front with the national bour
geoisie-tactic of unity and struggle-isolating the diehard, 
uniting with the middle-of-the-road forces. 

:MECHANICAL APPLICATION 

In 1950 these teachings of the Chinese Communist Party 
leaders did help us to correct some of the most crude Left
sectarian mistakes of the political thesis of the Second 
Congress and of the later PB documents. But we took to 
the shortcut of mechanically applying the Chinese model 
to India instead of imbibing the spirit of these contribu
tions and attempting to chart our own path in the light of 
a concrete study of our national bourgeoisie, and in the 
light of the reality of our national mass struggles. The 
result was that we now characterised the government as 
that of the big bourgeoisie and landlords which had be
trayed the national revolution. 

We conceded that in the fight for the completion of the 
anti-imperialist, anti-feudal revolution, we had to unite 
with the national bourgeoisie, which was oppressed by 
imperialism and that the main form of the struggle was 
to be armed struggle of the peasantry for land. Telengana 
was to be continued and similar movements to be started 
in other suitable places. 
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elections which were to be held on the basis of adult 
suffrage; and 
(2) To split and sabotage the growing mass movement.

As for the mass movement, the national struggle up-
surge of 1946-47 had subsided and a · new rise based on 
the discontent of the masses was taking shape. It was no 
doubt directed against the government, representing the 
urge of the masses wishing to see national independence 
and democracy implemented in terms of national resur
gence and rising living standards. It. was neither united 
nor had yet reached the consciousness of the demand of 
replacing the government. 

The slogan and the analysis of our 2nd Congress thesis 
and the tactics worked out on its basis had proved to be 
at crass variance with the situation as it developed in the 
next two years. The Party ranks and workers who tried to 
work it out unitedly and at the cost of great sacrifice began 
to see the contradiction and demanded change. The change· 
which June 1950 line offered soon proved to be equally in 
sharp conflict with reality. 

UNITY ON• THE BASIS OF 1951 PROGRAMME

There was heated discussion and searching of hearts 
throughout the Party. There was widespread restudy of 
Lenin and Stalin on colonial revolution, of the works of 
the Chinese Communist Party, of Comrade Mao Tse-tung 
and Liu Shao-chi; of the reports of the two Soviet oriental 
academicians' meetings in 1949 and 1950. Besides, there 
was also the confusion and revolt in the ranks caused by 
the leadership trying to push through wrong political line 
through organisational methods. Finally, the leadership 
after a sustained effort of collective discussion, in which 
international communist circles were also drawn, produced 
in May 1951 a Programme and a policy document which 
unified the Party for the time being. 
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STRUGGLE AND SEARCH FOR INDIA'S PATH TO 
NATIONAL REGENERATION AND SOCIALISM 

(1953-1961) 

BASIC CLASS ALLIANCE A\!D THE SLOGAN OF POWER IN 

THE NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION 

Why was this Programme of 1951, and the Policy State
ment which accompanied it, able to unify our ranks for 
the time being and to set us on the road of collective mass 
and Party work which enabled us to correct the mistakes of 
the Programme itself and advance further? 

At the same time, despite the advance we made in the 
period from Madurai (195,3) to Amritsar (1958) in arriving 
at a more and more correct understanding of the pro
grammatic and policy issues of the present stage of our 
revolution, why did our differences on these issues erupt 
in a sparp form once again at Vijayawada and later? Why 
were we not able to use the generalisations of the 1960
Moscow Statement about the new path and possibilities of 
development which open up for the newly-independent 
countries in the context of the new epoc}.:t and the new 
stage of the general crisis of capitalism, for the purpose 
of solving our differences? 

The author has given his answer in terms of his pet 
formula ( of simultaneous and equal struggle against revi
sionism and dogmatism) to which we have referred to 
again and again. The author says, we (i.e. the majority) 
represent the successive corrections made by the Party of 
the wrong understanding of the 1951 Programme as a one
sided struggle against Left-sectarianism. That is why he 
thinks we fall into revisionist errors. He suggests, we are 
persisting in the non-class approach of June 1947 reso-
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